Complete Notes for Public Meeting Held in Spokane, WA, 10-29-03


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 Spokane Public Meeting,

Flip Chart Notes—Comments from the Public

October 29, 2003

1. Address wild land urban interface

2. Balance amount of motorized and non-motorized trail opportunities based on quality of experience.  Ex.  80 (50?) miles motorized, 10 miles hiking trail.

3. Look at maintenance of hiking trails and all trails poorly maintained.

4. Acknowledge how much space in zones that is actually being used for original intended use overtime as world changes, and original use continues to be limited.

5. Plan recreation facilities for maximum use (access and infrastructure)

6. Dealing with upkeep and maintenance of roads and whether roads should be closed.

7. Use closed roads for ATV use or 4x4 use

8. Roads considered for closure should be looked at as may be all kinds of uses

9. Provide loop opportunities for recreation

10. Sustain natural areas and prevent motorized use in certain natural areas

11. Eliminate management areas and designate critical habitat areas and other areas that limit certain types of use instead.

12. Incorporate flexibility into the plan to deal with shifts and population centers and disturbances such as fire.

13. Deal with potential roadless areas that could be designated as Wilderness that have never been designated as inventoried roadless areas

14. Designate a roadless area management area

15. Need more winter recreation acreage on NF

16. Not good information available to recreationists as to where to snowmobile, camp, hike, etc.

17. Trailheads and trail road intersections not adequately posted

18. Educate the public via book format or brochures for all activities that the public is allowed to do in each management area

19. Reduce conflict between a recreation use and use of T&E species

20. Needs of 4 wheel quad are different than single track (motorcycles), provide opportunities for both

21. snowmobile and 4 wheeling are incompatible (ex. Snowmobile and cross country skiing compatible.  Others strongly disagree.

22. Public recreation work in 1970’s w/ state department of WL and NFS has not been implemented

23. Are management areas going to be about the same size?

24. Maintain existing single track motorized trails

25. See FS develop manual about use of horses, backpacker, motorized (different uses on NF) and do signing on proper use.

26. Better educate, example:  How to take care of a meadow

27. Emphasize signing to explain land management and education in Forest Plan

28. Segregate areas, snowmobile vs. snowshoe, etc.   Motorized and non-motorized incompatible in the same area.

29. Wildlife Council- Wildlife move to low elevations in the winter.  Concern:  access be limited in wildlife areas by snowmobilers.  Keep out of during winter.

30. Emphasize trails be multi-use (horse, hiker, mountain bike)  Doesn’t like to split uses.  Education/signs and meetings are needed to inform the public.

31. Keep Multi-use trails open.  Don’t limit access by ORV users.  Kiosks are needed at trailhead with information.

32. Developed recreation facilities and trails, parking areas, need to be designed to meet needs of useage.  Determine projected useage and build to standards.

33. Multi use:  keep open to all users.

34. Management open on all users.

35. Dry land- not motorized—single track—limit use to other than motorized.  Designated trail.

36. Snowmobile use and cross country damage

37. Dirt roads within the forest that are not overgrown----Let people use these areas.  During summer time, open roads to recreation and orvs—need to maintain---In winter, open to snowmobiles.

38.  Jeep trails are being closed.  Keep them open.

39. Horse use—we have a right to ride---preserve use of horses/livestock to maintain heritage.

40. Would like trails to be reconstructed after timber sales—be enforced.

41. Volunteers---Forest Service needs to continue to support volunteer programs more actively.  Be proactive with coordinators.  Need advisory committee.  

42. Motorized/non-motorized:  Is there a push for 1 or the other?

43. Forest managers need to educate those who don’t understand the different uses of the forest regarding needs of wildlife.

44. Trail heads should be dispersed throughout the forest.  Camp sites reduce impact.

45. People are ok with plan.  May not think there is a problem in relation to low turn out at meetings.

46. Discourage large recreation sites for camping.  Use money for trail maintenance.  Support Forest Service to be more primitive.  

47. Could a buffer zone be created to limit building next to the Forest? 

Meeting Notes

- Public Meeting -
Colville, and the Okanogan and Wenatchee Forest Plans Revision
Jundt Art Center and Museum, Gonzaga University
Spokane, Washington

Wednesday, October 29, 2003
Comments about Presentation:

Will more Wilderness be designated in the revised plans and how will this be done?  

Congress designates Wilderness, not the Forest Service.  Inventoried Roadless areas will be looked at for candidacy to Wilderness.
Why do people insist upon having Wilderness in a forest that has a history of burning every 35 years and in areas where fires wipe out the forests? What is wrong with these people?  These so-called experts think that these areas are “old growth.” The fact is they burned in the 1930s.  You have the information and proof of this, so why don’t you educate these nuts?

We will capture your ideas in our notes and on our boards when we discuss ideas, input during the Question/Answer period.
Are the zones or management areas geographically determined?  

Some MAs  do have geographic boundaries at times.  They do not have to be tied to geographical areas such as a river or road.  They can comprise a vegetation type.  Some management areas are located along roads, such as Scenic Highway corridors.
What provisions will be made to identify roadless areas that were qualified as Inventoried Roadless but were not identified in the 1978 RARE II process?  There are such roadless areas in the Colville National Forest, such as Granite Peak and Quartzite.

RARE II was a specific process not a part of forest planning.  No, we will not repeat the RARE II process during this plan revision process.  

Will you identify areas that should have been identified during that process?

The Forest Plan identifies management areas and makes decisions about them.  Areas can be defined by presence of lack of roads.  Decisions based upon the presence of or absence of roads may or may not be done.  We need to study the ongoing litigation of Roadless areas.  Please express your ideas during the breakout sessions.

Questions & Answers:

Revised plans should look at:

· Emphasizing signage for education, interpretation and information in recreation areas.

· Potential roadless areas that have not identified in RARE II.

· Don’t limit access based upon use.

· Multi-use/information oriented

· WUI should be addressed

· Neutral, un-timbered buffers between forest and private land.

· How do we get younger people involved in the plan revision process? 

· It is a good time to start educating children how to act in the forest, not destroy it.

· Etc., from flip charts
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