











FIGHTING CLIMATE CHANGE

Tooth-and-claw Fight for Polar Bears Goes On

heating up—and Bush administration bigwigs are still

hiding in air-conditioned offices instead of taking needed
steps to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Here, we bring you
the latest on the Center’s efforts to dig some of the nation’s
most powerful heads out of the sand so we can all get on with
the business of confronting the biggest threat to life on Earth
since the asteroid that killed off the dinosaurs: global warming.

S ummer will be ending soon, but the planet is still

That Bush pollution team sure can punt

Ending a landmark case by the Center, ally groups, and
numerous states and cities, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled
last year that vehicle-emitted carbon can indeed be regulated
under the Clean Air Act. Having lost that case, unfortunately,
the Environmental Protection Agency has also been handed a
loss in credibility as evidence emerges that its scientists were
stifled by a White House determined to flout the court’s ruling.

In 2007 the court specifically ordered the agency to
declare whether greenhouse gas emissions “endanger public
health or welfare.” A yes answer, or “endangerment finding,”
was drafted last December—but under White House command,
the agency smothered that finding this July, instead releasing a
588-page document disparaging the Clean Air Act and punting
the public-endangerment question to the next administration.

Soon after, the agency released a report confirming global
warming’s devastating effects on humankind (but neglecting to
cite a single solution).

Since the details of the suppressed December finding were
released, EPA has been in the hot seat for its duplicity—as
well as for suspiciously instructing its pollution officials to
keep mum around reporters, congressional investigators, and
even the agency’s own (much displeased) inspector general.
Still, the agency hasn’t budged in its position.

So July 31 the Center and a coalition of allies represented
by Earthjustice—and echoed by eight state and local
jurisdictions—told EPA in no uncertain terms that we'll sue
over its failure to address global warming pollution from ships
and aircraft, two of the world’s fastest-growing sources of
carbon dioxide. We petitioned the administration to address
these sources under the Clean Air Act last year, but to no avail.

We dig in our heels to clean up California

This June, almost two years after the Center launched
its campaign to reduce greenhouse gas emissions under
the California Environmental Quality Act, the state issued
a technical advisory that all projects reviewed under the
Act—including developments, city growth and transportation
plans, and industrial sources—must do their utmost to reduce
warming-causing emissions. The advisory affirms the Center’s
victory in a case against San Bernardino County that required
the county to consider and reduce greenhouse gas emissions in
its growth plan for the next 20 years.

But when it comes to greenhouse gases, there are still
those who choose to ignore the California Environmental
Quality Act—and the Center isn’t one to rest on its laurels.

So when Wal-Mart began construction on an enormous new
supercenter near Joshua Tree National Park and refused to
take measures to reduce emissions, the Center filed suit

this July. We're determined to call Wal-Mart on its polluting
activities, especially in light of its public claim that it wants to
be 100-percent green-energy powered.
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For Some, Thin Ice Is Not Thin Enough: The oil-lobby-dependent
state of Alaska, property rights advocates, and trophy-hunters have
sued to leave the bears on thinner ice than ever. We're determined to

see the bears prevail.

Give polar bears an inch, Big Oil wants two

If you read the cover story in our last issue of Endangered
Earth, you know the Bush administration’s efforts to undermine
its own brand-new “protection” of the polar bear under the
Endangered Species Act is nothing short of bizarre. But
believe it or not, there are still those who feel the bear is now
too protected—and they’re taking to the courts.

Soon after the polar bear’s listing as a threatened
species in May, the state of Alaska announced it would sue
to challenge the decision for fear it would hurt oil and gas
development—and in August, the suit went forward. Also in
May, trophy-hunting group the Safari Club sued in an effort to
let hunters keep importing Canada-shot polar bear carcasses
into the United States. Finally, in July, property-rights group
Pacific Legal Foundation announced its own intent to sue,
saying federal protections for the bear could harm carbon-
spewing industries that contribute to global warming.

The Center has already intervened in the Safari Club’s
lawsuit, and we won't let the bear’s hard-won new protections
fall prey to trophy hunters, oil and gas interests, or companies
exacerbating the melting of the species’ Arctic habitat.
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Amidst-animals Night’s Dream

The real-estate developer protagonist in Center author Lydia Millet’s newest
outing, How the Dead Dream, finds creature comforts in unexpected places

Diversity Executive Director Kieran Suckling, has published a new, widely acclaimed novel about extinction called How

Writer and Center staffer Lydia Millet, an award-winning novelist who also happens to be married to Center for Biological

the Dead Dream. The book—the first in a trilogy—tells the story of an ambitious young real-estate developer in L.A. who,
in the wake of a personal crisis, becomes obsessed with rare and vanishing animals and starts breaking into zoos at night to be

close to them.

Where Literary and Political
Landscapes Meet: “I think

novels are called to depict people

in conflict with the greater world,
grappling with the shape of that
world,” Millet says.
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How the Dead Dream, Millet’s sixth novel, is one of the first American novels to take
on the emotional and moral implications of the extinction tragedy. Millet’s fifth, Oh Pure
and Radiant Heart, also had an environmental theme, exploring the moral, cultural and
philosophical legacy of nuclear weapons by bringing the Manhattan Project physicists who

invented the atomic bomb into modern-day Santa Fe.

She’s also known for her dark humor: her best-known early book, George Bush, Dark

Prince of Love, tells the story of an obese trailer-
park dweller named Rosemary who falls in love
with, and stalks, George Bush Senior during the
Persian Gulf War.

Millet, who completed her graduate degree
at Duke University’s Nicholas School of the
Environment before going to work at NRDC in
1996 and then the Center for Biological Diversity
in 1999, says all her novels have a political side.

“There’s been a kind of a divorce, in
American literature, of fiction and politics—an
implicit understanding in literary circles that
it's tasteless for the two to go together, that
any direct reference to large or abstract social
problems is expository and therefore a slap in
the face to the kind of realism that dominates
the form,” she says. “I don't like that divorce; |
don’t believe novels should confine themselves
to interactions between individuals around self-
realization issues in their personal lives.

“1 think novels are also called to depict
people in conflict with the greater world,
grappling with the shape of that world—the
difference between how things are and how they
might want them to be.”

It was Millet’s love for both disappearing
animals and deeply flawed human characters that
drove her to write the novel, she says—notable
for its thoughtful engagement with the social and
personal effects of massive species loss:

He soon learned to recognize the signs of an animal’s imminent disappearance
... Sometimes a group or individual took up the cause of an animal or a plant
and could muster the rationale for a lawsuit, and often the courts favored the
victim; but the victim remained a victim and for each victim whose passing

was noted thousands more slid away in the dark. From where he stood they
succumbed with great ease; from where he stood they had always been invisible

anyway.

Available online and in stores from Powell’s and all other major booksellers, and
published by Counterpoint, How the Dead Dream already has been voted one of the top
books of the year by both the National Book Critics’ Circle and the American Library

Association’s Booklist.
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To become a member or give a gift
membership, contact Keri Dixon at kdixon@
biologicaldiversity.org or 1-866-357-3349
ext. 312, or send a check to CBD,
Membership, P.O. Box 710, Tucson, AZ,
85702-0710.

Or visit the “Support” page on our secure
server: www. BiologicalDiversity.org

On occasion, we trade our mailing list with
organizations that share our mission. If you
would prefer that your name not be exchanged,
please contact us.
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Tejon continued from front page

and antelope habitat. Its residents
would commute to the closest job
centers 30 to 60 miles away, choking
the entire region with more traffic
and smog, and their homes would be
vulnerable to catastrophic wildfires.

Tejon Mountain Village, a super-
luxury resort development of 37,000
acres in the ranch’s wild and rugged
interior, would slice the heart out of
habitat essential for the California
condor and disrupt critical wildlife
linkages between Northern, Southern,
eastern, and western California.

The deal calls for the creation
of a conservancy that will own and
manage conservation easements on up
to 178,000 acres of the ranch. Sounds
good—but the math doesn’t add up.
The easements will only transfer to the
conservancy if and when the current
development proposals are approved.
Regardless, Tejon will still own and
control the land and current ranch
activities in the conservancy area,
including continued mining, oil and gas

drilling, ranching, and agriculture. Of
the “protected” acres, 33,000 acres
occur within the proposed developments
themselves. Long-term funding for the
conservancy will depend on the future
sale of houses.

Most damaging to the calculus of
the deal is that roughly 140,000 acres
of the ranch are physically impossible to
develop—being too steep, too deep, and
too rugged, as Tejon’s CEO himself has
publicly admitted. In other words, the
only real sacrifice here is the sacrifice
of valuable wilderness and habitat; the
developer loses nothing in relinquishing
lands it would never have developed
anyway.

The deal has its bright spots: the
possible creation of a new state park
and a 10,000-acre easement to put
the Pacific Crest Trail in its rightful
place along the crest of the Tehachapi
Mountains. The size and location of the
new park have yet to be determined,
but it's a step in the right direction.
Unfortunately, it’s also predicated
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on the purchase of six development
parcels totaling 62,000 acres and
the establishment of the conservation
easements that are themselves
dependent upon approval of Tejon’s
development plans.

The conservation measures for the
rest of the ranch are clearly insufficient
taken along with the bitter pill of
allowing development to go forward
uncontested. Indeed, what some
mistake for a historic “conservation
deal” seriously threatens condors,
connectivity, and true conservation.

The Center will continue to
vigorously participate in the public
review process, challenging Tejon’s
development plans, and to advocate for
acquisition of the entire ranch to ensure
protection and preservation of this
quintessential California landscape for
generations to come.

For more information, see our Web site
at www.savetejonranch.com.
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