The light in the dcpths of the forest is dim and muted

as 1t filters down from the canopy two or three hundred feet above.

—FraNcors LEYDET
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The Need for “Classic Conservation”

President Johnson's Message on Natural Beauty lifted the spirit of con-
servationists everywhere. There is hardly a detail of the message that
a conservationist could quarrel with. Nevertheless, a nagging doubt per-
sists. “Our conservation must be not just the classic conservation of
protection and development,” said President Johnson, “but a creative
conservation of restoration and innovation.”

Restoration of areas already blighted by man is an increasingly
important conservation objective, and deserves more attention. But
“classic conservation” needs more attention too, and the president’s
heavy emphasis on de-uglification tends to de-emphasize the necessity
of preserving areas that still remain in something resembling their nat-
ural condition. The emphasis on restoration as opposed to preservation
was reinforced by the White House Conference on Natural Beauty in
mid-May, which might more accurately have been called the Conference
on Man-Made Blight.

Without depreciating the importance of restoration, or denying the
considerable conservation accomplishments of the Johnson administra-
tion, it must be noted that “classic conservation” projects of the utmost
importance are hanging fire at the very time when the administration is
making “natural beauty” a catchword. Consider:

Grand Canyon—Proposals for one or more unnecessary dams within
Grand Canyon proper, which would impair the national park and monu-
ment and threaten the integrity of the National Park System itself, are
being pushed within the Johnson administration. Perhaps the most fa-
mous example of natural beauty in the nation, Grand Canyon can be
saved but cannot be restored. This is a case of “classic conservation™ or
no conservation at all.

North Cascades—An investigating committee of the Department of the
Interior reported in 1937 that “the area is unquestionably of national
park caliber, is more valuable used as such than for any other use now
ascertainable, and should receive park status. . . . It will outrank in its
scenic, recreational, and wildlife values any existing national park and
any other possibility for such a park within the United States.” Today,
27 years later, this matchless area still awaits the protection of park
status. There is less to be saved than there was 27 vears ago—or one vear
ago. But there is more to be saved than there will be in another year,
and what remains ought to be saved now. The scars left by logging and
mining cannot be quickly or easily healed, if they can be healed at all.

Redwoods—Our generation is the last one that can save fairly extensive
stands of virgin redwoods for the nation. At the current rate of cutting,
all unprotected virgin timberlands will be gone in thirty vears. But
President Johnson, who had earlier expressed his support for a redwoad
national park, asked only for “a study on the desirability” of such a park
in his natural beauty message. While the administration studies, the
subject of its study is fast disappearing; lumbermen are denuding whole
watersheds in potential parklands. The temptation, of course, is for
lumbermen to cut first and fastest where the “danger” of a park is great-
est—taking what they can while they can, and perhaps inflicting enough
damage to foreclose the possibility of a park altogether. Stands of virgin
redwoods, once destroyed, are not restorable. The situation calls for
“classic conservation” or capitulation.

Programs to control man-made blight—air and water pollution, junk-
yards, billboards, overhead wires, and the like—deserve every citizen’s
support. But if either restoration or preservation is to get priority, the
priority should go to preservation. Each passing year increases the op-
portunities for restoration, but diminishes the opportunity to save
shrinking remnants of truly nafural beauty.
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Plans for a
Redwood National Park

By
Edgar Wayburn
and

Michael McCloskey

OR OVER SEVENTY YEARS, conservation-
F ists have recognized the need for a
Redwood National Park and have put
forth a succession of proposals. As the
vears have passed and the axe and saw
have left less and less to preserve, the ex-
tent and variety of these proposals have
shrunk. If one flew north from San Fran-
cisco to Cresent City today, he would see
that extraordinarily little remains of the
almost two million acres of virgin red-
wood that once forested the redwood
region.

The last opportunity for the American
people to establish a Redwood National
Park worthy of the name is now at hand.
It exists in Humboldt and Del Norte
counties in northern California. It has
been brought into focus by the prelimi-
nary report issued by the National Park
Service in September, 1964. The Sierra
Club has studied and endorsed that re-
port: it has also made a proposal of its
own that amplifies the report (see the
January 1965 SCB, page 8). To help
speed a recommendation to Congress, the
club has also prepared a draft of a bill
to establish a Redwood National Park
and has submitted the draft to the De-
partment of Interior.

The boundaries in the draft are shown
on the accompanying maps. They include
the acreage of Plan I of the National
Park Service, supplemented by a few
additional tracts. These include: the
drainages of Bridge and Devil's creeks,
both virgin forest areas, and that of
Coyote Creek (all three upstream from
the Plan I boundary); the virgin drain-
age of Skunk Cabbage Creek on lower

Redwood Creek in the proposed national park.

Prairie Creek; the area about the mouth
of Redwood Creek; and the forest back-
drop for the town of Orick. An area
included in Plan I but excluded from the
club proposal is the spit at the mouth of
the Klamath River, where an Indian
family operates a fishing camp. There
are 90,000 acres within the park bound-
aries proposed in the draft, almost half
of it forested with virgin redwood. The
balance is cut-over land in varying stages
of second-growth that is needed to pro-
tect watersheds, provide development
space, and connect major areas of virgin
forest.

The draft also provides that the fed-
eral government may purchase ease-
ments beyond the park boundaries in
watersheds that send water into streams
flowing through the park. The easements
would control logging practices in order
“to protect the park from flooding, chan-
nel erosion, and gravel movement,”
Easements to preserve scenery adjacent
to the park, and along Highway 101
south of the park to Patrick’s Point State
Park, are also authorized.

A key provision in the draft provides
for federal payments to the counties in
lieu of the taxes now paid on the pri-
vate land to be acquired. The payments
would equal the average taxes paid dur-
ing the past five yvears and would con-
tinue until the new tourist industry,
which the park would stimulate, boosts
the assessed valuation in the county to
125 per cent of what it was before the
park was established. In any event, the
draft provides that the payments must
be made for at least five vears.

Financing for land acquisition would
come from two sources. One would be
composed exclusively of federal money
derived from the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund and from appropriations
from the Treasury. Another would be
composed of money from private sources
that the federal government would match
on a 50-50 basis. It is expected that pri-
vate foundations would contribute sub-
stantially to this second fund.

Other sections of the draft bill pro-
vide protection for local interests. Land
on which residences and resorts now
stand would not be subject to condemna-
tion if the buildings conform to zoning
standards for the park. Preferences in
awarding contracts for construction in
the park would be granted to local con-
tractors, and local persons would be
granted preferences in securing employ-
ment. A five-man advisory board, which
is to include local residents, would also
be established.

Comparisons

In deciding which area to recommend
as a Redwood National Park and how
large an area is desirable, the club has
studied other proposals in detail. It does
not feel that a proposal for a National
Parkway through the redwoods is a
substitute for a National Park there. It
does not believe that relabelling an exist-
ing state park is sufficient. It agrees with
a former director of the National Park
Service that National Parks should be:
“spacious land areas, distinguished by
scenic beauty or natural wonders, so out-
standingly superior in quality to aver-



age examples of their several types as to
be distinctly national in importance and
interest, justifying their preservation in
an unimpaired state . . ., for the enjoy-
ment, education, and inspiration of all
the people for all time.”

The club believes that a Redwood
National Park proposal, to be adequate,
must fulfill these objectives: it must in-
clude a major block of virgin redwoods
of national significance. (The block
should include enough virgin redwoods,
with protected watersheds. to insure per-
petuation of the species in its native
state.) It should include scenic vistas and
other features of interest, and should
offer broad recreational opportunities. It

should be able to withstand the con-
stantly increasing visitor use that a Na-
tional Park inevitably invites. Because
the redwood area has been so extensively
—and haphazardly—cut over, the club
also recognizes that it is necessary to
include state park properties to achieve
an area of sufficient importance.

The Secretary of the Interior is due
to make a decision soon on what area
to recommend to the President as the
location for a proposed Redwood Na-
tional Park. As the decision draws near,
attention is centering on both the Red-
wood Creek-Prairie Creek area and the
Mill Creek-Jedediah Smith Redwood
State Park area. A choice between the

two areas may have to be made. The
Sierra Club agrees with the National
Park Service report that the Mill Creek-
Jedediah Smith state park complex in
Del Norte County is a valuable one that
needs further protection. It is, however,
much smaller, more fragile (from the
standpoint of visitor use impact), and
more limited in recreational opportunity
than the Redwood Creek-Prairie Creek
area to the south. The club feels that
the Redwood Creek-Prairie Creek area
would make a far more significant na-
tional park and contribute more to the
conservation of virgin redwoods. It has
submitted the comparative analysis that
follows to the Secretary of the Interior,

A Comparison of the Suitability of the Redwood Creek and Mill Creek Areas
as Locations for a Redwood National Park

Points of Comparison

1. Total Acreage:
(prospects for perpetuation
improve with greater acreage)

2. Virgin Acreage:

3. Conservation Opportunity:
(privately owned virgin
acreage to be protected)

4. Record Displays:

5. Elevational Contrast;

6. Notable Views:

Redwood Creek-Prairie Creek

Redwoods State Park Area
(Plan I of the NPS with Sierra
Club expansion in italics )

—53,600 acres (90,000 acres in Sierra
Club proposal )

—30.000 acres (42,000 acres in Sierra
Club proposal )

—22,580 acres (33,760 acres in Sierra
Club proposal )

—World’s tallest trees.

—World's best example of redwood slope
types (fairly even-aged stands of 400-
year-old redwoods).

—Opportunity to include world’s largest
mountain covered with redwoods,
nearby at Bridge Creek (in Sierra
Club proposal ).

—Slope types extend up hillsides to an
average elevation of 2000 feet, with a
better demonstration of the variation
in redwood types as elevation and dis-
tance inland increases.

—Lower Redwood Creek valley from
Bald Hills Road: unbroken panorama
of last, large valley of virgin redwoods.

—Northern Gold Bluffs from Highway
101.

—Gold Bluffs beach from the beach
road.

—Elk Prairie from Highway 101 at south
edge of Prairie Creek Redwoods State
Park.

Mill Creek-Jedediah Smith

Redwoods State Park Area
(including Del Norte Coast
Redwoods State Park )

—42,000 acres
— 18,000 acres

—06000 acres

—No record displays: fine bottom stands
are displayed along the Smith River
and lower Mill Creek.

—Slope type redwoods here reach an
average elevation of 1000 feet.

—Del Norte Coast Redwoods State Park
coastline.
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The maps above depict the relationship between various proposals for a Redwood National Park and existing state parks. Map on
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in the Mill Creek-Jedediah Smith State Park area. Not shown is the Humboldt Redwoods State Park area to the south.

7. Additional Recreational
Attractions:

—18 miles of coastline.

—11 miles of usable beach (Gold Bluffs
beach).

—12 miles of river frontage along Red-
wood Creek on which spring float trips
can be made down a canvon enclosed
in virgin redwoods (22 miles in Sierra
Club proposal ).

— 18 miles of scenic highway through the
park (at least 8 more miles south of
Orick should be protected by scenic
easements) ; 57 miles of additional dis-
play roads are now available (76 miles
in Sierra Club proposal ).

—Associated features include: herds of
Roosevelt Elk at Elk Prairie and at

In contrast to proposals for national parks to the north and south, only the Redwood Creek-Prairie Creek location would pro-
vide a national park affording: (1) unequalled expanses of virgin redwood forest; (2) record displays of redwood groves; (3) out-
standing panoramas; (4) major concentrations of wildlife; (5) a long ocean beach; (6) a number of wilderness watersheds: and
(7) a variety of growing conditions conducive to perpetuation of redwoods. Maps by Alan Macdonald

—8 miles of coastline.

—2 miles of usable beach (Enderts
Beach).

—&8 miles of river frontage along the
Smith River.

—12 miles of scenic highway; 24 miles
of display road available.

Smith River fishing and swimming.



Points of Comparison

8. User Impact Patterns:

9. Flood Protection:

10. Feasibility:

Redwood Creek-Prairie Creek

Area

the beach, Fern Canyon, waterfalls
over the Gold Bluffs, nearby lagoons
with waterfowl and marsh displays,
sites with Indian artifacts at the
mouths of Redwood Creek and the
Klamath River, and renowned Klam-
ath River fishing,

—Over a 25-mile-long area ( 33-mile-long

area in Sierra Club proposal ) available
for recreational use; thus there should
be no tendency to concentrate impact
on fragile areas. Ideal sites for park
headquarters exist near Orick. Good
sites for new campgrounds exist on
open flats along lower Redwood Creek.

Mill Creek-Jedediah Smith

Area

—15-mile-long area available for recre-

ational use, with a tendency to con-
centrate impact on the fragile lower
valley of Mill Creek. This narrow val-
ley is marred by the primitive road
that is already there.

Park proposals for both areas include parts of mainstem streams and tributary

drainages.

—12 miles of land along the mainstem

of Redwood Creek is proposed for ac-
quisition (22 miles in Sierra Club
proposal ), embracing one-third of the
creek’s drainage area (about one-half
in Sierra Club proposal); 8 named
tributary drainages will be entirely
within the park (Prairie Creek, May
Creek, Lost Man Creek, Little Lost
Man Creek, McArthur Creek, Bond
Creek, Forty-four Creek and Tom Mc-
Donald Creek) (12 named drainages
are included in Sierra Club proposal ).

—Complete flood protection will be pro-

vided to the stands in the tributary
drainages. Control of one-third to one-
half of the entire drainage will also
appreciably help in controlling main-
stem flood problems. As Redwood
Creek features mainly slope types,
there are only a few major flats with
bottom stands (about 4) to protect,
These stands should be protectible by
agreements (easements) to control
land treatment practices in the re-
mainder of the drainage and by local
protective works.

—Preliminary professional report of the

National Park Service identified this
area as the most outstanding. Na-
tional interest has centered on it (both
as a result of the report and the dis-
covery of the tallest trees). Consider-
able support is developing for a na-
tional park here, including support
from a local citizens group (Citizens
for a Redwood National Park).

—~6 miles of land along the mainstem of

the Smith River is proposed for ac-
quisition, embracing one-tenth of the
entire drainage area of the Smith
River; 3 named tributary drainages
are entirely within the proposed park
(Mill Creek, Clarks Creek, and Cedar
Creek).

—As the Mill Creek-Jedediah Smith

area features primarily bottom stands
along the Smith River (Simpson Grove
and Stout Grove), flood protection is
a major problem. Although acquisition
of the entire Mill Creek watershed
would provide protection of lower
Mill Creek, protection would not be
provided against flooding by the large-
ly uncontrolled Smith River.

—Not recommended by the professional

report of the National Park Service
for federal acquisition. National at-
tention would have to be re-directed
toward this area, producing confusion,
No local support group exists.



President Johnson’s Message
On Natural Beauty

In the March SCB, we printed the first
part of the President’s message on natu-
ral beauty, which had been sent to Con-
gress on February 8. The second and
concluding part of the message, which fo-
cuses on pollution, appears below.—Ed.

NE AspECT of the advance of civili-
O zation is the evolution of responsi-
bility for disposal of waste. Over many
generations society gradually developed
techniques for this purpose. State and
local governments, landlords and private
citizens have been held responsible for
ensuring that sewage and garbage did
not menace health or contaminate the
environment,

In the last few decades entire new
categories of waste have come to plague
and menace the American scene. These
are the technological wastes—the by-
products of growth, industry, agricul-
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ture, and science. We cannot wait for
slow evolution over generations to deal
with them.

Pollution is growing at a rapid rate.
Some pollutants are known to be harm-
ful to health, while the effect of others
is uncertain and unknown. In some
cases we can control pollution with a
larger effort. For other forms of pollu-
tion we still do not have effective means
of control.

Pollution destroys beauty and men-
aces health. It cuts down on efficiency,
reduces property values and raises taxes.

The longer we wait to act, the greater
the dangers and the larger the problem.

Large-scale pollution of air and water-
ways is no respecter of political bound-
aries, and its effects extend far beyond
those who cause it.

Air pollution is no longer confined to
isolated places. This generation has

This cartoon by
Bill Mauldin is
reprinted with
permission from the

‘,:f:\.- Chicago Sun-Times.
ADVERSELY AFFECTED BY POLLUTION.”

altered the composition of the atmos-
phere on a global scale through radio-
active materials and a steady increase
in carbon dioxide from the burning of
fossil fuels. Entire regional airsheds,
crop plant environments, and river
basins are heavy with noxious materials,
Motor vehicles and home heating plants,
municipal dumps and factories continu-
ally hurl pollutants into the air we
breathe. Each day almost 50,000 tons
of unpleasant, and sometimes poisonous,
sulfur dioxide are added to the atmos-
phere, and our automobiles produce al-
most 300,000 tons of other pollutants.

In Donora, Pennsylvania in 1948, and
New York City in 1953 serious illness
and some deaths were produced by sharp
increases in air pollution. In New Or-
leans, epidemic outbreaks of asthmatic
attacks are associated with air pollut-
ants. Three-fourths of the eight million
people in the Los Angeles area are
annoyed by severe eye irritation much
of the year. And our health authorities
are increasingly concerned with the
damaging effects of the continual breath-
ing of polluted air by all our people in
every city in the country.

In addition to its health effects, air
pollution creates filth and gloom and
depreciates property values of entire
neighborhoods. The White House itself
is being dirtied with soot from pol-
luted air.

Every major river system is now pol-
luted. Waterways that were once
sources of pleasure and beauty and rec-
reation are forbidden to human contact
and objectionable to sight and smell.
Furthermore, this pollution is costly,
requiring expensive treatment for drink-
ing water and inhibiting the operation
and growth of industry.

In spite of the efforts and many ac-
complishments of the past, water pol-
lution is spreading. And new kinds of
problems are being added to the old:

—Waterborne viruses, particularly

hepatitis, are replacing typhoid
fever as a significant health hazard.



—Mass deaths of fish have occurred
in rivers over-burdened with
wastes.

—Some of our rivers contain chemi-
cals which, in concentrated forms,
produce abnormalities in animals,

—Last summer 2,600 square miles of
Lake Erie—over a quarter of the
entire Lake—were almost with-
out oxygen and unable to support
life because of algae and plant
growths, fed by pollution from
cities and farms.

In many older cities, storm drains and
sanitary sewers are interconnected, As a
result, mixtures of storm water and
sanitary waste overflow during rains
and discharge directly into streams, by-
passing treatment works and causing
heavy pollution.

In addition to our air and water we
must, each and every day, dispose of a
half billion pounds of solid waste.
These wastes—from discarded cans to
discarded automobiles—Ilitter our coun-
try, harbor vermin, and menace our
health, Inefficient and improper meth-
ods of disposal increase pollution of our
air and streams.

Almost all these wastes and pollu-
tions are the result of activities carried
on for the benefit of man. A prime
national goal must be an environment
that is pleasing to the senses and healthy
to live in.

Our Government is already doing
much in this field. We have made signifi-
cant progress, But more must be done.

Federal Government Activity

I am directing the heads of all agen-
cies to improve measures to abate pol-
lution caused by direct agency opera-
tion, contracts, and co-operative agree-
ments. Federal procurement practices
must make sure that the Government
equipment uses the most effective tech-
niques for controlling pollution. The
Administrator of General Services has
already taken steps to assure that motor
vehicles purchased by the Federal Gov-
ernment meet minimum standards of
exhaust quality.

Clean Water

Enforcement authority must be
strengthened to provide positive controls
over the discharge of pollutants into our
interstate or navigable waters. 1 recom-
mend enactment of legislation to:

—Provide, through the setting of ef-

Two scenes—unhappily all too common

fective water quality standards,
combined with a swift and effective
enforcement procedure, a national
program to prevent water pollu-
tion at its source rather than at-
tempting to cure pollution after it
occurs,

—Increase project grant ceilings and

provide additional incentives for
multi-municipal projects under the
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along the freeway that skirts the east shore
of San Francisco Bay. Above, an automobile junkyard in Emeryuville, west of Oakland.
Below, a welcome to Richmond, north of Oakland. Photographs by Rondal Partridee

waste treatment facilities construc-
tion program.

-Increase the ceilings for grants to

State water pollution control pro-
grams,

Provide a new research, and dem-
onstration construction program
leading to the solution of problems
caused by the mixing of storm
water runoff and sanitary wastes.




The Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare will undertake an intensive
program to clean up the nation's most
polluted rivers. With the co-operation of
States and cities—using the tools of
regulation, grant and incentives—we can
bring the most serious problem of river
pollution under control. We cannot af-
ford to do less.

We will work with Canada to de-
velop a pollution control program for
the Great Lakes and other border
waters.

Through an expanded program car-
ried on by the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare and the Depart-
ment of Interior, we will continue to seek
effective and economical methods for con-
trolling pollution from acid mine drain-
age.

To improve the quality of our waters
will require the fullest co-operation of
our state and local governments. Work-
ing together, we can and will preserve
and increase one of our most valuable
national resources—clean water.

Clean Air

The enactment of the Clean Air Act
in December of 1963 represented a long
step forward in our ability to under-
stand and control the difficult problem
of air pollution. The 1966 Budget re-
quest of 24 million dollars is almost
double the amount spent on air pollu-
tion programs in the year prior to its
enactment.

In addition, the Clean Air Act should
be improved to permit the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare to in-
vestigate potential air pollution prob-
lems before pollution happens, rather
than having to wait until the damage
occurs, as is now the case, and to make
recommendations leading to the preven-
tion of such pollution.

One of the principal unchecked
sources of air pollution is the automo-
bile. T intend to institute discussions
with industry officials and other inter-
ested groups leading to an effective elim-
ination or substantial reduction of pol-
lution from liquid fueled motor vehicles.

Solid W astes

Continuing technological progress and
improvement in methods of manufac-
ture, packaging and marketing of con-
sumer products has resulted in an ever
mounting increase of discarded material.
We need to seek better solutions to the
disposal of these wastes. I recommend

legislation to:

—Assist the states in developing
comprehensive programs for some
forms of solid waste disposal.

—Provide for research and demon-
stration projects leading to more
effective methods for disposing of
or salvaging solid wastes.

—Launch a concentrated attack on
the accumulation of junk cars by
increasing research in the Depart-
ment of the Interior leading to use
of metal from scrap cars where
promising leads alreadyv exist.

Pesticides

Pesticides may affect living organisms
wherever they occur.

In order that we may better under-
stand the effects of these compounds, I
have included increased funds in the
budget for use by the Secretaries of
Agriculture, Interior, and Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare to increase their re-
search efforts on pesticides so they can
give special attention to the flow of
pesticides through the environment;
study the means by which pesticides
break down and disappear in nature;
and to keep a constant check on the
level of pesticides in our water, air, soil
and food supply.

I am recommending additional funds
for the Secretary of Agriculture to re-
duce contamination from toxic chemi-
cals through intensified research, regula-

tory control, and educational programs.

The Secretary of Agriculture will
soon submit legislation to tighten control
over the manufacture and use of agricul-
tural chemicals, including licensing and
factory inspection of manufacturers,
clearly placing the burden of proof of
safety on the proponent of the chemical
rather than on the government.

Researcb Resources

Our needs for new knowledge and
increasing application of existing knowl-
edge demand a greater supply of trained
manpower and research resources.

A National Center for Environmental
Health Sciences is being planned as a
focal point for health research in this
field. In addition, the 1966 budget in-
cludes funds for the establishment of
university institutes to conduct research
and training in environmental pollution
problems.

Legislation recommended in my mes-
sage on health has been introduced to
increase Federal support for specialized
research facilities of a national or re-
gional character. This proposal, aimed
at health research needs generally, would
assist in the solution of environmental
health problems and 1 urge its passage.

We need legislation to provide to the
Departments of Agriculture and the In-
terior authority for grants for research
in environmental pollution control in
their areas of responsibility. 1 have

On May 20, residents of Woodside,
California, a small suburban com-
munity about 30 miles south of San
Francisco, enjoyed for a few short
days the satisfaction that comes from
winning a long and difficult fight. At
stake in the fight was a community’s
insistence on the right to preserve the
beauty of its natural environment.
The community’s opponent in this
particular struggle was the Atomic
Energy Commission. This commission,
in the face of local opposition, had
insisted on ifs right to string an over-
head powerline across the Woodside
hills to bring power to the Stanford
Nuclear Accelerator. On May 20, the
United States Circuit Court of Ap-
peals ruled that the AEC could not
build the powerline overhead and that
its construction was subject to the will

Natural Beauty and the AEC

of Woodside and San Mateo county,
who want the line underground.

But the victory, at this writing, ap-
pears to have been short-lived. Within
a week after the court’s decision, the
AEC asked Congress to enact a law
that would clearly exempt it from any
local regulation. The law, of course,
would be retroactive. A bill was
quickly introduced and, according to
the attorneys for Woodside, will al-
most certainly be passed. Almost—be-
cause there is one man who could halt
its passage. He is the man who said,
in a much quoted speech earlier this
year (see March 1965, SCB, page 6):
“What a citizen sees every day is his
America. If it is attractive it adds to
the quality of his life. If it is ugly it
can degrade his existence.”” The
speaker was Lyndon B. Johnson.




asked the Secretary of Interior to sub-
mit legislation to eliminate the ceiling
on pesticide research.

Otbher Efforts

In addition to these needed actions,
other proposals are undergoing active
study.

I have directed the Chairman of the
Council of Economic Advisers, with the
appropriate departments, to study the
use of economic incentives as a tech-
nique to stimulate pollution prevention
and abatement, and to recommend ac-
tions or legislation, if needed.

I have instructed the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget and the Director
of the Office of Science and Technology
to explore the adequacy of the present
organization of pollution control and
research activities.

I have also asked the Director of the
Office of Science and Technology and
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget
to recommend the best way in which
the Federal government may direct ef-
forts toward advancing our scientific
understanding of natural plant and
animal communities and their interac-
tion with man and his activities.

The actions and proposals recom-
mended in this message will take us a
long way toward immediate reversal of
the increase of pollutants in our environ-
ment. They will also give us time until
new basic knowledge and trained man-
power provide opportunities for more
dramatic gains in the future.

White House Conference

I intend to call a White House Con-
ference on Natural Beauty to meet in
mid-May of this year. Its chairman will
be Mr. Laurance Rockefeller.

Tt is my hope that this Conference
will produce new ideas and approaches
for enhancing the beauty of America.
Its scope will not be restricted to fed-
eral action. It will look for ways to
help and encourage state and local
government, institutions and private
citizens, in their own efforts. It can
serve as a focal point for the large cam-
paign of public education which is
needed to alert Americans to the danger
to their natural heritage and to the
need for action.

In addition to other subjects which
this Conference will consider. I recom-
mend the following subjects for discus-
sion in depth:

—Automobile junkyards, T am con-
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Rondal Partridge shot this view of San Francisco’s Russian Hill from one of the city's
other famous landmarks, the hill some farsighted person named after the telegraph.

vinced that analysis of the technol-
ogy and economics can help pro-
duce a creative solution to this
vexing problem. The Bureau of
Mines of the Interior Department
can contribute technical advice to
the conference, as can the scrap
industry and the steel industry.

—I'nderground installation of utility
transmission lines. Further re-
search is badly needed to enable us
to cope with this problem.

—The greatest single force that
shapes the American landscape is
private economic development.
Our taxation policies should not
penalize or discourage conserva-
tion and the preservation of beauty.

—Ways in which the Federal Gov-
ernment can, through information
and technical assistance, help com-
munities and states in their own
programs of natural beauty.

—The possibilities of a national tree
planting program carried on by
government at every level, and pri-
vate groups and citizens.

Conclusion
In my thirty-three years of public life
I have seen the American system move
to conserve the natural and human re-

sources of our land.,

TVA transformed an entire region
that was “depressed.” The rural electrifi-
cation co-operatives brought electricity
to lichten the burdens of rural America.
We have seen the forests replanted by
the CCC’s, and watched Gifford Pin-
chot’s sustained yield concept take hold
on forestlands.

[t is true that we have often been
careless with our natural bounty. At
times we have paid a heavy price for
this neglect. But once our people were
aroused to the danger, we have acted
to preserve our resources for the en-
richment of our country and the enjoy-
ment of future generations.

The beauty of our land is a natural
resource. Its preservation is linked to
the inner prosperity of the human spirit.

The tradition of our past is equal to
today’s threat to that beauty. Our land
will be attractive tomorrow only if we
organize for action and rebuild and
reclaim the beauty we inherited. Our
stewardship will be judged by the fore-
sight with which we carry out these pro-
grams. We must rescue our cities and
countryside from blight with the same
purpose and vigor with which, in other
areas, we moved to save the forests
and thesoil. =



Washirgton Ofﬁce Report

Upper Priest Lake

When the House and Senate conferees had the Land and
Water Conservation bill before them, they included language
to provide, “That lands outside of but adjacent to an existing
national forest boundary, not to exceed five hundred acres in
the case of any one forest, which would comprise an integral
part of a forest recreational management area may also be
acquired with moneys appropriated from this fund.” This
language sponsored by Senator Church was general in its
authorization but was intended to make possible the early ac-
quisition of three tracts needed to protect Upper Priest Lake.

Subsequently it was found that Idaho was one of eight
states with statutes or constitutional provisions that seem to
require the consent of Congress to permit the acquisition of
lands within those states by the United States. Although the
legal advisors to the Forest Service believe that the Weeks Act
is sufficient authority to permit these purchases, it was decided
that it would be better policy to proceed under a specific au-
thorization. Therefore, Senator Church and Representative
Compton White, Jr. introduced companion bills (S. 435, H.R.
5798) to extend the boundaries of the Kaniksu National For-
est to include Upper Priest Lake. S. 435 was first passed by the
Senate and then in amended form by the House, The principal
points in dispute seem to be a $500,000 limitation on land pur-
chases and the authority to make land exchanges. As there is
agreement that the Lake should be protected, and as the pri-
vate landowners may start subdividing after June 1, it is certain
that the House and Senate will soon reconcile their differences.

Other Legislation

Representative Sisk’s bill (H.R. 903) to add Tehipite Can-
von and Cedar Grove to King's Canyon National Park was
reported by the House Committee on Interior Affairs with-
out a dissenting vote, and with only two witnesses, Represen-
tatives Sisk and Hagen (California), heard by the subcommit-
tee. The Sierra Club submitted a short paragraph in support of
the bill.

Another bill on which early action is expected is H.R. 89 to
establish Tocks Island National Recreation Area. It has been
reported to the House, where it has bipartisan support. It has
been approved by the Bureau of the Budget, and has been en-
dorsed by New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey. The area,
on the Delaware River above the Delaware Water Gap, will be
easily accessible to the metropolitan complex of New York
City and Philadelphia.

Representative Duncan has introduced a new bill (H.R.
7524) to establish the Oregon Dunes National Seashore. On
April 29, the House Committee requested reports on this bill
from Interior and Agriculture. Chairman Aspinall has given
assurance that the Oregon Dunes will have prompt considera-
tion, but obviously not until the Department reports have been
received.

The bills to establish the Assateague National Seashore ap-
pear to be momentarily at a standstill. The Senate subcommit-
tee, which held hearings, seemed inclined to favor construction
of a road through the length of the island, as urged by Virginia
witnesses. Secretary Udall’s request, that the committee allow

By William Zimmerman, Jr.

the Interior Department to study the problems that would be
created by a road through the existing wildlife refuge, and then
report back to the committee, was received coolly.

It has been no trouble to pass the Indiana Dunes bill in the
Senate, particularly as the two Indiana Senators are now in
agreement with Senator Douglas, the chief sponsor of the legis-
lation. It is not clear, however, what effect the continued op-
position of Representative Halleck will have. His retirement
from the job of minority leader has certainly lessened his power.
On the other hand, the election of Representative Ford of
Michigan to succeed him may improve the prospects for enact-
ment of the Sleeping Bear Dunes bill. It would be rash to fore-
cast passage of these two bills at the present session. There is
already talk that Congress should adjourn by Labor Day.

Rampart Dam

The Department of the Interior has recently released a
small number of copies, apparently mostly to persons in Alaska,
of a Field Report, Rampart Project: Alaska Market for Power
and Effect of Project on Natural Resources. The three vol-
umes have a total of 998 pages, including numerous charts,
maps, and photographs. The Preface carries a positive dis-
claimer, to the effect that the report constitutes only the find-
ings of the field agencies of the department and, “will undergo
a complete review by Interior agencies in Washington and by
the Secretary of the Interior before his conclusions and recom-
mendations with regard to the project are determined.” Most
of the Interior bureaus took part in the field studies.

Part X is entitled “Effect of Rampart Project on Alaska
Development and Resources.” Out of a report of such size and
character, it may be unfair to extract some of the “Conclu-
sions” at the end of this Part, but here they are:

“Construction and operation of the Rampart Project would
result in enormous losses of fish and wildlife resources. It
would be difficult to maintain the runs of salmon now passing
the damsite. . . . Any facilities or means which would help
sustain the salmon runs would be extremely costly. . . . The
salmon fisheries which presently exist in the Yukon River
drainage of Canada would be lost. The degree to which meas-
ures would offset losses to other salmon fisheries is difficult to
assess. It is believed, however, that a portion of the run could
be perpetuated.” Part X then points out that big game, fur
animals, and small game populations of the area would be lost.
“It would be infeasible to provide substitute habitat specifically
for these animals.” Finally, the conclusion is, (1) that the
Rampart Canyon Dam and Reservoir Project should not be
authorized for construction; (2) that if the Project is author-
ized, the legislation should require additional studies of fish
and wildlife resources in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife
Co-ordination Act; that $110.5 million be authorized for tem-
porary or pilot facilities; and that $470 million be authorized
for capital expenditures for measures to mitigate the losses to
fish and wildlife resources, and $8.1 million be made available
each year of the Project’s life to implement such measures.

In the session of the Alaska legislature just ended, a bill was
introduced to establish a Yukon Power Authority, authorized
to issue bonds to aid in financing Rampart Dam. The bill was
not enacted. =



Open Spaces for All Americans

By Floyd E. Dominy

Mr. Dominy is Commissioner of Recla-
mation in the Department of the Interi-
or. These remarks are excerpted from a
speech he made before the Outdoor Rec-
reation Congress for the Greater Pacific
Northwest, Wenatchee, Washington,
April 1, 1965,

RESIDENT JoHNSON has called on us
Pln co-operate in building a Great So-
ciety, where all Americans will share in
the inherent material and spiritual rich-
ness of this country.

One of the most important aspects of
the Great Society is to preserve open
spaces and make them readily accessible
to our citizens. Programs have been ini-
tiated to supply the fundamental necessi-
ties of decent food and shelter to those of
our countrymen who still lack them, but
this is not enough for a Great Society of
free men.

In the Scriptures we find the question:
“What shall it profit a man to gain the
whole world if in so doing he lose his
own soul?” Today, we may well ask,
“What shall it profit a man to have his
body well fed if his soul be starved?”
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. open spaces . .

A Great Society, where, to quote the
President, “The meaning of our lives
matches the marvelous products of our
labor,” involves much more than ma-
terial welfare, Man lives not by bread
alone. Besides sustenance for his body,
he needs inspiration and stimulation for
his spirit.

These await him along quiet streams,
on the shores of sparkling lakes, in the
solitude of the mountains, and at out-
door playgrounds. In recent years Amer-
icans in ever-increasing numbers have
been seeking spiritual fulfillment and
physical well-being in the great outdoors.
[t is estimated that 90 per cent of all
Americans today participate in some
form of outdoor recreation.

With the burgeoning population, in-
creased leisure and higher income, and

. can enrich men's lives by bringing them into contact with
the majesty and age-old freshness of nature.” Redwall Cavern. Marble Gorge
Reservoir would be 260 feet deep here. Photograph by Philip Hyde from Time
and the River Flowing, Grand Canyon, by Francois Levdet.

constantly improving transportation,
these numbers can be expected to sky-
rocket in the next several vears. And the
development of recreation opportunities
is lagging behind the rising demand.

President Johnson is keenly aware of
men’s need for the spiritual refreshment
afforded by nature. In his special mes-
sage to Congress on natural beauty he
stressed the need for establishing out-
door recreation areas in all sections of
the United States—national parks, sea-
shores, lakeshores, and recreation areas,
as well as smaller open spaces in centers
of population. His national beautifica-
tion program requires not only the set-
ting aside of open gpaces in urban areas
wherever possible, but also the improve-
ment of the natural beauty of these
precious precincts, . . .




When our cities were mere settlements
dotting the countryside, very few fore-
saw the need to provide open spaces.
After all, the country was all around: if
a man wanted to enjoy the scenery or in-
dulge in some sort of outdoor sport, he
simply walked out into the fields or
woods, or up into the mountains.

Today the situation is totally differ-
ent, It is possible for a child born in the
city to grow up knowing nothing first-
hand of meadows, open skies, expanses
of trees and grass, or lakes and streams.
Not so long ago I read that some entre-
preneur was planning a Disneyland-typs
establishment in an eastern city and that
one of the features would be a real live
cow. It seems to me that a child who has
never seen a cow—or a waterfall, or a
mountain, or a lovely valleyv—has in-
deed been severely deprived. . . .

Here in the West we are more fortu-
nate. We have recognized the need for

“The erratic river.” Lava Falls. Bridge Canyon Reservoir will be
214 feet deep here if the river is “plugged” with a “mammoth con-

open spaces before the whole countryside
has been covered by roads, buildings, and
parking lots. The President’s program
recommends systematic planning of com-
munities that will include open spaces. It
also recommends establishment of large
outdoor areas where people can go to
enjoy nature and to participate in health-
ful sports. He proposes that revenues
derived from the recently created Land
and Water Conservation Fund, which
vou helped to bring into being by your
support of the authorizing legislation, be
used to acquire acreage for a dozen large
outdoor playgrounds of national impor-
tance. It is notable that three of these
are located around Bureau of Reclama-
tion reservoirs,

As I am sure you know, the Bureau of
Reclamation has long been doing all in
its legal power to provide outdoor rec-
reation for the people of the western
states and those who visit the West.

Reclamation multiple-purpose develop-
ment has provided public access and has
brought the satisfying and invigorating
pleasures of the outdoors to millions. . . .

. . . Once a river was plugged by a
dam and water began to fill the valley
behind it, the public literally beat a path
through the wilderness to the rim, to look
at the expanse of impounded water and
the works of the dam itself. Before long,
they were using the water and the shore-
line for fishing, swimming, camping, and
other recreational activities, whether
there were any planned facilities for
their use or not. . . .

Not long ago. I spent several days at
one of our new recreation areas, this one
at Lake Powell, the reservoir that has
been impounded by Glen Canyon Dam
on the Colorado River at the Arizona-
Utah border. A main feature of the
Colorado River Storage Project, Glen
Canyon Dam and Powerplant are in

crete slab.” Photograph by Clyde Thomas from Time and the River
Flowing, Grand Canyon, by Francois Leydet.




“I feasted my eyves—and the eye of my camera—on sights seldom before seen by man.”
The flooded scenery will never again be seen by man. Above: The entrance to Hidden
Passage in Glen Canyon, April 1963 and May 1964. Left photograph by Bruce M. Kil-
gore, right photograph by Philip Hyde. Below: “Reclamation multiple-purpose devel-
opment has provided public access and has brought the satisfying and invigorating pleas-
ures of the outdoors to millions.” Spencer Canyon silt, Lake Mead. Photograph by
Clyde Thomas from Time and the River Flowing., Grand Canyon, by Francois Levdet.

themselves worth a trip to the site. They
comprise one of the engineering wonders
of the world. The dam was honored by
the American Society of Civil Engineers
as the outstanding civil engineering
achievement of 1964,

But this great dam—710 feet high,
with a base 340 feet thick, that tapers
to a 1,550-foot-long crest, 25 feet wide—
is much more than a monument to mod-
ern engineering skill.

It is food for growing America, drink-
ing water for dwellers in an arid country,
electric energy to provide the comforts
of life and to turn the wheels of industry.
It is jobs and paychecks—in the West
and across the nation—and it is also
taxes for the United States Treasury.

Most significant of all, however, it is
health and fun and the contentment of
contemplating Nature's beauty for thou-
sands who might never experience these
thrills of the outdoors if engineers had
not inserted between the steep walls of
Glen Canyon a mammoth concrete slab
to control and clear the erratic river that
used to be known as the “Big Red.” . . .

The superb scenery itself is breath-
taking. | feasted my eyes—and the eye
of my camera—on sights seldom before
seen by man, Of course, the scenery was
always there, but until Glen Canyon
Project was built, only a handful of
hardy, adventurous boatmen ever viewed
it.

Now that Lake Powell is stretching
far upstream and is reaching venture-
some fingers into little canyons and



pockets along its sides, the visitor is
privileged not only to enjoy the sports
provided on the lake, but also to probe
into virtually virgin territory hidden be-
vond every turn in the hundreds of side
canyons.

There is no doubt that Lake Powell is
well on its way to becoming one of the
most popular attractions in the country.
We in the Bureau of Reclamation are
very proud of it and of the enthusiasm
shown by visitors to the Recreation
Area, which is administered by the Na-
tional Park Service.

However, developing this project was
bv no means clear sailing. It was, in fact,
fraught with headaches and controversy.

Let me say here that T bow to no one
in the wish to conserve our natural re-
sources compatible with wise use to meet
the nation’s needs. But I want to con-
serve them for the good and enjoyment
of the people. 1 cannot accept the brand
of conservation that advocates locking
them up.

When conservation first emerged into
the national consciousness shortly after
the turn of this century, the theme of the
conservationists was, simply, the preser-
vation of our resources. They had seen
some grim results in other lands and in
our own country, of the waste and de-
struction of natural resources. It was
logical that their tendency was to cher-
ish and husband America’s natural treas-
ures that they be not dissipated and de-
stroyed, to put a fence around them to
save them for the future.

Today our concept of conservation is
quite different. As the late President
Kennedy explained in a speech on Sep-
tember 25, 1963, “Our primary task now
is to increase our understanding of our
environment to a point where we can
enjoy it without defacing it, use its boun-
ty without detracting permanently from
its value, and, above all, maintain a liv-
ing balance between man’s actions and
nature’s reactions, for this nation’s great
resource is as elastic and productive as
our ingenuity can make it.” . . .

“Lake Powell has changed the environ-
ment. . . . the area has been enhanced
for public use and enjoyment. . .."” Greg-
ory Natural Bridge. The underside of the
arch is at present 50 feet above Lake
Powell—but the water still has 200 feet
to rise. Photograph by John V. Young

But many of our professed conserva-
tionists close their eyes to this interpre-
tation of conservation; they still want to
lock away our scenic wonders and keep
people out, They appear to want only the
real adventurers to invade the wilder-
ness. What good is beauty if there is no
one to enjoy it? When President John-
son urges the doctrine of open spaces, he
means open spaces that can enrich men’s
lives by bringing them into contact with
the majesty and age-old freshness of na-
ture.

Despite their former opposition, I be-
lieve that even the dedicated diehards
among the “status quo” conservationists
would be unable to sustain their argu-
ment that the Glen Canyon development
has ‘“destroved” the beauty of Glen
Canyon. Lake Powell has changed the

environment. But I will not accept the
premise that change in scenic values is
always negative. The famed Glen Can-
yon and its environs, including Rain-
bow Bridge National Monument have
not been destroyed. Quite the contrary—
the area has been enhanced for public
use and enjoyment. . . .

And, even more important perhaps, is
the fact that the lake has made it all ac-
cessible to thousands who would have
been denied the opportunity to see its
splendors if those who criticized the proj-
ect had had their way.

Well, Glen Canyon is an accomplished
fact. But we are now getting more of the
same frantic flak from the same groups.
Their new targets are Bridge and Marble
Canyon dams on the Lower Colorado. |
do not believe they will be successful in



their attempts to prevent construction of
these structures, which are necessary to
the multipurpose development of the
Colorado River. But, doubtless, we shall
have to combat their propaganda, which
seems aimed at keeping much of the re-
mote areas of Grand Canyon a private
preserve for the exclusive benefit of a
few river runners.

The Lower Colorado River Basin is
the fastest growing and the driest area in
the United States. Since the water short-
age is already critical and promises to
worsen, early development of additional
water is essential to the area’s very sur-
vival. Extensive studies are being made
to determine how to increase the water
supply and protect that now available.

To this end, a bill has been introduced
in Congress which would authorize the
initial phase of a comprehensive Lower
Colorado River Project. Main features
of the plan are: the diversion of Colo-
rado River water from Lake Havasu be-
hind Parker Dam to the Central Arizona
area; the Southern Nevada Water Sup-
ply Unit; salvage operations to conserve
river water presently wasted by phreato-
phytes and other water-gorging plants:

Left: *“*In the woods we return to reason and faith.
tree, Lake Powell. Photograph by Bruce Kilgore. Right: “there will
be 105 miles of white water between the headwaters of Bridge Can-
von Reservoir and Marble Canyon Dam which will not be dis-

and building the two dams on the Col-
orado.

The area is borrowing a leaf from ba-
sin developments patterns elsewhere and
calling on hydroelectric power to pay
most of the bill. It is for this reason that
Marble and Bridge Canyon Dams must
be built if the Southwest is to reach its
ultimate development—or even to main-
tain its present level of development.

Power revenues from these projects,
together with those from established
federal dams on the Lower Colorado
River will be pooled in a basin fund,
from which monies will be used to repay
project costs that are beyond the ability
of the water users to carry. . . .

As soon as Marble and Bridge Canyon
dams were proposed, a great cry went
up that they would “flood out” the
Grand Canyon. There is no basis for
such accusations,

Site of the proposed Marble Canyon
Dam is in the Marble Gorge of the Col-
orado River, well above the boundaries
of Grand Canyon National Park; it will
back water through the Marble and Glen
Canyons to the tailrace of presently ex-
isting Glen Canyon Dam.

Drowning

It will in no way affect the Colorado
River through the Grand Canyon, other
than to take out such silt as washes into
the river below Glen Canyon Dam, ex-
cept from the Little Colorado River,
which joins the Colorado below the pro-
posed damsite. Glen Canyon Dam al-
ready has evened out the flow of the
river so that the springtime high water
floods are controlled and minimum flows
of late fall and winter are augmented,
thus providing much more uniform flows
through the Grand Canyon stretch of the
river.

Bridge Canyon Dam will be con-
structed near the headwaters of Lake
Mead and within the boundaries of the
Lake Mead National Recreation Area.
The Bridge Canyon Reservoir will back
water through the Grand Canyon Na-
tional Monument and for 13 miles along
the Colorado River where the river
marks the Park boundary. The reser-
voir, throughout its length, will be with-
in the deep inner gorge of the canyon.
The plateau of the canyon rim towers as
much as a mile above the riverbed so it
is plain that by no stretch of the imag-
ination will the reservoir “flood out” the

turbed.” Serpentine Rapid, part of the 105 miles of undisturbed
river—all of which will be inaccessible. There will be no way to get
a boat down to the water. Photograph by Clyde Childress from
Time and the River Flowing, Grand Canyon, by Frangois Levdet.




“fOur primary task now is to increase our understanding of our
environment to a point where we can enjoy it without defacing it,
use its bounty without detracting permanently from its value, and,

canyon. At the down-river park bound-
ary the canyon wall is 2,100 feet above
the river. The water in a full Bridge
Canyon Reservoir would be only 90 feet
above the present river level, and this
added depth would taper to zero 13
miles upstream,

Three other facts need to be borne in
mind. One is a reservation in the Act
creating Grand Canyon National Park
which authorizes the Secretary of the
Interior to permit Reclamation develop-
ment within the Park under certain cir-
cumstances. The same reservation ex-
ists in the proclamation creating the
Grand Canyon National Monument.
Secretary Udall has found that these
circumstances now exist and has rec-
ommended the construction of Bridge
Canyon Dam.

A second fact is that there will be 105
miles of white water between the head-
waters of Bridge Canyon Reservoir and
Marble Canyon Dam which will not be
disturbed. Ninety-two miles of this un-
touched river will be within the confines
of Grand Canyon National Park.

The third fact is that when Bridge
Canyon Dam is constructed, there will
be created another extraordinary man-
made lake which I expect will rival the

beauty of Lake Powell. Here you will have
in the depth of the inner gorge of the can-
yon a waterway which will take boaters
93 miles upstream into some of the most
spectacular scenery in America. . . .

When the dam is built there will be
an access road from the plateau down
to the structure, a launching area for
boats, and then a clear, cool lake of
deepest blue which can accommodate
thousands of visitors annually without
destroying the feeling of solitude and
isolation with which the area abounds
today.

When this development becomes real-
ity and when Flaming Gorge Recreation
Area is added to that at Glen Canvon,
the entire 1,270-mile length of the Col-
orado River within the boundaries of the
United States will be the spine of a spec-
tacular American playground for millions
of sun worshippers, nature lovers, fisher-
men, and water sports enthusiasts. . . .

Secretary Udall, who is heading the
President’s program for beautification of
our country, has pointed out that pri-
vate enterprise—the traditional Amer-
ican spirit of initiative and ingenuity—
must meet the challenge of the millions
of Americans who seek outdoor recrea-
tion. It is a tremendous challenge to us

above all, maintain a living balance between man’s actions and na-
ture’s reactions. . ..! "—John F. Kennedy, Siit opposite Grand Wash,
Lake Mead recreation area, 1964. Photograph by Clvde Thomas

all, government and private interests
alike.

The Bureau of Reclamation welcomes
this challenge and stands ready to de-
velop recreation on its own projects
wherever possible, and to offer coopera-
tion and assistance to other government
agencies and to individuals and private
groups who join in this important aspect
of building our Great Society. . . .

In the frenetic pace of life today, with
dangerous uncertainties ever hanging
over our heads, the healing quality of
the beautiful outdoors is even more im-
portant to us than it has been in days
past. When we were a young Nation—
and “nuclear” was not even a word—
Ralph Waldo Emerson said, “In the
woods we return to reason and faith.”

Let us all today work together toward
making it possible for every American
of our Great Society to return when
he wishes to “reason and faith” amid
beauty.

Another perceptive man, a Greek phi-
losopher, said long, long ago, “Life is a
gift of Nature, but a beautiful life is a
gift of wisdom.” So let us be wise in
what we provide for our countrymen to-
day and bequeath to our children for to-
morrow. =
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Trees Don't Vote
Editors:

The article by Mr. Pesonen in the April
1965 SCB warns that enormous and devas-
tating blows to conservation might result
from the adoption of the Dirksen Amend-
ment. This is extremely speculative. The
Dirksen Amendment will merely enable the
states to continue their present lower house
apportionments. The assumption that the
friends of conservation are urban and its
foes are rural is clearly and demonstrably
false,

I do not wish to use this letter to defend
the Dirksen Amendment. My point is that
the interests of the club are not served by
dividing its members urban against rural
and Democrat against Republican. Surely
the areas in which we can concur are vast
enough to include persons of widely varied
political views and geographical residence.
We have too much at stake in the Grand
Canyon, the Coast Redwoods, the North
Cascades and our Sierra Nevada to become
involved in such a divisive issue as reap-
portionment.

HaroLp DrAKE
Willows, California

The Author Replies

The author has responded to the preced-
ing letter at the invitation of the Bulletin
editors, who themselves do not believe that
Mr. Pesonen’s article was divisive—Ed.

Editors:

Thank you for the opportunity of replying
to Mr. Drake’s letter. It is nice to know that
conservation has friends in rural areas, but
this is not the point. If my “assumption”
that the conservation movement finds its
chief political support among urban popula-
tions is “clearly and demonstrably false,”
the demonstration would be more interest-
ing than the flat allegation. The contention
that conservation would suffer from passage
of the Dirksen Amendment is “speculative”
because the amendment has not yet passed.
But the record of rurally dominated legis-
latures vields ample support. The recent ac-
tion of the California State Senate, rejecting
a resolution to Congress for a Redwood Na-
tional Park, is a case in point.

In a survey among a cross-section of the
nation’s wilderness users, the Outdoor Rec-
reation Resources Review Commission’s re-
port on “Wilderness and Recreation™” (a Si-
erra Club reprint) found that they were
overwhelmingly urban residents, with above
average education and from predominantly
white collar professions. These are the vot-
ers who are disfranchised by rural domina-
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tion—a circumstance the Dirksen Amend-
ment aims to make permanent.

Mr. Drake misreads the article if he as-
sumes it was intended to pit Sierra Club
members against themselves. The article
deals with broad trends, not particular in-
dividuals. But one cannot logically take the
conservation side of specific controversies
and at the same time favor an anti-conser-
vation climate in which timber, oil, mining
and similar interests wield exaggerated in-
fluence on the outcome. We have too much
at stake in the Grand Canyon, the Coast
Redwoods, the North Cascades and our Si-
erra Nevada, as well as in unknown battles
to come, to ignore the fundamental forces
that will influence the results.

Davip E. PESONEN
Berkeley, California

An Unreasonable Request
Editors:

I am incapable of commenting on the fol-
lowing news item, beyond expressing the
belief that your other readers will find it as
“interesting” as T did.

The following lines are a full quotation
of an article in a brochure that T recently
received from the New Hampshire Division
of the American Automobile Association:

“Nature lovers will be interested in a
brand new ‘automobile nature trail,’ the first
of its kind, opened in the Great Smokies
National Park. You can explore the delights
of America’s wilderness without setting foot
on mother earth. The trail is a one-way
road, wide enough for one car—speed lim-
it 10 miles per hour, so you can see the
plant and animal life at close range as you
drive through. There are many places along
the 524 mile loop trail where you can turn
off, park your car and walk if you want to.”

GeorGe W, Day

Hanover, New Hampshire
P. 8. On second thought, it’s unreasonable
for me to expect you to believe this. T en-
close the pamphlet, with the quoted para-
graph marked.

Population Control Policy

The following letter was received before the
March meeting of the club Directors, at
which a resolution was passed on population
control. We feel, however, that Miss Carr's
letter expresses so well the essential rea-
sons for the passage of that resolution that
it should be brought to the attention of our
readers.—Ed.

Editors:

I believe the Sierra Club should take a
public stand on the question of population
control. It seems to me that this issue is of

fundamental importance to all of our goals
—whether we are fighting for the establish-
ment of city, state, and national parks, try-
ing to keep vehicles off of the trails, object-
ing to the indiscriminate building of roads
and freeways, protecting public recreation-
al lands, enjoying trips in the wilderness (?),
showing others the joys of the outdoors, or
attempting to alert people to the problems
of conservation. As a minority, we are fight-
ing a losing battle to begin with, but even if
the majority or the whole of an increasing
population agreed to the immediate and ul-
timate values of nature, the sheer ratio of
capita/square mile must eventually elimi-
nate open land. To speculate about how
long it will take for this to happen, or how
many roof-top, algae-growing gardens it will
take to feed the billions is absurd. Why
should this disaster ever occur at all? T
can’t believe that anyone could prefer to
exist in such a world, although I haven't
the slightest doubt that technology is capa-
ble of finding ways to feed, clothe, house,
and bury us there. . . .

I'm not against progress or science or
freeways or cities or algae farms. I do be-
lieve that progress does not necessarily
mean physical growth and expansion.

I suppose the club has hesitated even to
evince more than a cautious awareness of
this problem because it would harm our
public image and relations. To many peo-
ple, I think, our involvement with the birth
control issue would seem superficially ir-
relevant, especially if they consider only the
religious aspects. But certainly it is obvious
that the growth of population and the ac-
companying pressures it exerts upon the
shrinking wilderness is of vital, basic con-
cern to the Sierra Club. I agree that taking
a firm stand on birth control probably would
affect adversely our public relations to some
degree, but I believe we also have no real
choice but to do so since if something is not
done soon there will be no wilderness at all
and no Sierra Club either. . . .

Eventually some restriction on popula-
tion must be enforced because the earth
does not expand. Most people see it as a
problem of the future, that there is time to
worry about it when the entire land is a
city and even upward expansion nears its
limits. The Sierra Club should realize that
this is a probem to be confronted as soon
as possible while there is vet land to fight
for. I think the acceptance of our respon-
sibility for population control would unify
and strengthen our goals and is ultimately
necessary for the survival of the club.

PeENNY CARR
Berkeley, California
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WILD HERITAGE. By Sally Carrig-
har. Illustrations by Rachel S. Horne.
276 pages. Houghton Mifllin Co., Boston,
1965. $5.95

To write about animal behavior and
stay within the middle ground between
Disney-like anthropomorphism and a
rigid system of classifying animal be-
havior as instinctual is extremely dif-
ficult. But Sally Carrighar has man-
aged the trick in Wild Heritage. The
result is a beautifully written and com-
pletely intriguing survey of what ethol-
ogists have discovered about the be-
havior of animals within their normal
environment.

For those of us who have been taught
to distrust anything faintly resembling
anthropomorphism, some of the descrip-
tions of what observers have seen ani-
mals do are difficult to accept. It is much
easier for one’s ego if he can continue
to believe that anything all other ani-
mals do can be attributed to instinctual
drives. But when one considers that bi-
ologists ““. . . recognize only about five
true instincts, those for nourishment, re-
production . . . sleep, care of the body
surface, and . . . a social instinct which
causes many animals to seek the com-
panionship of their kind,” it becomes
not only difficut but impossible to place
all animal behavior under the convenient
instinct label.

A major thesis in Wild Heritage is
“. . . that our behavior is related to that
of the animals. The point is not that the
animals are like us but that we are like
them.” Much as we might like the idea,
man cannot claim—with any accuracy—
that he appeared on this planet all at
once and without going through the long
process of evolution. Therefore,
we can gain invaluable understanding of
ourselves by observing animals as ethol-
ogists do.”

Time and again, in example after ex-
ample, the author points out the relation-
ship of man’s behavior to that of other
animals. Love songs do not belong to
man alone, for the nightingale “. . . male
sings to persuade a female to join him as
a mate, and then sings to her repeatedly
in order to induce her final acquies-
cence.”” A fondness for alcohol is not un-
known among other animals, and among

insects even hornets ¢, . . if they can
get it, usually from fermenting fruit . . .
become real drunks.,” The parental de-
votion of birds makes most human rear-
ing appear very easy indeed, for “.

most of them spend an immense propor-
tion of their life energy in raising their
voung.” The courtship and love affair
between two elephants almost reads like
a story from a lady’s magazine. It may
begin with his offering of a tender twig,
and when they reach a more sensual
stage, they entwine their trunks. “They
are tied in lovers’ knots over the ele-
phants’ heads. The tips are put into each
other’s mouths, an elephant’s kiss.”

But one may say, what about the vio-
lence in the animal world? Of course, the
answer is obvious. Compared to the vio-
lence in man’s world, the other animals
are truly a most peaceful lot. They kill
for food, true enough, but so does man.

As for the creative spirit, that divine
spark as man likes to think of it, cer-
tainly it is not man’s alone. Animals
play just for the sheer jov of it. Chil-
dren or adults sliding down a snowbank
do not have any more fun than otters
doing the same thing. Apes and monkeys
enjoy drawing and painting and not be-
cause they do it for food. With or with-
out a reward, they will produce their
art work. Furthermore, individual apes
develop their own styles, and all ape
artists show an awareness of calligraphy
and composition,

Can man’s destructive tendencies, his
inability to live with his fellow crea-
tures, his own discouragement be the re-
sult of his separation “. . . from the pat-
terns and rhythms and the renewals of
the natural world?” The key message of
Wild Heritage may well be that man has
lost his way in his evolutionary journey.
“Perhaps the individual’s inner security
has to stem from knowledge he gains
with his own, concrete senses. To be re-
assured by the order in nature we may
have to stand, literally, with our feet on
actual soil (that element where death
and life are so exquisitely balanced).
Possibly it is necessary to measure the
growth of some trees on successive years
by their lengthening shadows; to feel in
oneself, deeply, the changes of mood
that are paced by the seasons; and to

watch, for more than five minutes at a
time, the fabric of stars drawn smoothly
across the sky.”

Still the answer to the question as to
whether or not man has lost his way is
contained between the covers of Wild
Heritage. For as long as the Sally Car-
righars of the world can cry out from
the wilderness of our concrete and glass
jungles, there is still hope for the animal
called man. z

Feror Ecan
Mr. Egan is a free-lance writer and re-
viewer and contributes frequently to the
Oakland Tribune (Calif.) Sunday book
section.

PESTICIDES AND THE LIVING
LANDSCAPE. Bv Robert L. Rudd. The
University of Wisconsin Press, Madison,
Wisconsin, 1964. 320 pages. $6.50

The pesticide controversy goes on even
in the face of the mass of accumulated
data on the detrimental effects of chem-
ical pesticides to various segments of the
environment. Rachel Carson’s book, Si-
lent Spring, brought the subject of the
dangers of chemical pesticides to the at-
tention of the public. Critics of her book
refer to it as emotional, but these same
critics would be hard pressed indeed to
say that Pesticides and the Living Land-
scape appealed to anything but reason.
Dr. Rudd develops his thesis in a logical
manner and in such a way that the book
could serve as a text for an ecology class,
as a reference on the biologist’s book-
shelf, or as excellent reading for the lay-
man. The book was made possible by a
grant from the Conservation Foundation
and Dr. Rudd was given complete free-
dom to write as he wished. An encourag-
ing thought in this day and age.

Dr. Rudd is an Associate Professor of
Zoology at the University of California
at Davis. He has published a number of
articles that pertain to the pesticide is-
sue, and is one of the foremost experts
on this topic.

In the first chapter the general nature
of the hazards of the chemical pesticides
in the environment is stated. The next
four chapters describe something of the
nature of chemical pesticides and their
use. For the lay public, these four chap-
ters provide an excellent introduction to
the chemical pesticides and to the essen-
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tial sections of the book. First, how the
various chemicals may be classified is de-
scribed and then an assessment of the
hazards of chemicals. Next, the philos-
ophy of pest control with a detailed look
at five mass control programs. A discus-
sion of the economics of pest control
and a section on pesticide legislation
conclude this part of the book. In the
chapter on economics, Dr. Rudd points
out some fallacies in the arguments for
the advantages of using chemical pesti-
cides over other methods of control.

The only weakness in the book is that
Dr. Rudd neglects to stress that even
greater care must be taken when chem-
icals are applied to a forest. In a com-
plex environment such as the forest,
there is much more danger of faunal sim-
plification, Forestry does not deal with
an annual crop as does agriculture. To
complicate matters further, most forest
insects classified by man as pests have a
whole complex of natural control agents;
we must be cautious so as not to disrupt
any of these complex relationships. The
recent disclosure that the spruce bud-
worm, the number one forest pest, de-
veloped resistance after only two appli-
cations of DDT is an indication of some
of the problems to be faced by forest en-
tomologists in the future.

The most significant part of this book
is the section devoted to ecological rela-
tionships and chemical control. Through-
out this section Rudd shows his under-
standing of ecology and the disruptions
caused by applying chemicals to the en-
vironment. The chapter on predator-prey
relationships is particularly outstanding.

The time will have to come when the
agencies that apply these poisons consid-
er the facets of the environment other
than just the target species and the tar-
get species alone. After considering some
of the little studied aspects of pest con-
trol, such as secondary poisoning and the
sublethal effects of pesticides (e.g., ef-
fects on behaviour, fecundity, etc.), one
would think that the burden of proof for
the safety of the living landscape should
rest with those parties responsible for
using the pesticides. The burden should
not rest with ecologists.

Doxarp L. DAHLSTEN

Mr. Dahlsten is an assistant entomol-
ogist in the Division of Biological Con-
trol, University of California, Berkeley.
His special area of study is forest in-
sects.
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SOME NEW BOOKS ON
OUTDOOR ACTIVITIES

During the past few months a number
of books on a variety of topics have
been sent to the Bulletin. Because many
of these books are of a specialized na-
ture, we have not given them full re-
view space. We do feel, however, that
many of these titles should be brought
to the attention of Bulletin readers, and
so we provide a list of them below.

The Sportsman’s Almanac. By Carley
Farquhar. Ilustrated. 493 pages. Har-
per & Row, New York, 1965. $8.95
Home In Your Pack. Bv Bradford An-
gier. 192 pages. Stackpole Books, Har-
risburg, Pennsylvania, 1965. $4.50
Enjoying Life as a Sportsman’s Wife,
By Jean C. Vermes. 192 pages. Stack-
pole Books, 1965. $4.95

Getting Out of Outdoor Trouble. By
W. K. Merrill. 96 pages. Stackpole
Books, 1965. $2.95

Happier Family Camping. By George
S. Wells. 96 pages. Stackpole Books,
1965. $2.95

Better Ways of Pathfinding. By Rob-
ert S. Owendoff. 96 pages. Stackpole
Books, 1964, $2.95

Fell’s Guide to Camping and Family
Fun Outdoors. By Nancy Cleaver. 240
pages. Frederick Fell, Inc.,, New York,
1965. $4.95

Western Campsite Directory — 1965.
By the editorial staff of Sunset Books.
Lane Books, Menlo Park, California.
Paper. 112 pages. $1.95

Paperbacks

Fresh-Water Fishing Illustrated. By
Morie Morrison. 80 pages. Lane Books,
1965. $1.95

Mountain Rescue Techniques. By
Wastl Mariner. Illustrated. 200 pages.
Published by the Austrian Alpine Asso-
ciation, Innsbruck, Austria, 1963, Dis-
tributed by The Mountaineers, Seattle,
Washington. $3.50

A Guidebook to the Sunset Ranges of
Southern California. By Russ Leada-
brand. Illustrated with photographs.
144 pages. The Ward Ritchie Press, Los
Angeles, 1965. $1.95

Spring Wildflowers of the San Fran-
cisco Bay Region. By Helen K. Shar-
smith. Tllustrated. 192 pages. University
of California Press, Berkelev, 1965.
$2.25
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Board Actions

All fifteen members of the Board of Di-
rectors attended the Annual Organization
Meeting at San Francisco May 1-2,

Election Results

Secretary Richard Leonard read the re-
port of the Judges of the Election, which
certified that the following incumbent Di-
rectors were re-elected for a three-year
term: Nathan C. Clark, George Marshall,
Charlotte E. Mauk, and William E. Siri.
Also elected was new Director, Eliot Porter.

[The first counting of ballots indicated
the election of Daniel Luten by a narrow
margin, and this result was widely though
unofficially circulated. A recount showed,
however, that Luten had the sixth rather
than the fifth highest vote and was not
elected.—Ed.]

The Judges of the Election also reported
that all three proposed bylaw amendments
were defeated: 1) Limitation of Term of
Directors, 2) Unlimited Right of Com-
ment, and 3) Publication of Voting Rec-
ords.

Officers Elected by Board

The Board elected William E. Siri to a
second term as President of the Sierra Club.
Edgar Wayburn was re-elected Vice-Presi-
dent. Richard Leonard having declined re-
nomination as Secretary, George Marshall
was elected to the office. Lewis F. Clark
was re-elected Treasurer and Richard Leon-
ard was elected Fifth Officer. The five offi-
cers just named constitute the Executive
Committee of the Board until their succes-
sors are elected.

Walter Ward and Daniel Luten were
elected Assistant Treasurers, and Charlotte
Mauk was elected Associate Secretary. The
Board created the post of Assistant Sec-
retary, but the position was not filled.

Pest Control Policies Adopted

After lengthy consideration (begun at its
previous meeting), the Board adopted two
resolutions on pest control based on recom-
mendations of the Advisory Committee on
the Biological Sciences, Milton Hildebrand
Chairman. Because debate on pest control
policy has been long and intense, the Bul-
letin prints these resolutions in full.

L. General Policy in Regard to Pest Control

The Sierra Club urgently recommends
that all agencies concerned with pest con-
trol on public lands adopt the following ten-
ets and practices:

(a) The administration of public lands
should take cognizance of all potential uses
of the land: the interests of education, con-
servation, wilderness preservation, and rec-
reation, as well as of forestry, agriculture,

and industry should be represented, in so far
as applicable, whenever policy on pest con-
trol is made.

(b) General or extensive pest control pro-
grams on public lands, and similar tax-sup-
ported control programs on private lands,
should be preceded by public justification
including statements of purpose, long-range
effects, methods, hazards, and economics.

(c¢) The various parts of the biota are not
of equal importance to man, yet rarely is the
value of the biota limited to one or several
species: pest control programs on public
lands should be made with consideration for
the total environment—not merely for a
part thereof.

(d) No species should bhe considered in-
herently and always as a pest or “bad” spe-
cies; the concept of the pest species has
meaning only in relation to circumstances
prevailing at a specific place and time. Each
control program, therefore, should be in-
dependently justified.

(e) Pest eradication is rarely feasible,
economical, or possible without profound
impact on the environment. Eradication
should be attempted, if at all, only in rare
and unusual circumstances.

(f) Bounty systems have usually proven
to be ineffective and uneconomical and are
contrary to tenets above. Therefore, boun-
ties should not be paid on native animals.

(g) Since the broadcasting of poison baits
for the elimination of vertebrate pests vir-
tually always results in extensive loss of
nonpest species (including vertebrates of
value to man) by both direct and secondary
poisoning, this method of pest control can
rarely be justified.

(h) The use of pesticides tends to reduce
the diversity of natural environments, and
simplified environments are relatively un-
stable and subject to depletion by pests.
The use of pesticides tends, therefore, to
perpetuate a need for such use. It follows
that pesticides should be used sparingly, if
at all, and should never he extensively used
as a hopeful trial.

The Sierra Club further urges that such
of the above tenets and practices as are ap-
plicable be adopted by individuals and agen-
cies concerned with pest control on private
lands.

I1. Specific Policy in Regard to Chlorinated

Hydrocarbon Pesticides

Whereas: pesticides that are chlorinated
hydrocarbons (including DDT, dieldrin, al-
drin, heptachlor, endrin, toxaphene, lindane,
and chlordane) have great stability which
leads to their persistence and accumulation
in the environment ; and

Whereas: these chemicals are not spe-
cific control agents for any pest species but
are instead hazardous to virtually all ani-
mal species; and

Whereas: these chemicals are so readily
stored and accumulated in animal tissues
that hazard to secondary and tertiary links
in natural food chains is greatly com-
pounded even if the original level of appli-
cation is low; and

Whereas: these chemicals are often wide-
ly redistributed beyond the area of original
application by natural causes (notably run-
off and wind) ; and

Announcement

The Sierra Club Board of Direc-
tors, at its May 1-2 meeting, asked
the club Council to make a recom-
mendation to the Board at its next
meeting (Sept. 11-12) for a complete
revision of the nomination and elec-
tion procedures of the Sierra Club,
suggesting bylaw revisions as needed.
Accordingly, on May 9. the Council
authorized its chairman to select an
advisory study committee to work
during the summer of 1965 on this
task. This was done. The committee
is to submit its report to the Council
Executive Committee, which will in
turn report to the Board. It is essen-
tial for any club member who has
thoughts or suggestions on the prob-
lem to communicate directly with the
advisory committee or with one of its
members. Correspondence should be
sent to: Nomination and Election
Procedures Advisory Committee, Si-
erra Club, 1050 Mills Tower, San
Francisco 94104. The committee will
select its own chairman at its first
meeting in early June.
Dick Sivn, Chairman
Sierra Club Council

The committee is composed of the
following members (all from Califor-
nia except Dick Sill): Dr. Harold E.
Crowe (Los Angeles), Francis P. Far-
quhar (Berkeley), Robert Howell
(San Rafael), Charles Huestis (Cul-
ver City), Dr. Orville Miller (Culver
City), Judge Raymond J. Sherwin
(Vallejo), Dr. Richard C. Sill (Reno,
Nevada), and Walter Ward (Los
Gatos).




Whereas: in these circumstances, the
long-range effects of these chemicals on the
total environment are virtually never known
at the time of their use; now

Therefore, be it resolved that the Sierra
Club opposes the aerial or other general ap-
plication of chlorinated hydrocarbons as
pesticides on all lands and waters, both pub-
lic and private.

Mineral King Development

In February the U.S. Forest Service so-
licited “proposals from private investors for
the development of an extensive winter and
summer recreation site at Mineral King,” an
enclave almost surrounded by Sequoia Na-
tional Park. Such development was compat-
ible with club policy adopted in 1949, but
after long discussion the Board reversed ex-
isting policy. It expressed “support of the
primitive aspects of the Mineral King Val-
ley and the fragile ecological values of the
timberline zone surrounding it,” and re-
quested “that no action be taken on any bid
or bids submitted pursuant to the Forest
Service prospectus until after public hear-
ings.” [Bids are due August 31.] Secretary
George Marshall summarized the discussion
in his minutes of the meeting:

“The major points made on the one hand
were that the Sierra Club should be bound
by its 1949 resolution which still was the
policy of the club; that the Forest Service
and others had relied on this being the posi-
tion of the club; that Mineral Kirg is a
good ski area and the best available one out-
side of classified wilderness and national
parks; that it would be wisest to accept this
as a ski development area and to try to de-
velop limitations on the Forest Service plan
so that it would do as little damage as pos-
sible to the entire basin. On the other hand
it was argued that it is proper to reverse
an old position on the basis of a reappraisal
of all factors involved; that Mineral King
is a magnificent place and although not wil-
derness, except in parts, is a jumping off
place for the wilderness about it; that a
large ski development and its large parking
areas and other developments would in large
measure destroy these values; that the im-
proved road necessary to bring people into

the area would do serious damage to much
of the 11 miles of Sequoia National Park
that it would cross; that it would create
serious danger of pressures forcing the
building of a connecting road through Fare-
well Gap to the proposed Olancha-Porter-
ville road; that the basin should be pre-
served in its present character to keep alive
the possibility of its inclusion in Sequoia
National Park.”

Revision of Election Procedures

Election procedures, established when the
club was small and its membership was con-
centrated, are now seriously outmoded. The
Board therefore requested the Sierra Club
Council to recommend changes in nomina-
tion and election procedures and to suggest
appropriate bylaw amendments. [See an-
nouncement on page 21.]

Other Actions

Trans-Sierra Highway—reiterated opposi-
tion to a trans-Sierra highway in the Mina-
ret Summit (“Mammoth Road Corridor™)
area, which would bisect the longest stretch
of de facto wilderness in the U.S. south of
Alaska, and opposed the upgrading of a
road to Devil's Postpile National Monu-
ment that lies along the proposed route of
such a highway.

Point Reyes—supported the exchange of
land in the public domain for private hold-
ings at Point Reyes National Seashore, and
opposed any reduction in the planned size
of the national seashore.

Forest Practices Act—urged the Califor-
nia Assembly Committee on Natural Re-
sources, Planning, and Public Works to
make further amendment of the Forest
Practices Act the subject of an extensive
interim study during 1966.

Redwoods—supported the appropriation
of $5 million by the State of California to
purchase redwood lands, and commended
the Save-the-Redwoods League for raising
and contributing an equal amount.

Highways—endorsed 14 bills by Cali-
fornia Assemblyman Z'Berg to limit the
powers of highway authorities and give
greater protection to parks and scenic areas.

The next meeting of the Board will be
held on September 11 in San Francisco. ®

State Park Bond Money Snagged

Despite passage by a plurality of 114
million votes last fall, plans to implement
California’s $150 million bond issue for
new parks met strong opposition in the
legislature. The budget the governor sub-
mitted to the legislature for expenditure of
80% of money provided to purchase parks
was turned down by both the Assembly and
Senate. Only a few of the sixteen projects
recommended were approved.

Attempts were being made at press time
to persuade a free conference committee
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to restore money for such critical projects
as: Santa Monica Mountains, Marin Head-
lands, and Delta Meadows, and additions
to Mount Tamalpais, Prairie Creek Red-
woods. and Pfeiffer-Big Sur state parks.

The budget was rejected because Assem-
bly Speaker Jesse Unruh felt that “not
enough funds were allocated for Southern
California beaches.”

Governor Edmund Brown pointed out that
prices for park land escalate by about 209
a year.
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frigeration.

Choose your outdoor meals
from 10 different Armour Star Lite
foods. All 10 taste like home cooked
food. All 10 are perfect for outdoor
eating because they’re lightweight
—and need no refrigeration. At
good sports stores everywhere.

FREE BOOKLET: To get a free
booklet describing Armour Star Lite
foods and a list of dealers who carry
them, send a postcard to Armour
Star Lite Foods, Dept. SC, Box 4309,
Chicago, Illinois 60680.

[ARMOUR

Star Lite Foods




Summer Vacations and Summer Outz’ngs

It’s vacation time again, so make your
reservation now and go on a Sierra Club
Wilderness Outing this summer. There
is plenty of room on the following trips:

High Trip 1, July 25-Aug. 7

Base Camp 1, July 4-16

Base Camp 3, Aug. 8-19

High-Light Trips

Grand Tetons, Wyoming, July 7-16

Sawtooth Mtns., Idaho, Aug. 2-13

Sierra 3, Sept. 4-11

Burro and Family Burro Trips

Burro Trip 2, July 17-24

Burro Trip 4, July 31-Aug. 7

Family Burro 1, June 14-19

River Trips

Klamath River 1, June 14-19

Rogue River, Ore., 1, June 28—July 2

Rogue River, Ore., 2, July 5-9

Main Salmon, Idaho, 1, July 7-14

Main Salmon, Idaho, 2, Aug. 16-23

Bowron-Spectacle, B.C., 1, Aug. 4-11

Bowron-Spectacle, B.C., 2, Aug. 14-21

A third two-week Sierra Base Camp,

Aug. 8-19, has only recently been added
to the trip roster. It will be located in an
open forest terrain adjacent to Rush

Creek, just above Waugh Lake (elev.
9500), in the same area as Base Camps
1 and 2. The trail into camp climbs seven
miles and 2300 feet through one of the
east side’s most beautiful canyons. From
this location, easy cross-country routes
lead to the many secluded recesses of the
Rush Creek basin, each with its lake or
lakes. Good trails lead to three nearby
passes that afford access to a large and
varied alpine region. Roadhead will be at
the Frontier Pack Trains station at Sil-
ver Lake, eight miles west of U.S. High-
way 395 and the Grant Lake-Silver Lake
turn-off.

See the February SCB for trip details,
or write the club office (1050 Mills Tow-
er, San Francisco, Calif. 94104) for sup-
plemental information about any trip.

Correction

On page 12 of the April SCB, we in-
correctly identified the subcommittee of
which Senator Ribicoff is chairman. It is
the Subcommittee on Re-organization
and International Organizations of the
Senate Committee on Government Op-
erations.—Fd.

Plan now to attend the

Visit Santa Barbara’s Renowned Scenic, Historic and Wilderness Landmarks

FEDERATION OF WESTERN
OUTDOOR CLUBS
ANNUAL CONVENTION
September 4, 5, 6, 1965
Seashore campus of the University of California

at Santa Barbara
Program

Distinguished conservationists and national authorities will speak on the new
look in conservation with emphasis on masterplanning the urban environment
and protecting natural beauty. To be featured are Santa Barbara area issues—
the California condor, a national park at the Channel Islands, vehicles in trail
country, and beach preservation. Field outings are scheduled. Join the delibera-
tions and help shape important conservation policies.

Accommodations

Provided on campus are rooms (linens, maid service) for two nights, and seven
meals (lunch, Saturday, September 4 through lunch Monday, September 6) for
$19.25 per person (two in room) and $21.25 (single). In addition, the registra-
tion fee (non-refundable) is $5.00. University facilities (library, swimming pool,
golf course, tennis courts, beach, etc.) are available at no charge.

Register Now

Early reservations appreciated. Payments for registration and accommodations
close August 21 with room and meal deposits refundable until that date. Make
checks payable to the host organization: “Los Padres Chapter, Sierra Club.”
Members of outdoor groups please indicate affiliation and whether attending as
delegates.

For further details, including day rates, write Fred Eissler, Convention Chair-
man, c/o Sierra Club, 817 Via Campobello, Santa Barbara, California.

Briefly Noted

Boundary Waters Canoe Area

As reported by William Zimmerman,
Jr., in the March SCB, Secretary of Ag-
riculture Orville L. Freeman has come
under sharp attack from local Minne-
sota interests for his January decision to
enforce new controls in the Boundary
Waters Canoe Area. A story by Austin
C. Wehrwein in the May 30 issue of The
New York Times underscores Mr. Zim-
merman’s report.

Writing from Ely, Minnesota, just
south of the canoe area, Mr. Wehrwein
reports that the majority of local resort
owners, timber and paper mill interests,
and related commercial and civic inter-
ests are opposed to the new regulations.
Supporting the regulations are state and
national conservation groups.

The Boundary Waters Canoe Area
within Superior National Forest is, in
Mr. Wehrwein’s words, . . . the finest
canoe country in the world — a tangle of
thousands of dark ‘drinking water lakes’
in thousands of shapes, linked by bogs,
meandering creeks and many white-wa-
ter streams. The rocky soil is loosely car-
peted with jackpine, spruce fir, and
aspen.

Mr. Freeman’s directive doubled the
no-cut timber zone in the canoe area,
banned mechanized travel on all public
land and on all but three portages in
the area, blocked further mining ac-
tivity except in a national emergency,
called for a strict zoning system on
motorboats and outboard motors, and
initiated plans to curb water pollution,

The objective of the local opposition
is to modify this directive.

Some Recent Articles
On Conservation

“The Plot to Drown Alaska” by Paul
Brooks; Atlantic, May, 1965. (Reprints
of this article are available from the Si-
erra Club: under 25, 20¢ each, 25 or
more, 15¢ each.)

“The Fouling of the American Environ-
ment,” a series of articles on pollution
by a number of contributors; Saturday
Review, May 22, 1965.

“The Colorado—America’s Nile” by the
Editors of Fortune in that magazine’s
April, 1965, issue. (Reprints are availa-
ble from Time, Inc.)

“Our Wilderness Alps,” in the June,
1065, issue of Sunset.
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the greatest beauty is organic wholeness,
the wholeness of life and things,

the divine beauty of the universe.

Love that, not man apart from that

NOT |
MAN
APART

With lines from Robinson Jeffers

PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE BIG SUR COAST

by Ansel Adams, Morley Baer, Wyn Bullock, Steve Crouch,
William Garnett, Philip Hvde, Eliot Porter, Cole Weston, Ed-
ward Weston, Don Worth, Cedric Wright, and others.

Foreword by Loren Eiseley
Introduction by Margaret Owings
Edited by David Brower

The Jeffers country is fully qualified, if any place is, to be
a national seashore in perpetuity, but it never will be—not
in the usual sense. The national approach that seems to be
working along the Ocean Strip of the Olympic Peninsula, or
at Point Reyes, or at Capes Cod and Hatteras, or on Fire
Island, is not likely to work between Point Lobos and Piedras
Blancas, the Big Sur Coast. If the traditional approach to
preservation won't work for this, one of the great meetings of
wild ocean and almost-wild coast, then what can be done to
make sure it will remain a great place? We need to find out:
Not Man Apart may play a role in the search. The Sierra
Club is known to be pledged to support wilderness as wilder-
ness, to make as secure as we can by enlisting public assist-

ance, those exhibits of wildness where the evolutionary force,
the life force, has come down through the ages unbroken in
its essence by man and his technology. We are concerned
about this continuity in areas already dedicated by various
agencies of government. We are also concerned about places,
growing ever rarer, that are still wilderness in fact even
though the government has not vet been persuaded to set
them aside.

Sierra Club books have their own peculiar purpose. We
needed a book about this country, its meaning reinforced by
Jeffers. We hope it will remind those who already know it
how splendid a place it is, or bring an intimation of that
splendor to those who have never been there, encouraging
them, not too many at a time, to seek it out.

If they do and their spirits are not moved by it, they can-
not help. Those who are moved, we would like to think, will
somehow see that the significant things on this coastline en-
dure: it was John Muir’s postulate 73 vears ago, that those
who know a place will defend it best, and we still think so.

Davip BROWER
(Available late June, 1965 )





