Summary of Comments Received at Okanogan, WA Public Meeting, 10/16/03

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.

Timber Harvest and the Local Economy:  The Forest is not meeting programmed harvest levels and the public wants to see the Forest opened back up to harvest.  The Forest is a renewable resource and the public would like to see “hands on” management.  “Hands off forest management policy is not working.  Logging more would help the Forest Service in its limited finances/budget and also support the local economy. The Forest Service is becoming too “pro-environmental”.   Colville Tribe management of their lands should be emulated.  Baseline for timber analysis should look at 1960’s harvest volumes.  Use a timeframe when timber was being harvested on the Forest as a baseline for timber harvest.  Disclose effects on economics, capital goods, community, and employment. 

Timber Harvest, Wildlife, and Water:  Use timber harvest to improve wildlife habitat and to improve foraging habitat for lynx.  The lynx is not helped by not logging.  Manage for water retention and production.

Forest Service Accountability: The Forest Service hasn’t done its job.  Why hasn’t the Forest Service produced timber volumes stated in the Forest Plan?  If the public tells the Forest Service to implement the plan, how does the public hold the Forest Service accountable?  Agency employees need to be held accountable.  There’s poor decision making by the agency.  Timber sales, recreation projects, grazing projects are taking too long.  There’s no timeline for getting anything done.  We request the Forest Supervisor to be held accountable.  Forest Service employees are deliberately biasing studies and should be prosecuted for their actions.  Mistakes in fires suppression in the ’03 season should be addressed.   

Fire Salvage:  Timber burned in ’03 fire season should already be salvaged.  Follow the actions of the Colville Tribe.  They are removing burned timber from areas that were burned this year.  Clean up the burn areas and harvest what you can.

Fire Risk:  We need plans to clean up fuels, bug kill and get people back to work.  A lot of the Forest is burning up.  We need thinning to clean it up.  Increase availability of fire wood to public.  

1989 Appeal of the Okanogan N.F. Forest Plan:  Some aspects of the appeal were never addressed or given a hearing.  This should happen before the revision process moves forward. 

Two Separate Plans for the Wenatchee N.F. and Okanogan N.F.:   The Wenatchee N.F. has more recreational concerns and the communities of the Wenatchee NF have higher incomes than the Okanogan N.F.  Input from people of Okanogan N.F. resource dependent communities and the impact of their input to Plan Revision will be diluted if the two Forests have one Forest Plan.  Forest Service activities have different economic impacts to communities of the Okanogan N.F. and to communities of the Wenatchee N.F.   One plan for both Forests would be too generalized.  

Grazing and Local Economy:  We’re losing grazing lands/forage because we’re not logging.  Okanogan County is heavily dependent on grazing.  60 families are dependent on grazing in Okanogan County.  The grazing situation needs to be improved on the Forest.  Increased timber harvest would improve grazing conditions and possibly local economy.    

Laws such as the Wilderness Act and the Endangered Species Act need to be revised.

Community based resource management is needed. 

Tourism and Recreation:  Enhance recreation on the Forest by providing value added tourism including loops, snowmobiling, pleasure drives, alpine and Nordic skiing, snowshoeing, mushing, etc.  Improve barrier free/accessible opportunities.  

Recreation Fees:  should be used wisely to promote tourism and recreation.  Recreationists in Wilderness are getting a free ride.  Keep the fees.  Others say to eliminate Recreation Fee Demonstration Project.  

Unroaded/Roadless Areas:  Manage these areas according to allocations already determined in existing Forest Plan.  Unroaded areas were supposed to be looked at and never were.

Transportation Management:  Closing and tearing up roads precludes management and fire control.  Gates would have been sufficient.  

Old Growth:  We have areas set up as old growth areas and old growth is not even defined.  Rigid size constraints for old growth limits our effectiveness with timber sales and treatments when trying to deal with insect and disease trees.  Old growth management for spotted owl is not working.
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