Motorized Use

· Off Road Vehicles (ORVs) are creating unacceptable impacts to wildlife, watersheds, and non-motorized recreation.  The degree of impacts was not conceived when the forest plans were developed.  ORV use must be restricted to those areas of national forests that can actually withstand ORV damage and not bother other users, either in the summer or winter.  Do not tolerate any resource damage from ORVs on any forest even if such motorized use is deemed to be otherwise lawful.

· The incompatibility of grizzly bear habitat use with motorized access is well documented.  Given that this round of forest plan revisions will also be used to update the grizzly bear recovery plan in the Wenatchee and the Okanogan, it is particularly important to think hard about wildlife effects of motorized use, and about systematic methods to control and regulate it.  

· Since snowmobile use does not impact deer, lynx, or grizzly bear, as documented in the winter sue EA studies, there should be no reason that new groomed trails cannot be established.  Per Bill Gaines, Wenatchee National Forest Wildlife Biologist, “Designated and groomed winter routes generally had low levels of human influence to focal species.”  

· The Forest Service must re-examine off-road vehicle use across all three national forests.  The agency needs to close significant areas to ORV use, restrict this use on certain trails, and then relocate off-road vehicle use to only those portions of the national forests that can withstand ORV use without resourced damage.  

· National Forests are for everyone to enjoy and motorized vehicles should not be banned.

· Forest plans should maintain motorized designations for all trails currently open to motorized use. 

· ORV penetration into roadless, RNA, Wilderness, and other ecologically important areas has increased. 

· There is little or no documentation of damage by motorized recreation to roads or trails and none caused by snowmobiles exist.

· Close all areas of the three forests to motorized use unless these areas are specifically designated as “open”.  Close motorized areas where Wilderness trespass has been documented.  Close motorized trails that dead end at a Wilderness boundary or at another non-motorized trail.  All roads should be off limits to ORVs unless they are specifically marked for ORV use.

· Demand continues to increase for motorized trail recreation.  The Forests need to be planning for and providing for this increased demand with new motorized trails.  The Okanogan and the Colville National Forests do not provide sufficient miles of motorized trails compared to the amount of trail miles provided to non-motorized users.

· The Forests need more beginner motorized trail opportunities.

· Prohibit all motorized off-trail cross country use.  All Terrain Vehicle (ATV) and motorcycle use should be restricted to designated routes only.  

· The Forest plans should provide for non-street legal motorcycle use on minor forest roads.  This would allow minor forest roads to be used as missing trail connections.   

· The current trend of making previously accessible national forest land off limits to certain user groups frightens and angers me and many of my friends and family.

· The plan revisions provide an opportunity to look at providing more appropriate places for ORV rider to go than just to spread them around on existing trails and wild, often fragile backcountry areas.  Focus ORV use in areas with established road systems where ORV use can be more carefully regulated and monitored.  By providing ORV areas in more developed areas, a more enjoyable experience would be provided.  The current ORV situation on the Okanogan and Wenatchee N.Fs. is a mess that is growing worse each year.  Plan revision offers a chance to catch up to the growth in ORV use and impacts and devise better measures to handle them and to limit their impacts.  

· Snowmobiles are far more capable now and able to extend their range into nearly all areas of national forest land, including designated Wilderness.  Snowmobiles disturb wildlife, other non-motorized users, and have created impacts unforeseen in the current forest plans.

· Wenatchee National Forest studies show that snowmobile routes only disturb 11% of focal species.  This compares to 22% of focal species disturbed by ski trails, and 52% of focal species disturbed by summer non-motorized trails.

· Animals which live under the snow are not asphyxiated by the weight of snowmobiles since snowmobiles only exert a half pound of pressure per square inch of ground.

· Snowmobile sno-parks which give rise to persistent uncontrolled trespass problems should probably not remain open.  Chronic snowmobile incursions into the Alpine Lakes Wilderness (North Fork Teanaway area) are a law enforcement problem which the Forest Service has not dealt with effectively.

· Since 1990, the increased performance of snowmobiles allows them access to avalanche terrain.  This puts snowmobilers in direct competition with backcountry skiers, many of whom also use snow machines to access avalanche slopes.

· The Forest Service must conduct formal studies of the impacts of summer and winter motorized use that includes the damaging potential of the latest motorized equipment.

· Snowmobiles have received a bad name and much of it is false information.  For example, snowmobile pollution rates were overstated and progress made by snowmobile manufacturers (direct injection and semi-direct injection systems, EFI, altitude compensating carburetors, more precise jetting and clutching, quieter pipes/machines) to meet EPA standards was not considered in relation to their use in Yellowstone N.P.

· Forest plans should allow snowmobile-towed trail smoothing for snowmobiles on jeep trails that do not accommodate a standard snowmobile trail groomer.

· Forest plan revision should not add any additional closures to winter snowmobile use and there should not be any net loss in areas open to winter snowmobile use.  We do not support the concept of “Closed Unless Posted Open”.

· There is a great need for additional winter motorized sno-parks and additional snowmobile groomed trails in or near these national forests to accommodate and disperse the growth in winter snowmobiling.  Almost three times as many registered snowmobiles exist in Washington State in 2002 than in the early 1980s.

· The vast expansion of ORV use facilitated by state gas tax money has been allowed to proceed without any detailed studies assessing environmental damage.

· ATV recreationists need more legitimate places to ride on the Forest.

· The Forests should expand Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) trail opportunities by converting roads to trails to connect isolated trail segments into OHV loop trail opportunities.

· ATVs are emerging as a major threat to trails and to fragile high elevation vegetation and soils.  The Forest Service must conduct formal studies of the impacts of summer and winter motorized use that study the damaging potential of the latest motorized equipment. New Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive species listed on the Colville National Forest since 1988 are significantly impacted by ORV use.

· Where species are potentially threatened by existing recreation uses, the Plan should look to Best Management Practices as a method to allow existing motorized trail use to continue.

· “Soundscape” impacts of management areas that permit motorized uses should be considered.  Impacts of off road vehicles to non-motorized recreation and to MA-11 (Emphasis:  Semi-Primitive, Non-Motorized Recreation, 1988 Colville National Forest Plan) areas should also be considered.  Management areas should be expanded to provide a soundscape buffer zone.

· Motorized use should be prohibited in Colville National Forest Plan MA – 1 (Emphasis:  Old Growth Dependent Species Habitat)   

· Off-road vehicle use should be prohibited in MA-2 (Emphasis:  Caribou Habitat, 1988 Colville National Forest Plan) during all seasons of potential or historic use by caribou (not based on observed use).

· User-built trails have opened up areas to ORVs.  Study and assemble an inventory of all user-built trails, unauthorized trails, and non-system trails.  No expansion of snowmobile (including additional groomed snowmobile trails), dirt bike, or All 

· Terrrain Vehicle (ATV) areas should be considered without first finishing NEPA with full public input.

· During the last decade, a great deal of grizzly core habitat has in fact been lost to the construction of illicit motorized routes even though the Wenatchee N.F. has been operating under a “no net loss of core Grizzly habitat” north of I-90.  This management failure provides a good argument for moving ATV and motorcycle use out of the grizzly recovery zone altogether (Wenatchee NF).

· The continued decrease in motorized trail miles is causing unnecessary impacts and maintenance costs from concentrated use.

· Concentrated motorized use has less impact overall and is easier to manage than more dispersed useage.  The Wenatchee N.F. should take a look at the policies pursued on the Mount Baker-Snoqualmie N.F. in this regard.

· Lack of regular trail maintenance is a safety problem on motorized and non-motorized trails.  Motorized trails must be given a fair share of resources and priority to keep trails maintained to design standards.  

· An area or trail that is opened up to summer or winter motorized use must be accompanied by an equivalent addition of non-motorized use elsewhere on the forest. 

· User conflict between motorized and non-motorized use has increased dramatically.

· The Forests currently close trails to motorized use but not to pedestrian use when user conflicts are alleged by hikers.  These allegations are often not true.  To reduce false allegations, implement a new trail management policy that gives districts the option of closing motorized trails to hikers or other users.       

· If any new areas outside of current Wilderness areas are to be managed as non-motorized use areas for whatever reason, we would like to see an equal size area opened to winter snowmobile use and/or managed for motorized use only.

· Require that every mile of motorized trail closed to motorized use shall be replaced by a mile of new motorized trail on the Forest of equal or better quality.

· Do not allow “mudding” anywhere on the forest, or motorized incursions into streams or wetlands.  Designated routes or road spurs which offer temping “mudding” targets should be closed or re-routed. 

· Off road vehicle use should be prohibited in riparian areas and where it might affect wolverine habitat.

· Closure of motorized trails due to species impacts must be a last resort.

· Hardening of trails for motorized use does not work.  Study the effectiveness of trail hardening methodologies and disclose the results in the forest plan revision.

· Timber harvest and road construction has caused the trail system to “shrink”.  Too much of the remaining trail system has been allocated to motorized use.  Forest plan revision must recognize that dirt bike and hiker use is generally incompatible on the same trail segment.  Trail damage caused by motorized use must be fully inventoried. 

· Damage caused by people using whatever mode of transportation they take in using trails must be evaluated so a better system will be put in place for future uses.

· The updated forest plan must adopt the concept of “no less trail mileage.” 

· Re-open the North Entiat/Pyramid Mountain Area’s trails to full multiple use including motorized use.

· Restore and put Negro/Shaser trails back on the inventory for motorized use as promised to motorized users.  

· Comment was received to complete needed trail projects that have already been identified or planned on the Wenatchee National Forest.  Several projects were mentioned.

· Motorized loop trail in Chelan Crest/Horsehead Pass is needed.

· Revise regulations to allow motorcycles to travel directly to Cooney, Upper/Lower Eagle Lakes and others.  Create designated bike parking areas closer to lakes similar to those provided for stock users.

· Incorporation by reference was made to Kettle River Conservation Group’s report on ORVs entitled Out of Bounds.
· The 1988 Colville National Forest Plan is inadequate because it is based on inadequate knowledge of ORV impacts on forest resources.  The plan did not anticipate the explosion in ORV use on the Colville National Forest and did not adequately assess impacts to species now listed as threatened or endangered.  The 1988 plan also failed to consider “soundscape” effects when designating motorized and non-motorized use areas.  

· The existing Okanogan and Wenatchee National Forests Plans are inadequate because ORV use is allowed in inappropriate areas. 

· Additional research and modifications needed in the 1988 Colville National Forest Plan include: a study and incorporation of all types of increased recreation use, a study and incorporation of monitoring results since 1988, a study and incorporation of impacts on Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive species listed since 1988, incorporation of future ORV use/market trends, and incorporation of increased enforcement and monitoring. 

