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Secondary interview on roads in the national forests

Interview conducted over the phone by Jeff Berry

Basic Background

Prior Activity
1. “We’ve focused on access. There are three prongs to this. One, access to the process by which government organizations make decisions. Second, responsible access to the lands be recreate on. Third, to deny special access to any specific groups. Antiaccess environmental groups had access [to the Forest Service] before the process went public. People who use the lands weren’t invited it until then. So you had to push your way in? No, the American Motorcylist Association didn’t have to push its way in because when the process was opened we were able to go there [Forest Service] and talk to them. But by the time we got there, by the time responsible recreation users got there, there had already been 6 to 9 months of discussions with environmental groups. The Forest Service had actually had them [the environmentalists] write the statement for the President of the United States to give on this. You wouldn’t believe the collusion between them and the Forest Service. I have Congressmen tell me this.”

“We’re interested [not in wilderness] but where there trail heads, familiar trails that are well mapped—that’s where our people want to go. They don’t want to break a trail—that’s not where bike [enthusiasts] go. You get stuck in the eye by a branch. The bike gets tipped over. We want to recreate on established trails. So we’ve encouraged the Forest Service to pursue this.”

 “We want them [Forest Service] to work on true management plans: maps, true trails. People will stick to them. It’s the Forest Service’s job to maintain these trails. They say they can’t do it because of money but that’s just not true. They need to manage better.”

I take it you’re not happy with the [draft] regulations?
“Well, we could be a lot more unhappy. We’re waiting for the final ones. The proposed regs say you can continue to ride . . . But they say they’re not closing down any trails [where we can currently ride]. But that’s disingenuous. They’re going to close down roads. And you need the roads to get to some trails. Trails further down the road. We regard roadless areas as buffer zones to wilderness areas. The Forest Service used to consider parcels of 5,000 acres but now they’re looking at parcels as small as 1,000 acres or even 500. And there are roads [in some of these so-called roadless areas]. There are timber extraction roads, fire roads.”

“We’re not asking for special rights but for equal rights. Motorcycling is a legal form of transportation. Why can’t motorcyclists park in garages? Why can’t they park on the street? Why can’t private insurers cover them? For us, these are liberty issues.”

Future Advocacy

Nothing specific mentioned but presumably more of the same as he indicated that they’re waiting for the final regulations.

Key Congressional Contacts

Committee chairs (didn’t mention any specific names)

Staff on these committees

Targets of Direct Lobbying

Committee members and chairs

Committee staff

Forest Service Officials

Did they listen to you?
“They gave the appearance of listening. We’ve worked with people there and found common ground. But I’ve had the unfortunate experience of then being saddled with these decisions.”

What do you do besides talk to them? Do you mobilize the grassroots, talk to your friends on the Hill? 

“Yes, we do letter writing. We have 275, 000 members. We wrote to the heads of the major committees. We wrote to Chief Dominick [Forest Service Chief?]. We wrote to Al Gore. We asked the committees to hold hearings.”
Targets of Grassroots Lobbying

“There’s a big grassroots element. There’s someone at headquarters who I’ll contact [to activate a grassroots effort]. I’ll write up a statement and send it to him and then he’ll get it going. Do you send these alerts to the whole membership? No, we’ll do it regionally or to districts. So you won’t do letter writing to an ardent environmentalist?  No, we wouldn’t call out the dogs for an ardent environmentalist because he’ll vote against us anyway. Rather, we’ll go after someone on the fence or someone on committee who might get in the way [when the legislation is being written]. We want to let them know that there are hundreds of constituents who want something to happen.”

Coalition Partners:
“We formed a new coalition to work on this: Americans for Responsible Recreational Access. This allows us and others to work collectively to accomplish [more by working together]. So instead of having snowmobilers working just for snowmobilers, or horse people just working for horse riders, we’re all working together.”

Other Participants:
Environmental groups

Ubiquitous arguments:
3. “That no specific interest group, whether it be horse riders or motorcyclists or whomever be given exclusionary access to the lands. That the land must be managed responsibly. That we’re not going to tear the land up. We want a comprehensive approach to multiple use. We want to make sure that all uses are available on the land. We concede that all uses are proper.”

and
 “We’ve focused on access. There are three prongs to this. One, access to the process by which government organizations make decisions. Second, responsible access to the lands be recreate on. Third, to deny special access to any specific groups.”

Secondary

[He lists all their arguments above; I think all were ubiquitous and none really secondary.]

Targeted

None mentioned

Nature of Opposition

Environmental groups and Forest Service administrators sympathetic to the environmental groups.

Ubiquitous arguments/opp

None mentioned 

Secondary/oppb

None mentioned

Targeted/opp

None mentioned

Partisan

Not described as partisan

Venues

Forest Service of USDA

Congress
Actions Pending

Issuance of final regulations [expected fall 2000]

Policy Objectives Opposition/Status Quo

Status quo are groups like this one as well as timber interests want to keep the Forest Service from putting more land inaccessible by making them roadless. The opposition is the Clinton Forest Service and environmental groups who want more roadless areas. 

Advocate’s experience: 

[No information]

Reliance on Research:
5. “We don’t commission a whole lot of research here. So we’re somewhere between B and C.  Our relations on the Hill are good. In terms of C, we’re given a reasonable amount of time to talk. [Issues also] get fleshed out at committee hearings. We have good relations with the staffs. We offer questions [to the staff to insert into the legislator’s list of questions at hearings]. We will testify. And we’ll summit polling data we’ve found—not that we’ve done—that we’ve found. Data which refutes Forest Service claims. The Forest Service’s _____ plan, 55 pages, listed multiple uses of the land. It had a list of the most popular activities. Didn’t list motorcycling at all. But polling showed it to be the fourth or fifth most popular. But [in general terms] we don’t go up to the Hill and throw a lot of numbers at them. I don’t think that’s effective.”

Number of Individuals involved in advocacy:
10

6. “Our headquarters is in Pinkerton, Ohio. The headquarters, museum staff, marketing, HR people—there are about 100 people at headquarters. There are about 10 of us in government relations. There are folks who handle state issues on-road and folks who handle state issues off-road. There are two of here in Washington. I’m the Washington representative and there’s a legislative assistant who. . .”

Units involved

One

Advocate’s Outstanding Skills

[No information]

Type of Membership

Individual motorcycle enthusiasts

Size of Membership

275,000

Org Age

76 years.
Misc.
7. “I think our reputation is pretty good. I think we communicate a sense of professionalism with the staff. We have ongoing relationships with the staff. I enjoy working with staff. I hope they enjoy working with me. Maybe occasionally we push too hard on some issues. I guess we all do that.”

Anything else I should be asking? “The kind of organization we are, we’re not going to get a lot of attention like AAA for example. We have a PAC, we do contribute a quite a lot. But we’re not like the AMA [American Medical Association]—there’s another AMA in town. We’re not like General Motors. So we have to work smarter. So what we do is [look ahead]. There’s a transportation bill every 4 years. Now every 6 years. We’re already looking at the next one. There’s never going to be stand alone legislation for motorcycling. But there’s plenty of opportunity. The transportation bill; the postal service bill, the forest service’s bills. There’s plenty of opportunity to pass legislation benefiting motorcyclists. Our outlook is to be as pragmatic as possible.”

