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Dear Reader

his issue tells the story about how

countless people who care about

our forests and wildlife stood up
to George Bush and his promise to tim-
ber companies that he would allow them
to liquidate our ancient forests.

It's a story of a significant victory for
citizens who wouldn’t let the President
get away with his agenda, even if the end
results are nothing better than a tempo-
rary reprieve for endangered specics such
as the northern spotted owl. We must rec-
ognize that some future president can
pursue the same goals, and possibly with
much different results, so we must always
be vigilant.

These stories get to the heart of the
damage Bush, Julic MacDonald, Mark
Rey, Lynn Scarlett and many others have
been trying to do to the environment and
science, and how they were exposed and
defeated (though the Bush adminiscra-
tion is still working to gut the ESA on the
way out the door.)

We also specify what the next presi-
dent, Barack Obama, can do right away to
fix the “mangled mess” this administra-
tion has left us.

¢ are grateful for the generous
support our many donors have
given to this project, which took

over a year to complete, including the
many months we waited for the adminis-
tration to provide crucial documents
under the Freedom of Information Act.

Big thauks go out to the Campbell
Foundarion, the Brainerd Foundation,
Hilary Abraham, John McCormick, Ken
Margolis, John Haines, Bob Amundson,
Robert Sroll, Molly O’Reilly, Candace
France, Charles Simenstad, Thomas
Gritzka, John Reynolds, Linda Park,
Charles Ray, Jeanne Norton, John
Weidman, Jim Baker, Beatrice and Bill
Booth, Helen Jones, Bob Phillips, Kevin
Shea, William Wessinger, David
Chambers, Andrea Olson, Andrea Carlos,
Michelle Trappen, Dominick DellaSala,
Regna Merritt, Tom Turner, Scort
Greacen, Randi  Spivak, James
Cunningham, Joel Koberstein, Jim
Owens and Nick Fimbel.

John Bleakmore, Craig Dickison,
Ewart Baldwin, Sally Goodwin. John
Corbett, David Paul, Greg Linder, Ross
& Associates, Betty Bezzerides, Lyn
Bishop, John Browne, Irene Potter,
Winifred Hepler, Roy O’Conner, Vivian
Webber, David Hutchinson, Fritzi
Cohen, Christine Woodward, David
Willis, Trillium Natural Foods, H.C.
Christensen, John Koenig, James
Williams, Felicia Oldfather, Michelle
Brockhoff, and Bruce Joyce.
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THE OWL'S
STUNNING

REPRIEVE

Citizens stand up to

Bush in defense
of ancient
forests

By Paul Koberstein

istory 18 certain to judge the
Bush years as a disaster for
the nation's — and the planet's —

environment. But as his second term winds
down, it's worth noting that ancient forests in the
Pacific Northwest are still standing, despite the adminis-
tration's vigorous efforts to help umber companics cut
them down, and thanks to countless citizens who stood
in the way.

The administeation's approach to nature has been driv-
en by owo myths: what's good for industry is good for the
environment, and the extent of our resources 1s without
limit. But there is much work to do. For the last eight
years, Bush has been at war with the planet's complex
and fragile life-sustaining systems in his rush o aid indus-
.

Aside from his last-gasp attempt to gut the house on
his way out (see story page 4), Bush has lost his war on the
environment. Witness the fact that the ancient forests are
still standing, despite almost eight years of concerted
efforts to liquidate them. A broad campaign to suppress
science and intim-
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ruptions that

he failed to address.
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force, and
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At spotted  owl
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“It could have
been far worse,”
54VS Regna

Meiritt, executive
director of Oregon
Wild, a group thar
over the years has

made its mark as a
watchdog  for  old
growth forests on feder-
al lands. Oregon Wild,
along with many other

groups such as rhe
National Audubon Society,
the National Wildlife

Federation, the American
[ands Alliance and the Sierra
Club — and their lawyers
¥ from Earthjustice and the
v Western Environmental Law
Center in Eugene — count

numerous legal victories over
AB Bush's forest policies to their cred-
it.
Of course, imber was just one of
many publicly owned commodities
that Bush sought to give away to cor-
1 porations, his officials expressing @
Y willingness to point a gun to the head
of protected species if need be. From
the beginning of his administration,
4 Bush has sought to expand oil and gas
drilling in sensitive environments thart are

n_i

i e b Fispy = © ~home to pﬁla:l‘ bears, sage grouse, cartbou

NED Y sopped by camoats | fé PH?.;‘;- ﬁ and other species of critical concemn.
ants whom the administration considered ﬁgﬁy"_ Drilling has - scarred . the. Rocky
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to be enemies. Citizens, communities, conserva-
tionists and scientists all helped to deliver a final, crush-
ing blow.

They ended this onslaught on the hallowed ground of
the Pacific Northwest's ancient forests where he could
not produce on a promise to industry: provide old-growth
timber without viclating the law and angering the pub-
lic, Congress and the courts.

Many consider a 2003 backroom deal with the timber
industry to have been a potential turning point. In that
agreement, Bush officials implicitly promised to ignore
laws protecting old growth forest habitats and hand over

Mountains with more than 77,000 new oil
and gas wells, under the Department of the
Interior's short-cut environmental reviews, with more
drlling on the way. The administration is pushing to
open new areas to exploit off the coasts and in the Arctic,
making the extremely dubious claim that it would reduce
the cost of gasoline. The administration barely acknowl-
edged ideas to conserve oil and reduce eonsumption.
Bush officials have tried to operate as covertly as possi-
ble as they tried to manipulate environmental laws with-
out attracting attention. They quietly subverted scientists

d hei
idate scientists has ia:convcr: ice;:i
beencxposed, ind — “Tr has become abundantly clear that this Administration does not give one  rescarch find-

1 : » 3 . ings. They
oficialshave been whit about the ESA. Its strong-arming of Federal scientists, slow-walking of ~ heve eeged
' scientists and

| unlawful .. . . : : i
ocivons. Many  Listing decisions, and stonewalling of new rules have convinced me that EVeEy: lied chout ihe

more decisions are
under investiga-

attempt to fix the mismanagement of the endangered species program under

sCIEnce con-
flicted with

don by Congies:  this Administration is a lost cause.” — Rep.Nick Rahall III polites; . i
independent gov- s ' - Testimony
ernment  watch- before  con-

dogs. The clock will soon run out, leaving behind a man-
gled mess that the next president should be able to fix
(see page 18). i _ ,
However, if the next president wants to avoid lasting
_ damage, he must get on this right way, and he must do
more than just dispel myths. He must also weed out
Bush’s true believers from the bureaucracy, and identify
language now embedded in rules and regulations that
would undermine conservation — and delete it.
The next president must also contemplate how to
restore wildlife and ecosystems damaged by Bush's

assault and neglect, and avoid the catastrophic climate

v o o &

vast amounts of forests for clearcutting, - ; ;
Specifically, the industry, represented by the American
Forest Resources: Council, persuaded Bush officials to
disavow the scientific fact that cutting down old growth
forests would cause the threatened northemn spotted owl

‘and possibly other species to eventually die off. With pro-

tection for these species eliminated, the AFRC
believed—and the administration agreed—that ravishing
levels of logging not seen since the 1980s could resume.
The entire conservation community vowed that this
scheme would never materialize,

It didn’t. The companies did not get their timber, the

gressional committees exposed Bush's widespread effort
to muzzle scientists, Now an administration that had big
plans is in full retreat, with environmental groups unrav-
eling the embarrassed administration's unlawful schemes.

The most notorious “meddler” among top Bush offi-
cials was Julie MacDonald, a non-scientist (she has a
degree in engineering) who as Deputy Assistant
Secretary of the Department of Interior for fish, wildlife
and parks was accused by her underlings of waging a
“reign of terror” against scientists with whom she dis-

_(Continued on Page 4)
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. Diversity is suing the gov-
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Gutting the
place on the
way out

Last-gasp bids to
dump inconvenient
ESA rules face court
challenges

ith the Bush administration
beginning to pack its bags on
the way out of town, it found

time to care of business that is impor-
tant to its friends in timber and oil
companies.

In mid-August, with Congress on
vacation and the public distracted by
the Olympic Games, the Interior
Department proposed two new regula-
tions that would make it harder to pro-
tect both the northern spotted owl and
the polar bear, as well as gut important
regulations under the Endangered
Species Act.

The agency reduced the amount of
land that would be off limits to logging
as protection for the owl by 1.6 million
acres. It did so despite a consensus of

survive unless a significant amount of
old-growth forest habitat is protected
from logging. They say the owl needs
more protected habirtat, not less.

As part of its decision, the Fish and
Wildlife Service said it opened up
60,000 acres of old-growth forests man-
aged by the Bureau of Land
Management in western Oregon.
Scientists said the Bush plan would
increase the threat of extinction to
spotted owls.

The agency said it based the critical
habitat decision on a spotted owl
recovery plan issued in May. That plan
reduced the amount of protected acres
by up to 56 percent. The critical habi-
tat decision would reduce the amount
of available for owl protection by 23
percent.

The Fish and Wildlife Service
issued a statement that there's “no evi-
dence” that more protected habitat
would help the owl.

Bur the Wildlife Society, an inde-
pendent scientific organization, noted
that the owl is declining at a yearly rate
of almost 4 percent. “Implementation
of this plan would therefore represent
a significant step backward in conser-
vation of the northern spotted owl and
of other species that share its range,”
said the organization's executive direc-
tor, Dr. Michael Hutchins.

The Bush administration has admit-
ted that it issued critical habitat deci-

Congressional and Interior Department
investigations of this practice have
focused on former Deputy Assistant
Interior Secretary Julie MacDonald,
who worked on 200 endangered
species decisions during her Fve years
at the agency. if

One of the decisions that came
across MacDaonald's desk involved the
designation of critical habitat for the
owl, according to documents objained
by Cascadia Times via the Frccdom of
Information Act.

“Bottom line, this is the Bush .
administration shoving science aside to
serve its special interest supporters,”
said Earthjustice attorney Kristen
Boyles. “The Bush administration
released a weak owl recovery plan in
May that was roundly criticized by
independent scientists, and now it is
using that inadequate plan as justifica-
tion to remove habitat protections.”

Boyles said Earthjustice will file suit
to stop the new regulations.

“Protecting critical habirat for spot-
ted owls is essendal to their recovery
over the long-term bug it also helps to
protect forest ecosystems and the web
of life that depends on them,”Boyles
said. “Salmon and myriad other fish
and wildlife depend on forest protec-
tions already in placc in thc
Northwest.”

The same day that the spottod owl
critical habitat decision was

Endangered Species Act that require a
scientific review before the govern-
ment can start federal construction
projects, like bridges, dams and high-
ways. Previously, federal agencies have
had to check with the Fish and
Wildlife Service or the National
Marine Fisheries Service first, to see if
endangered species would be harmed,
before going ahead with projects.

Under the proposed rules, agencies
could decide this entirely on their own.
But the brunt of the impact of the new
rule may be felt greatest by the polar
bear, which was listed as threatened in
May. Interior Secretary Dirk
Kempthorne said the agency would
ensure that concerns about the impact
of climate change on protected species
like the polar bear would not prevent
oil drilling.

“It is not possible to draw a link
between greenhouse gas emissions and
distant observations of impacts on
species,” Kempthorne said.

Whit Sheard of the group Pacific
Environment in Alaska said the Bush
Administration is trying to do what
Congress has loudly refused to do for
years: gut the ESA and get rid of inde-
pendent scientific review. “This
smacks of his strategy on climate
change — presume it doesn't exist,
control the scientists who are allowed
to discuss it, and silence any independ-
ent voices or processes that will shed

leading spotted owl experts who said
the threatened northern spotted cannot

sions in the past that were faulty
because of political interferences.

THE OWL'S STUNNING REPRIEVE

{Continued from Page 3)

agreed. An internal investigation alleged that MacDonald
interfered with Fish and Wildlife Service decisions by
“intimidating” and bullying scientists unless and until
they produced findings that were politically acceptable to
her.

MacDonald resigned her post under pressure on May
1, 2007, but she was not acting alone. Political appointces
throughout the upper reaches of Interior and other agen-
cies were caught tampering with scientific findings, just
as she did.

The Fish and Wildlife Service says that eight species
have been afflicted by MacDonald's bad science.

The Union of Concerned Scientists says scientific
evaluations of some 80 species, including the northern
spotted owl, marbled mur-
relet, sage grouse and
salmon, have been marred
by political meddling. The
Center for Biological

emment for faulty decisions
afflicting 55 species.

Now top Bush officials are insisting that they have
reformed and that the science is no longer defective.

“Science is the foundation of all of our conservation
efforrs,” Lynn Scarlett, the deputy Interior Secretary, told
a congressional committee chaired by Rep. Nick Rahall
IIT in May 2007. “The (Fish and Wildlife) Service
employs rigorous procedures to ensure that the best avail-
able science supports (endangered species) determina-
tions. Under no circumstance do we promote, tolerate, or
endorse suppression of scientific information.”

In July 2007, Dale Hall, director of the Fish and
Wildlife Service, told the same committee, “I would like
to emphasize my personal commitment to ensuring the
scientific rigor, validity, and integrity of the Service's deci-
sions under the ESA.”

However, as Dr. Dominick DellaSala, a biologist who

directs the National Center for Conservation Science and
Pollcy in Ashland, Ore., told Rahall's committee, Scarlett,
MacDonald and Hall, along with several others, “inter-
fered” and “tampered” with a draft recovery plan for the
spotted owl, which could have led to mctncvab[e irre-
mediable losses of old growth forests.”

In May 2008, Rahall, a Democrat from West Virginia,
said that despite Scarlett’s lofty words, nothing has
changed. “Instead of cleaning up the mess,” he charged,
“the Fish and Wildlife Service has swept it under the
rug,”

He said that Bush appointees who influenced endan-
gered species decisions “are still roaming the halls of the
Interior Department, unchecked. As a result, we can have
no confidence that political tinkering with the (endan-
gered species) program is being addressed any better now
than it was under MacDonald's reign.”

“Science is the foundation of all of our conservation
efforts” — Deputy Interior Secretary Lynn Scarlett

The Fish and Wildlife Service, meanwhile, has admit-
ted the error of some of its ways and has decided to redo
the flawed owl plan, wasting almost an entire year's worth
of work and a lot of people’s time and money.

“At this point, the best hope for endangered species
may simply be to cling to life until after January when this
President and his cronies, at long last, hit the unemploy-
ment line,” Rahall said.

Cutting a deal with big timber

or the timber industry, the days of wine and roses
ended in the 1980s, when friendly members of

Congress like Sen. Mark Harfield and Rep. Les
AuCoin left office, after years of lobbying for votes to lig-
uidate the Northwest's last remnants of old growth.

announced, the administration said ic
would try to gut procedures in the

light on inappropriate ccological conse-
quences,” he said, &

The 1980s saw huge amounts of Northwest old-
growth timber going to the chainsaws, as much as 5.5 bil-
lion board feet per year. Kathie Durbin reported in The
Oregonian in 1990 that Hatfield and AuCoin wrote legis-
lation setting harvest levels so high that the Forest
Service had trouble finding enough trees to meet the tar-
gets. Max Peterson, a Forest Service chief, was fired in
1986 because federal harvests weren't big enough.
AuCoin, an Oregon Democrat implausibly denied any
role in the firing, allowing however that he was frustrated
by the chief's “reluctance to implement the will of
Congress,” as Durbin reported.

Hatfield, an Oregon Republican, and AuCoin were
calling for harvests that clearly were not sustainable, and
eventually it became apparent to biologists that the spot-
ted owl’s extinction was inevitable unless the harvests
slowed down.

Then, in April 1990, the north-
ern spotted owl was listed as a
threatened species under the ESA.

Acting immediately, the late
federal Judge William Dwyer in
Seattle shut down the timber sale
program until the government
could figure out how to save the

owl. Later rulings were designed to assure the viability of

all native vertebrates that depend on old-growth habitar,
and Judge Dwyer admonished the government to “rake
an ecosystem approach.” Meanwhile, mechanization of
logging mills was already causing the loss of logging jobs.
Thousands of timber workers lost their jobs while the
industry rebounded with retooled mills that were able to
process smaller, younger logs.

“The smarter timber companies are rejecting the
pipedream that the Bush administration will restore the
good old days,” says Randi Spivak, executive director of
the environmental group American Lands Alliance.
“These progressive companies see the writing on the
wall and are retooling to handle small diameter material
that is removed for legitimate forest restoration purpos-

"»
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The Bureau of Land Management plans to allow this western red cedar in the
Alsea River watershed to be logged. Photo by Benton Creet Defenders

The industry argued that the owl as a
species wasn't in any danger, didn't need
saving, and that the old growth really was-
n't crucial to its survival. The courts did
not agree, and gridlock ensued.

In 1993, President Clinton brought
leaders on all sides of the issue together for
a “forest summit” in Portland to find a way
out of the standoff.

A year later, Clinton released his land-
mark Northwest Forest Plan, governing 24
million acres in 19 National Forests and
seven U.S. Bureau of Land Management
districts in Western Washington, Western
Oregon and Northern California.

The new forest plan allowed the timber
industry to resume clearcutting, albeitaca
much slower and more sustainable rate
designed to avoid any further damage to
the owl and the other animals in the forest.
A faral flaw in the Clinton plan is that it
failed to protect some 1 million acres of
mature and old-growth forests vulnerable
to continued logging.

The timper industry, which during the
1980s had been getting almost all that it
wanted, has never been happy with the
deal. It said the Clinton plan promised,
but never delivered, 1.1 billion board feet
of dmber yearly, a highly disputed inter-
pretation of the plan. In the late '90s, the
industry filed four lawsuits challenging the
government's refusal to provide the
amount of timber it claimed it deserved.

In fact, the Clinton plan never prom-
ised to deliver 1.1 billion board feet or any
other amount. It only said thar 1.1 billion
board feet was its “best assessment.” In
the exact words of the plan, 1.1 billion

board feet represents “neither minimum
levels that must be met nor maximum lev-
els that cannot be exceeded. They are
rough approximations...”

Afier Bush took office, the industry saw
an opportunity to press for favorable reso-
lutions to its four lawsuits. Documents
abtained by Earthjustice via the Freedom
of Information Act revealed the timber
industry's legal strategy to force the issue.
After all, federal agencies were then popu-
lated by a number of timber friendly offi-
cials who hated the Clinton forest plan and
were eager to gut it.

One of them was Mark Rey, a former
industry lobbyist, who served as the assis-
ant secretary of Agriculture with responsi-
bility to oversee the Forest Service. If any-
body could lead the Forest Service back to
the days of Hatfield and AuCoin, it was
Rey.
The American Forest Resources
Council, a Portland-based group repre-
senting more than 100 timber companies,
filed two lawsuits; others were filed by the
Western Council of Industrial Workers and
an association of western Oregon countics.
They have long favored collecting timber
revenues as a way to pay for public servic-
es (in recent years, as revenues have
sagged, they have slashed services rather
than increase their relatively low tax rates).

The plaintiffs said they would settle
their cases if the Bush administration pro-
vided the “promised” 1.1 billion board
feet — even if it had to disregard a num-
ber of environmental regulations the
industry didn't like. The industry
demanded the weakening of rules to con-

In short, the timber industry has directed a
major rewrite of the rules and has the peo-
ple in place to continue down its path.

— Patti Goldman, Earthjustice

serve aquatic species such as salmon, and
the elimination of a program to survey
forests for a diverse array of species, and
protect them. To the industry's consterna-
tion, federal courts rejected the adminis-
tration's efforts to evade these responsibil-
ities.

Significantly, it asked the administra-
tion to sce if it could remove the spotted
owl and the marbled murrelet, a threat-
ened species, from the endangered
species list. The industry specified that
the administration should design an
approach to conserving owls that wouldn’t
interfere with timber harvests.

To satisfy the timber industry's desire
to increase timber production within the
owl's habitat, the government had to do
far more than merely fire a Forest Service
chief, which had been sufficient two
decades before. It had to fabricate sci-
ence.

The industry laid out this strategy in a
letter to the administration in 2002: “The
proposed settlement will help produce
the required volume of the Northwest
Forest Plan imber sales, but will not suc-
ceed completely unless the Bush admin-
istration also addresses current adminis-
trative impediments including tangled
consultation procedures and redundant
environmental reviews.”

In other words, the industry was tetling

the administration “break the law, and
adulterate science, if you have to, but give
us our timber” The administration was
quite happy, if not ecstatic, for a chance to
oblige.

“The Bush Administration has not only
agreed to all of industry's demands, it has
also proceeded in precisely the way advo-
cated by the industry,” said Earthjustice
lawyer Patti Goldman.

Goldman said the administration
agreed to make “sweeping changes in for-
est management in secret settlements of
friendly industry lawsuits.” It also made
changes in way it managed rivers and
streams “in order to undo court rulings
that requirc greater protection.”

The industry also persuaded Bush to
appoint Mark Rurzick, the lead attorney
for the timber industry in the lirigarion and
settlement negotiations, as a senior adviser
to the general counsel of the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
with responsibility for Pacific salmon pro-
tected under the Endangered Species Act.
Goldman said Rutzick was to eliminate
the requirement that timber sales must
protect salmon habitat, and to change
Endangered Species Act consultations to
make it easier for logging near salmon-
bearing streams to occur.

“In short, the timber industry has

(Continued on Page 6)

Qld-growth forest near Low Pass, in the Oregon coast range, threatened by the
BLM's preferred alternative in the Western Oregon Plan Revision. Photo by
_Doug Heiken.
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Old-growth forest near Low Pass, in the Oregon coast range,
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Oregon Plan Revision. Photo by Doug Heiken./Oregon Wild
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(Continued from Page 5)

directed a major rewrite of the rules and has the people in
place to continue down its path,” Goldman said.
Politicians get it wrong

¢¢ ey are not up against the spotted owl. They
are up against the Pacific Ocean,” John
Osborn, the Spokane environmentalist and
Sierra Club leader, once said about the timber industry.

Old growth forests are defined as stands composed of
a mixture of different sizes, species and ages of trees, sci-
entists say, characteristics that take centuries to develop.
Some wrees in these stands can be dead snags, while oth-
ers seemingly touch the sky with their towering canopies.
The industry's seeks to cut down those forests and
replace them with profitable tree farms that can be near-
ly barren of wildlife diversity.

Cutting down ancient forests would certainly consign
the owl to extinction, owl biologists say. The owl's recov-
ery depends on whether the government can protect
these forests on federal land. Old growth has almost dis-
appeared from state and privately owned lands. In
Oregon, these forests are particularly vulnerable because
they are regulated under Oregon’s forest practices code,
which is the weakest in the region, as Cascadia Times
reported in 2005,

Moreover, the destructive nature of clearcutting old-
growth forests poses threats far greater than those felt by
the owl. Clearcutting also imperils the marbled murrelet,
a robin-sized bird that nests exclusively in ancient trees
within 50 miles of the ocean. Clearcutting on the predom-
inantly steep slopes in Northwest forests can also destroy
salmon, trout and other aquatic life by burying their habi-
tat in silt. Another purpose of the Northwest Forest Plan
was to avoid the need to list any of the 1,100 species that
depend on marture or old-growth forests in the

Northwest.

In 1990, when the owl joined the endangered species
list, James Monteith, then executive director of the
organization now known as Oregon Wild, said, “it's unfor-
tunate that we're in a position where animals can go
extinct on public land. We would hope that industry
would accept the scientists' conclusions and stop ducking
the truth.”

But timber industry spokesman Ralph Saperstein said
at the time that scientists were finding increasing num-
bers of owls on younger stands in Northern California,
and speculated that maybe owls could adapt to young
forests throughout the Northwest, thereby avoiding both
extinction and job losses. The industry vowed to fight
logging restrictions imposed to protect the owl.
Environmentalists like Monteith said they would go to
court to ensure that necessary restrictions were enforced.

Clinton's 1994 forest plan created millions of acres of
reserves where the owl was protected from effects of
chainsaws. The industry, meanwhile, stuck to
Saperstein's discredited theory, even though not a single
scientific study confirmed his claim that owls north of the
California redwoods can survive in younger forests.
Instead, studies have confirmed just the opposite: owls
will die off without the old forests.

After Bush came into office in 2001, the industry
pressed the Saperstein theory with fresh administration
officials who were quite willing to believe it. The indus-
try talked Bush officials into supporting increased timber
production in Northwest forests by decreasing the
amount of acreage protected for the owl, murreler,
salmon and other species.

The timber industry, in its 2002 proposed settlement,
blatantly urged the government to embrace a lie as
though it were an indisputable fact: “The scientific com-
munity has significantly changed its assessment of the
biological requirements of the northern spotted owl,” the
industry said in a memo to the administration, obrained

threatened by the BLM's preferred alternative in the Western

by Earthjustice. “Fragmented habitat is
now viewed as preferable to large blocks
of old growth.”

Scientists who are expert on the spot-
ted owl’s needs say neither of these
claims is true.

The memo noted that any reduction
in northern spotted owl habitat “increas-
es the timber production potential of the
Northwest Forest Plan.” It argued for a
re-examination of critical habitat for the
northemn spotted owl and the marbled
murrelet (another old-growth reliant
threatened species). both of which it
claimed are “essential to achieving the
1.1 billion board feet timber sale goal.”

The fact that Bush officials were will-
ing to swallow the industry’s lie about
the owl became apparent to everyone on
April 26, 2007, when the Fish and
Wildlife ' Service unveiled a deeply
flawed draft “owl recovery plan” that
declared that habitat protection was no
longer fundamental to owl conservation.

Just as the timber industry wanted.
Just as the administration promised back
in 2003.

Documents show that in May 2003,
shortly after the administration agreed to
meet the umber industry's démands,
Julie MacDonald wok charge of the
administration's effort te gut protection
for the owl and the murrelet.

Her notes indicate the Interior
Department would appoint an Owl
Recovery Team to complete a draft
recovery plan in 2006 and a final plan in

2007.

But the recovery team did not include any of the lead-
ing, well-published owl scientists, said DellaSala, a mem-
ber of the team. “It was stacked against the owl from the
get-go.”

Two team members, DellaSala and Tim Cullinan of
Audubon Washington, objected when the team submit-
ted its plan in September 2006. Rather than make a futile
effort to persuade industry and agency representatives to
join them in rejecting the plan, they felt that its shortcom-
ings would be exposed during peer review. “In fact, the
draft got slaimmed in peer review,” DellaSala said.

“Neither Tim nor I wanted our names on the docu-
ment as scientists, and we even asked to have us removed
from the acknowledgments as team members, it was so
bad,” he said.

In October 2006 the plan went before a “Washington
Oversight Committee,” comprised of 12 top agency offi-
cials who developed a major revision of the document
(see the full list of these 12 officials on the opposite page).
These Bush appointees in the departments of Interior
and Agriculture, including Rey, Scarlett and MacDonald,
jettisoned the recovery team's version in favor of a revi-
sion backed by timber companies, the Forest Service and
the Bureau of Land Management.

In the revised draft, the Washington Oversight
Committee misrepresented two studies that showed the
owl can survive in certain young, cutover forests the red-
wood region of Northern Califonia. It made these misrep-
resentations at the encouragment of a timber industry
representative on the recovery team, and ignored warn-
ings from the authors of these studies that they must not
extrapolate their findings to other parts of the region.

The author of one study cited by the new draft owl
plan, Dr. Alan Franklin, claimed the oversight team had
“misinterpreted” his data as well as his modeling
approach. Franklin is a research biologist with the
National Wildlife Research Center in Colorado.

The author of the other study, Dr. Gail Olson, also
claimed that the government misinterpreted her spotted

“It's unfortunate that we're in a position where animals can go extinct on public land, We
would hope that industry would accept the scientists' conclusions and stop ducking the
truth.” — James Monteith, former executive director, Oregon Wild



The Crabtree Valley sits in the shadow Mount Jefferson in the Central Cascades east of Albany. Photo by Paul
Koberstein/Cascadia Times

owl studies. In a letter to the Fish and
Wildlife Service she said, “There are many
places in the plan where my research
results are not interpreted correctly and
used in ways that I not only did not intend
for them to be used, but specifically
warned against in my published paper.

“] strongly believe this to be art least a
misinterpretation of my research results
and at worst deliberate misuse,” she said in
a letter to ULS. Rep.

Jay Inslee, a
Democrat from
Seatrtle.

Olson, a research
scientist with the
Washington
Department of Fish
and Wildlife, said
she was ‘“never
asked about the
research that was
cited extensively in the Plan nor was |
requested to provide feedback on the use
of that research within the Plan.”

The Washington Oversight Committee
proposed to allow logging in 823,000 acres
that otherwise would be set aside for the
owl, and eventually in another 1.6 million
acres. _

DellaSala said that during a recovery
team meeting in Portland on February 7,
2007, Renne Lohoefener, the Pacific
regional director for the Fish and Wildlife
Service, “indicated that the recovery team
was ‘responding to outside influences,' yet
he gave no details on who these influences
were. Upon further questioning from the
recovery team, he indicated that the out-
side influences were representatives from
the timber industry.”

“What was supposed to be a science-
based plan was derailed by a pattern of
polirical interference,” said DellaSala.
“The process by which the draft recovery
plan was handled by FWS has eroded the
public's confidence in the ability of the
agency to meets its obligation to protect
the nation's threatened and endangered
wildlife.”

DellaSala obtained government memos
that he says indicate the Fish and Wildlife

Service had been pressured by the Forest
Service and Bureau of Land Management
to minimize protections for the owl.

“I'hey worked to make sure that habirat
protection provisions were kept below bare
minimums needed to ensure owl survival,”
DellaSala said.

However, the Forest Service has denied
the allegation. “I disagree with vour gener-
al assertion that the Forest Service and

“What was supposed to be a science-based
plan was derailed by a pattern of political
; interference.” — Dr. Dominick DellaSala,
spotted owl recovery team.

BLM exceeded an appropriate role in the
development of the recovery plan,” Calvin
Jovner, deputv regional forester, said in a
letter last year to DellaSala.

Scientists and conservationists led
protests against the plan.
“There 15 no scientific basis ...to con-

clude that old-growth forests are no longer
essential to the owl's survival,” according to
a February 2008 statement signed by more
than 100 concerned scientists.”

The scientists said increased threars
from barred owls, an invasive species, and
climate change, justified the protection of
“more habitat — not less,” for the owl. At
public hearings along the West Coast
members of the public overwhelmingly
voiced similar concerns.

Scott Greacen, executive director of the
Environmental Policy Information Center
in Northern California, said at a Redding,
Calif,, hearing that the plan is “the product
of a corrupt process and a corrupt adminis-
tration which pursues its political ends with
no regard for either the science or the
expressed will of the American people.”

Diane Beck, of the Redwood Chapter of
the Sierra Club, said “this so-called plan
appears to weaken protection for the north-
ern spotted owl while pretending the

opposite.” She asked the administration to
redo the plan “and involve good academic
and government biologists and keep spe-
cial interests out of it. Biology and the
endangered species should drive northern
spotted owl policy rather than special inter-
ests dragging the policy and the science
around by the neck.”

Lisa Panbello of Audubon Washingron
said in Lacey, Wash.,, “Today we have
before us a recovery
plan that ignores
sound science and
substitutes political
manipulation, that
minimizes the most
urgent threats facing
the owl in [avor of
scapegoarts. If adopt-
ed this plan would
jeopardize not only
the spotted owl but
the old-growth ecosystem on which they
depend, and with them a host other
species, clean water and the natural legacy
for future generations.”

Marianne Nelson, speaking in Portland,
said, “Unfortunately, the approach of the
recovery plan is similar to the U.S.
Government's previous stance on global
warming. It denied all the science, looking
only at political objectives, untl so many
scientists spoke out the science could no
longer be denied. Science should not be
manipulated for political objectives.”

In Roseburg, Doug Heiken of Oregon
Wild said, “I wish the Washington over-
sight committee was here listening, That's
the committee that Lynn Scarlett is chair-
person of, but she can't even remember
who the other persons on the committee
are. They seem to have a strong influence
over what's going on, but we don't even
know who they are or how to reach them
and influence them, and that's pretty frus-
trating for the public, They'd get quite an
earful if they were here.”

In late 2007, the Fish and Wildlife
Service decided to revise the plan once
more, and hired the Portland-based
Sustainable Ecosystems Institute, to do the

(Continued on Page 8)

Lynn Scarlett

The 12 political
appointees who
meddled with the owl

n May 2007, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
I Service released a draft owl recovery

plan, which had been revised by
Washington Oversight Committee, as the
12 officials were known. The names of
the committee members were never
officially released. and do not appear in
the draft owl recovery plan they devised.
According to documents released under
the Freedom of Information Act, mem-
bers included:

B Mark Rey the undersecretary of
agriculture;

B Lynn Scarlett. the deputy Interior
Secretary,

B Julie MacDonald, the now-disgraced
Interior Department deputy assistant
secretary:

W Dale Hall, director of the Fish and
Wildlife Service;

B Jim Cason, assistant to Deputy
Secretary of Interior Scarlett:

B David Verhey. assistant Interior sec-
retary for Parks, Fish and Wildlife

B Kathleen Clarke, director of the
Bureau of Land Management:

B Jim Hughes, deputy director, BLM

B Julie Jacobson, BLM staff;

W Ed Shepard, Oregon director. BLM;

B David Bernhardt, solicitor to the
Secretary of Interior:

B Dave Tenney, deputy Secretary of
Agriculture; and

B Fred Norburry, deputy chief of the
Forest Service.

Rey was a former timber industry lob-
byist. Rey was the key architect (National
Journal, 1997) of Sen. Larry Craig's (R-ID)
1997 version of the National Forest
Management Act, which would have
eliminated citizen oversight and made
timber harvest levels mandatory and
enforceable, while making environmen-
tal standards unenforceable policies.

Scarlett is a former president of the
right-wing Reason Foundation. For 15
years, she directed Reason Public Policy
Institute, the policy research division of
the Foundation. Her research focused
primarily on environmental, land use,
and natural resources issues.

She was named deputy Interior secre-
tary in 2005 following the resignation of J.
Stephen Griles, who later was convicted
for lying to Congress in connection with
his involvement with lobbyist Jack
Abramoff, who is now in prison. Griles
was fined $30,000 and served 10 months
in federal prison before his release in
July. [ |
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