Complete Notes for Public Meeting Held in North Bend, WA, 11-06-03

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 are complete public comments captured on flip charts by the Forest Service at the public meeting.  In addition, meeting notes taken by the Forest Service are included.  

Flip Chart Notes

Forest Plan Revision, North Bend

Public Meeting, November 6, 2003

Flip Chart Notes

1. Fire—speed up thinning process.  Treat fuels quicker

2. Thinning- Loup Loup.  Slash left on ground and is a fuel hazard.

3. Fire Management Plan- process to develop Fire Management Plan. What about Pasayten Wilderness?

4. Decision making takes too long.

5. Multiple-use and balance demands.  Balancing demands for Wilderness with recreational areas.  Keep areas and roads open for rec use and fire suppression actions.

6. Insects and disease – how to manage and minimize opportunity for catastrophic fire.

7. Insects, disease- how to manage and minimize opportunity for catastrophic fire.

8. Roads:  weigh obliteration with the need for access.

9. Programmatic EIS should be used to deal with Fires Salvage (insect and disease). Deal quickly with catastrophic situation.  Keep the decisions on Forest and locally.

10. Look at zoned approach to Forest Management.   Landscape management and not a zoned approach.

11. Fire suppression- look for new and better tactics, approaches to fighting fire.  International help should be sought in fighting fire.

12. T&E Species- motorized trails relocated or closed due to T&E should be built/located elsewhere.  “No net loss please.”

13. Don’t do 300’ riparian buffer on whole forest, as it would close off camping in the area.  Motorized access should be kept and allowed.  Grandfather in existing use.

14. Old Growth: update and change current OKA LMP definition.

15. 300’ riparian buffer under PNWP; re-examine this and follow NWFP process to re-evaluate buffer width.

16. Incorporate Ski Area Master Plans in Revised LMP.  49 degrees N., White Pass, and others.

17. More and smaller Sno-Parks and summer trailheads.  Objective is to disperse impacts.

18. Grazing- fees charged are too low. 

19. Need a,mechanism to arbitrate/mediate between existing and conflicting laws.

20. Consider re-opening motorized trails closed over the last few years.  Process should include looking at linking trails.  Open minor roads to non-street legal OHV’s.  Suggest having a USFS license instead of State license. 

21. Cross-Country skiing- classifying this as a motorized use because they use groomed trails.

22. Cross-Country Skiing- Interest in having areas open and un-groomed for X-country skiing. (where you don’t need  a sno-park permit to park).

23.  R-opening motorized trails:  consider dual-track trails as well as single track.  Build more dual track tracks (quad runner not 4WD).

24. NW Forest Pass—make it one pass good everyplace and in every agency.  Get consistent interpretation of the rules for the Northwest Forest Pass.

25. Future generations:  Over-use is degrading forests.  Look down the road to the legacy.  One way is to have a good, long-term plan designating trails and recreation use.

26. Collaborate with the Department of Ecology on smoke management.  

27. Get more business-like in your decision-making.  Takes too long.

28. Studies of recreation trends, landlocked areas.  Maintain or improve access to landlocked private parcels and landlocked FS lands.

29. Need consistent policy on access to private lands and access across private lands to USFS lands.

30. Wolf:  would not recommend pursing wolf re-introduction.

31. Validate and strengthen the rec. residence program.

32. Try to anticipate future changes in recreation equipment and how it could impact other resources.  And assess what was already changed since LMPs came out.

33. Grizzly Bear and people.  LMP needs to plan for this.

34. Concern about continuing access to gold mining claims.

35. Look at demand or need for Wilderness Areas at a national scale, not a local, state or individual forest scale.

36. O net increase in Wilderness
37. Maximum increase in Wilderness

38. Who determines how an area is designated as habitat for grizzly or lynx?

39. Need formal trail maintenance program (formalized) volunteer groups included to fix/maintain trails.

40. With increase in population, we need to maintain and/or increase access for recreation. 

41. Does current plan anticipate current access reductions/restrictions

42. Increase the number and size of Snoparks for motorized winter recreation

43. Is there requirement to demonstrate compliance with existing plan?  If so where is record?

44. Need to assess road system to see if it meets current needs of rec., fire, timber.

45. Follow NVUM document for percent of rec. use designation

46. If roads are taken out of road system consider using road as trails

47. Use “old” roads for motorized/non-motorized use (all uses)

48. In revised plan acknowledge current roads and trails (user-built) that aren’t managed/ or recognized current plan.  Inventory and assess the user built trails.

49. Increase amount of areas for non-winter and winter motorized recreation

50. We need a clearer definition of what we can/ cannot do in Wilderness- need better info

51. Need some increase in dispersed recreation camping

52. increase groomed snowmobile trails

53. if additional wilderness areas are created, open up other areas for any activities displaced by wilderness designation

54. Update roadless area inventory

55. Need study on effects on forest of motorized summer and winder use. Keep separate.

56. Implement mile for mile trail replacement program for trail closures

57. Thin forest to remove all dead standing trees and fuel loads

58. continue to acquire forest industry lands from willing sellers

59. Display/communicate criteria for designating an area as wilderness so more people can get involved, express opinion

60. re:  effects on spotted owl, blame loggers for actions of barred owl

61. prioritize limited funding to road maintenance instead of road decommissioning

62. Provide rationale by road segment for road decommissioning and roads kept open on all forests-we need to know what you’re thinking.

63. Please make criteria available on how decisions are made in revision of plan volumes.

64. No increase in PSQ and un-programmed volumes over current levels.

65. Actually log what’s allowed in NW Plan.  

66. Log diseased trees while they still have value

67. Allow salvage operations after fires, more easily accessible

68. Allow licensed street legal motor bikes on same roads as passenger vehicles.

69. Continue programs to reduce fuel loads on private and federal lands

70. Designate and allow non-street legal routes on some roads of Wenatchee NF

71. Combine or coordinate NW Forest Pass across NF boundaries.  Should have access across NW without paying across OR and WA

72. Sno-park Fees and vehicle tabs need to be used, groom trails more often, be able to use motorized vehicle on NF lands

73. We need a new plan to put out fires (new suppression methods)

74. Summaries tend to lose a lot of individual comments

75. Provide information on how we are processing and using public comments

Meeting Notes

Forest Plan Revision Public Meeting Notes, 

Mt. Si Senior Citizens Hall

North Bend, WA  

11-06-03

Margaret Hartzell presented a 15 minute Power Point presentation which explained the Forest Plan Revision Process and the Proposed Planning Rule.

Many questions were asked by the public pertaining to process.  These all revolved about timelines in the proposed rule and in existing Nepa and appeal regulations.

Some other questions/answers/comments are presented in brief.

Q:  What rule says that we have to study new areas for Wilderness?

A:  NFMA and the Wilderness Act

Q:  What causes us to consider roads for closure for fire suppression?

A:  Site specific planning does this.

Comment:   Regarding minerals, gold mining, and gold panning west of Hart’s Pass………….It appears laws are conflicting and people are having trouble getting access to claims.

Answer:  This may be a question of “Decision Space”.  The Forest Supervisor can only make decisions within their authority.  NFMA, Wilderness Act, Mining Laws, and other laws are not within the authority of the Forest Supervisor.  Forest Plan Revision will not deal with any proposed changes to laws.  This is the role of Congress.

Q:  When must public comments be submitted to the Forest Service in order to be used in the “Analysis of the Management Situation” Report (AMS)?

A:  No dates have been set up yet.  The public will have ample opportunity to submit comments.

Q:  When will the Forest Service publish the time table for the EIS/DEIS?  

A:  The Proposed Planning Rule is only proposed.  We are waiting for finalizing of the planning rule.  Once the rule is finalized, we will be able to be more concrete with a time line.  The Proposed Planning Rule is expected to be finalized this fall/winter.

Q:  Is there a means to access other people’s concerns related to Forest Plan Revision?  

A:  Yes, we will post them on our web site and will provide hard copies to those who have indicated no access to computers.

Q:  Does the Draft Plan (AMS) need to be done before the DEIS is complete and when will it be complete? 

A:  Yes, winter of ’03/’04

Q:  Is the Forest Service planning to have more public meetings?

A:  Yes, but public meetings will only be scheduled when something substantive needs to be shared with the public or there is a need to collaborate on some issues with the public at a later date.  Meanwhile, the public may provide comments 24 hours a day via our e-mail address, U.S. Mail, or via telephone.

Q:  Will there be one or two EISs?

A:  1 EIS.

The public then divided up into 2 smaller groups facilitated by Margaret Hartzell and Rick Acosta.  Please see numerous comments made by the public in separate document which contains flip charts from this meeting in North Bend. 
