Summary of Comments Received at Ione/Metaline Falls, WA Public Meeting, 10/27/03

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 bold-faced categories.
Timber harvest is important and should be specifically addressed and not called “vegetation”.  87 jobs were lost when Vaagen’s Ione Mill closed.  The Forest Service should consider economic impacts to communities due to recent reduced harvest levels.  More timber output is needed from the National Forests.  The Forest Service appears to pick and choose which laws it follows and does not follow laws which mandate timber harvest and laws designed to protect communities from economic disaster.    

Government Collaboration:  The Forest Service should establish stronger relationships with County commissioners/local government to better understand local economic impacts.

Local input should be listened to and stressed by the Forest Service.  It appears local input is ignored by the Forest Service since there are few people in the local rural communities. 

The Forest Service uses “bad science” and doesn’t substantiate its decisions which prevent people’s access to the forest and which prevent timber harvest.  The Forest Service will use lynx, caribou or grizzly bear to close entire areas without using good science.  Tribal/State/Federal wildlife biologists are making erroneous assumptions.  

Access to the National Forest is important.  We don’t like the new road closures.  These road closures should not “get out of hand”.  There are so many rules and restrictions.  Most of us want answers on forest closure and restrictions for snowmobiles, cross country skiing, four wheelers, OHV.  Campgrounds should be kept open longer and well into hunting season.  How will the forest plan revision accommodate increased use specifically alpine skiing, hunting, and camping?  Existing laws ignore the needs of people, elderly, and youth.

Adequate Infrastructure (parking lots, etc.) needs to be planned and present to accommodate increased recreation growth now and in the future.   Restrictive mode in place today is stifling economic growth.   

Large areas of management areas are no longer “useable” as more environmental restrictions are imposed.  This is detrimental to the operation of such special user permit holders as ski areas.  One possible solution is to limit the number of management areas.  

The revised plan should show which areas are roadless and which aren’t.  The revised plan should show that they are not considered wilderness (specifically Abercrombie/Granite Peak and Quartzite areas). No more wilderness or restricted areas.  

The Sullivan Lake area will be one of those “get out of the way fires” due to presence of heavy fuels.  

Stick to natural geographic boundaries in the plan revision. Don’t use roads as boundaries.

Outfitter guide use should be addressed and allowed.  
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