Summary

Eastern Washington Cascades and Yakima 

Provincial Advisory Committee (PAC) Meeting

May 18, 2007

Attendees:  
1. Howard Briggs (recreation & tourism interests)
2. Steve Buck (public at large)

3. Lee Carlson (Yakama Nation)
4. Bill Ford (recreation & tourism interests)
5. June Helbig (recreation interests)
6. Mike McFeeley (forest products industry)
7. Dale Neuman (recreation & tourism interests)
8. Liz Tanke (public at large)
9. Dan Wood (Chelan County Commissioners)
10. Cynthia Wilkerson (environmental interests, for Susan Crampton)
11. Gus Bekker (Forest Conservation) 

12. Walt Smith (public at large)

13. Barry Donohue (environmental interests)

Observer: Dick Coppack
Forest Service attendees:  Karen Mollander (Deputy Forest Supervisor), Margaret Hartzell (Forest Plan Revision Team Leader), Deb Kelly (Public Affairs Specialist, Forest Plan Revision Team), Paul Hart (Public Affairs Group Leader), Robin DeMario (note taker), John Newcomb (Methow Valley District Ranger), John Rohr (Methow Valley Ranger District), Bob Sheehan (Chelan District Ranger), Ken Dull (Chelan Ranger District), Mick Mueller (Wenatchee River Ranger District), Jim Hadfield (Forest Pathologist), Tom Graham (Entiat Ranger District)
Facilitators:  Kathy Bond, Susan Hayman  

Meeting Objectives (see Attachment 1 – Agenda):

1. Evaluate and rate the five remaining moderate-high capability Wenatchee National Forest Inventoried roadless areas

2. Evaluate and rate the four moderate-high capability Okanogan National Forest inventoried roadless areas

Handouts:
1. Agenda 
2. Revised Need Considerations Table (dated 1.26.2007)
3. Availability Considerations Tables (dated 11.17.2006 and 1.26.2007)
Welcome and Introductory Remarks: 
Susan Hayman opened the meeting by welcoming all participants, and asking PAC members and others present to introduce themselves.

Karen Mollander, Forest Supervisor, provided the following opening remarks:
· Jim Boynton has announced his retirement effective the end of June or the end of July depending upon when his replacement is selected.

· The court injunction that stopped the Forest Service from operating under the 2005 Planning Rule is the reason for canceling the last scheduled PAC meeting. FS is receiving more direction on what that injunction means. The Okanogan-Wenatchee will continue collaboration work.  

· WA State recently passed legislation related to forest health issues (insect infestations); this primarily deals with state and private lands.  

There was discussion about the effects to the Okanogan-Wenatchee Forests from this legislation, given some of the current insect and disease concerns on the forest. Karen reinforced that there are ways to deal with insect and disease other than timber harvest.
John Newcomb said the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Tripod Fire Salvage Project is now available for review and comment. It analyzes the impacts of salvage harvesting, re-planting trees and removing roadside danger trees in a portion of the forest burned during the Tripod Fire of 2006.
Tom Graham provided a brief update to the travel management planning process, including the possibility of public meetings later in the summer. The Travel Management Plan covers all motorized travel (including routes and areas) but does not affect snowmobiles. Uses that would be affected include ATVs, motorcycles, and all motor vehicles (except snowmobiles). Every forest in the nation is working on the Travel Management Plan.  

Karen reported that Recreation Site Facility Master Planning was underway, and that public meetings dealing with this issue will occur in June. The Forest has a huge maintenance backlog and needs to make some choices about where to put maintenance focus and maintenance dollars. Amy Tinderholdt and Mike Rowan are the lead contacts for this effort.

Susan Hayman transitioned the group to the work scheduled today, and provided an overview to the agenda. She referred to the “Things we have heard you say” and “Remember…” posters (see Attachment 2, Flip Chart Notes), and asked PAC members to keep these in mind in their small group deliberations.   
IRA Evaluations for Wilderness:

Prior to breaking into small groups for the evaluation task work, Margaret Hartzell provided some things to think about when evaluation “need” for wilderness:
· Are there any other wildernesses in the area in relationship to the Inventoried Roadless Area?

· Are those wilderness areas receiving a lot or little visitor pressure?  

· If the wilderness areas receive a lot of pressure, is there somewhere nearby where the public can go to experience a wilderness experience (state lands, parks, etc.)?  

· Are there other unique scientific values or phenomena in this area? Does this area provide for preservation of identifiable landform types and ecosystems (very specific land form types in the region)?

Susan reminded the PAC about the email discussion regarding evaluating water for fisheries. There was a question at the last PAC meeting about whether fish should be considered under water issues or wildlife issues. Based on PAC input through the email discussion, fisheries issues should be addressed under the wildlife category. Water availability and use is primarily human/municipal use of the water. She also reminded the PAC to be mindful that “Option 4” under the “overall evaluation” is for those areas where the PAC would like to see roadless character maintained, but under some other form of management than wilderness; it is not a “catch all” category for those areas not supported by the PAC for wilderness recommendation.
Susan then reviewed the small group task. PAC members were asked to divide into three groups as suggested by the facilitators based on geography (see Attachment 2 – Flip Charts for the list of who was in each group). PAC members again had the option to swap groups if they felt more compelled to evaluate other IRAs than those in their suggested group. As at the February and March meetings, each group had a facilitator and district resource advisors. Hard copy maps displaying recreation, vegetation and wildlife attributes were available to each group. In addition, a central laptop and projector were available to each group if they needed to consult additional GIS data layers.
Each group had three poster-sized templates to fill out and use as a basis for their small group reports:  Availability Evaluation Summary, Need Evaluation Summary, and Composite Evaluation Summary. At the conclusion of the small group session, a spokesperson from each group presented only the composite evaluation. Documentation from each group is contained in Attachment 4. Flip chart notes of the subsequent PAC discussion are contained in Attachment 2. 

The small group’s conclusions on Availability, Need and Overall Evaluation are listed for each IRA, followed by the PAC’s recommendation. PAC recommendations include an identified “option(s):”

Option 1:  We would support recommending this area for wilderness because…

Option 2:  We might support recommending this area for wilderness because…

Option 3:  We would not support recommending this area for wilderness because…

Option 4:  We would like to see this area’s roadless characteristics preserved through some other mechanism than wilderness designation because…

A table summarizing the PAC recommendations follows the conclusions noted for each IRA.
Group 1 (Gus, Lee, Mike, Barry)
Alpine #2, #3, and #4  

· Availability: 
· Areas #2 and #4 have high availability for wilderness 

· Area #3 (Coulter Lake Road) has moderate availability for wilderness

· Need: 
· High need for area #2 to be wilderness

· Moderate need for area #3 to be wilderness

· Low need for area #4 to be wilderness

· Overall Evaluation: 
· Support recommending areas #2 and #4 for wilderness designation
· Like to see area #3’s roadless characteristics preserved through some other mechanism than wilderness designation because area #3 allows for outfitter operations and disabled hunting; try to preserve roadless as much as possible.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC would support recommendation of areas #2 and #4 for wilderness designation, and #3 to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation.
Alpine #6, #7, and #8 
· Availability: High availability for wilderness. 
· Need (the group is of two minds about this):
· Some feel there is high need for this area to be wilderness because of management issues, a nearby high use area, more control over areas #6, #7, and #8 that would access high use existing wilderness in the Enchantments.  
· Some feel there is low need for this area to be wilderness because adding areas #6, #7, and #8 as wilderness will not relieve pressure on the Enchantments, but there are opportunities to align the boundary with identifiable land forms.

· Overall Evaluation: Might support recommending this area for wilderness to accommodate recreation and irrigation issues, to support existing uses in the valley, and to align the boundary with landforms.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing areas #6, 7, 8 to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation.
Alpine #9 and #10 
· Availability: Areas with a potential need for future veg/WUI treatment are moderately available for wilderness. Non-WUI areas have high availability for wilderness.

· Need: There is low need for this area to be wilderness because it is adjacent to WUI and private land, there is low social need, and low recreation use. There is moderate/high biologic need (spotted owl, fisheries).
· Overall Evaluation:  Would like to see roadless characteristics preserved through some other mechanism than wilderness designation
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing areas #9 and 10 to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation.
Heather Lake

· Availability: High availability for wilderness except for the “ski unit.”
· Need: There is high need for this area to be wilderness because of boundary manageability (defensible for enforcement).

· Overall Evaluation: Support recommending this area for wilderness designation, with the exception of the ski unit.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC would support recommendation for wilderness designation except for the “ski unit;” in the “ski unit,” preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation.
Canyon Creek

· Availability: This area has high availability for wilderness due to remoteness and solitude.
· Need: There is high need for this area to be wilderness because of sockeye salmon and water quality protection.

· Overall Evaluation: Support this area for wilderness designation.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC would support recommendation of this area for wilderness designation.
Twin Lakes (North)
· Availability: High availability for wilderness because of its remoteness, solitude, and there is no motorized use.

· Need: High need for this area to be wilderness because of fish and water quality, and boundary manageability.

· Overall Evaluation: Support recommending this area for wilderness. 
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC would support recommendation of this area for wilderness designation.
Twin Lakes (South)

· Availability: Moderate availability for wilderness because there are inholdings of private land, dry forest (rocky, gravely slopes, no road building), and WUI issues (vegetation).

· Need: Moderate need for this area to be wilderness due to sockeye salmon; there are not any boundary issues.

· Overall Evaluation: Preserve this area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation because of opportunities to do some management activities.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing this area to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation.
Group 2 (June, Liz, Dan, Howard)
Pyramid (North)

· Availability: High availability for wilderness because there are no minerals, it is roadless, vegetation management is not feasible, and it has the feel of a “self-willed” land as it does what it wants to do.

· Need: Low need for this area to be wilderness 

· Overall Evaluation: Might support recommending this area for wilderness because of natural geographic change, north has more rugged topography and south has gentler topography which allows more management activities and access.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC might support recommending this are for wilderness designation.
Pyramid (South)
· Availability: Both moderate and low availability for wilderness, due to WUI, forest health, snowmobile/ other recreation, but there is a portion that could be considered high to moderate availability.
· Need: Low need for this area to be wilderness 

· Overall Evaluation: Preserve this area’s roadless characteristics preserved through some other mechanism than wilderness designation because we like the way it is managed now.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing this area to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation.
Railroad Creek (Domke, Lightning, Copper)
· Availability: Low availability for wilderness because of existing recreation, forest health needs, land use permitted at Domke Lake, and mine remediation.
· Need: Low need for this area to be wilderness because there are plenty of wildernesses nearby, and this area presents an opportunity for non-motorized use.
· Overall Evaluation:  Support either not recommending for wilderness, or preserve this area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation. We like the way it is managed now. Protect scenery at Holden and at the lake. Allow vegetation management for fuel reduction and restoration of the dry forest.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing this area to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation only if it will allow for restoration and remediation of the mine. 
North Chelan/Sawtooth Backcountry

· Availability: Low availability for wilderness because there are 35 active mining claims, unique motor recreation, and the need for vegetation management for a portion (dry forest, urban interface) of the area.

· Need: Low need for this area to be wilderness because there is adequate adjacent wilderness and low user pressure.

· Overall Evaluation: Support either not recommending for wilderness, or preserve this area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation, because of the unique opportunity for motorized/ mechanized use, the potential for some harvest in the dry forest only, and the opportunity for use by large groups. 
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing this area to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation only if it will allow for vegetation management as needed, while providing “backcountry” opportunities. 
Sawtooth/Kangaroo Ridge

· Availability: Moderate availability for wilderness 

· Need:  Low need for this area to be wilderness (wildlife issues, maintain lynx and wolverine habitat)
· Overall Evaluation: Preserve this area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation because the area is adequately protected with the current management. Scenic corridor adequately protected by federal act.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing this area to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation. 
Group 3 (Cynthia, Walt, Steve, Bill)
Liberty Bell

· Availability: Moderate availability for wilderness. Avoid CERCLA area, snowmobile areas and Methow River Trail. Focus on north and south valley into Pasayten Wilderness.

· Need: 
· Moderate need for this area to be wilderness (driven by wildlife habitat values).
· Low need for this area to be wilderness (driven by current user pressure/use variety, roads and highway, no overriding need for more).

· Overall Evaluation: Preserve this area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation. Maintain or at least not expand current motorized use levels. Manage to protect wildlife values.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing this area to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation. 
Pasayten Rim (Farewell, Pasayten Rim/Billy Goat, and Sunrise to Last Chance/Hart’s Pass)

· Availability: 
· The Farewell section has high availability for wilderness

· The Pasayten Rim/Billy Goat area has moderate availability for wilderness

· The Sunrise to Last Chance/Hart’s Pass area has low availability for wilderness

· Need: Low (+) need for this area to be wilderness because of wildlife, represented forest type, a lot of adjacent wilderness, and not a lot of use.

· Overall Evaluation: 
· Might support recommending a portion of Pasayten Rim (Farewell area) as wilderness
· Would not support recommending Sunrise to Last Chance for wilderness 
· Preserve the Billy Goat area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC… 

· Might support recommending a portion of Pasayten Rim (Farewell area) as wilderness
· Would not support recommending Sunrise to Last Chance for wilderness 
· Would like to preserve the Billy Goat area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation. 
Long Swamp

· Availability:  Moderate availability for wilderness because of snowmobile activity

· Need: 
· Moderate need for this area to be wilderness due to wildlife and unique landforms.
· Low need for this area to be wilderness because there are lots of other opportunities nearby.

· Overall Evaluation: Preserve this area’s roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation, because of the roadless character, wildlife values, and unique landforms /ecosystems.
· PAC Recommendation: The PAC supports managing this area to preserve roadless characteristics through some other mechanism than wilderness designation. 
PAC Recommendations Summary
	Would Support Wilderness Recommendation

(Option 1)
	Might Support Wilderness Recommendation

(Option 2)
	Would Not Support Wilderness Recommendation

(Option 3)
	Manage for roadless character through management than wilderness 
(Option #4)

	· Alpine Lakes 2, 4

· Heather Lake (all but “ski unit”

· Canyon Creek

· Twin Lakes (north)
	· Alpine Lakes 6, 7, 8
· Pyramid (north)

· Pasayten Rim (Farewell)
	Pasayten Rim (Sunrise to Hart’s Pass)
	· Alpine Lakes 3, 9, 10

· Heather Lake “ski unit”

· Twin Lakes (south)

· Pyramid (south)

· Sawtooth/Kangaroo Ridge

· Liberty Bell

· Pasayten Rim (Billy Goat)

· Long Swamp




Observer Comments: 
Dick Coppock:  I really think that the PAC members did a tremendous job going through this process. I commend everyone here, and those who worked on this in the past and are absent today. Good job!
John Newman: Good job, I thought the process went well. I appreciate everyone’s effort, Deb Kelly’s in particular, in pulling this together.
Bin Items

The dates for the Recreation Site Facility Master Plan public meetings are:

· June 14 at the Forest Headquarters office in Wenatchee, 6:30- 8:30 p.m.

· June 28 at Hal Holmes Center in Ellensburg, 6:30 to 8:30 p.m.

· July 14 from 10 a.m. to 12 p.m. in Okanogan (location to be determined)

PAC members will be notified of the Travel Management public meeting dates. At this time each ranger district is planning to hold a meeting, and the details are yet to be determined. 

Wrap-up
Karen expressed her appreciate to all the resource advisors and District Rangers for their help and input, and to PAC members for their continued contributions to this process. 
The next PAC meeting is scheduled for Thursday, June 14. This meeting will start at 9:00 a.m. and end at 4:00 p.m. and will be located in the large conference room at the Okanogan and Wenatchee National Forests headquarters office.  

Respectfully submitted,

Kathy Bond and Susan Hayman, Facilitators

Note: Meeting notes captured on laptop by Robin DeMario during the course of discussion are included in their entirety in Attachment 3.
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