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The whole group spent significant time discussing the differences between Special Areas that are designated by Congress (such as Wilderness Areas and National Recreation Areas), Special Areas that are administratively designated and Management Areas.

Administratively designated Special Areas can be designated by the Forest Supervisor in conjunction with the Regional Forester if they are less than 100,000 acres.  Areas larger than 100,000 acres must be designated by the Chief of the Forest Service.

It was agreed that the Grid for Allowable Uses (sorting out the “gray”) would be filled out individually by the participants then again later on in the meeting by each Working Group collaboratively.

Linda Fee explained the draft document showing the IRAs on the Forest and their level of availability to become Proposed Wilderness Areas, according to Forest Service staff.

	MANAGEMENT AREAS


According to Llyod McGee per a conversation with Brad Miller, the County Commissioners are not ready to propose wilderness at this time.  There was an issue as to whether they should do this as elected officials since all of their constituents may not agree.  Proposing to keep the IRAs at least to the roadless rules or better to keep security.  Brad and Lloyd call this “Roadless Plus, Wilderness Minus”.
Once you designate a Recreation Area, can it be changed to a Wilderness in the future?

Concern: Can designations (or practices allowed to be taken in certain designated areas) besides Wilderness be changed if unforeseen circumstances arise?

Llyod would be willing to work towards making a National Recreation Area Plan if it really has all of the protection that the group understands (must be designated by Congress).

Does designating an area as a NRA keep an area “natural”?  Not necessarily.  What about using an administratively designated Primitive Area designation?
Llyod proposed to consider Granite/Lost Creek as a Recreation Area (administratively designated).


Already has established motorized trails.


Recreation areas don’t have to be roadless.  The area can be expanded.


Emphasize backcountry recreation


More protection than the other management areas


Can helicopters still fly over the area?  There is an emergency landing zone on top of Granite.  This is one of the things that would need to be specifically addressed in the plan.


Why change the area’s designation to begin with?  For the extra protection.

Mary suggested making Abercrombie-Hooknose a Recreation Area as well.


If Abercrombie were designated as a Recreation Area, the plan would have to be different than the one made for Granite/Lost Creek.

Recreation Area

Administratively designated

Explicitly potential wilderness

Local collaborative process required

How do we move into the legislative process (such as Wilderness designation)?

Llyod:  There is a consensus that Granite/Lost Creek can be dropped out of Wilderness proposal.  This is a good candidate for proposing as a Recreation Area.  There probably won’t be consensus for most other areas.

One of the reasons the Commissioners are against wilderness is because they are giving up so much real estate.

James:  In November, Congress approved a wilderness area in Northern California.  Part of that bill includes 75,000 acres of OHV.

Lots of people in the group want to preserve the wilderness “character” of many places.  Jasmine finds this very encouraging.

Joe Bond, County Commissioner, joined Group 1 after lunch.

Representatives for the Round-up Meeting in February:
 Llyod McGee and Derrick Knowles
The Round-up will take place on March 1, 2,or 9 at 2pm.  Anyone can attend the meeting.  The final date will be relayed by e-mail.
	GENERAL SUITABILITY MATRIX


Previous meeting notes (from April 29, 2006) will need to be consulted for details about the “Yes” and “No” answers.

Responsible Management Areas – see previous notes for road construction details.

Restoration Areas -
Wildland Fire Use – Yes, but in predetermined areas (not in the entire Restoration Area designation)

Motorized (summer & winter) – Sometimes




Road Construction - Sometimes
Group is answering “Yes” to “Is the Use in our toolbox?”  This doesn’t mean that the Use should be done in every situation and on every part of the Management Area.  It just leaves it as an available option.

Inventoried Roadless Area -
Sometimes: Wildland Fire Use, Prescribed Fire, Fire Suppression (yes to Fire Suppression, the closer you are to the WUI)
Motorized Use – no new roads; use existing roads; if there are existing motorized trails, try to find a place to “swap”





Motorized Use (winter) – No, except for Granite





Pest Management – Sometimes, very limited





Timber Production cannot be done in IRAs.





Timber Harvest – Sometimes, but limited
Proposed Wilderness Area -
If an area is being proposed as wilderness, you would want to preserve the wilderness quality of the area.  The question we need to ask ourselves, is “Does this use enhance/degrade the wilderness quality of the area?”




Gathering Forest Products should be non-commercial.

Timber Harvest (unscheduled) - Suggestion: do treatments that may be necessary (such as fuel reduction) before an area becomes a recommended wilderness.

Priority for thinning (because of lack of funding) is the WUI, not the roadless areas.

It’s a good idea to take care of the noxious weeds when the problem is small instead of waiting until the spread is great.

General Suitability Matrix

	Uses
	Responsible Management Area
	Restoration Area
	Inventoried Roadless Area
	Proposed Wilderness Area

	Wildland Fire Use
	N
	Maybe
	S
	Y

	Prescribed Fire
	Y
	Y
	S
	S

	Fire Suppression
	Y
	Y
	S, closer to WUI
	S

	Motorized Use (summer)
	Y
	S
	S, no new roads; use existing roads
	N

	Motorized Use (winter)
	Y
	S
	N, except Granite
	N

	Non-motorized Use (summer)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	Non-motorized Use (winter)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	Gathering Forest Products
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y, non-commercial

	Pest Management Projects
	Y
	Y
	S, very limited
	N

	Road Construction
	Y, see prev. notes
	S
	N
	N

	Timber Production
	Y
	N
	N, cannot be done in IRAs
	N

	Timber Harvest (unscheduled)
	Y
	Y
	S, limited
	Maybe

	Trail Construction
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Limited

	Vegetation Management Projects
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Limited


Jasmine:  Would like to finish the process of listing benefits and disadvantages of the Wilderness Areas that was started at last meeting.
Llyod:  Suggested that in case the group runs out of time, all of the IRAs that have been identified will be maintained and all the wilderness characteristics will be kept intact.
Addition to Llyod’s proposal:  Striving for balance of uses is important

Statement: In the effort to find balance between all the uses of the Forest, if there is no consensus for Wilderness designation, we recommend that all the IRAs should be managed to maintain wilderness characteristics to just under Wilderness Level Protection, including no timber harvesting and road building.

There will be ongoing negotiations after the Forest Plan is “done”.

If you recommend an area as Wilderness, you can still use chainsaws, for example, until the area actually becomes Wilderness.  Jasmine:  Does this new information change people’s views on whether an area should be proposed wilderness?
Llyod:  Make the statement that we are not anti-wilderness.  Let’s come to a consensus on at least one.  Salmo-Priest Additions is a likely candidate.

This group is supportive of the RMA (Responsible Management Area).

At this point, we have identified the RMAs but have not identified the Potential Wilderness Areas.  Frustrations were expressed.

.
Lloyd thought it was critical that the Colville go on record as supporting appropriate expansion of wilderness areas.  Especially since the Colville has been recognized nationally, it is important that people around the country know that collaborators can come to endorse proposals from a variety of points of view – there is enough forest for all of us.  After consulting a county commissioner from Pend Oreille County, Brad said that he could support the Salmo Priest for wilderness area.  

This group unanimously supports proposing the Salmo Priest Additions as Wilderness.

Derrick:  Suggested Abercrombie-Hooknose as Proposed Wilderness.

Current use: A grazing permitee is allowed to use his ATV there.  The permitee would still be allowed to use his ATV if the area were designated as Proposed Wilderness.
There is a horseback riding trail and a bike trail in the proposed area.

There was not consensus to propose Abercrombie as Wilderness.

Brad Miller: Any more agreements on designating areas as Proposed Wilderness by him would be conditional.
If the Wilderness designation were made, there is no equal designation on the “other side”.  Both Wilderness and RMA should be brought forward together in the Forest Plan.

How do we keep the balance present of the recommendations we make that are going forward?

Barbee:  If you could put into the Wilderness proposal that chainsaws can be used 2-3 weeks out of the year to clear trails, she would be okay with proposing areas as Wilderness.

Brad Miller:  Bothered by sending things off to DC and having no management control.
Vote on Hoodoo as Proposed Wilderness Area – no consensus

Lloyd:  Coalition has a lot of work to do.

The group is committed to pursuing future legislative solutions for achieving security for the Responsible Management and Wilderness Areas as well as pursuing solutions to recreation and other challenges.

	COLLABORATION COMMENTS


Less of “us” and “them”
We’ve worked out a solution of working together

Better understanding of other people’s concerns

We may not all have the same viewpoints, but everybody has the same idea of keeping the wild areas wild.
We have more agreement than we realize.  There’s still a lot of work to do.  Would like to see the Forest Plan move forward.

Appreciated the honesty, directness

Forest is ever-changing

We know so little about how the forest actually works, it’s hard for us to conceive or understand it.

Good group to work with; even though we have a lot of differences of opinions, we haven’t killed each other yet.

Aware of so many issues that are happening in the forest; changed outlook

Thankful for everyone’s perspective; everyone has good points.

Thankful that nobody has left the table.

We need something locking in so that our grandkids don’t have to re-do this.

No one made any derogatory remarks.

Glad to get out here and meet a lot of people.

Appreciate the respect for each other that everyone has maintained.  Appreciate all the work that people have put in to the NEWFC.  This has set the tone of what can happen on the Colville.

New appreciation for the Forest Service; appreciate that it is important to remember that even though there are differences at the table, the group has lots in common.

We got closer to a feeling of trust today.  Like the respect and trust among the group.
The process has been somewhat painful, but was has been enlightening is understanding others’ joys and interests.  Realized what a gem we have in the forest.

We have a whole lot in common with the environmental community.  Hope that our efforts are going to be positive.  We don’t hold back.  We speak from the heart on issues.
Lloyd:  Roadless Plus, Wilderness Minus

There can be a “conservation area” that would be administratively put forward that would give another level of protection to IRA.  Another name for this is a “Primitive Area”.
Derrick:  It’s not worth the bother to get an administrative designation.  It would just be a label.

In order to move forward, it would have been helpful to recommend certain areas as Wilderness in the Forest Plan.

A designation and a plan gives something meaning.
A letter of appreciation from the Forest Supervisor and a Colville National Forest pin were given to all of the collaboration participants.

Awards were presented to those individuals who came to every Forest Plan Collaboration meeting.
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