Summary of Comments Received at Wenatchee, WA Public Meeting, 10/23/03

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 is a summary of public comments expressed by the public during the meeting in answer to the above two questions.  The public comments are arranged in categories that are bold-faced.
Forest Plan and Forest Management:  The Forest Plan shouldn’t be too general since this will cause it to lack significance.  Seems like you may need to “go back to scratch” on may issues since the existing Forest Plan is so commodity oriented and we’re not looking at things that way anymore.  Existing standards and guidelines of the existing plan are hard to understand and need to be changed or done away with.  The plan is also not specific enough.  Use management direction that everyone can understand.  Local decision making in Forest Plan Revision is a good move.  The Forest needs to keep track of barriers/impediments to getting Forest Management accomplished and work toward change.  

Noxious Weeds:  More funding needed to deal with noxious weeds since the Forest has limited resources.  Higher levels of the Forest Service must receive this message.  Inaction magnifies the problem.  Studies and planning have been the emphasis on noxious weeds to date.  Need action.  Input from the public in setting treatment priorities and emphases would be valuable.  The “fix” (biological and chemical) could also have an impact.  

Roadless:  Inventoried roadless areas should remain roadless and not designated as Wilderness.  Roadless areas are good for non-motorized recreation such as horse use without creating a new Wilderness.  We also need to maintain access in roadless areas to suppress fires.  Roadless areas offer more flexibility than Wilderness.    

Recreation Impacts:  Vehicle/motorized recreation use is a huge impact on the Forest.  Hiker and horse use cause a lesser impact.  Need to address ORV, 4 wheel drive recreation problems.  Need to use radio and continue information and education of the users.  Be firm and keep vehicles off some lands by closing some roads.  
Commodities:  Can community-based forestry (value added commodities, etc.) be sustained?  There is a need to look at other commodity possibilities, small wood, etc.   We need to emphasize commodities such as dispersed and developed recreation as a value and contributor to the local economy.  We have lost sources of revenue and need to enhance remaining opportunities.    

Salvage Sales:  Act quickly on fire salvage and get the value of the wood.  Need less analysis.  

Fire Risk:  treatments and locations for treatments need to be closely reviewed (access and methods).  The Forest Service can make a huge impact locally on what can be done to help the situation.  jDRy Forest Strategy is sound philosophy but needs to be implemented on a larger scale.

Use History as a Guide:  apply common sense rather than prolonged research.  Don’t make changes until you’re certain that changes will work or until it’s proved that a change will make things better.  Rather than stopping everything to prove that something is right, be sure that you can prove that it is wrong first (Methow ditch water being too warm).  Use history to help make decisions/changes  that will be for the better.

Northwest Forest Plan:  Major portions of the NW Plan need to be addressed.  To incorporate the NW Plan seems to be a significant job.  

Enforcement:  Damage to forest resources such as “mudding”, etc. need to be prevented by better enforcement.  

An Incentive/Awards Program is needed to promote and reward good performance of high performing Forests in the Region.  This should also be designed to reward high performing Forests with better funding.  

Education:  The Forest Service has done a good job explaining fire management and the need to treat vegetation to reduce fire risk.  A lot of people do not understand what they can do.  
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