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Finding Our Pole Star: A UPEC
Vision of Sustainable Forests

With a new editor and a new year, the UPEC Board has decided to initiate a yearlong
dialogue on the state of the U.P. forests. Thisissue contains the Introduction to a UPEC
vision of where we are as aregion and what priorities should govern our thoughts and
actions. Futureissues will deal with the three principleslisted at the end of the Introduc-
tion. We are sending out complimentary copies of thisissueto professional foresters and
media representatives, with the hope of enlisting participantsin this dialogue. We wel-
come your responses and insights throughout this year. (Jon Saari, UPEC President)

Asresidents of the U.P and the State of Michigan, we need vision if our forests areto
remain special places. These forests cover 85 percent of the landscape and together with
the Great L akes are signature natural features of the Upper Peninsula. They provide the
green backdrop for our farms, towns, and cities and the deep green of the continuous for-
ested area so visible in satellite images.

But appearances are deceiving. During the Great Cutover
(1880-1920), the original forests of the Upper Peninsulawere
changed dramatically, with little forethought for the conse-
guences. First timber comp anies culled the magnificent pine
stands, using the streams and rivers as transport corridors. Then
railroad spurs were extended into less accessible areas, allow-
ing the virgin hardwood forests to be cut and deliv-
ered to distant markets or used as charcoal for local “We need a vision if our forests are to remain
iron-making furnaces. special places.”

(Continued on page4)

Pictured Rocks to Consider Banning Jet-Skis
By Katie Alvord

Sculpted by wind and wavesinto caves, arches, and castle-like formations, stained by
mineralsin varying hues, the sandstone cliffs of Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore pro-
vide afine example of nature's artistry. Stretching 42 miles along the Lake Superior
shorelinein Michigan's Upper Peninsula, Pictured Rocks includes beaches and dunes as
well as the spectacular cliffs, and encompasses more than 70,000 acres of northern hard-
wood and conifer forest, superb wildlife habitat, waterfalls, inland lakes and streams.

Whether the roar of Jet Skiswill be allowed to echo amongst these natural canyons
and cliffsisnow at issue. The National Park Service (NPS) is currently deciding

(Continued on page 2)
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Pictured Rocks/Personal Watercraft.. .comtinued from page:

<

Take Action!
Report Abuse of Motorized
Vehicles

The Natural Trails & Waters Coali-
tion is currently creating a website
that highlights stories of ORV
abuse and gives information about
the organizations and activists
working to stop this ecological
damage.

They are collecting information
and photos regarding the use and
abuse of off-road vehicles on state,
federal, and private land. These
stories will be used to illustrate the
damage natural areas have sus-
tained due to ORVSs.

If you know a story of ORV
abuse, you can participatein this
project. Contact:

Jessica Cohen

Natural Trails and Waters Coalition
c/o Wildlands CPR

PO Box 7516,

Missoula, MT 59807

Ph: (406)543-9550

E-mail: orv@wildlandscpr.org
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whether to allow the use of personal watercraft (PWCs, popularly called jet skis)
within Pictured Rocks. Effective April 20, 2000, PWCs were banned in 66 of 87 NPS
parks, recreation areas and seashores where they had been allowed. Thisincluded
Isle Royal National Park and Sleeping Bear Dunes National L akeshorein Michi-

gan. Ten recreational areas throughout the country were directed to continue allow-
ing PWC use. The remaining 11, including Pictured Rocks National Lakeshore, were
granted atwo-year "grace period" and directed to perform an environmental review
of PWCs. Asaresult of that environmental review, each park unit must decide ei-
ther: 1) to ban PWC use on all waters under their jurisdiction, or (2) to manage their
use with such means as limiting the hours or areas within which PWCs can be oper-
ated.

Personal watercraft are already essentially banned from all of the inland 1akes of
Pictured Rocks, on some due to horsepower limits and others because they are non-
motorized. However, PWC useis currently permitted on Lake Superior within areas
adjacent to Pictured Rocks and under NPS jurisdiction.

According to Pictured Rocks new superintendent, Karen Gustin, Pictured Rocks
has yet to begin itsreview, but isfacing a deadline of April 22, 2002. On thisdate, a
ban on PWCs will automatically become effective on all waters under the lakeshore's
jurisdiction, including on Lake Superior, until lakeshore administration can complete
itsreview, collect public comments, and make a permanent decision on the future of

PWCs within its boundaries.

Several groups, including UPEC and the Natural Trails and Waters Coalition (see
accompanying article), hope to see a permanent jet-ski ban imposed on all waters
within Pictured Rocks. The official public comment period is expected later this
spring. Look for more information in the next newsletter.

Coalition Seeks Limits on Motorized Recreation

Compiled by Katie Alvord

The Natural Trails and Waters
Coalition, now becoming ac-
tivein the Upper Midwest, is
anew national effort tore-
form management of motor-
ized recreation on public
lands. The Coalition worksto
protect and restore all public
lands and waters from the se-
vere damage caused by dirt
bikes, jet skis, snowmobiles,
and other off-road vehicles.

Growing out of the recogni-
tion that motorized recreation-
-both on land and water--is
fast becoming a major threat
to natural resources and social
values on public lands, the

coalition was formed to bring
together and strengthen inde-
pendent, local effortsto limit
so-called "industrial recrea-
tion". To achieveits mission,
the Coalition uses a variety of
legislative, administrative,
legal, media, and grassroots
strategiestargeted at those
who manage or make deci-
sions or policies regarding our
state and federal public lands.

The Coalition is directed by a
seven member steering com-
mittee, including
representatives from the
American Lands Alliance,
Bluewater Network,

Friends of the Earth, Sierra
Club, Southern Utah Wilder-
ness Alliance, The
Wilderness Society, and
Wildlands Center for Prevent-
ing Roads. TWS and
Wildlands CPR (which is now
in Missoula, but was co-
founded in Houghton by
aformer UPEC president) co-
chair the steering committee.

Katie Alvordisawriter
and former UPEC newsletter
editor. Katie has authored
the book, Divorce Your Car:
Ending the Love Affair With
the Automobile (2000 New
Society Publisherswww.
newsoci ety.com)




Sierra Club Aspen Lawsuit Stirs Controversy.: UPEC Responds

Ed. Note: Earlier thiswinter, Marquette Mining Journal correspondent Marty Kovarik published

an article criticizing the Sierra Club’ s lawsuit to halt aspen logging in the national forests of
Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin. He argued that a“forest is nothing more than a garden
[and] it is better that man use the timber constructively than to haveit rot into the ground.” He
added that halting logging will “undeniably have a negative effect on our upland game bird,
whitetail deer and even songbird populationsin the Great Lakesregion.” He urged “wildlife lov-
ers’ to oppose the Sierra Club’s lawsuit. David Allen, a UPEC board member responds.

How Much Aspen is Just Right?

By David Allen

Mr. Kovarik started his
article with atale of the old
logger claiming that atree left
torot on theforest floor isa
tree wasted. Wasted for con-
version to toilet paper, per-
haps. But it is not wasted
with regardsto restoring the
soil and supporting other nec-
essary forest processes.

Thereis a spectrum of
human belief about our rela-
tionship with nature. On one
end of this spectrumisabe-
lief that we humans are but
part of nature, while at the
other endisabelief that na-
tureisthere primarily for the
use of humans.

But neither position i m-
plies, necessarily, abuse of the
natural world. Good stewards
arefound at both ends of the
spectrum. Theissueis not
whether we should log afor-
est before it goes to waste, but
how many trees need to be
|eft so that the soil isreplen-
ished? We know we need to
|leave some, but how many?
There is much we still don't
know about forest processes.

The Sierra Club's suit con-

cernsthisissue. Current Na-
tional Forest management en-
courages a higher proportion
of aspen stands than existed
historically. Left tothemt
selves, stands of aspen con-
vert over time to other spe-
cies, such as white pine. So
managing for aspen at these
levelsreduces other species,
and the animals and plants
that depend upon them.
There has been little attempt
to determine the effects of this
ateration of natural proc-
esses, and the Sierra Club is
asking that such adetermina-
tion be made.

Asaremedy, the Sierra
Club is asking that aspen har-
vest on National Forestlands
be stopped until this determi-
nation is completed. Thisre-
quest, of course, hasno im
pact on private or state forest
land. Nor isthis an attempt to
halt timber harvest on the Na-
tional Forests of our region.
It isaspecific request for a
specific relief in responseto a
specific biological question.

Why sue? The SierraClub

has been asking the Forest Ser-
vice about the impacts of their
aspen management for over 5
years. The Forest Service ad-
mits that they do not know the
effects of thislarge amount of
aspen, and that they should.
And yet they continue to act
without knowing the conse-
guences. After awhile one be-
ginsto lose patience and moves

on to stronger action--action that

the Sierra Club would prefer to
have avoided.

Will thisresult in less as-
pen, less deer, less grouse? It
could. Butit might not. A de-
termination will give us a better
scientific basis for making deci-
sions about management of the
region’s National Forests. This
scientific knowledge will be
useful for managers of state for-
ests and private forestland own-
ersaswell.

Inthelong run, it will help
us all understand the long-term
consequences of decisionswe
make about managing our pub-
lic lands, rather than proceeding
without really knowing how
things will turn out.

David Allen isan Associate Professor of Management at Northern Michigan Univer-
sity. Heisan active hiker, skier, mountaineer and fisher. He has been involved in conservation
issues, particularly so since moving to the UP about 16 years ago.
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The issue is not whether we
should log a forest before it goes
to waste, but how many trees
need to be left so that the soil is
replenished?

Learn More about this
important issue at
UPEC’s Annual Meeting!

Aspen Management
Panel Discussion

Saturday, May 11
7:30 p.m.
Northwoods Supper Club
Marquette

Why sue? Because the Forest
Service continues to act without
considering the consequences .



Finding Our POIe Star continued from page 1

After the original forestswere elimi- *
nated, the U.P. forests became less

productive, due tosoil erosion, fire

damage, and short-term market think-

ing. The three state and two national

forests that now cover thirty-
five percent of the land were
rescue operations in the 1920S  ¢rossover work, tolisten, take in
and 1930s; government took and respond to the differing view of
over stewardship for abandoned others.”

and wasted forestland that com-

panies no longer wanted.

“We need people prepared to do

What we have now are the secondary and tertiary forests
that have grown up since the Great Cutover. They are pulp-
wood and saw log forests, harvested by rubber-tire lumber-
jackswith chainsaws and processors. In thisindustrial for-
est, trees are fortunate to grow over 16" in diameter or to
live longer than 60-80 years.

Who speaks for the forest today? Inthe 1990s almost eve-
ryone (including corporate “persons’ like
Mead and Champion/ International Paper)
adopted the label of environmentalist.

All proclaimed concern about clean air,
good water, and stewardship of our natu-
ral resources.

But labels are also deceiving. The mod-
ern environmental movement that began
in the 1960s has actually spawned two
different subculturesin the Upper Peninsula. One has em
braced a new vision and championed the new federal and
state laws de-

Who Speaks
for the Forest

Today?

signed to implement that vision; UPEC in the past has advocated
this new way of viewing the U.P. landscape.

The other subculture, more deeply rooted in U.P. communities,
has recoiled from the environmental movement’ s perceived ex-
cesses and feelsitstraditions and way of life threatened. Signs
declaring DNR KEEP OUT are its emblems, and private property
rights its mantra. The face-off between these two sub-cultures has
seldom been ugly and violent, but adeep gulf still dividesthe two
sides.

The visionaries see new ways of thinking about the forests asfun-
damental achievements— the establishment of wilderness areas
(1964 nationally, 1987 in Michigan), the adoption of a national
forest planning process with public input (1970), and the legal
recognition of the rights of endangered plants and animals (1972).
They mourn the Great Cutover, applaud the creation of the state
and national forests, and see the future as an urgent opportunity to
stop abuse and to promote land healing and restoration.

Thetraditionalists have a different perspective: they seethenew
laws as intruding upon— even “taking away” —
their private property rights as landowners, per-
ceive wilderness as areas locked away from
public access and use, and experience the new
ecological perception of the forest and itsin-
habitants as athreat to logging and hunting.
They identify with the older tradition of re-
source conservation, and feel that loggers and
hunters understand the woods best. They honor
the pioneering struggles of Y ankees and immi-
grants as miners, settlers, and lumberjacks, and they see the future
of the Upper Peninsula as a defense of athreatened way of life.

Finding Our Pole Star: Visionaries & Traditionalists

Isthere any way out? Weall need to look at where we are
and not simply dismiss the opposition with an offhand
“What do THEY know!” We need people and organiza-
tions that are prepared to do crossover work: not to give up
their own views, but to listen, take in, and respond to the
differing views of others, with the hope of discovering
some common ground. Sportsmen who appreciate the need
for research natural areas. Loggerswho learn how to iden-
tify and respect endangered plants. Botanists who help de-
sign motorized recreational trails. Snowmobilers who un-
derstand the concerns of residentsin neighborhoods. Tim-
ber producers who listen to Native Americans talk about
theland. Ecologists who learn the economics of commu-
nities and the marketing of forest products.

The UPEC vision of sustainable U.P. forestsis being
written in this crossover spirit. Our organization, the Upper

Peninsula Environmental Coalition, was founded in 1975 asa
grassroots volunteer group. At timesit has been allied with cor-
porations and sportsmen’ s groups; now it is a mixture of con-
cerned citizens, professional foresters, academic researchers,
historians, and environmental educators. Unlike industrial forest-
ers or the managers of our public lands, we are not beholden to a
bottom line for shareholders or to any legislative mandate for
producing timber. Y et, like anyone worth listening to, we stand
for some principles.

These principles are our bottom
line: (continued on page 5)

Page 4

U.P. ENVIRONMENT



Finding Our Pole Star: UPEC's Principles of Sustainable Forests

continued from page 4

1. Ecological Sustainability.
The only credible definition of sustain-
ability isthe survival and viability of
the entire regional ecosystem, of the
natural processes that govern its
changes, and of the historic diversity of
native plants and animals that have
come to inhabit it. Our human manipu-
lation of the natural world is no longer
on aharmless scale, aswe are throwing
away and endangering whole parts of it
through our activities. Inour industrial
activities we should approximate com-
plex natural cycles; we should view our
economies as subordinate parts of the
natural ecology of the planet, and aban-
don thoughts and practicesthat short-
sightedly destroy, diminish, and sim-
plify natural systems.

2. Protected Natural Core Ar-
eas I nterwoven with Multiple-

use Forests. Some natural areas
need to be preserved from all develop-
ment and further man-made distur-
bances, but many areas should be man-
aged for other values, including timber
production. Historically timber pro-
duction has been the dominant value on
our public lands and industrial forests.
This has been changing, slowly, as
other values— wildlife habitat, clean
water, recreation, wilderness, protec-
tion of endangered species, ecosystem
sustainability — have come to be part of
the dialogue over our forested land.

A N

Finding Our Pole Star: Conclusion...

3. Adaptive Management. To
keep pace with the new scientific un-
derstanding of the complex interactions
of natural forest systems and processes,
we need to become more cautious in
our public natural resource policies and
in our individual decisions as|andown-
ers. We should employ the precaution-
ary principle (as government agencies
or forest product companies) by care-
fully evaluating broad scale activities
whose long-term effect on the forest
ecosystem is uncertain. We should not
discount the cumul ative effect of small
actions on our private woodlots. And
we should practice what foresters call
“ground-truthing,” that is, testing our
definitions and assumptions and meas-
uring our actions by their actual effects
onthe ground in the forest.

At the start of this new millennium we
are actively shaping the future forest in
Michigan. What will it look like?
What policies should governits crea-
tion? How will we asindividuals,
groups, and communities help bring
thisfuture forest into being?

While the outcomeis far from certain,
UPEC is committed to a democratic,
open, and non-violent process as vari-

ous stakeholders struggleto negotiate
differences and find common ground.
The crossover spirit and the art of lis-
tening should guide our discussions,
just asthe diversity and vitality of the
forests must be our pole star.

This vision was devel oped by the members
of the UPEC Forestry Committee based on
a draft by Jon Saari. UPEC's Vision of
Healthy U.P. Forestswill be continued in
upcoming newsl etters.

Meet the UPEC Board!

Each year, UPEC receives
critically needed funding from
Earth Share of Michigan. Earth
Share dlowsworking peopleto
donate environmental
organizations through workplace
giving campaigns. Withthe
renew nationa Earth Share
affiliation, employees can now
make asingle donation that will
reach the full spectrum of
conservation causes. Tolean
more about how you and your
company can support UPEC
through an annud Earth Shere of
Michigan payroll deduction plan,
please cdl 1 (800) 386-3326 or
view the website:
www.earthsharemichigan.org

Earth Share

OF MICHIGAN

Jon Saari (President)
jsaari @nmu.edu
Bill Malmsten (Vice-President)
wmalmsten@portup.com
Greg Corace (Treasurer)
rgcorace@mtu.edu
Chris Fries (Secretary)
cfries@nmu.edu
Suzanne Van Dam (Newsletter Editor
and Business Manager)
svandam@chartermi.net

David & Judy Allen: dallen@nmu.edu
Karen Bacula: KBacula@mapsnet.org
Patti Clancy: Twaybladeb@aol.com
Sandra Harting : slhartin@mtu.edu
Friederike Greuer: fggreuer@mtu.edu
Connie Julien: cjulien@portup.com
Greg Kudray: gkudray@up.net

Bill Robinson: wrobinso@nmu.edu
Doug Welker: dwelker@up.net

UPEC will beon therég,
web again, soon! 'IL%%'

R

Send us your sugges-
tionsand helpful links.

E-mail Us At:
upecmichigan@yahoo.com

Call Usl (906) 487-9286
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2001: An Open-Space Odyssey

By Kristine Bradof

On January 24, about 75 arearesidents
gathered for "2001: An Open-Space
Odyssey," apublic forum to celebrate a
landmark year for public lands and
planning in the Keweenaw. The forum
was sponsored by the League of
Women Voters of the Copper Country
and Michigan Tech GEM Center for
Science and Environmental Outreach.
The presenters shared stories of part-
nership, persistence, patience, and pub-
licinvolvement behind last year's ac-
complishments. These significant land
preservation actions include protecting
6,400 acres of land at the Tip of the
Keweenaw, the Mouth of the Gratiot
River, and Seven Mile Point.

The Places

Seven Mile Point (SMP)

One of the "gems of the Keweenaw,"
according to the Michigan Natural Fea-
tures Inventory, Seven Mile Point isa
32-acre parcel with 1,506 feet of Lake
Superior sand, cobble, and bedrock
shoreline in Keweenaw County. In
2001, the nonprofit North Woods Con-
servancy (NWC) purchased Seven Mile
Point from International Paper/Lake
Superior Land Company for $365,000.

The purchase was made with locally
raised and borrowed funds, a $100,000
grant from the Lake Superior Basin
Trust, and atwo-year loan from The
Conservation Fund of Arlington, Vir-
ginia. The preserve will be open to the
public for recreational activities such as

The tip of the Keweenaw contains several rare plant species,

such as this heart-leaved Arnica .. Photo: Steve Chadde

swimming, picnicking, fishing, and
agate hunting. Preserve hours will be
posted on the website (www.
northwoodsconservancy.org). SMPisa
small parcel of land surrounded by and
accessed across private property.

Mouth of the Gratiot River

Five years after the Calumet-
Keweenaw Sportsmen's Club first pro-
posed purchasing the mouth of the
Gratiot River for public use, 100 acres
of land, including about 4,000 feet of
Lake Superior shoreline
and 3,000 feet along the

Keweenaw County bought the land
from Lake Superior Land Company for
$587,500—75 percent from the Michi-
gan DNR Trust Fund and 25 percent
from aNorth American Wetlands Con-
servation Act grant, written by North
Woods Conservancy with Keweenaw
County, the Copper Country Chapter of
Trout Unlimited (TU), and Copper
Country Audubon as partners. TU
raised $35,000 in contributionsin case
the NAWCA grant was not awarded.

Tip of the Keweenaw
"The Big Deal," asit is known locally,
isone of the largest land purchases ever
for the Michigan DNR Trust Fund. A
long process, begun after land swap
discussions between the State and L ake
Superior Land Company faltered in
2000, will turn over the majority of the
6,275 acres to the State in February.
Thefirst parcelsto "go public" are
Schlatter Lake, West Schlatter Lake,
Keystone Point West, Hoar Lake, and
South Horseshoe Harbor. Phase 2,
pending legislative approval, will add
Fish Cove, the Mouth
of the Montreal River,

river, are now in public
ownership. Located a
couple of miles southwest
of Seven Mile Point, the
land will be a Keweenaw
County park for fishing,
hunting, camping, and
agate hunting.

More than 6,400 acres of land
will be protected for their scenic,
recreational, and natural habitat

values!

West Montreal River,
and Keystone Point
East—more than 5
miles of Lake Superior
shorelineinall.

(Continued on page7)

Who Makes the Vision a Reality?

M ore than 6,400 acres of land will be pro-
tected for their scenic, recreational, and
natural habitat values thanks to the efforts
of these organizations and individuals and
to the many others who contributed their
vocal, written, or financial support:

Bill Deephouse, Copper Country Chapter
of Trout Unlimited; John Griffith, North
Woods Conservancy; Lori Hauswirth, West-
ern U.P. Planning and Devel opment Re-
gion; Don Keith, Keweenaw County Com-

missioner; Jeff Knoop, The Nature Conse -
vancy; Greg Kudray, Public Access Ke-
weenaw; Dana Richter, Copper Country
Audubon; and Christa Walck, Keweenaw
Land Trust and Common Ground Initiative

Though not present at the forum, Walt Ar-
nold of International Paper, Michigan
DNR staff, and the DNR Trust Fund Board
were also key players.

Heart and Hands Aswvard

Celebrate a Copper Lountry person
who has given of hisher heart

and hands to PO

Peace, Justice or the Enviroment

Award will be announced on July 4th, 2002

Mominations due by Jume 7, 2007F 1o

Frre<ident af the Boasd

Handls Awand
* MY Hwoe MZUS

Hamneock, T 49550

'ﬁi;-;q‘:‘&' ﬁ"wmﬁ"ﬂgf e Assrsara

-
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SpaCe Odyssey, Continued from page 6

Keystone Bay and Lost Lake were
dropped from the purchase because of
the added expense.

According to Jeff Knoop of The Nature
Conservancy, “the Precambrian vol-
canic rocks that make up the Penin-
sula provide not only spectacular
scenery, but ahigh diversity of
moss, lichen and plants.... There-
serve provides for an outstanding
connective system of natural plant
communities providing habitat for W\
lynx, bald eagle, bear and moose.” XA %
Knoop also added that the area con-
tainsrare plant species, at least one
rare butterfly, and habitat used by
migratory shore birds and song-
birds.

The Michigan Chapter of The Nature
Conservancy was avital partner in ne-
gotiations and in purchasing the land
on behalf of the State. The Legislature
approved payment of $5 million this
year toward the total purchase price of
$12.5 million. TNC purchased the

»—~ first parcelsand will buy there-

mai ning acreage in December
2002, pending L egislative ap-

&7 proval for the State to reimburse

the remaining $7.5 million in late
summer 2003. TNC has also com+

- ~ mitted

Habitat for the Michigan-endangered $500,000 in
Calypso orchid will now be protected. interest pay-
Drawing courtesy of Steve Chadde. ments. which

it must raise from members and donors.
A local group, Public AccessKe-

How You Can Help!

weenaw (PAK), spearheaded a highly
successful public letter-writing cam:
paign and presentation to the Natural
Resources Trust Fund Board. PAK rep-
resentatives made the rounds of city,
village, and county boards asking for
resol utions of support, which were de-
livered in person at the decisive meet-
ing in Lansing.

Kristine Bradof is the Community Pro-
grams Coordinator at the GEM Center
for Science and Environmental Out-
reach at Michigan Tech and the natu-
ral resources chair for the League of
Women Voters. She has helped build
bridges in our region, performing the
“crossover” work called for in the
UPEC vision of a healthy environment.

Many opportunities still remain for
public involvement in the issues that
will shape the future of the Keweenaw.
The DNR and Keweenaw County want
the public to help determine how their
new |lands should be managed.

The newly formed Houghton County
Planning Commission meets the third
Thursday of the month at 4:00 p.m. in
the Courthouse. They will be seeking
input from the townships on developing
acountywide plan, as Keweenaw
County is doing.

Find out when your local
government planning
commission meets and

make your voice count!

Ecologist Hired to Aid Working Forest Biodiversity Practices

By Greg Kudray

The Nature Conservancy (TNC)
has hired Randy Swaty as aforest
ecologist in acooperative position par-
tially funded by Mead-Westvaco. Mr.
Swaty is expected to assist Mead-
Westvaco in meeting biodiversity ob-
jectivesto fulfill requirementsfor the
Sustainable Forestry Initiative.

He will work in landscape level
planning and devel oping biodiversity
indicators. Other dutieswill include
assisting in site conservation planning
for TNC, providing TNC input into the
State Forest planning process, and act-
ing as aliaison between academia and
forest managers.

Randy Swaty has a BSin Biology
and arecent MSin Soil Ecology from

Northern Arizona University. Heis
new to Great Lakes forest communities
and lacks forestry experience, but Tina
Hall, UP Director of Conservation for
the Nature Conservancy, emphasized
that Mr. Swaty was hired as an ecolo-
gist; the feeling was that M ead-
Westvaco and other forest industries
had lots of foresters. What was desired,
according to Ms. Hall, was an ecologist
with agood background in scientific
literature who could use good commu-
nication skills to influence forest man-
agers about biodiversity concernsin a
working forest.

The position is funded totally by
Mead-Westvaco in thefirst year then
will be increasingly funded by

TNC. The hiring procedureincluded a
joint TNC, Mead-Westvaco, and Shel-
ter Bay Forests evaluation committee
and atwo-day interview/presentation
process.

UPEC hopes to have an informal
meeting with Mr. Swaty soon to ad-
dress our ecological concernsin man-
aged forests. Anyone interested in at-
tending this meeting should contact Jon
Saari or another UPEC board member.

Greg Kudray, Ph.D. isa UPEC Board
Member and isinterested in forestry,
wetlands & ecology. He owns an eco-
logical consulting company at Www.
ecologyusa.com.
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Lupus Legislation

- Understanding Wolf Legidation: Be-
cause wolf populations have exceeded
Federal population target goals, wolves
will be de-listed at the Federdl level, most
likely later this summer. For individua
states to change the wolf’ s classification,
state wildlife authorities must write a
management plan that meets Federal ep-
proval, and then bring the issue before the
public. Michigan’s plan, which includes
the provision of destroying problem
wolvesthat prey on livestock or posea
threat to humans, has been approved.

- DNR/Public Input in Delisting: Michi-
gan DNR has been soliciting public com-
mentary on a plan to change state classifi-
cation of the eastern timber wolf from
endangered statusto threatened. Though
local wolf recovery efforts have suc-
ceeded with over 250 wolves now ranging
the U.P., delisting the animal at the State
level is still amatter of debate.

- Mixed Public Response: At aFebruary
12 meeting in Marquette, public opinion
was mixed. Some argued changing the
status of wolves is premature, given cu-
rent habitat destruction in the Ottawa
National Forest and the decreased wolf
habitat in the future as more land is devel-
oped. Severd sportsman representatives
argued wolves need to be managed by the
State or residents will manage them on
their own. Others urged that wolf educa-
tion programs should be offered to ensure
local residents understand how to co-exist
peacefully with the wolf before de-listing
OCCurs.

For moreinformation see:
www.wolf.org (or)
www.midnr.com

)

<

Rolf Peterson is a professor of wild-
life biology at Michigan Tech’s
School of Forestry and Wood Prod-
ucts. Heisalso chair of the Fed-
eral Wolf Recovery Team.

Living With our Neighbors: A Wolf Researcher

Looks at an Ancient Conflict
By Rolf Peterson

Note: Rolf Peterson wrote thisletter to the editor to the Houghton Daily
Mining Gazette in response to a resident’ s complaint that wolves killed
her bear-hunting dog.

Upper Michigan is once again wolf country, an important milestone in the recovery of
native wildlife that was long ago decimated by European immigrants and their offspring.
Thelocal recovery of wolves means many things—the restoration of amore “wild” Up-
per Michigan, the inevitability of removing wolves from federal jurisdiction under the
Endangered Species Act, and areturn of some ancient conflicts between humans and
wolves.

Regarding Ms Newman'’ s reported | oss of a bear-hunting dog to three wolves, | can only
sympathize. Asevery pet owner knows, animals sharing our households are members of
the human families, so they areirreplaceable. In the few regions around the world
where wolves are allowed to share the landscape with humans, we will find, as our an-
cestors did, that wolves will bring some problems and frustration. Wolveswill kill some
livestock as prey, and they will kill dogsthey perceive as competitors. Inthe latter case,
the victims are often left uneaten.

Ms. Newman asks two important questions. No. 1: Do we have enough wolves? And
No. 2: Should they be kept on the Endangered Species list? Michigan residents wil |
have an opportunity to weigh in on the first question, but only after all Americans an-
swer the second. In 1996 the federal government began deliberate preparations for the
eventual removal of wolves from the list of Endangered Species (a process known as
“delisting”). In July 2000, aformal proposal was published to reclassify wolvesin the
lower 48 states; in Michigan and Wisconsin the wolf would be considered “threatened,”
no longer “endangered.”

This proposal prompted 16,000 public comments. A revised proposal is now expected,
possibly to immediately delist the wolf in the Great Lakesarea. There will be another
comment period and further review. Why the delays? Because we livein ademocracy,
and we don't all agree about exactly how we should live with wolves. We are a compli-
cated species, and so arethey.

After the federal government relinquishesits legal responsibilities for wolf recovery,
state and tribal governments will determine the local ground rules for humans dealing
with wolves, and we can expect greater legal options for local citizens who feel their
personal well-being threatened in any way by wolves.

Why do wolveskill pet dogs? Probably for some of the same reasons that we humans
choose to go to war. With wolves, maybeit’s not quite so complicated. They consider
the land they occupy to be theirs, and they aim to safeguard critical resources for them:
selves and their offspring—call it “homeland security” if you like. Any other animal
that eats meat, or looks like it might, may be eliminated as an undesirable competitor,
unless wolves consider it too big or too dangerous. Most dogs, especially singledogsin
the woods, are at risk when they venture on their own into wolf territory.

An old Native American living in the Pacific Northwest was once asked why he didn’t
kill wolves more often, to make life simpler and easier. After along silence, the veteran
hunter shook his head and simply replied, “They’re too much like us.”
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Howling Wolves Sign of Hope

By Friederike Greuer

During a cold and snowy weekend
in late November, | participated in a
wolf educational program sponsored by
the ESMIS (Educators’ Science and
Mathematics I nstitute Series) at the
Wolf Ecology Institute. Thiswasor-
ganized by Dr. Mary Hindelang of
Michigan Technological University’s
Education Department. As part of the
institute, agroup of teachersand |
droveto Ely, Minnesota, to the Interna-
tional Wolf Center. During the first
night, the Information & Education Di-
rector Andrea Lorek Strauss greeted us.
We also met the resident wolf pack at
the center.

Mrs. Lorek-Strauss presented us with
general information about wolves, their
eating habits, how they live in packs,
and addressed the de-listing issue. (See
accompanying articles). Wealso
learned that there is no record of an un-
provoked, wild, non-rabid wolf in
North America seriously injuring a per-
son. Wolvesonly attack what they
think that they can potentially eat.
Wolves are only able to capture and eat
sick or elderly animals.

Contrary to belief, wolves are not
ableto catch most white-tailed deer
because most are simply too healthy for
themto conquer. They largely exist on
afeast or famine diet. Sadly, most
wolves die due to starvation. | would
like to add that wolves have been

known to capture and eat household
pets (No, Fluffy usually isn’'t able to
stand up to awaolf).

The next day, we learned about ra-
dio-tracking wolves and how to use
telemetry to locate them on amap. We
hiked through the Superior National
Forest and visited an abandoned wolf
den. It had snowed the night before so
the scenery was beautiful. Two gray
jays greeted us along the way, pestering
and announcing our presence for all
who would listen. The den had avery
narrow opening. | couldn’t believe that
wolves could fit in there. The assistant
did manage to get into the den. She
said that behind the narrow opening
there was bend that led to alarger, dug-
out area. After visiting the wolf den,
we later headed back to the center
where we observed the pack being fed
some road kill.

The most thrilling experience of all
was when staff from the center took us
into the woodsto try our hand at mak-
ing awild wolf pack how! in response
to our (simulated) wolf calls.

Wetried thisin several places. First
one person wouldtry imitating a wolf
howl, then three, and eventually every-
one howled together. For along time,
al we heard in return was the wind
whistling through the trees.

After about four attempts, we
stopped at one more spot. By thistime,

I was thinking, “C'mon, I’m tired and
cold. My nice warm bed is waiting.
Why are we doing this?”

Despite my discouragement, | vol-
unteered to be one of the howlers. Our
first calls went unanswered until all of
asudden, we heard an alphafemale
return our call. Then we relocated to
another spot and tried again. Thistime
the alpha female answered, alpha male
answered, and then all of the pups an-
swered in quick succession.

What have | really learned from
this experience? That when you have
totally given up hopein sonething,
faith has away of surprising you. Of-
ten when | become discouraged, | think
back to that cold winter night in Ely,
Minnesota, and remember how the fe-
mal e alphawolf answered our call
when we had all given up hopein hear-
ing any wolf calls.

Friederike Greuer isa UPEC
board member serving on the education
committee.

Visit the International Wolf
Center!
1396 Highway 169
Ely, MN 55731

www.wolf.org

Or Contact Friederike for More
Information: 482-6257

é_}%— Send a Letter to Your Legislators

Senator Carl Levin

U. S. Senate 269 Russell Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

Phone: (202) 224-6221

Fax: (202) 224-1388
senator @l evin.senate.gov

Senator Debbie Stabenow

U.S. Senate, 702 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

Phone: (202) 224-4822

Fax: (202) 224-8834

senator @stabenow.senate.gov

State Senator Don Koivisto
State Capitol, P.O. Box 30036
Lansing, M| 48909

(517) 373-7840

State Senator Walter North
State Capitol, P.O. Box 30036
Lansing, M| 48909

(517) 373-2413

All State Representatives at:
State Capitol, P.O. Box 30014
Lansing, Ml 48909

Rep. Scott Shackleton
(517) 373-2629

Rep. Doug Bovin
(517) 373-0156

Rep. Stephen Adamini
(517) 373-0498

Rep. Richard Brown
(888) 663-4031
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Hannahville Announces Plans for Coal-Fired Power Plant

By Marcel Potvin

- In 1999, the U.S. used 97 Quads of

energy —97 billion British Thermal The Hannahville Tribal Council recently announced plans for a 1,100-acre industrial

Units park on tribal land 15 miles west of Escanaba. The major industries comprising the in-
dustrial park would be four, 250 megawatt, coal-fired power plants and an ethanol plant.
The combined power plants would be the largest in the UP and comparable to large
power plants downstate.

The entire project would be owned and operated by outsiders with the Tribal Coun-

cil acting aslandlord. Developers from Chicago and Wisconsin will plan the project and
outside investors will provide the $1.3 billion needed for construction.

- Over 68% of all electricity produced
in this country is“rejected” dueto
electrical system energy losses. Most
energy islost on-site at the power
plantsor in transfer, before it ever

reaches the consumer. ; . X - .
The economic benefits to the region could be substantial. Well over 1,000 jobs are

- Over half of all electrical energy expected but the big payoff would be rent paid on the land to the Tribal Council. The life

(56%) is produced by the dirtiest of the lease for the power plant is expected to be 50 years and worth over $100,000,000.

power source of all, coal. These benefits come at a considerable cost both to the surrounding environment and

_ human health. Coal is the dirtiest power source that we know of. Coal fired power

Sources: Annual Energy Review 1999, pjants emit large amounts of atmospheric pollutants (SO, and NO, which cause acid
information from Lawrence Livermore rain), carbon dioxide (which contributes to global warming) and ash particulates (which

National Laboratory, and Home Power
Magazine, Feb/March 2002

increase rates of asthma, chronic bronchitis, and lung disease). They are also THE lead-
ing source of atmospheric mercury (a neurotoxin which can cause serious problemsin
children).

Research at Harvard University showed the particul ate emissions of a coal burning
power plant in adensely populated area of Massachusetts to be responsible for 53 pre-
mature deaths, 14,400 asthma attacks and 99,000 upper respiratory problems every year.
The affected were mostly the elderly and children.

Emissions of pollutants from coal-fired power plants are still much greater than
those from other energy sources (such as natural gas) even after applying the most recent
so-called Clean Coal Technology (which can decrease emissions of SO, and NOy). Mer-
cury emissions, however, have not been significantly reduced. Mercury is a potent neu-
rotoxin, which can cause arange of effects from mild developmental retardation to se-
vere cerebral palsy. Less than ateaspoon of mercury can contaminate a 25-acre lake to
the point at which the fish are unsafe to eat. This new power plant could emit from 280

Atypical coal plant wastes 2 out of 1,000 lbs. of mercury every year.
every 3 units of energy it produces. Coal fired power plants are so dirty and polluting that most new power plants are

natural gasfired. In 1999 (the last year with complete figures) coal fired-power plants comprised only 2 percent of new
power plants whereas 45 percent of the retired power plants were coal-fired.
The problems do not end with emissions. The Tribal Council has not publicly addressed many logistics of the power plant
which could have significant environmental and social consequences. Some of these issues include: 1) where will the enor-
mous amounts of water for the power plant come from (Lake Michigan 15 miles distant?); 2) how will the coal be trans-
ported to the facility (new railroad?); and 3) how will the electricity be transmitted to market (new transmission line?).
Thefinal problem isthat this project would be owned and operated by outside corporations. Depending on how the
land is classified, these corporations may not be required to abide by state wetland regulations on tribal lands, which could
have significant impacts on 1,100 acres. The situation is alarmingly similar to an agreement between the Hopi, Navaho and
Peabody Energy in Arizona. Peabody reached a deal with a controversial tribal council and attorney in the 1960’ sto use
water from tribal lands for acoal minethat isalso on tribal lands. Now the sacred, ancient aquifer isdrying up, as are the
Hopi and Navaho wells. The Hopi and Navaho want Peabody to stop pumping water but are bound by the agreement with
Peabody and have become dependent on the royalties from the mine and water (see Time magazine, Nov. 5, 2001).
However great the economic impact of thisindustrial park, it is not worth the consequences. The tribe already hasa
booming casino. Certainly we need jobs but we must evaluate each economic opportunity asit comes, not run willy-nilly
chasing every option asit presentsitself. This project would sacrifice our clean air, clean water, and health. The Hannah-
ville Tribal Council must be convinced to return to the ideas of sustainability and reverence for the earth passed down by
their ancestors.
Marcel Potvin is a self-described “ disillusioned wolf biologist trying to hitchhike back fromHonduras.” Heisalso a
graduate student at Michigan Tech, where he earned a bachelor’s degreein applied ecology and environmental sciencein
2000.
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Energy Policy in the Making...Make Your Voice Heard!

Instead of allowing the construction of
another coal-fired power plant herein
the U.P., local environmentalists should
urge lawmakers to increase energy effi-
ciency at existing power plants, pro-
mote conservation, and encourage the
use of renewable power.

Local Action:

1) Contact the Hannahville Tribal
Chairper son——Tell him your feel-
ings about the proposed coal-fired plant
(see accompanying article).

Ken Meshigaud

Hannahville Indian Community
N14911 B1 Road

Wilson, M| 498962

2) Urge State Repsto Investin

Michigan’s Alter native Energy
Sources. Wind corridors along Lakes
Superior and Michigan have been iden-
tified as some of the best sources of
wind power in the Midwest. Urge law-
makers to support policiesthat encour-
age clean energy, and give incentives
for residential use of alternative energy,
such as net metering.

National Action:

Watch for and support the following
National legislation: (adapted from the
PIRGM Winter 2002 Newsl etter)

1) The Clean Power Act (SB556 in
the U.S. Senate and HR 1256 in the
House) would reduce CO2 emissions
from power plantsto 1990 levels.

2) The Renewable Energy Act (SB
1333 in the Senate and HR 3037 in the
House) would increase renewable en-
ergy to 20% of U.S. electricity sources
by 2020; would
increase energy
efficiency, sav-
ing consumers
$70 billion an-
nually and cut-
ting one-third
of al U.S. car-
bon dioxide.

The potential power generation of wind, solar
and geothermal resourcesin the U.S ismany
times greater than our total electricity consump-
tion ...yet only two percent of our energy comes
fromwind, solar, and all other clean sources
combined.” Kate Abend, global warming as®-
ciate for PIRGIM (the Public Interest Research
Group in Michigan)

About UPEC

The Upper Peninsula Environmental
Coalition hasa 27-year track record of
protecting and seeking to maintain the
unique environmental qualities of the
U.P. by public education and by watch-
ful monitoring of industry and govern-
ment. UPEC seeks common ground

£

v,
ZIS  Yes! | Want to

with diverse individuals and organiza-
tions, in order to promote sound plan-
ning and management decisions for all
the region’ s natural resources.

Asa501(c)3 nonprofit organization,
dues and contributions are tax deducti-
ble.

The Upper Peninsula Environment
is published four times per year. Con-
tributions and correspon-

dence should be sent to Edi- ﬁé
tor: P.O. Box 673, Hough- || "% 1|

ton, MI 49931 or e-mailed l",g' -
to:svandam@chartermi.net. %ﬁmﬁ

Help UPEC Make a Difference!

Name:

E-mail:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

When available electronically, | would
like to receive UPEC information via:
regular mail e- mail

I would like to support the goals of
UPEC by enclosing a contribution for:
(Please check one)
Regular Membership ($20)
Supporting Membership ($50)
Student/L ow-Income ($15)
I’m already aMember! Hereis
an additional contribution
Mail to:
UPEC, Box #673
Houghton M1 49931

Contribute to the UPEC Endow-
ment Fund.*
*|f you make your check out to the
Marquette Community Foundation
(MCF) and put UPEC FUND on the
memo line, you can take a 50% tax
credit on your Michigan state incorme
tax (up to $200 for individuals, $400
for couples). OR, you can make a con-
tribution directly to UPEC and take a
regular tax break.
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UPPER PENINSULA
ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION

P.0.Box673
Houghton, Ml 49931

Phone: (906) 487-9286
Fax: (906) 4879286
Email: upecmichigan@yahoo.com

Protecting and maintaining the unique
environmental qualities of the Upper Peninsula of
Michigan by educating the public and actingasa

watchdog to industry and government.

Join Us for UPEC’s
Annual Meeting!

Address Service Requested Nonprofit Organization

U.S. POSTAGE PAID
Permit No. 35
Houghton, Ml 49931

Training Opportunities for
Environmental Educators!

The UPEC An-
nual Meeting will
be held at the
Northwoods Sup-
per Clubin Mar-

. quette on Satur-

' day, May 11.

Saturday, May 11, 2002

A special panel on Aspen Management
is being organized for the evening pro-
gram, which beginsat 7:30 P.M.and is
open to the public.

The Board will have its quarterly meet-
ing beginning at 3:00 P.M. in the
Tamarack Room at the Northwoods,
and then will adjourn for supper in the
Embers Room at 5:30 P.M.

All members are welcome to attend the
Board meeting, the supper, and the eve-
ning program.

Many environmental educator training programs are available at the Western U.P.
Center for Science, Mathematics and Environmental Education. These programs
serve K-12 teachers, aswell as educators from state and national parks, cooperative
extension programs and nature centers throughout the U.P.

Upcomlng highlights include:
Teaching with the Outdoors. May 3& 4 at MTU Ford Forestry Center, A |-
berta. At this2-day workshop, participants can choose from geology, orienteer-
ing, butterflies and more.
Stream Monitoring: June 11-14 at MTU Ford Forestry Center, Alberta.
Learn the skills and receive the equipment necessary to perform physical,
chemical, and biological monitoring of local streams with your students using
Michigan protocols for stream monitoring.
Great Lakes Ecology: July 7-13 Aboard the research vessel “Lake Guardian.”
Educators learn about the physical, chemical and biological conponents of the
Great Lakes ecosystem, using Lake Superior as the classroom. Participants
live on the research vessel for an entire week, working alongside researchers
doing hands-on data collection, using the ship’ s scientific labs for data analysis.
Outdoor Field Trips: Available by arrangement, spring, summer & fall. Field
trips are led by Center staff and cover awide variety of ecological topics.

Torequest aregistration, visit the Center’ swebsite at http://emmap.mtu.edu/gem/
wupcsmee.html or contact Joan Chadde at jchadde@mtu.edu or call (906) 487-3341.



