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Phote by Lincis Sisner countesy of Peen Lres ‘J.kwlnu:

Allegheny River Designated Under Wild & Scenic Rivers Act
U.S. Senator Arien Specter Hears Disappointment From PLA

1 Apeil 8, 1992, Senator Arlen

Specter, appasently sesponding tea faod of

letters from oppenents ol the proposad Con-
eond Besources waste disposal project in
Clarion County. reneged on his commit-
ment 1 PLA 10 notily allected landywaers
and PLA of Lis ntention 1o reintreduce S
60¢, the 2ill designating 85 mcles of the
Allegheny River as recreaional under the
Wikl andd Seenic Rivers Act

PLA had expressed concerns abonl
ihe reintreduocticn of this bill 1a the Sena;or's
stall and had received assuranoe thar i1 1t
were ta br reinwoduced, a Szoate bewing
would be held e all peesans whe might he
alfected to exprress thelr views.

mplicitinthis assurance wis the con-
mitment w notify PLA I and when the bill

Fennsylwenlz Landennes

Was eing win-raduesd andwhenandwhere
Lthe hearing was 1n b held.

LA had to leam from the media that
Specier had, n o rentoduced the bill
without netifying PLA and that the hearing
wizs held with only one perzon being invited
te speak, awell-known and strang advete
of the river’s designation.

Sasan Bxcker front Specier’s stall con-
firmed that the Senztor had reaced o the
“Noed” of lewers from oppoacnts of the
Concord Resonrces projzet, although eadier
botk: Speceer and freshman Senacor Harrds
Wllurd bind expressed reservinions abouc
U‘billl'(:: ll‘ll' (ll'.\i:g;llinll)ll llll"_l'.',\.\ l”|l|l‘r dl{'
Wild ard Sceric Rivers Actio block a waste
disposal project.

Pl A = disheariened by the aprarent
willingness of elecled representatives, such
as Representavve Bill Clinger and Senawr
Specier, 10 vield so quickly 1 pohtical sxpe-
diency when legislating in an area which can
trample private property rights ang believes
the rightsof Pennsybvamalaylownersshould
nol be so cavalierly disregarded. Onginaly,
PLA had been concerned thar a designation
would precluds or severzly resirict the use
and enjoymen! of property without com-
pensation, Now comes the dual concern that
the entire process of enviconmental legisha-
tion an be subverted 10 serve the *agenda”
ol a very narrow inerese greup. [ now
apprars s itis tie number of Telers, wd
not the merits of the proposal, tha: will
influcne: our elecled representatives,
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Mxr) Wirth is a wife and mother of two small children
She wia instrumentald in the farmation of the Penmsylvamia Forest
Industry Association amd recently accepted the posttion of Execu-
tive Director for the Allegheny Hardwoud Utiizarion Growp
Mery also serves a3 a regiomal director for PLA

Pl B e——t 2% 0.

Al some point in everyone's life there reaches a
point where they are pushed to the wall, a point where to
back ofl i to renege on one’s values, a point where you can
honestly say “T'm mad as hell and I'm not going to take it
any more!” | reached that point severad years ago and
decided 1t was time 1o act, and I've been an activist ever
since. | was recently awirded the American Pulpwood
Association Natbomal Forestry Activist Award at their
antinal meeting in Orlando, Florida, The very fact that the
award exists s evidence of the crisis the forest industry
and other resource users and private laindowners are

Mary Wirth
Exrcuthye Ditector, Allcghon
Hanbwood Uhilization Grosp facing. The Amenican Pulpwood Assockation has recog-

nized that it is going to take the efforts and ACTIONS of
cach and every one of us to reverse the current preservationist trends in this country
Never has our input and response been se crucial

Becoming an activist 1s not a spontancous dectsion one makes. It is a process that
begins with an awareness of an issue, and the acknowledgement that this tsue Is
tmportant to you and your basic personal beliels. Next there must be an understanding
of the issue which involves rescarching the facts and knowing exactly what 1t is vou are
supporting. Then there must be a conviction, a realization that this is not just something
you agree or disagree with, but something that touches your values and morals and is
worth standing up for. Only then can there be the commitment 1o action, a deciston that
you are willing to fight for this cause and dedicate a poetion of your time and elfors to it

When one has reached a commitment to action, there is NO limitation to what one
person can accomplish. Yes, it takes hard work, and no, you can't change things overnight
But YOU can make a real difference. For me it was an awareness that an entire profession
of hard-working, decent people were under such a victous and unfounded attack by people
they don't even know. T was amazed that the forest products industry was labeled as anti-
environmental simply because they usilize a natural resource, i renewable resource at that!
It was an added incentive that | perceived our livelihood and way of life betng threatened
The tactics ol hysteria and misinformation used by environmental groups was more than
1 could accept, thus | got involved in educating people on what forest management
REALLY involves and dispelling the myths ol environmental destruction

1 can say point blank [am NOT a timber baron or an anti-environmentalist, | simply
believe in wise management and utilization of our natural resources, and 1 believe people
ARE important. | encourage each and every one of you who are upset with the direction
environmental groups are taking our country toward to get involved. 1 am totally
convinced that the day we all take action i the day common sense will be put back into
resource management in this country.

Ponaylvamia Landinamer

The Northwest Chaprer of the Pennsybvna Land
Surveyors met on May 12, 1992, i Marienville with
I'"LA business member, Lynu Hofus. Lyom, b o
member of the Sarveyoes Assoclation, provided 4
videotape presentation of “Wethmds: Our Environ-
ment, Whose Froperty?™ (Pan 1) “A Call to Actioo
The videotpe proved 1o e a docamented souzce o
miormation and an educational resource Sor the s
veyors, frequently confronsed with the wetbands bssuc.
Shown L t0 R ore Bob Mushwedk, Lymn Hofius, and
fon Fox

uh'l RS

In suppert of the American Cancer Socicty, The Pean
sybrania Landowsens’ Association donated a 172 vord
wplit, seasoned ash firewood for 2 recent fund mising
event thanks to FLA member George Kink (shows
right). Al Cox (left) of Cox Family Auction, bossed the
complimentary anction i Corry, Pennsybvania om
April 22, 1992 PLA thanks all members who pastics
pated im thés fund raiser. Their activism s met with
much enthasiasm aud approval froen the commmnity

T0: Editor
RE: “Green Watch” April 1992 issue
| always find it interesting how
whaodon't have 1o make their living
off the kand are 50 quick to concemnn those
who o as having no t for the garth
and environment. You all must have un-
usual homes that do not use farmers” prod-
ucts or products of trees—a home and
workplace with no wood or paper. No one
mnuml:&mywimlltwuhndsaﬁ
tred In your magazine. But when a
cunnot use his land because 7
daysoutof the year it may have wet soil 18°
below the surface, that is when the reguli- 4
tions are too restrictive. Before making a m

dectsion on an tssue, make sure 10 look at
BOTH sides of the issue.

Denise McColly, Ligonier, PA

June, 1990




Court Decisions Continue To Benefit
Property Rights

Mnchipm CGircunt Court Judge Gene
Schnels has ruled that a woodlands ordinance
s unconstitutional, saying that the right of
private pumt‘ny owners 1o use their 1y

ts one of basic freedoms on which the

United States is based,

The dispute bc?n when two private
property owners in West Bloomfield Town-
ship removed trees on property they own. The
ownship sued them under the woodlands
ordimance, and a countersuit was filed chaim-
ing that the wodlands ordinance violated
property development rights

Judge Schnelz ruled against West
mmmﬁclj, and observers termed the deci-
slon a victory for cconomic rights over envi-
ronmental regulations

Counsel for the property owners said
that in striking down West Bloomfield's ordi-
nance as upconstitutional the Qakland County
Judge was stating that the language of such
ordinances cantiot be vague or overbroad,
lack definite standards, or be incapable of
being rationally administered.

“In our rush to protect what has been
construed as our “frogile” environment, we
must never forget such basic rights. It is why
such legislation must be precise with definite
standards and proper protection for the prop-
erty owner,” said Judge Schneke

The decision 1s being appealed by West
Bloomficld Township

ln another case, a Florida Bndowner
may be paidd $175,000 because the county's
wetkand bow kept him from using his property
Seminole Circuit Judge O.H. Eaton recently
raded that the county wetland restrictions
basically condemned Martin Chira’s propenty
The land s in the environmentally prized
Spring Hammock and abuts an industrial area.
The judge rubed that the county can pay Chira
S175.000 for five acres or water down the
wetlands Law o Chira can build

Chura purchased 17 acres in 1974 and
sold off 12 acres for $435,000 When he

Hﬂ. 496, The Nutrient Management Act, recently passed the stae House ol Represen-
tatives and is pow in the Serate Agnculure Commitiee awaiting release, PLA was recently
contacted by the Family Farm Movement based in Lancaster county regarding their concerns
with the bill which led to the association’s review of the current proposal

H.B. 496 was designed 10 control pesticides, fertilizers, manure and other nurients being applied in excessive amounts to prevent pollution
of ground water and aid in the clean up of the Chesapeake Bay. PLA and many others are concerned and wondering I yet more regulation is the
answer 10 higher water quality and pollution control meastres, The association recently informed several key members of the Senate Ag Committee

of its concerns, stating that “there are a host of re
actually cassing pollution. Enacting additional

the state’s water resources.”

astempied to sell the remaining five acres In
1987, the county had emacted a wetknds law
and he could build on only one-half acre

Chira's attorney sald the county's inchif-
ference 10 propenty rights has allowed over-
regulation of property, businesses and private
Ide

Im US. Seventh Circuit Court of
Appeals in Chicago recently ruled that the
Environmental Protection Agency overstepped
its authority when it fined a developer for
filling in a depression in a 48-acre comfickd
This decision restricted the federal
government’s right to regulate certain wet-
lands. The ruling, Hoffean Homws, Inc. v
EPA, 5 significant because the court found
that some wetlands may fall outside of federal
control if they are “isolated”™ or not directly
associated with a river or kake. The ruling also
rejects arguments that the Commerce Clause
of the U S, Constitution, which empowers the
federal government 1o regulate interstase trade,
gives federal agencies the right (o regulae
such “isolated™ wetlands simply because they
may be used by migraory birds “as a stop-
over” on the way to winter habitat.

Landowners Face

Nutrient Dilemma

ulations already in place which allow federal, state, and local agencies the ability 10 fine individuals

gislation would merely ndd to the already existing quagmire of regulations currently protecting

PLA believes larmers should be given the opportumnity o enact voluntary management plans coordinated through private consultiog firms
Mike Beuhaker, an agronomist and president of Brubaker Agronomic (.unmlnnﬁ Service, Inc., tecently sued “Regulazions woulkd be okay i they
t

were properly written and intelligently implemented. " However, he emphasizes

at “farmers are currently adopting new technology that is helpin:

the envisonment on a voluntary hasts. They have in the past and production agricultire will continue to be responsive to new techmology that will

improve profitabiliey.”

Pointing tu the last five years since the Chesspeake Bay agreement was initzted, be cites the fae. that “phesphorus levek e declining wihour
repulations” zeknowledging thar phaspaomnus has alveady been reduoad by 18 10 20 pereant. “Thal's extremely significant,” potes Baker, adding
bt “there s avery sigrificio tend indicing larmers sre making volurtare changes themselves as new infermation becemes avaibible. Taey've
aka adopled nitrogen sl lesing on a volantary hass.”

As currently writen, the Bill would designate the Deparument of Environmental Resources as the agency respansible for in-plementing and
enfurzing he ball, instesd of pheing catharity witk the Pennsylvania Depanteient ol Agriculre. Adduionally, the bill would allow th: DER pover
‘o estabhsy mandazes as te when and how a farrer or other landowaer could apply fertlizers and arimal manure. Such dictation would prove

o Be disastersus lor lanmers

Repeesentative [ehn Barley (R-Lancaster} was an eriginal cospensor of the bill Sut has sicee withdrwn his support stating he was Jelt aut
ol regotation sweeungs, Ealey, who s alio a waster farmer, siaed, “This s 2 o1l blank checx 1o DER 1o have woial conool over fanmers’

aperanems,”

These conceracd with 1B 496 mny contact the sssociaion oflice or wrile to their state senator s well a0 100 Honorable Edward Helfrizk,
Chidrman, Senaie Agricnlre Comninee, PO, Box 27, Maiv Capuol Buildivg, Harrishurg, PA 17120,

Pennyylaenie Landowner
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By H¢

W all know that environmental

regulations can have dramatic and often
devastating impacts on landowners and land
use and development. Story alter story s
told about some poor citizen who has be-
come ensnarled in a regulatory problem
which defies solution on any rational basis
| have often heard the words “stunned,”
astonished” and "outraged” used by people
to cdescribe the abusive conduct or arrogant
attitude of an environmental regukator. [ am
sure readers ol these pages are often struck
with the thought “can this really be happen
g in Pennsylvania or America?”’

y Ingram, Esq

When hearing about someone losing
the right 1o use his land or being hit with an
excessive penalty, a normal reaction is 10
think: *Something is really wrong here. J'll
call my legiskator and ask him 1o Jook into
the sitwation.” How muany times has the
response been “I've never heard of such a
program. [Tl ook into it and get back 1o you®
or “It couldn’t be, that just doesn't sound
right.” When the legislator does get back 10
you, how many times have you heard: “i
don't agree with it but my hands are tied, it's
a DER regubation.”

The normal reaction at this point Is
Well, Il we don't ltke it and be doesn't like
it and he &5 our representative, why doesn’t
he do something about i7" Readers of the
Landowerwill also think 1o themselves “Isn'l
that just what PLA convinced Tom Ridge 10
do on the wetlands tssue and aren't Tom and
fimmy Hayes championing our cause in
Congress?™ The readers are right but should
not be lulled into a false sense of security or
go back 1o sleep, The outrage about some
new horror story should not be lorgotten
because of this one example of something
really being done about excessive or abusive
environmental regulations.

Instead, readers should sty awake
and abert. First, wetlands reform legistation
embodied in HR. 1330 has not passed

Pennsyfvania Lasdowmner

Powerlul and influential interests oppose it
and the ultimate resolution of the current
Congressional debate about wetkands ts in
doubt. Much work remains to be done and
supporters of this legislation must keep the
pressure on. Readers also should keep in
mind that the battde on the wetlands issue
has been raging for at least three years and
the outcome s still uncertain. Although
organizations such as PLA have energized
hundreds of thousands of ordinary citizens
and locused public attention on the wet-
landsissue, anti-development, preservation-
181 [orces, althowgh "slowed down™ to some
extent on wetlands, haven't given upand are
pressing their agenda on other fronts

For example, most readers are famil-
lar with well publicized legistative and regu-
latory initiatives, long advocated by the
preservationist lobby, such as the Endan-
gered Species Act, the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Preservation Act and the Radls to
Trails Act, All the regulatory programs be-
ing implemented and even expanded under
these federal statutes carry the potential o
impose more restrictions on the use of pni
vate property and prohibit development of
more fand and other natural resources

Stmilar logslative and regulstory ini-
tiatives are emerging continually st the stne
and even the local government level For
example, the Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Resources is developing
regulations that would allow anti-develop-
ment preservationists to petition the Envi-
ronmental Quality Board to have areas in
Pennsvivania declarcd off Hmits for extrac-
tion of sand and gravel and quarrying opera-
tons. Additionally, the Fish Commission
continues 10 press 1o have Pennsylvania
streamss designated as Exceptional Value
Waters just so, under DER policies, no
permits will be issued lor any kind of devel
opment. At the local level, anti-develop-
ment, preservationtst groups are secking to
create “environmental compacts” oF con

servation disiricts to add another laver ol
buresucracy, enviro-regulation and to
shackle the use of private property

It seems that at almost every tum, we
run into some new “environmental” (nitia-
tive or regubatory proposal which allects us
as landowners. In the majonity ol situations,
the land use or activity being limited or
prohibited is not ansing pollution or harm-
ing the natural environment. More ofien
than not, the initiative or proposal scems 10
be based on someone’s (usually a stranger’s)
preference or whim as to how our property
should be used or developed

Much ol this anti-development/pres
ervationist activity is encouraged and nur-
tured by orgunizations which ordinary « m-”‘-
zensand landowners may recognize by name
but know lintle else about. Without getting
into questions of their motivation, philoso-
phy or even their political agenda, the pur
pose here s 10 focus the reader’s attention
on some vital facts and Information about
certam aspects of these organizations

What lollows are “capsule™ profiles of
five environmental organizations (among
literally scores of others which have essen-
tially the same prescrvationist philosophy)
which are considered by many observers to
be the most powerful and effective.’ These
organizations are generally considered by
legiskators and regulators 1o be in the muain-
stream, responsible and qualified 1o parnick-
pate in the public debate on environmental
issues. To put it succinctly, their often stn
dent voices are listened 1o by public policy
decision-makers

(contimued on page 6)
| Information regarding these organkzations
appeared in Coal Vajce, Jamuary/February 1902
Vol i5:1, und s reproduced here with permis
sion of its publisher, The National Coal Assocta
ton. The reader's mtention s specifically di
rected 10 the tumbers: the budget, saall and
membership of each organization

Jowe, 1992
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National

Wildlife
Federation

Annual Budget
£92 million

Top Executive’s Salan
$200,000

Stall
608

Members
5.5 million mambers and supporners

Amnual Dues
$15.00

Founded
1836

Headquarters
Washington, D.C

Organization Profile

Larges! traditional eanvironmental
group in the nation and the richest

Recent Claim to Fame

Worked wath Bush administration to
creale ro net ss” policy for protect-
ing wellznds.

Technigues

Spreads lhe messace 10 young and
ald through at least seven penodical
pt.hlicatiana wih droulat anof at leasl
2 million these incluce National Wild-
life, Intemnational Wildife, Rangar Rick
for children and Your Big Backyard for
praschaolears.

Environmental

Defense
Fund

Annual Budget
$18.2 milbon

fop Executive’s Salary
$125,000

Stall
140

Members
225,000

Annual Dues
$20.00 and up

Founded
1967

Headquarters
New York, NY

Organization Profile
Early landmark victary: DDT ban in

1972, currant slogan: “The Power of
Positive Solution.”

Interesting Infox

Netted $40 million in donated, public
service advertising in three-yaarcam-
paign on recycling in conjanction vith
the Acvertising Council.

Best Claire o Fame
Davelopad the key provisions of the
acid rain control package of the Clean
Air Act Amendments of 19¢1,
Launched consumer boyooll cf dis-
posable diapers.

lechniques
Uses lifigation, public service media
campaigns, boycotts and cooperalive
efferts with business to achieve gocls,

National
Resources
Defense
Council

Annual Budget
$16 million

fop Executives Satary
$120,000

Seafl
150

Members
170,000

Annual Dues
$10.00

Founded
1970

Headquarters
New York, NY

Organization Profile

Enmvronmental movement's equivalent
of a blue chip Wall Street law firm

Recent Claim to Fame

Effonts 10 block ail dnfing along (e
Calitornia an¢ Florida coasts led to a
10-year meratorium on off-shore drill-
ing.

Pravailed over U.S. Forest Service
plans o dearout and sell timber in
nabional forests in Virginia.

Techniques

Usethe power of the courts Lo lunction
as ad hoc environmantal protecton
ayency.

Fenasylvini Lendowner

June, 1992
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SIERRA
CLUB

Amnual Budget
$35 million
Top Executive’s Salary
$86,000
Stall
325
Members
650,000

Amnual Dues

$36.00 with discounts for students
and seniors

Founded
1892
Headquarters
San Francisco, CA
Organization Profile

The Sierra Clubis the most free-wheel-
ing lobbying and palitical apparatus of
any of the environmental groups."—
The Washington Post

Interesting Info

Political action contributions ta candi-
dates in 1989 - 1980 totaled $487,
000.00

Recent Claim to Fame

Worked as the laad floor lobbyists on
the Clean Air Act Amendments, Cur-
rent conservation campalgn includes
prevanting the drilling of oil wells in the
Arctic National Refuge. Worked with
Bush administration to create "no nat
loss™ policy lor protecting wetlands
Techniques

Strong grassroots philosphy, backed
by 57 local chapters and 386 afiiliate
groups. Conservation campaign or is-
sue agenda developad every two years
by 15-member, unpaid board of direc-
tors which meets seven times a year,

SIERRA
CLUB LEGAL

DEFENSE
FUND

Annual Budget
$9.3 million
Top Exccutives Salary
$132.916
Staff
80
Members
150,000
Annual Dues

None (but $10 minimum contribution
to receive quarterly newsletter)

Founded
1971

Headquarters
San Francisco, CA
Organization Profile
Has been referred to by other groups

as “the Greal Litigating Arm of the
Conservation Movement.”

Interesting Info

Efforts led to recommendations for/or
listings a5 endangered speciesin 1990.
the silver rice rat, marbled murralet;
and sockeye salmon

Extracted agreement from the Fish
and Wikdiife Service to add 150 kinds
of native California plants to endan-
gered species list during next four
years.

Recent Claim 10 Fame

Representing plaintiffs in the spotted
owl case 1o stall old-growth logging In
federal forests in Oragon, Washington
and Northern Calomnia

Techniques

The history of the group has been 1o
sue and sue often. Atleast 30 law suits
are brought annually, mostly against
the government and not in its own
name, The 1991-1992 docket includes
at least 200 active cases.

(continued from page 1)
Itisenough to say here that the reason
for existence of these organizations is 1o

design, initiate, promote, advocate .md‘v

implement the anti-development, preserva
tionist agenda in the United States. They are
powerful, elfective, influential and well
funded.® What is alarming is that, generally
speaking, large segments of the public don't
fully understand their methods of operation
or the extent of their influence

Any person who believes in himited
government should be very concerned about
the influence and agenda of these organiza.
tions. There & a real nsk that organizations
such as PLA and other advocates of inds-
viduals' rights 1o use and develop private
property, will be overwheimed. Obwviously,
advocates of landowners' nghts are cur
rently being outspent and outshouted by
the antl-development preservationist lobby
There may be a very serious mismatch in the
public debate which will inform decision-
making on critical environmental issues
and policy

In the circumstances, readers should

abanlon any thought of going back to sleep '\

Instead, stay abert and be prepared to recog
nize unti-development initlatives and de-
fend yourselves against further restrictions
on the use of your property. Above all
plexse continue and expand your support of
organizations such as PLA which focus and
advocate your interests and amplify the
voices of all Pennsylvanma landowners

.

2. The natiomal orgamizations profiled bere huve
bramches, sister entities and allilsates m Pennsylva
nix, 3l with memibers aex separate Funding

Hemry Inggrum has pracoiood natural resources
and emvironmental lew be Pesnsylvasia for over
twenty years, He is @ membyr of Bachanan fagersoll
o firm andd with Johm Ward, represents the Asucia
thom b beggal matters. Questions regarding this articke
or awry ether environmentul sateer sy be direcsed o
Me. Ingram i Phishergh ar (412) 562- 1695 or Mi
Wierd i Harrisburg at (717) 2374815

To sin by silence when they
should protest makes
cowards out of men.

- Abraham Lincoln

0
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Bills to Work

Information provided by and reprint courtesy of:
Fairness to Landowners Committee, Cambridge, Maryland
Peggy Reigle, Chairman

Pennsylvania Landowners’ Association — Special Insert

June 1992

We must push for the passage of the following bills before the election,
if we are to resuscitate the 5th Amendment!!!

See Page 4 for Action Needed.

W -Comprehensive Wetlands Conservation & Management Act (S 1463 & HR 1330)

P —Private Property Rights Act (S 50 & HR 1572)

N -No Net Loss of Private Lands Act (S 2326 & HR 1439)
W, P & N - Denotes co-sponsors W, P & N— Denotes authoring sponsors

ALABAMA
Sen. Heflin -D
Shelby -D
Rep. Bevill -D
Browder -D
Callahan -R
Cramer -D
Dickinson -R
Erdreich -D
Harris -D
ALASKA
Sen. Murkowski -R
Steverns -R
Rep. Young -R
RIZONA
Sen, DeConcini -D
McCain -R
Rep. Kolbe -R
Kyl -R
Pastor -D
Rhodes -R
Stump -R
ARKANSAS
Sen. Bumpers -D
Pryor -D
Rep. Alexander -D
Anthony -D
Hammerschmidt -R
Thornton -D
CALIFORNIA
Sen. Cranston -D
Seymour -R
Rep. Anderson -D
Beilenson -D
Berman -D
Boxer -D
Brown -D
Campbell -R
Condit -D
Cox -R
i Cunningham -R
Dannemeyer -R
Dellums -D
Dixon -D
Dooley -D

P
WP

WP
WP N

WP N
WPN

WP

WP
WP

==

WP

CALIFORNIA (Cont'd)

Rep. Doolittle -R
Dornan -R
Dreier -R
Dymally -D
Edwards -D
Fazio -D
Gallegly -R
Herger -R
Hunter -R
Lagomarsino -R
Lantos -D
Lehman -D
Levine -D
Lewis -R
Lowery -R
Martinez -D
Matsui -D
McCandless -R
Miller -R
Mineta -D
Moorhead -R
Packard -R
Panetta -D
Pelosi -D
Riggs -R
Rohrabacher -R
Roybal -D
Stark -D
Thomas -D
Torres -D
Waters -D
Waxman -D

COLORADO

Sen. Brown -R
Wirth -D

Rep. Allard -R
Campbell -D
Hefley -R
Schaefer -R
Schroeder -D
Skaggs -D

CONNECTICUT

Sen. Dodd -D

Liberman -D

WP
\'

\'
WP

WPN

WPN

WP

CONNECTICUT (Cont'd)
Rep. DeLauro -D
Franks -R
Gejdenson -D
Johnson -R
Kennelly -D
Shays -R
DELAWARE
Sen. Biden -D
Roth -R
Rep. Carper -D
FLORIDA
Sen. Graham -D
Mack -R
Kep. Bacchus -D
Bennett -D
Bilirakis -R
Fascell -D
Gibbons -D
Goss -R
Hutto -D
Ireland -R
James -R
Johnston -D
Lehman -D
Lewis -R
McCollum -R
Peterson -D
Ros-Lehtinen -R
Shaw -R
Smith -D
Sterns -R
Young -R
GEORGIA
Sen. Fowler -D
Nunn -D
Rep. Barnard -D
Darden -D
Gingrich -R
Hatcher -D
Jenkins -D
Jones -D
Lewis -D
Ray-D
Rowland -D
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W ~Comprehensive Wetlands Conservation and Management Act (S 1463 & HR 1330)

P -Private Property Rights Act (S 50 & HR 1572)
N -No Net Loss of Private Lands Act (S 2326 & HR 1439)

GEORGIA (Cont'd)
Rep. Thomas -D
HAWAII
Sen. Akaka -D
Inouye -D
Rep. Abercrombie -D
Mink -D
IDAHO
Sen. Craig -R
Symms -R
Rep. LaRocco -D
Stallings -D
ILLINOIS
Sen. Dixon -D
Simon -D
Rep. Annunzio -D
Bruce -D
Collins -D
Costello -D
Cox -D
Crane -R
Durbin -D
Evens -D
Ewing -D
Fawell -R
Hastert -R
Hayes -D
Hyde -R
Lipinski -D
Michel -R
Porter -R
Poshard -D
Rostenkowski -D
Sangmeister -D
Sangmeister -D
Savage -D
Yates -D
INDIANA
Sen. Coats -R
Lugar -R
Rep. Burton -R
Hamilton -D
Jacobs -D
Jontz -D
Long -D
McCloskey -D
Myers -R
Roemer -D
Sharp -D
Visclosky -D
IOWA
Sen. Grassley -R
Harkin -D
Rep. Grandy -R
Leach -R
Lightfoot -R

WPN
WP N

o

¥ £ £ £ £% £ =
z

WP

WP

IOWA (Cont'd)
Rep. Nagle -D
Nussle -R
Smith -D
KANSAS
Sen. Dole -R
Kassebaum -R
Rep. Glickmen -D
Meyers -R
Nichols -R
Roberts -R
Slattery -D
KENTUCKY
Sen. Ford -D
McConnell -R
Rep. Bunning -R
Hopkins -R
Hubbard -D
Mazzoli -D
Natcher -D
Perkins -D
Rogers -R
LOUISIANA
Sen. Breaux -D
Johnston -D
Rep. Baker -R
Hayes -D
Holloway -R
Huckaby -D
Jefferson -D
Livingston -R
McCrery -R
Tauzin -D
MAINE
Sen. Cohen -R
Mitchell -D
Rep. Andrews -D
Snowe -R
MARYLAND
Sen. Mikulski -D
Sarbanes -D
Rep. Bentley -R
Byron -D
Cardin -D
Gilchrest -R
Hoyer -D
McMillen -D
Mfume -D
Morella -R
MASSACHUSETTS
Sen. Kennedy -D
Kerry -D
Rep. Atkins -D
Donnelly -D
Early -D
Frank -D

WP
WP
WP

WP

WP
W

WP

WP

WP
L%
w

WP

WP
w
L%

I

MASSACHUSETTS (Cont'd) .\]

Rep. Kennedy -D
Markey -D
Mavroules -D
Moakley -D
Neal -D
Olver -D
Studds -D

MICHIGAN

Sen. Levin -D
Riegle -D

Rep. Bonior -D
Broomfield -R
Camp -R
Carr -D
Collins -D
Conyers -D
Davis -R
Dingell -D
Ford -D
Henry -R
Hertel -D
Kildee -D
Levin -D
Pursell -R
Traxler -D
Upton -R
Vender Jagt -R
Wolpe -D

MINNESOTA

Sen. Durenberger -R
Wellstone -D

Rep. Oberstar -D
Penny -D
Peterson -D
Ramstad -R
Sabo -D
Sikorski -D
Vento -D
Weber -R

MISSISSIPPI

Sen. Cochran -R
Lott -R

Rep. Espy -D
Montgomery -D
Parker -D
Taylor -D
Whitten -D

MISSOURI

Sen. Bond -R
Danforth -R

Rep. Clay -D
Coleman -R
Emerson -R
Gephardt -D
Hancock -R

W
P
W

)

w

WP
WP
WPN
WP

WP
WP

WP

WP

WP



J—

W WG 00 Buusyany ey 0 Aseanoo ey 1R (ertho pavE aJe S[eumNE Dore SSA TG vandadisd PV PIATEIN PEAEAAOLE R ALLTRII AR IYRS 110,
At saudt 4], UI0E 0] FAUSUAQ0 § PUY WEATISUIRUE $0oy _DUSPETS JI OF NSO PO ASTITDN PIULIOS 34,
Sy wusacry 3@y uie 10U & spuads Juley s osung wdnoud aanosas Apese) aaw sdnad angy, peppe dnwgy
TR 150§ Pom £30. J0 priiised ) e puw spRnd WoERI| Mpotmpany| SusgEEny 3 )2 20RATD MR
odoud riususians o sauas 3) Banou Ao we g, AL PR MR TEUDdBas v d B B[R 3] Olm YL
SLA0N 1, UaapIIYD Jendad Aruaumd 0y PR VO e

w ]
wpunadd snodhjal uo ns ©0F 0 [1Um 3 AT SR | KN WRMIEY & A2

TeIUALIDARALS ARUSTITD 07 JUAWGAC 51 SELw 3y U WA DERE 200 §1 SRUNNERS [RINITE [ op 03
#pdoad 20) ST (0U $3 ¥ TMLASYXS JEYNILS 3 Punpyior swy ogm sealay,, PSS “WonT[oe) 35 9514 150
wonved iuoomiﬁgza._i wepungy i yinogiry 204 puofyeN Assiagy M Jo.Iapum; s .cmmz
. . PUR TEIISRIY (W POS-NION,, PIeN S0y L 1u) 001 2und e Aaw) €Ul )
SAuadord mEand gy ydnaul (INSHLULAAGS TN ST GSTE 1] KU ALIUS 0% 1] I "SR] [ETUTLITORUN OO [T A Sol2. AMINIS FeucaEETR0 SYHIETRE PIe Aydo
1 Ausadosd apeALLE 290w PUN] Iy Aud we Ty aqand (18 jo en spdnqvs pew B Taeed P wusapgoud Jofmur Qe 100 auas auays 31 Sl 08 MG .3.__3..==GEB._HE“§...I§.€& asn opd
%ﬁ%ﬂgipg “-ﬂ.:h.ﬂ tﬁux!ggn.ﬁgﬂ P PUT KT USRS Teunn ey Sy @ TE 22€ 10U PNOM MO, - i,uhn_ﬂl SUAIRY J0 Kympn i e SN0 I,
- 3doad ' 2aq)0 Ao pare sanow waendn weg>ajoad oo o) Juiposds VAN N
BRIV . RUN W o) (e ML precug o ss0ddo L3006 AIPIM WEPUNGY 4L a mptdoad., sanRA — Su U210 .a_s:.nﬂ.éa “UAEUOTR AL pcdau jgroads v
CHITPU] PUY SIESITING |1y WPAUY R0N s PUB BOTIRO.) BODENLL] TPOTNAM RURANSUURg PR B feac .
samod 30; 003 ¢ 3G RaI0G A sdnad saqwe oy puw 19 AP00S IREILM FIRPIMGY 35) J0f 00 SR 9 HOMMITO) ) M TRM0 g [eUCa ey Ay ...suvéqu_.uﬁ_
Vid a0 g 1) 10 SEUAED SIAT OUE pITE aAs  “HINIP 100 9 Beccy PRINALIATY UaIQ viy FUT YT M Bt - IBEAMOL A1) PETS 343 H_.u:u__n._dwﬁ_g
oG ‘2IYIN A-S.k.&n- puw gvﬁi par  SONI0 GO GOTIPULIOJS PU MRS sSupaoc 63| 1Y MLum 51 Bﬂﬁ sdTs 200N o .au_.so_.ﬂw“__
SMANG JO WRIT AU ey Op SN0 Paw DonweD suon “£9Q0] FRIUD LIS f
sap) oy R0 pruomiey Lusagy '00GE VI L -wrrudlio Jei0 Jo uazop 5.u.uu ) Sy puw N1 RAME g J0 IS B[ PSS, 'SIad i 1Y ”..._E__nﬁ__
pres yergny $dno aam pstw puw sen puey 404 3 ...:lléksgm. nunnu:a._v:__”.»m o o.murvnwﬂﬂ
. 00 BEATRULIOMS PUT FUDLINMIY SPLNLONAU ¥ oI BN gy U ety o] Adoy pInow aw eeaiaed Sus 1
xé!ixg!?g“ UNELLQ) UOIYRAIISRO)) [EYUMMLINOIMET B4 U0y Padg 5 CHPE PUT AP DA ST T SEATIONC (MRS Bo:ﬂ:._.uﬂ:ow
unissasdun .5_ o o !_b_. o E.e.ﬁ_ :Eeggs: WOIE) VOGN SPUR(I M WIEAISULA] 3q) A0 gl (R 0 AL B 8] UBUENOIU @51 850 S ﬂuuﬁ_w_s:_
Poilmeds V4 ML TSUSG IGO0 e uwe eile ot U g [TEITHTTON ~ J
]| sanes) pun Feg o) U EMITLG 8. 1o ypeus o) 9 PR 5q 03 O — PYeALID PUN Sand saut 0 SV P10 PR 3461 07 LNYEA ¥ 91UROAXIA 1UALE (L8438 JO 300 wOBN 98IM,,
WAHULD PRUMUUOIIALS BITIEG NUO]  — 530In0sa pUT puw) ‘Swnoadcnd §00pvaRg maly DA Al SN MU LR URRNIUTID OF AU SPIL
s Lo s s~ ool - sompoiipiina, g b Wi s D iy 307|200 11 0] Pa] I udn_asu.ﬂowsasa aﬂ»ﬁ%ﬁwnﬁ
@ TVIVANNN LGS o i § . :
reas VESUUIAOLE 5T SUMA SO0 PUB V'L YO PIes _Jame Auwus Yegs 5 oyl adoad P B[R TR R0 A, IR Sos0ddo deadl &  pan sl s b

M wihnu soaseed g X e aunsad (eImpy ¥ 90 pAUN (e Ao won 00F A0 Iy P RO [RIUSLIUINILAUR 3] 5340
q1 Fndep g pres nsud rem . Ay _ el -PHOY YO B0 RIMLANPUIT] e ASLUR] AU

noa sl sy jo Loow BAIBERO UL JATRS Bonealsead 296 AT YK JIS JUMMLAAOGS B AN A4 UOHEZTEREDD DYINCE T TR

s oy ) yeos2 o) Bupka o paw Ul JUSIAGIP ¥ 9O IVSSERIOIIVES QA0M AJE Ay am smapgaad oy, MO TUmUAASE PO A1 wol urd ok vyl
UAYW) STY IO JUD NG TUSTEIUISGMALD Jeudie jines Py S0els pasaliurperg i or Salump AAOGLOUN JUSIMAGL 6T SSLA YT W01 30U WED 10, e § vy
ST 0 SRUTS GUE 91 11, PIOS YO, TUNN0P MO U1 -SRIP 20j W[ED 0 WINIRGR SIAAY MBI PUN P (LI ——————— o v gt R I U Sajuth JBIE SAEN-GELILL
ﬁﬂpcﬂc-s..s!a:.:ag-ﬁuﬂg:‘:x 21 U] JML (FUOTINALI TV SanEnm oBuTUa ) pUv e S U 9 USRS SR L AL DR TUNE Wit LI UHYE NHOr A8
UOIA) 9] Ul JUSUE 20, "BALIA U1 SSANY AsiarTy ag) Jo SRl 5 o o) Al pue swapiy asudisurg 304 0y 0 F30RAAQ N0 g
Anot 360 MM JDPEIG PUB VTId ) J0 ONLD agods - m@isap w) m eonsoddo wag s sanve) oyl ) ) 0 wapesand J0[A SARTRXS ‘poiie ry 1] WCOQG_DOQL HCQ.CCLW\,O@
0 U ¥ TEAI00 IUBLIDAIAUD |130f S Bun| pue Wanadl Joecod par saflaql] L ANOGE A3 34 RS SIS DU DU AL 86 JO .
soesagaid We0) YRIRGOIVS WGEY T RITERE (NP Wit Auadasd apeapd o ey we vaas i Led am adoag o.?&!nstmcg«:_wﬁ:_ﬁﬁgg @CDF._@_.._ ale wQ_JOLO
waysdy 2LAP0 0y UENIIATY  TINET! [FTHSEGEAUD JOIO JO 1905 ¥ 90 S md V4 MI0gaq seeq pue spung Ind ey, © g om nE A .
B 1 A2([G 10U $I0P 20 Ganoddng 10U ¥ JURLoAom ) PG ‘anes) Rpunn) ) asam sonenilag pURTRm PIRURSAIUOIAGS PO Sal] [EUHLVRT L YL A
[YYSIENILAGS 347 W 03 30b e 1oq Y WRANDE MaU 1) U] 30U0F [WIILEM ¥ FVN VI 4L t%.sezﬁxﬁvﬁ.ﬁeusea
"URAUISUTOE SN0 ) UIGILA 10U 8 JEy) BN MU Of S0 [PUanousS o apdosd Tupg) saues e g e S|y o :mm —xomn
20 a0geA 24} U0 unEend JPRUIIXS UY 0F u:::oh Fﬁnﬂgsxo.??upzfs. Lypaud < pem apdgmus ‘osn S5 'SR adns ],
anpas usywndod pow Ranuod o -2y Ausz pus [TUSTINITU0S Al ‘pagag snoadias SN Ot FEARAR pus
rusauauas Jusae woddne ey pee @i Aw uﬁﬂauﬁh [TIMUIGIALS 8% | PIOFIRAIY) Auwnundd ag Fugiuans v prgwpol 5-._8_“5 —SP‘—OES& scm
PIEE ays o) tmamy 0w a0 SNUMISRNG N0 pus Ay § Ay S 8e |, 0 g o suol Srg JUAESACL [FUSURIEAA Al TP .

SORIN - SIMIP

“ .




PA Landowners’ Association —3— Special Insert — June 1992

W —-Comprehensive Wetlands Conservation and Management Act (S 1463 & HR 1330)
P —Private Property Rights Act (S 50 & HR 1572)
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Del. Faleomavacga -D
GUAM
Del Blaz -R
PUERTO RICO
Del. Colorado -D
VIRGIN ISLANDS

Del. delugo-D

TALLY OF ALL CO-SPONSORS (3-27-92):

Wetlands Reform

Private Property Rights

S 1463
HR 1330
S S

HR 1572

No Net Loss of Private Property § 2326

HR 1439

ACTION NEEDED - IT'S UP TO YOU!
Write and call your Senators and Congressman:

Urge support and thank those who are on the Bills,

VOTES NEEDED TO PASS THESE BILLS - Senate

Call the U.S. Capitol Switchboard at: (202) 224-3121
undd ask for the office of the Congressman or Senmtor you wish to spoik 1o, Ask 10
speak 1o the stalf person in charge of wetluds or property rights issues.

House

o

£%

51

218



..

Brmg an immigrant from Switzerfand
and having learned how 1o stand onmy own two
feet mt an carly age, | strived lor the so-called
American drcam: not so much to get rich, but 1o
live a comfortable life, ke owning o mice home
andd having my own small bosiness

Fair isn't i?

After working and straggling for 41 years
to achicve this goal, all my dreams are in jeop-
ardy due 1o government iterference oF omt-
right maliciowsness by govermment agencies
and thelr employees. 1t s pathetic that these
people are totally immune 1o lawsints and can
have so much power 10 totally dessroy the life of
my lamiby

Alter starting my own machine shop in
my garage in 19673, 1 managed by 1968 (0 save a
down payment lora small lot o eventually baild
my own latle shop close o my home. All wens
well until | tried o get 3 butlding permit from
our fown of East Hanover, NJ. Being that the lot
was in bow land, or what they now call wetlands
(which I still dispure to this day), the 1own
refused 10 allow a septic system—even a closed
uniit. | was okl “wait unul the sewer comes in
very shortly.” That was in 1971 In 1978 the
sewer systens was lhadly constructed and [ again
applied for the building permit. Onee again, all
was not well. First, the town had changed the
zoning without my knowledge. Afser some nine
months with the planning board and lots of
money for a lawyer, they fnally changed the
zoming back 1o business. | thought we were buck
in business. Not so; the town decided that the Joe
wirs 100 small and offered 1o sell me an adjacent
lot which the township owned. | had no other
choice but 10 go deeper into debt and buy the
additional lot

Then, 1o get a bublding permit, it was
necessary o hire an enginecring fiem and an
environmental consultant for the varied pet
mits (again lots of expenses), Having obtained
the permits of the DEP, the soil conservation
agency, the towrship, and various other agen
ches 10 fill the land 10 1wwnship specificatons, |
firally obtained the ill (lotsof money), and wus
ready 10 get the actual buslding permis. Not so.
less than two weeks after the last load of (1] was
placed, | received 2 cition from the Arey
Corps of Enginecers for Hlegally [Hing wetkands
None of the agencies por the town por the so
called expert corsultam had 1wld me that an
Army Corps permil was noeded. After all this
trouble to get this far, 1am babeled a criminal for
breaking the law

Teying 1o get an “slerahe-lact permit”
proved 1o be a total nightoure amd also useless
Alser again spending lots of money for an atsor
ney and a consuluant, the proper permits whete
filed, 1 beld several personal meetings with an
official of the Army Corps and was encouraged
to proceadd | wanted 10 do the right thing, All
this 100k a time span of 3 or 4 yows. These

Pesasydvamin Lamdowner

IT FAIR?

By: Albert Wentxtein, Bath, PA

peaple do not work very fast, At that paint the
Fish and Wikdlife Agency got imo the act and
made the Army Corps deny the application

Well, they said there was still a chance to
resolve all this by "mingtion.” So | went hack
on the merry-go-round. Again, | hired on envi.
ronmental consuliant (again several thousand
dollars worth) trving 1o mitigate with two or
three acres fram a peoperty in Pennsylvania,
Remember, the property in question is Jess than
one lall acre. Now the Army Coeps’ excuse wans
that the property 1 be mizigated with was not in
thewr jurisdection. That is where it stands ar this
point

An alwer thooght: endtigation is a laugh as
far as Lam concemed. In the same location as my
landd, In facy even closer 10 the river, is & muln-
milion dollar office complex which is being
buiht right now, and 1 can point out several other
large progects that were built i the sane area
and time span. It s possible that the owners
mitigatedd properties, but the Army Corps won't
sy, To be able to budld & muobi-milbion dollar
complex they are also able 10 buy sop-dollar
properties 10 mitigate with. Where does that
leave mve or anyone i my pesition? There must
be thousands in my predicament. To add sault
1o imjury, not only did the Army Corps turmn this
propery into g white cleplant (who would want
10 bay it7) but Lam loreed to pay property tixes
on it! This is obscenc!

Through all this the problems were com-
pourled further. Because | cotead not baibd my
own bullding in 1973, | moved my business into
an industrial complex in 1975 10 2 tiny space ol
1300 square feet, not much foe a muachine shop
All wend well with that, but (o 19684 the land
koeds decnded 1o make it a condominium. This
meant either buy or move. Due 1o the nature of
my business, moving was out of the question, so
1 bought the space

Abour one year kbueer the space next 1w
mine became avallable, and | decided 10 buy @t
also to possibly expand the bosiness » Nule
That was the wrong move. One hour before
scheduled dosing we were notibied that the DEP
had ssopped all mansactions in the industrial
complex due 10 a pollution imvestigation. [n
19688 we were fimally ready to close alter the
space was invesugated by ECRA (a branch of the
EPA)

For cconomuc reasons, in 1989 we were
fotced to sell the property and move from our
home town (East Manover) ol 33 years 10 Penn-
sytvanda, In order 10 sell, the same space had
again 1o be inspected by ECRA. This action put
us on filke with ECRA twice within one year
Becose of that fact, and by masineerpreting
these files without further investigation, the
DEP {eht we were polluters and put us on 2
compensation demand list with 31 other busi-
nesses. Again it took a @gantic clfort and lots of
money 10 prove to them that we were 1otally
Imocent and had to business to be on that st
A thorough unannounced inspection took place
(the third in one year) and we weee declared
clean. The sale of that propenty was most diffi-
cult because of the DEP's efforts to destroy me
Now you shoald think that all is fmally well, o
least we thought so

There ks now a final blow to wotally break
me and my Gamily. Early in 1991 2 lawsiin was
inithated against six parmies, including mysell,
by the former landbord and owner of the indus-
trial complex Dorine Industrinl Park. This kaw-
suit Is for 1.8 million dollars for compensation
of expenses incurred by the DEP. Again, their
attorneys picked me out of the FCRA and DEP
lists without ever talking 10 me or at leass
conducting any investigation. There is abso-
lutely no evidence that | ever pollused or tha |
ever used hazardous materials. The interrogate-
nies of the landlords confirm thes, Once again, |
must delend mysell. Ard to make mattersworse
this one s in Federal Court. My legal fees for this
atone are aver $14,000 which | had to borrow
fromy the bank 10 pay. | camnot allord much
mare’

Now § wonder, ts there any justice arany
hope at all lor me and people like me. Alver
working lor u lifctine and doing my best foe this
great country, | think that |deserve better thun
being destroyed and foeced to tive i relative
poverty because of government bumbling o
ontright maliclousness by government agencies
that have woee power than they deserve and
have no heart and compassion lor the individsd
cizen

S
Mr. Wetrsteln grew up om a vegerable farm
tn Zuerich, Switzerland and carmed a degree from
the Gemeva College of Horticulture in 1949, He
ates he is o noturalist @ hert and an onvirm-
mandalist by matwre
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new regulations regarding “substained yield” and “cumulative im-
pacts” will become law. Clearcutting will be eliminated in the few
areas of the state where it is still allowed, and the Board of Forestry
will be stacked even more heavily in favor of preservationists/
environmentalists.

L |

“There are some who believe that our best

response lies in embracing “workable”

regulations drafted and promoted from within

the forestry community. § can report to you

emphaticaily that this strategy did not work.*”

Who's paying for all of this? The forest landowner, of course,
and the forest industry, and the taxpayer and consumer. A private
forest landowner in California, like Mrs. Bates, will net 30 to 50
percent less for her timber than she could have received in a non-
regulated, free market environmentlike Virgina. The forestindustry’s
raw material costs are increased by the declining supply of available
timber and the increased cost of procurement and harvesting.
Finally, the California taxpayer and consumer pays for the prolifera-
tion of bureaucrats and higher lumber prices.

L ]

“There is no such thing as a ‘little bit' of
regulation.*®

I'am alarmed by the pattern I saw in the evolution of forestry
regulations in California, given the current situation in Virginia.
Forestry in the Commonwealth is faced with the same wave of
environmentalism and changing voter demographics that the Cali-
fornia forestry community faced 15 years ago. There are some in
Virginia who believe that our best response lies in embracing
“workable” regulations drafted and promoted from within the
forestry community. I can report to you emphatically that this
strategy did not work in California, and I personally believe it would
also fail in Virginia. If there was one common thread 1 heard from
nearly everyone I talked to in California, it was that “there is no such
thing asa little bit’ of regulation.” Over time, it is inevitable that those
who believe they stand to gain from forestry regulations will push
effectively to strengthen and increase them.

L ]}

*Forestry regulations have heen an effective

tool for the preservationist groups te use in

their quest to halt logging; natural resource

agencies have gained positions, power and

recegnition due to the regulations.”

In California, those groups have been the environmentalists/
preservationists, the bureaucrats and somewhat surprisingly, many
professional foresters. Forestry regulations in California have been
an effective tool for the preservationist groups to use in their quest
to halt logging; natural resource agencies have gained positions,
power and recognition due to the regulations; and many jobs have
been created for professional foresters, since they and they alone, can
prepare, approve and administer timber harvest plans. Forestry
consultants have proliferated, since it is virtually impossible for a
non-industrial forest landowner to sell timber without the benefit of
their services. Of course, this is a short term gain—when the forest

Pennsylvania Landowner

10

industry completes its abandonment of California, there will be no
need for timber harvest plans or those who prepare, approve or
administer them.

Fortunately, there are major differences between Virginia and
California. Thanks to the Virginia Department of Forestry and a
united forest industry, we have a highly successful and documented
voluntary program of resource protection well under way. In fact,
from what I saw on the ground in California, we are doing at least as
good a job in the water quality area, since California’s emphasis is
almost entirely on the up-front paperwork, plan and permits, while
Virginia’s BMP program concentrates on monitoring the operation
in the woods. Forestry, while almost exactly the same size as the
California industry in terms of total dollars, is a much larger piece of
the economic pie in Virginia. And finally, and perhaps most impor-
tantly, we in Virginia have the advantage of being able to see the
negative effects of “forestry by regulation” in states like California
and Maryland, and can learn from their mistakes.

What should our strategy be during this time of regulatory
fever? That was a question I asked myself often during my time in
California and since I returned. Based on the experience [ had as well
as the hindsight advice of several Californians, I now recommend the
following course of action for Virginia forestry:

W First, get our house in order. Create astrong and defendable
record of resource protection. Our voluntary BMP program can
provide such a record. Let’s be our own harshest critics.

B Next, the entire forestry community must remain united in
our determination to practice forestry “the Virginia way,” to quote
State Forester Jim Garner, without government regulation.

*fon't compromise to avoid confrontation or
rationalize that "we better accept this deal
hecause our opponents might propose
something worse if we fight them.'

B And finally, if forest practice regulations are proposed, no
matter how unthreatening they may at first appear, force them to be
debated openly in the legislative arena where it can be shown that
they are unnecessary and counterproductive. Don’t compromise to
avoid confrontation or rationalize that “we better accept this deal
because our opponents might propose something worse if we fight
them.” In debate, stress the increasingly positive record of resource
protection and stewardship achieved by the Virginia forest industry
and forest landowners. Freely quote our beloved Thomas Jefferson
on the evils of too much government, and appeal to Virginia's
colonial heritage as a defender of private property rights.

While this approach will win no friends among the preserva-
tionist movement, I believe it will be accepted by common-sense
Virginians and their elected legislators, as long as we back up our
claims of good stewardship with demonstrated results. And even if
we ultimately lose the battle and have forest practice regulations
forced down our throat, we will at least have had the satisfaction of
standing up for what we know in our heart to be right rather than
compromising our beliefs.

No one I talked to in California forsaw that those few regula-
tions they grudgingly accepted in the mid-seventies would turn into
the nightmare they have today. Let’s try to avoid making that same
mistake.

June, 1992
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Natural Heritage Inventory

PLA participated in an April 15th
meeting with the Erie County Planuing
Commission and several other organiza-
tons representing private Interest groups
and government agencies. The meeting fo-
cused on a contract awarded (o the Pennsyt-
vania Nature Conservancy in the amount of
$35,000 to conduct an inventory in locating
“significant areas” in the county which merit
“protection.” Propenties trgeted will likely
be wetlands and areas containing key habi-
tt for endangered or thremened plant and
animal species. The areas of “significance”
would then be noted by the Planning Com-
mission and revised through local zoning
ordinances ultimately aimed at preserving
the property in its natural state,

Richard Gilmore, ussociation presi-
dent, voiced his opposition 1o the swudy
(which was approved prioe 1o the meeting
by the Commission) along with several other
key attendees. Gllmore also asked the Com-
mission if they intended 10 inform local
governments of their fimancial labifities for
compensation which may result int he lorm
of regulatory “takings.” since many of the
designations may very well be found on
private properties

According 1o the Commission, the
State has chirected all counties 1o conduct

such an inventory for purposes of updating
their comprehensive plans.

Lm Mn-n was heard in the
Supreme Court on March 2, 1992. A deci-
sion i expected in the near future. On
December 31, 1991, Defenders of Propeny
Rights in Washingion, D.C filed an Amicus
briel with the high court and were joined by
PLA's national affiltate ECO, Land mprove-
ment Contractors of America and the Out-
door Advertising Assoctation.

Wetlands... 1 1 1330 continues

to hold 174 co-sponsars and ks stll the
favored bill of property nights activists and
the regulated community. Congressional
aldes continue 1o indicate that the bill may

go the the House floor for a vote sometume
'xh&s summer, even as early as july. The
environmental movement, however,
pursuaced Congressiman Don Edwards (D-
CA) 1o introduce H.R. 4235, The Wetlands
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Reform Act of 1992, which currently
has 62 cosponsors. This bill weally disre-
gards landowner rights, offers no compen-
sation for takings, does not categorize wet-
lands by value and would seck 10 add 2
additional regulatory agencies 10 the per-
mitting process, PLA has written letters o
every member of Congress indicating our
continued support for H.R. 1330 and potnt-
ing out the inequities of H.R. 4255.

A White House meeting also occured
in mid April todiscussthe environmentalis's
desire for requiring yet another “scientific”
study 10 determine just what a wetland
really ts. The study would be done by the
National Academy of Sciences, cost several
hundred thousand dollars and take as long
#s another year and 4 haif 1o complete. Vice
President  Dan Quayle, chairman of the
Competitiveness Council—which was in-
strumental in developing the proposed 1991
mantial—White House Deputy Chief of Staff
Henson Moore, and Office of Policy Devel-
opment Associate Director for Environment,
Enecrgy and Natural Resources Teresa
Gorman are said 10 oppose the study.

Another option discussed was revent-
ing back to the 1987 manual, but sources
indicate that the regulated community has
volced strong jon to this, pointing
out that it was the problematic ‘87 manual
that led to # revised manual in 1989, Many
have also indicated that in essence, there is
no difference between the 87 and ‘89 manu-
als

The propased 1991 manual has gen-
erated over 70,000 public comments, and
support for and against are said to have been
about 50-50. Thanks 1o all those who re-
sponded 10 our questionare and sent their
formal comments in! Your voice made a
difference. With the small population num-
ber that actually owns or utilizes land, equal-
izing the environmentalists' opposition to
the manual changes was a job well done!

Ferngully... tes drawn criticism

from many refigious and property rights
groups. The currently popular children's
film released by Fox promotes “trees and
nature beings™ as having “spirits” equiva-
lent in value to human life and serves as
covironmental propaganda for the preser-
vationists' agenda. Pizza Hut also engaged
in a national campaign promoting the film,

Are your children being misinformed
about our “fragile environment™ and mother
carth? Make sure they know ALL the facts
and exerctse wise judgment in your patron-

tronage of establishments not promoting
“the whole story.”

Timber Rights Protected!
At the wrging of PLA and timber industry
groups, S.B. 1305 recently passed the ste
Senate and now awaits passage in the House.
This is good news for timber owners since
the bill recognizes a landowner’s right o
harvest timber and will overnule local ordi-
nances imposed 10 hali imber cutting 1f
passage occurs in the House, the il will
akso recognize the fact that timber cutting
and management is necessary 10 maintain-
ing a healthy forest. Members ate urged to
contact their state representative in support
of this bill.

Good News! sembers of the
Pennsylvania State Association of Town-
ship Supervisors recently adopted at their
state convention a resolution in support of
compensation when economic value of pri-
vate property is substantially diminished
through wetland classilications. The reso-
lution passage is a direct result of collective
elforts through the Enie County Association
of Township Officials.

Grassroots Organizations
Are Having An Affect! 1he prop-
erty rights movement is gaining national
momentum as tecently indicated on Apnil 2,
when Peter Jennings of ABC's American
Agenda spoke of the wise use environmen-
tal movement and the effect it 1 currently
having on the American public. Also airing
in Apeil before a national audience was Rush
Limbaugh, a nationally syndicated radio
personality highly supportive of propeny
rights issues, who appearcd on the Phil
Domahue Show

and the decision is unanimous! ECO-
LOGIC has met with unprecedented
approval from all who have read the
first three issues of this new monthly
blication. The factual information
substantiated sources across the
United States represents a diverse cross
section of many environmental con-
cems. Don't miss your opportunity 10
be adequately informed regarding land
use issues from our national advocate
ECO. Subscribe today by mail order
through the back cover of this publics-
tion.
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