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Blue Mountains Forest Plan Revision—2014  
Malheur, Umatilla, and Wallowa-Whitman National Forests 

 

Forest Plan Revision Continues; Team Members Have Changed 

It’s been awhile since you’ve heard from the Blue Mountains Forest Plan Revision (FPR) team; 
however the interdisciplinary team (IDT) has continued to work on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) and Draft Land Management Plans (also known as Forest Plans) 
utilizing the comments that were received from the public during Scoping in 2010. The Draft 
EIS and Plan are scheduled for public release in March 2014, with public meetings/open 
houses in twelve communities. In the past year, the Forests have been working with the co-
convener group to address concerns about the need to increase the level of restoration in the 
Blue Mountains.  There have been many personnel changes on the Forest Plan Revision team 
as well. Sabrina Stadler replaced Katie Countryman as the FPR team leader in August 2012. 
More information about team members will be forth coming in the next Forest Plan Revision 
Newsletter.  

What is a Land Management Plan (also known as Forest Plan) and What Does It Do? 

A forest plan is a document that guides land management decisions (project or site-specific 
level planning) for a period of about 15 years. It is strategic in nature and does not approve 
projects or actions on National Forest System (NFS) lands. Currently, the three Forests are 
revising their Land Management Plans (LMPs) to guide projects for the next 15 years. Think of 
an LMP as a zoning plan for a national forest. In a city, some areas are zoned for commercial 
use, because that fits the needs and capability of that area of the city. On a national forest, 
those areas known as zones in a city zoning plan, are known as management areas in a forest 
plan. Some management areas emphasize wilderness, while other management areas may 
emphasize general forest, backcountry (motorized and non-motorized), special designated areas such as 
Wild and Scenic Rivers, and developed sites and administrative sites.  A LMP provides management 
direction, which includes desired conditions, objectives, standards, guidelines and suitable uses, which 
may limit some activities; however further NEPA is required on project/site-specific level projects in 
order for decisions to be made on a particular piece of NFS land. All projects proposed for NFS lands 
must be analyzed for compliance with laws and regulations along with the adherence to forest plan 
direction, with all analyses documented by following the NEPA process and involving the public. Once 
the analysis and public review are complete, the responsible official decides whether or not to 
implement the proposal either as is or with modifications. 

Background 

The Blue Mountains National Forests planning area covers three national forests: Malheur, Umatilla, and 
Wallowa-Whitman, and a portion of the Ochoco National Forest, administered by the Malheur. A 
separate Record of Decision and Revised Forest Plan will be prepared for each forest and signed by the 
Regional Forester; however, the analysis of effects will be together in one environmental impact 
statement (EIS).  The three Blue Mountain forests cover 5.3 million acres spread across a 50,000       
square mile landscape in eastern Oregon and southeastern Washington. Significant national            
resources include Hells Canyon National Recreation Area (HCNRA), six Wilderness areas, eleven         
Wild and Scenic Rivers, and four Scenic Byways. There is no need for change within the                         
HCNRA, due to a relatively recent (2003) comprehensive management plan.  
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During the course of this planning effort, there have been several changes in the Planning Rule and the 
membership of the IDT. Since the 1982 planning rule was put into effect, the planning rules changed in 
2000, 2005, 2008, and 2012. Due to court challenges in June 2009, the 2008 Planning Rule was vacated 
and remanded; this decision required that the Forest Service use the 2000 Planning Rule, which has 
provisions allowing the Forest Service to use the 1982 Planning Rule to revise forest plans. Also, over the 
last few years, the new 2012 Planning Rule has been initiated. Per the provisions in the new rule, the 
three Blue Mountain Forests are able to continue the revision of their Forest Plans under the 1982 
Planning Rule.  

Public Engagement and Collaboration 

The revision effort began in 2003 with a series of over 60 public workshops in more than a dozen 
communities. Primary consultation partners include representatives of 8 of the 11 county governments, 
the states of Oregon and Washington, tribal governments, and local staff of four Federal agencies (U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Service, Environmental Protection Agency, and the 
Bureau of Land Management).  

A co-convener group was established in 2004 involving cooperators from county, state, and tribal 
governments. The co-conveners act as a sounding board for the forests. They helped craft the proposed 
action and have reviewed the DEIS, providing critical feedback, which the forests have incorporated. 
Periodically, additional meetings were held with other interest groups. After 6 years of collaborative 
work with the public, local, state, and tribal governments, the proposed plans were released to the 
public for scoping comments in March 2010.  

The Process, Timeline, and Where We are in the Process 

Following is the process and timeline outlined for this project. Currently, we completed scoping in 2010, 
and will be releasing the Draft EIS and Plan for public comment in March of this year. 

Dates Tasks in the Process 
2003 - 2010 Forest Service identified a need for action and developed a proposal (the 

proposed action). Many Planning Rule changes during this timeframe. 
Early 2010 Scoping begins: Proposed Action released for public comment, public meetings 

held, and comments analyzed. 
Summer 2010 Revision team considers scoping comments and identifies issues 
2010 to Winter 2014 Alternatives to the Proposed Action are developed from the identified issues 

from Scoping. Effects to social, economic, and natural resources are analyzed. 
Collaboration continues with Co-Conveners, Tribes, and John Day Snake RAC. In 
addition, planning rule changed along with IDT membership.  

March/April 2014 Draft EIS and Plan released for public comment, public meetings to be held and 
comments will be analyzed to be incorporated into the Final EIS and Plans. 

2014 – 2015 Continued public engagement with co-conveners, other agencies, Tribes, and 
public. 

Summer 2015 Completion of ongoing ESA consultation 
Summer 2015 Notice of Availability for FEIS and Plans/Objection Process Begins 
Fall 2015 Resolution of Objections, sign the Records of Decision 
 
 Contact Information: 
Sabrina Stadler, Team Leader: 541-523-1264 
Jodi Kramer, Public Affairs Officer: 541-523-1246 
 
Email:   bluemtnplanrevision@fs.fed.us 
Web site: http://www.fs.usda.gov/goto/BlueMtnsPlanRevision 

Would YOU like to be on the 
Mailing List: 

Email:  
bluemtnplanrevision@fs.fed.us 

Call:  Jodi Kramer, Public Affairs 
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