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Blue Mountains Forest Plan Revision 
Access and Wilderness Public Webinar 

June 25, 2014  
06:30-8:00pm 

Baker City, OR Forest Sup Office and GoToWebinar 
 

Facilitator: Sabrina Stadler and Susan Hayman (Enviroissues) 
Recorder: Melissa Thom 
 
Meeting Participants:  
W-W: Jodi Kramer, Darcy Weseman  
Blue Mountain Forest Plan Team: Dennis Dougherty, Carin Vadala, Andrea Dolbear 
Total Number of Attendees: 29 

Meeting Objectives 

 Identify the suitable uses in the Blue Mountains Proposed Revised Forest Plan and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the following proposed management areas (Alternative 
E):  

• Wilderness 
• Recommended wilderness 
• Backcountry (motorized and non-motorized), and 
• General forest  

 Demonstrate how current conditions and access informed delineation of management areas for the 
preferred alternative (Alternative E). 

 Demonstrate, through use of the interactive map, how individuals can compare how land is managed 
now (Alternative A) with how it is proposed to be managed under the other DEIS alternatives, 
including the preferred alternative (Alternative E). 

 

Public Q&A 

Topic: Management Areas and Suitable Uses 

1. Where would landing aircraft fall? Is that a summer and winter motorized vehicle? How can aviation 
associations in Oregon and Idaho help with the planning process? 

The team will work with the aviation associations to identify suitability of landing of aircraft.  

2. Are motorized trails allowed in any inventoried roadless areas? 

Yes, there are some existing motorized trails in the inventoried roadless areas. 

3. Why have critical elk and mule deer critical habitat not been not been designated Management Areas 
as they were in the 1990s forest uplands? 

The elk and deer are moving targets and the plan helps to managed habitat across the landscape as 
opposed to designating particular management areas. 

4. How would you handle Search and Rescue (responsibility of the County Sheriff by state law) in the 
non-motorized areas? 

Search and Rescue efforts are emergency situations and, in those instances, personnel can do 
whatever is necessary to rescue the individual, even in non-motorized areas.  

5. Again Search and Rescue: they use a "wheeled carrier" to carry out injured persons. Would these be 
allowed? 
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Yes, in emergency situations a wheeled carrier would be allowed. 

6. What is the difference between Wilderness Study Areas and Roadless Areas? 

A Wilderness Study Area: Federal agencies directed by Congress to study a roadless area for its 
wilderness characteristics. There are no Wilderness Study Areas on the Blue Mountains Forests 

A Roadless Area: The inventoried roadless process started in the 1970s; roadless areas on the 
forests were designated by the Clinton administration through a decision in 2001, known as the 2001 
Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation Rule (RACR). It went through a public process just like 
this. In some cases there are existing roads and trails within the inventoried roadless areas. These 
roads will continue to remain accessible to motorized vehicles where that use is consistent with the 
Revised Forest Plan, and any decisions to close specific roads or trails would require separate site 
specific environmental analysis with associated public involvement (NEPA). 

7. Can you further define Management Area 2B "Research Natural Area”? 

Research Natural Areas form a network of ecological reserves established for research and 
education purposes and for the maintenance of the unique botanical diversity that exists in those 
areas. 

8. Is there a difference between snowmobiles, jeeps, or atvs for motorized vehicle use in summer and 
winter? 

All types of vehicles are appropriate in winter motorized use areas. 

9. Is there a separate Management Area for Municipal Watersheds? 

Yes, Municipal Watersheds are designated under the Management Area 2J. 

 

Topic: Recommended Wilderness, Backcountry, and Inventoried Roadless Areas 

10. How did this go from John, Steve and Kevin telling all of us at the meetings that the Plan had nothing 
to do with road closures and Sabrina presentation is everything about you locking us out of our 
forest? 

The plan does not close roads that is a project-level decision that would require another 
environmental analysis with public involvement. The webinar discussion focuses on suitable uses in 
the Management Areas. 

11. In light of the funding issues that the Forest Service has previously cited, how do you propose to 
budget for the expense of taking care of more Wilderness? 

Each alternative analyzes the cost to implement including managing more Wilderness and recreation. 
The regional forester will consider cost in the final decision. 

12. If a person is not able to hike anymore how are we supposed to access the roads?  

Stay involved in the travel management process to ensure the access routes that you use are on the 
map, keep an eye on projects in areas of interest, and check the website for a list of forest projects in 
the Schedule of Proposed Actions and get on the mailing list. 

13. Who weighed in on the Recommended Wilderness Areas other than ONDA and Oregon Wild? 

Forest Supervisors looked at all the options and weighed all the public comments we received from 
the proposed action and worked with the Regional Forester to develop a range of alternatives. 

14. I noticed on the last map for backcountry motorized it only touches part of the forest lands. If you talk 
about site specific, how can you comment on them when you don't have them on the map as 
backcountry motorized? 

There are more detailed maps online where the Management Areas are clearly delineated. 
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15. Many of us just enjoy driving the roads in the forest. What is the process for keeping up with the 
numerous projects and NEPA planning, it seems overwhelming.  

There is a Schedule of Proposed Actions listed on each of the forests websites. It is a document that 
is produced quarterly.  

16. What affects does wilderness area creation have on grazing, will grazing still have to adhere to the 
current protocols and monitoring, how will permittees be responsible for maintaining and accessing 
fences, streams, and cattle?  

Continued existing use would occur, permitees would be responsible for access and fences, to follow 
annual operating plan for maintenance of livestock, and there is an exemption in the Act to continue 
customary use of motorized vehicles for maintenance. 

17. Extending Wilderness needs a better look in regards to disturbance and private land. What about a 
buffer?  

We understand there is concern about the wildland urban interface. Please help us identify these 
areas of concern in your comments. 

18. In the DEIS I seem to recall the statement that no additional Wilderness is needed. Am I correct in 
that understanding? If I am correct in that Wilderness is not needed, then why do you recommend 
more wilderness in in the Preferred Alternative E? 

The DEIS analyzes a range of alternatives based on public comment from the proposed action. The 
regional forester selected Preferred Alternative E because it was the most balanced for all resources. 

19. In MA1a Wilderness, are commercial enterprises, such as hunting and fishing guiding and outfitting 
allowed under these proposed plans? 

In the Wilderness Act commercial use is not allowed; however there is an exception in 4D of the Act 
where commercial use is allowed if it is necessary for realizing the recreation and wilderness 
purposes of the area. 

 

Topic: Access 

20. Have you looked at the roads-to-trail concept as one method of reducing road density and the silt 
load to the watershed? 

We have not considered this in the plan. That would be a good comment to make so that we could 
consider it between draft to final. 

21. You did a good job cherry stemming in existing roads in some of the non-motorized areas. Did any 
existing motorized trails get eliminated or were they cherry stemmed in as well? 

We did our best but we may have missed some; that is a good area to comment on if you find some 
that you know about. 

22. Have you done an actual need assessment for wildlife corridors vs. simply including what appears to 
remain? 

There are two wildlife corridors identified in some of the alternatives. Alternative C has the most and 
Alternative E & F have a limited number of acres connecting the North Fork of the John Day 
Wilderness. The Wildlife Corridors are based on a dataset.  

23. In winter deer and elk on winter range are under stress due to lack of nutrition. Do you have a 
standard for miles of open road for snow mobiles through ODFW designated winter range? 

Yes, there is a desired condition for elk winter range, this may be accomplished with seasonal 
closures if necessary. 
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Topic: Interactive Map 

24. Can you clarify again where that map can be found?  

The map is on the planning website, there is a link on the top right hand side. 

25. What is the URL for the website? 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/goto/BlueMtnsPlanRevision 

26. Where do I go to see the inventory of trails, roads, etc.? 

There are detailed maps, as well as, an interactive map posted on the website. They show all the 
roads regardless of their open status. 

 

Topic: General Questions 

27. Is this power point presentation available for the public? Is there somewhere I can download it?  

Yes, the PowerPoint is on the website. 

28. When/How is it determined which alternative is chosen, and what processes are adhered to in 
choosing alternatives? 

We will look at substantive comments from the public and then work with the forest leadership, forest 
supervisors, and the regional forester, the deciding officer. 

29. Who are the co-conveners? Why are members of the public not included in the group?  

A group comprised of cooperating agencies that includes county commissioners, tribes, and state 
agencies has been meeting with the Forest Service bringing the voice of their constituents to the 
table. Meeting with the co-conveners is a pre-decisional process that allows us to float ideas to the 
group prior to releasing information to the public in order to get a sense of how well they will be 
received. 

30. Is this planning effort using the 1982 planning rule or the new planning rule?  

The planning process began before the new 2012 planning rule was finalized. The 2012 rule allows 
us to continue the planning process using the 1982 rule. The exception is that we will follow the 2012 
rule for monitoring and use the objection process instead of the appeals process. 

Poll Responses – Blue Mountains Forest Plan Revision Webinar 

Please indicate your level of 
participation in the forest plan 
revision public meetings in 
March/April 

Did you find the 
webinar helpful? 

If you would be interested in other 
webinars, what topics would be of 
interest? 

Would you be 
interested in 
attending another 
forest plan revision 
webinar? 

 Did not attend any forest 
plan revision public 
meetings (9) 

 Attended one meeting 
only (2) 

 Attended more than one 
meeting (2) 

 Very helpful 
(3) 

 Helpful (14) 

 Slightly 
helpful (1) 

 Not helpful at 
all (1) 

(Note: could only choose one from the 
list, so consider these as “first choices.”) 

 Basic Forest Plan Overview/How to 
Comment (9) 

 Watershed Restoration (2) 

 Vegetation Restoration (2) 

 Range Management (1) 

 Energy Development (1) 

Additional topics suggested following the 
poll: Energy Development (second 
choice), airstrips inventory & aircraft use 
in planning area. 

 Yes (12) 

 Maybe – 
Depends on 
the Topic (7) 

 No (1) 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/goto/BlueMtnsPlanRevision
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