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In a recent  Huffington Post San Francisco blog, 
Glen Martin attacked Siskiyou County Sheriff Jon 
Lopey  for standing up  for his community  and the 
Constitution. Interesting that Martin should even 
consider these to be debatable issues, much less 
justification for the incendiary  verbal thuggery he 
deployed in a failed effort to defame Lopey, 
choosing personal attack rather than engaging in 
honest, meaningful dialog. How predictable, 
ordinary, and devoid of substance. Martin’s 
inflammatory words tell us more about Martin 
than Lopey.

Words used in his attack piece describe Martin 
quite well:

shoot-from-the-hip, loudmouth, incensed, 
lambasted, bemoaned, dastardly, darkly 
dec l a r ed , m i s r ep re sen t s , empero r, 
grandstanding, covets, overstepped his 
authority, alarming, incendiary rhetoric, civil 
disobedience, and demagoguery.

Sheriff Lopey

Sheriff Lopey is a soft-spoken, 
thoughtful, hard-working, 
family man that actually 
meant it when he took the oath 
to uphold the Constitution. 
What a rarity! A retired field 
grade Army officer and 
California Highway Patrol 

officer, his qualifications are well-established, and 
the Siskiyou County electorate that put him in 
office consider themselves lucky to have a man of 
his character and ability as their sheriff. Martin 
simply  doesn’t know what he is talking about, and 
his opinions of Lopey are not worth further 
response.

Qualifications

Martin offers up  no particular qualifications to 
make meaningful contributions to the Siskiyou 
County story, other than the fact he fought forest 
fires, in another county, some 35-40 years ago. He 
gives NO indication that he lives in Siskiyou 
County, has ever lived there, has visited there, 
owns property  there, or pays taxes there. He 
appears to be shielded from the consequences of 
what happens there, and lacking in any depth of 
the issues. He obviously never talked to Sheriff 
Lopey  or any of the affected community  members. 
Like so many of his ilk, Martin simply wants to 
remotely  control other people’s lives from the 
comfort of his urban dwelling in the San Francisco 
Bay. If he is honest in his concerns, then let him 
start in his own backyard.

I also live in the San Francisco Bay. But unlike 
Martin, I actually visited Siskiyou County, met 
and talked to Sheriff Lopey, spent time on a ranch, 
talked to the people, and spent months studying 
the issues in detail.
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At Issue: The Klamath River Dams

In his article, Martin’ refers to the “once-mighty 
salmon runs” on the Klamath River. He is either 
uninformed or intentionally misleading. There is 
no written documentation to support this claim. 
On the other hand, there is written documentation 
to show the coho salmon have struggled to survive 
in the Klamath River. Coho had to be planted in 
the river at least three times, and all attempts 
failed until the dams went in and improved river 
conditions. There are also California Fish and 
Game bulletins that document historical, pre-dam 
counts were in the hundreds of coho salmon ― 
not the millions one might infer from Martin’s 
description.

Government’s Klamath River plans have no 
quantitative basis. No current or historical counts 
have been released to support a conclusion there 
are too few coho returning from the ocean.

Furthermore, no future numerical goals have been 
established. Government, in fact, has no stated 
objective to even increase the coho salmon 
population. By law, every  government action must 
be supported by a written statement of Project 
Objectives. These appear in Section 2.1.2 of the 
Environmental Impact Report/Study. Of the six 
stated objectives, none define the desired coho 
population to be achieved. Indeed, there is no 
stated objective to actually increase the coho 
salmon population. The stated objectives are 
achieved if the dams are destroyed, even if this 
destroys the salmon, which is a distinct possibility 
given the destruction of a fish hatchery  that 
produces 6 million salmon a year, and the release 
of 20 million cubic yards of accumulated, 
phosphate-rich silt that  will go downstream into 
portions of the river heretofore protected by the 
dams. That is enough muck to cover a 2-lane road 
one foot deep  for a distance of 1,800 miles, or 
more than enough to destroy a river.

The fact is, the number of coho hatched each year 
at Iron Gate Dam is counted and deemed by the 
Fish and Game Department to be sufficient. Adult 
coho salmon returning from the ocean in excess of 
targeted numbers have even been slaughtered by 
Fish and Game. If the problem is too few returning 
salmon, then why  the slaughter, or the discussion 
of increasing upriver spawning habitat? The 
problems are clearly  to be found downriver, not 
upriver.

The absence of historical, current, or targeted coho 
salmon populations follows the pattern set by the 
spotted owl listing, which destroyed the 
economies of several northern counties in 
Northern California and Southern Oregon, shut 
down most of California’s timber industry, and 
turned California from being a producer to an 
importer of more than 80% of its lumber needs. 
After the listing went into effect, Government 
made no effort to count the spotted owl 
population, determine if the project was a success 
or failure, or if so, by what numeric standards. 
Despite this lack of concern or measurement, new 
plans call for the addition of millions more acres 
to the forbidden zone, which would just about 
annihilate jobs, industries, and communities in the 
affected communities and counties. Perhaps that is 
the intended result.

The details surrounding the Klamath River 
argument are many and the debate can go on 
forever. The conclusion, however, is best summed 
up by Dr. Paul Houser’s February 24, 2012 letter 
to the Department of Interior’s (DOI) Office of the 
Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs. In 
that letter, Dr. Houser states the DOI intentionally 
falsified scientific conclusions and circumvented 
internal policies in order to support Secretary Ken 
Salazar’s predetermined desire to destroy the 
dams. In reprisal, Dr. Houser was terminated 
shortly after blowing the whistle on trumped up 
charges. Prior to being hired by the DOI, his boss 
was a radical environmental activist.
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The Broader Issue: Two Competing 
Visions for the Future of our World

The real issue to be discussed is the vision we 
have for the future of our country. There are two 
competing options.

One vision is based on free will; the maximizing 
of personal choice and opportunity; a limited 
government created by  the People that performs 
certain designated and limited tasks for the 
People’s benefit; full participation of the People in 
the decisions that affect their lives; private 
property  and home ownership; and the idea that 
decision-making should be made by those that 
actually do the work and that are directly  impacted 
by the results of their decisions. This is capitalism.

The other vision calls for the remote centralization 
of decision-making in the hands of a few; dictates 
from non-producers to the producers; the abolition 
of private property  and property  rights; the 
takeover of the means of production including all 
natural resources; and an uncontrollable 
government accountable only to itself. The people 
no longer matter or have a voice. This is the 
direction taken by  environmentalism. Indeed, it is 
increasingly  difficult to differentiate between 
environmental and Marxist ideologies, or if a 
difference even exists. Consider quotes made by 
or about the radical takeover of the environmental 
movement:

Quotes

• "The Marxists had taken Greenpeace over, 
and they did not care for the environment 
at all." ― Eric Ellington, founding 
member of Greenpeace

• "they  [the politicos that  took over 
Greenpeace] saw the environmental 
movement as a Trojan Horse that could be 
used to collapse the economies of the 
West from within." ― Lord Monckton

• "We must make this an insecure and 
inhospitable place for capitalists and their 
projects ... We must reclaim the roads and 
plowed land, halt  dam construction, tear 
down existing dams, free shackled rivers, 
and return to wilderness millions of tens 
of millions of acres presently  settled 
land." ― Dave Foreman, founder of Earth 
First and the Wildlands Project

• "We advocate bio-diversity for bio-
diversity's sake. That  says man is no more 
important than any  other species ... It may 
well take our extinction to set things 
straight." ―Dave Foreman, founder of 
Earth First and the Wildlands Project

• "A total population of 250-300 million 
people, a 95% decline from present levels, 
would be ideal." ― Ted Turner: 
billionaire, socialist, and wolf supporter

The Outcomes are Known

The historical record is unambiguous. Capitalism 
produced the greatest prosperity for the greatest 
number in the history of mankind, proving that 
when decisions are made by the people closest to 
the problems, those that do the work and suffer the 
consequences, they  are highly  motivated and 
prosperity  follows. When people are dictated to, 
ignored, made into servants, and deprived of the 
fruits of their labor, they are not motivated and the 
economy eventually  implodes, as it  did in the 
Soviet Union.

For the past  several thousand years, totalitarian 
rule in one form or another has been the norm 
rather than the rule, yet man has never given up 
the struggle to be free. In 1215, freedom took a 
step forward when the British people demanded 
government accountability, and took unto 
themselves the power to separately investigate, 
judge, and sanction government. The Constitution 
took this further. Government would itself be 
defined by the People, to serve the People, using 
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limited and specified delegated powers defined by 
the People, who retained the right and duty to 
judge, sanction, change, or abolish government as 
they  saw fit. Jurisdiction would come from the 
People in the form of a written constitution. 
Government would exist and operate only with the 
consent of the People.

Everyone Has a Stake in the Outcome

Environmentalism, as currently controlled by 
radicals and revolutionaries in both government 
and the private sector, seeks to restore totalitarian 
government.

Everyone has a stake in the outcome of this 
struggle: rural, urban, and suburban America. 
Rural America accounts for our water, food, 
energy, building materials, and the other natural 
resources that provide the backbone of our 
economy, security, and sovereignty.

• "In the long term, the economy and the 
environment are the same thing. If it is 
unenvironmental, it is uneconomical." ― 
Mollie Beattie, U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service Director 1995-1996

In the final analysis, it may not be Sheriff Jon 
Lopey  that motivates Glen Martin to attack. It may 
instead be Martin’s knowledge the Constitution 
stands in his way, and a growing fear the Silent 
Majority has finally figured out the game and 
decided to be silent no more.
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