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Share the special satisfaction that comes with
Sierra Club Membership. In a world of
wasteful, nonsense gifts, a Sierra Club
membership is truly beautiful . . . for you give
with it the opportunity for excitement,
education and involvement. And you strengthen
the Sierra Club in our battle to protect the
special wild places on our earth. ;

For your convenience, an enrollment form
has been inserted in this issue of Sierra.
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CARL POPE

Relow is a comparison of President Carter's, Governor Reagan's and
Representative Anderson's stands on a variety of environmental issues.

WILDERNESS

CARTER supported the Endangered American Wilderness Act
and wilderness proposals in the Boundary Waters Canoe Area
and opposed proposals for legislative prohibitions against wilder-
ness. But the administration’s recommendations for RARE 11
proposed only 15 million acres for wilderness: environmentalists
had sought 26 million.

REAGAN generally appears hostile to the wilderness system,
saying that it has made unavailable 6 billion board feet of lumber
and thus added $1800 to the price of the average single-family
house. (Six billion board feet is half the total yield of the national
forest system: actual figures indicate that the economic impact of
wilderness on housing prices is only a fraction of that claimed by
Reagan.)

ANDERSON supported environmentalists on Boundary Waters
but voted against wilderness study areas in Montana. Says that
admimstration RARE 11 proposals are inadequate and opposes
anti-wilderness-type “release™ language.

PUBLIC LANDS

CARTER improved management of public rangelands by the
Bureau of Land Management. supported reform of outdated
mining laws, issued a good executive order on off-road vehicles
and opposed congressional efforts to continue overgrazing on
public lands. BLM has not adequately enforced the ORV order
and has developed weak wilderness proposals for the California
Desert Plan. Carter has opposed the Sagebrush Rebellion but
favors the MX missile system. which would damage public lands.

REAGAN “cheers and supports the Sagebrush Rebellion,” as
does running mate George Bush, Favors disposing of much of
the public land, arguing that the federal government owns too
much. However, Reagan has said little about how the federal
government should manage public lands.

ANDERSON supports efforts to reduce overgrazing; he opposes
the MX missile.

NUCLEAR ENERGY

CARTER originally campaigned as a skeptic who viewed nu-
clear power as only a “last resort.” But he has since appointed
two pro-nuclear secretaries of Energy. and his administration
has consistently worked for more light-water reactors. Carter
took strong early stands against the breeder reactor and nuclear
proliferation, but these positions have weakened in the last year.
He accepted a good set of recommendations on nuclear waste
disposal but he also supports away-from-reactor storage pro-
posals opposed by environmentalists.

REAGAN says that nuclear power is “the cleanest. most
efficient and the most economical™ energy source with “no
environmental problems.” Accuses nuclear opponents of stir-
ring up “national hysteria over nuclear energy.” Favors reproc-
essing nuclear wastes to solve the disposal problem and believes
that Carter’s concern that reprocessing could encourage prolifer-
ation of nuclear weapons is “foolish.”

ANDERSON has a record as one of the most steadfast nuclear
proponents in Congress, consistently supporting the industry on
vote after vote. In his presidential campaign, Anderson has
sounded much more cautious on nuclear energy, calling for
increased safety and a temporary moratorium on new plant
licenses. But it appears that he foresees a resumption of nuclear
development once certain changes have been made and waste
disposal facilities constructed.

ENERGY MOBILIZATION BOARD (EMB)

CARTER supported EMB with power to override future en-
vironmental regulations, but ¢laimed to oppose waiving existing
laws. Adminstration spokesmen, however, lobbied in Congress
in favor of granting the EMB power to waive existing laws;
Carter supported the House-Senate conference report that pro-
vided for such waivers.

REAGAN did not take a position during early debates on the
EMB. Opposed the House-Senate conference report that pro-
vided for a very strong EMB, arguing that it represented a
federal usurpation of state and local authority. Reagan helped
convince many Republicans to join environmentalists in voting
down the bill.

ANDERSON supported the EMB, but opposed the waivers of
existing law and the House-Senate conference report,

SOLAR ENERGY AND CONSERVATION

CARTER siressed conservation as the cornerstone of his energy
policy and supported deregulation of energy prices to encourage
it. Has increased overall government spending on conservation
and advocated some regulatory approaches to stimulate conser-
vation. Has supported a gasoline rationing proposal seen by
conservationists as fatally flawed. Carter envisions meeting 20%
of the nation’s energy needs with solar energy by 2000. But his
appointees at DOE have not supported solar and have opposed
funding to achieve this goal.

REAGAN supported, as governor. the public utilities™ efforts to
encourage massive increases in energy consumption. Refers to
solar and other renewable-energy technologies as “exotic™ and
believes that energy conservation would slow down economic
growth. Reagan believes that solar and conservation are “not
viable alternatives to coal and nuclear power.”

ANDERSON places energy conservation at the center of his
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COASTS

CARTER supported reforms for offshore oil leasing but then
moved ahead with leasing plans for Georges Bank off the Mas-
sachusetts coast, and the Beaufort Sea in Alaska. Tried several
times to lease controversial offshore areas in California but
cancelled a number of sales. Issued strong executive orders to
protect barrier islands and wetlands and opposed efforts to
weaken the Coastal Zone Management Act, but has not sup-
ported legislation to protect barrier islands and has not consis-
tently implemented the executive orders.

REAGAN failed to reform oil drilling practices on state tide-
lands after the Santa Barbara oil spill. He opposed strong coastal
protection legislation for California. He has charged California’s
Coastal Commission with ““assuming dictatorial powers and dis-
playing hostility to private ownership™ of ocean frontage and has
attacked the state constitution’s provision that requires public
access to beach areas.

ANDERSON opposed the Georges Bank lease sale but had
voted on several occasions with the oil industry to weaken the
OCS reforms.

AIR POLLUTION

CARTER worked with environmentalists to draft a strong set of
Clean Air Act amendments in 1977; implementation of these
amendments has been inconsistent, as they are opposed by
powerful administration forces at DOE and at the Office of
Management and Budget. Ozone air-quality standards were
relaxed. the cleanup of western coal-fired power plants delayed,
and auto emission standards waived for many vehicles. The
Administration has promised to deal with acid rain but has failed
to use its present authority and has supported coal conversion
legislation that would worsen the problem.

REAGAN tried. as governor. to prevent California’s Air Re-
sources Board from taking action to clean up automobile emis-
sions; he eventually fired two board members for refusing to
follow his orders to weaken the program. Reagan has claimed
that “approximately 80% of our air pollution stems from hydro-
carbons released by vegetation, so let’s not go overboard in
setting and enforcing tough emission standards from man-made
sources.” Reagan favore cntting back EPA’s powers  saving
“We are in the hands ot environmental extremists.”

ANDERSON consistently voted with environmentalists on
amendments to the Clean Air Act, opposing efforts to weaken
protection for regions with clean air and to allow the auto
industry to avoid complying with emission-control requirements.

PESTICIDES AND TOXIC SUBSTANCES

CARTER's Administration has successfully supported legisla-
tion to control toxic substances—except for pesticides; Congress
weakened the pesticide laws. Actual implementation, however,
has moved very slowly. The administration picked a very strong
leader, Eulah Bingham, to head the Occupational Safety and
Health Administration. and has worked hard to improve en-
forcement of OSHA statutes.

REAGAN has attacked EPA for being too aggressive in regulat-
ing pesticides and for banning DDT, claiming that such bans
have produced “'a resurgence of deadly diseases.”™ As governor
Reagan also weakened enforcement of occupational health and
safety laws by substituting officials from the state highway de-
partment for experts from a federal enforcement agency.

ANDERSON voted twice in 1978 to cut EPA funding for regula-
tion of toxic substances. In the early 1970s he voted against
stronger pesticide laws, but he has been more environmentally
aware in recent years. He has supported Carter Administration
efforts to establish a “'superfund™ for financing cleanup of aban-
doned hazardous-waste dumps. Anderson has consistently sup-
ported action to prevent occupational health hazards, supporting
both OSHA and the federal program to protect the safety of
mine workers.

WATER POLLUTION

CARTER appointed good people to deal with water pollution
problems, and worked to preserve a strong legislative mandate
for cleaning up waterways. But Carter has lagged in implement-
ing standards to protect drinking water and streams from toxic
pollutants. A strong executive order was issued to protect wet-
lands but, again, implementation has been inadequate. The
Administration did succeed with major reforms in the Soil Con-
servation Service, reforms that have already preserved more
than 350 miles of streams.

REAGAN supported and signed the Porter-Cologne Water Con-
trol Act, the strongest state water pollution law in the country.
He appointed strong leaders who carried out the act. Reagan’s
appointees compelled oil companies, industries and cities to
clean up the state’s waters before the EPA program began.

ANDERSON was a strong supporter of the Clean Drinking
Water Act and has worked to improve funding for water pollu-
tion treatment facilities. Until 1975 Anderson often voted
against wetlands protection. but since then he has consistently
voted for their protection,

TRANSPORTATION

CARTER approved, early on, a number of bad freeway proj-
ects, but under new Transportation Secretary Goldschmidt, the
administration rejected freeways in Oklahoma and Ohio and
advocated dramatically expanded funding of mass transit. Gold-
schmidt also reversed early administration opposition to
Amtrak.

REAGAN refused to cut back on state highway construction in
California and fought against state or federal funding for mass
transit. Opposes expansion of Amtrak. In 1976 proposed elimi-
nating the entire federal program of support for mass transit as
part of his budget cutting strategy.

ANDERSON has supported using the Highway Trust Fund for
mass transit but has also voted to make it more difficult for cities
to use interstate highway funds for mass transit: he supports use
of windfall profits tax revenues for transit. O

Carl Pope s assistant conservation director of the Sierra Club, and
executive director of the Califorma League of Conservation Voters.
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A Look at

Some Crucial

Campaigns

MARION EDEY

18
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Back v THE honeymoon years of the early
1970s. conservationists won many battles
simply by making a good case on its merits
and then supporting it with mail from activ-
ists. That 1s no longer enough.

The honeymoon is over: People have not
stopped caring about the environment, but
those opposed to conservation have be-
come far more organized and politically
active. An avalanche of money pours into
campaigns from various political action
committees [PACs| set up by corporations,
trade associations and very conservative
political groups. All PACs combined have
raised more than $70 million to spend for
the 1980 campaigns. The size of this sum—
as well as the urgency of today's energy and
economic problems—helps explain why it is
getting harder to lobby Congress, and why
lobbying is not enough. Conservationists
must show politicians that they can take
environmental stands and still survive polit-
ically. The only way for conservationists to
do that is to become more active in cam-
paigns.

The thought of Ronald Reagan as Presi-
dent gives many environmentalists pause:
should he win. any anti-environmental Rea-
gan policies will have to be opposed in the
Congress. In the excitement over the pres-
idential race, there is a danger that environ-
mentalists may neglect equally crucial
House and Senate races that also must be
won. Here are some of the most important

environmentalists running in close elections.

Representative Morris Udall (D-Ari-
zona). As chairman of the House Interior
Committee and author of the strongest bill
to protect 100 million acres of outstanding
natural areas and wildlife habitat in Alaska,
Udall has played a key role in many other
wilderness and land preservation efforts as

well. He led opposition to the move to grant
the Energy Mobilization Board arbitrary
powers that would have preempted other
agencies’ decisions and waived environ-
mental laws. He is now single-handedly
blocking an attempt to gut the nation's
stripmining law.

Udall, in his last election, won only
52.5% of the vote: he faces a stronger oppo-
nent this time. Richard Huff plans to spend
$450,000 in his campaign and recently re-
leased a poll showing himself ahead. Udall
has been targeted by the national GOP and
various right-wing interests as one of the
cight most vulnerable representatives in the
nation,

Senator John Culver (D-lowa). Now
that Senator Muskie (D-Maine), Con-
gress’s greatest champion of clean air, has
left the Senate, Culver will be a key ally in
working to keep strong clean air and water
laws, He is an influential member of the
Environment and Public Works Commit-
tee, which handles all pollution legislation
in the Senate, and a leading sponsor of the
bill to create a “superfund” for cleaning up
hazardous dumps and spills. Culver wrote
the provisions in the 1977 Clean Water Act
to control polluted runoff by helping farm-
ers finance better soil conservation prac-
tices. He is chairman of the subcommittee
that deals with the National Environmental
Policy Act and the Endangered Species
Act, and has defended both laws against
their many detractors. He was also in-
strumental in expanding NEPA's scope to
include assessing the environmental impli-
cations of some U.S. financing of nuclear
reactors for foreign countries. Culver
scored 97% on the most recent League of
Conservation Voters chart, and the league
is running a massive door-to-door canvass



and voter-education campaign in lowa to
help his reelection. But recent polls show
Culver trailing his opponent, Representa-
tive Charles Grassley. In 1978, lowa voters
rejected Democratic Senator Dick Clark,
who had a record similar to Culver’s. (No
Iowa Democrat has ever been elected to a
second Senate term.)

Senator Frank Church (D-Idaho) is
probably the Senate’s most effective advo-
cate for wilderness: he has taken great polit-
ical risks to preserve outstanding wilderness
in Idaho and elsewhere. As chairman of the
Public Lands Subcommittee he led support
for the Endangered American Wilderness
Act, the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act. legislation to establish the Sawtooth
National Recreation Area, the Hells Can-
yon National Recreation Area and, most
recently, the protection of 2.2 million acres
in the River of No Return Wilderness.
Church's conservative opponent, Repre-
sentative Steve Symms, will outspend him
by 2 to 1 and will also benefit from more
than $120,000 in “independent expendi-
tures” by other conservative PACs,

Representative Jim Weaver (D-Oregon)
has stood alone in blocking the Pacific

Northwest Power bill, which is intended to
make consumers pay in advance for con-
struction of at least five nuclear power
plants in the Pacific Northwest. His position
on the Water and Power Subcommittee
gives him the authority and influence to stop
the bill, and he is the only member of Con-
gress in the region opposing it. As chairman
of the House Forests Subcommittee, Wea-
ver has also fought for wilderness and for
sound management of our national forests,
including logging practices to achieve sus-
tained yield. He also opposes the use of
2.4.5-T and other phenoxy herbicides.
These are tough stands to take in a district
that depends largely on logging, and Wea-
ver has been blamed for a severe economic
slump actually caused by a slow housing
market. His opponent, Mike Fitzgerald,
ran Richard Nixon's presidential campaign
in California and plans on spending
$400,000 to defeat Weaver.

Representative Bob Eckhardt (D-Texas)
sits on the House Interior and Commerce
committees, both crucial for environmental
legislation. He is author of the Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act and is now working for
the bill to finance cleanup of hazardous
wastes. Eckhardt has held extensive hear-
ings on acid rain, radioactive wastes and the
misuse of pesticides and herbicides. Texas
conservationists appreciate his strenuous
efforts to expand the Big Thicket National
Preserve. He joined Udall in trying to curb
the excessive powers of the Energy Mobili-
zation Board and was one of the few repre-
sentatives with the guts to vote against sub-
sidies for commercialization of synthetic
fuels.

Eckhardt won his last primary election
with only 52% of the vote, but this year his
biggest problem will be in the general elec-

tion. Like Udall, and Edgar and Maguire
below, he has been targeted by the GOP as
one of the nation’s eight most viilnerable
House Democrats.

Representative Bob Edgar (D-Pennsyl-
vania) is the only member of the House
Public Works Committee with the courage
to challenge lavish spending on pork-barrel
water projects. He is the most effective dam
fighter in Congress and has led countless
efforts to stop public projects that destroy
wetlands and free-flowing rivers. He has
also worked successfully to increase funds
for mass transit and votes with environmen-
talists 90% of the time. Edgar’s record will
help him in his suburban district, and the
League of Conservation Voters is conduct-
ing a canvass to distribute rating charts and
to register voters. Last time Edgar won with
only 51% of the vote, and this race will be a
real cliff hanger.

Representative Andy Maguire (D-New
Jersey) is a leader on the Health Subcom-
mittee. He has fought repeatedly for a
strong Clean Air Act and a Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act. His amendments to
the National Cancer Act have forced feder-
al agencies to pay more attention to the
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KEY ENVIRONMENTAL VOTES IN THE HOUSE
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ALASKA: THE UDALL-ANDERSON
SUBSTITUTE

On May 16, 1979, the House passed 268 to 157 (10 not voting)
the Udall-Anderson Substitute to the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act. "Yea" was a vote for the environ-
ment.

ENERGY: THE UDALL-CLAUSEN-WIRTH
SUBSTITUTE FOR THE EMB

On November 1,1979, the House narrowly defeated 215 to 192
(28 not voting) the Udall-Clausen-Wirth Substitute that would
have prevented the proposed Energy Mobilization Board from
being able to waive many environmental laws. "Yea" was a
vote for the environment.

NUCLEAR: THE MARKEY AMENDMENT

On November 29,1979, the House rejected an amendment by
Representative Edward Markey that would have suspended
temporarily the power of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission

4.

5.

to issue construction licenses for nuclear power plants. The
measure was defeated 254 to 136 (45 not voting). “Yea" was a
vole for the environment.

WATER PROJECTS: THE EDGAR
AMENDMENT

On January 28, 1980, Representative Bob Edgar offered an
amendment to the Omnibus Water Resources Development
Actto delete eight expensive and unnecessary water projects.
The amendment was soundly defeated 265 to 117 (53 not
voting). “Yea" was a vote for the environment.

WILDERNESS: THE SYMMS SUBSTITUTE
FOR IDAHO WILDERNESS

On April 16, 1980, the House rejected an amendment offered
by Representative Steve Symms to reduce the size of the
proposed River of No Return Wilderness and to prevent other
areas in |[daho from being considered for wilderness status in
the future. The amendment was rejected 214 to 179 (42 not
voting). “Nay" was a vote for the environment. p
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STERMER

DucGaiLp Stermer is a highly re-
spected designer and artist on the
West Coast—and a long-time en-
vironmental and social activist. As
a combination of these interests, he
has produced a remarkable port-
folio of wildlife portraits, only a few
of which can be published here.
These and others in the series,
however, will soon appear else-
where in a variety of formats. A
book, Vanishing Creatures, will be
published in November by Lancas-
ter-Miller Publishers. Eight prints
will be published as notecards by
Portal Publications, and a Bo-Tree
1981 Engagement Calendar will
also be available.

Stermer wrote of his feelings
about endangered species in the
March/April 1980 issue of Com-
munication Arts: “No food. no
clothing, no shelter, no land and
certainly no luxury or technology is
worth the irreplaceable loss of any
species: nor has that loss ever been
proven to be necessary to man’s
survival in the past. . . . Whales,
otters. seals and dolphins have
their legions of saviors primarily
because we find them to be smart.
cute, affectionate or all three, Yet
the best evidence suggests that the
true foundation for species conser-
vation is the fact that ecology
makes no value judgments based
on how other mammals, birds, rep-
tiles, fishes, insects and plants can
or cannot relate to Homo sapiens.”

i 30  SEPTEMBER/OCTOBER 1980

The small fish above is threatened by
the same factors that have endangered
many—if not most—of the small
fresh-water fishes indigenous to the
western United States: human en-
croachment and its resulting develop-
ment, landfill, introduced predators,
industrial pollution, wetlands drain-
age, deforestatnion, dam building; in
short, many of the same elements that
have influenced all threatened, en-
dangered or extinct species.

Right: Dugald Stermer
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The brown pelican has suffered from pesticide poisoning throughout its

range. the southeastern coastline of North America. Significant breed-
ing populations are now limited to Florida and South Carolina.
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The mission blue is now restricted to two small areas in and around San
Francisco (eight colonies on San Bruno Mountain and one small one on
Twin Peaks). This lovely littde butterfly has nearly been deprived of its
only food source, the lupine leaf, which has been bulldozed from its
habutat by developers. It is literally on the brink of extinction.



Public outcry resulted in strict legal protection for the southern sea otter,

whose population has grown from a handful to nearly 2000, It is still
vulnerable to oil pollution, is considered a threat by the abalone fishing
industry, and its pelt is still valuable, so the federal government has
decided to retain its endangered status, an unusually wise decision.
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Although laws protect alligators from hunters, poachers still deplete the

alligator population. While becoming rarer in their natural habitat—the

| swamps, rivers and lakes of the southeastern United States—alligators
turn up with alarming frequency in sewers, plumbing and backyard
swimming pools,
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Prognosis for the continued existence of the San Francisco garter snake
is bleak at best. Fewer than a thousand of these brightly colored marsh
dwellers are left, and sightings are exceedingly rare. Much of its habitat
has been drained, filled and developed.
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Avalanche
on
Annapurna!
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Grim survivors descended to Camp 1l and
found it almost obliterated by the ava-
tanche. They spent the next few davs dig-
ging supplies and tents out of the con-
tinting heavy snowfall.

Diary ENTRY sSEPTEMBER 19: Retreat! It con-
tinued to snow all day vesterday. Had to
keep shoveling snow off the tent, Awoke at
midnight feeling 1 couldn’t breathe. By 1
o'clock I turned on my headlamp and read
for an hour. Craig awoke also, feeling bad.
We beat snow off the tent and opened the
door and soon both felt better; we were just
suffocating in the tent! Awoke this morning
with headache and lethargy. Tent again
close 10 getting buried.

Craig. Pat, Simo and 1 decided to go
down to Camp II1: food there is unlimited,
the tents are large, and the area s safe for
ordinary walking around, Eric Roberts
came up late yesterday. and he and Gil and
Maynard decided to stay at IV,

Left Camp IV in heavy snowfall at 9:45.
Left a lot of stuff up there: down gear,

camera. altimeter. etc. Rappel difficult in

blowing snow: our feet kept setting off

slough avalanches. a
At the bottom of the last rappel I had just

started to unclip when an avalanche hit us. -

It came down the “Bobsled Run,™ a gulley I

that starts near Camp IV, Huge seracs J
break off here, and avalanches from the

cast peak also come down. According to the .
angle that snow enters the gulley, it can o
shoot from side to side like a bobsled. The ¥
one that came down today must have been S
especially large and may have had aside-to-

side movement aimed at us. First [ heard
the roar. The wind blast hit me next, then

the snow. | was soon buried to my waist,
and the spindrift made it impossible to
breathe, For an instant I thought 1 w -
goner. Craig was clipped into an a







Above, left: Annapurna looms, a golden ram-
part, above base camp. Above, right: A cheerful
expedinon relaxes at Camp I Right: A weary
climber pauses in deep snow.

covered with mud, water and buffalo dung.
Being clever Americans, we spent hours
assigning a number to each porter, a differ-
ent number to each load, and checking all
these numbers daily. After a few days of this
lunatic behavior it dawned on us that the
porters and our sirdar (overseer), Lopsang
Sherpa, were perfectly capable of sorting
themselves out; after we stopped fretting
about the loads, everything went smoothly.

By the time we reached the last village we
were a sorry lot. Bob and | had sprained
ankles. Simo had an infected foot, Gil had
diarrhea, Eric R. had blisters and Pat’s
shoulder hurt. From here on, the route got
even worse, a wretched, muddy track on
steep, rain-swept slopes. On a Japanese ex-
pedition, one porter had been killed on this
section of trail in the spring. One of our
porters fell more than 100 feet down a
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