Timber Harvest
· Do not increase scheduled or unscheduled timber harvest levels for any reason above current levels.  

· Further reductions in timber harvest are supported to ensure protection of ecological and recreational values.  Reduce the cut from current levels where ecosystem management, roadless area protection, wildlife protection, recreation and restoration principles are negatively impacted by timber cutting. 

· Demand for USFS timber has dropped to an all-time low. 

· Existing forest plans discuss timber supply from a narrow view.  U.S. softwood lumber consumption far outweighs production.  The forest plans need to present the public with the local consequences of reduced harvest levels, but it is also important that the public understand that reduced production inside the United States does not equate to reduced demand.

· Timber harvest must be addressed.  Upcoming plans should address timber production as one of the primary goals set for the national forests.  This should be addressed in a clear, straightforward manner.  

· Eliminate timber management emphasis where management areas are inconsistent with ecosystem and restoration focus, in particular, on any forest type not dominated by fire resistant species, and not naturally characterized by a high frequency, low intensity fire regime.   

· Retain protection of Late Successional Reserves and Riparian Reserves provided by the Northwest Forest Plan.  Retain the Eastside Screens for non-owl forests unless equivalent or stronger protection is substituted. 

· Reasonable timber harvest levels should be aggressively pursued to allow Federal land managers to again become business partners with local communities while producing forest products demanded by U.S. society.  Consider timber harvest objectives such as “acres treated” or “objectives met” rather than just board feet objectives.   

· The plan revisions should disclose allowable cut levels for the past three or more decades and compare them to the actual cut levels, for all three forests.  The revisions should provide for not exceeding allowable cut levels.

· Formally document the cut level for non-owl forests.

· Stop logging our last wild forests.

· Less area should be designated to the commercial timber base and more to wildlife and non-motorized recreation.

· The existing forest plans are inadequate because:  the timber cut level was set unrealistically high; the cut level identified in the plans failed to fully consider net public value; the plans placed too little emphasis on restoration; the plans included lands within the timber base in the absence of soils and slope information; the plans did not consider that the USFS timber program consistently lost money and subsidized the timber industry; and new lands are proposed for Wilderness.

· Remove all Research Natural Areas (RNAs) and the Tiffany Botanical Area from the timber base.

· The suitability of all lands currently deemed suitable for grazing, timber, and other commercial activities should be re-assessed.  Lands determined to be unsuitable for these activities must be protected from these uses.

· Commercial salvage activities should not be permitted.

· Specific recommendations were made to change MA-25 (Okanogan National Forest Plan).  In brief, intensive timber management guidelines are unscientific and based more on managing the national forest as an industrial tree farm.  The goal statement and desired future condition for MA-25 should be changed in a number of ways to adapt to new scientific knowledge about ecosystems.

· Transitory range appears to be incompatible with silvicultural objectives.  

· Mapping is needed to:  depict historic logging patterns by decade so management can be informed about the effect of past disturbances; depict a much small timber base; and to correctly map lands unsuitable for timber production.

· Reduce the cut level or Allowable Sale Quotient to reflect current economic and ecological realities.

· Any claims that other resources such as wildlife and visual quality benefit from logging lands where direct costs exceed direct benefits must be scientifically substantiated.

· Set the level of logging based on economic and ecological realities and trends rather than on industry expectations.

· Compare current condition of forestry, silviculture, and age class inventory with those of 1989.  Evaluate what direction the Forest is going specifically related to 120 MMBF Allowable Sale Quantity.

· Reasons to clear cut stated in the Okanogan N.F. Plan need to be presented in a more balanced manner illustrating the positives and negatives. 

