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The Oregon Chapter Sierra Club has announced its 
endorsement of Governor Ted Kulongoski for reelection. 
The governorõs strong stands for roadless area protection 
and to bring cleaner, more fuel-efþcient cars to Oregon 
were among the deciding factors.

òGovernor Kulongoski is standing up to the Bush 
administrationõs attempts to strip away protections for 
roadless areas, its failure to come up with a reasonable 
strategy for salmon protection, and its unwillingness to 
deal with global warming,ó said Jill Workman, Chair of 
the Oregon Chapter Sierra Club. òOregon needs the kind 
of leadership on common-sense environmental protection 
that Governor Kulongoski provides.ó 

Over the last four years, Governor Kulongoski has 
not only stood up to the Bush administration, but also 
to efforts by the automobile industry and Republican 
legislators to prevent Oregon from adopting stronger 
tailpipe emissions standards that would mean cleaner 
air for Oregon, less reliance on domestic and foreign oil, 
and reduced greenhouse gasses that contribute to global 
warming. 

Last summer, the governor used his line item veto to 
remove a measure in an Oregon budget bill that would 
have prevented the state from devoting any resources 
to developing tougher tailpipe emissions standards for 
new automobiles. California has already adopted such 
standards. Washington State was prepared to move 
forward as well, but only if Oregon took action. 

After vetoing the language, Governor Kulongoski 
directed the state Environmental Quality Commission 
to begin adopting rules so that new cars sold in Oregon 
are more fuel efþcient, cleaner burning and less polluting 
by the 2009 model year. This action helped create a West 
Coast bloc of states with cleaner car emissions standards, 
which will force the automobile industry to make more 
options available for consumers who care about the 
environment. 

Governor Kulongoski is also standing strong for the 
nearly two million acres of Oregonõs roadless forests, both 
by suing the Bush administration to overturn its repeal 
of the popular 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 
and by beginning preparation of a petition to protect all 
of Oregonõs roadless areas. Most recently the governor 
has gotten directly involved in the effort to stop two 
roadless area timber sales, Mikeõs Gulch and Blackberry, 
in Oregonõs North and South Kalmiopsis roadless areas, 
ultimately taking steps to block the Forest Service in court 
over its misguided roadless area logging plans.

Meanwhile, Kulongoskiõs number one challenger, 
Republican Ron Saxton, has relied heavily on campaign 
contributions from the timber industry and development 
interests. Many of Saxtonõs biggest þnancial backers 
support weakening or eliminating environmental 
safeguards that protect clean drinking water, salmon 
and trout, and Oregonõs ancient forests and wildlands. 
According to campaign þnance þlings from the primary 
election, one in þve dollars raised by Saxton were from 
timber companies and their CEOs. 

òProtecting the environment is a value shared by 
the vast majority of Oregonians. Oregon needs leaders 
who share these values and will not take Oregon 
backwards or abandon our leadership when it comes to 
the environment,ó said Ivan Maluski, Oregon Chapter 
Conservation Coordinator.

With roughly 24,000 members in Oregon, the Sierra 
Club is a potent addition to the Kulongoski reelection 
campaign. Consider getting involved in local campaign 
activities, making a donation to the Kulongoski reelection 
effort, or giving to the Oregon Sierra Clubõs Political Ac-
tion Committee. Please call the Chapter ofþce at 503-238-
0442, x304 or email ivan.maluski@sierraclub.org to þnd 
out how you can help.

Find out more about Governor Kulongoskiõs environmen-
tal platform at www.tedforgov.com/issues/environment.

BY IVAN MALUSKI, CONSERVATION COORDINATOR

The Sierra Club, in coalition with the Norwest Environ-
mental Defense Center and the Oregon Center for Environ-
mental Health, represented by the Paciþc Environmental 
Advocacy Center, won a major victory against Owens 
Corning. A year and a half of hard work by our public 
interest attorneys produced a victory with national and 
global implications in the battle over climate change and 
atmospheric ozone depletion. 

Longtime Sierra Club volunteers Bob Palzer and Brent 
Foster and the Oregon Chapter Executive Committee all 
played big roles in stopping the construction of the pro-
posed Owens Corning insulation plant in Gresham after 
the facility had largely been constructed. They worked 
against uphill legal odds and the tin ear of an unhelp-
ful Oregon Department of Environmental Quality, who 
refused to deny Owens Corning a permit to emit ògreen-
house ò gases. Countering the resources of a large multi-
national corporation, an agreement was þnally reached. 
Additionally, important legal precedent was established 
for citizen groups and the public who are harmed by 
climate change and ozone depletion. 

Owens Corning was prevented from ever operating their 
insulation facility as planned, resulting in the prevention of 
ògreenhouseó gas emissions the equivalent of over 150,000 
cars on Oregon roads over the past year and a half. 

The Oregon Chapter contacted Sierra Club members 
who live nearby the proposed facility through mailings 
and phone banks, turning out citizens to public hearings 
convened by DEQ, as well as generating public comments. 
This provided an important grassroots advocacy compo-
nent to this groundbreaking legal action.

In the settlement reached with Owens Corning and 
agreed to by the court:
a. The company has agreed to never manufacture in 
Oregon using HCFC-142(b) or any other ozone-depleting 
blowing agent;

b. They have also agreed to contribute $350,000 to the fol-
lowing entities: 
1) $125,000 to Portland Public Schools for construction of 
a high-performance energy saving classroom at DaVinci 
Middle School (its pretty cool, check out the prototype at 
www.betterbricks.com by clicking on òEnergy Effective 
Design,ó then clicking on òDaylighting,ó and òHigh Per-
formance Classroom Prototypeó); 
2) $125,000 to the Bonneville Environmental Foundation 
for solar demonstration projects at schools throughout the 
Portland metropolitan area; and 
3) $50,000 to Oregon Energy Options, a new organization 
working to promote energy conservation, clean air and re-
newable energy development in the lower Columbia Basin.
c. Owens Corning also had to reimburse the non-proþt 
Paciþc Environmental Advocacy Center and the plaintiff 
groups for a portion of the legal costs associated with win-
ning the case and reaching a settlement.

In addition to the beneþts to Portland schools, the earthõs 
climate and Oregonõs air, the legal ruling associated with 
this settlement helps protect the publicõs right to do some-
thing to stop major sources of global warming and ozone-
depleting pollution.



BY JERRY SUTHERLAND, EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

The Oregon Chapter hosted the Sierra Clubõs national Conservation Governance Com-
mittee (CGC) for a meeting in Portland the weekend of June 9-11. Many Oregon leaders 
and staff participated in planned events.    

Several leaders offered rides for a tour of the Columbia River Gorge and Mount Hood 
on Friday. Jeff Fryer and Scott Chapman informed the CGC on issues regarding the dams, 
salmon and gorge management. Paul Shively brought Hillary Barbour from Congressman 
Blumenauerõs ofþce to the Bonneville Fish Hatchery to discuss the current proposal for 
additional wilderness on Mount 
Hood. Ivan Maluski informed 
the CGC about land exchanges 
involved in the legislation and 
led a hike near Cooper Spur.    

I serve on the CGC, which 
oversees all Sierra Club con-
servation work on behalf of 
the Board of Directors. In that 
capacity, I led overall planning 
of the meeting and events. 
Chapter Chair Jill Workman 
helped in the planning and, as 
chair of Americaõs Wild Legacy 
Conservation Initiative Com-
mittee, reported to the CGC on 
its work.    

Mike McCloskey, past execu-
tive director of the Sierra Club and current Portland resident, gave the CGC the beneþt 
of his experience gaining political power in unfriendly administrations and signed books 
at the meeting. Erica Maharg, Michael OõLeary, and Gerik Kransky presented Portlandõs 
Building Environmental Community program to the CGC. Ramona Rex gave a slide-
show presentation during Sunday lunch on her travels to poor areas of the world in her 
role as a member of the national Global Population Committee.    

The CGC complimented the Oregon Chapter for making their time here informative 
as well as enjoyable and thanked the many leaders who are active on both the local and 
national level.  
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Chapter Calendar
The next Executive Committee meet-
ings are an August 24 conference 
call at 6 pm, an October 28 in-person 
meeting in Ashland, and a December 
7 conference call.

Conifer Deadlines
Submit letters, articles and ads for the 
Fall election issue by September 5. 
The deadline for the Winter issue is 
December 5.

Chapter Thanks
See page 3.
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Individual views expressed herein do 
not necessarily reflect the policies of the 
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Ivan Maluski leads members of the Conservation Governance 
Committee on a hike through the proposed Cooper Spur 

wilderness additions on the north side of Mt. Hood.

The Oregon Chapterõs Nominating Committee is accepting nominations 
for candidates to run in this Fallõs Executive Committee (ExCom) election. 

Serving on the ExCom is a privilege and a serious commitment. The Ex-
Com is called upon to make decisions on budget, reconcile national and 
state policies and positions on conservation issues, fundraise, and man-
age paid staff. Most importantly, the ExCom sets conservation priorities 
and makes decisions on environmental issues, political candidates, and 
state legislation. ExCom members also recruit and advise volunteers and 
serve in various capacities within the organization. Candidates should be 
prepared to devote a substantial amount of time to the Chapter. 

Those wishing to be considered for nomination must submit a letter 
of interest and resume to the Nominating Committee in time for it to be 
received by August 1. Potential candidates will be interviewed by phone 
or in person by the Nominating Committee. Submissions should be sent 
to oregon.chapter@sierraclub.org or the Chapter ofþce. Only Oregon 
Chapter members in good standing as of June 25, 2006, are eligible. All 
applicants will be notiþed of their status by August 15.

Eligible members also have the option to run as a petition candidate. 
Petition candidates are required to gather supporting signatures from 50 
current members of the Oregon Chapter. Signatures must be delivered 
to the Nominating Committee no later than August 31. All candidates, 
both nominees and petitioners, will be required to turn in their candidate 
statements and a photo to the Nominating Committee for publication in 
the Conifer by September 5. Late submissions will not be accepted with-
out prior approval. Statements may not be longer than 300 words, and 
should include phone number, mailing and/or e-mailing address. Candi-
date statements and ballots will appear in the Fall Conifer. 

Ballots must arrive in the Chapter ofþce no later than 5 p.m. on December 
1. The Election Committee will count the ballots and report the results in the 
Winter 2007 Conifer. The Nominating Committee consists of Jill Workman, 
John Berry and Ralph Bloemers. Their contact information is above.  

photo by Rene Voss



Sandy Tepfer
1918 - 2006

BY RONALD EBER, CHAPTER HISTORIAN

This past April, the Sierra Club family and especially those in Oregon and the 
Northwest lost a friend and champion: Sandy Tepfer.

Sandyõs service to the Sierra Club, conservation and the wilds he passionately 
loved were longstanding. Sandy epitomized John Muirõs desire to òdo something 
for wildness and make the mountains glad.ó

Sandy was an avid skier with a great love of the outdoors, its natural history and 
great beauty when he joined the Sierra Club in 1946. In 1955, he came to Eugene 
to join the faculty of the University of Oregon and the then small number of Club 
members (133) in Oregon and Washington.

He quickly became an active member of the new Paciþc Northwest Chapter that 
covered Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Montana, Alaska, and British Columbia and 
Alberta in Canada. He served continually on the PNW Chapter executive commit-
tee from the late 1950s until the establishment of the Oregon Chapter in 1978.

Sandy was a leader on controversial conservation issues as well as being the 
Clubõs organizational man. He did all the basic jobs needed to keep the Club 
operating as an effective voice for conservation: he was secretary, treasurer, kept 
membership records, developed budgets and edited newsletters.

In 1978, he received the William Colby award to recognize his service through 
leadership, dedication and organizational work for the Club.

Sandy served on the Sierra Clubõs National Board of Directors for two terms: 
from 1979 to 1992. He was the national sec-
retary and also worked on many committees 
especially the International Committee that 
guided the Clubõs activities on global environ-
mental issues.

In 1993, his continuing and active work on 
Club activities as a former director was recog-
nized when he received the Walter Starr award. 
He also was appointed one of the Clubõs hon-
orary national vice presidents.

In 1998, on the 20th anniversary of the 
Oregon Chapter, Sandy felt the Clubõs most 
important accomplishment in Oregon was 
òthe campaign we won hands down and beat 
the Forest Service for the þrst time, the victory 
that added the French Pete region to the Three 
Sisters Wilderness Area.ó

After the French Pete Valley was removed 
from the Three Sisters Primitive Area in 1957 
and before the designation of the wilderness 
area in 1964, the Forest Service planned to log it. So in 1967, Sandy was a key 
leader in Eugene along with Dick and Win Noyes and Holly and Doreen Jones 
who agreed to not give up the þght for the valley. Thus began the long campaign 
to òSave French Pete.ó The battle was waged and 10 years later in 1978 the 19,000-
acre French Pete Valley became part of a 45,000-acre addition to the Three Sisters 
Wilderness Area.

During Sandyõs þnal years, he worked with others to establish the arboretum 
in Bufford Park at Mount Pisgah. Until recently, he continued to enjoy hiking and 
botanizing there.

The Sierra Club family is sorry to lose such a dedicated and effective leader as 
Sandy Tepfer. All who knew Sandy, his wife Bert and the entire family are very 
grateful, because they gave so much and so freely.

Maxine (Mugg) McCloskey
BY DAVE BYBEE, COLUMBIA GROUP

We have lost an environmental 
champion of international stature, par-
ticularly within the realm of marine 
conservation focused on whales. Born 
in Portland in 1927, M.A. Reed College 
1963, staff of Oregon Senator Neuber-
ger, teacher of political science and 
history at Merritt College in Oakland, 
CA, she was strategist, conþdant and 
wife throughout Mike McCloskeyõs 
40-year career with the Sierra Club, in-
cluding 17 years as Executive Director 
then Chairman.

Described by family as a òguerilla 
gardener,ó Maxine died April 14 from 
complications arising from a brain tumor. A memorial magnolia will be planted 
in her name at Portlandõs Walk of the Heroines (Box 751 Portland, OR 97207; 
www.woh.pdx.edu). Mike has recently been appointed to Portlandõs Urban For-
estry Commission and remains a director of the Sierra Club Foundation, of which 
the Oral History Program was one of Maxineõs favorites.

To the Conifer:
Why are we still driving to work in the 21st century?
There is absolutely no reason for millions of people to drive to work every day. The 

time has come to change the nature and culture of the American workplace. The envi-
ronment and national security are at stake. 

With gasoline selling for over $3 per gallon and global warming occurring due to 
air pollution, itõs time to stop the madness. Employees and environmental groups 
have to demand a change in thinking concerning employee service location.

Business, industry and all forms of government have to leave the 19th century 
workplace and join the 21st century workplace. Every employee who is not essen-
tial to ofþce operations or customer service should be working at home. We have the 
technology, computers, printers, telecommunications and fax machines to make this 
happen tomorrow.

If just 25% of todayõs employees were to stay home and not drive to work, The 
impact would be enormous. The oil shortage would disappear, gasoline prices would 
drop, air would be cleaner, trafþc accidents reduced and road maintenance cost would 
be substantially less. Billions would be saved.

The beneþts to the employee would be no travel time and less vehicle costs. The ben-
eþts to the employer would be less building and operation costs. Employee morale and 
productivity would increase dramatically. The beneþts for the American people would 
be cleaner air and more economic security.

All of this can be accomplished if business, industry and all forms of government 
showed some ingenuity and faith in their employees. Federal and state governments 
could provide tax incentives for employers who offer in-home ofþces for their employ-
ees. Itõs the 21st century. Win, win, win.

ñRobert R. Jacobs
Glendale, Arizona

BY JEFF FRYER, SALMON ISSUE COORDINATOR

As those who have followed the decline in Columbia Basin salmon know, dams 
can have a devastating impact on our aquatic ecosystem. Dams can block þsh 
passage, divert water from rivers, and alter ÿows and temperatures in ways that 
adversely affect downstream aquatic ecosystems. Fortunately, the heyday of dam 
building in this country has come and gone, but during that period thousands of 
dams were built with little consideration to the environment. However, any non-
federally owned dam that produces power must have a license from the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). These dams typically are given 30- to 
50-year licenses that then must be renewed. At that time, FERC can order changes 
to dam operations to reduce environmental impacts, or even order the removal of 
a dam such as happened to the Edwards Dam on the Kennebec River in Maine. 
The re-licensing process is an opportunity for environmentalists to push for these 
changes. 

Hundreds of dams will be re-licensed in the next 20 years. Many environmental 
organizations, including the Sierra Club, have joined the Hydropower Reform 
Coalition (HRC) whose goal is to reform national hydropower policies and achieve 
improvements to rivers altered by hydropower dams. HRC tracks upcoming 
hydropower renewals for opportunities to push for changes. However, HRC also 
needs local activists to testify, comment, and track local developments during the 
re-licensing process. 

There are currently several dams in the Northwest where the HRC is looking for 
local activists. Those in Oregon include Carmen-Smith, a three dam project on the 
McKenzie River, owned by Eugene Water & Electric Board. Another project HRC is 
tracking is in Baker County where hydroelec-
tric facilities are proposed for Mason Dam on 
the Powder River. 

In Washington State, owners of dams on 
the Similkameen and Pend Oreille rivers have 
started the process of applying for federal 
operating licenses. A key issue for Enloe Dam 
on the Similkameen River (a tributary of the 
Okanogan River in north central Washington 
State) will be passage for salmon to reach 
extensive spawning habitat above Enloe. Any 
member of the public may participate in the 
development of the new license proposal and 
the þnal decision on how to operate the dam. 

For more information, check out the 
HRC website at www.hydroreform.org, the 
Oregon Chapterõs salmon website, http:
//oregon.sierraclub.org/conserv/salmon, or 
contact me at jeff.fryer@oregon.sierraclub.org 
or Rebecca Sherman of the HRCõs Oregon of-
þce, northwest@hydroreform.org. 

Volunteers gathered at the ofþce during the week of May 22-26 to par-
ticipate in a marathon of data-entry and contributed 119 volunteer hours 
towards getting the database updated. The following volunteers entered 
activist information regarding toxic mixing zones, forest legislation, salmon 
protection and Earth Day activities:

Borden Beck, Dave Bybee, Josh Chiles, Mary Clisby, Roger Cole, Heidi Dah-
lin, Terril Doherty, Marc Epstein, Nancy Gray, Judy Heumann, Wes Kempfer, 
Peter Klauer, Ann Kloka, Beth Schwartz, Jenny Seilo, Walt Socha, Marleen 
Tracy, Ron Tracy, and Jill Workman.

Thank you!
Also, a big thank you to Jeffree White for his help in organizing the festivi-

ties and for providing orientation and training during the week.
Keeping our database updated is an ongoing process, and we always need 

help. Please contact the ofþce if you are able to stop in and enter data.

Enloe Falls and Dam, Similkameen 
River, Washington

Sandy Tepfer

Mike and Maxine in Nepal

photo by Jeff Fryer



BY ASANTE RIVERWIND, EASTSIDE FOREST ORGANIZER

Last issue of the Conifer featured an article entitled: òBark Beetles, Climate 
Change, and the Cougar Salvage Sale,ó addressing these ecological concerns. This 
issue we can report a small victory helping to return local balance to the ever-ÿuc-
tuating cycles of insects, forests, woodpeckers, and other insectivores. The Oregon 
Chapter appealed the Ochoco National Forestõs òCougar Salvageó timber sale 
aimed at logging hundreds of large diameter beetle-killed ponderosa pine trees. 
Through the National Environmental Policy Act appeal resolution process, we 
met with the Lookout Mountain District Ranger and Forest Service sale planners, 
successfully negotiating signiþcant changes in the size and scope of this timber 
sale. As the agency was unwilling to drop the entire sale or remark sale units to 
protect wildlife needs, we settled for a òSolomon solutionó ñ cutting the sale 
approximately in half based upon priority wildlife habitat. The agency agreed to 
drop all sale units within interior forest areas, adjacent to the Mill Creek Wilder-
ness and Nature Creek Research Natural Area and those within the Bandit Springs 
recreational area. In exchange, we agreed to drop the appeal, leaving units located 
along Highway 26 and major Forest Service roads in the sale. 

This agreement protects numerous ancient snags located in prime historic wood-
pecker habitat. Woodpeckers such as the rare white-headed woodpecker were once 
found in signiþcant numbers throughout the ponderosa pine forests of this area. 
Decades of logging cut almost all of the areaõs large snags, extirpating white-head-
ed woodpeckers and diminishing the populations of many other snag-nesting spe-
cies. Absent insectivores, bark beetle populations have been on the rise, resulting 

in spreading tree mortality. Retaining these snags as habitat will help insectivores, 
including white-headed and other woodpeckers, return to this area in sufþcient 
numbers to begin to restore natureõs intended balance. New snags can take three 
or more years to decay to where their wood is soft enough to be utilized as nesting 
habitat. Already these new snags are dotted throughout with the marks of wood-
peckers, attesting that they are being well utilized by woodpeckers pecking for 
beetles beneath the bark.  

Still, the saga of protecting this areaõs forests is not over, as the agency has 
proposed an extensive 10 million board foot timber sale across thousands of acres 
here. The new sale, òSpears,ó resurrects the former Bandit sale that has been 
stopped more than twice already, most recently in federal court slightly over one 
year ago. Added to this is the recent discovery of this areaõs beautiful upland 
riparian meadows by mud bogging off-road vehicle (ORV) riders, whoõre spread-
ing their ORV abuse across the Ochocoõs forests. Club volunteers are continuing to 
work with the agency to reign in both the proposed Spears saleõs excessive log-
ging, and to prevent more abuses from ORV riders. 

Meanwhile, ongoing research and activist efforts continue to assess and guide 
actions concerning the short and long-term impacts and causes of climate change, 
which may also be playing a role in the increase of beetle populations and tree 
mortality, as winterõs sub-zero temperatures are not as frequent nor as long as 
they used to be. Hopefully we will again prevail on the larger ecological issues of 
Spears, succeed at curbing ORV damage, and together effectively address the glob-
ally signiþcant issues of climate change as well.

BY ASANTE RIVERWIND, EASTSIDE FOREST ORGANIZER

Sierra Club members across east-central Oregon have an opportunity to inÿu-
ence Forest Service management in the Blue Mountains. The agency is develop-
ing new forest plans for the Malheur, Umatilla, and Wallowa-Whitman national 
forests. Together, these forests contain several million acres of public lands. As this 
process is the þrst of several planned across Oregon, our efforts can help set beneþ-
cial precedent for forest plan redevelopment throughout the Paciþc Northwest. 

The agency just concluded its May series of open house events. Public partici-
pation at the events varied. John Dayõs open house was well attended, primarily 
by timber and related county government representatives, but also included area 
conservationists and ranchers. Unfortunately, many òEastsideó conservationists 
chose not to participate publicly due to hostility against environmentalists and fear 
of reprisals. Hopefully, we can encourage more local conservation participation be-
fore the next series of public events in September, as the Forest Service prepares the 
draft forest plans for release in January of 2007. The new forest plans will guide the 
management of these forests for the next 10 to 15 years, and your help is essential 
to ensuring these plans protect and restore the forests. 

Blue Mountains forests are home to some of Oregonõs largest, most remote, for-
ested roadless areas, and provide the headwaters for wild salmon strongholds such 
as the John Day and Grande Ronde rivers. The focus of the recent open houses 
reveals a widening chasm between agency forest plan development and conserva-
tion values and goals, giving rise to signiþcant concerns: 

The Forest Service plans to remove thousands of acres of roadless land from pro-
tection. Region 6 arbitrarily òredeþnedó what constitutes a road, eliminating quali-
þcation that roads must be navigable by passenger car. The Forest Service now 
counts all mapped and listed roads as existing, including impassable old jeep trails 
that have been reclaimed by nature and other non-existent òroads.ó The agency 
continues its refusal to disclose a list of all roadless areas based upon ecological 
functioning and actual road conditions.

The Forest Service plans to eliminate wildlife management area classiþcations 
and protections, including Dedicated and Replacement Old Growth areas, Elk and 
Deer Winter Range areas and other òspecial managementó classiþcations. 

The agency plans to eliminate òEastside Screensó protections, including protec-
tions that prohibit logging live trees greater than 21ó in diameter. Screen protections 

were adopted to prevent more logging of now rare ancient forests, and to protect 
wildlife and aquatic species and their habitat. The screens were not to be eliminated 
absent comprehensive protections capable of attaining ecological recovery goals. Yet, 
over three years into the forest plan revision process, the agency has not only failed 
to develop such provisions, it proposes to re-open ancient forest logging instead.

The agency plans fail to specify riparian protections that prohibit or signiþcantly 
restrict logging, protecting watershed quality and aquatic species habitat.

The Forest Service has wrongfully disqualiþed the Middle Fork John Day River, 
and other waterways, from Wild & Scenic designation and protection. The agency 
claims that the Middle Fork John Day River shares the same type of conditions 
and supports the same species of listed þsh as the North Fork John Day ñ it is 
not òuniqueó and thus not qualiþed. Wild & Scenic River standards were not 
intended to be abused as exclusionary, allowing the protection of only one river 
of each òtype.ó The agency must apply this congressional actõs standards consis-
tently to protect both of these critically important salmonid waterways. Waterways 
throughout the forests that merit designation must receive Wild & Scenic status 
and protections.

The plans thus far would open most of the forests to logging. The agency devel-
oped elaborate maps of these forests, classifying all forested areas outside wilder-
ness and major riparian areas as suitable for òtimber harvestó or òtimber produc-
tion.ó The agency has failed to propose wildlife protections in roadless areas, 
ancient forests, connective forest areas, or other essential wildlife habitat. Such 
extensive logging would result in severe fragmentation and habitat loss.

The agency claims that they will be òþlteringó these classiþcations through wild-
life habitat maps later this fall, but as yet there has been no meaningful inclusion of 
ecological protections in the revision process. What is clear is where the agencyõs 
priorities are: They have not developed wildlife habitat and ancient forest protec-
tions, roads analysises, or important watershed restoration information, while tim-
ber suitability, social economics, and other resource extractive management plans 
and classiþcations are over-developed.

Your help, especially from those residing in the Blue Mountains region, is essen-
tial to change forest plans to incorporate conservation designations and guidance 
necessary for protecting and restoring Blue Mountains forests, fauna, ÿora and 
þsh. Contact me to help.

BY KENDRA KIMBIRAUSKAS, CONSERVATION CHAIR

For me, the name òOregonó has always evoked a number of images: forested 
vistas, picturesque vineyards, golden hills, inspiring mountain peaks, and 
thundering surf. The one image that hasnõt come to mind is a landscape dotted 
with large corporate farms.  

However, times are changing. A couple of months ago, I traveled to Echo, 
Oregon, where the mayors of Stanþeld, Echo and Hermiston are þghting against 
an industrial farm, Premier Dairy, that is looking to construct a 7,500+cow milking 
operation less than three miles from Hermiston.  

And even more recently, it was reported in the Oregonian that four more 
concentrated animal feeding operations have applied to the Oregon Department 
of Agriculture to set up shop in eastern Oregon. According to Jim Krahn, executive 
director of the Dairy Farmers Association, there are even more industrial dairy 
operations that are looking to make Oregon their home. 

Even though these operations will pollute the air and the water and ruin the 
quality of life for rural residents, they are receiving a green light from the Oregon 
Department of Agriculture. And it is becoming increasingly apparent that thereõs 
nothing anyone can do to stop or even regulate these industrial farms.  

Why? When it comes to agriculture, Oregon is an anomaly. Unlike other places 
in the United States, Oregon has a robust rural economy, with over 40,000 farms, of 
which 98% are still family owned and operated. Thatõs not the case in other parts 
of the country like Iowa, where rural communities are now ghost towns, or in 
North Dakota where the state has actually engaged in a media campaign to keep 
kids from leaving the farm. 

Because our diverse agricultural economy has historically 
been comprised of family-style farms, Oregon is now at threat 
of becoming a òmanure magnet.ó Oregon laws, established 
to protect a farmerõs right to farm, are being taken advantage 
of by large industrial farming operations that are looking for a 
state with little or no regulation to make their home. 

Industrial farming operations house thousands, if not hundreds 
of thousands, of cows, chickens or pigs in factory-style buildings. 
These operations standardize animal production and are able to proþt by 
externalizing the costs of production on the surrounding community, taxpayers 
and the environment. These are facilities that produce just as much, if not more, 
pollution as other industries, but are considered òagricultureó and therefore do not 
have to comply with the same rules. 

One such operation in Oregon, Threemile Canyon Farms with its 55,300 cows, 
by itself releases nearly three times the amount of ammonia gas of all of the other 
industry in Oregon combined ñ ammonia that is being linked to the acid rain 
and haze problem in Columbia River Gorge. Because Threemile Canyon Farms is 
considered an òagricultural operation,ó it is exempt from having to comply with 
Oregonõs air quality laws like other forms of industry.

If we are not careful, Oregon will become the home to hundreds, maybe 
thousands of industrial farming operations. We need to protect family farmers in 
Oregon and say NO! to corporate farms. You can help stop Oregon from becoming 
another dumping ground for corporate farms. Write your state legislators today 
and tell them that it is time to take a stand for rural communities and to start to 
regulate polluting factory farms. 

For more information, contact me at kendra.kimbirauskas@sierraclub.org.



well-orchestrated attack [on HR 4200]. Timing of our recent study and its unsup-
ported conclusions seems to þt the pattern. Any way you guys can bore in on this 
and see whatõs going on?ó 

Other emails simply indicate a disdain for the basic environmental laws that hold 
sway on public lands. In one email on January 7, in which Salwasser details to OSU 
faculty what he considers to be òdeþcienciesó in the Science paper, he complains that, 
ò[Federal] agencies canõt use state-of-the-art. State-of-the-art is to salvage immediate-
ly after the þre is out, clean slash before any new veg [sic] gets started, plant the fol-
lowing spring and use chemicals to manage competing vegéó The òstate-of-the-artó 
forestry Salwasser refers to was common on national forests 50 years ago, leading to 
the near extinction of the northern spotted owl and many important salmon runs. 

Ultimately, the efforts of a handful of faculty to censor the Science paper and lob-
by in favor of logging legislation have backþred on OSU. While HR 4200 passed, it 
did indeed receive some of the scrutiny it deserved.

But the game is not over yet. Gordon Smith (R-OR) introduced a Senate version 
of the bill, S 2079, named the òForests for Future Generations Act.ó The Sierra Club 
is keeping a close eye on this bill, and we are hoping that the Senate will practice 
more caution when it comes to far-reaching bills that would harm national forests. 

While it is a shame that HR 4200 passed the House, the relatively close vote and 
dissent from many members was encouraging. The Club also raised the proþle of 
sound forest science, special interest control of politicians, and bias at OSU College 
of Forestry in the process. It shows us that the hard work of Sierra Club activists 
paid off, and the controversy surrounding forest recovery was an educational tool 
for many in the halls of Congress. 

Please keep the pressure on Senators Wyden and Smith to protect national for-
ests. Encourage common-sense restoration and fuels-reduction projects near homes 
and communities, not the unfettered logging that is offered in the Walden and 
Smith bills. And donõt forget to thank Oregonõs representatives, whom, except for 
Greg Walden, all voted against þnal passage of this ecologically damaging bill. 

BY JOSEPH VAILE, EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

As the famous football coach Vince Lombardi once said òWe didnõt lose the 
game; we just ran out of time.ó Sometimes in the game of politics, conservationists 
feel the same way.

Despite the best efforts of Sierra Club staff and volunteers, the deceptively 
named òForest Emergency Recovery and Research Actó (HR 4200) passed the US 
House of Representatives in May, by a vote of 243ð182. While the timber indus-
try spent exorbitant sums of money lobbying and marketing post-þre logging as 
òforest recovery,ó the Club did a fantastic job keeping many representatives from 
voting for the legislation. Senator Gordon Smith (R-OR) has introduced similar 
legislation, S 2079, which will be under consideration in the Senate this summer.

The green washing effort by HR 4200õs chief proponent, Representative Greg 
Walden (R-OR), was impressive. Most everyone that took a closer look, however, 
could plainly see that the legislation will damage forest ecosystems and is not 
scientiþcally credible. It would sweep aside protections for forests and threatened 
þsh and wildlife to rush logging and roadbuilding after normal, natural events on 
national forests such as drought, insects, þre or heavy storms.

While Walden and pro-timber representatives were pushing HR 4200, a hand-
ful of faculty at Oregon State University were simultaneously trying to silence 
some of their colleagues and graduate students. A team of OSU researchers found 
that clearcut logging in the Siskiyou National Forest after the Biscuit þre hindered 
forest recovery and increased þre risk. Data gathered demonstrated that logging 
killed young trees growing back after the þre while increasing ÿammable material 
on the ground. This important research was published in the prestigious journal 
Science early in 2006, and undercut the premise of HR 4200 and the stated purpose 
of post-þre logging generally. 

In an unprecedented effort, a handful of senior faculty at OSU, including Col-
lege of Forestry Dean Hal Salwasser, attempted to censor the publication of the 
research. Their actions raised serious issues about timber industry bias and aca-
demic freedom at OSU. This prompted State Senator Charlie Ringo, former chair of 
the Oregon Chapter, to þle a public records request for any e-mail correspondence 
between Dean Salwasser, the timber industry, congressional staff and Dr. John Ses-
sions, a professor of forest engineering who was part of the group attempting to 
prevent publication of the research in Science.

What Senator Ringo unearthed demonstrates nothing less than a deep level 
of collusion between senior faculty at OSU, the timber industry, and Republican 
congressional staff who all worked together to discredit the authors of the research 
and help ensure passage of HR 4200. It also demonstrates a deep bias in favor or 
resource extraction and against common-sense environmental protection among 
certain OSU faculty, including Salwasser. 

On January 11, just days after the publication of the article in Science, Salwasser 
emailed Jennifer Philippi whose husband owns Rough and Ready Lumber Compa-
ny. Responding to a news report that logging in supposedly protected Late Succes-
sional Reserves after the Biscuit þre had been a money loser for American taxpay-
ers, Salwasser called environmental groups òscam artistsó and likened them to the 
maþa. He complains, òI canõt call these goons out from my position but someone 
must bring this to light eventually.ó

On January 18, Salwasser emailed Chris West, the chief spokesman for the tim-
ber industry lobbying group American Forests Resources Council, to seek help in 
rebutting environmental allegations that Biscuit logging had been a money loser. 
Alleging that the OSU research published by Science was suspiciously timed or that 
researchers had done shoddy work, Salwasser wrote, òsomething sure looks like a 

Does this look like restoration to you? Post-þre logging along the Babyfoot Lake Trail, 2005.
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BY SALLY MACKLER, WILDLIFE ISSUE COORDINATOR

Please resist any temptation to share your food with wildlife this summer! 
Chipmunks, squirrels, blue jays and other wildlife are waiting for handouts at 
campgrounds, hiking trails, boat launches, etc. While some may þnd it appealing 
and cute to have critters begging for food, your enjoyment will create a deadly 
situation for them. Animals quickly locate easy food sources and learn how to pro-
cure them. Then they keep coming back and soon refuse to take no for an answer. 
They turn into persistent pests and can become extremely bold and even aggres-
sive in their pursuit of easy snacks. Visitors who carelessly throw food to wildlife 
donõt see the deadly results of their behavior: methodical poisoning and trapping 
at campgrounds to reduce liability and unsanitary conditions. Squirrels and other 
animals will eat through tents and backpacks to get to food, raccoons raid garbage 
cans, bears do the same and often break into locked vehicles to reach coolers. Be 
sure to store all food in provided containers in campgrounds and bring bear-proof 
containers with you when camping on the trail. Please do not habituate wildlife to 
human food or to recognize humans as a source of food. You will have taught them 
a fatal lesson.

Oregonõs War on Wildlife
Cougars are on the stateõs òmost wanted listó ñ wanted dead, not alive. The 

Fish and Wildlife Commission approved a Cougar Management Plan in April that 
allows the state to slaughter 40% of the stateõs estimated cougar population, up 
to 2,000 lions! Never mind the state has no idea how many cougars actually live 
in Oregon. Never mind the countryõs top cougar experts criticized the plan for: 
faulty population modeling resulting in poor predictions of density and size of the 
population, reckless methodology based on unreliable criteria, and extrapolation 
of a killing formula from a single Wyoming study done under completely different 
conditions. In short, never mind the plan is grounded in bad science, and never 
mind the public will to protect cougars as demonstrated by the passage of Measure 
18 and the defeat of all repeals of the measureõs prohibition on baiting and hound-
ing of lions.

Since the state plan lacks a foundation in good science and public support, you 
may wonder exactly what are the primary objectives of the plan. According to the 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, the objectives are derived from a decision made 
12 years ago by a commission whose membership is no longer represented or in 
authority. The Department refers to this decision, to hold the cougar population at 

estimated 1994 levels, as òsocially acceptable.ó That is their subjective determina-
tion, since the decision was made not by vote of the people, but in fact in direct 
opposition to the decisions voters made. The thousands of comments opposing 
the plan received by the Fish and Wildlife Commission and the hours of opposing 
testimony heard at Commission hearings demonstrate clearly that the plan is not 
favored by the public.

The forces driving this Plan for cougars are not real safety issues or livestock 
losses, but political pressure. Pressure driven by 12 years of fear-based media cov-
erage and a lack of an effective response to public concerns regarding cougars by 
the Department of Fish and Wildlife. In the end, the plan was crafted to manage 
the created perception of conÿicts between people and cougars. There has never 
been a veriþed cougar attack on a person in Oregonõs history. However many sto-
ries about cougars have appeared, including several hoaxes where cougar attacks 
were reported and widely covered by media. These have all been revealed to be 
housecats or intentionally staged events. Sadly, the resolution to the big news 
scare stories were never given media coverage. The impression has been created 
that there is conÿict, threat to human safety, and great loss to livestock. A check 
of factual information tells the truth: Losses to livestock from cougar predation 
are minimal and at most have come to $300,000 annually statewide, less than one 
percent of the agricultural damage done by wildlife. Oregon law already allows 
property owners to use bait and hounds to kill a damage-causing cougar, and 
anyone feeling threatened by a cougar has the right to kill it ñ permits are not 
even required.

Sadly, Oregon lions will be killed in record numbers during the next þve years. 
And for no good reason, except that the plan provides a platform for hound hunt-
ers to revive their attempt to bring hounding and baiting of bears and cougars 
back. For now, the killing of our cats will be done by paid federal trappers, but 
next yearõs legislative session will see bills to do away with the feds and replace 
them with hound hunters who will kill for free. Even for free this plan offers no 
bargains for cougars, and sets a poor precedent in the world of wildlife manage-
ment. The Oregon Cougar Management Plan is an embarrassment to the people of 
Oregon for which the cougars will pay the ultimate price.

If you care about the hundreds or thousands of cats who will be killed, please 
contact Governor Kulongoski. It is an election year and he needs to hear what vot-
ers think. Contact the Governor at 503-378-3111 or 503-378-4582, fax 503-378-6827, 
or e-mail using the form at www.oregon.gov/Gov/contact_us.shtml. Thanks.



BY RAMONA REX, POPULATION ISSUE COORDINATOR

The Republic of the Philippines is among the 
worldõs most biologically diverse countries, but it 
also has one of the fastest growing populations. One 
hundred years ago, only 7 million people inhabited 
the countryõs 7,107 islands. Today the population has 
grown to over 85 million. The countryõs forests have 
been reduced to about 7% of their original size, as 
timber is harvested to earn income and land is cleared 
to grow crops. The magniþcent Philippine coral reefs 
are threatened both by over-þshing and silt deposited 
by streams running through denuded landscapes. 
Poverty and hunger are widespread. 

Against this backdrop, the 2nd National Conference 
on Population, Health and Environment (PHE) was 
held on the island of Cebu in March of this year. Over 
350 people from 17 countries came together to learn and 
share information about PHE, an integrated approach 
to economic development, natural resource manage-
ment, reproductive and public health. Participants 
included activists from the National Wildlife Federa-
tion, the Izaak Walton League, Audubon, and the Sierra 
Club. As a representative of the Sierra Club, I had the 
privilege of attending the conference, as well as visiting 
three successful PHE programs in the Philippines.

An Urban Village ð Barangay Tatalon  
Our þrst site visit was to the community (or Ba-

rangay) of Tatalon, located in greater metropolitan 
Manila. We walked through a squatterõs settlement 
along the banks of the Pasig River. The once beautiful, 
now biologically dead and severely polluted, Pasig 
is the major river ÿowing through Manila. Migrants 
from impoverished rural areas of the Philippines live 
along its þlthy banks in ramshackle dwellings, seek-
ing economic opportunity in the city. Unfortunately, 
these new arrivals þnd it difþcult to gain employment 
that would enable them to climb out of poverty.

Enter the PHE program run by the Kapatiran Ko-
munidad Peopleõs Coalition (KKPC). Through micro-
credit projects such as rug and candle making, KKPC 
is bringing employment and income to Tatalon. A 
material recovery facility sells reusable items picked 
up from along the Pasig River, earning income for the 
organizationõs other programs and cleaning the riverõs 

banks in the process. Basic health services and family 
planning are offered in KKPCõs community clinic. Day-
care centers and preschools help start the communityõs 
children along a path toward an improved life through 
education. Community members are learning to advo-
cate for a cleaner river and a healthier environment.

Barangay Gilutongan, Gilutongan Island 
Rapid population growth and environmental degra-

dation were negatively impacting household incomes 
and community health on the island of Gilutongan. 
The population doubled during the last 15 years on 
this 30-acre island with no local water source. The 
islandõs reef is being destroyed by over þshing and 
destructive þshing methods. 

The PHE approach, managed by local Filipino non-
proþts, has brought signiþcant improvements to the 
residentsõ quality of life. The þrst-ever health clinic 
featuring basic medical supplies was established on 
the island in 2004. A local midwife now assists with 
deliveries and pre-natal care. Through micro-credit, a 
local distributor supplies water from the mainland for 
sale to residents at a reasonable price. Local sari-sari 
(thing-thing) convenience stores offer family planning 
supplies such as condoms and birth control pills at 
affordable prices.

The integrated program has improved the health of 
the local reef and provided income opportunities for 
island residents. The diversity and numbers of þsh 
and other sea life on the reef has increased through 
the creation of a marine sanctuary. Every year, more 
visitors pay to snorkel and dive off Gilutongan in 
a user fee program implemented in 2001, bringing 
much needed income to the community. A micro-cred-
it program has established a seaweed-farming project, 
providing an alternative to employment in þshing. 
The dried seaweed is sold to a manufacturer of car-
rageenan (a food and cosmetic additive) in Cebu. 

Barangay Cabacnitan, Island of Bohol 
Our þnal PHE site visit was to the small community 

of Cabacnitan located in the mountains on the island 
of Bohol. About a third of Cabacnitan is within the 
Rajah Sikatuna Natural Protected Landscape. Before 
the PHE program, villagers harvested wood from the 

nature preserve. Today, they have undertaken a refor-
estation project in the preserve. The local people now 
understand the role the forest plays in maintaining the 
health of their water supply. A local park, currently 
under construction, promises to bring jobs in eco-tour-
ism and visitors to an area rich in biodiversity.

As with the other PHE projects we visited, basic 
and reproductive health needs are being addressed in 
Cabacnitan. Several reproductive health volunteers 
educate the community about the beneþts of volun-
tary family planning. A health clinic was built, along 
with a small pharmacy stocked with basic medical 
supplies. Village residents cleaned up a local stream, a 
small dam was constructed, and other improvements 
were made to ensure a safe and reliable water supply 
for the community. 

The Promise of PHE 
From the Philippines to Tanzania, Madagascar to 

Central America, PHE projects are bringing hope for 
a brighter, healthier tomorrow to communities across 
the globe. As the lives of people living in fragile en-
vironments are improved, so too are the chances that 
beautiful natural areas rich in biodiversity will remain 
for future generations to enjoy.

To learn more, visit www.prb.org (Popula-
tion Reference Bureau), www.pheconference.org, 
www.biodiversityhotspots.org, www.usaid.gov/
locations/asia_near_east/countries/philippines, and 
www.sierraclub.org/population.

Squatterõs settlement in Barangay Tatalon
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