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Basic Background

Previous Activity
Tell me a little about your organization. I’m not familiar with it.

“The Earth Justice Legal Defense Fund used to be the Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund. It was founded in 1971. It’s the largest nonprofit environmental law firm in the country. We litigate on behalf of environmental groups, both national groups and community groups. So it ranges from small groups to [large] groups like Audubon. There are nine offices around the country. I run a small policy group [in the Washington office]. [Later said he only does legislative work; no litigation].” 

Why the name change?
“We were never formally part of the Sierra Club. We just had use of their name. We have 500 clients so we [thought it important to have a different identity].” [name changed in 1998.]

1. “The immediate organizational goal is keep inventoried roadless areas roadless; for there to be a cessation of road building; and a stop to logging. When get beyond [these pending Forest Service regulations] to Plan B, then we want to go beyond this to . . . Then a larger goal is for the Forest Service to be able to maintain a system that it can afford. It’s [a system that is] damaged by neglect. Then there’s the issue of local transportation policies. [I assume he’s talking here about roads that already exist in the national forests and for which local communities are dependent upon]. But those will happen on the local level.”

“This whole thing goes back quite a bit farther, way back to Kennedy-Porter in ’96; Porter-Kennedy in’97; and the Bryan Amendment in ’97. These were all close votes. The _________ was 211-209. One vote short. Those actions [votes] in Congress directly spurred the Forest Service to take a serious look at their roads policy.” Why was the Forest Service so lax in this area? “Because they had no incentives. Their incentives were to build roads for logging. Theoretically, these roads were paid for by the logging [but this is a fantasy as they cost the government more than it gets back]. Once you build the roads, you’re stuck with the maintenance costs. The appropriation only pays for the building of the roads and a small amount for repair after the logging has stopped. To repair the roads after the logging. But then it’s the taxpayers’ responsibility. Now, the Forest Service can only maintain 18 percent of the system.”

“[What we’re doing now] is that Sen. Larry Craig [R-ID] is going to introduce an amendment to the Interior Department appropriation to stop the roadless policy. And it’s a close vote. If it passes, it’s guaranteed that the Interior budget will be vetoed.”

Anything I should be asking:
“The issue of roadless national forests has been out there for a very long time. It goes back in a way to RARE-I and RARE-II as to what qualifies for wilderness. And [there’s a root of this] in judicial policy. Fifteen, twenty years ago—I can’t remember the case. But in it the court ruled that the first entry into a roadless area required an environmental impact statement. So this issue isn’t new, it didn’t just pop out of the sky as Sen. Craig and others would have you believe.”

Advocacy Undertaken:
Litigation

Direct Lobbying

Future Advocacy

Immediate Senate vote on Craig amendment to stop regs from being implemented. Long-term they will continue to work on this issue with litigation and congressional lobbying. 

Key contacts

None mentioned

Targets of Direct lobbying

Members of the appropriate committees

Targest of grassroots
No grassroots mentioned; present in other coalition members though (U.S. PIRG is conducting grassroots).

Coalition
2. “It’s been mostly the crew that’s been there from the start. Ourselves, the Wilderness Society, Sierra Club, the Pacific Rivers Council, the American Land Alliance, and to varying degrees, the Audubon Society and the Heritage Forests Campaign, which is an offshoot of Audubon.”

Other participants

U.S. Forest Service

White House

Ubiquitous

3. “Primarily, first and foremost, it’s that areas that remain unroaded in the national forests should not be roaded. The roads we have are in the lower elevations. Those areas that are currently unroaded are mostly in higher elevations with steeper terrains. The 53 million acres of unroaded land in the national forests produces only about 5% of total timber production of what’s produced in the national forests. And the national forests produce only about 5% of the nation’s entire timber production. And that land remains refugia for wildlife and water. There are 922 municipal watersheds in the national forests. The roadless areas are primary reservoirs for clean water. And road construction is important because it has a significant impact on water quality. It’s the number one factor [in denigrating] water quality in these areas.”

Secondary

“Because these are marginal areas in terms of production, these are the timber sales that lose money.”

Targeted

None mentioned

Nature of Opposition

Congressional Republicans

Ubiquitous/opp

None mentioned

Secondary/opp

None mentioned

Targeted/opp

None mentioned

Partisan?

Yes

Venue

Congress

Action Pending
The Forest Service has issued proposed regulations on roads in the national forests. Publication of the final regulations is pending (see Chris Wood interview for description of the different sets of regs and timetables).

Also pending is the Craig amendment during the week of July 10, 2000. 

Policy Objectives and Support/opposition for Status quo

against the status quo: The Forest Service, environmental groups, and many in Congress, want the Forest Service to stop building roads. The status quo defenders are Republicans in Congress (though not all), timber interests, and some outdoor enthusiasts who use off-road vehicles.

Advocate’s experience:

8. “I was a fish biologist, though that was about 20 years and was short-lived. I then worked as a commercial dry wall contractor. After that, I was a lobbyist for the Sierra Club in Missouri and then I came to Washington to work as a lobbyist for the Sierra Club. So I was with the Sierra Club [Missouri and Washington] for 7 years. I’ve been at the Legal Defense Fund for 5 years.”

Reliance on research:

5. “We’re a law firm and as a law firm our expertise is in the law. That’s not as relevant on this issue, but there are some claims that are being made [that we can provide expertise on]. Since we’re a law firm, we don’t have a [policy] research arm. We utilize our expertise in litigation. So I guess it’s a combination [of using research and not depending on it]. And the 15 minute rule—well maybe you get a little longer with a staffer. But with a member. . . you just have to boil it down.”

“On this issue, there’s a lot of information out there already. You just have to make it digestible for them.”

Number of Individuals:
6. “There are three lobbyists and there’s some support staff. We’re organized by issue area. I do national forests, public lands. The other two, one does environmental quality—water and air. The other does endangered species. Our work is driven by the areas where we are active on in terms of litigation or where we have a history of litigation. If we win a victory in the courts, we then expect to see a rider in the Congress intended to [override] the regulations and overturn the litigation. So what we are trying to do is to keep [opponents] from vitiating court decisions. Our [unit’s] job is to defend court victories on Capitol Hill.”

Units:

Two

Advocate’s Outstanding Skill

His experience on the job

Type of Membership

How is the organization supported?
“Largely by individual donations. We’re not a membership organization. You can give us money but you can’t join.”

Size

Not a membership group

Organizational Age

19 years. 

Misc.

7. “Outside of the committees that we work, the rank-and-file wouldn’t [know much about us]. In the committees, I think we have a pretty solid reputation. [We’re known for] our expertise in the law. I think we’re well respected for our political savvy as well. We’re not known in the way that the Sierra Club and the Wilderness Society are and we never will be. We have a specialized niche, mission. The staff we work with regularly appreciate what we can bring to the table. 

