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The War

And We Lost
by Gary Ball

I suppose I should have seen it com-
ing. The writing was certainly on the
wall. Back in 1992 1 even wrote about
World War III in an article for this very
newsletter. That article focused on the
Wise Use Movement (WUM) and its role
in helping big business by shaping peo-

Elesatnmd&w}uch, in turn, affect pub- -

¢ policies. | picked up the term “World
War III” from WUM writer Alston
Chase. He used the term to describe what
was happening when he chronicled public
protests against corporate behavior which
were occurring all over the globe,

How naive | was. I didg’t see that

t]:e was using 8 WUM tactic even

n ‘He was pointing to protests against

te behavior and saying this was an

indication that World War I1I was begin-
ning. In reality,

that World

though, he was aware
ar 111 was alr over,
Yes, the last great war for control of the

entire world had euncandg:xe The war .

was over, we (the le u\dl
e émpeop ) lost.

»mle d:dn t know it. Most people still
t know it. But Alston Chase knew.

Most of those who know the war is
over, unlike myself, have the good sense
not to talk about it, as such. In the first
place, who'd believe it? Furthermore,
who'd care? “Life goes on pretty much
the same as always, doesn’t it - mmajor

es, no major hassles? So, how
could we have just lost a war?” That’s
what most people would say.

Besides, who could believe a war has

%3?: i gl ook b RS
a was
ot:yeewe that a world ‘v?at has been

lost when the of all the world’
countries still %‘
i b quity, “funw“rﬁw"
WO without
without fanfare of any sort? .

Yet, that is exactly how it ha;
Wa’ld War III was a silent, grad
that left nations phys wally xntact
w e consolidating authonty to rule in

by Patty Clary

Billions of dollan of corporate wel-
fare is dished out by the U.S. Commerce
Department (see Brown’s V.LP.
Junkets™) and US. banks
that operate within Commerce De-

partment. One of these, the Overseas Pn
“vate Investment Corporation (OPIC), has

insured a logging venture in Russia that ;

threatens to cause destruction of North-
em California forests equal in scope to
}hat caused by U.S. logging in Russian
orests.

OPIC is providing political insu-
rance for 8 consortium of fifteen timber
mills anxious to grab part of the market

~ ghare as natural resources are stripped in
the former Soviet Union The consor-
" tiwn, which calls itself the Global Forest-
ry Management Group, recently leased a

- on a global scale

the hands of a conglomerate of multi-
national corporations. As the history of
these things go, this takeover loyed a
rather novel approach, to say the least.
No lands were captured, no invasions
were necessary, no governments fell. At
the same time though, all lands were
usurped, every place was invaded, and all
governments acquiesced. In this new
world order, no single individual, figure-
head or body emerges holding all the
reins of power. In fact, no new leaders
emerge at all. This lends stability to the
order, not only in that there is no central
target against which to direct dissent, but
also because it facilitates the facade that
all the world’s govemnments are still in
place and sovereign.

After all, there would have been lit-
tle reason for the corporate masters to
proclaim, all at once, that the takeover of
the world was complete. This would have
produced chaos. It was better to quietly
enjoy the exercise of rate control
for a while, perfecting its techniques
wﬂ&ﬁne»mnmg its systems in an order-

govemnments sull
h function of se
nbuﬁ%: setween the people and the
sions being made. Gradually, very slowly
at first, would corporate control and the

new world order be revealed.

No one knows for sure when World
War III begafi and no one knows just
when it er What we do know, now,
i lived under corporate

that the first veils

No wonder we are hearing so much
talk about how there is too much govern-
ment in our lives. A few years ago we
leamed about the Wise Use Movement

agenda. Now we call it the Contract on
Amerwa. Either way, it involves sca.lmg
back govemment, loosening regu
allowmng free-market forces to euglny a
lead role in decision-making, w
public trust doctrine, strengﬂxenmg pn-

vate property r.ghts inchiding the rights

of corporations to
th;en' private property), low trade
barriers and, in general, doing whatever
business wants in order to “improve
commerce”. Most especially, the corpo-
rate masters seem intent on eliminating
laws that protf;!:;n the wo\glrmnu%u This,
ps more any other single item,
m crux of the problem. .

Oh sure, there are those who will
moum the loss of the sovereignty of their
particular country: no more France, no
more Brazil, no more India, no more
America, and so on And yes, there are
those phxl tyg? who will
thmgs like “life, liberty and

pumnt of hnppmeu replaced
by things like “jobs first!” or “xt's the
economy, stupxd' " By and large, tho
most people are already fairly well ad-
Justed to their role as wage slaves and
there will probably not be any major re-
sistance to the new world order.

As long as people have their jobs
:flrnd a reasonable atg\om\t of personal
eedom to spend their mo things
won’t really be much dtfferatxyfor most

Welfare Pests

million acres of Russian forest in the
Khabarovsk reslon It plans to invest $70
million in bui an infrastructure of
roads and port facmues to ship billions
of board feet of logs out of Russia.

Global Forest Pillagers

The companies that make up the

* Global Forestry Management Group are
* small, landless saw mills that struck it

rich during the great public forest give-
away of the ro ‘80’s. Now rich
enough for action in the intemational
market place, they are positioning them-
selves to participate in forest destruction
, joining timber giants
such as Weyerhauser and Louisiana-
Pacific in the timber rush. The massive
boreal forests of the Russian Far East
and Siberia beckon as the most lucrative

of all the glbbal forest resources.

Global Forestry plans to import most
of the logs to its members’ saw mills in
California, Oregon and Washington. It is
almost guaranteed that pests from Rus-
sian forests will survive importation de-
spite kiln drying and pesticide saturation
of the logs. If pests from Russian trees
make it into U.S. forests, entire species
of native trees would be at risk of extinc-
tion, and forests would be subjected to
massive amounts of pesticide spraymg.

The main obstacle to the consor-
tium’s plan for big profits is the ever
present risk of political upheaval in Rus-
sia and the losses Global Forestry would
incur if forced to abandon the project.
Without a doubt, Russia’s political situa-
tion is perilous. The current president of
Russia 18 propped up by massive forelgn
aid from Westem countries, and it’s any-

as they like with

Is Over!

Graphic by Sharon Williams/The Planet

" folks. Amencans for example (an apa

thetic lot as a whole anyw K
from voter turnouts and such), dre al-
ready well versed in the new way of
Nobody speaks of America as
“repr&entanve democracy” anymore;
now 1t’ s an example of “free-market cap-
italism”, For real power, one does not
look to the United States, one looks to
Corporate America. You no longer tell
non-conformists to love it or leave it,
{n u tell them to get a job. It is well
own that those who go along, get
ng. A person’s succéss is measured
byhowmuchmeynmkeandmestr
of a country is gauged by its GNP. With
the bottom line bemg the accepted stan-
dard by which to judge practlcally every-
thing, the tracks are pretty well greased
for people to slide smoo into their
places in the new world order. But the
cons ences of abandoning environ-
protections may prove, over time,
to be a hard sell for the corporate mas-
ters.

Right now, of course, there seems to

continued on page 2

one’s guess who the next president might
be, or what segment of the political spec-
trum he t occupy (his gender is the
one known factor).

The same uncertain future is true of
provincial govemments throughout Rus-
sia. In many areas, organized crime dom-
inates or controls outr government
agencies and businesses, bringing the po-
litical situation dangerously close to
complete rna hem. In the face of such
uncertai ut its future ability to do
business in Russxa, one could question
Global Forestry’s confidence in invest-
ing millions of dollars to plunder the fo-
rests of Russia. Well, look to your pay-
check, folks, as they throw our children
off welfare rolls and into the streets, be-
cause it’s your money that provides se-
curity for tﬁe Global Forestry consortium

continued on page 3
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be a sense of wide-spread excitement
centered around the prospects for new
sources of profits once environmental

laws are relaxed or eliminated. Loggmg.
ranching, mining, ing, Off-Road Ve-
hicles and all kinds of development are

some of the businesses hoping to benefit
once they no longer have to worry about

The War lsover! continued from page 1

less money-making ventures can proceed
where they are now prohibited. With pro-
tective land ement schemes such
as those lPr&sently applied to wildemess
areas, wild and scenic rivers, and nation-
al parks also under attack, it won’t be
long before whole new territories are
opened up to more profitable ventures.

say that environmentalists are crazy
alarmists; that environmentalists need to
make people believe there is some sort of
catastrophe in order to keep those contri-
bution dollars rolling in. Not that it will
really do any good, but the reader may
wish to review the statement issued by

the effects their activities may have on

ma

luters who hope to improve their bottom
line once clean air
laxed. Oil and chemical co

Without protection for wetlands, count-

the world’s leading scientists in 1992
concemning the state of our fragile earth
and what we must do to protect it. The
statement is reprinted, for your conven-
lence, on the back page of this newslet-
ter.

There will come a time, though,
when everyone will ask, “Was the mon-
ey that good?” And they will already
know the answer. Whether that time 1s
near or far off is difficult to imagine.

dan%ered species of plants and ani-
k. It is not possible to list all the pol-

water laws are re-

surge in sales once pestici emag s&g Whether it will then be too late cannot be If the scientists’ “Waming to Hu-
contamination requirements are lowered. said.

max).itﬁ"' is difficult for you to believe, es-
pecially

Right now, the corporate masters when it is so soundly denounced

by Betty & Gary Ball

Recently, Comptche resident Dr. Al-
len Coopernder, a wildlife biologist and
noted expert on biodiversity, was notified
that he and Dr. Reed Noss have been
chosen to receive the prestigious Natural
Resources Council of America’s
?NRCA) conservation community award
or outstanding achievement in the field
of pt’xblicetim for their book Saving Na-

to Drs. Cooperrider and Noss at the annu-
al NRCA banquet to be held at the Na-
tional Press Club in Washington, D.C. on
June 15th. Also to be recognized at the
banquet this year are former Senator
Gaylord ‘Nelson, Representative Connie
Morella, Representative John Dingell,
Representative Gerry Studds, and Sena-
tor John Chafee.
1 | Dr. ider is a Conservation
| Biology consultant with Big River Asso-

lllustration ©1993 by Nina Paley

A Wise Use Decoder’s Guide

by Ralph Maughan, Pocatello, Idaho Standard Disclaimer

Confused by the Rhetoric of the Wise Use Movement? Here's an Interpreter’s Guide
What They Say: “Wise use of our natural resources.”

What They Really Mean: “Any extractive use of natural products, especially if the extraction makes lots of noise, uses motors,
or goes ‘moo’.”

“Lock up of our matural resources”: Reliance on nature’s way; use of the natural environment without obvious human modifi-
cation or degradation. ~

“Decadent, over-mature forest”: An old-growth forest with a balance of young, old and dead trees.
“Healthy and thrifty forest”: A tree farm.

“We need ATV and dirt bike trails everywhere so that women, children and senior citizens can enjoy the outdoors”: I'ma
30 year-old man and out of shape.

“The rangelands of the West are in better shape today than in my grandpa’s time”: Thmgs are better than during the Dust
Bowl days.

“The ‘local’ people” (as in “the Federal bureaucrats won’t listen to the local people”): The nearest anti-environmentalists.
“Eastern environmentalists”: Any environmentalists.

“Easterners”: Anyone, anywhere, in the U.S. who lives in a town with more than a couple of thousand people.

“The war against the West”: The battle within the West over reform of public land use.

“Socialists and Communists”: People who want to reduce government subsidies to Westemn mining, logging and grazing indus-
tries.

“Hippies on food stamps who don’t know what it means to work”: Environmentalists.

“Rich newcomers who don’t have to work for a living”: Environmentalists.

“Washingtos bureaucrats who don’t understand local conditions”: The folks who work in the ranger station down the street.
“Radical environmentslists”: Any environmentalist.

“Environmental terrorism”: Lawful appeal of a timber sale or filing a lawsuit.

“Those people who think animals are more important than people”: Those who think that people who like animals other
than livestock should have their wishes considered, too.

“Playground for Eastermers”: Any place in the Westem U.S. used for recreation by folks from outside the county.
“My grazing rights”: A rancher’s grazing privileges associated with holding a grazing lease on public land.

“A working river”: A river with its entire flow cammitted to irrigation. Or alternatively, a stream that has been rendered fishless
due to pollution.

“Maybe, like the dinosaurs, it’s a species that just can’t adapt”: The species in question can’t leap over dams, thrive on free-
ways, or make a living in cow pastures.

“Species that can adapt”: Livestock.

“They're trying to take my property”: | have a scheme that will harm your (neighboring) property and I don’t want‘any gov-
emment regulations to stop me.

ture’s Legacy: Profecting and Restoring |
Biodiversity. The award will be presented (

by the corporate masters, then believing
in World War IIl and corporate control is

obably out of the question. Nonethe-
ess, the focus of this newsletter is corpo-
rate control. There are a number of arti-
cles, from some of the finest writers and
thinkers, which examine the subject from
various perspectives. They are presented
here for your perusal, edification or en-
tertainment. We hope you enjoy them.
Oh, and by the way, you may wish to
keep this newsletter at home, It is ad-
vised that you don’t take it to work. Un-
less, of course, you work someplace
where you can go about chanting, “Death
to the corporate robot, that preys on the
life of the planet.”

Allen Cooperrider
Wins Prestigious Award

ciates, and also is employed by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service. He formerly
worked for the BLM.

Our congratulations to Dr. Cooper-
rider and Dr. Noss. It is an honor to have
you in our midst.

The book Sgving Nature's Legacy is
must reading for everyone concerned

. about their local and glo
Michael E. Souté; f pres-
ident of the Society for Conservation Bi-
ology says, “This is the most scientifical-
ly credible’ ‘how to do it' book in

__conservation.” Noss and Coo

fashion a practical, easy-to-follow guide
for the protection of the diversity of life
while avoiding neither the complexity of
nature nor the diversity of values among
ers and conservationists. [ predict
that the book will become a bible for
wildlands managers, a valued guide to
the literature for graduate students, a fa-
vorite text for undergraduates, and a
powerful weapon for grassroots acti-
vists.”

J. Michael Scott, senior research bi-
ologist for the National Biological Sur-
vey th\.':{ “Saving Nature's Legacy is a
book every conscientious land man-

er must read. It is nothing short of a
blueprint for conservation action. This
book clearly articulates the paradigm
shift that land management agencies
must confront if they are to save this na-
tion’s natural legacy.”

The book is available by mail or tel-
ephone order. A limited supply of order
forms are available at the MEC that offer
a 20% discount. Contact Island Press at
P.O. Box 7, Dept. 3DW, Covelo, CA
95428 or by telephone at 800-828-1302
(continental U.S.) or 707-983-6414 (out-
side continental U.S.) Of course, the
book is also available at fine bookstores
everywhere,

The Mendocino
Environmental Center
Newsletter

This newsletter is a publication of
the Mendocino Environmental Cen-
ter, a non-profit orgainization
founded in March, 1987 for the pur-
pose of promoting the conservation,
restoration, and wise use of the
Earth’s natural resources and to
provide a facility where people can
work together toward these ends.

Mendocino
Environmental Center

Board of Directors

Betty Ball - 468-1660
Gary Ball - 468-1335
Lisa Bregger - 463-0462
Carmen Christy - 463-1604
Lasara Firefox - 463-6924
Dale Glaser - 462-3312

Irene Heskitt - 964-5009
Linda Perkins - 937-0903

| environment.
onment.
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as it rolls off into the intemational mar-
ketplace. :

“Political _Risk Insurance”

According to Commerce Department
memos, OPIC is supporting U.S. compa-
nies’ investment in the former Soviet Un-
ion. OPIC uses American tax dollars to
provide project financing and political
risk insurance to the investors. By late
March this year, OPIC had approved ap-
proximately $3 billion in financing and
political nisk insurance to support U.S,
companies’ nvestment in former Soviet
states. Since then, OPIC has approved
risk insurance for the $70 million that
Global Forestry wants to spend carving
lcéut roads and tearing up ecosystems in

ussia,

If Global Forestry is forced to flee
its investments in Russia due to political
upheaval, the U.S. taxpayer will have to
pay the companies back for havinit}ost
ther investment gamble. If the political
situation remains stable and Global Fo-
restry is able to go ahead with its defo-
restation plan, the comFan?r can export to
the U.S. raw logs of fairly high quality
foxi pennies on the dollar of their actual
value,

Washington’s rationale for this sub-
sidy is that foreign investment will pro-
vide political stability in Russia. For Rus-
sia’s leaders, abating the threat of
revolution is a major motivating factor in
the drive to obtain foreign currency as
immediately as ible. Russia’s vast
stands of boreal forest are assets that can
be sold quickly. In exchange for cold
cash the ¢ 's leaders are willing to
write-off the mulling jobs, forget the top-
soil, damn the watersheds and throw
away everything else that could provide
long term sustainability for its citizens.

The loss of Russia’s boreal forest
will have the profound effect of magnify-
ing global warming since the forest is
one of the largest carbon sinks on earth.
Carbon sinks bind carbon dioxide that
otherwise would be in the atmosphere
causing the greenhouse effect.

The logging would also devastate
rare wildlife habitat The last 250 Siberi-

Endangered Species Act
Needed To Preserve Fishing
Industry

by Tryg Sletteland and Mike
Sherwood, Sierra Club Legal
Defense Fund

and Diane Valantine, Oregon
Natural Resources Council

ed. by Betty Ball

A coalition of 24 fishing and conser-
vation groups, including the Mendocino
Environmental Center, filed suit on June
1, 1995 against the National Marine Fish-
eries Service (NMFS) for its failure to act
in response to a petition by many of the
%roups to protect coho salmon under the

ederal Endangered Species Act (ESA).

“We've given them more than
enough time to release their proposal to
preserve plummeting coastal coho runs,”
said Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund sal-
mon specialist Tryg Sletteland. “With
wild coho populations plunging in Cali-
fomia, Oregon and Washington, our
coastal economies need the protection af-
forded by the E ered Species Act to-
day,” Sletteland sai

“This is a case of jobs being saved
by the ESA - jobs in the spon% com-
mercial fishing industry,” said Oregon
Natural Resources Council’s (ONRC)
Diane Valantine. “During the 1970's
coho fishing brought about $70 million/
year to the region,” Valantine said, “but
the dwindling numbers of coho have dec-

imated the fishing industry.”

“It is past time to protect coho, the
ESA, and our coastal communities,” Va-
lantine added. )

Once a petition is filed, the ESA
gives NMFS one year to decide whether
to propose a species for listing. The agen-

We I fa re PeSts continued from page 1

an tigers and scores of other ies will
be gone forever if the forest falls.

In the Russian Far East, where Japa-
nese and Korean companies have been
frantically harvesting timber for several
years, thirty rivers have filled with silt.
OPIC claims that Global Forestry’s pro-
Ject will cause minimal environmenta]
damage in Russia because the logging
must adhere to U.S. forestry law in order
to obtain political insurance. Anyone
who has followed what U.S. timber com-
panies have done legally on public land
m the U.S. are not encouraged by this
promise.

lmportin'g Trouble

On the face of it, importing logs and
chips from outside North America looks
as 1f it would reduce the pressure on U.S.
forests and allow a break from cutting
trees. But in reality, importing wood
from outside North America, especially
from uncultivated forests such as Rus-
sia’s, is fraught with danger, of unprece-
dented scope, to U.S. forests.

The forests of Russia and Siberia
contain organisms so dangerous to U.S.
tree species that an unofficial-ban on log
imports from the region has existed with
U.S. government and business coopera-
tion for over four years. That ban is
about to be lifted now that import rules
have been officially published that will
allow Russian logs and chips to begin en-
tering the U.S. as soon as late August.
Under intense pressure from the Com-
merce t, The U.S. Department
of Agriculture has developed import reg-
ulations that will allggedly protect U.S.
forests from the introduction of danger-
ous Russian forest pests. Logs, chips and
other wood from the region must be heat-
ed and doused with pesticides. These are
expensive regimens that would be done
in Russia, under Russian supervision
The only assurance that the procedures
had been completed in the required man-
ner would be an importer’s word.

Logs would enter the U.S. saturated
in pesticides that are severely restricted
for use in this country. On the front line

cy is now between 7 and 14 months late ¥

in determining whether a listing is war-
ranted. ;

“The law is crystal clear on this mat-
ter and the government has broken it,”
said Legal Defense Fund attorney Mike
Sherwood. “It is time for the federal gov-
emment to comply with the law, and
take action before coho are gone for-
ever.”

Coho are curmrently threatened by
many human actions, including destruc-
tion of their habitat by logging and other
activities, water diversion for power pro-
duction and agriculture, poor hatchery
practices, and over-fishing in Canada.

COHO SALMON FACTS

* Status of the fish Coho (silver)
salmon population numbers are down 90
to 95% in the “lower 48", California had
500,000 fish in the 1940s, but only a few
thousand remain. Oregon’s coastal rivers
produced 1.4 million coho in 1900; few-
er than 50,000 are left today. The Colum-
bia Basin once hosted runs of 1.2 million
fish; coho are now virtually extinct there.
Wild coho are depressed or declining
and face the risk of extinction in about
half of Washington’s rivers, including an
estimated 75% decline in Puget Sound.

* Economic impact,  These declines
have been disastrous for the fishing in-
dustry. During the 1970s, coastal com-

\WE RE HAVING PROBLEMS
SWITCHING To CAPITALISM .

THE TROUBLE IS TWAT ALL OUR
CAPITALISTS ARE CRIMINALS,
BREAKING ALL OUR LAWS.

THAT S JUST AN EARLY
STAGE OF CAPITALISM .

—

EVENTUALLY THEY BECOME
POWERFUL ENOUGH TO
REWRITE THE LAWS.

BuT WL RE EVENTUALLY
BANKQUDT THERE LI BE PACS

for exposure to the poisoned wood are
workers who handle wood and breathe
dust particles in sawmills.

Even with poisons and heat applied
to kill all organisms on and in the wood,
experts say logs that aren’t completely
sterilized will contain dangerous pests. If
just one erous pregnant insect or a
few spores of fungi or a couple of nema-
todes enter the U.S. alive, find a niche in
our environment and begin to spread, it
could create a monumental crisis.

Pests known to inhabit Russian fo-
rests are considered capable of destroy-
ing entire species of trees in the Western
U.S,, such as the fir, a cousin to
the larch that dominates much of the Rus-
sian forest. Pests from outside the coun-
try would not meet any resistance in the
already heavily stressed forests of the
Western United States.’

The govemment and timber industry
reaction to the spread of a erous for-

est pest is likely to be pesticide spraying
on a massive scale.

Even though at-

munities in the Pacific Northwest re-
ceived between $60 and $70 million per
year from the coho commercial fishery.
(This is the direct value to commercial
fishermen; it includes no multipliers, in-
direct or induced effects. The figure in-
cludes the troll fishery only. This infor-
mation is from a personal communication
to Pacific Rivers Council by Hans Radk-
te.) Today that number is essentially
zero. According to a 1994 report by An-
thony J. Fedler, Ph.D,, titled “Economic
Value of Recreational and Commercial
Use of Pacific Anadromous Fish in
Washington, Oregon, California and Ida-
ho”, published by the American Sport-
fishing Association, the total net econom-
ic value of salmon and steelhead fisheries
in the 3 states in 1990 was estimated at
$280 million.

. ies, The sport
and commercial coho fisheries have been
eliminated in Oregon and Califormia in
1994 and 1995 - a huge loss. The limited
coho fisheries allowed in Washington m
1995 are greatly reduced from historic
levels.

. i Coho are en-
dangered by a combination of human-
caused problems including habitat de-

struction, overharvest, and poor hatchery
management. These factors have elimi-
nated the coho’s ability to withstand ad-
verse natural conditions like the “El
Nino” ocean currents. Coho are particu-

tempts to eradicate a pest that has found
a home in a new environment almost al-
ways fail, the pressure to use pesticides
would be intense.

Destruction of the Russian forests
and ecosystems, the import of dangerous
pests to the U.S. and subsequent large
scale pesticide use — these are the broad
strokes of the horrific destruction asso-
ciated with just one of the federal gov-
emment’s REAL welfare programs.

Several environmental groups are
considering challenging the regulations

that would allow dangerous log imports
from Russia and Sibena.

[Patty Clary is the Executive Direc-
tor of Californians for Alternmatives to
Taxics (CATs), a pesticide reform group
based in Arcata and serving communities
throughout northern California. CATs
can be reached at 860 1/2 11th St., Arca-
ta, CA 95521. (707) 822-8497.]

larly sensitive to habitat damage since
they stay in rivers longer than other sal-
mon species before migrating to sea.
Habitat has been destroyed by poor log-
ging practices, agricultural diversions,
and urbanization. Hatchery fish pose se-
rious threats to wild stocks in spawning
and rearing areas, and they also lead to
overharvesting of wild stocks.

Three petitions to list coho were filed in
1993: by Santa Cruz County on central
California coast stocks in March; by Ore-
gon Trout on Oregon coastal stocks in
July; and by Pacific Rivers Council on
Washington, Oregon and California
stocks on October 15, 1993. By law, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)
had one year from that date to complete
its status review and recommend for or
against listing as a threatened or endan-
gered species. A 60-day notice of intent
to sue for missing this deadline was sent
to NMFS February 9, 1995.

suit, The following 24 nonprofit organi-
zations make up the coalition filing suit:
Coast Action Group, Coast Range Asso-
ciation, Environmental Protection Infor-
mation Center, Friends of the Garcia
River, Friends of the River, Greater Eco-
system Alliance, Klamath Forest Alli-
ance, Marble Mountain Audubon, Men-
docino Environmental Center, Mount
Shasta Area Audubon Society, National
Audubon Society, Northcoast Environ-
mental Center, Oregon Natural Resourc-
es Council, Oregon Trout, Pilchuck Au-
dubon Society, Portland Audubon
Society, Save the West, Sierra Club, Sis-
kiyou Audubon Society, Siskiyou Re-
gional Education Project, Tenmile Creek
Association, Trout Unlimited of Califor-
nia, Washington Trout, and the Western
Ancient Forest Campaign.
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Headwaters Forest Stlll Stands!

Mass Protest Averts Logging
Threat (For Now)

by Judi Bari

Well, we did it! In the face of a swift
and impressive mobilization of commu-
nity outrage, Maxxam/Pacific Lumber
backed down and signed an agreement
Monday aftemoon to delay their Tuesday
logging deadline for Headwaters Forest.
Still, our Tuesday demonstrations
went on as planned, sending such a clear
and powerful message that our Republi-
can Congr&sn\aﬂwm'%x%ed

position or 1ogging in

Headwaters: Two days after our protest,”

Riggs unexpectedly announced that he is
introducing a new bill in Congress to
save Headwaters, saying it has become
“a lightening rod for criticism of the
\woods products industry.” And even
though bill, which involves a
trade for federal timber rights in the
Smith River Recreation Area, is totally
unacceptable, the effect of it for now is to
back Maxxam away from their brink-
smanship, and cool the immediate threat
of lo ofmg in the Headwaters ancient red-

These incredible events began a few
weeks ago when we found out, with only
six days notice, that the California De-
partment of Fowstry (CDF) had granted
Maxxam/Pacific Lumber an exemption
to do “salvage logging” in the pristine
Headwaters wildemess area. By the time
the cutting was scheduled to we
had put together a community coalition
and mobilized over 500 people to show
up on a weekday in a remote rural area
and let Maxxam know in no uncertain
tfilﬁns that we will not let Headwaters

Our three-pronged strategy began
with a rally at the log gate leading to
Headwaters, attended by an impressive
400-500 people The rally was called by
* Earth First!, with " succ
ful direct action campaigns, and EPIC
the group that has been fili
ning lawsuits over Maxxam/Pacific Lum-
ber’s logging practices for the past eight
years, It was a powerful, first-time coali-

Joined by the
,,,,, enter
(MEC), Student Environmental Action
"Coalition (SEAC) and many others. The
mostly local crowd was bolstered by
Movement activists who poured in from

Oregon, Colorado, Nevada and other -

parts of California in response to our call.
One neighborhood teenager summed up
the scene with a bewildered shake of his
head. “Shitloads,” was his only com-
ment.

Company Thugs and
Provocateurs

After several sun-drenched hours of
songs and-speeches, we began phase two
of our plan. About 200 of us lined up i
huge caravan to Pacific Lumber head-
quarters in the company-owned town of
Scotia, to deliver a petition containing
12,000 signatures of people opposed to
logging in Headwaters. Pacific Lumber
President John Campbell had recently
stated, while announcing his logging
plans, that only 50 or 60 people care
about Headwaters Forest. So these
12,000 petition signatures, collected over
the past year by the Bay Area Headwa-
ters Coalition, were the perfect answer to
his arrogance.

The last time Earth First! had been
in Scotia, twelve of our cars had been
smashed with baseball bats in broad day-

ight by pro-company goons, while Hum-
boldx Sheriffs stood by and shrugged. We
didn’t know what we would encounter
this time, but we stated before the cara-
van left that, whatever the company did,
we would meet it with nonviolence.

As we pulled into Scotia, we could
see that they were e)g)ectmg us. The cor-
porate executives had hung hastily made
signs out their windows reading, “Earth
Firstt Out of Humboldt,” and “Jobs
First!” They had also turned on their
lawn sprinklers, locked their doors, and
posted two guards on the sidewalk in
front of their office. One of the guards
was 8 uniformed Humboldt Sheriff in
open service of the company, and the
other was company security chief- Carl
Anderson.

Carl Anderson is your classic ham-

merhead thug. Big, burly and swagger-
ing, he has had many encounters with us
over the years, It was Carl Anderson
who led the assault on EF! demonstrators
in Headwaters in 1991, when EF! acti-
vists Lynda and Polly, among others,
were swung by their hands and feet and
tossed into a ditch. It was also Carl An-
derson who, in a later banner hanging ac-
tion not even on Pacific Lumbeu?

roughed up EF'er Todd Cinnamon and
}')’e:il;ed him up from the ground by his

The crowd assembled in front of the
building, unfurling Earth First! banners
directly under their “No Earth First!”
banners, despite the sprinklers. Cecelia
Lanman of EPIC, Kurt Newman and my-
self were in front, as the designated pre-
senters of the petition. Kurt was one_of
the original three-EFters who “discov-
ered,” -mapped and named Headwaters
Forest eight years ago. Kurt was also one
of the first EF! tree sitters, but now, suf-

_fering from multiple sclerosis, he <z ‘can

—

_barely walk, even with crutches.

We informed Carl Anderson that we
wanted to present our petitions to Pacific
Lumber President John Campbell, and
Carl replied that he would not accept our

petitions. Anticipating this response, I
}:1;: happened to have the bullhom
dy, and I addressed the crowd. “John
Campbell won’t accept our petitions.
He’s too busy hiding under hus desk!”
Cecelia and | looked at each other, in-
stantly ready to risk arrest to deliver the
petitions, and asked Carl what he would
do if we just walked past him “You’ll
have to try it and find out,” he answered.

As we step'ped forward, both Carl
and his sherift lackey blocked and
g;shed us, knocking Kurt Newman off

i crutcha and onto the ground, and
shoving KMUD reporter Estelle Fennell
down on the grass where the sprinklers
were still going. Then the strangest thing
ha;;gened. Carl Anderson raised his fist

ir and rotated it in a circle. And
suddenly, out of nowhere, several young
men in tractor caps began hurling them-
selves at Carl and the sheriff, who tossed
them off like incoming fly balls, only to
see them hurl themselves again.

The scene was swreal, as no one in
the crowd took the bait of these obvious
provocateurs. Instead, the crowd stgod
firm and steady, chanting, “No viol
No violence!” And each time the com
ny thugs got preoccupied with the pro-
vocateurs, Cecelia and [ took anoth
step forward, closing the gap between
and the door. It was one of the mos
powerful moments | have witnessed, as
the nonviolent crowd created a situation
m which the company’s vio'nce had no
context.

Finally, | addressed John Campbell
through the bullhomn, directing it at
second story windows where the execl-

tive secretaries were peering out. “If you
want to get rid of us,” | said, “all you
have to do is let our three representatives
r&pectfully deliver our petitions. Other-

wise, we're not leaving.” And, am -
ly, John Cmﬂ_ﬂw_&ﬁﬁ
man in Humboldt C backed down

They had to open two locked doors

to let us in, and they locked them again
behind us. Cecelia, Kurt and [ trium-
phantly entered the executive offices
with our 8-inch tall stack of petitions,
Kurt still dazed and shaken by the rough
treatment he had received. As we turned
to go, Carl Anderson looked me straight
in the eye, extended his hand, and gave
me a manly handshake, as if to say,
“Okay, you won this round.”

Meanwhile, Back in the
Woods

After our political victory in Scotia,
we went back to the base camp at Swim-
mers Delight, an idyllic campground
where the Van Duzen River rolls t.hro‘.zﬁh
the redwoods, to await news from
woods crews. This was the third prong of
our 3-pronged action. In addition to the
people at the log gate rally and the Scotia
offices, there were also 50 activists in the
woods, hoping to intercept Pacific Lum-
ber and CDF officials as they made their
uispectxon of the wilderness logging
plan

Unfortunately, the woods crews had
not done quite as well as the other two
actions. Headwaters is logistically diffi-
cult to defend on the ground, because just
getting there involves a long trespass
hike over steep and rough terrain. Some
of the routes are as long as 10 miles, and
go through clearcuts that do not provxde
any cover to hide demonstrators from
company security or Stomper vigilantes.

Tbese. IREES ©
ARE A NATIONA%

photo by Cori Melious

There are also five separate locked-gate
entrances, making it hard to know where
to blockade.

Two ple ended up tuming back
because they could not withstand the
E;lgmcal rigors of the hike. It was also

d for crews to find their way on this
moonless night, and many ended up

- reaching the grove far later than expect-

.ed. Attempts to blockade the gates failed,
because the Pacific Lumber and CDF of-
ficials left so early that they beat the
demonstrators to the gate.

Nonetheless, when the company and
agency officials went into the woods to
mark the trees for cutting, they were de-
layed by slash and boulder barricades in
the log roads. And when they reached the
grove, they found a large banner hang
that read, “Headwaters Will Stand"’

After _the Tuesday demonstrations,
about 80 out-of-towners stayed in the
‘base camp for the rest of the week, They

~ spent the time, along with local guides,

making repeated forays into Headwaters,
mapping, monitoring and famxhanzmg
themselves with the forest, and standing
in awe of this primeval wildemess, with
ferns that tower over your head and red-
wood trees 18-feet across, so blithely
threatened by businessmen who cannot
comprehend their sacredness. All in all,
about 100 people virtually occupied
Headwaters Forest for the week, training
and preparing for future actions. Because
this time, the defense of Headwaters was
accomphshed in the political arena. Next
time, we must be ready to defend it on
the ground

If you would like to be notified of
future action alerts for Headwaters Forest
or other precious remnants of our red-
wood ecosystem, please call (707) 468-
1660 and ask to be added to the EF! ac-
tion alert list.

photo by Annie Esposito
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Legal Update - Headwaters Still Threatened!

will be appealed. There is indication that the FDIC is
' ; actually considering a debt for nature
Late Update - Appellate swap, but twice they have extended the

statute of limitations on their $540 mil-

Court Declines to Issue Sta
y lion claim. We need to keep up the pres \

Unfortunately, the Appellate Court-
. has' declined-to-issue @ Stay for the Ex-

emptions Case, which technically means
PL could begin logging and removal of

-sure on the FDIC, asking them to com

Efnsat& the—US— taxpayers—for—what
urwitz owes-us-b d-

. “downed logs in the areas not designated '\ | \Waters ~Forest. Charles Hurwitz
| as occupied murrelet or northem spotted ouldbe prosecuted to the full extent

| owl habitat. EPIC is continuing to pur- of the law.

=~ Chattenges—to—Pacific—Lumber’s,
@-ns to harvest “dead, dying and dis-

by Cecelia Lanman and Tracy
Katelman, RPF

Environmental Protection
Information Center (EPIC)

ed by Betty & Gary Ball

eased” trees on more than 185,000 acres
are headed to the State Court of Appeals
in San Francisco after the Thursday, May
lSBth, 1995 ‘ruling \}n Humbolcétg Counl:yhn
uperior Court. Visiting Judge Jo
Kleaver issued two decmx;%ons May 18th,
in both cases rejecting plaintiffs’ argu-
ments that environmental review of wild-
life and cumulative impacts analysis
were inadequate for the California De-
pa:ml\;ern\; of Forestry (CDF) to approve

thep

\ is nothing new” said Cecelia
Lanman of EPIC. “We’ve had to go to
the appeals court before, and we’ve won
there six times in our suits against Maxx-
am/Pacific Lumber (PL). We have al-
ways received protection for the PL old-
growth stands from the appellate court
while proving our case.” At present, log-
ging of dead and dying trees under PL’s
exemptions could commence any day,
and Judge Kleaver set the temporary re-
straining order on harvest of 198 acres in
the contested Yager Creek drainage to
expire May 31. ¥

.

not have sufficient

a0d mid .mmlﬁ:ﬂ%%épic%y dé

sues required for a well-considered deci-

at the issue and

In his decision, the judge said that
CD:‘fyhad follow;:l ptcf;pg p{‘:ocedure to
justify its approval of the Exemptions
and Timber Harvest Plan. However, he
left the door open for an Tgfal in which
the plaintiffs can prove inadequate
information was received by CDF and
that it abused its discretion in accepting
the plans.

Judge Kleaver wrote that i
dead, dying and diseased trees an
Exemption plan is “surely considered rel-
atively inconsequential activity,” and this
is precisely what the plaintiffs hope to
“disprove in the late court. The 1s-
sues that plaintiffs claim were not suffi-
ciently examined include cumulative im-

g of the is-

photo by Cori Melious

pacts of logging activity on streams and
watersheds, the effect on salmon and

other wildlife known to inhabit the area.
They claim that under the California En-
vironmental Quality Act (CEQA), public
review of the Exemption plans should
have been carried out as well.

The February Owl Creek decision in
Federal court putting a permanent injunc-
tion in place on that tract of old-growth
woods upheld a preponderance of evi-
dence that PL’s own wildlife survey data
is faulty and incomplete, yet, it is PL’s
data (drawn up by the same consultants
who carried out the discredited surveys
in Owl Creek) that CDF considered in 1ts
review. CDF has the authority and duty
to require independent third-party scien-
tific analysis, but failed to do so.

An April 12th letter to Pacific Lum-
ber Resowrce Manager Tom Herman
from the US Fish and Wildlife Service
and California Department of Fish and
Game states, “We are aware that NSO
(northern spotted owl) activity centers
exist within the Exemption boundaries
and that surveys have not been complet-
ed for the Exemption area.” The letter
goes on to note that PL’s northemn spot-
ted owl plan was not complete, and that
written descriptions of specific proce-
dures to avoid “take” of endangered spe-
cies must be submitted prior to harvest.
This has not been done. Therefore, fur-
ther gperations by PL in these areas
would likely result in a “take” violation
under the Endangered Species Act.

Other provisions ohligit harw\{}?t egf
any standing trees in the old-growth red-
wood areas including Headwaters Forest.
Only removal of downed trees in Head-
waters and the other old-growth groves
will be allowed to occur, and only after
marbled murrelet nesting season (which
extends from April 15th to September
15th). This does not recognize the bio-
logically critical rule of downed trees in
an ancient forest, nor the disturbance to
the aret; which willdob;gdu?ed by the ac-
tivity of removing ogs.

vny'l‘lwre are two cases pending here.
One is the challenge to PL’s 179,000
acre and 6,000 acre Exemptions to log
dead, dging and diseased trees, br t
by the Sierra Club and EPIC. The o
case seeks to halt PL logging in the Yag-
er Creek drainage because of cumulative
Impe tsof.sevetaltimﬁl?erharveftpl'ans
and extensive damage from past A
Plaintiffs in the latter case ar %gug

~sue all legal avenues to ensure correct
and adequate interpretation and enforce-
ment of the Endangered Species Act in

the entire Exemption area.
The temporary

31
What You Can Do

*Please contact Scott Pierson at the
US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

916) 979-2987. %k them what th% ﬁﬁ
gogg to _do t 2
___Species Act if PL starts logging in these
W
] T an enforc

Wi to
t itat.

y *Of course, the only just and viable

way to settle the Headwaters issue once

for all is a “debt for nature swap”,
As you recall, MAXXAM's CEO
Charles Hurwitz crashed a Savings and
Loan in Texas in 1988 and was bailed

out by taxpayers for $1.6 billion. As are-
‘sult_of this, the Federal Deposit Insu-

rance C ation an out-
mﬁgﬁf&m
- on. ivalent
~for Headwaters. )

T s it

restraining order in
Yager Creek remains in effect until May

*Please write to Ricki Tigert,
FDIC, 550 - 17th Street NW, Washing:
ton, DC 20249. Ask herto s ily pur-,
sue a debt for nature swap for Headwa- \
ters, and prosecution for Charles \
Hurwitz.

*Call the MEC at 468-1660 to keep /
informed of late developments and to be/
put on the action alert list. )

Latest Update - Red Alert -
Call To Action!

As we put this issue of the News-
letter to press, the courts have failed
on all counts to act in favor of the
Headwaters Forest complex. Cutting
has begun and promises to continue.
Direct action is underway in a last
ditch effort to keep the big trees
standing around the pristine Headwa-
ters grove, Due to the delay between
writing and the date you will receive
it, we cannot tell if direct action will
stil be happening by the time you
read this. We can guess that direct ac-
tion will continue as long as the
cutting and that your help is needed.
Call the MEC for details if you’re

able to participate.

photo by Annie Esposito
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by Judi Bari
ed. by Betty & Gary Ball

Here in timber country, we are used

 to having our actions ignored or distorted
bﬁa hostile corporate press. But the news
blackout of our Headwaters actions was
stunning, even by the press’ usual

!! depraved standards.

ang the 1argest corporate
WM%L@%,VA few

ys before. our rally, as owr
mobilization was getting into full swing,
the Press Democrat received a call from
an anonymous individual falsely

claiming that he had spiked the trees in
Headwaters. It was easy to prove that the

tree spiking report was false, because the

scenario described by the caller would
have been phgsieally impossible.
Maxxam/Pacific Lumber also has a
documented history, known to the Press
Democrat, of consciously distributing
fake EF! press releases designed to make
us look like terrorists, as was done just
before the bombing in 1990.

pite all this, the Press Democrat
ran a story prominently on page B-

titled, “Tree Spiking Claimed ' in
Headwaters”, in which they repeated the
anonymous caller’s claims but left ou
e s i diary false

unning such an incen

story would be bad enough in itself. But
it became inexcusable when -the—Press

_true_story of-eur-nenvielent-community
-mobilization.- They printed not a word
about our demos in the Santa Rosa main
edition of their paper, and they buried
and mpcti;rstated it Bix; af tt}'c:v brg:l{
paragraphs on page B-3 of ir no
coast edition. Then, for a final insult,
whenhl wrote bao letteranto tl?xh; edﬂi‘tor
co ining about is, ey
smrg,cally edited it to limit and tone
down my es against them.
The San Francisco city newspapers
did not fare much better the Press
Democrat, although at least none of them
printed the fake tree spiki
i int one

word _about our actions. is
‘particularly odd, since both the SF
Chronicle and the SF Examiner have
been coverh:g the Headwaters story,
reporting on the legal developments and
on the company’s plan to log.

Sunday joint edition of the SF Chronicle

. 14 -

64 < o) . e_Swap.

they systematically blacked out any hint
of our successful actions up north, or of a
demonstration that was held in the Bay
Area a week earlier, in which 75 EF'ers
protested at the Mill Valley Pacific
Lumber office, and one demonstrator
was arrested.

None of these omissions were
caused by our failure to notify the press.
We did so both before and after the
demos. Finally, in a last ditch effort to
break the Bay Area blackout, a press
conference was planned at which the lead
speaker was Terrance Hallinan of the San

Francisco Board of Supervisors,
announcing a resolution that Supes
had just passed calling for the

preservation of Headwaters. The press
conference was accompanied by a rally
in the city, held at a convenient time and
location for the media, and including
speakers from several mainstream
environmental groups. The press
conference went great except for one
problem. No press. Only public radio
stations KPFA and KQED even sent
reporters. The newspapers stayed away,
and of course, printed nothing.

In fact, KPFA in San Francisco, and
the awesome KMUD community radio in
Garberville provided the only decent
coverage around, both sending reporters
to the demos and producing dramatic live
news reports. Local newspa such as
e UL D, Sl s g
ead of the Bay Area big reporting
the legal developments and company
pronouncements, but omitting even a hint
that our demonstrations took place. The
big exception on the local front was the
Eureka Times Standard, the closest paper
to the place where the actions were. The

' ers was the
Sanfa Rosa Press Democrat, a
o5 affiliate and- 5

_on their own without publi

Press Blackout

Times Standard is usually the most
subservient of all to their corporate
masters at Maxxam. But this time, they
not only reported on our demonstrations,
they said there were 1000 people at the
log gate, instead of the 500 that were
really there.

That’s the first time I can remember

» them. exaggerating our numbers_in.tiyt
/direction.-The only thing T <an figure out|
a

/is that seei those hippies scare
| them so much they went apoplectic
started seeing double. \
shameful dishonesty of the
media In covert :

'\ should remind us that we can’t expect th

c ate.press to tell our story. In ord

to be successful, our actions must stand
being
edia.

icity,
directed at the company, not the

elty, a_freak!

concept mmuni

taking collective action to bring about
change is too threatening to them. The
revolution will not be televised

Update - Latest Press
Atrocity

Press Release fromi TREES
Foundation, Mendocino
Environmental Center (MEC),

|

_closest associates.

Willits Environmental Center
(WEC), Mendocino Coast
Environmental Center (MCEC), and
Environmental Protection
Information Center (EPIC)

ed. by Betty Ball

On Sunday, May 28th, the Sanw
Rosa Press Democrat (PD) ran a story by
reporter Bleys W. Rose that brought
Journalistic standards to an all-time low,
even for the PD, with their history of
non-and/or biased-coverage of
environmental and social justice issues
and activism. The article by Bleys Rose
centered around a “Bley-tantly” falsé and
inflammatory allegation about Judi Bari.
The source of the vicious accusation was
a man named Irv Sutley. Sutley’s charge
is based on third-party hearsay, and is
acknowledged as a joke even by Sutley’s
The person alleged to
have been the source from which Sutley
concocted his charge was not even
interviewed by the PD; nor were any of
the many people who work closely with
Judi. Judi, herself, was not interviewed
Jor this “story”.

With this latest example of
ridiculously un-documented, one-sided
Journalism, the PD has once again proved
a pawn in efforts to target and malign

A Sample Letter

_of whic

Judi Bari, specifically, and discredit the
environmental and social justice activist
community in general. In fact, Irv Sutley
has dedicated the bulk of his political
activism in the past year to attempts to
licly discredit Judi, as her false arrest
wsuit against the FBI (which the PD
has consistently nor covered) quite
successfully makes its way through the
legal system. But for Sutley’s absurd
story to be picked up and embellished by
Bleys Rose, and for the PD editors to
allow such a piece to run as if it were a
legitimate news story, shows a shameful
lack of journalistic standards, the result
l'!xistofurtherma inalize and

er Judi and other activists.

Please let the editors of the PD know
that this kind of continuing unprincipled,
biased, irresponsible, slanderous
reporting will not be tolerated. (For
further information or a copy of this
outrageous article, call the MEC at
468-1660.)

* Call PD Executive Editor Bruce
Kyse, Managing Editor Robert Swofford,
or Bleys Rose’s editor Cathy Bamett at
(707) 526-8585 (outside the 707-area
code, call 1-800-675-5056).

* Send letters to the editor to:
Editor, Santa Rosa Press Democrat, PO
Box 569, Santa Rosa, CA 95402.

May 29, 1995
The Press Democrat

427 Mendocino Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Dear Editor,

Sincerely,
Gary & Betty Ball

Editorial Director: Peter Golis

Gary & Betty Ball
P.O. Box 1415
Ukiah, C4 95482
468-1355

Is COINTELPRO alive and well at the Press Democrat, or have you simply lowered your

Journalistic standards 1o the point where the ugliest personal biases of your staff writers are
now given credence as serious news stories?

For many years we have been shocked at the vehement anti-environmentalist sentiment that
your staff writer Bleys Rose has managed to print in your newspaper, but his hit piece on Judi
Bari on page B1 of this Sunday’s Press Democrat is beyond belief. Based only on third-hand
hearsay, this “article” amounted to nothing more than cheap-shot character assassination of
the sort that would not be able to find its way into print even as a letter to the editor in
respectable newspapers. The fact that the hearsay was obtained from an individual who has
an axe to grind with Bari makes the “article” just that much more deplorable.

Assuming that your editorial staff does not entirely consist of symps for the Wise Use
movement, we must ask if there is no limit to how low the writers on your staff can sink before
personnel changes are made? The statement alleged to have been made by Bari was denied by
her as false. This fact alone, in the absence of any other evidence, should have been enough to
stop this piece from going to print. Bari's accusers even admil that they thought the statement
was a “big ha ha ha.” However, even if the alleged statement is true, so what? Divorcing
couples ofien say similar or worse things. Does that make their statements “news”?

You allowed this story to be printed with no further justification than that Bleys Rose enjoys
venting his spleen at environmentalists in general, and at one of the most effective organizers
in our community in particular. If you are going to continue to employ this man, at least have
the good graces to require him to write under a nom de plume. That will probably not help
you though. This sort of stench by any other name would still be Bleys Rose.
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Round Valley Reservation Triple Slayings

Lead To Charges Of Police
Cover-Up And Harassment

by Nicholas Wilson

(May 16, 1995)

Covelo, CA - A series of three fatal
shootings in one day left two Native
American men and a deputy sheriff dead,
resulting in an intensive police manhunt
for the alleged cop killer, while residents
of the Round Valley Indian Reservation
raised charges of a police cover-up and
civil rights violations. A $100,000 re-
ward and filming for Fox TV’s Ameri-
ca’s Most Wanted were announced to-
day. The reservation is located in
northeast Mendocino County, about 160
miles north of San Francisco.

Euggne Britton, 48, was shot to
death about 6 pm April 14 in the Covelo
High School parking lot. The Mendocino
County Sherniff's Department said wit-
nesses named Arylis Peters as the gun-
man in that shooting. Two others who
may have been with Peters were quickly
arrested, and Peters himself was arrested
early the next moming.

However, three hours after that first
shooting, while searching after dark on a
remote road for Arylis Peters, two sher-
iff’s deputies shot and killed Leonard Pe-
ters, 44, his brother. The brothers bore
little physical resemblance to each other
except that they were both Indian men

uty Dennis Miller said he and Depu-
ty Bob Davis shot Peters after he alleged-
ly refused orders to put down a gun and
began shooting at them. Peters’ widow,
however, says he was night blind as a re-
sult of diabetes, so there was no way for
him to be threatening officers with a gun
in the dark. She believes he was un-
armed.

Moments after Peters was shot, ac-
cording to Deputy Miller, shots were
fired by an unseen assailant from nearby
bushes, and Deputy Davis, 49, died in the
ensuing shoot-out. A massive manhunt
was launched that night for the unknown
assailant of Davis. Over 24 hours later in-
vestigators announced they suspected Eu-
gene “Bear” Lincoln, 51, whose home is
nearby. Nobody saw Lincoln at the
S, scene, but officers said they
found his hat nearby.

Police Cover-Up Charged

Family members believe Leonard
Peters was ambushed in the dark by the
deputies when they mistook him for his
brother Arylis, and they believe that law
enforcement is ing in a cover-up of
their mistake. Residents near the scene
heard several bursts of automatic weap-
ons (machine gun) fire, and some think
that the slain deputy was hit by his part-
ner’s bullets in a crossfire. Relatives said
t}h:lt Peters’ body was riddled with bullet

es, -

Cyndi Pickett, his widow, said when
she dressed him for his funeral, there
were at least a dozen holes in the back of
his head large enough to put her finger
into, probably from buckshot fired from a
deputy’s shotgun. She described her hus-
band as a very gentle man who loved
flowers and stayed home to care for the
youngest of his six children while she
worked as a teacher’s aide.

Although the family has not been al-
lowed to see the autopsy report over a
month after the killmgs, a shenff’s
spokesperson said Leonard Peters was hit
only by a single bullet in the face. How-
ever, a sheriff’s spokesperson earlier had
told the press that Peters was shot down
in “a hail of bullets.” A witness who saw
Peters’ body about 15 minutes after the
shooting, said that, “His whole torso was
just pulverized, he was so shot up.”

Leonard Peters’ family has filed a
wrongful death claim against Mendocino
County, maintaining that deputies shot an
innocent man during their search for Ary-
lis Peters. Their attorney, Sacramento
lawyer Carlos Alcala, said he would file
a wrongful death lawsuit as soon as the
county denies the claim. Alcala obtained
a court order May 8 requiring investiga-
tors to preserve all evidence in the case,
including notes, diagrams, photos and
tape recordings. !

Many Round Valley residents feel
that Bear Lincoln, if he really was at the
shooting scene, may be the only witness
besides Deputy Miller to what happened

v Leonard Petes, Cdl Plckett Erin Hoaglin (Cndl 3

grandaughter), and Krisha Peters (Leonard’s daughter).

that night. They believe that Lincoln is
running for his life. Residents monitoring
police scanners said they heard a “shoot
to kill” order against Lincoln.

Noted San Francisco Bay Area attor-
ney J. Tony Serra has agreed to defend
Lincoln if he is brought to trial. There
have been unsuccessful efforts to nego-
tiate a safe surrender and protective cus-
tody for Lincoln.

More than a month after the shoot-
ings, Lincoln remains free, and a sher-
iff's spok on has said they suspect
family m or other reservation resi-
dents are hiding him, adding, “We’re go-
ing to be a thom in their side until they
cough him up.” Today a $100,000 re-
ward in the case was announced in a
press release from the office of Califor-
nia Governor Pete Wilson, who also
plans to be a Republican candidate for
president.

Residents Claim Harassment
And lllegal Searches By
Police

Meanwhile, some reservation resi-
dents issued a statement soon after the
shootings, saying they had been “livi
in a state of terror given the severe and il-
legal harassment suffered at the hands of
the Mendocmo County police.” The
statement listed a dozen incidents of eld-
ers and children having guns pointed at
them and suffering physical and verbal
abuse while “at least 50 homes have been
searched, many without warrants.”

Dozens of heavily armed law en-
forcement officers poured into Round
Valley in the days after the shootings to
fin in the manhunt for the alleged cop

iller. Some carried fully automatic M-
16 military assault rifles or shotguns.
They included a helicopter-supported
Sonoma County SWAT - team, FBI

ents, California Highway Patrol, and
officers from nearby counties, cities and
state agencies.

“Innocent people are being caught
up in a police dragnet,” said Ron Lin-
coln, a tribal council member. “They’ve
roughed up our elders and put guns to
our children’s heads.” Some residents
said they were stopped and searched
nearly every time they tried to drive any-
where. According to a Sheriff’s spokes-

on, the officers are staying within the
mr of the law, but others have admitted
they are using every pretext for conduct-
ing searches. A deputy at the scene of
one daytime search with drawn weapons
in the presence of children, when asked if
the guns were necessary stated that,
“We’re here to make a point.”

Representatives from Round Valley
went to the Mendocino County Board of
Supervisors seeking relief from law en-
forcement harassment. They asked for
support for a request for federal interven-
tion by the Bureau of Indian Affairs to
protect their civil rights, and asked the

ity board to send a message to the
sheriff to order his officers to abide by all
state and federal laws in their treatment

photo by Karen Pickett

of the Native American community. The
board unanimously agreed to support
those requests.

Round Valley Community
Support Coalition Formed

At a Covelo meeting May 5 for res-
ervation residents, supporters, and media,
several people told of the harassment
they had onally suffered or wit-
nessed, and said intimidation by police
was continuing. As a result of that meet-
ing the Ro Vallety Community Sup-
port Coalition was formed. The Coali-
tion’s stated purpose is to be a link
between the Round Valley communitf'
and other groups, to work towards devel-
oping peaceful and constructive solu-
tions, and to support:the community in

. .their quest for justice. The coalition is

talking with a veteran, San Francisco civil
rights attomney about filing a civil-rights
lawsuit.

The family of Leonard Peters is ask-
ing for contributions for an investigation,
and for a letter writing campaign to the
Civil Rights Division of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice urging an investigation of
the killing of Leonard Peters, protection
for the Round Valley Reservation resi-
dents from further police harassment, and
for “the prevention of the murder of yet
another Indian man who must be pre-
sumed innocent until proven guilty ac-
cording to the laws of our country.”

(Update As Of May 19th)

Cover-Up Charge, Manhunt
Continues

More than a month after he was shot
to death on the Round Valley Indian Res-
ervation by Mendocino County Sheriffs
Deputies Dennis Miller and Bob Davis,
no one from the family of Leonard
“Acorn” Peters, or their lawyer, has had
access to the autopsy report. They have
been told it is secret information due to
an ongoing investigation. Witnesses who
came on the shooting scene within min-
utes say they saw no gun near the body
of Peters.

Deputy Miller’s statement told how,
at one point, he took cover to the left of
the road down the embankment while
armed with a fully-automatic M-16. Peo-
ple at the scene a few days after the
shootings said the position o Deputg Da-
vis’ body as clearly indicated by blood
stains on the cut bank to the right of the
road was 15 feet further down the road
than Leonard Peter’s body, NOT consis-
tent with his being shot in the head from
ambush while bending over Peters. An-
derson Valley Advertiser reporter Mark
Heimann, who studied the shooting
scene, believes that Deputy Davis was
hiding in the brush to the right of the
road, just uphill from where his body
ended up. He was carrying a shotgun.
The position of Davis’ and Peters’ bodies
were along a line which included a spot
on the embankment just across from
where the squad car was parked, a likely

position of Deputy Miller while he was
armed with and fining a fully automatic
weapon. Peters’ body was in the middle,
between the two deputies.

Possible Scenario

This is consistent with the following
scenario. The two deputies were waiting
in the moonlit darkness, deployed in am-
bush, one on each side of the road, ex-
pecting to confront an armed and danger-
ous murder suspect. Leonard Peters, who
was night blind, came walking up the
road, probably camrying a walking stick
since he couldn’t see af%er dark. The dep-
uties saw him m silhouette (according to
Miller’s statement), mistook Leonard Pe-
ters for his brother Arylis (the murder
suspect), mistook the walking stick for a

and opened fire. Davis fired with
is buckshot-loaded shotgun, hitting Pe-
ters in the back of the head, and Miller
fired with the M-16 in fully automatic
mode (many witnesses heard multiple
bursts of fully automatic fire) hitting Pe-
ters from the front with multiple bullets
to the torso, and one to the face. One of
the bullets from the M-16 struck Davis in
the head, killing him, and he tumbled
from his position in the brush above the
road to the spot where his body was
found.

No one saw Bear Lincoln, the offi-
cial suspect in the killing of Deputy Da-
vis, at the scene of the shooting. The
sheriff says investigators found Bear’s
hat and a trail of blood leading to a group
of houses where his family lives. The
sheriff believes the suspect was wound-
ed. If Bear is in hiding, it doesn’t mean
he is guilty. The life experience of Na-
tive Americans in Round Valley doesn’t
lead them to*efgect Justice or fair treat-
ment at the hands of the Sheriff’s depart-
ment or the courts. Their experience is
far different from that of the white Wil-
lits businessman who spoke to the
county supervisors May 2, saying he
never had any trouble with the police,
and, “if you ain’t got nothing to hide,
you ain’t got nothing to fear.”

Bear Lincoln probably expects he
would be shot on sight by Mendocino
County Sheriff's deputies, especially if
there were no witnesses around. As
many Native Americans are saying now,
if you're an Indian in Round Valley,
you’re guilty until proven innocent.

Independent Investigation
Needed

A truly independent investigation is
needed. Sonoma County Sheriff’s Detec-
tive Roy Gourley, in charge of the cur-
rent investigation, is a former Mendoci-
no Coun‘lx deputy. As Peters’ widow
said to the county supervisors, ‘“The
whole thing stinks of a cover-up, and of
police absolutely out of control, and of
gross racism.”

lllegal Searches Continue

A 62-year-old Native American
woman- from the Cahto Rancheria near
Laytonville gave a swom videotaped
statement this past Tuesday, May 16,
that deputies pushed past her and
searched her house with guns drawn and
without a warrant the previous evening
after they first asked consent to search
and she explicitly denied permission. Af-
ter finding nothing, the deputies left, and
one said to her “We’ll be back.” She said
that, true to their word, they returned the
next morning and repeated the search
without permission and without a war-
rant. She also testified that the previous
evening the deputies had done the same
thing to her neighbor and “tore up her
house.” Similar statements attesting to
unlawful searches, intimidation and ha-
rassment by Mendocino Sheriff’s depu-
ties against Native Americans are accu-
mulating. A civil rights attorney will be
talking with Round Valley citizens today
about filing a civil rights lawsuit against
the county.

Action Alert:

For further information, the Round
Valley Community Support Coalition
can be reached at (707) 468-1660, or fax
(707) 462-2370, write c/o MEC, 106 W.
Standley St., Ukiah, CA 95482, Dona-
tions can be sent to the.-Red Alliance De-
fense Fund, P.O. Box 513, Covelo, CA
95428.
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As the 25th anniversary of Earth
Day dawns, the public relations industry
is quietly advising its corporate clients to
keep from gloating.

The February 1995 O’Dwyer's PR
Services reports that the recent Republi-
can electoral victory means “Relief is on
the way for PR clients on the environ-
mental front. . . . Green PR people are ad-
vised to ride the Republican fueled anti-
environmental backlash wave as far as
possible. But they should not be greedy
because overrea may come back to
haunt them once the sun sets on the pro-
business Republicans and the greenies
are again on the rise.”

In the perverse world of public rela-
tions, lobbying against -environmental
regulations 13 known as “environmental”
or “green” PR. “Environmental PR peo-
ple enjoy sweet dreams these days as vi-
sions of Newt Gingrich and his Republi-
can cohorts chopping away at
‘burdensome’ green regulations dance in
their heads. . . . Green PR pros are sali-
vating at the chance to prove their worth
to clients. They are ready to navigate the
thicket of regulations in DC, select those
most annoying to clients, and convince
lawmakers to dump them.”

Michael Kehs, who heads Burson-
Marstellar PR’s worldwide environmen-
tal practice, offers this advice to
O'Dwyer's rteaders: “Don’t get your
hopes up and don’t appear greedy b
complaining how much compliance wi
green laws costs . . . Don’t overreach or
else things may backfire. . . . That could
jeopardize years of good works and care-
ful corporate positioning.”

President Clinton’s election in 1992
seemed to usher in a period of rising in-
fluence for the environmental movement.
“Today, however,” reports Kehs, “the
business community enjoys the upper
hand. . . . There is a new contract on the
street. And although the word ‘environ-
ment’ is never mentioned, many observ-
ers believe it’s less a contract with Amer-
ica than a ‘contract on environmental
busybodies.” . . . There is no better time
to extend an olive branch.”

Plumbing The Public Mind

Public relations begins with state-of-
the-art opinion polling. The PR indus-
try’s desire to pacify the environmental
movement reflects its well-researched
and deep understanding of public opinion
in the United States.

Polls indicate that the vast majority
of people today believe that human ac-
tions are damaging the natural environ-
ment they live in. Market researchers say
that somewhere between 75 percent to 95
percent of US citizens consider them-
selves to be “green.” More than 20 mil-
lion “green™ Americans translate these
concerns into contributions of time and
money to environmental organizations.

These opinions contrast strongly
with the consensus opinion among busi-
ness executives. According to one lead-
ing PR firm, 99.9 (!) percent of business
executives agree with the statement:
“Overall, the quality of the environment
in your country is improving.”

Even though business leaders are a
minority whose opinions run contrary to
the mainstream of American thought,
they are able to determine f“ﬁovexmnent
rohcy thanks to a carefully-planned,
ong-term strat of “divide and con-
quer” which sl:ﬂ.d.l' y exploits divisions,
such as those between “moderates™ and
“radicals” within the environmental
movement.

Bruce Harrison, one of the leading
practitioners in the field of environmental
PR, says “top ement” realizes that
the vast majority of “green” Americans
are “disconnected” from environmental
reality. But communications specialists
can now “quantify the sources of misper-
ceptions that need to be addressed.”

The anti-environmental campaign is
most obvious in the fring

e activities of
radical right-wing organizations calling
themselves the “Wise Use” movement.
Supported by corporate sponsors, Wise
Use is loudly agitating against laws and
regulations that constrain the exploitation
of natural resources. But quietly, far from

the roar of anti-environmental extre-
mists, environmental PR specialists are
waging a quieter, more insidious war on
the environment.

In 1990 alone, US businesses spent
an estimated $500 million on hiring the
services of anti-environmental PR pro-
fessionals and on “greenwashing” their
corporate image. O’Dwyer’s termed the
environmental struggle, “the life and
death PR battle of the 1990s.”

The object of this PR war is to
change public perceptions about both the
environment and its despoilers. PR bat-
tles are being waged on many fronts; on
television, in the printed press, in grade
school classrooms, in community meet-
ing halls, on the board of directors of
mainstream environmental groups, at
~idoim'nalism conferences, and on talk ra-

o.

Softening Up The Center

This strategy explains why many of
the same companies that are funding the
anti-environmental movement are also
pouring money into mainstream environ-
mental groups. Joe Lyford, Jr. reports in
Propaganda Review that corporate spon-
SOTS o? the World Wildlife Fund, Nature
Conservancy, Defenders of Wildlife,
Natural Resources Defense Council, En-
vironmental Defense Fund, Audubon So-
ciety and National Wildlife Federation
also funded about one-quarter of the 37
organizations described in the Green
peace Guide to Anti-Environmental Or
ganizations.

Frank Boren, former president of the
Nature Conservancy and a board mem-
ber of ARCO Petroleum, defends corpo-
rate cooperative efforts with environ-
mt;lntal “ga%inmtim As h?)o tOIt(.ilus his
co , “One good thing about this is
that WE; e we're working with them, they
don’t have time to sue.us.”

Corporate collaborations with envi-
ronmental groups provide another bene-
fit to corporate PR professionals: the op-
portunity to glean valuable knowledge
from green critics of the companies they
represent.

“Companies must have some vehicle
for knowing what the intelligent public
thinks about their products and process-
es,” says Joanna Underwood, president
of the New York-based INFORM, an en-
vironmental research organization. “If
they want to understand sophisticated
outside views of environmental issues af-
fecting their companies, they would do
well to have someone in the room.”

Last year, academic business re-
searchers intensely studied the thought
processes of 34 people from 21 environ-
mental organizations and 37 environ-
mental managers from 19 corporations.
The environmentalists participating in
this study came from the Sierra Club Le-
gal Defense Fund, Natural Resources
Defense Council, National Audubon So-
ciety, Environmental Defense Fund,
Sierra Club and Greenpeace. Corporate
participants  included environmental
managers from Waste Management,

lllustration ©1993 by Nina Paley
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Browning Ferris, ARCO, Mobil, Chev-
ron and 3M.

Based on this study, published in the
SAM Advanced Management Journal, the
researchers concluded, “Whether an envi-
ronmental group is confrontive or coop-
erative toward business depends in large
part on how radical its philosophy is to-
ward saving the earth. . . . Corporations
are more likely to work with environ-
mental groups who are more conserva-

tive. . . . and are willing to cooperate with
business.”

Going Green With
McDonalds

As an example of successful cooper-
ation between business and environmen-
talists, the press often mentions the part-
nership between McDonalds restaurants
and Environmental Defense Fund
(EDF).

In the midst of a national campai
against McDonalds organized by the
grassroots Citizens Clearinghouse on
Hazardous Waste, EDF President Fred
Krupp barged in and negotiated a settle-
ment. McDonalds agreed to switch from
using styrofoam to coated paper in its US
restaurants. Krupp gained a victory
which the EDF highlights prominently in
its fundraising.

EDF’s mussion, Krupp said, is not to
attack corporations but “to get environ-
mental results.” He told the New York
Times, “Being willing to consider new
ways to regulate and being willing to talk
with business in a businesslike way is not
the same thing as being in favor of half-
way compromuises.”

The main beneficiary of the agree-
ment, however, has been McDonalds,
which saw its environmental reputation
soar. According to the 1994 Roper Green
Gauge Study, an annual consumer opin-
ion poll, McDonalds now has one of the
highest environmental ratings of any US
corporation.

Meanwhile, McDonalds remains a
massive corporate polluter. The company
is currently involved in a lawsuit against
grassroots activists in England, who have
called 180 witnesses to testify about the
effects of McDonalds’ operating practic-
es and food products on the environment,
on millions of farm animals, on human
health, on the Third World, and on
McDonalds staff.

Mark Dowie, the author of Losing
Ground, says the EDF-McDonalds ar-

ement 1s an example of “high-level
capitulations” that “unfortunately allow
companies such as McDonalds to look a
lot greener than they are. The corporate
exploitation of “win/win” compromising
has been relentless, with company after
company competing through paid and
free media to out-green one another.
Such activity on the corporate food chain
is both predictablé and understandable.
But environmental complicity, and its
own public relations-driven tendean' to
tumn compromise into false triurnph, illus-
trates the impending moral bankruptcy of
many mainstream organizations.”

Covering The Earth With “Green PR”

Keith Schneider, the environmental
reporter for the New York Times, has
won loud praise from PR firms for his re-
ports criticizing the environmental move-
ment. Schneider sees EDF - “one of the
few national groups whose membership
and budget is growing” - as a role model
that other environmental groups should
imitate. Schneider says less pliant
groups, such as Greenpeace, “are in dan-
ger of becoming the green equivalent of
the military lobby, more interested i
sowing fear and protecting wasteful pro-
-grams than in devising a new course.”

Audubon’s Don Naish seems to
agree. “Conservationists have just got to
leamn to work with industry,” Naish said,
explaining his decision to approve oil
drilling by Mobil under an Audubon bird
sanctuary in Michigan.

Bad Guys In White Hats

Some of the mdustrial polluters with
the worst records have devised PR public
education campaigns that enable the
company to placate the public while they
continue polluti

The agri-chemical conglomerate
Monsanto was one of the early pioneers
of greenwashing, following the 1962
publication of Silent Spring, Rachel Car-
son’s classic indictment of the pesticide
industry. Monsanto responded by pub-
lishing The Desolate Year, a parody in
which the failure to use pesticides causes
a plague of insect pests to devastate
America. About 5,000 copies were sent
to book reviewers, science and gardening
writers, magazine editors and farm jour-
nalists. The argument was picked up by
New York Times reporter Walter Sulli-
van, who wrote, “By stating her case so
one-sidedly, Rachel Carson forfeits per-
suasiveness. . . . She also lays herself
oEen to parody. Some unsung hero of the
chemical industry has written for Mon-
santo magazine an article entitled, The
Desolate Year.”

Monsanto is currently positioning it-
self to defend its toxic products with a
public relations campaign centered on
the herbicide Round-Up™. The compa-
ny has given away hundreds of gallons
of Round-Up through “Spontaneous
Weed Attack Teams” (SWAT) to com-
munitgogroups for spraying in inner-city
ne?h’ rhoods to make them “cleaner
and safer places to live.” Monsanto’s PR
also touts Round-Up as a boon to endan-
gered species, pointing out that the pesti-
cide “is used in Kenya, Africa, to keep

asses from short circuiting electric
ences that protect the endangered black
rhino.”

Dow Chemical’s environmental PR
campaign began in 1984 with the goal of
making “Dow a more highly regarded
company among the people who can in-
fluence its future,” Dow’s reputation was
still suffering from its manufacture of na-
palm bombs and Agent Orange defoli-
ants that devastated much of Vietnam.
The company mailed glossy “Public In-
terest Reports” to 60,000 opinion mak-
ers: scientists, the media, legslators, reg-
ulators, employers, customers, and
academics. [llustrated with numerous
high-quality photographs, the “Public In-
terest Reports™ touted Dow’s programs
in the area of environment and five other
“good works” categories.

This campaign paid off, according to
a 1986 media survey showing a 60.5 per-
cent gain in favorable media opinion.
That same year, a poll by the Washing-
ton Journalism Review found that busi-
ness editors rated Dow’s PR efforts tops
among Fortune 500 chemical companies.

More recently Dow, as a member of
the Chemical Manufacturers Associa-
tion, has participated in Responsible
Care, a program where each chemical
company evaluates its own environmen-
tal performance. Dow also issues annual
environmental reports that highlight the
steps the company has made in improv-
ing its environmental performance.
Dow'’s advertising slogan reinforces the
same message: “Dow helps you do great

As a result of this systematic cam-
paign, American Demographics listed
Dow in 1993 as one of the 10 US firms
with the best environmental reputations

continued on page 9
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Among CONSWIMers.

“Many le use [Dow] as an ex-
ample of doing the ng. There is
hardly a discussion of pollution control
and prevention American indus-
tries that fails to highlight Dow and the

strides it has made,” writes Jenni Laid-
man in the Bay City Times of Saginaw,
t}.‘}dﬁls; Laidman mtﬁsaﬂéa‘tgow garws&ilg
praise even e company
sti]lalmd.i.n? lluter in the state and the
nation. . . . fish caught downstream from
Midland [Dow’s home base in Michigan]
remain inedible, according to state fish
advisories.”

Sometimes a change of name is all it
takes to improve a company’s image.
Waste Management, the nation’s largest
waste disposal company, has paid an es-
timated $45 million since 1980 for ad-
mitted and alleged violations of environ-
mental laws. Recently the company
changed its name to WMX, Inc., and be-
gan advertising itself as a provider of
“environmental services.”

Deformed Consent

In addition to co-opting environmen-
tal “moderates,” the corporate PR firms
are helping companies set up “communi-
tI.K‘Eadvisory panels” (CAPs) to strengthen

r image in the towns and nei -
hoods that host industrial facilities.

“l would give it three years and
ﬁgu‘ll see [CAPs] all around. They will

an integral part of doing business in
all major industries,” says A.J. Grant,
president of Environmental Communica-
tion Associates in Boulder, Colorado.
“You’ve got to have a marketing depart-
ment, you’ ve got to have accounting, and
you’ll have to have community interac-
tion in the form of a CAP.”

According to Joel Makower, the edi-
tor of The Green Business Letter, CAPs
“differ in makeup, style, and function,”
but “a typical CAP consists of 12 to 15
people, including activists, homemakers,
community leaders - a representative
sampling of just plain folks - as well as
company representatives,”

CAPs create a forum for dialogue
between the company and the communi-

, but the nature of the dialogue is care-

lly modulated to emphasize emotions
and image-shaping rather than issues of
substance. “People in a community are
usually more concemed about such is-
sues as trust, credibility, competence,
fairness, caring and compassion than
about mortality statistics and the details
of quantitative risk assessment,” explains
the PR firm Edward Howard and Co.

Dow Chemical is one of the compa-
nies that has pioneered in the establish-
ment of CAPs. As an example of the

strategy’s effectiveness, Makower relates
the following anecdote: “Members of
one CAP, ownst to the company,

appeared voluntarily before a local hear-
ing to testify why the company should be
allowed to site an incinerator in their
back yard. You can’t buy that kind of
help at any price.”

“Pro-in citizen activist groups
can do things industry can’t,” ex-
plamed Ron Amold, the father of the
anti-environmentalist “Wise Use” move-
ment. In a candid talk to the Ontario For-
est Industries Association, Amold elabo-
rated on the benefits of a citizens front

ouJ) strateg[\l': “It can form coalitions to
g\il real political clout: It can be an ef-
fective and convincing advocate for your
industry. It can evoke powerful arche-
such as the sanctity of the family,
virtue of the close-knit community,
the natural wisdom of the rural dweller,
and many others I’'m sure you can think
of. It can use the tactic of the intelligent
attack against environmentalists and take
the battle to them instead of forever re-
sponding to environmentalist initiatives.
And it can tum the public against your
enemies.”

The Washington Post reported that
even 10 years aﬁ, Burson-Marsteller’s
DC office alone had five PR specialists
concentrating only on designing coali-
tions for clients. As one Burson-
Marsteller executive explained it, these
coglition d_a_ngna “are lanldmg allies
and neutralizing position.”

James Limmeim, . Bumson-
Marsteller’s director of worldwide public
affairs, puts it this way: “Don’t forget
that the chemical industry has many
ﬁ'ia\dsandamesd'met}lztw:n&bemtgobixzked-
: ees, retirees.
g?&loym the songsheets and let them
help industry carry the tune.”

Sometimes the public catches on. A
group called “Citizens to Protect the Pa-
cific Northwest and Northern Califomnia
Economy” was formed in 1993 by tim-
ber company executives, who mailed out
1.5 million form letters asking people to
send back a signature card if they agreed
with the group’s goals. -State leaders
were then appointed.

When asked what he was going to
do, the group’s Washington state co-
chair replied: “I haven’t been brought up
to date on what their agenda is going to
be.” A Seattle Post-Intelligencer editori-
al put it this way: “To hire a press agent
to cook up a campaign, pay all that cam-
paign’s bills and then claim that the cam-
paign ‘was founded by more than 100
prominent community leaders in Ore-
gon, Washington and Northern Califor-
nia’ is too crafty by half.”

Shifting The Blame: From
Political To Personal

If coniporations are not despoiling
our natural environment, then who is to
blame? According to corporate-
sponsored PR campaigns, the answer is
obvious. You are.

Elizabeth Whelan of the industry-
funded American Council on Science
and Health says the real threats to public
health are lack of seatbelts and smoke
detectors, drinking alcohol and smoking
cigarettes. “Every one of them could be
prevented with a change in lifestyle,”
she says.

Gregg Easterbrook, the Newsweek
Journalist who has made a name for him-
self as an apologist for polluting indus-
try, has also concluded that the acts of
individuals are the root of many environ-
mental problems. He wrote in New York
Times Magazine, “Though environmen-
tal orthodoxy holds that third world de-
forestation is caused by rapacious clear-
cutters and ruthless cattle barons, penni-
less peasants seeking fuel wood may be
the greatest threats to our forests.”

In the US, the Keep America Beau-
tiful campaign (KAB) is industry’s most
organized proponent of the belief that in-

, dividual irresponsibility is at the root of

pollution. About 200 companies, includ-
mg McDonalds, fund KAB to the tune of
$2 million a year. Members of the KAB
board of directors include a PR honcho
from Burson-Marsteller and a corporate
official from Waste Management.

According to the Greenpeace Guide
to Anti-Environmental Organizations,
most of the companies that support KAB
“manufacture and distribute aluminum
cans, paper products, glass bottles and
plastics that account for about a third of
the material in US landfills.” KAB’s
m&sa%e to consumers is that they are re-
sponsible for this trash, and that they
must solve this problem by changing
their habits.

Since the early 1970s, Greenpeace
reports, KAB has used more than half a
billion dollars worth of donated advertis-
ing time and space to encourage guilty
consumers to “put litter in its place.” (Of
course, since the responsibility for litter
rests with individuals, KAB strongly op-
poses a national bottle bill that would
place a degcsit on glass and metal drink
containers.

In effect, KAB is a front group for
industries that refuse to be responsible
for the trash they generate in the course
of doing business.

Taking Off The Kid Gloves

When “nice guy” tactics like co-
optation and community advisory panels
fail to accomplish their goals, corpora-
tions remain prepared to wage war on
their environmental critics, using slan-
ders, falsified information, lawswts and
threats of violence.

According to Rush Limbaugh, “the
new home of the communist/socialist
conspiracy i8 in the environmental
movement.” To discredit environmental-
ists, Hill and Knowlton PR distributed a
phony memo on Earth First! letterhead,
calling for acts of violence “to fuck up
the mega machine.”

And Kathleen Marquardt of Putting
People First, a Wise Use group that does
not list its sources of funding, repeats
Lyndon LaRouche’s invented assertion
that Greenpeace is connected to the
KGB. Marquardt was awarded ‘“best
newcomer” at the 1992 Wise Use Lead-
ership Conference. Upon accepting her
award, Marquardt said: “Here is our ene-
my - the Sierra Club, the Nature Conser-

vancy, the Humane Society.” According
to Marquardt, the Humane Society is a
“radical animal rights cult . . . a front for
a neo-pagan cult that is attacking sci-
ence, health and reason.”

The Wise Use Movement is the

brainchild of Alan Gottlieb and Ron Ar-*

nold, respectively the founder and the di-
rector of the Bellevue, WA-based Center
for the Defense of Free Enterprise. The
Greenpeace Guide to Anti-
Environmental Organizations describes
the Center, founded in 1983, as “the pre-
mier think tank and training center for
the Wise Use movement.”

The founding funders of the Center
mclude the timber firms Georgia Pacific,
Louisiana-Pacific, Boise Cascade, Pacif-
ic Lumber and MacMillan Bloedel,
along with companies like Exxon and
Dupont.

The Wise Use agenda is simple.
Says Amold, “We intend to wipe out
every environmental group, by replacing
it with a Wise Use group.”

The public relations industry has
been closely involved with Wise Use
since its founding, according to Joyce
Nelson, the author of Sultans of Sleaze:
Public Relations and the Media (Com-
mon Courage Press). Nelson writes that
36 of the ¢ rations that are known to
fund the Wise Use movement in the
United States were clients of the PR firm
Burson-Marsteller in the 1980s, the peri-
od during which industry began to pour
money into that movement.

The first Wise Use conference, held
in 1988, was supported by a variety of
special interests including Exxon and the

National Rifle Association. The 1990
conference, funded by Chevron, Exxon,
Shell Oil and Georgia Pacific, featured a
talk by Reed Irvine, of Accuracy in Me-

dia and Accuracy in Academia. Titled
“Red Into Green,” Irvine’s talk claimed
that environmentalism is the latest in-
carnation of socialism. Irvine’s groups
are funded by Dresser Industries, Chev-
ron, Ciba-Geogy, Exxon, IBM, Kaiser
Aluminum and Chemical, Union Car-
bide, Phillips Petroleumn, Mobil Founda-
tion, and Texaco Philanthropic Founda-
tion, among others.

Also at that conference, the Moun-
tain States Legal Foundation gave three
seminars on “suing Environmental Or-
ganizations.” Mountain States Legal
Foundation is funded by companies in-
cluding Amoco, Exxon, Ford, Texaco,
Phillips Petroleum, Chevron and the
Coors Foundation.

“Our intent is to sue environmental
groups whenever there is a legal reason
to do 80,” Amold said. “We feel that
whenever any environmental group tells
lies that have an economic harm against
anybody, that is a civil tort, and under
US law they should be vigorously pros-
ecuted in civil court.”

And if lawsuits fail, some anti-
environmentalists urge even stronger
tactics. Former Interior Secretary James
Watt (currently under federal crimmal
indictment on corruption charges) told a
gathering of cattlemen in June 1990, “If
the troubles from environmentalists can-
not be solved in the jury box or at the
ballot box, perhaps the cartridge box
should be used.”

[Reprinted with permission from
PR _Watch, Volume 2, Number 1, First
Quarter 1995. Address correspondence
to: Center for Media and Democracy,
3318 Gregory Street, Madison, WI
53711, or call 608-233-3346.]

%@ ; INLE

Porirdit of an environmentalist, as drawn by the
PR industry. (Reprinted from Chain Reaction #72.)

A World of
Music and
Ideas

KZYX
90.7 FM

COMMUNITY PUBLIC RADIO

We would like to thank everyone

who helped to make the Inland
Repeater Fund & Spring Pledge
Drive so successful.

We couldn’t do it without you!

AT

KZYZx91.5 FM
* Willits *
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by Vicki Oldham
I recently received an issue of

HEMPWORLD, The Intemational Hemp
Joumal, published bimonthly by Hempe-
rial Proﬁlctions, POB 315, Sebastopol,
CA 95473 (12 issues $30). I found 1t to
be a very informative publication. The
Jan./Feb. issue was dedicated to hemp in
Europe and the Cannabis Cup & He
Expo. I’m happy to report that Hemp cul-
tivation and industry is flourishing in Eu-
rope, especially in Germany, Holland,
France, Italy, England and Switzerland
New products are being developed and
sold to grateful consumers who know
that “Hemp is rope, not dope”.
Sadly, without the support of its own

overnment the U.S. Hemp Industry is
%alling behind. The Reefer Madness men-
tality fostered by major corporations
(Timber, Petrochemical, Pharmaceutical,
Law Enforcement and Media) is having a
major negative impact on the modem
hemp industry. European hemp industries
will soon leave America eating their dust.
Because hemp can be grown regionally
in Europe, we Americans can no longer
compete in the free market due to
shipping costs.

Hemp Update

- In Europe, hemp is an environmen-
tal and industrial issue, not at all con-
nected with legalization for recreational
use. Europeans think we’re crazy for
combining the two issues and that the
movement in America is doomed if we
don’t change owur course. “Cannabis
smoking is the noose around the neck of
hemp.”

Farm Bill
The 1995 U.S. Farm Bill will set the
course of U.S. Agriculture for the next
five years. It is our chance to get the
USDA to encourage the cultivation of in-
dustrial (low THC) hemp. Write to Dan
Glickman, Secretary of Agriculture, U.S.
Department of Agnculture, 14th and In-
dependence Ave., SW, Washington,
D.C. 20250. Ask that he include lan-
g:age that encourages the cultivation of
w THC industrial hemp in the Farm
Bill. Mention that it's a good rotational
gﬁ) which contains less than 1% THC
that according to USDA Bulletin
#404 it can out produce tree fiber at a 4
to | ratio. Tell him that Canada has re-
cently allowed the cultivation of industri-
al hemp and will soon be exporting hemp

products to the U.S. and that we should
get our fair share of the hemp market. In-
clude some hemp facts; e.g., biomass,
paper, plastics, oils, solvents, food etc.
Send copies to Femstein, Boxer, and
Riggs, also to Senate Ag Chair, Senator
Richard Lugar, U.S. Senate, Washington
D.C. 20510, House Ag Chair, Pat Rob-
erts, U.S. House of Representatives and
to Bill Clinton, The White House, Wash ,
D.C. 20510. SPEAK OUT NOW. The
next chance is the year 2000.

CIA

There is a coffee shop in Amsterdam
run by Americans called the CIA, Canna-
bis in Amsterdam. Their ({)roducts are
seeds, cannabis, clothing and knowledge.

I would like to borrow their idea and
start our own branch of the CIA, Canna-
bis in America. After writing for the past
year about the history and uses of hemp,
I’'m ready to start some action. With the
cold winds of The Contract ON America
blowing over us, we will need to think,
look and sometimes act like Republicans
to be taken seriously at all. Fortunately,
the truth is on our side.

Hemp has the potential to generate
large revenues and many jobs. As we all

know money talks in America.

I would like to see the Mendocino
Chapter of the CIA concentrate on indus-
trial hemp. We would encourage both
farming and the manufacturing of value-
added products in order to generate jobs
and keep the profits circulating in our lo-
cal economy. If you are interested in be-
coming an agent of the CIA, write to me,
c/o MEC. Include your ideas, convenient
meeting times, a phone number or ad-
dress. | especially want to encourage
High School and College students to join
us. We need your energy. HEMP FOR
VICTORY!

Greenwood: Exemption and THPs

by Mary Pjerrou

A new Louisiana Pacific Corpora-
tion logging plan was approved by the
Californta Department of Forestry on
April 13, 1995 - 122 acres of salvage log-
ging, using mostly helicopter methods,
close to town, east of Greenwood Com-
mons. This logging plan has a long histo-

Iy.

In 1993, L-P filed an exemption
paper to do 1,380 acres of salvage log-
ging in this area. We’ve seen great abuse
of salvage logging exemptions in Califor-
nia. Recently, Pacific Lumber filed a sin-
gle exemption on 179,000-plus acres -
virtually 1ts entire timber holding. State
exemptions allow removal of 10% of the
timber volume per acre with no public

; : f e

notice, ental 1 Do ap-
and little, if any monitor-

. The GWA and the Elk County Water
District filed a lawsuit against the Cali-
fornia Department of Forestry to stop this
exemption. The judge granted a restrain-
ing order, and L-P subsequently with-
drew the exemption (then recently filed a
regular timber harvest plan - with normal
review - on the above-mentioned 122
acres of it.) The principles of the exemp-
tion case were argued before Superior
Court Judge James King this March. We
asked for the following: 1) public notice
for exemptions, 2) that CDF review ex-
emption filings for potential environmen-

tal impacts, and require a regular THP
where such impacts are indicated. Public
notice and environmental review are fun-
damental to California environmental
law. Judge King will rule on the case
within ninety days.
During the exemption hearing, Dep-
:3' Attorney General John Davidson stat-
that we don’t need to change the wa
the California Department of Forestry ad-
ministers exemptions. If environmental
damage is done, the public can simp
take the matter to court, he said. David-
son’s solution (more lawsuits!) is curi-
ous, at best. At worst, it 1s cynical and ir-
responsible. Your taxpayer dollars pay
his salary and his expenses to tmverato

Ukiah every time a citizen's group is
forced to go into court to protect the en-
vironment. In addition, your donations
help pay for our attomey to be there.
Lawsuits are expensive, time-consuming
and difficult - and corporations have
enormous resources to defend them-
selves, as Mr. Davidson well knows.
Who is this “public servant” speaking
for, as he sits on the other side of the
courtroom with the industry lawyers?

L-P heavily logged the area near
town from 1985 to 1990. Many of the re-
maining trees blew down in the 1993
storms, likely because of the earlier log-
ging which left a thinned-out forest.
These sort of hidden long-term impacts
are rarely monitored by state agencies.

The 122-acre salvage logging (heli-
copter) plan near town will li.%(gely go for-
ward this summer. Our legal action ac-
complished several things: 1) L-P
decided to file a regular tunber harvest
plan which CDF, other agencies, and the
public could review; 2) L-P drastically
reduced the scale of their salvage plan
(from 1,380 acres down to 122); 3) will
use a helicopter, which reduces soil dis-
turbance (fewer logging roads and land-
ings); and 4) will stay out of Greenwood
Creek protection zone (except for em-
placement of a temporary bridge). Al-
though cumulative impacts assessment is
still very inadequate in THPs - and no
long-term monitoring is required - this

plan contains many mitigations, which
we hope the timber operator will closely
follow.

L-P is proceeding with a 431 acre
logging plan about 8 miles up Green-
wood Road, on the creek side. The plan
calls for “commercial thinning” (not a
clearcut), using cable and tractor yard-

Both of the above logging plans are
relatively low impact - compared to what
was being done to this watershed in
1980-1990. The trouble with these and
other L-P logging plans - and with the
accumulation of small plans over a peri-
od of time - is that they are being ap-
proved by CDF in the absence of any sci-
entific monitoring data. No one knows
what the effect of 431 acres of “commer-
cial thinning” will be. All we know is
that the fishery has been devastated, and
the water district has to spend $10,000 a
year to deal with the mpacts from up-
stream logging.

Folks up in the 8 mile area report
that L-P has planted thousands of baby
trees near the 431-acre plan area. The
trees have strange-looking white plastic
skirts around their bases. (You can see
this from the road) Ron Bloomquist
commented that the planting looks like
an out-door art installation by Christo!

Our watershed advisor, Dr. Euphrat,
says the white skirts are soil fertilizer
and are biodegradable. (But is it art?)

La Alianza Para Derechos Humanos * The

One Antidote to the Contract
on America

by Members of the Alliance
Organizational Committee

ed. by Betty Ball

The Alliance for Human Rights is an
organization to defend everybody’s hu-
man rights, especially the Latino people.
The purposes of the organization are:
__* To promote consciousness of social
Justice;

_* To promote diversity, friendship,
unity, and understanding among every-
one living in Mendocino County;

* To improve the quality of life for
future generations in Mendocino County;
* To end racism and discrimination;

. * To educate the non-Latino popula-
tion concerning the role which the Mexi-
can people have played in the history of
Califormua, as well as the injustice of
Proposition 187.

_Our group was organized in the
spring of 1995 by some 170 Latinos, in-

cluding low-income farmworkers, as
well as some 20 0s.

In the November, 1994 elections,
the voters passed Proposition 187 that
would deny social services, health ser-
vices, and educational services to people
without immigration documents. What's
more, it would require local govern-
ments, schools and health facilities to re-
port people without proper documenta-
tion to immigration authorities.

Clearly Proposition 187 is racist, un-
Jjust, ugly, and must not be implemented.

For the time being, the courts have
ordered that Proposition 187 has no ef-
fect. But still, its approval by the voters
has changed our lives for the worse.
Now, there are people here who seem to
think that as a result, racism is legal.
They discriminate against immigrants
whether or not they have documentation.

The strategy of the Pledge of Resis-
tance Committee of the Alliance is to or-
ganize Latino people and demand that
teachers, nurses, doctors and social
workers in Mendocino County not imple-
ment Proposition 187.

Alliance for Human Rights

At the same time, the Alliance Jus-
tice Committee is informing people about
their civil rights and protecting people
against law enforcement abuses. The Jus-
tice Committee supported Jose Luis Leon
and Jose Refugio Lopez who were beaten
by Anglo youths (then charged with as-
sault!) in Willits earlier this year. The po-
lice let the Anglos go without being
charged. Justice Committee members at-
tended court hearings to demonstrate sup-
port for the Latino youths. Police later
dropped the charges against them for
lack of evidence. f

The Justice Committee is also offer-
ing support to the Native people in
Round Valley who are facing continuing
abuses from law enforcement in conjunc-
tion with the manhunt for “Bear” Lin-
coln. Since April 14th, law enforcement
officials have been conducting an intense
hunt for “Bear”, and in the process, com-
mitting numerous abuses and terrifying
not only Native people, but Mexicans as
well - in fact, seemingly anyone with
brown skin. In the course of their search,
police have pointed guns at children and

elders, roughed up elders, and thrown
them to the floor. This campaign was or-
dered by the same Sheriff, Jim Tuso,
who requested la Migra - the US Border
Patrol - to come and harass Latinos in
Mendocino County last September and
October. Both the Native people and the
Mexican community see the similarities
and the connections. The Justice Com-
mittee is supporting the Native people in
their for a cessation of the civil
rights abuses and for an independent in-
vestigation of the events of April 14th
and subsequently. For further mforma-
tion about Justice Committee activities,
or to become involved call Ed Hamett at
468-1660. ;

Please meet with us to build a
strong organization in defense of human
rights. General meetings of the Alliance
are held the first Monday of each month
at 6:00 P.M. Call 468-1660 for location
of the next meeting.
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The Economic Aspects of Ecoforestry

A Prescription That Makes
Environmental Protection
And Monetary Profits
Compatible

by Hans Burkhardt

It is clear that our society must
change from a suicidal to a sustainable
mode of action. In this regard, I would
like to consider here only our relation-
ship to the native forest resource, and
will neglect other important areas where
urgent change is also needed, such as
population reduction, over consumption,
and fossil fuel use.

Even though immediate change in
all of these areas would be very desira-
ble, [ believe that gradual adaptation to-
wards a sustainable lifestyle is preferable
to revolution. We also need to admit the
unpleasant fact that corporate control of
our lives, of politics, the press, and even
of the courts s so strong that the ibil-
ity for even gradual positive change is
uncertain as long as people do not realize
that it is absolutely necessary to mvolve
themselves in public life and thereby res-
urrect a living democracy.

 Because most of us are jx ed
to over-value money instead of concen-
trating on leading a responsible lifestyle
and on valu.inlgnhappm&s, €Conomic con-
siderations will bear strongly on the suc-
cess or failure of whatever changes we
plan to bring about. Present political poli-
cy assumes that high monetary profits
and good ecological protection are mutu-
ally exclusive. In my extensive work on
creating policy to restore depleted private
indus forests, as well as that work
presented here, I have come to the con-
clusion that this assumption is wrong.

Tree growth, in general, has three
phases, It starts slowly, then accelerates,
and finally slows down again. All trees
continue to grow in the third phase, some
more and longer than others; redwoods
and cedars belong to the species that in-
crease volume considerably for many
hundreds of years afler reaching culmina-
tion of average maximum volume growth
(CMAI, culmination of mean annual in-
crement). Also - and this is most impor-
tant - all tree species show an increase in
the quality of their wood during the slow-
er(,)gost CMAI phase of growth, This pe-
riod is also the most important for sus-
taining high inventory and permanency
of the biotope and for maintaining biodi-
versity. For the perpetuation of Califor-
nia’s redwood forests this third e of
growth is especially important since it is
needed to allow for natural regeneration
and thus continued genetic adaptation to
changing environmental conditions.
Therefore, if native forests are to be used
for perpetual lumber production, it is im-
perative, for reasons that include long-
term extraction of maximum monetary
profits, not to eliminate this lucrative
component of all native forests.

However, with few exceptions, near
elimination of this component is exactl
what we humans have done and are sti
doing. Worse yet, not only are those old-
er trees being systematically eradicated,
but even the much younger ones, trees
which are in their most active - pre
CMALI - period of growth, are routmnely
eliminated under the regime of industrial
forestry as it is practiced today. This
trend is what has made the ongoing de-
struction of our native forests finally ap-
parent to everyone who is concemed
with our own and with other species’ sur-
vival.

In order to restore these depleted fo-
rests we must do two things. We must
harvest less than is growing and we must
adjust the harvest rate so as to maintain
high inventories of trees in the forests
once they are restored. For those few re-
maining forests not yet damaged by un-
wise human interference, we only need to
maintain high inventory, by harvesting
not more than a certain percentage of in-
ventory, as | will explain later.

To develop scenarios which would
establish such conditions for our North-
em California coastal redwood/Douglas
fir forest, 1 applied the most appropriate
scientific methods available using data
based on most recent measurements of
how this forest is actually growing. Un-

fortunately, we do not have sufﬁcientg
precise data on growth of second grow

stands of trees 120 years and older and
some values had to be derived from ex-
trapolation or comparison with what oth-
er researchers assume to be close to reali-

: Also I needed to account for the fur-
ther decline in site g;lality and growth
which is typical for third growth stands
which represent the majority of our local
forests today. Data for third growth were
also derived from the recent large scale
measurements conducted by the US Fed-
eral Inventory Assessment survey in

1985 for the local county. Taking all .

these factors into consideration, 1 then
employed the same computer program,
Harvest II, as | used to simulate growth,
harvest and productivity trends described
m detail in my book Maximizing Forest
Productivity . The depleted industrial fo-
rests of our local county were “grown”
for fourteen decades and were “harvest-
ed” at four different rates of percent of
inventory (POI). In this way, values for
inventory, age of oldest trees, productivi-
ty and annual harvest were obtained for
each scenario. | also assigned a v
much needed value for forest sustainabil-
ity, which I equate with forest inventory:
the higher the regulated inventory, the
greater the forest’s degree of sustainabili-
ty. The accompanying three dimensional
graph and the table summarizes the most
mmportant results of this analysis.

The major conclusions which can be
drawn are:

1. Economic gain culminates at a
harvest level of approximately 1% of in-
ventgry l;))rer ear (1 POI). '
feet culminates at a harvest level of ap-
proximately 2% per year (2 POI).

3. Forest sustainability at the levels
investigated is highest at 1% of invento-
ry harvest (1 POI).

4. The highest quality of timber, the
most stable tax base, the highest degree
of community stability and the most per-
manent and highest return for the land-
owner are achieved at the 1% harvest
level (1 POI).

5. Industrial forestry, which is based
on the principle of maximizing net
present value, leads to harvest levels
greater than 3%. The consequences of
this practice are loss of the following: in-
ventory, productive capacity, potential
tax base, permanent jobs, timber quality,
community stability, biodiversity and
substantial long-term landowner income.

6. The requirements of Ecoforestry
can only be fulfilled at the 1% harvest
level. All other harvest levels reduce too
much of the richness, biodiversity and
sustainability of the forest.

In conclusion, one can see that high
economic gain and good environmental
protection are not diametrically op-
posed. On the contrary, up to the point of
maximum economic retum at approxi-
mately the 1 POI harvest level, both
seemingly opposing goals of forest man-
agement actually improve in synchro-
nous harmony. Harvesting 1% of inven-
lorIy is the best long-term investment
policy for the genemf public, the local
community, the landowner and the for-
est, when that forest is to be used for tim-
ber production while maintaining its eco-
logical integrity.

Therefore, we should gradually re-
duce harvests to approximately 1% of in-
ventory per year. | suggest we move from
slightly below the current rate to the 1%
level over a period of 20 years: adapted
to our local area this would translate into
3% for the first five years followed by
2% for the second half of the first decade
and then declining at a rate of .1% per
year throughout the second decade until
the final harvest rate of 1% of inventory
is reached in the twentieth year. To reach
the goal of maximum economic gain and
high forest sustainability, minor adjust-
ments in the rate of harvest may be need-
ed if actual growth and timber prices de-
viate from the anticipated values.
However, the example of the Menemon-
ee Indians’ forest management on
200,000 acres in Wisconsin shows that
an ideal working forest of the type ar-
rived at in the modeling is actually in ex-
istence in the USA. This forest was har
vested for 140 years at an average
annual rate of approximately 1% of in-
ventory. According to a public radio
presentation as well as an article recently

ctivity measured in board

written by Wendel Berry, this level of
harvest yields a forest in which lumber
is of consistently high quality and quan-
tity, forest inventory is high and non-
declining, and associated plant, wildlife
and natural systems are flourishing and
healthy. Isn’t this the kind of forest we
all want?

[Hans Burkhardt, a former Ph.D.
biologist with the California Institute of
Technology in Pasadena and author of

the book Maximizing Forest Productivi-
Ly, was co-founder of the Mendocino
County Forest Advisory Committee. He
was the first member of the Committee
to see the benefits of using percent of in-
ventory harvest control as a means of
ending forest depletion. He became. the
strongest advocate for that approach on
the Committee. He lives among tower-
ing redwood trees on a small, self-
sufficient ranch in Northern California.]

Optimization of Forest Health and Productivity
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Harvest Il, Harvest Simulator - Starting Invento

ry: 8 MBF/Acre - Yield Table: L & P Site Index 140 x 55%

POI' Inv/Acre  Age of Oldest Harvest Stumpage Annual Industry Typeof  Sustainability
MBF  Trees Harvested  BF/Acre/Year $/MBF Harvest Value* Forestry  of Resource®
(FR)? (FR) (FR) Billion Dollars Practiced®

6.0 4.5 43 270 600° .810 IF

4.5 84 57 378 600° 1.134 IF

20 34.0 108 680 600 2.040 MsP?

1.0 65.0 180 650 900 2.925 EF

H W =

POI = annual harvest as a percent of total inventory. MSP = maximum sustained yield achieved at approximately 2 POI.
FR = Fully regulated, the condition when growth and harvest are equal and inventory remains constant.
High price for lower quality is consequence of increased volume recovery realized from smaller diameter trees.

These figures are directly related to the degree of impoverishment or affluence {(squandered or restored wealth) in the

local timber-depenant economy. They are directly proportional to the level of employment, timber yield tax and forest
sustainability. Values are for the 500,000 acres of industrially owned forest in Mendocino County, California.

of biodiversity and to community impoverishment.

EF = Ecologically responsible forestry; optimizes forest
al beings; avoids clearcutting and respects the natural

IF = Industrial forestry: Net present value maximization leads to low inventory, reduced productive capacity, destruction

health and economical gain, respects intrinsic worth of all natur-
aesthetic qualities of the landscape.

6 Regulated inventory is used as a measure of forest sustainability.
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(old tires, appliances, etc.) while enjoy
Redwood Valley to Asti. This is, at the

Somewhere Down the Crazy River.

MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS:
RECOMMENDED:

AGE 18 AND OVER ONLY!

Russian River Unlimited presents. ..

Great Russian River
Clean-up & Float
One day a month, June through September
Redwood Valley to Ukiah - June 24
Ukiah to Hopland - July 22
Hopland to Cloverdale - August 19
Cloverdale to Asti - September 16

Volunteers are needed for some good clean fun. We’ll be cleaning up trash

one of the finest stretches of the river and have excellent fun doing it. So come and
make a day of it at the Great Russian River Clean-up and Float,

Tennis shoes, heavy gloves, lifejacket, durable flotation (raft, canoe, etc.)

Bring a lunch, change of clothes and sunscreen.

Participants’ Party includes skydiving, pigfeed and live music

th Annual

ing a float down the Russian River, from
very least, a chance to make an impact on
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by Mark Dowie
Lobbying Washington for a better
environment become an almost futile

endeavor. If the 103rd Congress (1992-
94) did not prove the point to the envi-
ronmental movement’s leadership, the
104th surely will. '

When did national environmentalists
ever have it better than with the 103rd
Congress - with a Democratic House, a
Democratic Senate and, if campaign rhet-
oric was to be believed, the most envi-
ronmentally committed administration n
recent history? Yet in two years, only
one piece of environmental legislation
was signed into law - a weak and severe-

lbz; compromised bill protecting part of

e California desert - while the adminis-
tration that had greens staining the inau-
al ballroom floor with tears of {')(;)"
E;gke all records in environmental
trayal. It was eno
hardened veteran of Beltway politics.

In terms of talent, experience and re-
sources, the environmental lobby has
never been stro;ger. Numbering more
than 100 seasoned advocates, represent-
h}g scores of organizations and millions
of voters, they are pound-for-pound the
most impressive lobby on the Hill But
E;mds o not count in Washington; dol-

do. And in dollars, almost any way
you measure it, greens are outgunned
tfen-or-xmre-to—one by any lobby they

ace.

“When I visit a congressional repre-
sentative on a toxics issue, I can offer
him or her $10,000 max; five for the pri-
mary, five for the feneral election,” la-
ments Sierra Club lobbyist Dan Becker,
one of the few national environmentalists
with a Political Action Committee (PAC)
behind him. “The next visitor could easi-

be representing the Chemical Manu-
acturers Association - over a hundred
corporate members, each of which has a
PAC that can offer $10,000 to the next
campaign. Even with the facts on my
side | am likely to be ignored.”

Becker does not even mention the
fact that each of those chemical manufac-
turers has at least one law or lobbying
firm in Washington able to contribute ad-
ditional support to the same candidate.

From January 1991 to June 1994 -
covering the pre-election period and one-
and-a-half sessions of 103rd Con-
gress - the entire environmental move-
ment, through its 14 existing PACs, con-
tributed $1.7 million to congressional
candidates, including roughly $500,000
for the 1994 elections. During the same
period, chemical industry PACs donated
$3.8 million to federal candidates; agri-
culture PACs $22.7 million; energy and
natural resources PACs $21.7 mullion;
transportation (including automotive),
$20.9 million; construction, $7.8 million;
timber, $2.3 million;, mining, $1.9 mil-
lion; and the waste management industry,

by Mackinze James

United States policy has been heavi-
ly influenced by corporate interests since
the Industrial Revolution, when people
with wealth started organizing them-
selves into structures called corporations
and expanding their monetary horizons.
But corporations are only part of the sys-
tem through which the world’s resources,
inchiding labor and wages, are siphoned
up to the super rich. Elected government
and the military are co-elements of con-
trol which people throughout the world
experience to ing degrees of mtensi-
ty in the course o dall{ hfe.

Corporate control of U.S. foreign
policy manifests itself in virtually ev
war, declared and undeclared, in whic
our country has participated. Sale of arms
and other supplies to allies as well as
“enemies” is a common practice of the
war industry. Most recently, the Gulf
War sacrificed tens of thousands of hu-
man lives and did horrendous destruction
to the environment in the interest of U.S.
oil companies.

Moreover, U.S. business has a hand
in the control of other countries’ govern-
ments. The overthrow of Guatemala’s

democratically elected govemment by

to depress the most

Greens Outgunned
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$1.4 million.

The consequences of all this corpo-
rate generosity showed in the sad fate of
environmental legislation during the first
two years of the Clinton-Gore adminis-
tration. A few examples include (all fig-
ures are for the period 1/91 through 6/94,
except where noted):

* Attempts to ‘overhaul the General
Mining Law of 1872 faltered in confer-
ence committee after the House passed
its bill 316 to 108 and the Senate passed
its own on a non-record vote. A leading
opponent to mining reform was the
American Mining Congress, which rep-
resents the mining industry, whose PAC
contributions totaled $1.9 million.

* Hearings were conducted in both
chambers on the renewal of the 1973 En-

ered Species Act, but no bills were
marked up by either side. The American
Forest and Paper Association helped in-
fluence the outcome. Timber and forest
products’ PAC donations came to $2.3
million.

* The House, but not the Senate, ap-
proved legislation giving state and local
govemments more power, under inter-
state commerce laws, to reject municipal
waste 1 from other states. The Na-
tional Solid Waste Management Associa-
tion was a major lobbying force, bol-
stered by waste management industry
PAC contributions of $1.4 million.

* Gridlock in both chambers killed
bids to revamp the federal law regulating
the pesticide content of fresh and pro-
cessed foods (the “Delaney clause”).
PAC contributions from a major oppo-
nent to strict regulations, the chemical in-
dustry, came to $3.8 million. The Enwvi-
ronmental Working Group studied a sub-
sector of the industry - the 43 PACs as-
sociated with companies that form the
American Crop Protection Association
and ACPA’s own PAC - and found it
was especially active, together contribut-
mng $3.1 million. Pesticide corporation
PAC contributions during the first 18

months of the 103rd C
ble what they had been during the same
period in the previous two Congresses.

ess were dou-

* Both chambers passed bills to re-
new the 1974 Safe Drinking Water Act,
iving state and local govemments more
eway and resources to meet EPA con-
tamination standards, but final govem-
ment approval was not achieved. The bill
was stymied at the last minute by a group
called the Safe Drinking Water Act Coa-
lition. The coalition was comprised of

state and local officials’ organizations,
such as the National Govemnors Associa- /

tion, the utility groups, like the American
Waterworks Association, the National
Rural Water Association and the Nation-
al Association of Water Companies. Just
one of the coalition’s many members
spent a reported $15-$20,000 per month
on a PR/lobbying blitz.

* An attempt to extend the 1972 Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act (the
“Clean Water Act™) received committee
approval in the Senate, but not the
House. A leading player was the Clean
Water Industry Coalition, a shadowy
group made up of industry, agriculture,
state and municipal organizations. US-
PIRG studied contributions from 263
PACs that were opposed to stronger
clean water legislation. It found that
these PACs gave $56.9 million in dona-
tions to candidates for Congress between
1987 and 1994. (Congress last reauthor-
ized the Clean Water Act in 1987.)

* The House, but not the Senate,
passed a bill that would have enabled the
US Forest Service to acquire a 44,000-
acre privately owned redwood forest in
California. The leading opponent was the
American Forest and Paper Association.
Timber and forest products PACs con-
tributed $2.3 million to Congress.

* Bills to revamp the 1980 Super-
fund law cleared committee in both
chambers, but were stopped short of both
the House and Senate floors. Many indi-
vidual corporations, such as Du Pont, had

Corporate Control

the CIA in 1954 and subsequent reign of
terror which has been in the news of late
was instigated by the U.S. company
United Fruit so that they might keep their
tremendous land holdings in that coun-

A good example of government-
business cooperation for control is the
North America Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA). This agreement between Can-
ada, Mexico and the U.S. eliminates
trade tariffs and opens the borders to
business. At the same time the borders
are bemng tightened for people, with one
result being that corporations have free-
dom to relocate between countries and
workers do not.

A precursor to NAFTA was signifi-
cant pro-foreign business changes to the
Mexican constitution. Indigenous people
were backed into a corner with the loss
of land use. The ensuing Zapatista Rev-
olution is a8 major factor in portraying
Mexico as unstable for business. Corpo-
rate control is no more blatant than in
Mexico with intemational banking di-
recting the Mexican government to elim-
inate the resistance militarily. As of now,
the peso has fallen drastically and over
the last few weeks the spending power of
our counterparts in that country has been

cut in half. The middle class is in panic
and the poor are unbearably impover-
ished. As a result, the Mexican people
are fleeing the country in increasing
numbers.

Meanwhile in California the issue of
immigration is a powder keg. Proposition
187 on the ballot last fall fanned the fires
of racial intolerance and created a wild
paranoia of “outsiders” draining our ever
dwindling resources. The brunt of the
fear mentality and acting out behavior is
felt by everyone with brown skin It is a
convenient diversion from the sources
who have created the desperate situation
- international corporate business.

Some levels of corporate control are
beyond what most of us can impact.
However we are not helpless victims of
their control, we can fight back. Every
time you go shopping you make deci-
sions, and they are political decisions.
Patronizing local business rather than
corporate chains keeps money local and
reduces corporate control. Truly effective
consumer boycotts have the potential for
crippling targeted corporations. Cultivat-
mg barter systems of trade for goods and
services is a method of gaining indepen-
dence and diminishing corporate control.

Civil disobedience is another power-

their own lawyers and lobbyists working
on the Hill. Such companies (185 of
them) were also represented by the
Chemical Manufacturers Association (the
industry, as noted earlier, gave $3.8 mil-
lion). Insurance companies were also in-
volved because polluters have been using
their environmental insurance policies to
cover clean-up costs but want to deflect
their liability. Their PACs gave $15.9
million to members of Congress (though
they were also interested in other legisla-
tion, such as health care and tort reform).

* Free-standing bills were introduced
requiring government permits to convert
wetlands. The House, but not the Senate,
passed a bill extending the North Ameri-
can Wetlands Act through fiscal year
1998. A group of 60-some municipal as-
sociations, utilities and major industrial
concems, such as Exxon, Texaco and
Kerr-McGee, make up the National Wet-
lands Coalition. Coalition members’
PACs gave $5.5 million to candidates
from 1991 through June, 1994. One law/
lobbying firm associated with the coali-
tion (Van Ness Feldman) gave $60,000
through its PAC during this period and
individuals employed by the firm gave
another $15,000. It is safe to assume that
other coalition members’ lobbyists had a
similar spending pattern.

What's Next?

By the close of the 103rd Congress,
it became patently clear that the best
strategy for the Washington environmen-
tal lobby was to leave existing statutes
alone and work against aggressive anti-
environmental initiatives such as the tak-
ings, risk-assessment and unfunded-
mandate bills that are being considered
by the 104th Congress. That should leave
considerable talent and energy to fight
the real fight that has to be fought in
Washington before environmentalism or
any other social movement can make
headway in America: campaign finance
reform. /

All of the 25 largest environmental
organizations in the country have sub-
stantial offices in Washington. If they
were to assign half their lobby to join
forces with a coalition of other progres-
sive movements and fight a concerted
battle for campaign reform, the playing
field could be leveled considerably for
the 105th or 106th Congress - whatever

the party in power.

[Mark Dowie’s book, Losing
Ground - American Environmentalism at
the Close of the Twentieth Century, is
available from MIT Press, 55 Hayward
Street, Cambridge, MA 02142.

This article is reprinted from Capital
Eye, with permission from the Center for
Responsive Politics, 1320 - 19th St,
NW, Suite 700, Washington, DC 20036.
Subscriptions are $30/year.]

ful tool to combat corporate control. For
example, environmental activists have
literally put their bodies between the
trees and the chainsaws to keep forests
from being destroyed. Other non-violent
methods of intervention such as protest
rallies or road blockades deter corporate
activity which is unacceptable to a com-
munity.

A final consideration of resisting
corporate control is to stop supporting
the system which facilitates such control.
Join the approximately 15% of wage
earners who don’t pay taxes. There are
tax resisters organizations who can offer
information about this step. Paying an
amount of money equal to your taxes to
a local organization, charity, or service
providing agency shows responsibility
along with resistance.
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Flying For D.N.C. Dollars
by Ken Silverstein

The cries of outrage coming from
the White House over Republican threats
to eliminate the Commerce Department
have as least as much to do with self-
interest as with fealty to the corporate
cause. Through the department’s efforts
to promote exports, the Clintonites argue,
American businesses landed foreign
deals worth $47 billion last year. But a
little cross-referencing of the companies
thus helped and of campaign contribution
records and internal Democratic Party
fundraising memorandums shows that for
both corporations and the Administra-
tion, to give is truly to receive.

Early last year, for le, Saudi
Arabia was looking to its com-
mercial air fleet and examined proposals
from U.S. and European aircraft makers.
After being furiously lobbied by Presi-
dent Clinton and Secretary Ron Brown,
the Saudis placed a $3.6 billion order
with Boeing. Within six months of clos-
ing the deal, the comfany had laden
Democratic Nationa Committee
(D.N.C.) coffers with $65,000, four times
more than it had donated during the pre-
vious three years,

At about the same time, Administra-
tion pressure won Raytheon a $1.4 bil-
lion deal with Brazil for building a satel-
lite surveillance system in the Amazon.
In the 1992-94 election cycle, Raytheon
donated $175,110 to Democratic candi-
dates.

Export promotion - precisely what
the Republicans have singled out for
cutting - is at the heart of Brown’s strate-
gy at Commerce, and indeed of Clinton’s
strategy in foreign policy, When it comes
to ing up commerce for U.S. cor-
porations, this Administration has out-
stripped its two wildly pro-business Re-
publican predecessors. In Brown’s “War
Room,” bureaucrats monitor bidding on
dozens of global deals, gathering intelli-
gence (with help from the C.I.A.) and co-
ordinating financing from govemment
sources to give U.S. firms an inside
track. More directly, Brown leads select
groups of executives on commercial trips
abroad. Last year corporations fought to
accompany the Commerce Secretary to
Brazil, Argentina, Chile, China, Hong
Kong, South Africa, Russia, India and
the Middle East. Some 300 C.E.O.s ap-
plied for seats on the trip to Russia alone;
only twenty-nine were chosen.

Details of those trips have been ob-
scure because Commerce has been sti
about providing information. That will
soon change, since in mid-May the courts
forced Commerce to tumn over to Judicial
Watch 30,210(;1 pages of documents con-
cerning which companies were picked,
which were left bem}:\acxiuand what ?he ba-
sis for the decision was. But from what [
have been able to piece together from

$167 Billion, New Study
Shows

from Aid for Dependent
Corporations

_ While considerable political heat
is directed at poor welfare recipients re-
ceiving taxpayer money, more than three
times that amount is paid in welfare to
wealthy corporations, according to a new
Essential Information study released by
s Iiadgr&l f federa

t of 153 federal programs
totalling $167.2 billion, a cost of $1,388
for each taxpayer this year, benefitted
corporations, according to the study, 4id
Jor Dependent Corporations (AFDC). By
contrast, Aid to Families with Dependent
Children and other forms of social wel-
fare, including food stamps, housing as-
sistance, and child nutrition, cost $50 bil-
lion a year, or $415 for individual
taxpayers, the study said.

“Welfare payments and tax breaks
for allegedly ‘free market’ wealthy cor-

rations must be examined and curtailed

fore payments to needaf' families and
children are slashed,” Ralph Nader said
about the study.

Corporate welfare includes direct

published and from various inter-
nal documents (including some now or-
dered for release), it is already clear that
the relationship of donations to access is
like that of spring rain to fa:den blooms.

Melissa Moss, head of the Com-
merce Department’s Office of Business
Liason, decides who accompanies
Brown. She has said firms “are chosen
on merit and real business considera-
tion.” But, like her boss, she is also inti-
mately familiar with party money mat-
ters. Prior to joining the Administration,
Moss was a top fundraiser for the D.N.C.
under Brown, and before that, for the

Democratic Leadership Council, which”

Clinton helped found and once chaired.

The group she assembled for
Brown’s September 1994 trip to Beijin?
is revealing. Embarking three months af-
ter Clinton extended most-favored-nation
trade status to China, Brown’s entourage
mcluded:

° Lodwrick Cook of Atlantic Rich-
field, which gave $201,500 to the Demo-
crats between 1992 and 1994. Cook is
also close to Clinton, who last June pre-
sented the Arco chief with a birthday
cake during a White House lunch for ex-
ecutives.

© Edwin Lupberger of Entergy, who
closed al&\fsoodl@m?,n ggnl to build a
power in China. Lupberger is a per-
sonal g‘iend of Clinton, and in the last
election cycle Entergy donated $60,000
to Democratic candidates. f

° Bernard Schwartz of the Loral
Corporation, who negotiated -deals that
will net his telecommunications compa-
ny $1 billion over the next decade. Three
months before the trip Schwartz donated
$100,000 to the D.N.C.

° Raymond Smith of Bell Atlantic,
which has given nearly $200,000 to the
Democrats since 1991, According to
Democratic fundraising memos [ ob-
tained, Smith is also a Fany “trustee,”
meaning he has personally helped raise
$100,000 or more.

° Leslie McGraw of Fluor, which
came thr with $108,450 for Demo-
cratic candidates in the last election
McGraw, like several of the executives
who have been picked to accompany
Brown, is also a donor and board mem-
bief of the Democratic Leadership Coun-
c

All told, at least twelve of the twen-
ty-five firms whose officials made the
trip to China are major donors or fund-
raisers for the President’s party. Those
companies gave almost $2 million to
Democratic candidates during the last
election cycle. “I only believe in coinci-
dences occasionally,” says Chuck Lewis,
head of the Center for Public Integrity.
“Here you see consistent patterns.”

It’s the same with Brown's other
trips. Traveling with the Commerce Sec-
retary to South Africa were Donald An-
derson, an adviser to the president of

Ron Brown’s V.I.P. Junkets

Time Warner, which donated $508,333
to the Democrats between 1992 and
1994, and Ronald Burkle, C.E.O. of the
Yucaipa Group and a “managing trustee”
of the D.N.C. The title designates him as
having helped the party raise $200,000 or
more.

Even some of the smaller businesses

that have had access to Brown’s expedi-
tions have paid their dues in advance.
Robin Brooks, director of Brooks Sau-
sage Company out of Kenosha, Wiscon-
sin, got to go to South Africa. In 1992
she organized a fundraiser for Clinton,
and in the last election cycle, her firm
gave $23,000 to the Democrats.

The currency of influence is not lim-
ited to cash. For instance, the chances
that a U.S. firm seeking business in Rus-
sia will receive official support seem to
grow in direct proportion to that compa-
ny's links to Democratic power, broker
Robert Strauss. A senior partner at the
law firm Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer &
Feld - where his colleagues include Ver-
non Jordan, President Clinton’s friend
and golfing - Strauss served as
U.S. Ambassador to Russia from 1991 to
1992. Two years ago he set up the U.S.-
Russia Business Council, which has re-
ceived govemment funds to promote
commerce between the two countries.

At least eight of the twenty-nine
companies that were invited to go to Rus-
sia are linked to Strauss and his firm.
AT&T, Westi use, Dresser Industries
(a Dallas-based oil equipment company)
and Enron (a Houston-based natural gas
conglomerate) are all Akin, Gump cli-
ents. Litton Industries and General Elec-
tric have representatives on the board of
the U.S.-Russia Business Council. Rock-
well Intermnational and Bristol-Myers
Squibb are former clients of Strauss.

Several of those companies are also
major contributors to the Democrats.
AT&T alone gave the party’s candidates
$765,763 over the past two years.
Among high-donor companies represent-
ed on the Russia trip.-were Occidental Pe-
troleum ($152,549 over the same period)
and US West (8147,667).

US West signed a telecommunica-
tions agreement while in Russia that will
be backed by a $125 million loan guaran-
tee from the U.S. government’s Overseas
Private Investment Corporation. OPIC is
headed by Ruth Harkin, wife of Senator
Tom Harkin and, prior to joining the Ad-
ministration, a top corporate lawyer at
Akin, Gump.

Enron, which closed a deal, backed
by the U.S. Export-Import Bank, to de-
velop European markets for Russian gas,
has been one of the biggest beneficiaries
of the Administration’s export policy.
Durin%‘ the past two years, the Ex-Im
Bank has supported Enron’s agreements
with Turkey, India, the Philippines and
China - deals worth nearly $4 billion.
Kenneth Brody, head of the Ex-Im Bank,

«*I pledge allegiance to the flag of the country that gives me

the best deal. .. ."

payments to companies, provision of
purl:?‘ goods and services without ade-
quate compensation from companies,
federal purchases from companies of
goods and services at more than market
value, tax breaks for businesses, and
business exemptions from laws. Figures

in the study came from ten public sourc-
es, including the Congressional Budget
Office, General Accounting Office re-
ports, and the Joint Committee on Taxa-
tion.

“It is unseemly for our elected offi-
cials to balk at aid for dependent children

18 a close friend of Treasury Secretary
Robert Rubin, having worked with Ru-
bin at Goldman, Sachs. Enron is listed
on Rubin’s 1993 financial disclosure
statement as one of the forty-four com-
panies with which Rubin had “signifi-
cant contact” during his years at the in-
vestment firm. (Brody, by the way, is
said to be a leading candidate to take
over at Commerce if Brown, under in-
vestigation for everything from slum-
lording to collecting $400,000 for his
“share” in a company in which he had
invested nothing, 1s forced to resign.)
Like Boeing, many companies have
larded the Democrats after being helped
by the Admmistration on the export
front. Westinghouse executives have
traveled with Brown to South America,
Russia and China, where the company
racked up $430 million in sales. It also
received Ex-Im backing for a $300 mil-
lion plan to complete and upgrade the

Temelin nuclear power plant in the
Czech Republic. (When that deal was
originally hatched in 1993, Warren Hol-

linshead, Westinghouse’s chief financial
officer, chaired the Ex-Im Bank’s non-
voting private advisory committee.)
Westinghouse has traditionally favored
the G.O.P. for political contributions,
but during the last election cycle the
company gave $149,350 to the Demo-
crats, compared with $78,825 to the Re-
publicans.

Given these kinds of disparities, it’s
no wonder some Republicans are now
talking about shutting ~down Ron
Brown’s export-boosting operation. It
would be surprising if they moved very
far on that front, though, since their
bread is buttered on the same side as
Brown’s. As James Treybig, who nego-
tiated a $100 million joint venture
agreement for Tandem Computers while
in China with the Commerce Secretary,
told the Wall Street Journal, “Whether
you're a Democrat or a Republican, you
really have to respect this guy for what
he’s done for corporate America.”

[This article was reprinted with
permission from jon and Ken

Silverstein. Ken Silverstein is co-editor,
with Alexander Cockburn, of the bi-
monthly, Washington-based newsletter
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Corporate Welfare Costs Taxpayers

m

without comparing aid for dependent
corporations,” said Janice Sheilds, a re-
searcher who prepared the study for Nad-
er.

U.S. tax dollars fo to a variety of
programs that will aid dependent corpo-
rations in fiscal year 1995, ending Sep-
tember 30,1995. For example, Cargill,
Inc., which has a net worth of $3.6 bil-
lion, has received $1.29 billion in Export
Enhancement Program bonuses since the
program’s inception in 1985. The federal
government continues to generate losses
on sales of timber from national forests
to private companies and allows ranchers
to graze cattle on public lands but charg-
es fees that cover only 25% of costs.
U.S. companies with foreign operations
are expected to indefinitely defer eam-
ings from taxation in the United States to
avoid paying $1.1 billion in U.S. taxes in
fiscal year 1995 - effectively receiving
an interest-free loan from the U.S. Treas-

ury.

[Copies of did for Dependent Cor-
porations are available for $10.00 from
the Center for Study of Responsive Law,
P.O. Box 19367, Washington, DC 20036,
Telephone 202-387-8034. Article re-
printed with permission. |
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Part 1: Eel-Russian Flows
by Roger Dixon,
The Upper Eel Coalition

There has been much written about
the recent controversy on the Eel River;
some of it accurate and informative, and
some not. In this series of articles | will
try to give you, kind reader, as many
facts as you can stand. Some writers are
most interested in presenting information
s0 as to d!“mfy an agenda. For example,
the Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s
(PG&E) Potter Valley Project (PVP)
makes money by spinning its hydroelec-
tric turbines. The more Eel River water it
diverts thr its powerhouse, the more
money it makes, Therefore, every state-
ment PG&E makes about flows in the
Eel and the Russian i3 intended to con-
vince the reader that PG&E should be al-
lowed to divert @ maximum amount of
Eel River water. By the same token,
some businesses in Sonoma County, (ag-
ricultural, recreational, real estate), make
hundreds of millions of dollars every
year by using water from the Eel diver-
sion.

The Basics

Skip this part if you already know
about acre-feet, cfs, Mg/d, etc. The most
common units of measure when talking
about rivers and water systems are the
acre-foot (ac-ft) and Cubic Feet Per Sec-
ond (cfs). You would use acre-feet to de-
scribe how much water is in a reservoir
or how much water you diverted in a
year. An acre-foot is the volume of water
1t takes to flood one acre of land one foot
deep. It is equal to 43,000 cubic feet (cf)
or 322,500 gallons. A Cubic Foot Per
Second is how we measure how much
water is flowing past a given point on a
river, stream, or canal. It just so happens
that a flow of one cfs for one day equals
about two ac-ft (actually 1 cfs/day=1.983
ac-ft). This makes calculations relatively
simple. Municipal water systems often
measure their water in gallons rather than
cubic feet. This can confuse things, so
just remember that [one gallon=.13 cf]
and [1,000,000 gal=3 ac-ft].

The System

The PVP is made up of three main
cong{mems. The first, starting from the
headwaters, i3 Scott Dam which creates
Lake Pillsbury. The lake receives about
400,000 ac-ft of run off every year. Scott
Dam can store about 60,000 ac-ft.
Around April first of every year PG&E is
permitted to raise its “Flood Gates”.
These gates, in effect, raise the level of
the lake by ten feet which amounts to an
additional 20,000 ac-ft and brings the to-
tal possible storage in Lake Pillsbury to
about 80,000 ac-ft. (I'll discuss these
gates in more detail later.) Therefore, the
great majority of water entering the lake
every year spills out. Scott Dam has no
fish ladder and thus is an absolute barrier
to salmon and steelhead, thereby elimi-
nating over one hundred miles of habitat,
This problem has never been addressed.
Water is released from the lake through
what is called the “needle valve” which
can release a maximum of about 350 cfs.
The needle valve taps the reservoir near
its bottom and ejects it in a plume to help
oxygenate the water. When the lake is
full, water can also be released by partial-
ly opening the flood gates.

The next co: ent downstream is
Capehorn Dam which creates VanArs-
dale Reservoir. It is not really a reservoir
anymore because it is nearly full of silt
and gravel. It only functions as a check
dam to maintain the needed elevation so
that the “diversion” can operate. In the
summer, PG&E places “flash boards™ on
top of Capehom Dam to raise the level
four feet. This allows the reservoir to act
as a buffer to changes in flows. There is a
fish ladder on Capehorn Dam that works
under some conditions but not others.
This ladder allows most salmon and
steelhead to access the habitat between
the two dams,

The last component is the diversion
This is the tunnel that carries water from
VanArsdale Reservoir through the moun-
tain and delivers it to PG&E’s power
plant in Potter Valley. The tunnel has a
maximum capacity of about 350 cfs and
a head, (drop in elevation), of about 400
feet It diverts, on average, about 160,000

The Potter Valley Project

ac-ft of Eel River water into the Russian
River system every year. The now fa-
mous fish screen is intended to prevent
any more little fish from being killed in
this tunnel or the power plant. Once the
Eel River-water leaves the power plant,
at the “tailrace”, it is legally abandoned.
Neither PG&E nor anyone else has any
consumptive rights to Eel River water.
Now the situation gets a little more com-
plicated. Even though the PVP ends at
the tailrace, many people downstream
use the diverted Eel River water. So we

must understand also the operation of the -

Russian River Basin Project (RRBP).
The RRBP has two main compo-
nents; Coyote Dam/Lake Mendocino and
Warm Springs Dam/Lake Sonoma. Of
the 160,000 ac-ft diverted from the Eel,
20,000 ac-ft gets used by Potter Valley
and the remainder, 140,000 ac-ft enters
Lake Mendocino. In addition, the natural
watershed above Lake Mendocino con-
tributes about 110,000 ac-ft every year.
So the total amount entering Lake Men-
docino every year is about 250,000 ac-ft.
(Actually it is a little more because some
of Potter Valley’s 20,000 ac-ft runs off
and also ends up in Lake Mendocino.
'I'his)level of detail will be ignored for
now

Lake Mendocino can safely

‘store about 88,000 ac-ft, which means

that almost every year most of the water
entering Lake Mendocino spills out dur-
ing the winter high flows. Lake Sonoma
gets its supply from its own watershed
only and receives about 156,000 ac-ft
each year. It can store about 245,000 ac-
ft, which is more than comes in every
year. Therefore, Lake Sonoma rarely
spills exczﬁt during wet winters like
1994-95. All of the above discussions ig-
nore the flood control aspects of the res-
ervoirs which have another set of num-
bers entirely.

Water Use

Many statements have been made by
interested parties who claim to be “de-
pendent” on the continued diversion of
Eel River water, They claim that they
will suffer without it and that there are
no alternative sources of water. Here we
will take a close look at this “depen-
dence”.

Potter Valley uses about 20,000 ac-
ft of Eel River water every year. The
have a shallow fractured aquifer that wiﬁ
not hold water during spells, so
pumping from wells 1s not practical.
Theé'»; have no good sites for reservoirs,
so they can’t store winter run off. V
few people, if anyone, would argue wi
Potter Valley’s claim to be genuinely de-
pendent on diversions of Eel River wa-
ter. Fortunately for them, they were the
only group of water users prudent
enough to sign a contract which obli-
gates PG&E to deliver the water.

The next %roup of water users are
the agricultural and municipal users in
Mendocino County. They use water ei-
ther directly from the lake or they pump
from the river below it. Basically, this 1s
everyone on the Russian River except
Potter Valley. A recent survey by the
Mendocino County Water Agency
showed that they use about 13,000 ac-ft.
A report by Gary Akerstrum of the

“Flood Control District” showed they .

use 17,000 ac-ft. A report by Tom John-
son of the “District” indicated they used
about 23,000 ac-ft. Since they can’t
agree, we will compromise and say that
17,000 ac-ft is all the water that is need-
ed from Lake Mendocino. Since we have
seen that the lake gets 110,000 ac-ft from
its own watershed it is clear that there is
more than enough water within the
county, without the diversion, to meet all
the county’s needs. For now we will not

to answer the question “Does Mendo-
cino County have rights to the water
within its borders?”. That is a very com-
plicated issue. Suffice for now to say that
Mendocino’s rights to Russian River wa-
ter are in many cases superior to Sono-
ma’s rights. Another complication is that
not all the water in Lake Mendocino can
be used for people. A large chunk is used
to maintain minimum flows in the Rus-
sian below Coyote Dam. In a normal wa-
ter-year about 150 cfs is continuously re-
leased into the Russian primarily for the
recreational benefits. This can add up to
as much as 80,000 ac-ft. Once thought to
benefit the fishery, these unnaturally

high flows are now recognized as a detri-
ment because they fprovide excellent hab-
itat for predator fish like Bass and P.
Grandis (commonly called wfish).
In the event of the loss of Eel River water
this minimum of 150 cfs would automati-
calgebe reduced, by regulation, to 25 cfs
or the equivalent of 14,000 ac-ft annual-
ly. This is a savings of 66,000 ac-ft. It is
easy to see that Mendocino County,
viewed unilaterally, has no need what-
soever for Eel River water. It only looks
like they need it because of Sonoma
County’s involvement in this complicat-
ed water sharing arrangement.

The last group of water users are
those in Sonoma County who use the
Russian River, (which.is partly Eel wa-
ter), for agriculture, domestic use, and
recreation. The amount of consumption
is difficult to quantify. Johnson’s report
claims they use about 50,000 ac-ft while
Akerstrum says they use about 80,000
ac-ft. In any event it is a lot more than is
used in Mendocino County and more
than can be supplied by the Lake Mendo-
cino watershed alone. It appears that Son-
oma County needs the continuation of
the Eel River diversion, and that their
claim of dependence is genuine. And it
would be true, were it not for the supply
available in Lake Sonoma,

In 1990 an analysis was prepared, in
part, to determine the impacts on Sonoma
County if the Eel diversion were lost.
The conclusion then was that the impacts
would be minimal, “it is the scenario
which would be the easiest to rectify”,
because of the automatic lowering of
minimum flows in the Russian men-
tioned above. Another analysis was pre-
pared in September of 1994 to look at al-
ternatives for Sonoma County if the
Potter Valley Project were abandoned by
PG&E. One of the options discussed was
to run a pipe from Warm Springs Dam
north to the county line to supply Sono-
ma County users with Sonoma County
water in lieu of Eel River and/or Mendo-
cino County water. While this option
would cost about $40 million, in the long
run it is cheaper than what is now being
discussed between Sonoma County and
PG&E; subsidizing PG&E for $2+ mil-
lion/year for the next 27 years. This pip-
ing of Lake Sonoma option would also
mnsulate Sonoma County from any risks
associated with the future of PVP. It is

STEELHEAD-
RAINBOW TROUT

COASTAL
CUTTHROAT TROUT

Note:

Roger Dixon is an Ohio native. He
grew up in Cleveland and as a young boy
caught fish in the Cuyahoga River. At
about the time he left for college, the
Cuyahoga burst into flames due to its sat-
uration with industrial wastes. Since
then, Dixon has made frequent retumn
trips and has observed the remarkable
progress made in restoring the river. Dix-
on 18 confident that the upper Eel can
also be restored. He has seen a niver die -
and knows it can be brought back to life.

He attended Ohio State University,
graduating with a degree in psychology.
Since 1976 he has lived on the Eel River
near VanArsdale Reservoir (Capehorn
Dam).

Dixon was an employee of the Cali-
fornia Department of Fish & Game for
ten years, working as a Scientific Aide at
the VanArsdale Fisheries Station In this
capacity, he was one of the first to wit-
ness and record the drastic decline of the
upper Eel fishery, He was also a found-
ing member of the “Friends of Trout
Creek”, who sued the Pacific Gas and
Electric Company (PG&E) in 1985 to
stop the logging of the last old growth
stand on the ugj)er Eel. Their efforts led
to a negotiated settlement which pre-
served the Trout Creek forest.

interesting to note that both of these anal-
yses were prepared by Robert Beach,
then head of the Sonoma County Water
Agency.

_ Summary

This discussion is, of course, very
superficial. The Eel-Russian system is
complex and dynamic. One doesn’t just
drain a reservoir dry and then fill it up
again, it is not that simple. Water is con-
stantly entering and leaving the system at
many different rates. It would be negli-

ent to base specific recommendations
or change on this level of analysis. It is
also negligent, or worse, to recommend
changes based on faulty or biased analy-
sis. The Potter Valley Project in its
resent state has significant impacts on
the Eel and the Russian Rivers. The
Project is now about to be subsidized,
sold, or abandoned. Any of these changes
will subsequently alter the impacts on
both rivers. Now is the time for a careful
analysis of how we manage this system
before we make any changes. We should
not be jumping to conclusions or rushing
to judgments. Maintaining the status quo
is just as much a rush to judgment as
abandoning the PVP would be. We are
fortunate that the Eel-Russian system is
not in the dire straits of other rivers like
the Navarro and the Napa. Those rivers
have barely the supply, if that, to meet
present demands. | hope this article
makes clear that the Eel-Russian system
has an abundance of available flows and
storage capacity. There is more than
enough water in the system to meet all
genuine needs. But there will never be
enough water for those who would ex-
ploit these rivers for profit.

P.S. The “flood gates” on top of
Scott Dam is a misnomer. They don’t do
anything to control or lessen the risk of
flood damage. In nineteen years out of
twenty, Lake Pillsbury has an uncon-
trolled spill and the gates do nothing to
stop it. In fact when there is the danger of
spilling over the top of the gates, PG&E
must open them so that they are not dam-
aged by being overtopped. On the other
hand, if Lake Pillsbury were full and the
dam collapsed, there would be a catas-
trophic flood with much loss of property
and possibly life in the area below Van-
Arsdale.

KING SALMON

All four of these fish are juveniles 4-5 in. long

Recently he has been actively re-
cruiting members for a new organization:
the “Upper Eel Coalition” (UEC). The
purpose of UEC is to bring together indi-
viduals and groups commuitted to the res-
toration of the entire ecosystem of the
upper Eel River, from its headwaters to
Dos Rios. The initial efforts of the UEC
will be focused on the Potter Valley Pro-
Ject, owned and operated by PG&E, and
its impacts on the upper Eel River. The
organization is in its formative stages in-
volved with drafting bylaws, clarifii.rg
its tax status, and establishing networks.

Although Dixon has been an em-
ployee of the Department of Fish &
Game, his work with UEC is done inde-
pendently on his own initiative. Dixon or
the Coalition do not necessarily represent
or reflect policies of the Department.

“If you care about the health of the
Eel River, and want to see it restored, the
Upper Eel Caalition is a good way to
start. For now please contact the MEC
(468-1660) to find out more about the
UEC and how you can help,” says Dixon.

To contact the UEC directly: Upper
Eel Coalition, PO BOX 225, Potter Val-
ley, CA 95469, phone (707)743-1294,
msg 463-3090, e-mail roger@pacific.net.
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Forestry Activist Work In Mendo County

by Linda Perkins

Here’s an update on some of what's
going on out there in our woods and wa-
tersheds and some news of the people
who are monitoring it- to the
Mead Foundation whose t, as you
read in the last MEC Newsletter, is fund-
ing workshops and meetings, and other
costs associated with monitoring Timber
Harvest Plans (THPs).

Sensitive Watershed
Workshops

Sensitive Watershed Workshop 1[I
was held in Mendocino in early April
People representing 10 different rivers in
Mendocino County attended. Mike Tyr-
rell, a timber economist, and Allen Coop-
errider, a senior biologist with U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, were our present-

ers,

Mike helped us coordinate and agree
on a format for mapping our watersheds,
including mapping of streams, soils,
THPs, geologic hazards and roads. Be-
cause this was a hands-on ion of the
workshop, people were able to get this
important component of a sensitive wa-
;elrshed nomination under way, then and

ere.

Allen then spoke to us about sources
for wildlife information for our water-
sheds, including the Natural Diversity
Data Base and the Wildlife Habitat Rela-
tionship System. Allen also discussed the

by Susan Raphael

Concerning the four mountain lions
shot this month on Navarro Ridge: The
larger (global) issue is human encroach-
ment on wildlife habitat. In this case,
heavy logging, followed by helicopter re-
moval of trees, occurred this spring on a
three-quarter mile strip partly below the
land where the lambs were killed, which
could account for mountain lions fleeing
to the ridge top.

Killings of both lambs and lions

One neighbor
of mine used to put livestock (when he
had some) in bams at night, and though
rancher neighbors laughed at him, had
more surviving young. Predation by dogs
and foxes did occur on occasion wﬂen he
failed to return home on time, but he did
not go after them, as he believed that pro-
tecting his livestock was his responsibili-
ty. He also mentioned large sheepdogs
used in Ewrope and the U.S. on large
rangelands.

In this recent case, a small pen with
a four-foot high fence failed to protect
lambs, and the people had had prior
warmning back in January when lambs
were killed. If the owners had really
wanted to protect them they could have
built a small but solid structure and/or

further application of our data-gathering
for mapping: not only could it be used
for nomunations, but as a basis for wa-
tershed assessment / monitoring / restora-
tion projects.

If you are interested in participating
in this important work for your -wa-
tershed, give us a call. No experience
necessary. Many different skills needed-
computers, drafting, telephoning, writing
and- my favorite activity- coloring with
colored pencils.

Watershed Meetmg

In May our Mead Grant funded a
Joint watershed and toxics meeting at the
Willits Environmental Center.

Patty Clary from Californians for Al-
ternatives to Toxics (CATS) in Arcata,
was our guest speaker. She spoke on uses
of herbicides in our forests (used by tim-
ber companies for control of hardwoods)
and their deleterious effects, particularly
to fish, but also to other wildlife, and to
non-target plant species.

For those who were at the meeting
for general toxics information, Patty con-
tinued with an update on all pesticide use
in Mendocino County- including those
used in orchards and vineyards, for wood
preservatives, etc. Many tons-literally- of
toxics are used in Mendocino County
every year! Of particular concemn in our
discussions were health effects on work-
ers and neighboring residents.

The watershed people continued
their portion of the meeting with reports

from watershed groups; with more infor-
mation for sensitive watershed mapping,
including how to format our mapping so
that our data can be entered into comput-
ers through use of Gemhic Informa-
tion Systems; and with

information on various topics relatng to
forestry work.

Exemption Plans

One such topic was the number of
acres of exemption plans filed by timber
companies in 1995 in Mendocino
County. These exemption plans allow
harvesting of “dead, diseased and dying”
trees up to 10% of the average volume
per acre and can be filed on unlimited
acres, with no public notice and no re-
view or inspection by agencies. Jackspn
Demonstration State Forest and Gualala
Redwoods have filed property-wide ex-
emptions of 50, 200 acres and 28,279
acres respectively! Louisiana Pacific has
filed on almost 20,000 acres in Mendo
County this year. The impacts from these
operations can be intense-including re-
moval of hardwoods, erosion from re-
opened roads, and removal of large
woody debris from the forest floor. If
{ou see logging trucks on the road with
oads of tanoak topﬁed by a huge chunk
of old growth which has obviously been
in the woods for many, many years, then
you are probably looking at the results of
an “exemption”. Greenwood Watershed
Association currently has a lawsuit in the
courts challenging this loophole in the

Mountain Lions

had an alarm system.

When [ leamed that four mountain
lions had been shot not far away from my
home, I asked the Fish & Game supervis-
or for my part of the coast about what al-
ternatives had been recommended. His
name i3 Lieutenant Frank Russell (468-
5206 in Ukiah). He told me that relocat-
ing the marauder does not work because
no one wants the animal, that doing so is
Just relocating the problem, and that DFG
1s liable if there is a recurrence.

“But do you counsel the people with
livestock to protect livestock better?” |
asked him His answer was that they
could only suggest, but that by law there
was no requirement to take preventative
measures. He stressed private property
rights repeatedly; told me that he would
like to see trophy hunting of mountain li-
ons because there are so many being shot
anyway that “it might as well do some

ood”. I assume that he was thinking of
icense fees from trophy hunters rather
than the fun hunters would have chasing
mountain lions with dogs up trees to
shoot them. He told me that the “popula-
tion losion” of mountain lions was
due to the Jack of hunting.

The prevailing as tion is that
people are not responsible for protecting
themselves or their livestock when they

move into the territory of a predator and
that the predator will be shot for ignoring
Frivate roperty boundaries, eating what
ooks like prey, be it lambs in an open
pen with a little fence around it, or peo-
ple running by in their f'logging outfits.

It is the height of hypocrisy to move
into an area which is wild beautiful
and kill off its wild and beautiful crea-
tures because they are also dangerous. It
is cruel and negl'égent to have vulnerable
animal wards and not protect them from
predators.

Those who see this need to network
now, before it is too late and make both
idegs an available to those in our
community who are fearful of attack on
themselves or their animals, so that the:
don’t just phone up our legally armed of-
ficials to eliminate the problem. I would
like to join with others in this effort.

Pending Senate Bill 28 aims at rein-
troducing sport hunting of mountain li-
ons, using dogs to chase and tree them
and then shooting them at point-blank
range, which Fish and Game does now
legally, based merely on the report of
suspected damage to livestock or fear of
attack on a person. The NRA and the Sa-
fari Club are playing on people’s fear by
seizing on two fatalities Jt)wo in 104
years in California!) although hunting ac-

outs sharing -

Forest Practice Rules. Yes, a lot of log-
ging trucks are being driven through it.

Enchanted Meadow, Albion

The Albion community is still
poised in suspense awaiting the out-
come of the lawsuit filed by Friends of
Enchanted Meadow/Friends of River
Estuaries challenging Louisiana Pacif-
ic’s right to log in our beloved meadow
and surrounding forest without having
to complete an adequate watershed anal-
ysis as required by the Forest Practice
Rules. This lawsuit- and the communi-
ty’s determination not to allow liquida-
tion logging in our watershed- are the
only roadblocks in the Albion River to
LP’s attempts to convert to tree farms
what should be lush and biodiverse red-
wood forests. We are depending on the
ﬁreeater community to stand ready to

lp us protest any such practices in this
unique ecosystem.

We have twice scheduled communi-
ty canoe trips and picnics in Enchanted
Meadow only to have Mother Nature
cancel them with the substitution of
spring rains. O.K. with us, of course.
Stay tuned though for notice of when
you can redeem your rain check. An-
other event will be scheduled.

For further info or ideas about how
you can help please call Betty at the
Mendocino Environmental Center
707-468-1660 or Linda Perkins in Albi-
on @ 707-937-0903.

cidents have been far more common, and
the largest number of attacks on humans
by mountain lions have been in British
Columbia, where trophy hunting is legal.

Senator Mike Thompson (who op-
posed the successful 1991 Mountain
Lion initiative, which intended to ban
trophy hunting of lions forever), has
amended SB 28 to include trophy hunt-
ing in state and national parks by ama-
teur trophy hunters! As if the hunters and
ranchers leaning on him are very worried
about public safety! Please write to Sena-
tor Thompson and Assemblyman Dan
Hauser (State Capitol, Sacramento, CA
95814) opposing SB 28.

Conference on Coast Redwood Forest Ecology and Management

Announcement and First Call
for Papers

June 18-20, 1996
Humboldt State University
Arcatq, California

About the Conference

The coast redwood forest type is
unique to California and extreme south-
west Oregon. Society values a broad
spectrum of resources inherent in the
coast redwood forest, including natural
history, wood products, aesthetics, and
the variety of plants and animals. Howev-
er, the amount of published work on
coast redwood has not matched the inter-
est in its resources.

The Conference on Coast Redwood
Forest Ecology and Management is the
first of its kind for the region. In the ple-
nary sessions, invited speakers will ad-
dress the paleohistory of redwood, dy-

~namic processes that influence redwood
forests, the current status of the redwood
type, wildlife, the human perspective,
and the history of the redwood preserva-
tion movement.

Contributed technical papers and

posters will present the latest research on
watershed processes, forest management,
silvicultural systems, terrestrial and
aquatic organisms associated with the
type, forest products, coast redwood biol-
ogy, park management, and restoration.

Published Proceedings will follow
shortly after the conference.

Who Should Attend?

Anyone interested in the resources
of the coast redwood forest, including re-
source professionals from private indus-
try, state and federal agencies, universi-
ties, landowners, and the public.

Call for Papers

Prospective participants should pro-
vide the program coordinator with tech-
nical paper or poster title and an abstract
of 250 words or less by October 2, 1995.
Submissions will be reviewed and au-
thors will be invited to speak or present a
poster. Submission of technical papers
and posters on the following or other top-
ics specifically related to the Redwood
Region is encouraged:

- Sustainable ecosystems

- Watershed processes (hydrology,

geomorphology)
- Forest management

- Silviculture

- Wildlife - terrestrial

- Wildlife - aquatic

- Stand dynamics and succession
- Fire ecology and management
- Utilization and products

- Genetics

- Physiology

- Insects and disease

- Autecology

- Park ement

- Restoration and rehabilitation
- Forest protection

Schedule of Events

The first two days of the conference
will include plenary sessions, concurrent
technical sessions, and poster sessions.
The third day of the conference will in-
clude concurrent field trips organized for
those who sign up in advance.

Field trips are anticipated to be host-
ed by representatives from local forest
landowners, Redwood National Park, and
Humboldt Redwoods State Park. Option-
al fourth day field trips are available to
those who are interested in traveling to
Jackson Demonstration State Forest in
Mendocino County, or to Cal Poly
School Forest property in Santa Cruz
County.

For More information contact:

Kim Rodrigues UCCE at 707-445-
7351 cdhumboldt@ucdavis.edu
Bill Baxter CDF at 707-964-5674

hal_slack@fire.ca.gov
John LeBlanc UCCE at 510-642-
6678 jleblanc@nature.berkeley.edu
Doug Piito Calpoly at 805-756-
2968 dpiwrto@oboe.calpoly.edu

Please Tell Us The Type of
Participation You Prefer

« Speaker or Poster Presenter -
Speakers or poster presenters should pro-
vide the program coordinator with tech-
nical paper or poster title and an abstract
of 250 words or less by October 2, 1995.

* Attendee- contact us and we will
send you a registration brochure in Janu-
ary 1996.

* Sponsor or committee member - If
you or your organization want to help
shape the conferences’s direction, let us
know!

- Also, be sure we have your name,
address, phone, org:rnimtion, e-mail ad-
dress, and fax number.
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Void the Corporate Contract on America - SIN!

by Betty Ball

The Corporate Agenda in the form
of the “Contract with (on) America” is
rushing headlong through Congress, with
attacks on the poor, people of color,
women, children, workers, and the envi-
ronment. Our liberties are fast eroding,
and injustices are escalating. Scientists
are warning of serious climate changes
and threats of new diseases that could
reach global proportions. Unrest, fear,
discontent and dis-ease are pervasive.

So, what to do? What 1s the antidote
to all of this? Activate and organize!

We’re starting a renewed, all-out ef-
fort to recruit people (YOU!) to get in-
volved - and we’ve given our new effort
aname - Stop Injustice Now! - the acro-
nym for which, of course, is S.LLN.! It is,
after all, all injustice, whether it be the
eroding of the Clean Water Act or the
Endangered Species Act, weakening
worker safety laws, cutting welfare bene-
fits, cutting services for “illegal aliens”,
going after Affirmative Action, etc., ad
infinitum. ;

Anyone can S.IN.!, and there are a
myriad of ways in which to S.I.N.! One
(or more) of them is just for you. Obvi-
ously, we can’t possibly name all of the
ways, but we will mention a few to pique
your interest, and encourage you to call
the MEC, 468-1660, to sign up to S.I.LN.!

* Join the Alliance for Human
Rights. (See article elsewhere in this is-
sue of the MEC Newsletter.) This group
formed to oppose any form of implemen-
tation of Proposition 187, and to advo-
cate for the rights of Latinos in our com-
munity. It 1s expandin% to include
advocacy for the rights of all people of
color, and to oppose and stop the ram-

The OrigEin of the Mendocino
County Ecology Web

by Dale Glaser

In early April | walked into the MEC
and Betty ed me a letter from an en-
vironmental group in Sonoma County.
They were seeking volunteers for a pro-
Ject to network environmental groups and
mformation in Northem California on the
Internet, and wanted someone to create
and maintain a Mendocino County Ecol-
ogy Web as part of a larger site called the
Northern California Ecology Web, Napa
and Sonoma county Ecology Web sites
are already online. Mendocino County
had a screen that said “We're looking
for someone to set this up!”

What a coincidence! It so happened
that I was just beginning to learn how to
explore the Intemnet and how to get infor-
mation onto it. So I took on this project. I
actually got pretty excited about network-
ng our county’s many environmental
groups, information and issues with other
people around the state and the world.
Think of the immediacy of communica-
tion possible between people on the In-
temet. When you put something onto the
net it is accessible across town or any-
where else in the world almost instanta-
neously.

The Mendocino Ecology Web is
now up and running on the Internet in its
beginning stages.

What is the World Wide Web
There are many different ways to
communicate with people and informa-
tion on the Internet but the one that is the
most user-friendly and visually interest-
ing is called the World Wide Web. And
that is where the Ecology Web resides.
The World Wide Web (or the
WWW) is graphical, colorful, and inter-
active. You quite literally jump around
the world accessing information and peo-
ple by simply clicking the mouse on
words, phrases or graphics on the screen
to to associated information. The
ability to make text and graphics hot is
called “hypertext” and represents the fu-
ture of information access. Because of
the use of hypertext, you can think of the
WWW as really a huge collection of
electronic pages of information that ure
cross-linked but located all over the
world. When you click on a hot name,
you can be taken anywhere in the world

pant civil rights abuses by law enforce-
ment officers. The group meets the first
Monday of each month at 6:00 P.M. Call
the MEC for location of the meetings,
and for meeting times of the subcommuit-
tees of the Alliance.

* Join the Round Valley Community
Support Coalition. (See relatéd story in
this Newsletter). This group is working
with, and in support of, the Native people
of the Round Valley Indian Community
whose rights are consistently abused, but
are being even more 80 now, as a result

of the tragic events of mid-April when

Leonard (Acom) Peters was orutally
killed by law enforcement officers in
what clearly appears to be a case of mis-
taken identity. Subsequently, a Sheriff’s
Deputy was shot and killed by an un-
known assailant. Law enforcement be-
lieves Bear Lincoln to be the suspect in
the death of Deputy Bob Davis, and they
have launched an all-out man-hunt for
him. Their man-hunt has included and
continues to include blatant and wanton
abuses of the rights of many, many peo-
ple in the community, including infants
and elders. Fund raising is needed for the
legal efforts which must ensue; a cam-
paign has been launched, and must be
amplified, to demand an independent in-
vestigation into this whole situation;
many, many tasks need to be done. There
will be a community meeting in Covelo
on June 17th, to which supporters and
potential supporters are invited. Call the
MEC for time and location of the meet-
ing, and for carpooling.

* A local chapter of former Governor
Jerry Brown’s group We The People is
forming. The purpose of this group is to
work for political reform and social jus-
tice. Contact Suzanne Rouger at (707)

485-5552, if you are interested in explor-
ing this group. ;

* Help form a Labor Advocacy Coa-
lition. Many of us are interested in estab-
lishing a labor-environmental coalition.
We met initially following the talk by
Tony Mazzocchi of the Oil, Chemical
and Atomic Workers Union at Enviro-
Fest on April 29th, and agreed that such a
coalition is needed We wish to find
ways to advocate for workers rights and
the health of the Earth, because environ-
mental justice and justice for workers is
one and the same thing. Call the MEC at
468-1660 if you wish to help form this
Labor-Environmental Coalition

* Help form a Land-Use/
Development Watchdog Group. Devel-
opment and land-use proposals are sub-
mitted to the city and county planning de-
partments all the time. Ukiah is just
going through a General Plan revision
process. For lack of enough people being
mvolved, many of the progressive chang-
es suggested and fought for by members
of the Growth Management Steeri
Committee are being gutted by the Ukll'{alﬁ
Cik{ Council. The County will soon em-
bark on their General Plan revision pro-
cess. We need a strong, committed group
of people who want to dedicate them-
selves to this effort that will be so critical
to ensuring the environmental health and
sustainability of the County into the fu-
ture.

* Help form an Advocacy Team that
can provide immediate response and ad-
vocacy for people who are encountering
harassment or civil rights abuses, need
assistance dealing with agencies or bu-
reaucracies, need emergency childcare,
need emergency food, need emergency
rides, etc. Call the MEC to assist in form-

in% this team that is urgently needed to
fill the gaps left by agencies.

* Get involved in efforts to enact
National Ocean Sanctuary. Tabling, let-
ter writing campaigns, phone-banking,

. etc., are needed for this effort. Call the

MEC to find out more.

* Sign up for Direct Action. Direct
action will probably be called for this
summer for the forest - in Headwaters, in
Albion and elsewhere. Other needs for
Direct Action arise also, as when we
wanted to blockade Amenca’s Most
Wanted’s ﬁlmin‘i of the so-called ‘re-
enactment” of the. tragedy in Covelo.
Call the MEC and ask to be put on Earth
First’s! Direct Action Alert list.

* Join Citizen’s for a Healthy Ukiah
(CHU) and help put a stop to Masonite’s
toxic emussions. Help is needed with re-
search, mailings, phoning, and organiz-
ing a community education effort. Call
the MEC to be put on CHU’s list.

* Help Staff'the MEC. We need vol-
unteers to help answer phones, do phon-
ing, help with mailings, do photo copy-
ing and information dissemination,
computer entry, newsletter production,
run errands, put up posters, etc. Call the
MEC to jom our Office Staff Volunteers.

This is but a sampling of the ways in
which you can S.I.N.! The important
thing is to start S.I.N.ning now. We
know from both recent and past history
that “The People United, Will Never Be
Defeated”. We stopped off-shore drilling
in 1988. Willits stopped the MRF in
1995. We’ve halted, at least, for now,
LP’s plans for an oriented strand board
plant in Ukiah. Just think what we can do
with even larger and stronger coalitions!

Call the MEC and sign up to
S.I.N.!

The MEC is on the Internet

almost instantly and it doesn’t matter
where you went to or:how you got there.
It’s quite amazing technology.

Hundreds if not thousands of new
people a day are connecting to the Inter-
net because there is now a navigation en-
vironment as easy to use as the WWW.
Who is designing and putting on the In-
ternet the thousands of screens of infor-
mation (called web pages) that everyone
is exploring and jumping around between
all over the world? The answer is educa-
tional institutions, libraries, the govem-
ment, businesses, non-profit groups, citi-
zen groups, and individuals;

What's on the Mendocino
County Ecology Web?

Our county’s Ecology Web will con-
tain the following information about the
county:

* General information about the
county: its natural history, geography,
weather, geology, etc.

* A hypertext “hot” index of county
environmental groups with the ability to
click on any froup name and be taken to
a contact and any additional information
about that groups’ work.

* A hypertexted index of articles
(and the articles) from present and past
MEC newsletters.

* A hypertexted index of articles
(and articles) from any other environ-

mental group and publication around the
county interested in being online.
* A hypertexted index of links to

many other environmentally related sites/
groups on the Intemet, covering every-
thing from altemative energy to sustaina-
ble economics to non-profit organiza-
tions. Many of these sites are simply lists
of other sites. There are also many search
tools for finding specific information

Help make the Ecology Web
a great resource
We need your involvement in the

gathering of information. For example, it
turmned out there was no current database
of information on environmental groups
in the county and a MEC volunteer has
taken on the arduous task of phoning
groups for current data. Besides contact
mformation, the vision is to have groups

esent a history of their successes and
eamning experiences. Help by providing
us with that.

Some reasons whv the

Ecology Web is valuable

Why should the environmental com-
munity here make use of the Ecology
Web? Environmental groups can share
their experience with ers in the
county, and the information can be updat-
ed instantaneonlﬁl?'. The Web can be a
way to archive information that is of long
term value. Environmental groups can
share their accomplishments and goals.
Local publications can have a readership
that extends way beyond the county’s
borders. Other people in the state and the
country can learn what is happening in
Mendocino County. The environmental
links area is a one stop access tool to oth-
er %roups and information around the
world. The possibilities are endless.
Check it out (The Mendocino County
Ecology Web address is: http://
www.pacific.net/~dglaser/ENVIR/
*envir.html).

Mission Statement of the
Northern California Ecology
Web _
The greatest source of  information
on the environment is interested local
people. More than govemment authori-
ties, university professors, or réference li-
brarians, local experts know the ecology

~f thair aran If vAn want infarmatian

about the salmon in a river or the shrubs
in a mountain range, there will be a per-
son or a group who can help you find the
answers to your questions.

The problem is in finding these local
experts. Unlike the govemment, the uni-
versities, or the libraries, there is no plan
of organization for our environmental
knowledge. The mission of the Ecology
Web is to give everyone access to this
vast body of knowledge. Basically, any
group or person who wants to be listed in
the Ecology Web can present a page of
mformation. This information w t_ill beLor-

ized by county or region at first. Lat-
%:nthe in}’onnation will be organized by
subject, as well. :

Another virtue of Ecology Web will
be its access to action. Those same peo-
ple who are most conscious of the envi-
ronment are those most aware of the
damage we have done to the earth. Most
knm?%edgeable environmentalists have
banded together to redress the wrongs
that they see. Grassroots activist organi-
zations have sprung up along every
shore, and in every range and basin. The
Ecology Web will also serve as directory
to this spontaneous legion of activist or-
ganizations.
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An Interview With Jean Harmon

by Doug Strong

“A great place to study government
at work,” is how Jean Harmon describes
the setting for her activities on behalf of
environmental causes during the past ten
years. The description is expressed with
more than a trace of irony as Harmon
considers the adverse influence of vari-
ous economic interests and enterprises
and the interlocking power relationships
one encounters in Mendocino County.
However, after interviewing Harmon and
discussing her views, there i3 no uncer-
tainty that she believes the goals she pur-
sues are worth the frustration and disap-
pointment.

Harmon was bom in Kansas and
raised in Southern California. She gradu-
ated from Long Beach Poly High School
and attended Long Beach City College.
In 1944 she married Paul Harmon who
was then a pilot with the U.S. Army Air
Corps. On completion of his military ser-
vice, Paul and Jean entered the sporting
goods business in Southem California,
eventually owning several stores.

Four children were bom to the Har-
mons; three girls and a boy. In 1978 they
retired and in 1984 settled in Ukiah while
contnuing to own various properties in
Southern California. In February, 1994,
Jjust prior to their fiftieth wedding anni-
versary, Paul Harmon died in Ukiah.
Jean speaks endearingly of their life to-
gether describing the loss of a confidant
and friend whose values and beliefs were
deeply respected. Jean anticipated shar-
mg many additional years with her hus-
band and her grief at his loss is still close
to the surface.

Harmon’s interest in environmental
issues began while she was living in
Southern California. She was involved in
the Ocean Fish Protective Association
and active in insuring public access to the
White’s Point area on the Palos Verdes
peninsula. She worked to make certain
the Los Angeles Harbor breakwater was
not closed to public access.

Since arriving in  Mendocino
County, Harmon's environmental inter-
ests have expanded. She is a director of
Salmon Unlimited, a member of the
Ukiah Valley Streams Coalition, serves
on the Coastal Conservancy’s Russian
River Technical Advisory Committee,
has supported the Mendocino Environ-
mental Center on various issues and ,
since 1985, has served as a director of the
Millview Water District. She was also a
member of the Open Space Committee of
the Ukiah General Plan.

Harmon’s sphere of activity extends
to social and humanitarian concems. Fri-
day moming finds her in the kitchen at
Plowshares Community Dining Room
severing celery stalks and dicing carrots
for the noon meal. ;

Harmon also serves as a volunteer
with Habitat for Humaniz and recently
completed training for the Court Ap-
pointed Special Advocate (CASA) pro-

gram of the Mendocino County Superior
Court. CASA entails the use of private
citizens as advocates for abused and ne-
glected children in Juvenile Court pro-
ceedings.

Harmon’s election to the Millview
Water District Board came about by
chance. Shortly after arriving in"Mendo-
cino County she happened to see a “little
article” in the Ukiah Daily Journal urg-
ing people to run for the board. She had

been interested in fisheries and water re-

lated issues and her home in the Rede-
meyer Road area of Ukiah fronted on
the Russian River.

She ran for the board, was elected,
and is now completing her tenth year.
Harmon describes her service on the
board as highly satisfying and educa-
tional. She cites as accomplishments her
efforts to attain a more equitable rate
structure for the district’s customers and
professional management for the dis-
trict.

Harmon’s career offers convincing
evidence of the hardships and disap-
pointments endemic to the environmen-
tal movement. Population pressures, cor-
porate economic andizement and an
adverse political climate create formida-
ble barriers. One must be prepared for
rejection and defeat - but persevere.

The most signal disappointment for
Harmon was the loss of Vichy Triangle
as public access to the Russian River.
Vichy Triangle is a three acre parcel ad-
{:cent to the river at the Perkins Street

idge. Harmon devoted considerable
time and her personal resources in at-
tempting to secure the Triangle as a
County Park. However, the Board of Su-
pervisors refused to support the project
in spite of the passage of a County-wide
initiative with a 69% majority in favor.

Harmon is committed to direct ac-
tion. She believes private citizens should
assume personal responsibility for ad-
dressing matters affecting the public in-
terest. This was apparent in the Vichy
Triangle issue.

On another occasion she received
information that Masonite was releasing
pollutants from its shury line into the
Russian River - a situation, she was in-
formed, that had been going on for
years. Harmon took pictures, collected
water samples, contacted the Depart-
ment of Health, the Department of Fish
& Game, and the Regional Water Quali-
ty Control Board. Masonite’s response,
according to Harmon, was that the prob-
lem was blown out of proportion. Never-
theless, the company was fined and
forced to modify the system.

Harmon was also active, along with
many others, in addressing water pollu-
tion at the Louisiana Pacific plant in
Ukiah, which, Harmon states, mvolved
contamination of wells adjacent to the
property. This also resulted in corrective
action being required at the plant site.

A theme to which Harmon frequent-
ly refers is that people potentially inter-

ested in improving the environment must
be given opporturuties to accomplish spe-
cific tasks - not merely attend meetings.
Studies, she finds, frequently serve as an
excuse for inaction and are often, “, . .
full of sound and fury, signifying noth-

Harmon’s commitment to personal
responsibility extends to her own domi-
cile. She permits access to the Russian
River throufg,h her property, which in-
cludes 500 feet of river frontage, off Re-
demeyer Road in Ukiah Harmmon re-
quests that visitors call in advance to let
her know of their intent to perform their
rite of passage. To protect herself finan-
cially from Ezsible misadventure by the
public, she obtained a liability insu-
rance policy at her own expense.

Activism occasionally has its sunnier
side. Harmon characterizes the planting
of Steelhead near the headwaters of sev-
eral local streams with Bill Townsend
and Jim Ford of County Fish & Game as
a labor of love.

Harmon considers her support of
Townsend’s restoration work as one of
the most rewarding aspects of her tenure
as a director of Salmon Unlimited. Re-
cently, 3,000 spawning Steelhead were
counted at Lake Mendocino dam, a dra-
matic increase over prior years,

Greed is a creed for which Harmon
reserves her most clearly expressed dis-
dain. The misuse, over-exploitation and
degrading of the community’s natural re-
sources by entrenched commercial inter-
ests, she finds repellent. The domination
of our political and economic institutions
by such interests should serve as a cata-
lyst for citizen action. However, Harmon
concedes the influence and power of
business and impact of economic forces
must temper ones optimism for ultimate
success.

Although one’s convictions may
place one at odds with commercial inter-
ests, including the timber in . Har-
mon does not view the goals and objec-
tives of the business community as
inherently in conflict with those of the
conservation movement. She states em-

hatically that, “environmentalists are

ggers best friends.” Actions to curtail
over-harvesting and depletion of forests
result in improved timber yields in the
long term, and a more stable, prosperous
industry.

The environmental movement
should be inclusive. Harmon is discou-
raged by the internecine conflict between
environmentalists. People should not be
excluded or marginalized because they
do not wear the “badge” of an acceptable
cause or organization.

Social connections are important.
Environmentalists should cultivate inter-
grsonal relationships. They would then

more fully aware of the values and
commitments of others and that, “some-
one besides myself and my cause is also
important.” From such connections mutu-
ally supportive communication networks

develop. In Harmon’s words, “don’t
have a meeting, have a party.”

Harmon gives great credit to the
achievements of individual activists and
interest groups, but feels their work is
often too confined involving only a frac-
tion of those members of the community
at large potentially interested in the pro-
Ject or activity in question.

Avenues should be éxplored for
bringing environmental groups into
closer contact so there can be greater
mutual awareness of their activities and
ﬁrioritias. Members of the general pub-

ic favoring environmental measures
should be communicated more effec-
tively.

Knowledge of the environment and
conservation principles and techniques
should be widely disseminated. Harmon
suggests an “Algonquin Round Table”
format, convened periodically, involv-
ing key resource persons sharing infor-
mation and expertise on environmental
questions. The legacy of George S.
Kaufmann and Dorothy Parker would
then inspire a new generation in a set-
ting unanticipated by its progenitors.

Positions on key boards and com-
mussions that make critical decisions on
environmental issues frequently are un-
filled or occupied by persons opposed to
environmental protection. At the present
time, Harmon is attempting to find ways
for broadening awareness of these posi-
tions by the general public as well as en-
couragmg environmentalists to serve.

Harmon describes the process of
growing older as, in some ways, liberat-
mg. One is freed from the constraints
imposed by earmn% a living and rearing
children. Financial independence ena-
bles people of a certain age to challenge
establishment interests Harmon de-
scribes as, “the good old boy network,”
without fear of economic reprisal and
loss of livelihood.

Seen from her perspective, seniors
have a vital role to play in the environ-
mental debate. Her example serves as a
model for the creative use of one’s later
years.

However, it should be emphasized,
seniority does not immunize one from
generational conflict in the environmen-
tal arena. Harmon has been character-
ized as uninformed on issues by her de-
tractors and being “old” and,
presumably, out of touch. Dealing with
these attitudes while persevering in pur-
suit of her beliefs is a testament to the
strength of Harmon'’s convictions.

With that said, Harmon is neverthe-
less an outspoken advocate for youth
and the next generation of environmen-
talists. Exposed from childhood to the
vibrant, fascinating and exhilarating

ocesses of the natural world, children
eam to respond instinctively to the en-
vironment. Building on the capacities
and propensities of youth is, for Har-
mon, the chief priority.

Expedition to the Channel Islands

by Pelagikos, World Marine
Research Organization

This July, August and September the
Marine Research organization Pelagikos
will be conducting studies of the blue
whales that have begun to congregate
around the Channel Islands off the
Southern California Coast.

__On five separate dates the 84 foot
sailing schooner, Dariabar (a recently
constructed state of the art vessel), will
leave Santa Barbara for 8 days of scien-
tific studies, seminars and on-board lec-
tures. On each occasion there are six
berths available for anyone interested in
being actively involved in cutting edge
research and discussion conceming these
animals.

Sophisticated real-time acoustic
monitoring equipment on board will al-
low the trackirg of the blue whales in a
manner beyond previous capabilities.

Along with our resident scientists
will be two guest staff who will offer a
series of seminars addressing the philo-
sophical and spiritual relevance of
these animals to our scientific under-
standing.

Elisabet Sahtouris, Ph.D., is a geo-
biologist, author, futurist and internation-
al lecturer who did her post-doctoral
work at the American Museum of Natu-
ral History in New York City. She also
tm%ht at MIT and the University of Mas-
sachusetts. Elisabet lived in Greece for
thirteen years while researching material
for her book GAIA: the Human Joumey
Jrom Chaos to Cosmos. In her book she
traces Earth’s evolution as a self-creating
living entity, drawing parallels between
human soci0-economic history and the
evolution of cells and multicellular or-
ganisms. She is a founding member of
the Worldwide Indigenous Science Net-
work, working with indigenous scientists
and active in promoting the integration
of indigenous and Western sciences in
solving our ecological, social and spiritu-
al crisis.

Dr. Sahtouris will be offering her
insights during expeditions from July
8- 15, July 22 - 29, August 19 - 26 and
Sept.2-9.

Thomas Pinkson, Ph.D., is a trans-
personal psychologist in Mill Valley,
California. He is a consultant with the
Center for Attitudinal Healing as well as
a consultant for executives seeking Full

Circle High Performance. He has been
leading Wildemness Quests for Vision, re-
treats, and pilgrimages to places of power
around the world for two decades. He
also completed an eleven year appren-
ticeship with Huichol shamans in Mexi-
co, and is now considered a “Mara
‘akame” - a shaman. Tom has worked
with shamans in the Peruvian Amazon
and the Andes Mountains, in Bali and
with Native American Elders thro ut
the United States. He is founder of Wa-
kan, Inc., a community based on shaman-
istic practices and has authored three
books: A Quest for Vision, Do They Cel-
ebrate Christmas in Heaven?, and Flow-
ers of Wiricuta. Tom’s integration of
shamanic ways and attitudinal healing
enable people to find their heart path and
the power to walk it to completion
through the acts of their daily lives.

Dr. Pinkson will be offering a
unique experience for those who are in-
terested in examining the relationship be-
tween our species and the great whales.
Dr. Pinkson brings a special combination
of scientific and esoteric work to his
presentation. A significant amount of
time during this excursion will take place
on one of the beautiful islands in- this

area.

Dr. Pinkson’s seminars will take
place from Aug. 6th through the 13th.

While these seminars take place
there will be active engagement in the re-
search activities on board, island investi-
gations (archaeological and anthropolog-
ical), scuba diving and interesting
dialogues. Quarters are small but clean,
the food gourmet, the company stimulat-
ing and the experience extraordinary.
Participants’ contribution to the scientif-
ic work will be $2500 per person. This
includes all expenses for 7 nights and 8
days, excluding non-sea travel to and
from Santa Barbara Harbor.

To reserve your berth for this once
in a lifetime experience, call Urmas
Kaldveer at (707) 462-5671 or Glen
Bowden at (510) 836-4806.
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Ocean Sanctuary Action Alert

by Sierra Club Coastal Conservation
Committee, Mendocino-Lake Group

Because of the commitment and de-
termination of activists up and down the
coast, we have a California Ocean Sanc-
tuary, which prohibits offshore oil drill-
ing in state coastal waters out to three
mules.

But now, the current congress plans
to drop the yearly ban on offshore oil
drilling in _gdeml waters, beyond the
three mile limit. Offshore o1l leases are to
be sold at bargain basement prices to
profit the few at the expense of the many.
At risk are California, Oregon, most of
the East Coast, the Florida Keys, and
Alaska’s salmon-rich Bristol Bay. The
Alaskan Wildlife Refuge will be up for
sale, too.

Tired of writing year-after-year?
What we need is permanent ocean pro-
tection with a National Ocean Sanctu-
ary. It would save us billions of tax dol-
lars that now go to subsidize the oil
industry.

It’s time to say STOP! to President
Clinton and Congress. STOP! funding
the Minerals Management Service.
That’s the bureaucracy that gives our
coast away. (A 1985 General Accounting
Office report revealed that, in one short
year, the Minerals Management Service
cost the taxpayers $7 billion.)

We taxpayers actually pay to. give
away our coasts to offshore o1l drilling.
It’s time to say STOP! subsidizing the o1l
industry. Instead, reinstate tax credits and
funding for energy efficiency and conser-
vation, and solar energy research and de-
velopment. (Funding been cut to the

Contact:

President Bill Clinton
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave.
Washington, DC 20500
202456-1111

Fax 202-456-2461

Senator Barbara Boxer
112 Hart Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510
202-224-3553

Senator Diane Feinstein
331 Hart Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510
202-224-3841

Congressman Frank Riggs
1714 Longworth Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515
202-225-3311

Napa 707-254-7308
Eureka 707-441-8701

bone.) It’s a lot cleaner! Demand leader-
ship on this issue from the President and
Congress.

As soon as our Group heard of the
new offshore oil threat, we started put-
ting up tables here in Mendocino and
Fort Bragg, and have collected hundreds
of letters protesting offshore oil drilling
and asking for permanent ocean protec-
tion with a National Ocean Sanctuary.

The tables are so successful that we
mvite you to do a table here on the coast,
or in your own community. We need to
flood Washington with phone calls and
letters immediately!

If you want a kit and instructions for
tabling for the ocean, contact Mary Rose
or Judith at (707) 964-2742, the MCEC
at (707) 937-0709, or the MEC at (707)
468-1660.

Please send letters to President
Clinton, Senators Boxer and Feinstein

and Congressman Riggs right away.
National Ocean Sanctuary, now!
Thanks

1
|
|
{
|
1
i
i
i
i
1
i
{
|
|
|
l
|
|
i
|
{
i
|
i
|
|
i
i
|
i
|
i
i
|
[
i
|
i
{
i
i
|
i
i
t
i
|
A

DON'T GIVE OUR COASTS AWAY!

WRITE OR CALL TODAY!

SAY "NO" TO OFFSHORE OIL DRILLING! ~ SAY "YES" TO OCEAN SANCTUARY!

OIL IS A KILLER

RIG AROUND AMERICA is the government's 5-year offshore oil lease plan to encircle the continent
with a noose of oil platforms. illi u ison laced with
asbestos, formaldehyde, mercury, arsenic and lead are required to drill just one well. Each offshore
platform could have up to 24 wells.

Offshore oil rigs measure up to an acre in size and floating refineries are the length of two-and-a-half
football fields.

The likelihood of a major oil spill in California waters is 99% according to the Department of
Interior. )

Daily exhaust emissions from one exploratory oil rig alone equals that of at least 7,000 cars driving
50 miles, each and every day.

Millions of tons of oil-based materials are either spilled directly onto the ocean by oil rigs and
tankers or arrive as a fine mist from many airborne surfaces. These hydrocarbons, being lighter than
water, float on the ocean's surface. They spread out in such a thin layer that they literally cover the
earth's oceans.

There are quadrillions of tiny life forms on the ocean surface (like floating shrimp and fish eggs) that
absorb these hydrocarbons. In turn, these tiny forms are eaten by plankton, fish, and birds, and thus

the contamination is rapidly spread throughout the food web, ending up in the fish on your dinner
table.

OFFSHORE OIL? WHO NEEDS IT?

The amount of oil to be gained from coastal oil drilling is negligible. By even the most liberal
estimates, all the oil recoverable from U.S. offshore and Alaskan onshore reserves would fuel our
nation's energy needs for only two years. Yet, it means enormous profits for the oil companies at

taxpayers expense.

Offshore-oil lease sales and tax revenues would bring only an estimated $4.4 billion for the Federal
treasury a year. Compare that with the savings of $150 billion a vear through increased energy
efficiency and conservation. To increase the nation's energy efficiency also means tens-of-thousands
of new jobs in solar energy conversion and other soft energy technologies.

It is cheaper to save a barrel of oil that to produce one. Taxpayers subsidize the oil industry to the tune
of $8.5 billion a year. It also cost taxpayers $2 billion to fill up the Strategic Petroleum Reserves. Oil
companies pay as little as $25 dollars to lease an offshore acre to drill. If you factor in the cost of our
military presence in the Middle East, a barrel of oil from the Persian Gulf costs $495 dollars. That' s
over $10 dollars a gallon, but it doesn't show up on the gasoline pump - it shows up on your income tax
form.

Harvard Business School researchers found that even moderate energy-efficient measures could save
the equivalent of 11 million barrels of oil a day. That means that beaches, harbors, bays, estuaries,
and the ocean are saved, too.

illion tons more of carbon dioxi re not pum into the air

Energy efficiency also means that tw
each vear.

Americans spend over $100 billion on gasoline every year. Add another $100 billion for pollution
costs. That doesn't show up at your gasoline pump either.

Sources: U.S. Department of Energy, Department of Interior, Greenpeace, Center for Renewable
Resources, The Bodega Bay Navigator, Sierra Club, Union of Concerned Scientists.
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Way back in the days when the grass was still green
and the pond was still wet

and the clouds were still clean,

and the song of the Osprey rang out in space . , .
one morning, Merlo’s L-P came to this glorious place.
And there were the trees!

The Redwood Trees!

The bright-colored tufts of the Redwood Trees!
Mile after mile in the fresh moming breeze.

And, under the trees there were big cats and deer
frisking about in their cat & deer suits

as they played in the shade and ate Redwood fruits.
From the rippulous river & pond

came the comfort, the comfortable sound

of the Salmon a-spawning

while splashing around.

OI’ Harry Merlo the Baron of L-P

Didn’t see any of that tranquility

All he saw were the Redwood Trees.

But those trees ! Those trees

Those Redwood Trees

All his life he’d been itching

O how he’d been scheming

O how he wanted

to cut down those Redwood Trees!

In no time at all, he set down a great L-P Mill - Plop!
He cut down a million Redwood with one chainsaw chop!
And with great belchy stinks and with great toxic spills
he took that sweet wood; chewed it up in his mill.

The instant he’d finished he heard a ga-Zump !
He looked.

He saw something pop out of the stump

of the tree he'd chopped down:

She was old; she was young;

she lived in the woods; she lived in town;

she had lots of kids; she lived all alone;

she had a clenched fist and her brilliant eyes shone.
“Mister!™ she said with a sawdusty sneeze,

“] am the Lorax. I speak for the trees.

I speak for the trees, for the trees have no tongues.
And I'm telling you, sir, at the top of my lungs -
Sir! You are crazy with greed.

These words you must heed:

Stop cutting these trees!

STOP CUTTING THESE TREES!

I repeat,” cried the Lorax,

“] speak for the trees!™

“I'm busy,” Merlo told her.
“Shut up, if you please.”
Andthen...

The Lorax & L-P

Oh! Baby! Oh!

How Merlo’s L-P did grow!

Now, chopping one tree

at a time was too slow.

So he quickly brought in his great Feller-Buncher

which whacked off four Redwood Trees with one cruncher.

He was making board-chips
four times as fast as before!

But the next week

the Lorax knocked on

Merlo’s L-P Office Door.

She snapped, “I'm the Lorax who speaks for the trees
which you seem to be chopping as fast as you please.
But I'm also in charge of big cats & the deer.

They can’t drink the water

and they can’t breathe the air!

Now if they can’t,

I can’t either!” she said,

“And you can’t think

when sawdust fills up your head!

You're glopping the river where salmon once hummed!
No more can they hum, for their gills are all gummed.
So they’re dying off. O their future is dreary.

They’ll walk on their fins and get woefully weary

in search of some water that isn’t so smeary.”

And then Merlo got mad.
He got terribly mad

He yelled at the Lorax, “Now lissen here, witch!
All you do is yap-yap, and bitch-bitch-bitch-bitch!
Well, I have a duty to stockholders (I want it all)
& I'm telling you:
I intend to go on doing just what I do!
And for your information, yocu Lorax, I'm figgering
on biggering
and BIGGERING
and BIGGERING
and BIGGERING

turning more Redwood Trees into chips ‘n boards
which everyone, everyone, EVERYONE hoards!”

At that very moment, they heard a loud whack!
From outside in the fields came a sickening smack
of an axe on a tree,

Then they heard the tree fall.

The very next-to-last Redwood Tree of them all!
Almost no more trees. No more boards.

No more work to be done.

So, in no time Merlo, his Bobby,
his Company men every one

will wave good-bye. They’ll jump
into Company Cars & drive away
under the smoke-smuggered stars.
And the Workers, the loggers

will be left ‘neath the bad-smelling sky
outside the big empty Mill

selling hamburgers to tourists
cleaning motel rooms & front yards
after Unemployment runs dry.

But NOW, Folks of the Forest

now that YOU're here

the words of the Lorax are perfectly clear.
Unless all the Folk

care a whole awful lot

nothing is going to get better.

It’s not.

THE WORDS OF THE LORAX ARE PERFECTLY
CLEAR!

I AM THE LORAX

I SPEAK FOR THE TREES!
TAKE DIRECT ACTION
AGAINST CORPORATE GREED!

adapted from the Dr. Seuss original
by Mary Norbert Korte

Mendocino Land Trust

 Goals & Purposes

& To promote voluntary
land preservation and
conservation through
non-governmental, private
means.

ﬁ To foster the preservation

and careful stewardship of
productive agricultural and
timber lands, including
restoration of productivity on
depleted lands, consistent with
public policies.

’ To identify and protect

vital sources of water quantity
and quality through
preservation of watersheds,
wetlands and riparian habitat,
including restoration of
damaged areas.

' To identify and preserve
habitat crucial to endangered,
threatened or rare native
species, or species of special
concern, and to identify and
preserve natural lands of
particular ecological
significance.

’?‘ To identify and preserve

scenic views as a basic land
resource.

‘ To identify and preserve
recreation areas and coastal
access in the public interest.

Current MLT
Projects

*' Coastal Access: The

MLT is working with the
Coastal Commission to accept
and manage coastal access
points in the Mendocino area.

#} Conservation Easements:

The MLT is coordinating with
agricultural and timber land
owners in Mendocino County
to establish conservation
easemenls preserving open
space lands.

,ﬁ Public Access Open

Space: The MLT manages
Heider Field in Mendocino in
permanent open space for the
State Parks & Recreation Dept.

To support these and other
projects, join the Mendocino
Land Trust, Inc., P.O. Box
1094, Mendocino, CA 95460,
telephone 707-937-0901.
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Thanks for the Bombs, Boys!

by Jeff DeBonis
Executive Director of PEER

At a recent news conference, one in-
trepid reported asked House Speaker
Newt Gingrich if he felt that the extreme,
anti- govermnbim p;hrgtoric of thebxlme\}' Con-
gress might y responsible for en-
couraging actions like the bombing of the
Oklahoma City Federal Building. Gin-
grich, indignant, replied that it was a
“grotesque and offensive” question. But,
is it so far-fetched?

Since the new Congress took power
in January, there has a constant
drumbeat of dernonizing diatribes against
federal employees and the regulations
they enforce - particularly federal envi-
ronmental rules. Federal agencies and
therr employees are castigated as unneed-
ed, unwanted, and a drain on our society.
Several bills passed by the House of Rep-
resentatives, if enacted, will suspend en-
vironmental laws regulating grazing and
timber cutting on federal lands. The re-
cission bill recently passed by Congress
made it illegal for Interior Department
employees to even look for the Alabama
Sturgeon, an endangered species. Repre-
sentative Sonny Bono (R-CA) says we
should “put all the endangered species in
one locale and blow them up” as a solu-
tion to dealing with the Endangered Spe-
cies Act.

Recently, the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives passed legislation granting ex-
tended powers to federal law enforce-
ment agencies except the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF) -
the federal agency responsible for ad-
dressing violent crimes and for enforcing
the nation’s laws goveming the use of
firearms and explosives. ATF’s storming
of the Branch Davidian compound in
Waco, Texas, two years ago has become
a rallying point for militant, anti-
government activists who see the federal
governmient in general - and the ATF in
particular - as being overly intrusive into
the lives of American citizens, While
ATF’s handling of the Waco incident is
open to criticism, limiting its ongoing
ability to address legitimate threats to
public safety caters to the extreme, anti-
government sentiments of the right-wing
militia fypes associated with the Oklaho-
ma City bombing,

The rhetoric of the right-wing, anti-
regulation extremists in Congress is be-
ing matched in actions and words by the
anti-regulation, anti-govemment wackos
in the “wise-use” and county supremac
movements. One top Forest Service ofﬁ>:
cial recently told me he thought there
was a 50% chance of a Forest Service
employee being murdered this summer in
either idaho or Nevada. Forest Service
and BLM supervisors have wamed field
employees to travel in unmarked vehi-
cles, to travel in pairs, and always be in
radio contact. They advise that if arrested
by local officials enforcing (illegal and
unconstitutional) county supremacy laws,
do not resist: call the U.S. Attomney.

In a less publicized act of terror, a
U.S. Forest Service office in Carson Cg}',
Nevada was recently bombed, allegedly
by “wise use” extremists who resent the

by Paul Hawkin

The history of corporations goes
back at least to the sixteenth century, and
since then their essential nature has not
greatly changed. Before corporations,
debts were transgenerational, passed on
to descendents, some of whom were
placed in debtors’ prisons to repay the
monies. The early state-chartere??:oxpo-
rations of Europe and England were es-
tablished to or exploration of the
New World. Those who sailed forth from
England to trade for spices in the East In-
dies took grave risks in the joumney, and
even graver ones should they lose their
precious cargoes. If they did not sail un-
der the charter of a state corporation,
they and their families could be ruined
for life if bad weather or piracy struck en
route. By establishing the corporate form,
limiting shareholders to liabilities no
greater than their investment, Europeans

strong, pro-environment stand that the
Toiyabe National Forest management
team has taken with grazing permittees
operating on the Toiyabe. A federal Bu-
reau of Land Management (BLM) office
mn Reno, Nevada was bombed last year
under similar circumstances. Thankfully,
no lives were lost in either incident. In
this emerging climate of fear and sense-
less violence, federal employees in feder-
al and state land and resource manage-
ment agencies throughout the west haye
been shot at, sent death threats, harassed,
and intimidated simply because they
work for the government.

Incidents of intimidation and vio-
lence against government employees in-
clude:

* On the Toiyabe National Forest in
Nye County, Nevada, County commis-
sioner Dick Carver, in defiance of feder-
al law enforcement officials, bulldozed
through an archaeological site in a clum-
sy attempt to re-open a forest road.

* On the Malheur National Wildlife
Refuge in Bums, Ore?on, government
employees building a fence on govern-
ment property to prevent cattle from tres-
passing on the refuge were obstructed
from their task by the owner of the cattle
who had repeatedly violated the terms of
his special-use grazing permit whose per-
mit had been revoked. In response, wise-
use activists declared: “We have no way
to fight back other than to make them
(the refuge managers and federal agents)
pariahs in their community.”

* On the Gila National Forest in
New Mexico, two Forest Service em-
ployees have been charged with criminal
trespass under county law because they
collected water samples from a mine on
forest property. The mine operator, an
active player in the County Supremacy
movement, claims that the Forest Service
employees subjected his property to “un-
reasonable search and seizure.”

* In Idaho, the State Director of the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM),
Martha Hahn, issued a terse “County Su-
premacy Movement Safety Guidance”
memorandum. In language that was
more reminiscent of an Army General
than a top land manager, Ms. Hahn rec-
ommended the following “simple pre-
cautions” to her employees:

-Before leaving for the field, noti-
fy your supervisor of your destination,
route, and expected time of return.

-Do not leave the BLM com-
pound without radio communications ca-
pability.

-ldentify alternative routes in and
out of specific sites and be aware of your
surroundings at all times,

-Avoid areas with a known poten-
tial for conflict.

In addition, this spring, two U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service law enforce-
ment agents investigating the death of
one of the gray wolves recently released
mto the mountains of Central Idaho at-
tempted to serve a warrant on a local
rancher as part of their investigation.
Rather than assisting fellow law officers,
the local sheriff came to the aid of the
rancher on whom the warrant was being
served, telling the agents to go back to
Washington, D.C. Lacking a better op-

tion, the agents left without serving the
warrant, leaving the impression that in-
timidation is effective against federal law
enforcement officers. Encouraging and
justifying this intimidation, Representa-
tive Helen Chenoweth (R-ID) (who spon-
sored an “endangered salmon bake”
fundraiser) responded by saying she will
seek federal legislation requiring U.S.
law enforcement agents to seek written
permission from county sheriffs before
taking action within local jurisdictions.

Extremist state legislatures across
the West are passing laws that openly
flaunt federal laws. Montana’s House
passed a provision similar to that which
Chenoweth espouses. Wyoming has
passed legislation putting bounties on
wolves (an endangered species, recently
reintroduced) and creating legal defense
funds to protect those who shoot them.
Arizona, Utah and Idaho have created
“Constitutional Defense Councils” to
challenge unwanted federal laws and
“mandates” and assert control over feder-
al lands. Legislators in Wyoming and
Montana have even urged citizens to buy
firearms to keep federal officials at bay!

National right-wing talk show hosts
have openly advocated violence against
federal officials. G. Gordon Liddy, the
infamous Watergate burglar tumed talk
show host repeatedly advises people to
“shoot ATF (Bureau of Alcohol, Tobac-
co and Firearms) agents in the head,” but
only in “self defense” of course. Rush
Limbaugh, standard bearer for the new
Republican Congress and confidant of
Speaker Gingrich, commented a few
months ago about property rights and
“environmental wackos”. He said the
“second violent American revolution is
Just about - I got my fingers about a quar-
ter of an inch apart - is just about that far
aw;f'. Because these people are sick and
tired of a bunch of bureaucrats in Wash-
ington driving into town and telling them
ghﬁt they can and can’t do with their

nd:,."

Even the President is not insulated
from this rhetoric. Last year Senator
Jesse Helms (R-NC) publicly stated that
if President Clinton visited a military
base in North Carolina, he better have a
body guard. Despite Gingrich’s disclaim-
ers, it is not difficult to understand how
militant wise use and property rights ex-
tremists might find encouragement and
justification for violence in the inflamma-
tory, anti-government rhetoric coming
from supposedly responsible state and
national elected representatives.

What You Can Do

Now is the time, as President Clin-
ton recently said, to stand up to this kind
of “reckless speech” that spreads hate
and leaves the impression that violence is
acceptable. Write your Senators, Repre-
sentatives and President Clinton. Tell
them that encouraging lawlessness and
violence is not acceptable. Express your
outrage at the intimidation of federal offi-
cials and demand that the Justice Depart-
ment take strong and forceful action
against the terror being perpetrated by
“wise use” and county supremacists who
bomb our buildings, flout our laws, de-
grade our public lands, and threaten dedi-

Birth of the Corporation

were able to create a form of commerce
that could absorb the hard knocks of

trading and exploring, encouraging both
risk-taking and speculative investment at
the same time. Those early corporations
negotiated their charters with the state,
which outlined the terms of their rights as
well as the monies that were to be repaid
to the crown. As a social technology, this
was a brilliant invention, releasing the
vigor of enterprise in the world.
The charter of limited liability distin-
ished a corporation from all other
orms of enterprise, because it was (and
is) actually a gift of the state—a grant, a
covenant, a form of permission that citi-
zens, through their government, delegate
to the corporation and its shareholders. In
the early years of the republic, the citi-
zens of the United States were keen to
prevent any institution, foreign or domes-
tic, commercial or religious, from domi-
nating or suppressing their newly won
rights. Early ¢ ation charters were
carefully drafted by states to ensure this

cated public service employees. Ask your
friends, neighbors and colleagues to do
the same and emphasize that politicians
who perpetuate violent rhetoric will be
voted out of office in the next election.

[This article was reprinted with per-
mission from Je[f DeBonis. Mr. DeBonis
is the fourder of the Association of For
est Service Employees for Environmental
Ethics (AFSEEE) and is presently Execu-
tive Director of Public Employees for En-
vironmental ~ Responsibility  (PEER).
PEER headquarters can be contacted at
810 First Street, NE, Suite 680, Washing-
ton, DC 20002 or by telephone at 202-
408-0041.)

And Now A Word From Our
Sponseor. ..

The Mendocino Environmental Cen-
ter (MEC) abhors the use of violence in
any circumstance and is dedicated to pur-
suing non-violent solutions to our envi-
ronmental, civil liberties and social jus-
tice problems,

We deplore the climate of hate mon-
gering and violence that is being fanned
and, at least tacitly sanctioned by, many
right-wing talk show hosts and elected
officials. People must be educated to un-
derstand that the threats to the environ-
ment and the eroding of our rights and
freedoms are coming from the greedy,
out of control multi-national corpora-
tions; not environmentalists or the gov-
emment.

We staunchly defend the rights of
ow public employees to do their job
without fear of intimidation, harrassment
or violence, just as we defend the rights
of environmental (and other) activists to
challenge and attempt to change the stat-
us quo through whatever non-violent
means they choose.

We will join with Public Employees
for Environmental Responsibility
(PEER) in calling on the Justice Depart-
ment to take strong and forceful action
against the terror being perpetrated by
the corporate puppet masters of “wise
use”, property rights, county supremacy
and other right wing groups.

subordination. At the beginning of the
nineteenth century, there were only a few
hundred corporations in the United
States, and many of these were chartered
expressly to build canals, turnpikes, or
other public infrastructure. Even then,
citizens openly and persistently ex-
pressed concem that corporations with
specific rights granted under charters
would nevertheless become so powerful
that they could take over newspapers,
public opinion, elections and the judici-
ary. Workers had similar fears about
their own status within these new corpo-
rations. Thus early state charters were
detailed and restrictive. They specified
limits on profits, the amounts of indebt-
edness allowed, the overall capitaliza-
tion, and how much land a corporation
could own. The power of large share-
holders was limited by scaled voting, so

continued on page 21
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Environmental Realities of a
Corporate Democracy

by Michael Colby

e. It's the constant theme in
today’s electoral politics. But the more
politicians talk about change, the less
things actually seem to change. Why?
Because there is one aspect in electoral
politics that never changes: the role of
corporations.

Democratic and Republican elected
officials are increasingly no more than
mere pupﬁets in what amounts to a legis-
lative folly. Congr%spwf)le, senators,
the president, all are beholden to an ex-
pensive electoral process that is bank-
rolled by money from large corporations.
And when corporations are paying the
giper, you can be sure that their song will

8

ung.

The real challenge in U.S. politics is
for the elected official to act out the cha-
rade of Democracy. Imagine how diffi-
cult it is for a politician to get up in the
moming knowing full well that he or she
must do what the corporate funders want
in order to keep the job, despite the fact
that the mandated corporate position of-
ten conflicts with the will of the people.
No wonder they always look so stressed
out.

We need to be honest: We live in a
corporate democracy where the health
and happiness of the corporations is
placed before the concerns of individuals
and communities. With agreements like
GATT and NAFTA being passed, and
technologies such as food irradiation and
recombinant bovine growth hormone
(rBGH) being supported, this seems rath-
er obvious. Thomas Jefferson may have
had individuals in mind when he wrote
about, “life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness,” but that is certainly not the
case now.

Today our elected officials and regu-
latory agencies bend over backwards to
make sure that corporations get what
theg'\ want while we, the people, are left
with a cancer epidemic approaching the
rate where one in every two citizens will
eventually contract the disease, and a cul-
ture so ruptuwred that community often
means talking to someone on the Inter-
net. We're forced to watch incinerators
placed next door to our neighborhoods
and schools, forced to drink milk contam-
inated with a hormone that only benefits
the profit margin of Mo nsanto, and
made to feel responsible for a national
debt that the tax-free corporations largely
amassed.

As activists seeking change, our first
responsibility is to acknomge and un-
derstand the realities and constraints of
our current corporate democracy. To me,
this means we must realize that, by and
large, the legislative process is comprised
of elected officials who are nothing more
than lifeless, emotionless, and powerless
puppets. Puppets whose strings are being
firmly held by what C. Wright Mills
called the “power elite,” or what in to-
day’s culture could be called the corpo-
rate elite.

This is not to say that we must com-
pletely ignore all forms of legislative

Puppets & Puppeteers:

..Rest assured,
if I'melected, nobody
will tell me what
to do or sa

—-ie amlga WN‘M“{;

struggle - because there are a number of
efforts that require such a focus - but we
must be honest about the limitations of
legislative struggles. Too often, the most
we can achieve from such efforts is a

-continuation of the status quo or the bit-

tersweet satisfaction of simply stopping a
dreadful proposal. We can hold back cuts
to important programs or fight to stop
agreements like GATT and, unfortunate-
ly, rarely win. But opportunities for sig-
nificant change or redirection of national
priorities are simply not possible given
current realities, In other words, signifi-
cant movement from the current status
quo is virtually impossible when utilizing
legislative strategies,

Legislative politics have become the
politics of tinkering, where mere obstuc-
tionism is viewed as a victory no matter
what side of the aisle you are sitting on.
Take, for e le, efforts by both the
Democrats and the Republicans to reform
pesticide laws.

During the last Congress, with
Democrats in control of both the House
and Senate, Rep. Henry Waxman, a
Democrat, introduced a pesticide reform
bill with the blessings of mainstream en-
vironmentalist groups. The bill, in most
people’s opinions (even it’s most ardent
supporters), was flawed and offered a
slow, incremental approach to addressing
a very real and immediate problem of us-
ing cancer-causing chemicals in the food
we eat. The bill would have also adopted
the concegt of “negligible risk,” a scien-
tifically shady policy that allows regula-
tory bodies to weigh economic benefits
against health risks when making deci-
sions about potentially dangerous pro-
cesses. But, given the corporate realities
of legislative institutions, it was “the best

that they could get,” or, it was “better
than nothing.”
Republicans jumped all over the

Waxman bill and easily killed it, thus
claiming victoroufor their pesticide corpo-
rate funders while environmental lobby-
ists scurried with their tails between their
legs. “Better than nothing” once again
turned out to be nothing.

Now, with the tables turned and Re-
publicans in control of both the House
and Senate, the new majority has come
forward with a pesticide reform bill of its
own, introduced by Rep. Thomas Bliley

of Virginia. Of course, this bill is a night-
mare for those of us concemed with hu-
man health and the environment. Like
good soldiers, the Democrats and envi-
ronmental lobbyists are now forced to ex-
pend enormous amounts of energy, time,
and money on efforts to kill it.

Strangely, mainstream pesticide ef-
forts are now centered around efforts to
kill the Bliley Bill. Environmentalists
will win if the bill is stopped. But, we
must ask, win what? Sure, we will have
defeated a draconian piece of legislation,
but, in reality, we remain right where we
started - at a status quo that favors chemi-
cal corporations and agribusiness and
foolishly allows the use of around 60
known carcinogenic chemicals on major
food crops. Again, it’s the politics of tin-
kering.
I believe it’s time to stop tinkering
with legislative gimmicks and start to go
after the folks holding the strings of the
congressional puppets: the corporate pup-
peteers. If we want to move toward sig-
nificant change, it’s time to start hitting
the bulls-eye by going after the folks that
have the power. And why not? We don’t
get any food from our senators;, we get
most of it from food companies. So the
food companies and other corporate lead-
ers must not be allowed to hide behind
the democracy charade, and, instead,
th?r must be pulled out into the spotlight
and forced to take the heat, listen to the
people, or suffer the economic conse-
quences,

Going after the corporate puppeteers
is exactly what the orchestrators of the
puppet show are afraid of since it in-
volves letting the public know about the
whole legislative charade. Billions have
been spent setting up a scenario that
looks a lot like democracy, but is nothing
more than a fantastic illusion whereby
elected officials serve primarily as a dis-
traction, or hurdle, to significant change.

The media focuses on their every
move, despite the fact they rarely move,
the public is trained to plead to them, de-
spite the fact that they rarely listen, and
all the while, the corporations stand
smugly by knowing full well that it is
their money that is running the show.

But even more than simply educat-
ing citizens about the democracy cha-
rade, strategies aimed directly at the cul-

its and short-term benefactors of un-
ealthy food and a toxic environment not
only have more chances of actually win-
ning but also lay the groundwork for
building bigger movements that can lead
to significant, system-wide change.

Besides, how can we settle for tin-
kering with legislative strategies when
85 mullion US citizens now living will
eventually get cancer, most from causes
that are preventable, and when the num-
ber one cause of death in children under
14 is now cancer? How can we shy away
from significant change when communi-
ties are being ripped apart and subdivid-
ed as a result of a corporate culture that
cares more about profits than values, and
when less than five percent of native fo-
rests remain as a result of giant and
shortsighted lumber and paper corpora-
tions? Finally, how can we politely sit by
while, increasingly, those in power are
gleefully succeeding at getting individu-
als and communities fighting with one
another rather than setting our sights col-
lectively on the real culprits with the
power: the corporations.

Working for ultimate change starts
with understanding the climate and cul-
ture that we find ourselves a part of,
playing the hand we are dealt. None of
us asked for, or voted for, near complete
corporate control of our democracy. But
it is the current reality, and now our task
turns to getting out from underneath its
crushing presence.

[ believe there is a way out It in-
volves direct action against the corporate
polluters, not their elected henchman and
women. When a corporation wants to in-
troduce a toxic substance into the mar-
ketplace, let’s make the company pay in
the marketplace for its foolishness.

When corporate executives make de-
cisions that threaten the lives of their
neighbors, let’s tell their neighbors about
it. And when a corporation demands that

\ peogle must die in order to increase its
profi

ts, let’s demand that they identify
those people, get to know those people,
explain to those people, look into the
eyes of those people, and do the killing
directly - not from a cushy office far re-
moved from the pain and suffering
caused by their acts,

Put simply: if you believe, as | do,

that it is the corporation that is truly in
charge, then it 1s the corporation that
must begin to feel the righteous anger of
the citizens who care. Otherwise, we’ll
just keep tinkering, keep missing the
ulls-eye, and k hearix% the false
promises about “change” from politi-
cians who have no power to change any-
thing.

Puppeteers, beware: the people are
coming. And we're coming for real
change.

[This article was reprinted with per-
mission from Wi i
Journal For Public Lands Reform. Vol.
2, No. 4, P.O. Box 86373, Portland, OR
97286, 503-657-1994. Permission to re-
print was also granted by the article’s
author, Michael Colby, who is the direc-
tor of Food & Water at RR1 Bax 114,
Marshfield, VT 05658, 802-426-3700.]

Birth of the Corporation
continued from page 20

that large and small investors had equal
voting rights. - Interlocking - directorates
were not allowed, and in the case of pub-
lic works projects, corporations were al-
lowed to retain their original investments
with predetermined percentages of profit.
When profit projections were reached,
the project was tumed over to the state. [t
was the commonly-held opinion at that
time that corporations were a “creature of
the law and may be molded to any shape
or for any purpose that the Legislature
may deem most conducive for the gener-
al good.” In many states, clauses of in-
corporation gave legislatures the right to
annul or revoke a charter whenever-they
chose to, or after a certain period of time
(often several decades). Some states even
required public votes to continue certain
charters. _

_ Despite these efforts, legislatures in-
evitably began to lose their control over

big business, state by state. Government
corruption became particularly rampant
after the Civil War, and with it came a
loosening of laws regulating interlocking
trusts, factory towns and sequestered pri-
vate fortunes. Child labor flourished,
along with Pinkerton and other private
armues that kept protests in check, work-
ers in line. The Civil War had transferred
great amounts of wealth to corporations,
and with this concentration of power
th?' began to clamor-for “equal rights”
and new simplified chartering laws that
would treat every corporation equally
(This is the means of incorporation we
have today: anyone can do 1t, and for a
nominal fee.)

There quickly followed a wholesale
reinterpretation of the Constitution by
the judiciary, granting new powers and
rights to corporations. The primary thrust
behind these precedents was the “due
process”  clause . of the Fourteenth
Amendment. This amendment protected
the rights of freed slaves, but it was sub-
sequently interpreted to give corpora-

tions the same status before the law as
that of a natural person. On that basis,
Jjudges reversed hundreds if not thou-
sands -of state laws controlling wages,
working conditions, ownership and cor-
porate tenure. '

In the wake of- those decisions,
American business was transformed. Un-
ions could be interpreted as “civil con-
spiracies” and could be enjoined from
striking. With the reduction of state pow-
er, incentives were reversed and states
such as Deleware began attracting busi-
ness by -having the simplest and most lax
incorporation procedures and regulations,
driving other states to compete by lower-
ing their own standards. The marriage of
business and government also under-
mined—turned upside down, in fact—the
Bill of Rights. The First Amendment,
guaranting the right of every citizen to
engage in free speech, was established to
encourage, promote, and preserve demo-
cratic traditions. In the late 1700s there
were very few ways to communicate ex-
cept through speech: flyers, books,

pamphlets, and broadsides from every
conceivable quadrant of the political
spectrum. The Founding Fathers wisely
understood that the suppression of these

- political expressions would inevitably

lead to tyranny of one sort or another,
they did not want any one voice to have
sway or dominance over the public dis-
course. There was little concemn at that
time that among the voices clamoring to
be heard would be that of commerce
and the founders of the American repub-
lic still had no concept of the multina-
tional corporation.

By invoking the First Amendment
privilege to protect “speech,” corpora-
tions achieve precisely what the Bill of
Rights was intended to prevent: domina-
tion of public thought and discourse. Al-
though corporations profess that they are
legitimately expressing their democratic
rights in their attempt to influence the

overnment, their argument presupposes
t all parties, from the single voter to
the multinational company, have an
equal voice in the political debates sur-
rounding important issues.
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~Attacking Corporate Personhood:

The Future of Environmental
Law

by Richard Grossman

With few exceptions, Ezople come
out of law school without having ques-
tioned pro-corporate doctrines on proper-
ty (i.e., future profits are corporate prop-
erty, the fruits of employees’ labor are
corporate property, and the right to man-
age is corporate property). They accept
today’s giant corporations as inevitable.
They don’t seem to wonder how it came
to pass that corporations became legal
persons with free h and other con-
stitutional rights, while workers on com-
pany turf have no Bill of Rights protec-
tions.

They do not encourage the rest of us
to ask why a sovereign people should
permit corporate legal fictions to elect
our representatives, write and pass our
laws, or lie to the public on vital 1ssues.

Environmental and labor lawyers are
trained not to challenge prevailing as-
sumptions about the law, and to accept
current legal doctrines. And then they
train us.

Corporate lawyers, government law-
ers, and environmental lawyers have all
en funneling people’s time, energy and
resources into stacked regulatory and ad-
ministrative law arenas, where even if we
“win,” we don’t win much. This arena
provides few mechanisms to shift rights
and powers from corporations to people,
communities, and nature,

Movement lawyers should take their
cues from the activists on the ground. Lo-
cal organizers should say to the legal pro-
fession: “These investments and opera-
tions are destructive, uneconomical, and

wrong. But they are protected by law
and, therefore, the government. We
will educate and o to stop these
harm-doers. We public interest law-

yers to figure how we can use the law
and the courts to help us, or at least not
block us. Please don’t lecture us about
what we can’t do. Don’t come up with le-
gal strategies which enable corporations
to hide behind the privileges and immu-
nities which corporations have taken
from t},l'e people. And please don’t tie our

Environmental law groups, such as
NRDC, EDF, and SCLDF, were formed
20 to 30 years ago, mostly by young men
just out of law school When these men
were law students, the “Critical Legal
Studies™ movement was not yet a pres-
ence within law schools. The first nation-
al conference on Critical Legal Studies
was held in 1977. So as students, they
were not exposed to even the modest
questioning of curriculum and law pro-
fessor biases, which goes on in many law
schools today.

Some of these environmental law
groups received immediate sxﬁm and
financial backing from powerful philan-
thropies like the Ford and Rockefeller
foundations, and from law firms that rep-
resented large corporations.

Today, these groups define the legal
agenda of environmentalism. They dnive
much of the environmental movement to-
wards permitting and disclosure laws ad-
ministered by federal regulatory and ad-
ministrative agencies.

Each wave of environmental acti-
vists has had to confront these legal
groups eager to transform our struggles
from making investment and production
decision ing a more public process
(in other words, decreasing corporate
power). Instead, they have sought mecha-
nisms to determine acceptable amounts
of corporate poisons and corporate clear-
cuts, and compensation for corporate
harms. They would even have the public
give greater profits to corporate leaders

g{ encourage them to act more responsi-
y.

- We've seen campaign after cam-
paign for citizen authority over corpora-
tions diverted into regulatory agencies
and the courts, where all parties toe the
line of managerial prerogative and other
claimed corporate property rights.

As an anti-nuclear organizer in 1974
seeking to stop the construction of new
nukes and to shut down existing plants
(not make them “safer”), and to revise
the legal relationship between people and
energy corporations, | vividly recall the
hostility I encountered in Washington,
D.C. when | inquired what help some of
these groups would give us. I was aston-
ished at their reaction, and it took some
time before I began to understand it.

In fact, most popular s les - la-
bor, civil rights, environment - have been
taken out of the public’s hands. Trade
unionists allow their rights as organizers
to be defined not by the power they
wield but by the National Labor Rela-
tions Act. Years of protest by civil rights
activists led to federal laws such as the
Voting Rights Act, which are much less

tfhan what people had organized and died
or.

Decades ago, the American people
accepted the alarms of activists and said:
OK, we want clean air, clean water, and
wildlands preserved as national parks,
forests, anff wildemness areas. Our move-
ment’s lawyers and corporate lawyers
wrote the laws.

What did we get? Laws which legal-
ized the poisoning of the air and water,
which legalized clearcutting, which left
unchallenged the privileges and immuni-
ties which corporations had usurped dur-
ing the past century, and which concen-
trated power in the hands of appomted
regulators and administrators 1insulated
from our reach.

Today, our regulatory and adminis-
trative laws are a stacked deck, granting
corporations legal clout while disadvan-
taging people, communities and nature.
The National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) does not mention corporations,
and requires nothing of corporations.
The Taft-Hartley Act was written by cor-
porate lawyers. Yet, our environmental
and labor lawyers let these laws define
our arenas of struggle, our aspirations
and our strategies. And we let the law-
yers shape what and how we think.

So much hope has been invested in
creating, enforcing, and reforming these
diversionary laws. So much time, ener-
gy, and resources.

. Look at the roles of EDF and NRDC
and Conservation Law Foundation in the
area of energy. Under the banners of “de-
mand side management” and energy effi-
ciency, these groups - with ﬁhilanthropic
assistance and cover - have helped utility
corporations get higher rates of retum

decrease the powers of state public
utility commissions to direct utility cor-
gzrate executives to act. They have
m;ﬁed utility executives move decision

ing behind closed doors. All in ex-
change for some voluntary corporate
conservation and efficiency investment.

Utility corporations such as Pacific
Gas and Electric and Southern Califonia
Edison - regulated monopolies which by
law are required to serve the public inter-
est - took their extra profits and set up
subsidiary corporations in Mexico and
elsewhere to build big new fossil burn-
ers. And still, corporate executives flood
state capitals and Washington to turn our
elected officials against citizens’ agen-

- das. They spread their lies, intimidate

people, and frame what little semblance
of public policy debate we have.

Now they are backing off from their
energy efficiency promises because they
smell bigger profits from new energy
wheeling laws they wrote and enacted.

And environmental law organiza-
tions remain these utility corporations’
biggest defenders!

Over the past 25 years, environmen-
tal lawyers have been assuring the Amer-
ican people that with each new law the
air and water and wilderness were being
g;c_)tected, that our children’s health was

ing protected, that we were on our
path to using energy efficiently and
cleanly. Don’t worry, they said. And as a
movement, we have not challenged cor-
porations’ claimed constitutional rights
to make all the important capital and pro-
duction decisions.

We have not made people’s constitu-
tional rights in economic and employ-
ment decision making a movement goal.
We haven’t even placed it on our legal
agenda.

No wonder the public is vulnerable
to corporate agitators and their Wise Use

ggtur&s inciting environmental back-

The agenda at the 1995 Land Air
Water (LAW) Conference in Eugene,
OreFon - organized by the students and

ofessors at this leading environmental
w school - reflected and reinforced this
history and perspective.

There are scores and scores of work-
shops and speeches. But where are the
sessions on creative legal strategies to
stop corporate harms? On the role of law-
yers in social movements? On withdraw-

mg privileges and immunities from cor- —

porations? On empowering people and
communities to design investment, pro-
duction, and labor transitions? '

Who will lead discussions about
property and sovereignty? About the le-
gal doctrines which empower corporate
executives? About corporate history?
About corporate law and what corporate
lawyers do? About judge-made law?

About citizen efforts in previous eras to
define and dismantle corporations, to
confront biased courts and legal doctrines
which were patently anti-people and anti-
life? About revoking corporate charters?
About ending corporate personhood?

speec
l astounding and rather courageous con-
|\cession that our environmental laws have
worked. He said that: “environmental
law is too limited in its ambition . . . has
been an aflerthought to . . . the deeper
bedrock law of the American system - the
property, tort, contract, liability, transac-
tional, and constitutional laws.”

ecommends “we should
reexamine our property rights principles .
~Tocus omfinding-ways-to-integrate fac-
tors into private sector decision making.”
This is good advice, as far as it goes. But
Futrell claims that “the US Constitution
has ensured that major decisions concern-
ing the investment in, and development
of, natural resources are made in the pri-
vate - not the public sector.” Futrell
shouldn’t blame the Constitution for this
situation, but those who dominated its in-
terpretation over the past century: corpo-
rate lawyers, judges (often one and the
mﬁ), and politicians in the corporate

Futrell does not refer to the decades
before the 1870s, when both law and
popular culture reflected that the use of
natural resources - of the American com-
mons - was very much a realm of public
decisions - until railroad, banking, and
land speculator corporations began to
steal the public lands and resources in
vast amounts, and to change the law. He
also does not refer to the era before the

Civil War when the law of the land - as
decided by the Supreme Court - declared
slaves to be property with absolutely no
legal rights.

He does not mention corporations in
his talk, or the efforts corporations have
expended to change legal doctrines and
laws. He does not explain the governing
roles corporations play today as they tax,
direct massive amounts of capital, intimi-
date whole communities, control jobs,
production, trade and technology; poison
and destroy, dominate our elections,
write and pass our laws; educate our
judges in the jurisprudence of corporate

otectionism; shape public policy de-
te.

: bout the influ-
ence which corporate wealth er
exerton law schools, 1aw professors;
students - on our-educational sy
on our cultureas a whole.

Futrell suggests that we need new le-
gal doctrines. For what? His answer: “to
make the market itself work to guard na-
ture.”

Perhaps we can figure out ways to
use price mechanisms to achieve certain
societal goals. But will the market be up
there at Cove/Mallard stopping corporate
bulldozers and chainsaws? Will the mar-
ket save and restore salmon streams?
Will the market change forestry practices
on public lands, which timber corpora-
tions have taken as their private timber
reserves? Will the market protect native
peoples’ sovereignty? Biodiversity?

Will the market get corporations out
of our elections, our legislatures, our
judges’ chambers, our law schools? Will
the market change the behavior of the
senator [Hatfield] Jeffrey St. Clair calls
the Merchant of Menace? Will the mar-
ket enable people to do work which
makes sense and pays a living wage?

Where are people in Futrell’s world
of law? Why can’t we the people create
the legal doctrines we need to fulfill the
promises and ideals of the American
Revolution - so that finally we can gov-
emn ourselves . . . so that we can guard
nature . . . so that we can decide what
work we want and need to do, and that
we can control the conditions of our
work . . . so that we can guard our health
and our communities too?

Why stop so short of saying that we
the sovereign people can design any in-
stitutions of commerce we want to help
us meet our needs .. . that once upon a
time in the United States we did, but to-
day our institutions of commerce design
us?

Why does Futrell censor himself so? \

The classic study of “bedrock™ law,
is by Harvard professor Morton Horwitz. |
It is called, appropriately, The Transf'or-:}'
mation of American Law. That is precise-| |
ly what corporate lawyers: succeeded in

doing by the end of the 19th Century,

"Another scholar, Martin Sklar, called it A /

continued on page 23
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Attacking Corporate Personhood ...uepon pege2

te reorganization of the produc-

“co

ti system.” This is what cor-
poratems have been perfecting
throughout the 20th Century. It is what
we face today.

Environmental lawyers have placed
our movement’s hopes 1n 1 tory and
administrative agencies - federal ap-

peals courts. In those political arenas,
they work hard to limit corporate harms
corporation-by-

one-by-one or
corporation.

But the history of such laws sug-
/gests that_(starting_with the Interstate
Commerce Act of 1887 and the Sherman
Anti-Trust Act in 1890) they were
to divert human beings from organizi
__to get power over corporations.

Just at the time when the Supreme
Court was bestowing upon corporations
legal personhood, corporations = were
working children to death and using con-
victs to break strikes. Carnage prevailed
in the nation’s mines and mills. By the

1890s, railroad corporations were killing
6,000 to 7,000 people per year and injur-
ing over 30,000 people a year - employ-
ees, passengers, and just people who
happened to get in the way.

The owners of western railroad cor-
porations had walked off with 180 mil-
lion acres of public land. Federal judges
were declaring unions to be crimmal
conspiracies, and corporate and govem-
ment troops were bloodying and killing
working Eeople who dared to organize
for therr lives, liberties, and pursuits of
happiness,

The working people and small busi-
ness people who organized Knights of
Labor and the farmers, urban workers
and intellectuals who built the Populist
Movement sought ownership and control
of railroads, banks, grain, and telegraph
corporations because they realized that
federal regulatory laws and agencies
would become barriers between corpora-
tions and people.

They understood they needed “dem-
ocratic money,” and an end to the crop
lien system so they could break the grip
of the cotton merzamg, of tool and seed
suppliers. They sought cooperation,
cooperatives, and sufficiency, instead of
competition, hierarchy and maximum

production of everything.

They struggled but were defeated
by the combined might of the state and
the corporate class. After their defeat,
claims to rights and powers by corporate
executives were legiti.matetf by legal
doctrine, law, courts, historians, and law
schools,

Populists left us important legacies,
but the reality of these legacies has heen
distorted. Regulatory laws were declared
great victories for the people. And for
the past century, citizen struggles for
justice have been channeled into regula-
tory/administrative law realms and to
the marketplace - as if those are the only
arenas where 8 sovereign people is per-

Common Citizens and Corporate

by Gary Ball

From the classics we know that the
ancients pondered the eternal question:
“Quo Vadis?” “Where are 'you going?” It
is 8 question as relevant for our society
today as it was for the ancients. We could
ask: “Are we going further into a world
based on corporate control of everything,
or are we going to so something about
it?” If we choose to do something about
it, then just what is there to do?

One answer is found in a booklet
written by Richard Grossman and Frank
Adams titled Tgking Care of Business:

Citizenship and the Charter of Incorpo-
ration. The preface of the book opens
with these words: “Corporations cause
harm evg day. Why do their harms go
unchecked? How can they dictate what
we produce, how we work, what we eat,
drink and breathe? How did a self-
governing people let this come to pass?

Corporations were not supposed to
reign in the United States.”

Dear Ones,

I know a lot of you are concemed
about my health. And, yes, | know I'm
not as young and prim as I once was. |
suppose you could say I'm getting up
there in years. I've already seen a lot of
you, my children, come and go and yes, |
do show some signs of wear and tear. Be
that as it may, I'm still your mother and |
‘want all of you to pay attention to what
I’'m telling you now.

It’s not been an easy time for any of
us. Ever since | started having children,
there’s been hard times and trouble,
more than enough to go around. But |
want to make one thing perfectly clear.
Everything I've done, I've done for you
and 1f I had the chance, I'd do it all over
again. Now I appreciate some of you be-
ing concemned about me and wanting to
do what you can to help me in my old
age. But, that’s just the point | want to
s%?d.k to here, so you little ones listen
4

The best way you can help take care
of me is to take better care of yourselves!
That’s right. You keep going the way
you're going and doing the s you're
doing and it’s not me who's really going
to pa{athc dearest price. It’s you! What-
ever happens, I'm going to be all right.
I"ve seen lots worse times than these and
I"ll probably see uwg',g t:;o %n youdlittle
ones; you're: very e. ou don’t
take better care of yourselves
you forever, and I don’t want that to hap-

pen
Now, you’re all old enough to know

will lose

The book goes on to discuss how the
early Americans had the utmost distrust
of the concept of corporations. The first
Americans believed, and for good reason,
that corporations needed to be strictly
curtailed and careﬁxlltg re?ulated by the
citizenry, Otherwise, they feared that cor-
porations could amass such economic
and political clout that the people’s sove-
reign right to govemn themselves would
be rivaled, and even usurped.

“The colonists did not make a revo-
lution over a tax on tea. They fought for
many reasons, but chiefly to create a na-
tion where citizens were the government
and ruled corporations.” The lord pro-
prietors of England’s colonial trading
corporations, who claimed their authority
came from God, were a large part of
what the American colonists rebelled
against. “So, even as Americans were
routing the king’s armies, they vowed to
put co’spomtions under democratic com-

The book goes on to briefly describe
how, through the years, Americans forgot
their fear and relaxed their control of cor-

porations. Consequently, it is becoming
increasingly evident today that what the
early Americans feared has materialized.
It has materialized, furthermore, under
the weight of years of case law and
Jjudge-made law that may prove difficult
to overcome.

Nonetheless, it is time for Americans
to once again explore their ability to
bring corporations under democratic
command by focusing, as in days of old,
upon the corporate charter. Individual
states have been empowered to grant
charters of incorporation since the days
of the early Americans. Originally, char-
ters were rarely eg,mnted and when they
were, they carried numerous restrictions
with them. Gone now are the days when
citizens could restrict a corporation with
respect to: how many owners it can have,
how long it can last, how many stock-
holders it can have, how much profit it is
allowed, how much and what kind of
public benefit it must provide, and
whether its directors can also be directors
of other corporations; to list only a few
possibilities,

Listen To Your Mother

what I mean when I say take better care
of yourselves. It means don’t poison the
water you need to drink, don’t pollute
the air you need to breathe, don’t de-
?'adc the land and ocean that gives you
ood. And don’t let your brothers and
sisters do so either.

I know that some of your brothers
and sisters understand what I’'m saying
and [ know they tell you, all the time,
the same thing I'm telling you now. But
a lot of you aren’t listening! You’re too
busy trying to make money, trying to

e ev real nice for your-
sel;&. But you’rc not m:g &fmention
to how you're making things for your
other brothers and sisters. So hg're's
what [ want you to do.

There’s a place called the Mendoci-
no Environmental Center. All my chil-
dren there spend their time trying to get

. you to take better care of yourselves. |

want you to help that place. | want you
to give it some of your money. I want
you to give it some of your time. It’s
our place, you know. You’re responsi-
le for what that place does, and how ef-
fectively it does it. So get busy! If
you're worried about me, then go help
that place! That’s one of the best things
you can do to help me - and yourselves.

. Besides, now is an especially good
time to give some money to the MEC,
For a limited time, anybody who gives
$50 or more will receive the beautiful
video titled Headwaters Forest, by
Green TV Productions, absolutely free!
The Headwaters Forest is one of my
most precious jewels. Most of you have

never been there and most of you never
will be, but with this video you can at
least get a glimpse of what it looks like.

Another way you can help the MEC
is to switch your long distance telephone
service to Working Assets Long Dis-
tance and tell them the MEC referred
you. This will give you long distance tel-
ephone service from the only socially re-
sponsible telephone company in the
world and it will give the MEC $10 off
its telephone bill. Call 1-800-789-9253
to sign up.

As always, whatever you give will
make you a member of the MEC. That
will enable you to receive the quarterly
newsletter and to participate in the demo-
cratically run organization by voting and/

/ author, and

mitted to seek redress of grievances.
We have been pla{'}gigy,_the_nﬂm

ers, as they taught our lawyers, who

~taught us, Qur challenge is to turn the ta-
“bles, to begin piercing the corporate veil--
that has diverted and divided our move-

ment. We need-to-talk about the coritra-
dictions between citizen sovereignty and
the built-in limits of today’s environmen-
tal legal strategies. ‘

[Reprinted with permission of the
Wild Forest Review, April

1995 edition. Richard Grossman, a for-
mer director-of Greenpeace and author

-exploifers and destroy="

Ty

{

t

)

“runs Charter, Inc. at 1.

of Fear at Work
P.O. Bax 806, Cambridge, M4, 508-487-

\ 3151. Wild Forest Review is published
\ 10 times a year. Subscriptions are $25.
gtacl WER at P.O. Box 86373, Port-

land, OR 97286, 503-788-1994.]

Charters

Even so, corporations have not yet
taken away all of our Constitutional sov-
ereignty. “Every state still has legal au-
thonty to grant and to revoke corporate
charters. Corporations, large or small,
still must obey all laws, serve the com-
mon good, and cause no harm.” Cause
no harm?! When was the last time you
heard of a corporate charter being re-
voked? Perhaps it is our sacred duty as
citizens, not only of America but of the
planet, to first learn and then to perfect
the art of revoking corporate charters.

[To obtain a copy of Taking Care of

; send $4.00 payable to Char-
ter, Ink/CSPP, plus a self-addressed,
stamped (64¢ postage) #10 envelope to:
Charter, Ink/CSPP, P.O. Boax 806,
Cambridge, MA 02140. Discounts are
available for orders of five or more
books - write for details. Allow 3-6
weeks for delivery.]

or running in MEC elections. MEC
membership also authorizes you to have
a bank account at the Mendo-Lake
Credit Union.

Most importantly, though, you
should be a MEC member because it’s
the right thing to do. It’s a great way to
help you take care of yourselves. And
it’s a splendid way to help take care of
me, your loving mother.

“In wildness is the preservation of the world...
"

"

lilustration by Jon Luoma
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World Scientists’ Warning To Humanity

from the Union of Concerned
Scientists

Introduction

Human beings and the natural world
are on a collision course. Human activi-
ties inflict harsh and often irreversible
damage on the environment and on criti-
cal resources. If not checked, many of our
current practices put at serious risk the
future that we wish for human society
and the plant and animal kingdoms, and
may so alter the living world that it will
be unable to sustain life in the manner
that we know. Fundamental €s are
urgent if we are to avoid the collision our
present course will bring about.

The Environment
The environment is suffering critical
stress:

The Atmosphere

Stratospheric ozone depletion threat-
ens us with enhanced ultraviolet radiation
at the earth’s surface, which can be dam-
aging or lethal to many life forms. Air
pollution near ground level, and acid pre-
cipitation, are already causing widespread
injury to humans, forests, and crops.

Water Resources

Heedless exploitation of depletable
ground water supplies endangers food
production and other essential human
systems. Heavy demands on the world’s
surface waters have resulted in serious
shortages in some 80 countries, contain-
ing 40 percent of the world’s population.
Pollution of rivers, lakes, and ground wa-
ter further limits the supply.

Oceans

Destructive pressure on the oceans is
severe, particularly in the coastal regions
which produce most of the world’s food
fish. The total marine catch is now at or
above the estimated maximum sustaina-
ble yield. Some fisheries have already
shown signs of collapse. Rivers carrying
heavy burdens of eroded soil into the seas
also industrial, municipal, agricultu-
ral, and livestock waste - some of it toxic.

Soil

Loss of soil productivity, which is
causing extensive abandonment, is a
widespread by-product of cwrm'actic-
es in agriculture and animal andry.
Since 1945, 11 percent of the earth’s veg-
etated surface has been degraded - an
area larger than India and China com-
bined - and per capita food production in
many parts of the world is decreasing.

Forests

Tropical rain forests, as well as tropi-
cal and temperate dry forests, are being
desn'c(a:i'ed rapidly. At present rates, some
critical forest types will be gone in a few
years, and most of the tropical rain forest
will be gone before the end of the next
century. With them will go large numbers
of plant and animal species.

Living Species

The irmreversible loss of species,
which by 2100 may reach one-third of all
species now living, is especially serious.
We are losing the potential they hold for
providing medicinal and other benefits,

and the contribution that genetic diversity
of life forms gives to the robustness of
the world’s biological systems and to the
astonishing beauty of the earth itself.

Much of this damage is irreversible
on a scale of centuries, or permanent.
Other processes appear to pose additional
threats. Increasing levels of gases in the
atmosphere from human activities, in-
cluding carbon dioxide released from fos-
sil fuel buming and from deforestation,
may alter climate on a global scale. Pre-
dictions of global warming are still un-
certain - with projected effects ranging
from tolerable to very severe - but the po-
tential risks are very great.

Our massive tampering with the
world’s interdependent web of life - cou-
pled with the environmental damage in-
flicted by deforestation, species loss, and
climate change - could trigger wide-
spread adverse effects, inclu unpre-
dictable collapses of critical biological
systems whose interactions and dynamics
we only imperfectly understand.

Uncertainty over the extent of these
effects cannot excuse complacency or de-
lay in facing the threats.

Population

The earth is finite. Its ability to ab-
sorb wastes and destructive effluent is fi-
nite. Its ability to provide food and ener-
gy is finite. Its ability to provide for
growing numbers of people is finite. And
we are fast approaching many of the
earth’s limits. Current economic practic-
es which damage the environment, in
both developed and under-developed na-
tions, cannot be continued without the
risk that vital global systems will be dam-
aged beyond repair.

Pressures resulting from unre-
strained population growth put demands
on the natural world that can overwhelm
any efforts to achieve a sustainable fu-
ture. If we are to halt the destruction of
our environment, we must accept limits
to that growth. A World Bank estimate
indicates that world population will not
stabilize at less than 12.4 billion, while
the United Nations concludes that the
eventual total could reach 14 billion, a
near tripling of today’s 5.4 billion. But,
even at this moment, one person in five
lives in absolute poverty without enough
to eat, and one in ten suffers serious mal-
nutrition.

No more than one or a few decades
remain before the chance to avert the
threats we now confront will be lost and
the prospects for humanity immeasurably
diminished.

WARNING

We the undersigned, senior members
of the world’s scientific community,
hereby wam all humanity of what lies
ahead. A great change in our stewardshi
of the earth and the ’feonitisrequirei
if vast human misery is to be avoided and
our global home on this planet is not to
be irretrievably mutilated.

What We Must Do

Five inextricably linked areas must
be addressed simultaneously:

1. We must bring environmentally
damaging activities under control to re-
store and protect the integrity of the
earth’s systems we depend on. We must,
for example, move away from fossil fuels
to more benign, inexhaustible energy
sources to cut greenhouse gas emissions
and the pollution of our air and water.
Priority must be given to the develop-
ment of energy sources matched to Third
World needs - small scale and relatively
easy to implement.

We must halt deforestation, injury to
and loss of agricultural land, and 088
of terrestrial and marine plant and animal
species,

2. We must. manage resources cru-
cial to human welfare more effectively.
We must give high priority to efficient
use of energy, water, and other materials,
including expansion of conservation and
recycling.

3. We must stabilize ulation
This will be possible only if all nations
recognize that it t::ﬂuira mmproved social
and economic conditions, and the adop-
tion of effective, voluntary family plan-
nng.

4. We must reduce and eventually
eliminate poverty.

5. We must ensure sexual equality,
and guarantee women control over their
own reproductive decisions.

The developed nations are the larg-
est polluters in the world today. They
must greatly reduce their overconsump-
tion, if we are to reduce pressures on re-
sources and the global environment. The
developed nations have the obligation to
provide aid and support to developing na-
tions, because only the devel nations
have the financial resources and the tech-
nical skills for these tasks.

Acting on this recognition is not al-
truism, but enlightened self-interest:
whether industrialized or not, we all have
but one lifeboat. No nation can escape

from injury when global biological sys-
tems are damaged. No nation can escape
from cogflicts over increasingly scarce
resources, In addition, environmental and
economic instabilities will cause mass
migrations with incalculable consequenc-
es for developed and undeveloped na-
tions alike.

Developing nations must realize that
environmental damage is one of the grav-
est threats they face, and that attempts to
blunt it will be overwhelmed if their pop-
ulations go unchecked. The greatest peril
is to become trapped in spirals of envi-
ronmental decline, poverty, and unrest,
leadmf to social, economic, and environ-
mental collapse.

Success in this global endeavor will
require a great reduction in violence and
war, Resources now devoted to the prep-
aration and conduct of war - amounting
to over $1 trillion annually - will be bad-
zweded in the new tasks and should be

iverted to the new challenges.

A new ethic is required - a new atti-
tude towards discharging our responsibil-
ity for caring for ourselves for the
earth. We must recognize the earth’s lim-
ited capacity fto prlovid\;, for us, Wel must
recognuze its fragility. We must no longer
allow it to be ravaged. This ethic must
motivate a great movement, convincing
reluctant leaders and reluctant govern-
ments and reluctant peoples themselves
to effect the needed changes.

The scientists issuing this wami
hope that our message will reach and af-
fect people everywhere. We need the
help of many.

We require the help of the world
community of scientists - natural, social,
economic, political;

We require the help of the world’s
business and industrial leaders;

We require the help of the world’s
religious leaders; and

We require the help of the world’s
peoples.

We call on all to join us in this task.

[The Union of Concerned Scientists
issued the Scientists’ Warning To Hu-
manity at 10:00 AM on Wednesday, No-
vember 18, 1992. The Warning is just as
true today as it was then, and it is even
more. urgent now. Dr. Henry Kendall,
Nobel laureate (1990, Physics), said:
“There is an exceptional degree of
agreement within the international scien-
tific community that natural systems can
no_longer absorb the burden of current
human practices. The depth and breadth
of authoritative support for the Warning
should give great pause to those who
question the validity of threats to our en-
vironment.”

Over 1670 scientists, including 104
Nobel laureates - a majority of the living
recipients of the Prize in the sciences -
have signed the Warning so far. These
men and women represent 71 countries,
including all of the 19 largest economic
powers, all of the 12 most populous na-
tions, 12 countries in Africa, 14 in Asia,
19 in Europe, and 12 in Latin America. ]

If the people who profit from biotic impoverishment are given
veto power over the future of life on earth, as can be the case in
consensus processes and in the hidden operations of government, the
public is not well served. Furthermore, we believe that the welfare of
our nonhuman kin, usually ignored by the anthropocentric institutions
of our society, must be considered when making decisions about how
land should be managed. The voiceless must be given a vote.
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