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IF YOU'RE GOING
TO BE AN ECOLOGIST!
OUVE 60T TO
| STIR THINGS UP A LITTLE!

WITH AN NCCC LAW SUIT
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PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE

RELICENSING THE SKAGIT DAMS

DAVE FLUHARTY

If Seattle City Light were to be
proposing to construct the three dams
(Gorge, Diablo and Ross) on the Skagit
River today, the environmental furor
they would set off would make the Exxon
Valdez disaster seem a mere skirmish.
However, when the dam projects on the
Skagit were Ticensed by the Federal
Power Commission more than sixty years
ago only a few voices mourned the loss
of this area and many praised the
developers for their foresight. Through
the years, those served by Seattle City
Light have benefitted from Tow cost,
reliable power supplied by these
projects. Floods on the Skagit have
been considerably reduced for farms and
communities downstream. But these
benefits have come at considerable cost
to the environment of the Skagit
River. Fortunately, the 50-year license
of the projects has expired and Seattle
City Light, in applying for a new
license, must comply with a new set of
laws and a new set of political,
economic and social conditions.

The scenic and wilderness quality of the
North Cascades has been recognized by
Congress. The demand for recreation on
free-flowing rivers has exploded. The
legal protection accorded the
environment has increased the ability of
preservation groups to protect natural
ecosystems and processes. Historic,
cultural and archaeological resources
must be protected. Fish and wildlife
damages of projects must be taken into
account and compensation provided. And
this is where the North Cascades
Conservation Council (NCCC) comes in.
Remember our intervention in the late
1970's to block the 1licensing of the
High Ross Dam. This provided the time
needed and the impetus for an
international agreement between Canada
and the United States which substituted
for the High Ross Dam. Now, after more
than a decade of operating these dams on
annual licenses, the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) has ordered
Seattle City Light to complete its
application. NCCC officers and
interested members have been spending

long hours in meetings and research to
develop studies and proposals for
enhancing, mitigating, and protecting
the environment that continues to be
impacted by the Skagit dams and
associated power production and
transmission facilities.

One consequence of the licensing
process, albeit unlikely, is that FERC
could deny Seattle City Light's
application and require that the dams be
taken out. Beyond that monumental
decision, the potential outcome of the
FERC proceedings is fuzzy, but there are
indications that comprehensive
mitigation packages, worked out in other
relicensings, can be substantial and

provide many positive benefits - even
for power production as well as the
environment. There is not much

experience from which to draw,
concerning the type of protection,
mitigation, and enhancement that is
required of utilities for relicensing.
Should it be the same as would be
required if the proposal were being made
today on a natural environment? Should
it be to compensate for the original
impacts of the project? Or, should it
be - from the hard 1line utility
manager's perspective - minimal
mitigation because the damage if any is
already done? From the hardliner's
perspective it is imprudent to do
anything that would raise the cost of
providing power even if this means that
low cost power continues to get a free
ride on the environment.

NCCC proposals for compensatory measures
range from purchase of land to mitigate
for wildlife habitat and wilderness
recreation lands inundated by the dams
to educational programs on the North
Cascades ecosystem. We have been
assisted in developing these proposals
by The Nature Conservancy and North
Cascades Institute and other
environmental preservation groups. Do
you have ideas we could incorporate into
this process? We need your input on
measures to mitigate/protect/enhance the
impact of the reservoirs, production and
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trasmission facilities and townsites on,
wildlife, fisheries (downstream and in
reservoir) recreation (all types),
cultural historical archeological
resources (including consultations with
Native Americans), visual quality,
erosion and slope stability, etc.
Please pass your ideas on to NCCC.

Preliminary results of studies on the
origins of users of the Skagit River
area show that residents of tne Puget
Sound Tlowland (many of whom are served
by Seattle City Light) predominate.
Your President is writing this with a
word processor powered by Seattle City
Light-provided electricity (about 30% of
the total energy supply comes from the
Skagit). The editors will rework these
lines into readable English on another
word processor and produce a final copy
which will be printed in Seattle for
delivery to you where ever you are.
Thus, it 1is not the case of a "them"
versus '"us". It is a case of "us"
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deciding to pay a bit more for
electricity to allow mitigation of
environmental costs of production and
transmission rather than the 60+ years
of paying with the environment for Tower
cost power.

Over the next six months to a year
meetings between Seattle City Light,
intervenors (NCCC, Upper Skagit Tribes,
U.S. Forest Service, National Park
Service, National Marine  Fisheries
Service, Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of Ecology, Department of
Wildlife, and potentially others) and
FERC  will result in a revised
application for a 1license that should
address these issues. NCCC is making a
good-faith effort to provide comment and
advice on studies to be done and on
measures to compensate for damage to the
environment. However, we are prepared
to appeal to FERC and the courts if the
relicensing package proposed falls short
of adequate mitigation of impacts.

Diablo dam
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SEVENTH IRVING CLARK AWARD
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DANIEL J. L J. EVANS

At the Northwest Wilderness and Parks Conference in Seattle, Daniel J. Evans
gave the dinner address "Wilderness as it Relates to "World Needs" on
September 9, 1989. Following this, appreciation for Dan Evans' contributions
to conservation causes was expressed by Dave Fluharty, President of North
Cascades Conservation Council, Bob Aergeter, past President Mt. Rainier
National Park Associates, Polly Dyer, President Olympic Park Associates, and
Jean Durning, Western Representative Wilderness Society.

As Govenor of Washington State, Dan Evans (1) actively supported the creation
of a North Cascades National Park and Lake Chelan and Ross Lake National
Recreation Areas along with the Pasayton Wilderness, (2) succeeded in having
the North Cascades Highway designated a State Scenic Highway, and (3)
successfully promoted the addition to Olympic National Park of the Ocean Shore
Wilderness from the Ozette River north to include Point of the Arches and Shi
Shi Beach. As Senator, he lead the Washington Congressional Delegation in the
promotion and passage of Tlegislation establishing Wilderness units within
North Cascades, Mt. Rainier, and Olympic National Parks as well as Ross Lake
and Lake Chelan National Recreation Areas.

In appreciation of this dedicated and successful Tleadership Dan Evans was
presented with the seventh Irving M. Clark Award.

IN RECOGNITION OF HIS OUTSTANDING VISION, LEADERSHIP
AND SUCCESS IN PRESERVING PARK AND WILDERNESS VALUES
FOR THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON AND THE NATION
FOR THIS AND FUTURE GENERATIONS
Previous recipients of the Irving Clark Award were Irving M. Clark (1958),

Harry W. Higman (1960), John Osseward (1965), Karl W. Onthank (1967), Leo
Gallegher (1972), and Emily Haig (1977).
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SEE YOU IN COURT
NGCC CHALLENGES NPS PLANS

As you may have read in local newspapers, the North Cascades Conservation
Council has filed suit against the National Park Service over the drafting of
plans that allow continued degradation of the Lake Chelan National Recreation
Area. The policies promulgated in the plans would envision a doubling of
year-round population in the Stehekin Valley, would permit use of firewood and
other resources to the detriment of the ecosystem, and would result in major

changes in the character of the area and community.

NCCC members and its

officers have worked hard for countless hours in discussing the plans,
commenting on them and appealing for stronger measures to protect the Stehekin

Valley.
Board voted to bring suit.
excerpts from the suit.

This is an action challenging a series
of incremental planning decisions for
the North Cascades National Park Complex
which have been and are proposed to be
made without the benefit of any

environmental impact statement ("EIS")
addressing their individual and
cumulative effects. Plaintiff North
Cascades Conservation Council  (N3C)

seeks judicial review of the following
major federal actions significantly
affecting the environment of the North
Cascades National Park Complex:

a. a "Firewood Management Plan
for Lake Chelan National
Recreation Area" allowing
unprecedented clearcutting of
live trees within the Lake
Chelan National Recreation
Area.

b. a "General Management Plan for

the North Cascades National
Park Complex" allowing
increased development within

North Cascades National Park,
Ross Lake National Recreation
Area and Lake Chelan NRA;

c. a "lLand Protection Plan for
the Lake Chelan National
Recreation Area" establishing
land acquisition and exchange
policies which allow increased
development within the Lake
Chelan NRA; and

d. a "Wilderness Management Plan
for North Cascades National

These efforts have been ignored in the final plans.

Therefore, the

In the pages that follow, you are invited to read

Park  Complex" establishing
land management policies which
impair wilderness resources
and ignore the effects of
increased development within
Lake Chelan NRA.

Since the National Park Service assumed
jurisdiction over the North Cascades
National Park Complex in 1968, the
visual and ecologic values of the lands
and waters within the Lake Chelan NRA
have suffered a steady decline. The
once pristine Stehekin Valley and
spectacular head of Lake Chelan have
been cluttered with satellite dishes,
aluminum-roofed stucco houses on Tland
fills, and dense pockets of urban
development. The stream banks and
wetlands of the majestic Stehekin River
have been fouled by placement of "rip
rap" and removal of trees. Some of the
best specimens of the Stehekin Valley's
primeval forest have been, and others
are now scheduled to be, cut down for
firewood for the Stehekin Valley's
growing year-round population. Yet
Congress established the Lake Chelan NRA
to protect the remote and wild character
of Lake Chelan and the Stehekin Valley,
where a few hardy pioneers had chosen to
subsist in harmony with their natural
environment. In allowing development
contrary to Congress' intent, the Park
Service has abdicated its duty to
provide careful stewardship of these

sensitive  lands. This continuing
failure to carry out Congress'
objectives has manifested itself in

repeated violations of the National
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Environmental Policy Act as explicated
herein below. These violations have

become SO commonplace, and their
cumulative effect on environmental
protection SO devastating, that

plaintiff was compelled to institute

this action.
National Park

Former North Cascades

Complex Superintendent John Reynolds
approved a Firewood Management Plan
allowing residents of the Stehekin

Valley to obtain firewood from public
land by clearcutting live trees within
designated woodlots within the Lake
Chelan NRA. The program allows the
logging of 150 cords per year without an

EIS on the effects of this logging
activity.
Former Superintendent Reynolds

recommended approval of the Lake Chelan
NRA Land Protection Plan, which
classifies properites within the Lake
Chelan NRA according to priority for
acquisition or exchange, but fails to
mandate acquisition as necessary to
prevent further development of the
area. The Land Protection Plan provides
for a doubling of residential population
in the Stehekin Valley without an EIS on

the effects of this additional
development.

Former Superintendent Reynolds
recommended approval of the General

Management Plan for the North Cascades
National Park, the Ross Lake NRA, and
the Lake Chelan NRA. Although the
General Management Plan and the
aforesaid Land Protection Plan "will
provide the policy guidance on which the
National Park Service will base its
actions for the next 10 to 15 years",
defendents prepared no EIS evaluating
the environmental effects of either
plan. The General Management Plan
purports to approve a program of
increased growth and development for the
Stehekin Valley within the Lake Chelan
NRA.

Superintendent John R. Earnst approved a
Wilderness Management plan for the North
Cascades National Park, the Ross Lake
NRA, and the Lake Chelan NRA. Although
the Wilderness Management plan is
ostensibly designed to identify internal
and external threats to wilderness
values within the North  Cascades
National Park Complex, it fails to
address the encroaching urban
development within the Stehekin
Valley. Yet the Stehekin Valley serves

The Wild Cascades

as a major gateway for visitors to the
Park Complex's Wilderness, and is
visible and audible from much of Lake
Chelan NRA's designated Wilderness. The
Wilderness Management Plan fails to
adequately address many other critical
issues affecting the Park Complex's
Wilderness, including whether artifical
fish stocking of its lakes should
continue, whether restrictions on sport
fishing practices should be imposed,
whether campfires in certain high alpine
locations should remain permissible,
whether use of horses and camping in or
near certain alpine meadows and other
fragile locations should be curtailed,
and whether certain outstanding
watercourses such as the Stehekin River
should be proposed for Wild and Scenic
River  designation. Although  the
Wilderness Management Plan establishes
policies and programs for management of
over 90 percent of the lands within the

Park Complex, defendants failed to
prepare an ELS evaluating its
environmental effects or its

interrelationship with the other
incremental planning decision described
above.

The Park Service is presently developing
further plans and programs within the
framework of the General Management Plan
and intends that none of the programs in
development be evaluated in EISs. The
forthcoming plans and programs include
the Sand and Gravel Plan for the Lake
Chelan NRA, the Stehekin River
Management Plan for the Lake Chelan NRA,
and the Development Concept Plan for the
Lake Chelan NRA. The individual and
cumulative effects of these plans on the
human environment is significant and
warrants evaluation in an EIS.

Plaintiff requests a declaratory
judgment from this Court that the
foregoing decisions of the Park Service
are not in accordance with the law, and
must therefore be set aside as void, in
that:

a. NEPA requires preparation of
an EIS for actions which may
potentially, significantly
affect the environment. Yet,
despite the potential for
severe scenic and ecological
impairment, and substantial
public  opposition to and
concern over each of these
unprecedented actions, no EISs
were prepared. In particular,
an ELS is necessary to
consider
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(1) the effects of clearcutting on the increased tourist
scenic, scientific, promotion proposed in the
recreational, educational and plans;
wilderness values and uses, on
soil erosion and water (8) the environmental effects of
quality, and on wildlife the increased trail and dock
habitat; construction proposed in the

plans;

(2) the environmental impacts of
building and using the roads (9) the impacts on wilderness
necessary to implement the resources of current and
Firewood Management Program; projected patterns of

(3) the alternate sources of backcountry use and
energy or conservation management;
measures, necessary to (10) the environmental impacts of
supplement the 1limited and the plans presently in
decreasing firewood supply and development, and
the environmental effects of
use of such alternate sources; (11) the potential conflict between

the resource extraction and

(4) the effect on the environment commerical and residential
of the planned doubling of the development purportedly
Stehekin Valley population; allowed by the defendants'

(5) the effect on the environment decisions, and the statutory
of the increased development, standards governing management
added energy and utility of the North Cascades National
demands, and added road and Park Complex.
general transportation
requirements, resulting from b. NEPA requries federal agencies
the planned doubling of to "study, develop and
population; describe" appropriate

alternatives. Yet defendants

(6) the environmental impacts of conducted only a superficial
the additional  development analysis, devoid of factual
resulting from the proposed documentation, of some
land exchanges; alternatives and omitted

consideration of a number of

(7) the environmental effect of other reasonable alternatives.
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Congress created the North Cascades
National Park Complex, which includes
the Ross Lake NRA and the Lake Chelan
NRA, in 1968.

Land in the Stehekin Valley was
homesteaded in the 1late 1800s, and a
very small community existed there until
the 1970s, when residential development
increased substantially. The Stehekin
Valley has never been accessible by
road.

The estimated Stehekin winter population
in 1968 was just 36. Since then it has
more than doubled, to at least 79. The
number of dwelling units has increased
from 68 in 1968 to over 130 at present
including an estimated 41 permanent
residencies, 72 seasonal residencies and
18 seasonal business and governmental
units.

The annual firewood usage in Stehekin
was about 68 cords in 1968, but current
demand is approximately 150 cords per
year. Until the Park Service instituted
the Firewood Management Plan, only dead,
fallen, "non-Productive," or hazardous"
trees could be cut for firewood on
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public lands within the Lake Chelan
NRA. Under the Firewood Management
plan, woodlots of green timber will be
clearcut to augment current use of
"hazardous" trees, trees removed for
facility development or maintenance, and
dead and fallen trees accessible from
primary roads, for firewood.

The subject Firewood Management Plan is
without precedent. Nowhere, in any area
under the Jjurisdiction of the Park
Service, are woodlots clearcut so that
private individuals may obtain firewood
from public lands.

The impacts of clearcutting are striking

and severe. A forested area subject to
clearcutting becomes denuded, scarred
and visually unpleasant. Clearcutting

generally causes soil erosion and may
impair water quality and habitat for
fish and wildlife. The conifers
selected by defendants for firewood
logging constitute one of the finest
stands of old growth timber which exists
in Lake Chelan NRA. Their removal
impairs the Stehkin Valley's scenic
resources and its wildlife habitat.

,r//410%4y5zaL/
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The Land Protection Plan and the General
Management Plan allow substantial
development and growth, including a
further doubling of population within
the Lake Chelan NRA. In particular, the
accommodation of development is the
recurrent and dominant theme in the
General Management Plan's policies and
prescriptions for the Lake Chelan NRA.

The General Management Plan also
purports to sanction continued use of

the Stehekin "emergency" airstrip
despite the large visual scar
perpetuated by the periodic brush
removal required for its maintenance,
the disruptive noise and other

disturbances associated with its rapidly
increasing casual use, and its unsafe
location as documented by previous
accidents.

The General Management Plan omits
planning direction, and fails to explore
alternatives and mitigation measures, in
several vital areas. It contains no
provisions for cleanup of private waste
dumps in the Stehekin Valley. It makes
no attempt to consider alternative
scheduling of up-lake boat service that
might mitigate crowding. ~It fails to
consider restoration of park areas where
visitor overuse or abuse has been the
greatest, such as the shoreline points
and the wetland areas where the Stehekin
River enters Lake Chelan. The Plan
fails to explore population control by
aggressive purchase of private land as
it comes on the market. The Plan fails
to consider specific policies to retain
trailless areas. It fails to consider
reducing fishing pressure on fragile
natural stock through low catch
restrictions, gear Tlimitations and
retention (release) programs. The Plan
defers for more than ten years the
critical need to study the Stehekin
River for designation as a Wild and
Scenic River despite the rapid
degradation of riverine values.

In May, 1987, the Park Service issued an

Environmental Assessment (*EA)
presenting five alternative proposals
QQ' %
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for permitting Stehekin residents to
obtain firewood from within the Lake
Chelan NRA.

The public response to the preferred
alternative, a clearcut system, was
overwhelmingly negative. Over 100
letters, or 80.4% of the total,
supported Alternative (B) (Do Not Allow
Cutting of Firewood on Federal Land).

The EA ignores many potential
environmental effects of the preferred
(and ultimately adopted) alternative.
The EA fails to consider the effects of
the subject program on soil erosion and
animal habitat and on the scenic values
of Stehekin Valley as viewed from the

numerous hiking and equestrian trails
which traverse the surrounding
mountains.

The EA fails to provide a factually-

grounded, comparative analysis of
alternative energy sources. For
example, it purports to discuss the
effects of providing alternate fuel
sources, such as importing fuel oil,
importing firewood, and expanding the
valley's electrical generating

facility. But without any factual
documentation, the EA 1lightly dismisses
these alternatives as inviable.

The Firewood Management plan is the
first program allowing clearcutting
within an area administered by the
National Park Service for the purpose of
providing firewood to private
individuals. It establishes a precedent
for allowing the logging of Tlive trees
on public Tlands within Lake Chelan NRA
for private firewood. If the Stehekin
Valley's population continues to grow,

this precedent may 1lead to expanded
logging of public Tlands to satisfy
increasing demand for firewood. By

creating a 74-acre logging zone wherein

live trees are sacrificed for local
firewood, the subject program also
affects, at Tleast indirectly, future

planning for the location of trails and
other significant recreational
facilities within Lake Chelan NRA.
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HOW WILD THE WILD CASCADES ?

M. T. S. BERNARD

"Well, wilderness is wild. Sometimes it isn't nice. Sometimes it
frightens 1ittle children not to mention grown men.

"Suffering is not indespensible to a North Cascades experience, and my
family and I have spent countless days there sniffing flowers and feeling no
pain. But the essence of wilderness is: no guarantees.

"Though the fringes are friendly, the heart of the North Cascades is a

no-guarantees wilderness and so it must remain."

from The North Cascades National Park
by Bob and Ira Spring and Harvey Manning
1969

"We have to stop the ridiculous policy of trying always to alter the
wilderness to conform to the way we think it should be, instead of the way it
is designed to be. There is nothing new to be learned from animals who are
products of our own selecting -- that's only another stroll down a hallway of
mirrors. If we are to succeed in saving grizzlies with all their wildness, we
will not do it by changing the bears to meet our needs. For the first time in
our relatively short history on the planet, we need to be the ones to bend."

Doug Peacock

For the past several months The Mountaineer has echoed the hopes and
fears of residents of the Pacific Northwest about the possible existence of
grizzly bears in the North Cascades. Some of the letters (Dec., 1988)
represent outright distortions. One author stated that "Some want up to 450
bears added to the present population of 12 to 20" and implied that the "some"
was the Interagency Grizzly Bear Committee. The author of another Tletter
(March, 1989) stated that he "feared that 20 or 30 percent of our trails will
eventually be closed to hikers" if grizzlies recover in the North Cascades.
(Later in the article, his estimate of proposed trail closures reached 50%.)
The author went on to state that the Interagency Grizzly Bear Committee has
been very "evasive" and that, by making comparisons with Yellowstone, Glacier,
Banff and Jasper, it would be "a simple matter of arithmetic ... to determine
how many hikers in the Cascades would be affected by trail closures once the
desired grizzly bear population is established."

Well, Pardners, it ain't that easy. It's like the old recipe for rabbit
stew: First, catch a rabbit. If you want to know the impact of grizzlies on
hikers in the North Cascades, you've got to know where they live, what they
eat, and what trails are in the vicinity. The goal of the Interagency Grizzly
Bear North Cascades Study is to answer those questions.

Eight members of the Interagency Grizzly Bear Committee met with the

public on December 12, 1988 at the North Seattle Community College to inform
the public of their work and to answer questions. The Interagency Team
emphasized that no bears had been placed in the North Cascades and there were
no plans to do so.

The North Cascades study is attempting to answer three questions:

1. Are there any grizzlies in the North Cascades?
2. If so, how many grizzlies are there?
3. What habitat exists in the North Cascades for the grizzlies?
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This study is part of an attempt by Federal and State agencies to prevent
the extinction of 1less than 1000 grizzlies that presently 1live in six
scattered areas in the lower 48 states. The project is a five year study of
the grizzly and its habitat that will end in 1990.

Jon Almack, who is heading the field study in the North Cascades, stated
that his present objectives were to confirm the presence of grizzlies in the
North Cascades, to survey habitat quality, to identify bear foods and to
estimate population parameters. He has seen no grizzlies in the Cascades. He
has also seen no grizzly tracks. There are no photos of grizzlies in the
North Cascades. The only pieces of evidence for grizzly bears in the North
Cascades are approximately 30 "reliable" sightings and the 1987 discovery of
the skull of a grizzly bear that died 8 to 10 years ago near Cascade Pass.

Jon Almack wants to collar one to four bears so that their movements can
be used to study the extent of bear habitat and their food sources. Such
knowledge would be essential to determine what effect, if any, the bears would
have on our existing trail system. The agencies have stopped using PCP (angel
dust) to tranqualize bears, and are presently using the anesthetic telezol.

At the end of the study period, the Interagency Team will determine
whether or not the North Cascades is a suitable habitat for grizzly bear
recovery. The team emphasized that its report would be open for public
discussions when it was completed. There will be ample opportunity for public
input concerning the possibility of managing a portion of the North Cascades
as a grizzly bear recovery zone.

The Interagency Grizzly Bear Committee members all emphasized that the
interaction of grizzlies with humans would be part of their evaluation. This
would include the effect of roads on bears, bears on domestic livestock and
the interaction between hikers and bears.

In answer to the question, "What would happen if the bear population gets
out of control?", the Team stated that they don't expect the bear population
to get out of control at any time in the near future because of the present
low population density. However, should the population become too great, they
said control actions such as hunting would be instituted.

A second member of the audience asked how many deaths grizzlies have
caused. In the last 88 years, there have been only 17 people killed by
grizzlies in the lower 48 states. During the same period, there have been two

11
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and one-half million people killed in automobile accidents.

The Interagency Team emphasized that the North Cascades had no history of
the type of garbage that has led to habituation of the bears to humans in

other areas.
interactions,

According to Stephen Herrero, a noted expert on grizzly-human
the acclimatization of bears to garbage has been the single

greatest factor in bear-man encounters in Yellowstone, Glacier, and Banff.

The members of the
extinction.
North Cascades

underfunded that it may be
other Interagency members'

Grizzly Bear Ecosystem

"evasive".

is
predestined to failure
best

Interagency Grizzly Bear Team are hard-working,
dedicated professionals who are trying to save a magnificent animal
They are not trying to be
gather the facts before speaking.

from

They are just trying to
Unfortunately, Jon Almack's study of the
so chronically

and severely

in spite of his and the
intentions and efforts.

Almack's budget

permits only one researcher -- himself -- to survey the entire North Cascades
for the estimated less than 50 bears that inhabit the region.

The fears that grizzly bears in the North Cascades have engendered are

excessive in view of the
experienced researchers are
hiker said,

rarity of the
having

sightings
in locating the bears.
"I've been hiking in the North Cascades for 60 years, and I have

and the difficulty
As one veteran

about as much chance of seeing a grizzly as I do of winning the lottery."

"There seems to be a tacit assumption that if grizzlies survive in Canada

and Alaska, that is good enough.
grizzlies to Alaska is about

never get there."

Aldo Leopold

It is not good enough for me ...
like relegating happiness to heaven; one may

. Reported grizzly bear sightings in 1986

| The State Department of Game believes about half of them are credible
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Although the grizzly
bear 1s generally larg-
er than the black
bear, the best way to
tell them apart is to
note the grizzly's dis-
tinguishing hurnp.
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POLLY " DYEHR HONORED

MARJORY STONEMAN DOUGLAS AWARD

Polly Dyer, Board Member of North Cascades Conservation Council and Olympic
Park Associates was presented the Marjory Stoneman Douglas Award by Paul
Pritchard, President of the National Parks and Conservation Association
(NPCA), at their Executive Committee meeting in Bellingham last month.

The award is named in honor of the 1985 recipient, Marjory Stoneman Douglas
for her many years of dedication to preserving the fragile ecosystem of the
Florida Everglades. She is the author of The Everglades: River of Grass.

Polly Dyer was recognized for her long-time involvement with groups that are
active in protecting Washington's three national parks: Mount Rainier, North
Cascades, and Olympic. She has been instrumental in protecting and expanding
Olympic National Park. In the Fifities, she successfully fought logging and a
coast road slated for the park. In the Seventies, Polly helped head the
campaign to add seven miles of roadless beach to Olympic National Park and to
keep the Quinault area from being dropped from the park.

More recently, she successfully rallied conservationists behind the Washington
Wilderness Act, which designated wilderness in Washington's national parks and
other areas.

The Douglas Award is presented annually by NPCA and the Bon Ami Company to an
individual for outstanding efforts to protect a unit or a proposed unit of the
National Park System. The award has a monetary component, and Mrs. Dyer was
also presented with a pewter bowl to commemorate the event.
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