Colville National Forest
Meeting with TriCounty Economic Development District
February 24, 2016

Attending
Shelly Stevens, Melinda Lee and other committee members

Forest Service:
Amy Dillon, Forest Plan Revision Team Lead, Franklin Pemberton, Public Affairs Officer, Eric McQuay,
West Zone Recreation Program Manager, and Marcy Rumelhart (notes).

The meeting was held at the Tri-County Economic Development District office in Colville, WA. This was
the regular TEDD Board meeting. The forest plan revision discussion started just before 2:00.

Amy gave an overview of plan revision history; involvement of public, agencies and tribes; current
project status; next steps and planned public involvement in a power point presentation. Reviewed the
NEPA process phases and collaboration work that has taken place to get to this point. She reviewed how
the alternatives based on proposals from collaboration efforts were developed. The 90-Day comment
period began on February 19th. There will be webinars scheduled and listening sessions toward the end
of the comment period.

The presentation was followed by a few general questions from the group to get more clarification. No
concerns were expressed by members of the group.

Eric explained what a Special Interest Area is, where and why it is being proposed.

How does the plan address adjacent uses?
The Forest Service has coordinated with all three counties, the Bureau of Land Management, the US
Fish and Wildlife Service, and WA Departments of Fish and Wildlife and Natural Resources, among
others. The draft plan is a programmatic plan that provides a framework for forest projects. At the
project level scale adjacent ownerships and uses would be considered in a cumulative effects
analysis. The forest plan would not affect management of other ownerships.

Can the alternatives change after the comment period?
Amy — after comments are received, we will review all of them and determine how to proceed.
Based on public comments there could be a new alternative or a modified alternative which could
include parts of other alternatives. If a new alternative is developed that may require a
supplemental EIS, which would require a new comment period.

The power point presentation was a really good overview of the whole process. Is it available? Would
be nice to have that online.

Amy will try to get a copy of the power point posted on the plan revision website.

The forest plan discussion ended at 3:00.
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