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Welcome Your
New 2006 Oregon
Chapter ExCom:

The five new members of
Executive Committee, who
will join the four current
members (Scott Jerger,
Kristin Winter, Joseph Vaile
and Donald Fontenot) are:
Brent Foster

Jerry Sutherland
Ralph Bloemers
Jill Workman

Sunil Shenoy
Congratulations!
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Montreal Takes Up Where Kyoto Left Off

BY FRED HUETTE, ENERGY IssUE COORDINATOR

December 2005 marked the first major international
global warming meeting since the Kyoto Protocol went
into effect last February. Nearly 10,000 national dele-
gates and observers attended the UN climate conference
in Montreal, including over 80 representing the Sierra
Club in the US and Canada.

There was little press coverage of the meeting outside
Quebec, and the American media wasn’'t impressed
with the results. Despite the lack of coverage, a dramatic
clash was resolved with the Bush administration back-
ing off of its attempts to wreck Kyoto, at least for the
time being.

One of the most important outcomes of the conference
was to clarify the foot-dragging by the US government
versus the active desire by many in our country and much
of the world to tackle the problem of global warming.

On December 6, the Sierra Club sponsored a press
conference featuring Seattle Mayor Greg Nickels. He
highlighted the 195 cities, representing 40 million
Americans, which have now signed the Climate Protec-
tion Agreement.

In addition to Mayor Nickels, speakers included Lisa
Renstrom and Alicia Clarke, presidents respectively of
the US and Canada Sierra Club; Ray Anderson, CEO of
Interface, Inc., a manufacturer that has taken “sustain-
ability” to the next level; and Dave Foster, United Steel-
workers director in District 11 (including Oregon), who
has been a leading voice for action on global warming.

Many people emphasized the same local-to-global

theme, and delegations from around the world
remarked on the “bottom-up” efforts being taken
around the US to address global warming.

Jerome Ringo, president of the National Wildlife
Federation and the Apollo Alliance, and a resident of
Lake Charles, Louisiana, (which took a direct hit from
Hurricane Rita) was a leading voice in favor of action
over “analysis paralysis.” In one of our two brief formal
meetings with the US delegation, Ringo gave a heartfelt
lecture on citizenship and responsibility.

Sadly, the Bush administration simply has closed its
mind on the matter. A third meeting with the US Climate
Action Network, which includes the Sierra Club and many
other active organizations, was cancelled so the US delega-
tion members could go arm-twist other countries.

continued on page 6
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Time is running out to address global climate change!

Walden and Smith Infroduce Dangerous Forest Bill

BY JosePH VAILE, ExecUTIVE COMMITTEE

Representative Greg Walden and Senator Gordon
Smith recently introduced companion bills (HB 4200,
SB 2079) that, if passed, would allow damaging logging
and replanting after natural disturbances — transform-
ing many of our national forests into tree farms.

Fire, insects and severe weather are normal natural
events that have sculpted our forests and wild areas
for millennia. These events are ecologically beneficial.
Disturbance gives rise to divergent habitats that favor
unique plants and animals. This maintains a rich com-
plex of environments that make our natural treasures
so outstanding.

Proponents of increasing logging in America’s na-
tional forests have long sought control of these ecologi-
cal processes. By forcing logging and replanting after
natural events, timber corporations effectively privatize
national forests. The more forests converted to tree
farms, the more the taxpayers pay to manage national
forests as private timberland.

Labeling natural disturbances “catastrophes,” the
timber lobby takes advantage of the general fear of fire,
bugs and bad weather. They often convince the public
and policy makers that these are not normal events.
Alfred Hitchcock would be proud of the images they
conjure in their media efforts on the topic.

Forest ecologists, however, tell us a far different story.
Without these natural processes, we won’t have healthy,
old-growth forests and the rich array of life, clean water
and spectacular beauty we enjoy today.

Logging is not restoration. Forests recovering from
disturbance are more sensitive. Modern science tells us
that after natural disturbances logging and road build-
ing are the most damaging activities to do in a forest.
Logging degrades aquatic habitat through sediment
runoff into streams, spreads invasive weeds, and causes
the loss of biological legacies, which include large live
and dead trees that are vital in the recovery process.

Walden and Smiths’ bills go to great lengths to elimi-
nate the public from decisions that would harm Amer-
ica’s forests. By waiving the National Environmental
Policy Act, damaging logging activities after normal, nat-

ural events would move forward with nearly zero public
or scientific review. Projects could also move forward
without concern for the impacts on endangered species.

It is not surprising that Walden and Smith would
do the biding of the timber lobby. Big timber donated
millions of dollars over the years to pass pro-logging
bills; they gave Smith nearly a quarter of a million to his
campaign since 2001! Walden is currently in the top of
his class for timber contributions in the US House, with
over $50,000 last year alone!

Now is the perfect time to cash in. With pro-industry
legislators in key positions and a sympathetic White
House to push anti-environmental bills, proponents of
public lands logging are prepared to pounce.

In an effort to offer a better way of responding to
natural events on our nation’s forests, Representative
Tom Udall (D-NM) introduced an alternative bill called
the “National Forests Rehabilitation and Recovery Act”
(H.R. 3973). The Udall bill is a cautious, common-sense
approach — the best response to natural disturbances
on forest ecosystems based on science and community
collaboration.

TAKE ACTION: Call your representatives! Call your
congressperson and both of our senators and tell them
to oppose the Walden (House) and Smith (Senate) log-
ging bills and cosponsor the Udall bill. (Contact infor-
mation on back page.) You can also write a letter to your
local newspaper.
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Chair: Jill Workman

Vice Chair: Kristin Winter
Secretary: Brent Foster
Treasurer: Sadna Shenoy
At-large members:

Donald Fontenot, Joseph Vaile,
Scott Jerger, Jerry Sutherland,
Ralph Bloemers, Sunil Shenoy

GROUP CHAIRPERSONS
Columbia: Dorothy Shoemaker
Juniper: George Wilson

Many Rivers: Shannon Wilson
Marys Peak: Barry Wulff
Rogue: Tom Dimitre

CHAPTER REPRESENTATIVES
Sierra Club Council
Representative: Ralph Bloemers

OREGON CHAPTER

Lisa Gress, Chapter Coordinator, x300
oregon.chapter@sierraclub.org

Ivan Maluski, Conservation Coordinator, x304
ivan.maluski@sierraclub.org

2950 SE Stark Street, Suite 110
Portland, 97214
503-238-0442, fax 503-238-6281

Asante Riverwind, Eastside Forest Coordinator
asante.riverwind@oregon.sierraclub.org
541-468-2305, voice mail 541-318-0216

CHAPTER-LEVEL ISSUE
COORDINATORS

Conservation Chair: Brent Foster
Air Quality / Chemical Weapons:
Bob Palzer
Energy: Fred Heutte
Factory Farms/ Agriculture:
Kendra Kimbiruaskas
Federal Forestlands: North — Joe Keating,
South - Joseph Vaile, East — George
Wilson, Central — Shannon Wilson
Global Trade: Michael Geoghegan
High Desert: Ken Snider
Land Use/ Transportation:
Scott Chapman
Mt. Hood: Ralph Bloemers
Off-Road Vehicles: Jerry Sutherland
Population: Ramona Rex
Salmon: Jeff Fryer
Tillamook State Forest: Donald Fontenot
Water: Scott Jerger
Wetlands: Lyn Mattei
Wildlife: Sally Mackler

ADDITIONAL CHAPTER

COORDINATORS

Interim Legislative/Political Chair:
Barry Wulff

Legal Advisor: Brendan McCarthy

Oregon Conifer Editor: Jim Flynn

Outings: Lew Curtis and John Berry

Personnel Chair: John Berry

Webmaster: Alicia Emel

NORTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE
Paul Shively, Regional Representative, x303
paul.shively@sierraclub.org

Erica Maharg, BEC, x301
erica.maharg@sierraclub.org

Michael O’'Leary, BEC, x302
michael.oleary@sierraclub.org

2950 SE Stark Street, Suite 100

Portland, 97214

503-243-6656, fax 503-238-6281

INLAND NORTHWEST OFFICE
Chase Davis

10 North Post, #447

Spokane, WA 99201

509-456-8802
chase.davis@sierraclub.org

GROUP CONTACT INFORMATION
® Columbia Group:

2950 SE Stark Street, Suite 110

Portland, 97214

503-231-0507 x16

® Juniper Group:
POB 6376, Bend, 97708-6376
® Many Rivers Group:

POB 11211, Eugene, 97440
541-338-8604

® Marys Peak Group:
POB 863, Corvallis, 97339

* Rogue Group:
84 Fourth Street, Ashland, 97520
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in Corvallis.

John Berry Jeff Fryer Lyn Mattei Jerry Sutherland
; : 541-929-5794 503-452-1535 541-317-9160 503-233-1552
Conlf er D‘eadllne. john.berry@oregon.sierraclub.org jeff.fryer@oregon.sierraclub.org ~ matteibrown@bendnet.com jerry.sutherland@
The next deadline to submit letters, Ralph Bloemers Michael Geoghegan Brendan McCarthy oregon.sierraclub.org
articles and ads is March 5. 503-238-5339, ralph@crag.org 503-239-8903 503-772-0526 ]oseph Vaile
Scott Chapman globaltradecmte@yahoo.com synergy@agora.rdrop.com 541-488-5789
503-235-0125 Fred Heutte Bob Palzer joseph@kswild.org
Chapter Thanks scott@sgc27.com 503-222-9572 541-482-2492 George Wilson
Nancy Connolly, Robert Dawson, Lew Curtis fred.heutte@oregon sierraclub.org  bob.palzer@sierraclub.org 541-462-3158
: 503-234-3405 Greg Jacob Ramona Rex grwls@starband.net
Ahman Dl_rks’ Judy Heumann and lewandmarge@comcast.net 503-681-8397 503-649-1467 Shannon Wilson
Jeffree White Tom Dimitre jacobg@pdx.edu ramona.rex@oregon.sierraclub.org  541-746-3371
.. 541-488-4601 Scott Jerger Sadna Shenoy tsuga@efn.org
Thank you for your dedication tdimitre@earthlink.net 503-542-2015 503-629-4909 Jill Workman
and great work. I'll miss you! Alicia Emel scottjerger@oregon.sierraclub.org sadna.shenoy@oregon.sierraclub.org 503-232-6789
—ROBYN webmaster@oregon.sierraclub.org Joe Keating Sunil Shenoy jill workman@

Editor’s Note:

Individual views expressed herein do
not necessarily reflect the policies of the
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Sierra Club. Jim Flynn

Donald Fontenot

503-704-3116
donald.fontenot@oregon.sierraclub.org
Brent Foster

541-380-1334

brentfoster@ecoisp.com

541-683-1645, jimflynn@efn.org

503-234-2613
keats@aracnet.com

Kendra Kimbirauskas
503-997-7438

kendra@olcv.org

Sally Mackler

541-846-6148
wildlife@oregon.sierraclub.org

503-629-4909
sunil.shenoy@oregon.sierraclub.org
Dorothy Shoemaker

503-452-1877, dorothy.shoemaker@

oregon.sierraclub.org
Kristin Winter
503-235-9703
kristin.winter@amec.com

oregon.sierraclub.org Barry Wulff
Ken Snider 541-929-6272
503-491-7636 x325 wulffb@peak.org

highdesert@oregon sierraclub.org

Political Action Committee Report

Your Group’s Political

Committee Needs You
Let’s Organize in 2006

The coming year promises to be very active on
the political front. There are candidates to inter-
view and endorse and support. Ballot measures
will be considered, too. We will need letters to
the editor — lots of them. We can make a dif-
ference. If you will help, we can pave the way
to a better future for our descendents.

Please contact your local group’s political
chair to learn how you can get involved:

Columbia Group
Wes Kempfer: wes.kempfer@oregon.sierraclub.org

Many Rivers Group
Sally Nunn: salaxnunn@gmail.com

Marys Peak Group
Marilyn Hinds: mkinballard@peak.org

Rogue Group
Tom Dimitre: tdimitre@earthlink.net

Juniper Group
Gretchen Valido: gvalido@yahoo.com

Editor’s Note:

Thanks to Robyn Conroy for her years of service
to the Oregon Chapter (which continue) and all of
her fine contributions to the Oregon Conifer.

Run, Run, Run!

BY BARRY WULLF, INTERIM PoLiTicAL CHAIR

Have you ever asked yourself why some
local politicians make decisions that are not in
your interests? Have you ever wondered why
they won’t listen to you and your opinions?
Political leaders have to balance the interests of
many; we take that as a given. But more often
than not, those in office have a vested interest
in growth and development of a community.
On the surface, that doesn’t sound bad. But
when the decisions are examined, we see that
they are made so that those in a few industries
benefit, while at the same time there is a loss to
community health, welfare and safety.

Ask yourself who will be your next city
councilor, your next mayor, or your next coun-
ty commissioner? Will they be someone who
favors a healthy and productive environment
— one who thinks broadly and works on behalf
of your entire community and its members?
Or will they be favoring the interests of a few?

There is a good way to turn the tables. Ei-
ther run for election yourself, or get together
with friends and find a good candidate who
will run, then support them. This is the time
of year to think of next November’s elec-
tion. This is the time to search the landscape
for good candidates. Step up to the plate. It
doesn’t take a brain surgeon to be in politics.
Good, honest people with our support can
make a difference in the future of Oregon.

Celebrating Sierrans

Annual Gala with the Oregon Chapfter

Saturday, February 25
Chelsea Ballroom, Portland
000100000000000000000000001000000000000000

Mark your calendars for February 25! It’s time once
again to come together to socialize and celebrate the
hard-won victories of 2005 and the tremendous vol-
unteer effort that made it all happen. Join us for a
wonderful evening that includes: a delicious organic
dinner from Zen Kitchen Catering, the annual awards
ceremony honoring fellow members and volunteers, a
fun raffle, music and dancing — just like last year, but
with Bernie Zaleha as our special guest speaker!

Bernie was elected to the Sierra Club Board of Di-
rectors in 2003 and has served as Vice President for
Conservation since 2004. He has been active with the
Forest Protection Committee since its inception and
serves as its liaison to the Board. Bernie filled several
roles with the Middle Snake Group and the Northern
Rockies Chapter before becoming involved on the
national level. Bernie is an attorney in private practice
in Boise, Idaho.

Once again the Gala will be held at the Chelsea Ball-
room on Hawthorne Blvd. in southeast Portland (1510
SE 9% Ave.). There is ample free parking on the streets
around the ballroom, and it’s also accessible by bus
#14 on Hawthorne Blvd.

Advance reservations and pre-payment are required
for the party. Send your check to the Chapter office by
February 15. Tickets are $25 per person. Please make
your checks payable to “Oregon Chapter Sierra Club”
and mail to Attn: Gala, Oregon Chapter Sierra Club,
2950 SE Stark St., Suite 110, Portland, OR 97214.
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All is NOT Well on the Range...

BY IRENE V1ACH, HiGH DESERT COMMITTEE

In September 2004 three members of the High Desert Committee un-
dertook the horrendous drive to the top of Stonehouse. Stonehouse is a
grazing allotment in the Burns District of the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) that comprises the northern part of Steens Mountain. It is far from
the popular loop road and, except for a few hunters and the owner of the
grazing permit, hardly anybody ever visits the area.

The trip was important because the allotment had been rested from
livestock grazing for the past four years. We knew that the cows would be
allowed back in 2005, and we wanted to see how the range looked after a
long rest. We took pictures and documented what we saw.

Despite our long, hot, dusty and bumpy ride, the trip was a treat. In my
many years of traveling the High Desert, I had never seen an area so lush.
For the first time I could verify that the early settlers were not telling tall
tales when writing that the grasses reached up to the horses’ stirrups. This
amazing recovery of the allotment was a testimony of the resilience of the
land, but also a rare glimpse into what our high desert public lands would
look like without livestock grazing. We had seen photographs taken before
the cows were removed from the area, and the contrast was striking.

Fast forward to September 2005: the High Desert Committee led a trip to
Stonehouse for the specific purpose of revisiting the areas where we had
taken pictures the year before and verifying that the new grazing scheme
for the allotment was adequate. On our way to Steens, we stopped at the
BLM office in Burns to visit with the Resource Area Manager who warned
us that, “there were some problems on the allotment.”

Indeed all was not well on the range. We were told that only one of the
four pastures was supposed to be grazed because not all planned range im-
provement had been completed in time. This was especially upsetting since
the Sierra Club had agreed not to appeal the Environmental Assessment in
order to give the BLM a chance to implement the plan before the beginning
of the grazing season.

We found all the pastures extensively grazed. Some riparian areas were
trampled to the point where there was absolutely no vegetation left — just
muddy waterholes.

ever, the designation
of cow-free areas does
not revoke the mul-
tiple-use concept from
the remainder of the
public lands!

The relative discom-
fort of recreating in
cowpies pales com-
pared to the real harm
that grazing inflicts on
the land, on the eco-
systems. The creeks’
redband trout need
cool clean water and
cannot survive in an
overheated cesspool.
Stonehouse is home
to sagegrouse whose
numbers are dwindling so fast that the species was petioned to be put on
the endangered species list. Sagegrouse need both the ground cover to hide
from predators and the native grasses for feed.

The BLM has not yet provided a response to our many questions. Among
them: Why were the cows allowed on the allotment when the planned
range improvements were not completed? Didn’t the BLM anticipate that
given that the planned pipelines and water diversions were not built, the
cows would get their water from the only available source, the creeks? Giv-
en that it was known that the cows were going to have to rely on the creeks
for watering, how often did either the permittee (owner of the cows) or the
range conservationist go up to the Stonehouse to herd the cows or check on
the condition of the range? Assuming that someone did monitor the graz-
ing during the season, why were the cows not immediately removed from
the allotment when the damage became obvious?

At the time of this writing we have not been informed of the steps that

Stonehouse after just one season of grazing.

We took some time to write to the BLM about what we observed at
Stonehouse. In response, we received a postcard advising us to camp in
the cow-free wilderness of Steens Mountain. Limiting recreation /hiking /
camping to the cow-free areas would be one way to avoid conflict. How-

will be taken during next grazing season to allow Stonehouse to heal and

to prevent additional damage.

I will be looking for a few hardy souls with good trucks to take a long,
dusty, bumpy trip to Stonehouse at the end of next grazing season.
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Regarding a front page article in the
most recent Oregon Conifer:

The rally we should be participating in is
for the closure of Threemile Canyon Farms,
not for the more comfortable accommodation
of its farm workers. And, yes, I wince as
T write those words, knowing the poor situa-
tion of agricultural laborers in Oregon. But,
the Threemile Canyon workers complaints
of “burning eyes, sore throats, respiratory
infections, and a number of other ailments”
is magnified ten-fold in the experience of the
dairy cows themselves. Animals in the fac-
tory farming system don’t get to leave after
an eight-hour shift is over. They linger day
by day, minute by minute, in the misery
and pain of their horrible confinement.
Until that moral issue is addressed, the sec-
ondary impact the system has on its human
overseers must be put aside.

—BoB BErRMAN
ELMIRA

Dear Editor,

Just a quick note regarding the front-page
article in the Fall 2005 issue of the Oregon
Conifer. The writer claims that Threemile
Canyon Farms is releasing a “staggering
5.6-million pounds of ammonia gas emis-
sions annually, one of the major contributing
factors to the acid rain problem in the Co-
lumbia River Gorge.” While large amounts
of ammonia gas certainly do have negative
environmental effects, they are not contribut-
ing to acid rain, as claimed, but to excessive
eutrophication of streams and wetlands. Am-
monia, the gas NH3, when it combines with
water, forms a base, ammonium hydroxide,
which neutralizes acids. The ammonium ion
then becomes a source of nitrogen for algae
and other aquatic organisms.

As a long-term member of the Sierra
Club (I was a member of the San Francisco

Bay chapter’s rockclimbing section back
in the 1940s and 1950s and knew many
old-timers, including Dick Leonard, the
Farquhars, Will Siri, and Dave Brower),
I have been an on-going supporter of its
environmental battles. Thus, it disturbs me
to see errors in its publications about the
science underlying its arquments. These
only provide ammunition to those who
would dismiss our claims!
—MARY LAWRENCE HousTON CLARK
RETIRED PROFESSOR OF B1oLOGY,
SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY AND
RETIRED PROFESSOR CONFLICT RESOLUTION,
GEORGE MASON UNIVERSITY
CoTTAGE GROVE

Response:

Thank you for your thoughtful letter. I
sent your letter to Alex Sagady of Alex |.
Sagady and Associates, and here is his reply:

Ammonia releases to the air from ammoni-
um hydroxide which combines with acid rain
aerosals to form particles. Acid rain gener-
ated from sulfur dioxide and nitrogen dioxide
emissions from power plants contirbutes
to their subsequent conversion to airborne
sulfuric acid and nitric acid aerosals.

These sulfate and nitrate aerosals combine
with ammonia aerosals to form ammonium
sulfate and ammonium nitrate which ex-
ists as airborne particles and contribute to
airborne particulate less than 2.5 microns
(PM-2.5). However, when ammonia and
ammonium compounds are deposited on
soils, and when there is oxidation of such
ammonia and ammonium compounds to
soil-based nitrates, such soil-based reactions
can decrease soil pH, thus causing some
acidification of soils.

—KENDRA KIMBIRAUSKAS
Factory FARM/A GRICULTURE ISSUE
COORDINATOR

Goodbye (see you later) & Hello!

Goodbye, Oregon Chapter
Sierra Club:

I'm off to the next adventure and I
wanted to take this opportunity to thank
all of you Oregon Sierra Club members
and activists for the last great 5 % years.
It’s been my pleasure to work for you
and this terrific organization to build
personal relationships, to learn Oregon’s
terrain, to develop in my job, and to
learn better what activism really means.

I particularly want to recognize the
numerous Chapter and Group lead-
ers who I've come to know over the
years. Your dedication to protecting
our wild places through legislation and
community outreach is inspiring. Your
perseverance and continued passion in
the face of the current administration is
at times astonishing. And, your ability
to just let go every now and again to go
off into the wilderness to play is truly
great. It's clear why you give your eve-
ning and weekend hours to this cause,
not to mention your hearts — you un-
derstand the need for and the value of
our clean rivers, verdant forests, expan-
sive desert, protected coasts and, not to
forget, clean, green inhabitable cities.

I'll miss you all and the great mean-
ingful work that we’ve done. I trust that
what I do next will also be challenging
and resonant — but nothing will quite
be like the Oregon Chapter Sierra Club!

Good luck to all of you — my fel-
low staff, the Chapter, our fine Groups
around the state, and all of you long-
time and budding activists. May you
find the patience and the peace to add
to your smarts and savvy, to stand tall
in the end.

—RoBYN CONROY
DEePARTING CHAPTER COORDINATOR

Hi, Sierra Club members, fans,
friends, and yes — foes too:

My anme is Asante, and I've begun
working for the Oregon Chapter Sierra
Club as their Eastern Forest Coordina-
tor. Since co-founding the League Of
Wilderness Defenders’ Blue Mountains
Biodiversity Project in 1991 with Karen
Coulter, I've been working on eastern
and central Oregon forests and other
ecological issues. Monitoring public
lands projects, conducting educational
workshops, extensively surveying public
lands, and working with volunteers and
attorneys, we’ve managed to stop and/
or significantly modify many ecologi-
cally harmful Forest Service and BLM
projects (timber sales, herbicide and
biocide spraying, roadbuilding, etc.).

Working with the Sierra Club, I will
be helping to extend Club membership
and involve more people in the effective
work of protecting the integrity and
biodiversity of our forests, watersheds,
grasslands, and native ecosystems.

Part of my focus will be sharing what
I've learned about public lands litiga-
tion processes, empowering others to
become meaningfully involved in this
essential work. I will also be working
with public lands agencies, helping
to move them toward more ecologi-
cally beneficial projects. These projects
include restoration of forest ecosystems
and working safely and respectfully
with nature’s time-proven interwoven
cycles. I'look forward to working with
many of you directly, and invite you
to contact me regarding this important
work. For the Wild!
—ASANTE RIVERWIND
541-468-2305
ASANTE.RIVERWIND@SIERRACLUB.ORG

www.oregon.sierraclub.org
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Take ACTION in the New Year!

BY RALPH BLOEMERS, MT. HooD IssuE COORDINATOR
Hundreds of Oregonians turned out in early December to support Wilder-
ness additions in and around Mt. Hood, in the Columbia Gorge and in the
southern reaches of the Mt. Hood National Forest from the Clackamas River
to Mt. Jefferson. Now that 2006 is upon us, our federal congressional represen-
tatives and senators need to hear from you!

photo by Ralph Bloemers

SUGGESTIONS FOR LETTER WRITING:

Thank the congressmen for their bipartisan approach, the effort they have
put into their proposal, and their protection of important places like Roar-
ing River, Big Bottom, and Alder Creek! The Walden-Blumenauer proposal
to protect 75,000 acres is a good start, but more can be done. Over 260,000
acres of Wilderness-quality land remains unprotected, and last year

Please send a letter or contact your
congressperson and Oregon’s two sena-
tors (contact information on back page).
Ask them to provide Wilderness protec-
tion for more of the special places in and
around Mount Hood and in the Gorge!

At the hearings, Congressmen Greg
Walden and Earl Blumenauer formally
unveiled their plan to protect an addi-
tional 75,000 acres of wild lands from the
Columbia Gorge south to Mount Jefferson
and the Bull of the Woods Wilderness.

This exceedingly modest proposal fol-
lows on Senator Ron Wyden’s proposal to
protect over 177,000 acres as designated
Wilderness. Wyden’s proposal focused on
Mt. Hood and the Columbia Gorge. Later,
in response to public testimony, he added
areas in the Clackamas River drainage.

The blueprint proposed by Congressmen Walden and Blumenauer in-
cludes an addition in the Gorge and a few modest additions on Mt. Hood,
in particular, Cooper Spur on the North side of the mountain. As Senator
Wyden had done, Congressmen Walden and Blumenauer’s proposal also
included the Roaring River Roadless area in the Clackamas drainage. The
Congressmen did include additions to the Bull of the Woods Wilderness
Area which Senator Wyden did not include in his proposal.

TAKE ACTION: We need your help to protect more lands as Wilderness!
The congressmen are considering revisions to their proposal. Senators Wyden
and Smith and the rest of the Oregon congressional delegation need to be
encouraged to work with them. Send them all a letter today telling them to
protect more of the wild lands and waters around Mount Hood as Wilder-
ness and Wild and Scenic Rivers. Make your letter personal by talking about
the places you love, and how much you use and enjoy Wilderness Areas.

- Climbing the Sunshine Route on the nort
side of Mt. Hood via the way to Snow Dome.

Wyden proposed protecting 177,000 acres. Urge the Congressmen to
expand their proposal! Ask Congress to include special places that
were left out of the first draft, including:

e Boulder Lake - Largest unprotected old-growth stand on Mt. Hood.
* Bonney Butte — Key hawk migration corridor

e Larch Mountain - Old-growth forests and headwaters of Mult-
nomah Falls

e Olallie Lakes — Pristine roadless area on the glacial plain near Mt.
Jefferson and Breitenbush.

* Fifteenmile Creek - One of the most diverse forests in the Mt. Hood
and key native fish habitat

e Wild & Scenic Rivers - Fish Creek, the North, South and Oak Grove
Fork of the Clackamas River, Collowash River, and the East Fork of
the Hood River

* The old-growth forests and Hood River’s watershed at Lost Lake,
Lost Lake Butte, and Marco Creek

e The Abbot Burn and Upper Salmon River Meadows, including por-
tions of the Pacific Crest Trail, and a key wetland for young trout.

Remind your congressperson that Wilderness is the most effective tool
we have to protect wild places and restore balance on our forests. In addi-
tion, the proposal by Congressmen Walden and Blumenauer would direct
the Forest Service to draft a forest health plan for approximately 130,000
acres in the eastern reaches of the Mount Hood National Forest to be imple-
mented over the next 10 years. While the Sierra Club supports conserva-
tion-based thinning projects near homes and communities which avoid
old-growth and undeveloped wild lands, if not crafted properly this may
actually target old growth or unroaded forest stands for cutting. Please
urge your congressperson to broaden the scope of the plan to reflect sound
science and to put sideboards in that ensure that the plan will not target old
growth stands and previously unmanaged mature forests.

Want to volunteer to help the campaign to protect Mt. Hood and the
Gorge? Contact me at 503-525-2727 or ralph@crag.org.

Wolves get a Better Deal than the Cougars

BY SALLY MACKLER, WILDLIFE IsSUE COORDINATOR

The state of Oregon proposes to manage cougars primarily by killing
them indiscriminately in areas around human population centers and pop-
ular recreational hunting spots. This is a radical change in approach from
former management plans that provided recreational hunting and targeted
the few “problem lions” that threatened livestock and public safety. Hun-
dreds, if not thousands, of cougars will be killed by federal agents, using a
formula based on the percent of the kill that is female. It will be up to local
Department of Fish and Wildlife personnel to determine how, when, and
where “treatment” (killing) will occur and how many cats will be killed.
Traps, snares, bullets and packs of dogs will be utilized by the US Depart-
ment of Agriculture’s Wildlife Services to provide this “service.” The cost
for this plan is unknown. The plan will be in effect for five years, or longer
— the last Management Plan has been in effect for 12 years.

The objectives of the proposed plan are mired in 1994 politics and data
and do not include the most up-to-date science available for cougar man-
agement. The first objective sets a maximum kill limit of 40% of the estimat-
ed cougars in the state, decreasing the population to estimated size in 1994.
The other three objectives utilize complaints from the public as criteria for
the need to reduce cougar numbers. Any area of the state with complaint
numbers above 1994 levels qualifies for “treatment.” Public complaints are
an extremely poor and unreliable means of determining anything useful
about cougar population numbers or cougar/human conflicts. Studies have
repeatedly shown that complaint numbers are related to and influenced by
media stories and that the vast majority of complaints turn out to be based
on house cats, domestic dogs, coyotes and other animals. The final objec-
tive provides for “treatment” of cougars in areas where management objec-
tives for deer and elk sought after by human hunters are below 1994 levels.

The plan ignores the changes that have occurred in the state in the last
dozen years that have influenced human/wildlife interactions. Consider
that since 1994: human population in the state has increased by over 25%;
hundreds, if not thousands, of miles of roads have been built; housing and
development have increased; there have been changes in forestry practices;
and climate change has altered the region. The landscape of the state has
significantly changed since 1994, yet the plan is based strictly on numbers
from over a decade ago.

The plan is conspicuously lacking in conservation strategies for Oregon’s
cougar population. There is no funding or proactive plan for education or
non-lethal alternatives to traps, snares, and bullets, and no substantive discus-
sion of learning to coexist with cougars or how to minimize/ prevent conflicts.

The proposed plan will go before the Fish and Wildlife Commission in
January and be decided upon in early 2006. Contact the Governor’s office
and the commission immediately. Let them know how you feel about this
misguided and politically motivated plan that lacks a solid basis in science
and ignores the public’s desire to conserve cougars, as evidenced by the
voters’” decision to protect cougars in two elections.

Contact the Fish and Wildlife Commission at cougar.plan@state.or.us.
The governor’s address is on the back page.

Wolves in Oregon

Earlier this year the Fish and Wildlife Commission passed a manage-
ment plan for wolves put together by a committee representing varied
interests, including ranchers, hunters and conservationists. While not a
perfect plan, it provides a framework for the protection of wolves as they
return to the state. The Sierra Club supported the plan with some reserva-
tions. The provisions of the plan requiring legislative passage to put them
into effect did not pass during the legislative session. At their December
meeting, the commission decided to put these provisions in an appendix
to the plan, a decision the Sierra Club supported since it clarifies what part
of the plan is in place and what is still a work in progress. The provisions
are as follows: 1. allowing ranchers to kill wolves only when “caught in
the act of attacking” livestock or guard dogs (not permitted unless federal
protections for wolves are reduced); 2. classifying wolves as a special sta-
tus of game mammal; 3. creating a fund to compensate ranchers for live-
stock destroyed by wolves and to institute non-lethal means of preventing
wolf/livestock conflicts.

The Cattlemen’s Association has been the driving force opposing the
wolf plan at the commission and legislative levels and trying to get the
wolf removed from the state endangered species act. They have gone so
far as to create what they call the “Oregon Ranch Rescue Program,” which
bans hunters from their members’ lands. This is to punish the Department
of Fish and Wildlife for their support of the wolf plan, and to ensure that
hunters don’t get the elk and deer the wolves will rely upon when they re-
turn to Oregon. Other agricultural organizations did not oppose the plan’s
passage or the legislation that would actually have benefited ranchers.

The commission has supported the plan for wolves and hopefully will
continue to do so. We only wish the Cougar Management Plan was as good
for cougars as the Wolf Management Plan is for wolves. The commission
has an opportunity to do better for cougars; we hope they will.

To keep updated on wildlife issues, contact wildlife@oregon.sierraclub.org.
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China: Technological Miracle, Ecological Disaster

BY JOHN BERRY, EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE AND OUTINGS CO-COORDINATOR

This fall I visited China for about a month, accompanying a Sierra Club
delegation to an environmental conference. We visited Beijing and Kun-
ming and traveled extensively in western China near the border with
Burma and Tibet. We traveled mostly on our own in a small group of four
to eight, not part of a large tour.

Before conveying my impressions of a foreign land, I should make apolo-
gies for possible inaccuracies. I once lived in India, and I am aware that my
impressions after the first month there were far different from those I had
after a stay of a few years. In China we were unable to converse well in any
of the languages; therefore, it was difficult to obtain accurate and detailed
information. We did not have the perspective of a long visit or repeated
visits, limiting our ability to evaluate either change or the rate of change.
We had to depend on people telling us what they wanted us to hear which
could be different from what was actually happening. In spite of these limi-
tations, I should like to share some of my impressions of the rapid techno-
logical development in China and its impact on the environment.

On arrival in Beijing,I was impressed by the construction everywhere,
new airport buildings, big new highways and skyscrapers being built day
and night everyday of the week. There is cheap and easy Internet access
even in the small towns. Cell phones function even in remote areas. The
people of China are determined to quickly modernize their country.

We also, however, continually encountered environmental problems. The
forests have mostly been cut with insufficient replanting. The rivers are
polluted and muddy. Air quality is generally poor, and everyone seemed
to be coughing. The fish are mostly gone from the inland waters, illegally
killed by electro fishing or explosives. An outfitter related to me that he
had recently taken a group of a dozen sport fishermen to Tibet, now a part
of China, for a three-week trip, and they caught not a single fish. Birds are
scarce even in the agricultural areas; one can spend an entire day in the
field and see not a single bird. The villagers whom we encountered said
that the birds had been eaten and their nests robbed. I saw no wild animals,
not even a rat or lizard; these also had apparently been eaten. A speaker
at the environmental conference told me that the government has pretty
well given up on trying to save the pandas and tigers in the wild because
agricultural workers needing land are usurping their habitat. It is said that
there once truly were dragons in China, but they also were long ago eaten.

The ecological problems in China have been developing for thousands of
years, but the pace of deterioration is accelerating. In spite of the successful
one child per couple regulations, population pressures are ominous. The
poor agricultural workers making up 80% of the population are very eager

photo by Barry Wulff

Thirteen dams are planned for the Nujiang River near the Burmese border
in China’s Yunnan Province

to become more affluent; they are willing to compromise many ecological
considerations to get their share of the technological riches. I was told that
corruption at the local political level is very common and environmental
laws are easily avoided. Many ethnic minorities are willing to trade what-
ever is left of their environmental heritage for a better economic position.

I have no doubt that China will rapidly advance technologically, but what
is unclear is how great a toll this will take on the environment. Perhaps the
dragon of technology will return this time to eat the Chinese people.

Looking for 34 Million Friends

BY RaMoNA REX, OREGON CHAPTER POPULATION IssUE COORDINATOR

Amidst a storm of controversy, the Bush administration announced in
July 2002 that $34 million dollars in funding appropriated by Congress for
the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) would be withheld. UNFPA
had been falsely accused of supporting China’s restrictive one child policy
by working with the Chinese state family planning agency in 32 counties. A
delegation hand picked by the Bush administration visited China, reported
that UNFPA was not involved in forced sterilizations, forced abortions,
or any other coercive actions, and recommended the funding be released.
Sadly, the $34 million was still withheld. UNFPA
estimated these funds could have prevented two
million unwanted pregnancies, 800,000 abor-
tions, 4,700 maternal deaths, and 77,000 infant
and child deaths. Every year since then, UNFPA
funding approved by Congress has been denied
by the Bush administration.

Two women decided to begin a grassroots
effort three years ago, seeking to enlist 34 mil-
lion Americans to donate $1 each to make up the
monies denied. Jane Roberts and Lois Abraham,
independently of one another, started e-mailing
family, friends, women’s organizations, almost
anyone they could think of to become one of “34
Million Friends of UNFPA”. Three years later, their idea has resulted in
over $2.8 million donated to UNFPA.

Jane Roberts has recently written an engaging book about her grassroots
fundraising and consciousness-raising efforts, 34 Million Friends of the
Women of the World (Ladybug Press). Roberts describes the growth of 34
Million Friends of UNFPA from an idea and lots of e-mails, into a move-
ment designed to enlist financial support from the general public for the
United Nations Population Fund and women'’s reproductive health rights.
In one chapter, she describes her travels, including her 2004 trip to Oregon
at the invitation of the Columbia Group’s population committee. She de-
tails how the money raised by “34 Million Friends” is used: for emergency
obstetric training and care, and reproductive health equipment, services
and supplies for some of the poorest women on Earth.

Jane Roberts’s book reminds us of the power of an idea. When women
have access to voluntary reproductive health services, they improve their
overall health, that of their families, and the environment in which they live.

For more information on the book, see www.sierraclub.org/population,
www.unfpa.org, www.americansforunfpa.org or www.ladybugbooks.com.

L1 A Milllon Friends

Owyhee Raffing Outing
April 21-25
Lower Owyhee River

Join the Marys Peak Group, the Corvallis-based Sierra Club group, in a
2006 rafting adventure on the Owyhee River in Eastern Oregon. A 4-night,
5-day raft trip with Ouzel Outfitters through stunning high desert can-
yon with great whitewater, geology, hiking, and birds. Guides, rafts, and
excellent meals are all provided. Estimated cost of $850/ person plus 3%
government use fee. Transit to/from Rome and lodging in Rome, Oregon,
not included. Maximum of 15 participants. For information, contact Randy
Selig at 541-745-7055 or rselig@mindspring.com.

The Political Action Committee
Appeals to You

Changes are needed in the Oregon legislature, and you can help make
that happen. The Political Action Committee of the Oregon Chapter of the
Sierra Club will be active in the 2006 election cycle. We are planning an all-
out effort to elect candidates who support the conservation values that we
Sierrans share.

To carry out our mission in the 2006 election cycle, we need your dona-
tion to the Oregon Sierra Club Political Action Committee (OSCPAC).
Whether it is $10 or a $1,000, every dollar will help.

Contributions should be made payable to the OSCPAC. The mailing ad-
dress for OSCPAC is PO Box 69212, Portland, OR 97239.

Remember, Oregon law permits a $50-per-person annual tax credit for dona-
tions to political activities.

Office Needs

We need a hand truck and have continual need of general
office supplies in good shape: folders, envelopes, pens,
markers, etc.

Thanks to Rustica Carlos for the handheld vacuum and to
Bob Palzer for the general supplies.

Please contact the office with any donations. The office
contact information is on page 2. Thanks!

www.oregon.sierraclub.org
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Is it “Radical” to Preserve Rural Communities
and Family Farms in Oregon?

BY KENDRA KIMBIRAUSKAS
Factory FARM/AGRICULTRE IsSUE COORDINATOR

Recently, a letter ran in the Capital Press from
a representative of “Oregonians for Food and
Shelter,” an organization that lobbies on behalf of
corporate agricultural, the pesticide industry and
industrial timber.

In the letter, the writer asserted that I was,
“another extreme environmentalist trying to pass
herself off as just a farm kid,” and therefore not a
credible source when it came to talking about the
impacts of Threemile Canyon Farm and corpo-
rate agriculture in Oregon.

The author of the letter outlined four states that
I have worked in: Michigan, Illinois, Minnesota,
and Iowa. One thing that the author neglected to
share is the one thing that all the states have in
common. That commonality: their rural econo-
mies and environment have been devastated by
the impacts of corporate agriculture.

Before I knew what an “environmentalist” was,
I spent my summers working on my family’s
farm, working with my father. As a farmer, my
dad taught me that it was important to respect
our land, treat our animals humanely and regard
the community that we were a part of.

Growing up, I thought that everyone farmed
like my dad and our neighbors - stewards of our
natural environment.

Upon landing my first job after college for
the Michigan Senate, I came face-to-face with
paid lobbyists for industrial animal agriculture.
These people represented companies that had
no regard for the land, the air, or the water.
These were companies that saw animals simply
as units of production in a standardize system,
rather than living, breathing creatures, with the
ability to feel pain. These were companies whose
CEOs lived in their high-rise, penthouse suites,
while neighbors of the large factory farms suf-
fered from the horrific odors and gases coming
off of the operation.

This type of agriculture looked nothing like the
farming I knew.

Shortly after leaving Michigan, I went to work
helping struggling communities and rural farmers
fight industrial animal agriculture. I was fortunate

in that my work took me throughout the Midwest,
talking with folks who had endured pain and suf-
fering inflicted by mega factory farms.

Regardless of whether I was in Michigan or
Minnesota visiting with neighbors or large in-
dustrial dairies, or traveling around Iowa, talking
with third- and fourth-generation hog farmers,
the stories were all the same:

The waters were so polluted that you didn’t
dare let your kids swim; the air was so toxic that
even on hot summer nights you couldn’t leave
your windows open while you slept; grandkids
didn’t want to come and visit, because grand-
ma’s house smelled like pigs; family farmers
were being driven out of business; once-thriving

Kendra and a friend on the farm

rural communities were now ghost towns; and
the corporations that were causing the problems
did nothing to fix them.

Instead, these corporations drained the resourc-
es from the local community, went out of busi-
ness, and left the local taxpayers to foot the costs
of cleaning up the mess that was left behind.

Unlike the Midwest, Oregon has a thriving
rural economy with over 40,000 independent
farms, of which 97% are still family owned and

operated. Until now, Oregon has not experienced
the intensive animal agricultural operations that
are so common in the rural Midwest.

However, times are changing and rural Oregon
is now the new frontier for industrial animal ag-
riculture. Blazing that trail is Threemile Canyon
Farms, a 55,000-head dairy operation (with plans
to expand to upward 100,000 cows) outside of
Boardman, Oregon.

The scale of Threemile Canyon Farms is unlike
anything in other parts of the country. It is the
size of city of approximately 1,265,000 people, yet
is not held to the same requirements for treating
the waste. Threemile Canyon Farms releases a
staggering 5.6 million pounds of ammonia gas,
which has been linked to the severe acid rain
problem in the Columbia River Gorge. High-
powered public relations firms and corporate
lobbyists have allowed Threemile Canyon Farms
to do “business as usual” and hide behind the
guise of “sustainability.”

When you take away the green-washing mask,
the fact is that Threemile Canyon Farms is noth-
ing more than a polluting, industrial factory farm
that has little regard for the workers, the animals,
or the community of which it is a part. This type
of operation is not agriculture; it is industry. And
if we aren’t careful, many more “Threemile Can-
yon Farms” will inundate our state and dot the
rural landscape like the hog operations in Iowa.

As 1 see, being a “farmer” and an “environmen-
talists” are synonymous. Real farmers are the
true stewards of the environment who rely on
our natural resources in order to thrive.

As conservationists, it is time that farmers and
environmentalists unite. We have to draw a line in
the sand and send a strong message to corporate
farms that they are not welcome in our state. We
have seen their destruction in other parts of coun-
ty, and we are not going to let it happen to our
rural communities and family farms in Oregon.

We have to act now. We have a lot to lose if we
don’t. If you are interested in working to hold
Threemile Canyon Farms accountable and stop
the spread of corporate agriculture in Oregon,
contact me at kendrakimbirauskas@yahoo.com
or 503-997-7438.

US Govt’s Attempts to Weaken Kyoto Thwarted

continued from front page

Later that night, chief negotiator Harlan Wat-
son walked out of high-level meetings because
of the language in the conference resolutions.
This act finally motivated US press coverage of
the Bush administration’s obstinacy at the Mon-
treal conference.

The American delegation launched its final at-
tack late on the last official day, December 9, just
hours after former president Bill Clinton’s dra-
matic speech to a side event at the invitation of the
Sierra Club of Canada and the Mayor of Montreal.

The Bush administration proposed a simple
wording change to the resolution of the UN
Framework Convention on Climate Change (to
which the US belongs) that was quite clearly
designed to derail the Conference of the Parties
to the Kyoto Protocol (to which the US does not
belong) by making the Kyoto binding commit-
ments into optional targets.

The US attack could not have been any more
brazen. And yet, by the time the meeting con-
cluded just before sunrise on Saturday morning,
the Bush administration withdrew its change and
the rest of the world, led by Canada as the host
country, united around the Kyoto agenda.

In spite of widespread predictions in the US
ahead of the meeting that Kyoto had “failed”

- including an absurd piece in the Toronto Globe
& Mail by Michael Shellenberger and Ted Nor-
dhaus putting the blame on environmentalists

- the major news is that the international commu-
nity reconfirmed Kyoto and is ready to move for-
ward with what conference president Stephane
Dion calls the “Montreal Action Plan:”

* A working group will define commitments
starting in 2013. Getting approval for this was the
most important decision in Montreal, because it
means there will be no gap between the first and
second commitment periods for large industrial
countries (except the US and Australia, until and
unless they join the Kyoto Protocol).

* The Marrakesh Accords adopted in 2001 are
the rules for actually operating the Kyoto Proto-
col and were adopted without modification by
the Conference of the Parties (again leaving out
the US, Australia and other non-signatories to
Kyoto), so that monitoring, emissions trading,
research and oversight can go forward.

* Countries in attendance pledged an $8-mil-
lion administrative boost to the Clean Develop-
ment Mechanism (CDM), a trading system under
Kyoto for developing countries to reduce green-
house gases with funding from wealthier nations.

The forward motion by the rest of the world
and the surge of local, state and regional activ-

ity in the US is a hopeful sign indeed. The global
framework for response to climate change is
intact. But now we turn to concerns about the
direction of that response.

The Sierra Club is much more skeptical about
the heavy reliance of the Kyoto mechanisms
on emissions trading for carbon dioxide and
other greenhouse gases than many of our part-
ner organizations. We are concerned about the
performance, fairness and effectiveness of those
mechanisms in actually reducing greenhouse gas
emissions, and our Global Warming & Energy
Committee is reviewing the issue in depth.

We are also concerned about sustaining the local
momentum for action. That's why our Cool Cities
program is rolling out a nationwide campaign to
help local activists build alliances with mayors
and city councils to commit to the Climate Protec-
tion Agreement initiated by Mayor Nickels and
start the planning, the funding and the actions
needed to reduce our “climatic footprint.”

The outcome of the UN climate meeting in
Montreal is grounds for cautious but real opti-
mism. The Bush administration scheme to cause
a serious setback for Kyoto fell short. Instead we
are moving forward with hope instead of fear
about the prospects for our environment and our
economy.
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WTO Protested in Portland and Hong Kong

BY MICHAEL GEOGHEGAN
GLoBAL TRADE IssuE COORDINATOR

More than 1,500 activists hit the streets on
December 10 to say “No to the World Trade Or-
ganization” and “Yes to the Right to Organize.”
The Sierra Club joined with over 50 community,
labor, and environmental organizations to plan
the rally.

our environmental safeguards and regulations as
“barriers to trade.” Likewise, the WTO opens the
door for US corporations to pursue similar com-
plaints against other countries. The net effect is
an environmental rollback — pressure to deregu-
late regardless of environmental consequences.
For instance, the WTO overturned a US law that
required dolphin-safe nets for tuna sold domesti-
cally. Along similar lines, 1990 amendments to
the Clean Air Act were passed to drastically cut
air pollution. Those too were found to be WTO-
illegal. Both laws were weakened in order to be
WTO-compliant.

The rally in Portland mirrored similar actions
around the world, including protests outside
of the WTO ministerial meeting in Hong Kong
where South Korean rice farmers made headlines

The Oregon Chapter successfully launched its Adam
Alabarca Speaker Series on November 20 with

an inspiring talk by Diane Wilson, environmental
activist and author of “An Unreasonable Woman.”

A large, diverse crowd shuts down the streets in Portland to
protest the WTO.

Participants in the rally protested the World
Trade Organization (WTO) negotiations taking
place in Hong Kong. The event also coincided
with International Human Rights Day focusing
on workers’ rights. The right to organize is at
odds with the “free trade” dogma put forth by
the WTO. As Tom Chamberlain, Oregon AFL-
CIO President, said, “Without the right to orga-
nize, there cannot be fair trade, and without fair
trade, there cannot be a real right to organize in
the US or in any other country.”

The work that Sierra Club activists do to pro-
tect and restore their environment is undermined
by the WTO's free trade policies. Under the WTO
tribunal system, member countries can challenge
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in their attempts to march into the negotiations
and the Korean consulate there.

Following the march in Portland, the Sierra
Club participated in a follow-up teach-in on
December 17 to help people navigate the issues
connected to free trade and the WTO. The Sierra
Club held a workshop on the environmental im-
pacts of free trade, and other organizations held
workshops discussing the basics of free trade, ge-
netic engineering, local impacts, and labor rights.

Want to learn more about the movement for fair
trade? Come to a fair trade house party hosted by
Michael Geoghegan, the Oregon Chapter Global
Trade Issue Coordinator, on January 12. The party
is for Sierra Club members to meet one another
and learn more about free trade, environmental
impacts, and how we can work in Oregon to
make trade green and truly fair. The party is Janu-
ary 12 from 7:30-9pm at 2222 SE Caruthers Street
in Portland. To RSVP to the party or to learn more
about fair trade, please contact globaltradecmte@
yahoo.com or call 503-243-6656 x301.
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www.senate.gov/~wyden/mail.htm

230 Dirksen Senate Ofpce Bldg., Washington, DC 20510
202-224-5244, fax: 202-228-2717

Salem phone: 503-589-4555, Portland: 503-326-7525
Eugene: 541-431-0229, Bend: 541-330-9142

Senator Gordon Smith
www.senate.gov/~gsmith/webform.html

404 Russell Senate Ofpce Bldg., Washington, DC 20510-1001
202-224-3753, fax: 202-228-3997

Portland phone: 503-326-3386, Eugene: 541-465-6750

Bend: 541-318-1298

District 1: Representative David Wu
www.house.gov/writerep/

1023 Longworth House Ofpce Bldg., Wash., DC 20515-2701
202-225-0855, fax: 202-225-9497

Portland phone: 503-326-2901, toll free: 800-422-4003

District 2: Representative Greg Walden
greg.walden@mail.house.gov

1210 Longworth House Ofpce Bldg., Washington, DC 20515
202-225-6730, fax: 202-225-5774

Toll free: 800-533-3303 (OR only)

District 3: Representative Earl Blumenauer
write.earl@mail.house.gov

2446 Rayburn, Washington, DC 20515
202-225-4811, fax: 202-225-8941

Portland phone: 503-231-2300

Your Oregon Representatives
Senator Ron Wyden www.vote-smart.o I‘g

District 4: Representative Peter DeFazio
peter.defazio@mail.house.gov

2134 Rayburn House Ofpce Bldg., Washington, DC 20515
202-225-6416, fax: 202-225-0032

Eugene phone: 541-465-6732, toll free: 800-944-9603

District 5: Representative Darlene Hooley
www.house.gov/writerep/

2430 Rayburn, Washington, DC 20515
202-225-5711, fax: 202-225-5699

Salem phone: 503-588-9100, toll free: 888-446-6539

The White House
president@whitehouse.gov

White House, 1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20500

Comments: 202-456-1111, fax: 202-456-2461

Governor Ted Kulongoski
www.governor.state.or.us/governor/mail/mailform.html
State Capitol, Room 250, Salem, OR 97310
503-378-4582, fax: 503-378-4863

State Representative
State Capitol, Salem OR 97310
503-986-14XX (XX is the district number)

State Senator
State Capitol, Salem OR 97310
503-986-17XX (XX is the district number)

Join the Sierra Club!

d Yes! I want to join the Sierra Club!

d Yes! I want to give a gift membership!
Name

Address

City/State Zip

E-mail

Phone ( )

I understand that a gift announcement card will
be sent for my use. I've entered my name and
address above and the gift recipient’s name and
address below.

Recipient’s Name

Address

City/State Zip
q Check g Mastercard q Visa
Cardholder

Card #

Expiration date

Contributions, gifts or dues to the Sierra Club are
NOT tax deductible; they support our effective,
citizen-based advocacy and lobbying efforts. Your
dues include $7.50 for a subscription to Sierra mag-
azine and $1 for your chapter newsletter.

Membership Categories: (Check one)
Individual Joint
Introductory q $25
Regular g $39 g $47
Supporting q $75 g $100
Contributing g $150 g $175
Life g $1,000 g $1,250
Senior, Student or Limited Income
q $24 q $32

Mail this form to:

Sierra Club
POB 52968, Boulder, CO 80322
F94QW53001

Sierra Club 2006 Calendars!

There are still a few leftl]
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Grassroots action made the Sierra Club what it is
today — the premier national organization working
for, and winning, environmental reforms in our com-
munities, our state, our nation, and our world. Let us
know how you’d like to be involved. Please fill out
the form at www.oregon.sierraclub.org/ volunteer or
fill out this form and return it to:

Oregon Chapter Sierra Club, 2950 SE Stark, Suite 110,
Portland, OR 97214; 503-238-0442; fax 503-238-6281.
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0 Accounting/Bookkeeping 0 Medicine

0 Audio/ Visual O Performing Arts

o Carpentry o Photography

0 Computer Expertise 0 Political Organizing
o Cooking O Public Speaking

0 Data Entry O Research

o Editorial 0 Teaching/ Training
O Electrical O Visual Arts

0 Event Planning 0 Web Design/Maintenance
0 Fundraising 0 Word Processing

O Grant Writing o Writing/ Journalism
0 Graphic Design 0 Other

o Law
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O Yes, I'm a member so add me to the Home Lobbying
Network!

Date:

Name:

Mailing Address:

City/State/ Zip:

Phone: () (h) () (w)
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0 Attend and/or testify at a hearing

0 Fundraising

0 Ground truthing/forest or timber sale monitoring

0 Host Club leaders visiting my area

0 Lead an outdoor activity or an inner-city outing

O Perform legal services

0 Media relations

0 Group phone calling in Chapter office

O Signature gathering

0 Work at a Club information booth at fairs and events
0 Use my vehicle to transport people and Club supplies
0 Work in the Club’s office in southeast Portland

0 Work at a mailing party

O Trail maintenance, tree planting, or other outdoor work
party

0 Volunteer coordination

O Write letters

o Other

Date DB
Record #

E-mail: L[

Fax:

Membership# (if known):

Occupation:

O I'd like to spend _____ hours/month volunteering
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0 Air Quality O Pesticides

0 Chemical Weapons 0 Population

0 Coastal O Sprawl/Land Use

0 Columbia River Gorge O Sustainability

0 Conservation Legislation o Tillamook State Forest

0O Electoral Politics o Toxics

O Energy/Global Warming O Transportation

0 Endangered Species 0 Water Quality

o Forests/Logging 0 Wetlands

o Factory Farms/Agriculture o Wild Salmon

0 Global Trade o Wildlife

O High Desert/Grazing o Willamette River

o Off-Road Vehicles

Please choose the conservation issues that you are
interested in actively working on:




