
onsejo de Desarrollo Economic de Mexacali
(CDEM), an organization of Mexicali business
and agricultural interests, and two environmental
organizations based in California, have filed an

unprecedented international lawsuit challenging plans by the
B u reau of Reclamation to build a new, concrete-lined All
American Canal to capture seepage and transfer it to urban San
Diego. The existing canal delivers Colorado River water to
Imperial Valley.

The lawsuit asserts that the canal-lining project will dry up
thousands of acres of farmland and wetlands in Mexico of seep-
age from the unlined canal thereby depriving farms and wildlife
of the water they have depended on for decades following the
canal construction in the 1940s. It seeks to halt the construction
until a supplemental environmental impact study is drafted to
update the 1994 out-dated Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), and a declaration that Mexico has prior appropriation
rights to the seepage water.

The plaintiffs CDEM, a leading civic and economic develop-
ment corporation in Mexicali; Citizens United for Resources and
the Environment (CURE), a California non-profit promoting
sustainable development and resource management; and Desert
Citizens Against Pollution (DCAP), a community-based non-
profit concerned with air quality and environmental justice
issues. The litigation, filed July 19, 2005, in the US District
Court in Las Vegas, Nevada, near the offices of the Lower
Colorado Division of the Bureau of Reclamation, alleges that
construction of a 29 mile lined canal unlawfully will divert as
much as 100,000 acre feet of water which presently is used in
Mexico. Seepage and runoff from the farms recharge the ground-
water aquifer and, without the seepage, the salinity levels in the
aquifer will escalate and render it unusable.  

The suit further alleges that the proposed actions of the

C Department of the Interior are in violation of the National
Environmental Policy Act, because: they rely on an outdated
1994 Environmental Impact Study; violate the Endangere d
Species Act for failing to re-consult on project impacts to
Peirson’s milk-vetch, the Yuma clapper rail, and other endan-
gered species even though there is now new information about
their wetland and riverine habitat; and violation of the Migratory
Bird Treaty Act, in that construction of the new lined canal will
“take” listed bird species for which no lawful permits have been
issued by the Fish and Wildlife Service, as required by that Act.

continued on page 11

BY   DAV ID   CZAMANSKE

Eagle Mountain Garbage
Dump Suffers Major Defeat

BY   HOWARD   GRO SS   &   DONNA   CHARPI ED

his past September, U.S. District Judge Robert J.
Timlin ruled to overturn the federal land exchange
needed for development of the proposed Eagle
Mountain garbage dump, which would be sur-

rounded on three sides by Joshua Tree National Park. Plaintiffs
against the dump-Donna and Larry Charpied, National Parks
Conservation Association, Center for Community Action and

T
continued on page 10

All American Canal Brings 
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BY E  L  D  E  N H  U  G  H  E  S

he California Desert Protection Act (CDPA) was
v e ry large. When it passed in 1994 it raised the pro-
tection levels on more than 9 million acres in
C a l i f o rnia. In Nevada, Wi l d e rness designation is

happening on a county-by-county basis.
The next issue of Desert Report will tell of the addition of 14

Wi l d e rness areas in Lincoln County, Nevada with a total of
768,294 acres. These are huge victories. We need to savor them.
For me, savoring often takes the form of appreciating the little
things, at least little when dealing on a scale of 9+ million acre s .

B e f o re passage of the CDPA, Arrowhead Springs near Granite
Pass in the Mojave National Pre s e rve lacked surface water. Its
water was trapped below the surface and piped to cattle tro u g h s
miles away so that no water actually reached the surface. With the
removal of the cattle and the Pre s e rve taking title to the springs a
natural garden spot in the desert has been retrieved. Now the
water is where the bighorn sheep need it. I think the bighorn and
we can all say thank you.

Mountaintops are often in a natural wilderness. Springs, on the
other hand, attract roads. It takes Wi l d e rness and Park designation
for a spring’s visitors to be primarily wildlife.

East of Arrowhead Springs on the other side of the Pro v i d e n c e
Mountains are several square miles that are the sole habitat of the
M a rtin Swallowtail Butterf l y, one of the most rare and beautiful
b u t t e rflies to be found. 

B e f o re passage of the CDPA, it seemed possible that the Mart i n
Swallowtail Butterfly could be collected to extinction. There were
so few and such a small habitat. Now the habitat is entirely within
the Mojave National Pre s e rve. The Martin Swallowtail Butterf l y
is protected and it is a joy. 

Big things and little things, we need to stay the course. There
a re still millions of acres of wilderness that need to be designated
Wi l d e rness. Someday, Mojave National Pre s e rve needs to be
Mojave National Park. Where we have done things to protect the
M a rtin Swallowtail Butterf l y, this issue of Desert Report speaks of
the need to protect the Flat Tailed Horned Lizard and the Mono
Basin population of the Sage Gro u s e .

P e rhaps our biggest challenge of the future will be connecting
the protected lands. Wi l d e rness, Parks, and Pre s e rves tend to be
wildlife and plant islands. The islands need wildlife corridor 
connections. Connecting the gene pools of life is the challenge of
this century.
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BY   CRA IG   DEUTSCHE

t is not enough to only look at pictures of rock art and
wonder what they mean. You must stand in front of the
panels, in the canyons and beside the cliff faces, in the
places where the artists themselves stood. Then you

realize that they too were humans but that their view of the 
universe and their way of representing it were worlds and worlds
away from our way. In spite of this, you are overcome by the
beauty that they saw and the wonder in their lives.

These thoughts come back to me again and again as I think
about several recent weekends that I’ve spent in the deserts of
eastern California looking at these images from the past. Where
the darker desert varnish has been removed from the surface the
images appear in the lighter colored rock that is exposed. The
ages of these images are thought to range from 15,000 years
before present up to historic times. Always these seem to be
found in magical, nearly silent places, and where sometimes it is
possible to also find arrow points, grinding stones, and even rock
alignments nearby. Places such as these are very special.

The highlight of a recent trip which I led was a visit to an
astonishing petroglyph site at the China Lake naval weapons 
station. At the outset it must be stated that access to these rock
art sites is carefully managed by the Navy. Visits may be arranged
through the Matarango Museum in Ridgecrest, or groups may
communicate directly with the public relations office on the base.

All of this requires considerable advance notice, the presence of
two approved escorts, personal background information about
the participants, and an inspection of vehicles at the entrance
gate. While military security is certainly the principal goal of
these restrictions, they have the additional effect of preventing
any possible vandalism. The overwhelming quantity of the 
figures, their magnificent state of preservation, and the ambiance
of the canyons and mesas where they are found is unforgettable.

To reach Little Petroglyph Canyon requires a 45 mile drive
through the base on a variety of dirt roads. Eventually you arrive
at a small parking area at the head of a seemingly insignificant
wash. A trail into this wash gives little indication of what lies
ahead. Initially you see a few pecked figures along the sides, but
as you start down the wash the dark basalt banks become cliff
faces, the canyon narrows, and there is only sky above and ahead.
Someone says, “Here are some figures,” and then some more will
be seen. Within moments you realize that the figures are
everywhere around you, on boulders resting in the sand, on faces
of the canyon, on boulders 50 feet up on the slopes, and on and
on for the next mile and a quarter. The more you look, the more
you see.

There are circles, lines, spirals, and figures called “shields.”
The recognizable figures includes stylized bighorn sheep 

continued on page 9
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Two Bighorn sheep in Little petroglyph Canyon at China Lake

In The Moccasins Of The Artist

Petroglyphs at China Lake in Little Petroglyph canyon



BY   DAV ID   CLENDENEN

he U. S. Fish and Wi l d l i f e
S e rvice (USFWS) is consider-
ing issuing an “Incidental Ta k e
P e rmit” (ITP) for the endan-

g e red California condor, in association with a
p roposed Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)
for Tejon Ranch. The Tejon Ranch Company
(TRC) is currently seeking a permit from the
USFWS that would allow it to harm, harass,
and even kill endangered condors during
c o n s t ruction and operation of pro p o s e d
major developments. The USFWS has never
granted such a permit for the extre m e l y
imperiled condor and environmental gro u p s
a re opposing issuance of such a perm i t .

TRC has an unfortunate history of opposing condor re c o v e ry
e ff o rts. TRC has actively opposed the re i n t roduction of native
condors to Tejon Ranch, going so far as to file a lawsuit against the
USFWS seeking to block any re i n t roduction near the ranch and to
have condors listed as an experimental and non-essential popula-
tion, thus denying them the full protections of the Endangere d
Species Act. Although the condor was not listed as an experimen-
tal population when the lawsuit was settled, release sites near Te j o n
Ranch were blocked and TRC was promised assistance in obtain-
ing an Incidental Take Permit for harming condors.

In Febru a ry of 2003 a hunter illegally shot and killed a re i n t ro-
duced wild-born condor, AC-8, on Tejon Ranch during a 
T R C - s p o n s o red pig hunt. The death of AC-8 was a terr i b l e
t r a g e d y, since she was the second-to-last condor taken from the
wild. Condor AC-8 played an important role in the re c o v e ry eff o rt ,
p roducing numerous chicks and providing critical guidance and
wisdom to young captive-re a red condors that are now in the wild.
She was one of only nine condors with experience living in the
wild, and her re t u rn to the wild was considered one of the gre a t
successes of the re c o v e ry program. The hunter who shot AC-8 was
nominally fined. The Center for Biological Diversity re q u e s t e d
that the USFWS and the California Attorney General investigate
the role of TRC in the killing, but no action was taken against
TRC. Hunting activities on Tejon Ranch also expose condors to a
significant risk of lead poisoning, since TRC allows lead ammuni-
tion to be used for hunting of deer, pigs, and other species foraged
by condors. Lead poisoning from ammunition left behind in 
c a rcasses is one of the greatest threats to re i n t roduced condors.
TRC could provide meaningful support to condor re c o v e ry by

requiring hunters to use non-toxic altern a-
tives to lead bullets, but they chose not to.

The USFWS and TRC already signed a
75-year condor protection agreement in
1999, with minimal protections for condors
and some of their habitat on Tejon Ranch.
This agreement was supposed to limit 
development density in condor habitat and
restrict the height of buildings in condor fly-
ways, but these restrictions would be bru s h e d
aside by recently proposed Tejon develop-
ments. The agreement was supposed to
allow development only in areas rarely used
by condors, but recently proposed develop-
ments and operations would clearly violate

that provision as well. The USFWS also has not enforced the 
p rovision that re q u i res TRC to submit an annual monitoring and
compliance re p o rt. (The 1999 Memorandum of Agre e m e n t
(MOA) was a negotiated settlement agreement arising from TRC’s
litigation against FWS. It actually re s e rved TRC’s right to develop
condor habitat areas of Tejon Mountain Village (TMV) (and
a round “Old Headquarters” at mouth of Tejon and El Paso
Canyons) without fear of objection by FWS. The provision 

T

Tejon Ranch Company’s
Application For A Permit To

Harm Condors 

TEJON RANCH: TAKE ACTION!

continued on page 7

Top and Above: California Condor
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BY   DAV ID   C LENDENEN

Stop Development Of Tejon
Mountain Village

TEJON RANCH: TAKE ACTION!

he Tejon Mountain Village development is pro p o s e d
for the western side of Tejon Ranch near Lebec. The
development would convert 28,500 acres of oak stud-
ded mesas and canyons on the west side of Te j o n

Ranch, wildlands essential to the survival and re c o v e ry of the
e n d a n g e red California condor, into a sprawling upscale re s o rt. The
Tejon Ranch Company wants to build 3,450 residential units, 750
hotel units, 4 golf courses and 160,000 square feet of commerc i a l
space around Castac Lake, an area of the ranch important for the
c o n d o r.

This development project would seriously threaten the re c o v e ry
of southern Californ i a ’s re i n t roduced condor population. The pub-
lic has made a tremendous eff o rt to recover the condor and has
invested over $40 million in the condor re i n t roduction pro g r a m .
The Mountain Village development would affect much of the des-
ignated Critical Habitat for condors on Tejon Ranch. The Te j o n
Ranch Company has proposed setting aside a “condor pre s e rve” on
the project site, which biologists consider of questionable value to
condors given the level of development and human disturbance,
and in no way adequate mitigation for the development of essen-
tial condor habitat. (See accompanying art i c l e )

The Tejon Mountain Village development is one of several pro-
posed for the 270,000 acre Tejon Ranch, a hotspot for biological
diversity and a haven for rare and endemic species, ancient oak
t rees, condors, rare native plant communities, intact watersheds
and streams, and wildflower fields. Although no compre h e n s i v e
land use plan has ever been pre p a red, Tejon Ranch recently 
p roposed the 11,600 acre Centennial Development. At 23,000
homes it would be the largest single development ever considere d
in California, and sit not far from the 1,100 acre Tejon Industrial
Complex East. The ranch is surrounded by protected public and
private land and is a vital wildlife corridor connecting the southern
S i e rra Nevada to the Transverse Ranges of the coastal mountains.

Tejon Ranch, including much of the project area, has been 
designated by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) as
Critical Habitat for the condor (habitat essential for the surv i v a l
and re c o v e ry of the species). The USFWS’s Condor Recovery Plan
identified protecting key roosting and feeding areas on Te j o n
Ranch as one of the most important re c o v e ry actions for the
species. The ranch contains important condor flight pathways and
the only significant feeding habitat close to the Sespe-Piru condor
nesting area. The project area is important habitat for the Te j o n
deer herd, a forage source for the wild condor population.

E d i t o r ’s Note: Hungry Valley State OHV Recreation A rea is looking
askance at the projects as a competitor for wa t e r, and anticipating demands
by future homeowners on Tejon Ranch lands to stop riders in the SVRA
because of dust, noise and traffic ge n e rated by users .

David Clendenen, a Wildlife Biologist who wo rked on the Condor Project,
is currently Manager of the Wind Wo l ves Pre s e rve

T
TAKE ACTION NOW

The Kern County Planning Department will analyze the potential
environmental impacts of this project in an upcoming
Environmental Impact Report. Please write, call, or e-mail the
Planning Department and voice your opposition to the proposed
Tejon Mountain Village development.

Ted James, AICP, Director
Kern County Planning Department
2700 “M” Street, Suite 100
Bakersfield, CA 93301-2323
E-mail: planning@co.kern.ca.us
Phone: (661) 862-8600 Fax: (661) 862-8601

Points to raise in your comments:
1) Much of the project area has been designated Critical Habitat

for the endangered California condor and the project area is a
vital wildlife corridor for other species as well.

2) Approval of the Tejon Mountain Village development would
seriously threaten the recovery of southern California’s
reintroduced condor population.

3) The area around Castac Lake is not an appropriate site for a
sprawl development project such as the proposed Tejon
Mountain Village development. Sensitive areas such as Bear
Trap Canyon should be avoided.

4) Development along the ridgelines is inappropriate because of
the visual impact to the scenic beauty of the area, as seen
from the San Joaquin Valley and Interstate 5, and its impact
on foraging California condors. .

5) Kern County should not approve the project — the project
area should instead be preserved as open space and wildlife
habitat.

6) The Planning Department must consider the cumulative
impacts of other proposed developments at Tejon ranch,
including the Centennial Development and Tejon Industrial
Complex East, in the EIR for the Tejon Mountain Village 
development.

DESERT REPORT WINTER 2006 5{ }



Desert Citizens Fight Back Against 
Illegal ORV Abuse

PHI L IP   M.   KL ASK Y

here is a perfume in the air. As evening arrives, the
nectarines of the dune primrose open to the soft
breeze. The sunset reaches across the sky — quiet,
approaching darkness, big sky, dark mountains,

radiant light — everyday gifts.
I hear the whine of engines in the wash and I run toward the

noise. By the time I confront two All Terrain Vehicles (ATVs),
they have already torn up miles of habitat for resident desert tor-
toises, kit foxes, coyotes, sidewinders, jack rabbits, smoke trees,
mesquite and wildflowers. I stand in front of their growling
machines and inform them that they are trespassing and tearing
up the land. Their immediate response is a familiar refrain, “This
is a free country and I will ride anywhere I want.” I try to stay
calm as I explain that they are destroying land that our commu-
nity holds in common. They swear at me and ride off. Their scars
are still in evidence.

Communities throughout the country are finding themselves
in the path of destruction as sales of off-road vehicles are sky-
rocketing, and aggressive ad campaigns target the youth with the
message of an unbridled license to invade the natural landscape.
Wilderness areas, areas with sensitive, threatened and endan-
gered species, invaluable cultural resources, national parks and
lands we hold in trust for future generations are threatened by an
invasion of illegal Off road vehicles (ORVs). Enforcement of the
law on public lands by the Bureau of Land Management is 
difficult at best and attitudes within the agency are too often 
sympathetic to off-roaders. The Sheriff’s Departments are over-
burdened and they lack the funds and equipment to adequately
respond to a problem they find to be overwhelming.

The lack of law enforcement is not lost on the kind of riders
who ignore the law and the businesses who take advantage of the
lack of public information about where riders can and cannot
recreate. 

Local communities are starting to organize to protect public
and private lands and are forming coalitions with other groups to
become an effective force in defense of the land. Broad coalitions
that include environmental groups, local residents, rider’s groups
and vendors are working together to obtain ORV law enforce-
ment grants and are teaming up to educate the public about
responsible recreation.

In the Morongo Basin, residents across cultural, economic
and political backgrounds have been organizing to stop ORV
abuse on both public and private lands.  Community ORV Watch
(COW) began to meet with public officials to assert our demands
for protection and enforcement. We found that many of the offi-
cers were misinformed or ignorant of the law and sympathetic to
the riders. Other law enforcement personnel are just as 
frustrated with the lawlessness and conflict that comes with 
illegal ORV abuse, but lack sufficient authority and equipment to
successfully pursue and prosecute offenders.

COW is working with a larger group of desert defenders. The
Alliance for Responsible Recreation (ARR) is a growing list of
homeowners, business people, civic organizations and environ-
mental activists re p resenting ten groups throughout the
California desert working to protect our lands from illegal and
irresponsible ORV recreation. We are currently developing an
outreach brochure with a diverse group of stakeholders with
ORV user groups and businesses, and law enforcement agencies

{
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Tejon Permit
including the Sheriff’s Department, Bureau of Land
Management, the National Park Service, California Highway
Patrol and local officials. The community has been the glue (as
well as the prod) to keep the coalition working together toward a
common goal of respect for private property and public lands.

The Alliance is protesting the BLM’s flawed Western Mojave
(WEMO) plan that opens up large portions of the desert to off-
road destruction and denies the desert tortoise and other 
threatened and endangered species the protection the plan was
intended to provide. Bad science combined with political 
influence has produced a document that invites ORV trespass on
private property, cultural resources and protected wilderness.

Widespread ignorance about the damaging effects of ORVs
and the rules of engagement results in havoc. The public is not
sufficiently informed of riding restrictions or the lay of the land
when they rent or purchase the vehicles, or enter desert commu-
nities looking for places to recreate. Violators are difficult to
identify without license plates and are hard to capture without
the proper equipment, staff power or inter-agency coordination.

We have recommended that law enforcement and local 
governments erect large format signage along major routes stat-
ing the law and warning of the consequences. COW is erecting
our own big signs on major highways in the desert region. The
signs state the law and provides telephone numbers for local law
enforcement. Contact us if you would like such a sign in your
community. Informational kiosks with locator maps and signs at
the boundaries of wilderness, cultural and other protected and
sensitive areas are needed to protect these invaluable resources.

We appeal to responsible riders to make a special effort to
educate and monitor the activities of those who ignore the law.
We are working with public officials on a strong county 
ordinance that increases penalties, requires riders to have written
permission on their person when on private land, and creates a
process by which besieged residents can bring their case before a
judge for relief. We are also supporting local law enforcement in
their efforts to obtain state OHV Commission enforcement
grants for more officers and field equipment. Large stagings of
ORVs on public and private lands must require special permits,
environmental impact analysis and liability insurance.

Working with the youth to provide alternatives to destructive
forms of recreation is essential. We need to offer activities that
encourage young people to find the amazing miracles and the
physical challenges in the natural landscape. We can teach about
the living soil, the desert’s fascinating secrets and wild intrigues,
the story of the land and its Native peoples — and how nature
can be enduring yet so fragile.

Community ORV Watch has resources for organizing against
ORV abuse. Go to our web site www.orvwatch.com for meeting
announcements, analysis and information, relevant documents,
political updates, news, report forms and links. 

Philip M. Klasky is a teacher, writer, and cultural geographer who
divides his time between San Francisco and Wonder Valley.

continued from page 4
requiring TRC to submit annual re p o rts only goes into effect once
the HCP and ITP are in place, and Tejon re s e rved the right to
resume the litigation if FWS does not give them “satisfactory ”
HCP and ITP)

TRC is attempting to use mostly unbuildable land of question-
able value to condors(actually, the important traditional roost sites
on Wi n t e r ’s Ridge are included in those lands, the real problem is
that critical foraging habitat is included in development lands) for
c o n s e rvation credit in the HCP. Proposed developments and 
operations which would be covered under the HCP could 
seriously threaten the re c o v e ry of southern Californ i a ’s re i n t ro-
duced condor population. In addition to destroying or adversely
modifying Critical Habitat for the condor, the developments could
expose condors to significant human activity, noise, and pollutants.
TRC has opposed important condor re c o v e ry eff o rts and plans to
develop areas that are essential foraging and roosting habitat for
condors. The USFWS should not grant a permit to harm or kill
condors to a company with such a poor track re c o rd .

David Clendenen, a Wildlife Biologist who worked on the Condor
Project, is currently Manager of the Wind Wolves Preserve.

TAKE ACTION NOW

The USFWS is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for

the Tejon Ranch Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take

Permit. Please write or e-mail the USFWS and voice your opposi-

tion to issuance of any take permit to harm or kill endangered

condors, especially for the Tejon Ranch Company.

Rick Farris

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office

2493 Portola Road, Suite B

Ventura, CA 93003

E-mail: fw1condorHCP@r1.fws.gov

Tel: (805) 644-1766 

Points to raise in your comments:

1) The California condor is an extremely imperiled species. The

USFWS should not issue any take permits for condors.

2) Much of Tejon Ranch has been designated as Critical Habitat

for the condor, areas essential for the recovery of the species.

The HCP should not allow any development or degradation of

this habitat.

3) The USFWS should not issue a take permit to the Tejon Ranch

Company which has consistently opposed condor 

reintroduction and recovery efforts.

4) Support the continuing condor reintroduction program through

current mechanisms. Do not rely on the HCP for future 

funding.
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BY   MARK   SALVO

i e rra Club, other conserv a-
tionists, the federal govern-
ment, and resource users are
presently engaged in a pitched

battle over the future of greater sage-grouse
and sagebrush habitats in the West. In 2003,
twenty-one conservation, animal welfare
and sporting organizations, including the
Sierra Club, submitted a petition to the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to list
all populations of greater sage-grouse as
“threatened” or “endangered” under the Endangered Species Act
(see www.sagebrushsea.org/sp_greater_grouse.htm). Under pres-
sure from industry and the Bush Administration, FWS rejected
the petition last January. Undeterred, conservationists are 
continuing the fight and continue to look toward other avenues
to protect the sage-grouse.

In the rugged Mono Basin region on the California/Nevada
border, recent scientific evidence has demonstrated that Mono
Basin sage grouse are genetically distinct from other greater
sage-grouse. Geneticists have discovered that Mono Basin sage
grouse have “a unique history of isolation distinct from all other
populations” and that they are “at least as divergent from other
populations of the greater sage-grouse as Gunnison sage-grouse are
from the greater sage-grouse.” (The Gunnison sage-grouse was des-
ignated as a separate species in 2000). The scientists concluded
that the Mono Basin area population does “certainly qualify as a
distinct population segment from a genetic standpoint and may
even warrant consideration as a new subspecies.” 

Despite their distinct genetic traits, Mono Basin sage grouse
appear and behave as other greater sage-grouse, and have the
same habitat requirements as other sage grouse. Unfortunately,
like other sage grouse populations, Mono Basin sage grouse have
declined precipitously since the early 1900s. A species that was
once described as abundant now only exists in small, isolated
populations in the region. 

Sage grouse habitat in the Mono Basin area has been frag-
mented, degraded and eliminated by livestock grazing; off-road
vehicle use; residential development; juniper encro a c h m e n t ;
invasive species; wildfire; mining; the Mammoth Lakes airport
expansion; and the placement and construction of roads, fences
and transmission lines. U n f o rt u n a t e l y, existing management plans
will fail to prevent further declines in Mono Basin sage gro u s e
populations. According to FWS, only one of thirty existing 
c o n s e rvation measures meets the agency’s criteria for effective 

c o n s e rvation actions for sensitive species.
M o re effective conservation is needed. 

Their genetic distinctiveness, combined
with declining population trends and lack of
regulatory protection, qualify Mono Basin
sage grouse for listing under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) as a “distinct
population segment.” In October 2005, the
Stanford Law School Environmental Law
Clinic submitted a petition to FWS on
behalf of the Sagebrush Sea Campaign,

Christians Caring for Creation, Center for Biological Diversity
and Western Watersheds Project to list Mono Basin sage grouse
as threatened or endangered under the ESA. FWS has 90 days to
respond to the petition.

Mono Basin sage grouse re p resent the southwestern most pop-
ulation of greater sage-grouse in the western United States.
Scientists extol the importance of such peripheral and genetically
distinct subpopulations to the survival of a species as a whole. It
is in peripheral and genetically unique populations that the 
e v o l u t i o n a ry potential of a species is greatest. Peripheral 
populations, such as the Mono Basin area sage grouse, are
usually located at the ecological limits of a species range, thus
exposing the species to unique environmental circumstances that
may later become prevalent in central populations, such as the
e ffects of global warming. Such testing of the peripheral 
populations can act to stabilize the entire species in the face of
environmental change.

The remaining small, isolated populations of Mono Basin
sage grouse are susceptible to extinction. As poor land manage-
ment continues to fragment an already tattered landscape time is
running out for the Mono Basin sage grouse. Especially given its
importance to the larger sage grouse population, immediate
action is needed to ensure that this genetically unique population
of sage grouse is preserved. 

Mark Salvo (mark@sagebrushsea.org) is director of the Sagebrush Sea
Campaign (www.sagebrushsea.org), a project of Forest Guardians
(www.fguardians.org).

S

Petition to List 
Greater Sage-Grouse

FOR MORE INFORMATION

More information about the Mono Basin sage grouse is available at

www.sagebrushsea.org/sp_mono_grouse.htm.
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In the Moccasins of the Artist
continued from page 3
everywhere and of all sizes. The atlatls that appear on the wall
were pecked more than 1500 years ago, as these sticks used in
throwing spears were replaced by the bow and arrow at that time.
More recent figures show humans hunting sheep with bow and
arrows. Perhaps as impressive as any are the figures apparently
representing humans. Some are solid figures, some have head-
dresses of various sorts, some carry weapons, some show obvious
genitals, and many have elaborate patterned designs on their 
bodies. The day was warm, and walking in the sandy bottom of
the canyon was not easy. Still the figures continued on down the
deepening canyon.

Studies indicate that the figures were made under various 
climactic conditions beginning nearly 15,000 years ago and 
continuing nearly to the historic present. Currently favored
interpretations suggest that these were all made intentionally and

that the various styles appeared simultaneously and did not evolve
one from another. These canyons were places where people lived
and hunted for parts of the year, but these canyons were also
sacred places where shamans went in order to enter the spirit
world in search of visions. When the shamans returned from their
trance, it is thought that they recorded their experience on the
rocks. Bighorn sheep were believed to be spirit helpers for
shamans who sought to increase rain, and the drought that spread
through western North America around 1200 A.D. must have
surely inspired many of the petroglyphs. There are lines of 
evidence supporting these interpretations, but most academics
will readily admit that a great deal is still speculative or unknown.

As you physically walk among these figures, the interpreta-
tions lose importance. The day is hot and dry, shrubs are some
green and some brown, a raven or vulture will circle overhead,
and soon you realize how glad you are to have brought a water
bottle along. Lizards appear, there are occasional thistles growing
among the rocks, and it is silent, silent. You think about the air
conditioned car that you left, and you imagine the earlier families
sitting in this same wash, grinding seeds, knapping arrow points,
watching children, and perhaps planning a rabbit drive that must

succeed if there is to be food in the following weeks. In the fall
these people will go to higher elevations harvesting pine nuts,
and later the elders will return here seeking visions. You will
return instead to the city and later look at your photos. But the
pictures are not the story. These canyons are not walls to look
at. They are places that you experience, that make you ask the
larger questions, reminding you that the earlier people were
not so far removed in place, time, and spirit after all.

Twice before in my life I have had feelings similar to those
that I had in Little Petroglyph Canyon. Once in the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge I found myself surrounded by the
great Porcupine caribou herd. From horizon to horizon these
animals walked past, traveling eastward toward Canada.
Bucks, does, and calves all went on, feeding, crossing streams,
stopping, watching, utterly unconcerned about the few
humans that stood among them. On another occasion I was
returning to the California coast from islands in the Santa
Barbara channel when porpoises appeared everywhere around
the boat. They came from all directions, swam beside us,
played in the bow wake of the boat, departed, and were
replaced by other groups that came across the surface one
after another to play beside us also. Those of us on the boat
had become a part of their world, interesting to them but of
no great importance. And so among the rock figures we also
were a part of the ancient world that existed thousands of years
ago. Perhaps that world and ours are really not so different,
but the mirror is imperfect and we only understand in part.

An Enlightened Stewardship

The figures are absolutely untouched, and surely the stew-
ardship of the Navy must be credited for this. While I have
mixed feelings about many things done by the military, I can
only be grateful for the wisdom that has been shown in 
preserving this record. Following this visit I spent part of an
afternoon talking with the director of the environmental pro-
gram at the China Lake Naval Weapons Center. Carolyn
Sheppard spoke at length about the on-going program to 
document the archeological sites on these lands, about the
environmental assessment that must be completed before any
part of the base is used for weapons testing, about concerns
over ground water contamination, and about programs to
eradicate invasive plants. It was a matter of pride that on this,
the second largest military reservation in the United States,
only five percent of the land area has been disturbed to date.
In the last several years the China Lake facility has received
awards and commendations for their environmental accom-
plishments from a variety of groups including the Society for
California Archeology as well as the Department of Defense.
When the sheer beauty of the playas, hills, mesas, and moun-
tains are seen, this praise takes on even greater significance. 

Craig Deutsche is the Outings Coordinator and Desert Report
Outings Editor for the Desert Committee.

These canyons are not walls to look at.

They are places that you experience,

that make you ask the larger questions,

reminding you that the earlier 

people were not so far removed in place,

time, and spirit after all.
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Eagle Mountain Garbage Dump Suffers Major Defeat
advocates have taken the opportunity provided by the judge’s
decision to try to inspire the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles
County (SDLAC) to pursue other options. 

SDLAC can more than meet its growing trash-management
needs for decades to come with other landfills and through
increased recycling and diversion rates according to the National
Parks Conservation Association’s (NPCA’s) recently released
position paper-”Don’t Trash Joshua Tree National Park”- which
shows that the landfills can adequately meet the county’s pro-
jected demand through 2018 at a minimum. In addition, if coun-
tywide diversion rates are increased beyond 50 percent-already
achieved elsewhere in California and across the nation-SDLAC
can expect a surplus of waste disposal capacity for decades.
(NPCA’s position paper can be viewed at and downloaded from
www.npca.org/report/EagleMountainDump.pdf)

NPCA presented its research to SDLAC’s staff and board of
directors in October, along with a petition from over 14,400
NPCA members from all 50 states asking that SDLAC treat
America’s national parks with respect by abandoning its interest
in the Eagle Mountain Landfill. SDLAC responded in the media
by saying that it may not be possible to increase its recycling rate
much more. This defies the reality of what other cities and 
counties are achieving and aspiring to. San Francisco County, for
example, is currently diverting 67% of its waste from landfills
and plans to reach 75% by 2010. In Santa Barbara County, the
rate is 59% and counties in NJ have been exceeding 60% for
years, as has the city of Los Angeles. Both Seattle and Toronto
are working to achieve a 60% diversion rate by the end of the
decade. Clearly, SDLAC and Los Angeles County can do better
than the 50% minimum required by state law.

Environmental Justice, and the Desert Protective Council-as well
as park advocates nationwide celebrate this decision in the long-
running struggle to prevent the dump as a major victory for
Joshua Tree National Park.

Reaching this important milepost provides a good opport u n i t y
to review some aspects of this issue, especially since the judge’s
deliberations lasted over 2 years and many new faces have arrived
in the desert during that time. This ill-conceived project is
unnecessary and would be devastating to Joshua Tree National
Park; what is in Judge Timlin’s decision, and what lies ahead in
the effort to protect the Eagle Mountains and Chuckwalla Valley,
as well as communities along the truck and rail corridors?

Fighting for a Crown Jewel of the Desert

The proposed Eagle Mountain garbage dump would be the
world’s largest, accepting up to 20,000 tons of trash per day for
117 years. Trash would be delivered by up to seven mile-long
trains and 200 trucks daily, most of it coming from Los Angeles
County, resulting in a mountain of trash 700 to 2,200 feet above
current ground surfaces. The dump and its ancillary facilities-
including landfill gas flaring equipment, rock crushing and
screening equipment, separate rail and truck yards and fueling
areas, storage sites for hazardous waste, and settling basins-would
comprise a major industrial development just one and a half miles
from Joshua Tree National Park’s wilderness.

Having the world’s largest garbage dump as its neighbor, the
National Park Service would be severely limited in its ability to
protect the wonders the Joshua Tree was established to preserve,
like dark night skies, clean air, solitude, scenic desert vistas,
unique wildlife, and sensitive habitats. In addition, the dump
would severely disrupt the surrounding desert ecosystem by 
subsidizing and inflating the population of predators, such as
ravens and coyotes, which in turn would reduce numbers of
desert tortoise, reptiles, songbirds, and myriad other wildlife. 

Judge Chastises BLM

Judge Timlin found that the land exchange approved by the
B u reau of Land Management (BLM)-re q u i red for Kaiser
Ventures and Mine Reclamation Corporation’s project to move
forward-failed to properly consider the public land’s potential
value and was “arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion.” The
BLM valued the 3,942-acres of public land being traded at $77-
$104 per acre. Kaiser, in turn, secured an agreement to sell the
dumpsite to the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County for
$41 million.

In addition, the court ruled in conservationists’ favor by 
finding that the BLM had not fully considered whether the land
exchange was in the public interest, as required by law, and failed
to adequately analyze the purpose and need for the project or a
reasonable range of alternatives. The ruling also found the BLM
inadequately addressed the impact the dump would have on
bighorn sheep and the desert ecosystem.

Dump Unnecessary; Other Trash Solutions Exist

Since Kaiser’s sale of the proposed dump site is contingent
upon their defeat of legal challenges against the project, park Eagle Mountain 

continued from page 1
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Next Steps to Protect the Eagle Mountains:

“Give It Back!”

While Judge Timlin clearly handed a
victory to Eagle Mountain dump oppo-
nents, the BLM and Kaiser had 60 days
following the decision–until November
19, 2005–to appeal. By late October,
Kaiser publicly promised to appeal, but
the BLM had not announced their inten-
tion at the time this article was written in
early November. Either way, all plaintiffs
remain committed to fighting this 
p roject. Its likelihood of coming to
fruition has been dramatically reduced
and will hopefully soon be permanently
defeated, which should allow a visionary
idea already growing roots to blossom.

The “Give It Back!” campaign was
launched by the Citizens for the
Chuckwalla Valley in 2003. The goals of
this campaign are to return 29,775 acres
of land in the Eagle Mountains to Joshua
Tree National Park and see that the old
Kaiser mine and town site be designated
a National Historic Landmark because
of their unique role in developing the
steel industry on the West Coast. This
land was originally included in Joshua
Tree National Monument when it was
designated in 1936, but was amongst
areas deleted from the monument in
1950 during the Korean War in order to
d e t e rmine their potential for mineral
development.

Today, no mining is occurring in the
Eagle Mountains and the “Give It Back!”
lands possess significant natural and 
cultural resources worthy of inclusion in
Joshua Tree National Park. The defeat
of the Eagle Mountain dump provides a
unique opportunity for the “Give It
Back!” campaign to move forward. For
more information about “Give It Back!”
call the Citizens for the Chuckwalla
Valley (see below) or visit www.ccaej.org
/ p ro j e c t s / d e s e rt _ p ro t e c t i o n / a c t i o n _ a l e rt
s2.html, where you can also become an
endorser of the campaign. 

Howard Gross, National Parks Conservation
Association, can be reached at 760-366-
3035 or hgross@npca.org. Donna Charpied,
Citizens for Chuck walla Va l l e y, can be
re a ched at 760-574-1887 or laronna@
earthlink.net.

All American Canal
The response of the United States, which asked the court on September 19 to dismiss

most of the case, is that the court lacks jurisdiction to resolve the water rights issues raised
in the lawsuit. The US argues that treaties provide non-judicial diplomatic remedies for
resolving disputes. They re f e rred to the 1944 US-Mexican Water Treaty which established a
diplomatic process, through the International Boundary and Water Commission, to re s o l v e
any disputes between the two countries re g a rding allocation of Colorado River water.

The United States also argues that some of the environmental claims are barred by the
6-year statute of limitations that started when the projects’s Record of Decision was
issued in 1994. As of December 1, no hearing date has been set for this litigation. Two
District Court judges in Las Vegas have recused themselves from the case, and as a result
it now is in the hands of Presiding Judge Phillip Pro. The States of Arizona, Nevada,
California and the Imperial Irrigation District, Metropolitan Water District and San
Diego Water Authority have intervened claiming that the case could unravel the
Quantification Settlement Agreement.

Contracts for the $200 million canal lining project have not yet been signed, nor has
work begun. Plaintiffs indicate they are prepared to seek a court injunction to prevent
these actions from occurring.

Meanwhile inconclusive discussions between the U.S. and Mexico to address impacts
of the canal project have been underway for some time under the auspices of the
International Boundary and Water Commission (IBWC) in accord with the 1944 Water
Treaty. Reportedly all the US is prepared to offer at the moment is the potential of finan-
cial assistance to help improve the existing water distribution system, thereby reducing
water loss, on the Mexican side of the border.

Editor’s note: Although the political will to accommodate Mexican concerns about loss of 
seepage water is largely lacking among US Federal and state water agencies, it should also be borne
in mind that the professional staff of the IBWC has recently been decimated by a political appointee
of the Bush Administration, namely the US Commissioner, now since forced out of office.

Plaintiffs contend these mitigation measures are meaningless since water conservation
will worsen the recharge loss to the aquifer and impacts to the wetlands. The Mexican
government also is not likely to settle during a presidential election year or risk being
viewed as undermining powerful political interests in Mexicali. 

David Czamanske is the Chair of Sierra Club California’s Water Committee

continued from page 1

The All American Canal: Proposed concrete area is shown in orange

The All-American Canal
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Planning Initiated For 
Northern California & Nevada Deserts

BY   STAN   WE IDERT

h ree Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Resource Areas (RA) in Northeast California and
Northwest Nevada will be releasing draft Resource
Management Plans (RMP) along with draft

Environmental Impact statements (EIS) in January. The three
resource areas producing these RMPs are from the Susanville
District of BLM. They are the Eagle Lake Resource Area 
centered in Susanville, the Surprise RA centered in Cedarville
and the Alturas RA. Each RA is producing its own RMP with all
three being released together as a three document package. The
Surprise and Eagle Lake RAs cover public lands on both sides of
the California and Nevada state line, most of which is desert.  

Because these regions are sparsely populated, desert activists
from other areas need to be active in commenting on these
RMPs. For those familiar with the area, or wishing to visit or
comment on them, here are thumbnail profiles of the three areas.
See box at right if you want to order a copy of the documents.

The Surprise RA covers the lands from the Wa rn e r
Mountains east to High Rock Canyon, North to Oregon and the
Sheldon Antelope Refuge and south to about 25 miles south of
the Warner Mountains. The Eagle Lake RA is triangular in shape
and covers public lands from Eagle lake east to north of the
Smoke Creek Desert then south to about Haleluia Junction on
HWY 395, where the southern tip of the triangle sits.

Both RAs have lands of significant concern to protecting the
high desert ecosystem found here. Most of the Smoke Creek
Desert is located in the Eagle Lake RA. This desert is really 
a continuation of the larger Black Rock Desert, which lies to
the northeast.

The Smoke Creek desert is surrounded by low mountains
with much biological diversity. From these mountains flow two
good sized year-round streams, Smoke Creek and Buffalo Creek.
Both creeks have their own native fish populations and flow out
to the edge of the desert. The low mountains have significant
roadless areas including six Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs). Five
of these WSAs, Buffalo Hills, Twin Peaks, Five Springs, Dry
Valley Rim Eagle Head), and Skeedaddle are in the Eagle Lake
RA. There is another WSA, Willow Creek, just north of
Susanville with an all year creek that flows into Honey Lake, also
in the RA.

These same low mountains have numerous permanent springs
that create green areas and some short flowing streams. Most of
the landscape is covered in sagebrush steppe with some western
juniper woodland and a few small aspen groves.

To the north, the Surprise RA also has several perennial
creeks. One of these, Wall Canyon Creek, is within the Wall
Canyon WSA. This creek and several smaller ones contain native
fish populations. Two other WSAs are in the Surprise RA: South
Warner Contiguous, adjacent to the existing South Warner
Wilderness, and Massacer Rim adjacent to Sheldon Antelope
Refuge.

The Surprise RA also has several low ranges with more
juniper than further south. Most of these areas remain roadless
and are little visited. During previous planning processes BLM
did not review the full road system or recreational use of these
lands because there was very little ground activity. In this 
planning round, more analysis of the recreation is needed, along
with a process for designating where different types of recreation

{
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continued on page 18
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FOR MORE INFORMATION

To be included in the official agency list of concerned citizens

please contact:

BLM Us Dept. Of Interior

Bureau Of Land Management

Eagle Lake Field Office

29520 Riverside Drive

Susanville Ca 96130

The plans coordinator is Susan Noggle at 530 252-5345.

would be allowed.
The one part of the Surprise RA that has been used for recre-

ation is the High Rock Canyon Area. This region is now a part
of the Black Rock Desert, High Rock Canyon, Historic Pioneer
Trails National Conservation Area. It is not part of the RMP Its
separate planning document was recently completed.

Commenting on the RMP

To maximize effectiveness, comments for the scoping phase
of planning should focus on ecosystem considerations, including
ecological areas which cross agency boundaries. BLM should be
working with other agencies and governing bodies. Monitoring
and adaptive management should be important components of
the plans. The BLM should review off road vehicle (ORV) use,
including where it may be appropriate and where it should be
restricted. As a part of that, the plan must include an inventory
of existing roads and routes, and an assessment of potential 
erosion problems from vehicles. 

As in all deserts, water sources are critical to all species sur-
vival, and deserve special consideration. The permanent streams
should be considered for Wild and Scenic River designation.
Protecting riparian areas is critical. A variety of techniques are
possible, and should be on a site specific basis. 

All of the non-WSA roadless areas have some potential for
primitive recreation. They should be evaluated to determine the
extent of that potential. Rare and endangered species, including
plants and proposed methods for their protection and habitat
improvement, and including review of grazing impacts on vege-
tation, riparian zones and wildlife are also important. Utility
corridors and other activities which could fragment habitat
should be limited to existing routes, roads and areas. The plan
should consider ways to purchase critical inholdings of private
property.

Other issues include management of several seasonal small
lakes in two of the RAs, fire management reflective of a goal 
to return to the natural pattern of fires, and protection of 
cultural and historical resources. including native sites and two
historical trails. 

Local activists will be taking the lead in following the plans;
to assist or provide information, contact Stan Weidert at (530)
474-3180. 

Stan Weidert lives in Shingletown, California. He is a cofounder of the
Desert Committee’s Old Bottle Award.

Alturus Resource Area

Surprise Resource Area

Eagle Lake Resource Area
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BY   DANI EL   PAT  T  E  R  S  O  N

n a follow-up move to protect
unique desert wildlife threatened
by off-road vehicles (ORVs) in the
Algodones Dunes, the Center for

Biological Diversity (Center) has asked a
Federal court to order the Bush administra-
tion to act on its petitions to list rare sand
dunes species in southern California. Back
in December of 2002 the Center filed a
petition with the U.S. Fish & Wi l d l i f e
Service (FWS) to list the Andrew’s dunes
scarab beetle as a threatened or endangered species under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA).

In July 2004 the Center, Public Employees for Environmental
Responsibility, and the Sierra Club filed a second petition with
FWS to list 16 more Algodones Dunes endemic species: two sand
wasps, two bees, one vespid, two velvet ants, three jewel beetles,
two scarab beetles, and four subspecies of Roth’s dune weevil. All
17 of these unique desert animals are found only at the
Algodones Dunes on public lands managed by the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM).

FWS is required by law to respond within 90 days, but still has
not ruled on the information presented in the petitions. The
Center recently asked the court to order a “90 day finding.” In
commenting on the action, Daniel R. Patterson, Desert
Ecologist at the Center, said, “Our petitions present good 
scientific evidence to support listing, and we have to move for
protection of these 17 endemic species now because the BLM’s
plan to sacrifice the Algodones Dunes to the off-road industry
could wipe them out. The administration hasn’t even considered
these unique and interesting desert animals, which clearly need
Endangered Species Act protection.”

The most harmful impact on the Algodones Dunes is intensive
o ff - road driving - the dunes are ripped by 240,000+ off - roaders on
a single busy weekend. During Thanksgiving 2005, Patterson
noted that use was particularly out of control and destru c t i v e .
“ORVs at the Algodones Dunes use special tires that cut deeply
into the sand, directly killing animals and wrecking habitat. M a n y
of these 17 species are most active Febru a ry – April, a biologically
critical time that coincides with the season of heavy ORV use on

the dunes.” A pending Bush administration
decision would roll-back environmental 
p rotections on nearly 50,000 dunes acre s ,
opening 86% of the habitat to ORV damage.

The FWS first proposed protection
of the Andrew’s dune scarab beetle in 1978.
At that time, FWS noted “this action is
being taken because of their decreased 
population levels and anticipated adverse
modification of their habitat.” FWS stated
in the proposed rules that “the continued

disruption of dune troughs by off-road vehicles prevents the
accumulation of dead organic matter upon which the immature
stages of this beetle feed.” In October 1980, FWS issued a notice to
withdraw the proposal because final rulemaking had not been 
completed within the old re q u i red 2-year deadline. ESA protection
for the beetle was denied due to internal failure of FWS to meet
deadlines and not due to new scientific data indicating a listing
was not warranted.

Continuing FWS failure to provide legal protection for the
beetle has now resulted in over two decades of dunes mis-
management by BLM. The agency skates around taking into
account the impacts of increasing ORV use on the beetle and the
other rare and endangered fauna of the dunes. The dunes are
currently managed under an agreement negotiated in 2000
among BLM, off-roaders, and conservationists. The agreement
keeps over 106 sq. miles open to ORVs, while the other half of
the dunes are protected for wildlife, and scenic non-motorized
recreation. But now BLM is pushing a plan that not only fails to
p rotect the 17 endemic animals, but also eliminates ORV 
closures designed to protect a threatened plant found only at the
dunes, the Peirson’s milkvetch.

The preferred alternative in BLM’s Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the proposed Recreation Area Management
Plan for the Algodones Dunes (BLM RAMP 2002) would permit
ORVs in an astounding 198,220 acres and provide habitat 
protection only on the 25,800 acres of the Algodones Dunes
Wilderness created in 1994.  The EIS listed only five insect

I

The Center for Biological Diversity moves to advance protection of 17 
Algodones Dunes endemic species to counter BLM’s plan to open 86% to off-roading,

putting unique Colorado Desert wildlife at risk of extinction.

Endemic Beetle

Listing Sought for Algodones Dunes Species
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NEWS UPDATES

The Flat Tailed 
Horned Lizard
The Federal Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has seemingly used every

excuse to avoid listing as endangered the Flat Tailed Horned Lizard

(FTHL). The most recent turn down was in 2003.

The FTHL’s habitat once extended from the Coachella Valley through

the Imperial Valley past Yuma and the Mexican border. Now it exists in

only isolated pockets. A federal judge has just ordered the FWS to con-

sider this shrinking habitat when making a decision. The 2003 decision

must now be reconsidered and reported to the court by April 30, 2006.

Water — White Pine County,
Nevada
Las Vegas is reaching out to all of rural Nevada for water. The rural

counties are fighting back.

White Pine County is considering filing for Chapter 9 Bankruptcy.

“We’re not trying to hurt our creditors or anyone who does business

with the county. It’s an effort to protect our waters,” said the County

Commission Chairman.

Carrizo Plain 
National Monument
The BLM has announced plans to develop a Resource Management

Plan (RMP) for the Carrizo Plain National Monument without preparing

an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) as required by law. Federal

regulations and policies consider the development of the Resource

Management Plan (RMP) for a National Monument a major federal

action, which requires the preparation of an EIS. Instead BLM intends

to do an Environmental Assessment (EA), a lesser level of review 

normally reserved for small non-controversial projects. Furthermore,

an EA does not guarantee the same level of environmental review and

a n a l y s i s , or public participation as an EIS. The public and the

Monuments resources could suffer as a result.

Quechan Tribe and 
Glamis Gold
The California area north of the Quechan Tribe’s 45,000 acre reserva-

tion near Yuma, Arizona contains many of the tribes sacred sites:

prayer circles, burial shrines, ancient petroglyphs and the 130 miles

long “Trail of Dreams” that connects Spirit Mountain in Nevada with

Pilot Knob near the Mexican border.

The Glamis Gold mining company from Canada has sought to mine

the sacred area. California’s mining regulations stopped them. Using

the North Atlantic Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), Glamis has sued the

United States for $50 million for not being able to develop the mine.

In an absolutely astounding development, the NAFTA arbiters have

granted the Quechan Nation the right to file what is essentially an 

amicus curiae brief siding with the United States State Department.

This represents the first time a Native American tribe has been allowed

to file a brief before NAFTA or the World Trade Organization.

The case is still under arbitration. The next issue of Desert Report

will carry an article by Courtney Coyle, the Quechan tribes’s attorney.

species as “known to occur or having the potential to occur” a t
the Algodones Dunes, ignoring the nearly two-dozen other
endemic insects at the Algodones Dunes documented in scientific
l i t e r a t u re . Biologists at the Center were able to find them readily
in published journals, reports to the agency, and via personal
communication with entomologists familiar with the area. 

Insects in the Dunes

Dunes are hotspots of biological diversity in desert regions,
likely because they are more mesic (wet) than other desert
habitats due to their ability to store water. The Algodones Dunes
a re no exception, harboring dozens of rare endemic insects and plants
within its habitat island. Insect species endemic to the Algodones
Dunes are adapted to the hot, arid environment and often show
habitat specialization, such as dependence upon a particular host
plant. Such endemic species and habitat specialists are considered
more prone to extinction than widespread habitat generalists.

R o b e rt Stebbins, noted desert expert, estimated that during
daylight and early evening, perhaps 80% of desert fauna are buried
u n d e rg round, leaving them vulnerable to being crushed and
maimed by ORV tires. Scientific surveys comparing areas used by
O RVs with unused areas at the Algodones Dunes indicate that
O RVs cause drastic reductions in the abundance of several beetle
species. The ORVs also result in reduced plant cover, furt h e r
t h reatening the survival of species that depend on these plants for
food and breeding sites. The dunes studies indicated that even
moderate ORV use results in significant reductions of plant cover.

BLM has continued to push its management plan despite
demonstrated adverse impacts of ORVs on the species that
inhabit the Algodones Dunes. Vulnerability from anthropogenic
(historic, ongoing, and imminent human-caused habitat destruc-
tion) and environmental (restricted range, habitat specialist)
pressures, as well as a complete failure of land management plans
to protect this fragile dune habitat and the species it supports
from excessive ORV use, puts the rare endemic wildlife of the
Algodones Dunes at risk of extinction. The possibility of pesti-
cide drift from nearby agricultural spraying in the Imperial Valley
to the west may also be harming these 17 unique dune species is
an example of other threats that need to be evaluated by FWS.

For readers interested in researching the insects in the dunes,
the list of 16 proposed in 2004 are: two sand wasps
(Microbembex elegans Griswold and Stictiella villegasi Bohart);
two bees (Perdita algodones Timberlake and P. glamis
Timberlake); one vespid (Euparagia n. sp.); two velvet ants
(Dasymutilla nocturna Mickel and Dasymutilla imperialis); three
jewel beetles (Algodones sand jewel beetle, Lepismadora 
algodones Velten, Algodones white wax jewel beetle, Prasinalia
imperialis (Barr), and Algodones Croton jewel beetle, Agrilus
h a renus Nelson); two scarab beetles (Hard y ’s dune beetle,
Anomala hardyorum Potts and Cyclocephala wandae); and four
subspecies of Roth’s dune weevil (Trigonoscuta rothi rothi, T. r.
algodones, T. r. imperialis, and T. r. punctata).                              

The Bush administration’s plan to remove the protected areas
would be devastating to already listed imperiled species - includ-
ing the Peirson’s milkvetch, desert tortoise, and flat-tailed horned
l i z a rd, and worsen air pollution, especially dust which is 
ubiquitous from agricultural activities. Driving off hikers, bird-
watchers, photographers, and Native Americans and opening

continued on page 18
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California/Nevada Conservation Committee
Desert Committee

Outings

The CNCC Desert Committees purpose is to work for the protection, preservation, and conservation of the California/Nevada desert; support the same

objectives in all desert areas of the Southwest; monitor and work with governments and agencies to promote preservation of our arid lands; 

sponsor educational and work trips; encourage and support others to work for the same objectives; maintain, share and publish information about

the desert.

All Desert Committee activities, unless stated otherwise, are suitable for anyone who enjoys the outdoors. Special physical conditioning is not 

necessary. The average car or high clearance vehicle will be adequate for most trips; however, many of the roads used are dirt and, as with all desert

t r av e l , you should come prepared. For a good guide to desert travel we recommend the Sierra Club book Adventuring in the California Desert by Lynn Fo s t e r.

We want you to enjoy our study trips and work parties. They are designed to help you see the desert in a way you have not seen it before. We

usually have a campfire in the evenings with lots of food (potluck) and camaraderie.

For a complete listing of CNCC Desert Committee trips, send a large SASE with 60 cents postage to: Craig Deutsche, 2231 Kelton Ave, Los Angeles,

CA 90064. Trips may also be received via e-mail from deutsche@earthlink.net.

Like nearly all organizations that sponsor outdoor travel, the Sierra Club is obliged to require participants to sign a standard liability waiver at

the beginning of each trip. If you would like to read the Liability Waiver before you choose to participate on an outing, please go to:

www.sierraclub.org/outings/chapter/forms, or contact the Outings Department at (415) 977-5528 for a printed version.

Mecca Hills Backpack
February 4-5,
Saturday-Sunday

This is an easy overnight backpack into the narrow, steep-walled
canyons of a geologically significant wilderness are a .
Immediately east of Indio, CA, a large housing development has
been proposed along the northern boundary of this wilderness.
We will explore and monitor water resources to complete a BLM
inventory and to prepare comments upon the water require-
ments for the proposed development. Leader: Craig Deutsche,
deutsche@earthlink.net, (310-477-6670). CNRCC Desert Com 

Southern Nevada Service & Exploratory
February 17-20,

Friday-Monday

Join Vicky Hoover on a service trip and exploration in one of
southern Nevada’s new wilderness areas, or possibly a potential
wilderness. Exact destination still a mystery but count on scenic
surroundings and a good time. Central commissary with Vicky
Hoover, vicky.hoover@sierraclub.org, (415-977-5527). SF Bay/
CNRCC Desert Com 

Hexahedron Mine, JTNP
February 25,
Saturday

There is an old road to this mine but experiments with a gps have
led us to another route from Stirrup Tank that is more 
interesting and presents a wider variety of possibilities for side
adventures. I think this is about six miles. Bring your sturdy
boots, layered clothing, a couple liters of water and lunch. Call
Ann and Al Murdy, aemurdy@eee.org, (760-366-2932). San
Gorgonio Chap/CNRCC Desert Com 

Rodman/Newbury Mountains Carcamp 
February 25-26,
Saturday-Sunday

A lava plateau, wide canyons between the high points, petro-
glyphs, and bighorn sheep are among the attractions of these two
wilderness area. We will travel by car, explore with daypacks on
foot, and climb Newbury peak. A wind energy facility is being
proposed immediately to the south of the Rodman WA. We shall
evaluate this possibility and also monitor the perimeter of these
areas for ORV impacts. Leader: Craig Deutsche, deutsche@
earthlink.net, (310-477-6670). CNRCC Desert Com 
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Native Peoples of California Desert and 
Mayan Highlands Car Camp,
March 4-5,
Saturday-Sunday

Join us for a unique occasion in which two indigenous peoples,
the Quechan of the California desert & Mayans from the
Guatemalan highlands, have invited Sierra Club members to 
participate in a weekend gathering, hosted by Quechan elder
Preston Arrow-weed at his ranch on the Quechan reservation
across the Colorado River from Yuma. Activities will include
Mayan and Quechan ceremonies, a wildflower hike, discussion of
the effects of flawed trade agreements on the lives of indigenous
peoples and on our environment, and an opportunity to attend an
annual pow-wow/exhibition at the Quechan high school. A $85
donation covers fees & food, with proceeds serving as a 
contribution for Guatemalan victims of Hurricane Stan. Bring
tent/sleeping bag. Space is limited: reserve by February 9! Co-
s p o n s o red with San Diego Chapter & Responsible Tr a d e
Committee. Contact Ldrs: Joan & Don Holtz, jholzhln@
aol.com, (626-443-0706); Ellen Shively, ellenshively@
sbcglobal.net, (619-479-3412). Verdugo Hills Group/SD Chap/
CNRCC Desert Com

Backpack and Tamarisk Bash in Argus Range
March 24-26,

Friday-Sunday
Join Marty Dickes, BLM Ranger, and other desert lovers for
eradication of tamarisk. Short hike into work site on Friday in a
beautiful spring area. Saturday will be hiking and exploring the
region’s archeological and natural history. Sunday will finish up
on the work project and hike out. Drive to Trona on Thursday to
meet early Friday morning. For information and reservations
contact Leader: Pat Klaasen, pklaasen@juno.com, (619-582-
7407). Asst: Larry Klaasen. SD Chap/CNRCC Desert Com 

Darwin Plateau Carcamp 
March 24-26,
Friday-Sunday

Conglomerate Mesa is an unprotected area lying between the
Inyo and the Malpais Mesa Wilderness Areas. Previous mining
efforts have ceased, road access is very limited, and views are
superb. On successive days we will dayhike in San Lucas Cyn,
e x p l o re Conglomerate Mesa, and visit the Blackrock Well 
p e t roglyph site. Ultimately we will document the area for 
possible designation as wilderness. Leader: Craig Deutsche,
deutsche@earthlink.net, (310-477-6670). CNRCC Desert Com 

Wonderland Loop, JTNP 
March 25,

Saturday

The area known as Wonderland of Rocks is one of the most
interesting places for visitors. It is also quite tricky. We will enter
the Wonderland near Barker Dam and use a series of washes and
passes to wander around. Along the way we will stop at historic
and prehistoric sites. Expect off trail boulder scrambling for 5-6
hours. Bring your sturdy boots, layered clothing, a couple liters
of water and lunch. Call Ann and Al Murdy, aemurdy@eee.org,
(760-366-2932). San Gorgonio Chap/CNRCC Desert Com

Desert Wilderness Service with Needles BLM
March 31 - April 2,

Friday - Sunday
Join S.F. Bay Chapter and Mojave Group, San Gorgonio Chapter
on our annual work trip with the BLM to one of our favorite
d e s e rt Wi l d e rnesses: the Old Woman, Tu rtle, or Whipple
Mountains, or possibly a new mystery location. Enjoy desert in
spring while helping wilderness! And meet new Needles wilder-
ness staff Dan Abbe. Central commissary with Vicky Hoover,
vicky.hoover@sierraclub.org, (415-977-5527). SF Bay/CNRCC
Desert Com

Antelope Protection Carcamp (Nature Study/Work Party) 
April 1-2,
Saturday-Sunday

With little rainfall and few water sources, the species that live
here are both hardy and endangered. Particularly beautiful are
the pronghorn antelope which evolved in these wild, open spaces.
Then cattle ranching left a legacy of endless fences - which are
deadly to the pronghorn. Join us for a weekend in this remote
a rea removing fencing for their benefit. Camp at KCL 
campground, bring food, water, heavy leather work gloves, and
camping gear for the weekend. Potluck Sat night. Rain cancels.
Resource specialist: Alice Koch. For more information, contact
Leaders: Cal and Letty French, 14140 Chimney Rock Road,
Paso Robles, CA 93446, (805-239-7338). Prefer e-mail
ccfrench@tcsn.net. Santa Lucia Chap/CNRCC Desert Com

Surprise Cyn Tamarisk Removal Service Trip,
Carcamp & Hike, Panamint Mtns 
April 14-16,
Friday-Monday

Improve the environment and learn the Surprise Canyon story.
This trip will be a second effort to remove tamarisk, scourge of
desert water sources. Join BLM staff eradication efforts and Tom
Budlong, Surprise Canyon wilderness steward. Bad attitude
t o w a rd tamarisk re q u i red. Tasks for all abilities. Families 
welcome. Possible Spring wildflower display and Easter egg
hunt. Talk of 1870’s Panamint City, ‘49ers trek across the
Panamints, Briggs gold mine. Sunday hike. Primitive camping
under the stars with potlucks, campfire & camaraderie. 2WD
vehicles OK. Send large SASE, rideshare info, vehicle type,
H&W phones, E-mail to Reserv.Co-ldr: Sue Palmer, 32373
Saddle Mtn Drive, Westlake Village, CA 91361, 818-879-0960,
pdsoussan@aol.com. Ldr: Jim Kilberg, (310-215-0092). Angeles
Chap/CNRCC Desert Com

Anza Borrego Natural History Easter Carcamp 
April 15-16,

Saturday-Sunday

Naturalist led moderate dayhikes to special secret places in
California’s largest state park. Learn about wildflowers, birds,
animals, rocks and fossils, and maybe spot the Easter Jackalope!
Pot luck Saturday night. For more information contact leader:
Suzanne Swedo, wild@inetworld.net, (818-781-4421). Angeles
Chap/CNRCC Desert Com 
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he Quechan of Imperial County, Highland Maya
from Guatemala, and members of the Sierra Club
are joining efforts to fight a common international
corporate interest, Glamis Gold. In a rare meeting

of international interested parties who want to protect the 
natural Environment and honor human rights, the three groups
will meet in March near Yuma. 

One of the top threats to the preservation of wilderness
is the enactment of corporate-driven international trade 
agreements that supercede environmental and human rights 
protections at both the national and local level.

We need look no farther than the California desert to
find a prime example of the effects of these trade agreements. As
described previously in Desert Report, Glamis Gold, a mining
company with operations in several countries, attempted to 
construct an open pit/leach gold mine on public land sacred to
the indigenous Quechan people near the Algodones sand dunes.
The Quechan people were able to stop the construction of the
mine, with the support of the Sierra Club, utilizing California
laws protecting sacred sites and requiring the full cleanup of 
mining wastes. But Glamis refused to accept the legitimacy of
California’s laws and filed a lawsuit under the North American
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) against the United States 
government to allow them to proceed unimpeded.

Meanwhile, in the highlands of Guatemala, Maya 
communities are facing the destruction of their lands, forests and
rivers. With the passage of the Central American Free Trade
Agreement (CAFTA), Glamis is poised to stop any challenges to
its environmental destruction there. Maya who have attempted to
protest the construction and operation of the Glamis mines in
Guatemala have been ( E d i t o r ’s note: alleged) t h reatened, 
assaulted, raped, and even killed.

In March 2006, Sierra Club members will have a unique
opportunity to meet people from both the Quechan and Mayan
communities, to celebrate their cultures with them, to learn
about their struggles against this multi-national corporation and
to see how environmentalists can offer support. 

The San Diego and Angeles Chapters, in conjunction
with the Sierra Club Responsible Trade Program, will co-spon-
sor a weekend car camp hosted by Quechan elder Preston 
Arrow-weed at his ranch across the Colorado River from Yuma.
Activities will include Mayan and Quechan ceremonies, a wild-
flower hike, discussion of the effects of flawed trade agreements
on the lives of indigenous peoples and on our environment, and

conservation areas to off-road vehicles would, by one estimate;
cost nearby communities in Imperial and Yuma Counties at least
$3.3 million annually sustainable recreation related spending.

FWS’s ESA budget

FWS routinely cites an inadequate budget and heavy work
load as justification for listing delays. However, Congress rou-
tinely honors numbers near the agency’s requested budget from
Secretary of Interior Norton. The inadequate budget appears to
be the result of Secretary Norton purposefully starving the “list-
ing budget to prevent species from being added. While the
FWS’s entire Endangered Species Act budget has increased over
500% since 1992, the listing budget is the only line item that’s
been stagnant over that period. E v e ry other line item increased at
least 300%. The budget freeze is clearly political, not economic. 

Daniel Patterson, a Desert Ecologist, works for Center for Biological
Diversity.

Listing Sought for Dunes Species
continued from page 15

an opportunity to attend an annual pow-wow/exhibition at the
Quechan high school. Proceeds from an $85 donation, which
covers fees and food, will serve as a contribution for Guatemalan
victims of Hurricane Stan. 

To join us for a unique occasion in which two indige-
nous peoples, the Quechan of the California desert, and Maya
from the Guatemalan highlands fighting the same corporate
interests and to meet with interested Sierra Club members 
contact the leaders. Bring tent/sleeping bag. Space is limited:
reserve by February 9! Co-sponsored with San Diego Chapter &
Responsible Trade Committee. Leaders: Joan & Don Holtz,
Angeles Chapter; Ellen Shively, San Diego Chapter.

Joan & Don Holtz (11826 The Wye; El Monte, CA
91732-1450; 626-443-0706; jholzhln@aol.com.) Ellen Shively
(619-479-3412; ellenshively@sbcglobal.net) 

Jean Costa, is a member of the San Diego Chapter Border Committee

BY   J E AN   COSTA

Greed, Gold and 
Trade Agreements

SIERRA CLUB SUPPORTING INDIGENOUS GROUPS TO 
PROTECT ENVIRONMENT

T
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Sign up for CNRCC’s 
Desert Forum

If you find Desert Report (DR) interesting, sign up for the

CNRCC Desert Committee’s e-mail listserv, Desert Forum.

Here you’ll find open discussions of items interesting to

desert lovers. Many articles in this issue of DR were devel-

oped through Forum discussions. Electronic subscribers will

continue to receive current news on these issues—plus the

opportunity to join in the discussions and contribute their ow n

insights. Desert Forum runs on a Sierra Club listserv system.

To sign up, just send this e-mail:
To: Listserv@lists.sierraclub.org

From: Your real e-mail address [very important!]

Subject: [this line is ignored and may be left blank]

Message: SUBSCRIBE CONS-CNRCC-DESERT-FORUM 

YOURFIRSTNAME YOURLASTNAME [this must fit on one line.]

By return e-mail, you will get a welcome message and some

tips on using the system. Please join us! 

Questions? Contact Jim Dodson:

jim.dodson@sierraclub.org (661) 942-3662

BE AN OUTINGS TRIP LEADER! 
Contact Craig Deutsche 

(310) 477-6670
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