
THE WILDERNESS SOCIETY PLAN

Protecting National Forests
Wilderness. by definition. has few

advocates. Civilization 1s where you
find advocates. For the life of the plan-
et thus far, wilderness has existed
largely because no vne wanted to use it
for anything. Tracts of wilderness ex-

isted not so much because they were

protected as because they were 1gnored.
Those davs are over. If tracts of wil-

derness are to survive, they must be
protected. Who
needs 'em? the ur-

Other recommendations deal with
the specific implementation ot that
policy' A phase nut of below -cost 21

ber sales and an end to turther con-

struction of permanent roads are two

that make compelling common sense.

Twao others that ought to be adopted
quickly are the establishing ot a torest
rehabilitation program to include per-
manent road closure in some areas and

a reform ot timber
management to

ban 10-toed sloth | | stress longer tim-

irquires. ‘ Federal timber manage- : ber rotations. un-

Civalization
i

Vi
evencaged  tree

does. ment is currently a lum- | management and
Which brings us

$0 a case at hand
Tihe: LS Eorest

|

Service, a part of |

the federal De: federal
partment ot Agri- COST:
culture. has ‘te-

ber industry subsidy pro-
gram, selling timber on

land ' at below

: a ban on logging in

|  unsuiltabDie ierrain.

‘ like steep and
erodible slopes.

A REB O,
Mountain Trea
Sures at fise, has

centiy completed a

series of manage-
ment plans for the national loresis.
including the Nantahala and Pisgah
forests in North Carolina. Those plans
give short shrift to wilderness.

Call it an institutional mindset. In
whe Department of Agriculture, forests
tend Lo be seen as farms, trees as pro-
didce Bimhet munsrbmert s Dl SnE:

You play: it by huilding coads into ce-

mote places and then selling umber
rights. Some of the rules of this game
need changing — to protect wilderness,
ofcourse, but to stop wasting resources.

L00. Federal timber management 1s cur-

rently a lumber industrv subsidy pro-
gram, selling timber on tederal land at

helow cost. The proposed management
ptans would double the program.

The Wiiderness Society has a better
plan. featunng 10 recommendations.
At the top of the list 1s adoption of a

policy that would emphasize forest
.benefits not available un private lands.
Biological diversity. scenic beauty,
wildlife habitat. recreation opportuni-
ties and a more intangble but no iess
waluabie benefit: a t1e both tu the past
and to nature that people two often
fgnore or misunderstand — these are

some of the things unique to nationel
forests. Timber s a plentitul resource.

WINSTON-SALEM JOURNAL, SUNDAY, FEB. 26, 1989

been put out by
the Wilderness

Society providing details and statistics

about the current and projected cond:-
tion of Southern Appalachian national
florests w1t 18 reading to  make . vou
Scared, sad and angrs all at once.

The 'management plans for
.

the
Southern Appalachian torests are now

Gl tae desk Gf the FOGEst Dervice el
The Wilderness Society has asked him
to send the plans back to the drawing
board for revision. The soclety makes a

case tor revision that is unassatlabie.
unless perhaps vou make a [
ging on federal lands.

Bolitics. s a Stiemee Of adiicaey.
however. and tne bilack vear lobby has
trouble competing for attention with
the lumber and paper industries. [f the
Forest Service chief feels pressure. it's
not from the black bear side

Part of the problem 1s that une s1de s

talking hard-case economics and :iveli-
hood while the uther talks abe .t beau-

ving log-

iy, biological diversity and cumcepts
that appear to lacr immediacy. urgency
or solidity. Environmentalists are seen

as dreameprs: indiustries rmake nbsige
velopment, progress

LNALIS Lhe et e 1 vnger

view 1sn't adopted and adopted sooun.

he long view « ccome hleax (naeed
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The Wilderness Society
1400 Eye Street, N.W.
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