Complete Notes for Public Meeting Held in Okanogan, WA, 10-16-03


A series of 12 public meetings was held in the fall of 2003 across the eastern portion of Washington State.  In addition, one public meeting was held in North Bend, WA located west of the Cascade Mountains.  This series of public meetings was the first round of face to face meetings sponsored by the Forest Service with two main objectives:  

· 1) inform the public about Forest Plan Revision and 

· 2) listen to what the public thinks needs to change in the Forest Plans.

Please note that it is not necessary to attend a public meeting in order to participate in Forest Plan Revision.  You may participate by contacting us via U.S. Mail, e-mail, or by phone.  Please see our home page for contact information.  

At each public meeting, the public was asked to answer two questions:  “What needs to change with the current Forest Plans?” and “What needs to change with current Forest Service Management of the National Forest?”
The following are complete public comments captured on flip charts by the Forest Service at the public meeting.  In addition, meeting notes taken by the Forest Service are included.  

Flip Chart Notes

What is broken with the current forest plan or how can forest management be improved?

1. The forest is not meeting programmed harvest levels.  

2. The public wants to see the forest opened back up to harvest.  The forest is a renewable resource and they’d like to see hands on management.

3. The Colville Confederated Tribe is a good example- they are removing burned timber from areas that were burned this year.    Clean up the burn and harvest what you can.  See what Canada is doing also—try to do the same. 

4. Thunder Mountain--  the FS only harvested or removed a small percentage of what could have been removed. 

5. The Forest Service is limited by finances.  Could change that by logging more, which in turn would support the local economy and the FS budget.

6. There should be separate Okanogan and Wenatchee final forest plans, rather than one combined.  One is too generalized.

7. Actively manage or improve the management of the forest to enhance “water” production, retention, holding capacity (ie. Logging would improve….)

8. Appeals 1989 Forest Plan—some appeals were never addressed.  The appeal brought forward by the group in Okanogan County never had a hearing.  That should happen before the revision process moves forward.

9.  Forest needs to enhance tourism and recreation, trails, scenic drives, snowmobiling opportunities, I&E and interpretive services, value added tourism aspects- driving in the forest for pleasure, winter recreation- snowmobiling, downhill, cross-country, snowshoeing, etc.  And improve accessible or barrier free opportunities.

10. Produce a map that shows all the hoops--  or amendments and limitations to forest management, and show what is actually left or remaining to actively manage.  

11. Request community based resource management.

12. Unroaded areas- manage them how it was displayed in the forest plan.

13. Plan should address transportation management.  Teraring out roads precludes future management and fire control.  (ie. Tearning out culverts and putting the road to bed where a gate would have done).

14. FS should use private attourneys—specialized in forest management and environmental issues rather than OGC trainees.

15. Can we request FS to defend the management plan that is in place?  Don’t let the new administration direct another agency.

16. Why has the FS not produced the timber volumes stated in the plan?


17. If the public tell the forest service to implement the plan, how does the public hold the forest service accountable?

18. Is the FS recreation (WO) agenda going to be used during plan revision?

19. Eliminate recreation fee demo.

20. Use Recreation  Fee Demo wisely to promote tourism and recreation.

21. Recreationists in Wilderness are getting a free ride.

22. There are 60 families in Okanogan County dependent on NF grazing.  The lack of harvest reduces available forage.  There has got to be a balance between timber harvest, grazing, interface and healthy forest.  We need to improve the grazing situation on the forest.

23. Rigid size constraints for old growth (insect and disease trees) limits our effectiveness w/ sales and treatments.  

24.  Dilute Okanogan resource dependent community needs by combining Okanogan and Wenatchee Plans.

25. Hands-off forest management policy is not working.

26. Colville Tribe management of their lands should be emulated.

27. Existing laws (hoops) are limiting factor in managing the National Forest.

28. Forest Service operating regulations are limiting management of NF.

29. Lynx Management a) use timber harvest to improve habitat   b) harvest timber to improve foraging and increase prey for Lynx.

30. Agency employees need to be held accountable.  Timber sales, recreation projects, grazing taking too long.  Poor decision making by agency.

31. What is the ratio of timber burned to timber harvested in FY03?

32. Economic analysis is EIS:  the baseline for analysis should include years when timber harvest occurred.  Disclose effects on community, capital goods and land, employment (ie. Multiplier effects).   

33. Plans have been amended over time.

34. Request forest supervisor accountability.

35. Baseline for timber analysis should look at 1960’s harvest volumes.

36. What is the definition of Old Growth.

37. DNR abides by ESA and can sell timber and manage their lands better than the USFS manages NF.

38. Setting aside old growth timber for spotted owl is not working.

39. Forest Service employees are deliberately biasing studies.  Should be prosecuted for actions.

40. Address mistakes in Fire Suppression from ’03 season.

41. Encourage availability of firewood, don’t change fee, open areas up.

42. Grazing- loss of grazing area due to reduction in timber harvest.  Improve grazing conditions and the local economy through possibly increased timber harvest.  

Meeting Notes

October 16, 2003

Okanogan, Washington

This was the third public information meeting.

Meeting started at 7:05 PM

Rick Acosta reviewed the agenda and introduced Margaret Hartzell.

Margaret presented the slides on Forest Plan Revision.

It was agreed that since there were so few (9) participants from the public that small groups would not be formed.  

· Is not combining the Okanogan & Wenatchee forest plans open for discussion?  The two areas have a completely different economic base.

· Concern that the proposed new Planning Rule will limit public involvement.

· Where can you get a copy of the current Forest Plan?  Some feel they are being discriminated against because they can’t get their own paper copy.  (Margaret explained where the plans are available.)

End of presentation.  Many of the following comments are duplicated in the flip chart notes.

· Wants use of fire examples.  (Prescribed fires by a natural start, reduce fuel, stimulate forage)

· Are there plans to clean up fuels – bug kill – get people back to work. (Plan states which areas can have which activities).

· Burning a lot of Forest; needs thinning, clean it up.

· Can the Wilderness Act be revised? (No – Flip chart with decision space was shown)

· Think Forest Service is going Environmental way.  Not following laws to help Forest.  Have not met timber yields as stated in Forest Plan.

· You guys haven’t done your job.

· 1958 permanent inventory, sustained yield…Not following what Plan says.

· Can Okanogan and Wenatchee plans be done separately? Wenatchee has more recreational concerns, higher income.  It will dilute our impact if we combine plans because there are different economic impacts.

· Want to see people back in the Forest.  Hands off policy is not working.  Public wants to see Forest as a renewable resource.

· Do the same as Canada.

· Need public support to get rid of Endangered Species Act.

· Would FS back change to bypass laws? (No)

· How big is the forest management hoop?  More hoops with more management.

· Biological opinion is not science.

· Limited by finance. Utilize resources and change that.  Will help local economy.

· Since the 80’s major legislation hasn’t passed.  FS runs backwards because of  laws(?) they made.

· Can manage Forest to help species.  Not logging does not help lynx.

· In Canada you can hunt and trap lynx.

· FS manages water.  Can you manage more for the river?  Water retention, production.  

· Department of Ecology manages water.

· Agency employees need to be accountable.  Example; timber sale mistakes.  No timeline for getting anything done.

· What is the harvest to burn ratio?  How much was harvested and how much was burned?

· Still need to take care of the appeal on the last Forest Plan from an Okanogan County group.

· Can you use a baseline for timber harvest from a time when timber was being harvested?  Disclose what effects on economics, capital goods, community, and employment.

· Who is going to research the comments from the meetings and where does it go from here?  (We will post comments)

· Forest needs to enhance recreation – value added, tourism, loops, snowmobiling, drive for pleasure, winter recreation, skiing, mushing, accessible opportunities.

· Wants common sense approach.

· Need to see changes to Management Area maps if there are going to be any.

· Can we ask for community based land resource management?  Forest Supervisor accountability?

· Unroaded areas were supposed to be looked at and never were.

· Transportation Management – If you close a road or tear it up it precludes management and fire control.

· Build roads in Wilderness Area for fire support.

· What is the legal definition of “old growth”?  Have areas set up for old growth but don’t know what it is.

· Lawsuits – ability of FS to defend themselves is almost null.  Go outside agency to get better attorneys.

· DNR have many of the same rules and still sell timber and manage land. (they have CEPA)

· Couldn’t FS defend how Forest Plan is managed?

· Old growth timber is for spotted owl and isn’t working.

· Is FS recreation agenda going to be considered during revision?

· Prosecute people who are biasing data.

· Address any changes with fire suppression – errors, mistakes.  Find ways to let people take the wood.

· Eliminate access fees.

· Keep the fees.  Recreationists are getting a free ride.

· We’re not harvesting so we are loosing grazing lands.  County has heavy dependence on grazing.

· Snags need to come down.
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