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Eastern Washington Cascades  
Provincial Advisory Committee (PAC) 

Meeting Notes 
April 19, 2017 

 
The next PAC meeting is on September 13, from 9-3 at the forest headquarters office in Wenatchee. 

 
Agenda: 

  9:00   Welcome, Introduction 
  9:15   Brief updates on various topics by Forest Supervisor Mike Williams 
  9:30   Grizzly Bear Reintroduction update—Karen Taylor-Goodrich & Gregg Kurz 
10:00   Sustainable Recreation—A Closer Look – Mary Bean & Jon Meier 
11:00   Break 
11:10   Meet Teri Tucker, Late Successional Reserve Assessment, Chelan Pilot, and Endangered  

Species Act Consultation Procedure 
12:00   Public Comment 
12:15   Lunch – Wenatchee Valley Technical Institute Culinary Arts students 
  1:00   Forest Accomplishment Report and Prescribed Fire Interactive Map – Holly Krake 
  1:20   Fire Preparedness – Keith Satterfield 
  1:30   Travel Management update – Lauri Malmquist 
  1:45   Collaborative Forest Landscape Restoration-Tapash program update – Amanda  

Velasquez 
  2:15   Ranger updates 
  2:30   Questions and answers, where do we go from here, and wrap up 
  2:40   Adjourn  

 
 

INTRODUCTIONS & INFORMATION SHARING 
 

PAC members: 
Andy Hover, Gus Bekker, Mike Williams, Rick Acosta, Jason Kuiken, Bill Ford, Dale Neuman, Lee 
Carlson, Ron Simon, Lorah Super, Soo Ing-Moody, Bryan Mulligan, Dale Bambrick, David Volsen 
(representing Jim Brown from WA State Dept of Fish & Wildlife), Jen Watkins, Jeff Krupka, Nick 
Martinez, and Karen Taylor-Goodrich 
Obie O’Brien, Andrea Lyons and Tara Barret all apologized for not being able to attend the meeting.  
Jeanne Demorest is participating via conference call. 
 

Other agency attendees:   
Susan Thomas (facilitator), Robin DeMario (note taker), Public Affairs Specialist Deb Kelly, Forest Fire Staff 
Officer Keith Satterfield, Forest Public Affairs Officer Holly Krake, Chelan District Ranger Kari 
Grover-Wier, Tonasket District Ranger Matt Reidy, Wenatchee River District Ranger Jeff Rivera, Cle 
Elum Acting District Ranger Patty Garvey-Darda, Entiat District Ranger James Simino, Entiat District 
Recreation Manager Jon Meier, Forest Resources Group Leader Teri Tucker, Travel Management Team 
Leader Lauri Malmquist, Collaborative Forest Landscape Restoration Coordinator Amanda Velasquez, 
and US Fish & Wildlife Service Recovery Branch Manager Gregg Kurz 
 
Visitors:   
Brett Hyde, Bruce Bandy, Jim Knebusch, Donna Germain, Craig Gyselinck, Charles McCarthy, Dave 
Boutá, Paul Hart, and Bill Kabrich. 
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Brief Updates on Forest Related Topics   --   Forest Supervisor Mike Williams 
 

• Employee turnover update:  We have a tremendous amount of employee turnover going on 
right now.  There have been a lot of retirements recently.  Traci Hollingshead is temporarily 
filling in the vacant Recreation Heritage position (she is a district ranger from the Caribou-
Targhee NF) and Deputy Forest Supervisor Jason Kuiken has acquired Administrative Officer 
duties until a new Administrative Officer is hired. 

• District Ranger attendance:  I’m glad to see district rangers here today; having them here is 
something that PAC members have requested at each PAC meeting. 

• PAC Charter status update:  We are in the process of nominating/re-nominating and re-
chartering the PAC.  The current charter ends on May 27, 2017.  We are still looking for 
additional members, in case you have ideas of those who would be interested in applying.  The 
re-charter may take a while. 

• NCWLife TV will be visiting this afternoon and may ask to interview some of you if you are 
interested.   

• North Cascades Smokejumper Base (NCSB) update:  During the last meeting I shared that 
there are longstanding facilities improvements needs going on at NCSB that would require 
moving facilities back from the runway and improved housing.  We don’t know how much the 
improvements will cost, possibly millions.  We will look at the existing facility and other 
options.  We have a team and a contractor ready to do the preliminary analysis.  The contractor 
and others will be here the first week in May visiting each of the sites (McAllister Field in 
Yakima, Pangborn Airport in East Wenatchee and NCSB).  There is a process we follow to 
figure out how we are going to invest.  When the preliminary analysis is done I will brief the 
Regional Forester the first week in June.  We should have a preliminary recommendation and 
finding at that time. 

 
Questions: 
Andy Hover:  When will you do the cost analysis and who will be doing it? Is it a single firm or multiple 
bids or quotes?  Will you be refitting the base vs. creating a new one? 
Mike Williams:  I can’t predict what the preliminary analysis will cost.  I don’t know how detailed the 
cost estimates will be.  It is not a final package, just estimates.  As the process moves along we can get 
more info, but not at this point. 
Andy Hover:  Are Douglas County and Yakima County commissioners aware of this possible move?  
Mike Williams:  I’m not sure but the airport managers are aware.  We certainly need to contact them. 
Andy Hover:  I implore the Forest Service to not move that base. 
Mike Williams:  I’m not interested in doing that. I understand the concern. 
Soo Ing-Moody:  In June you expect the preliminary results, following that is it an internal discussion or 
is it public comment process? 
Mike Williams:  If we were to entertain moving the base it would become a public process.  If we 
remain and improve local facilities we will talk with local folks; we would need to do an Environmental 
Analysis so public notices of scoping would occur. 
 

• Outfitter Guide EIS Update:  We are in the process of preparing an Environmental Analysis on 
the north end of the forest.  It looks at alternatives but will make a decision that will lead to 
establishment of 10-year outfitter-guide permits.  We are in the analyzing the comment stage of 
the process; it will continue and be completed soon.  The final Environmental Impact Statement 
should be ready before Sept. 20, 2017.  There is a great deal of interest from our outfitter guides 
to get those 10-year permits locked in. 
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Questions: 
Andy Hover:  You don’t see a decision being made on the supplemental EIS until September? 
Mike Williams:  The proposed decision should be out by September.  The Travel Management folks are 
also working on this topic 
Ron Simon:  How many comments did you receive? 
Mike Williams:  We received a lot of comments, somewhere in the hundreds. 
Rick Acosta:  In September, when you make that decision, is there still a 60-day comment period? 
Mike Williams:  We publish the final document with the proposed decision, then it goes out for a 45-day 
objection period followed by another 45-day period where the objections are resolved.  That process will 
happen during the fall.  It’s not final until we get through the objection process. 
 

• Unified Program of Work (UPOW) Update by Deputy Forest Supervisor Jason Kuiken.  This 
program looks at our entire forest to make sure we are using our staff to their highest capacity.  
This year is our second year of the UPOW process; we are over half way through for this fiscal 
year.  Another change is that we are looking at June 1 as an obligation date, we will sign all 
external agreements and contracts by that date.  We are focused on accomplishing priority work 
this year.  Fiscal Year 2018 starts on Oct. 1.  We are working internally to propose projects that 
we will accomplish next year.  If you have things you or your group is trying to work with us on 
be sure to contact our staff to make sure we have it on our program of work.  We want a fairly 
final project work list by Oct. 1.  The UPOW process sets staff towards highest priority projects. 

 
Questions: 
Jen Watkins:  I like that your partners know the direction you are heading.  Can we see that list? 
Jason Kuiken:  I hope that before October we can have that list to you so you can see what we are 
proposing. 
Jen Watkins:  We looked at the strategic 5-year plan, has that been updated? 
Jason Kuiken:  That is a living document, we were looking out 5-6 years.  It did change, today you will 
hear about a couple of things (Chelan Pilot for example, looking at what that does to our program of 
work).  As new things come onto our work plate we are trying to be deliberate in removing other things 
off the work plate to be able to have staff available to do the work. 
Jen Watkins:  I’d like to see that too.   
Rick Acosta:  Do you have a firm budget to implement that program of work, does earmarking still go 
on? 
Jason Kuiken:  For Fiscal Year 2018 there is a department-wide budget but no agency budget yet.  We 
are working under what we think is a realistic budget, but we are being flexible for Fiscal Year 2018.  
We don’t have a firm budget for Fiscal Year 2017 but we are confident about what we have to be able to 
execute our current program of work. 
 

• Bighorn Sheep EIS Update:  Those who have sheep permits on the national forest do a great 
job.  There is a long standing issue about disease concerns between bighorn sheep and domestic 
sheep.  We will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement to deal with figuring out how to best 
manage this situation; we have not made any progress since our last PAC meeting on how to do 
that.  There is concern about the high turnover in employees.  Our range management specialist 
position is vacant, and we are not sure whether we should wait for that job to be filled or figure 
out an alternate way to get this started.  As this becomes clearer we will share that with you.   
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Questions: 
Jen Watkins:  Is the positon advertised? 
Mike Williams:  No, not yet.  We have been under a hiring freeze since January.  That freeze has ended 
but we have been directed to develop a re-framing plan to reduce the size of the federal workforce.  We 
are only just beginning to get the initial word right now.  The Forest Service will have a national team 
that will develop a plan for the agency.  As that gets done it will filter down to the forests.  We expect to 
know more about this by June.  As we look at our forest situation, right now we can only fill fire and law 
enforcement positions.  We are able to bring employees from other forests in on temporary assignments 
and have done so in some key staff position.  The range management positon is one of these positons 
that needs to be filled.  We have submitted a tentative list of vacancies to our Human Resources 
Department; it’s a list of almost 30 positions that we need to fill.  With every passing month someone 
retires or moves away so that number is increasing. 
Jen Watkins:  The reason we were addressing this was we wanted it dealt with before an issue occurred.  
It would do us all well to foster the discussion and dialogue and create solutions to the bighorn issue. 
Mike Williams:  We are looking for someone to come in on a temporary basis to help out. 
Lee Carlson:  In the absence of a range manager is the activity curtailed or does the permittee just 
continue as they have been?  Do you call the US Fish & Wildlife Service for their advice? 
Mike Williams:  The permits go on at a district level.  It is the forest program manager position that is 
vacant; having this job vacant does not stop the permit process that is going on. 
 
 
 
Grizzly Bear Reintroduction update – Karen Taylor-Goodrich & Gregg Kurz 
Karen Taylor-Goodrich:  North Cascades National Park Superintendent 
Gregg Kurz:  Carnivore Specialist and Branch Manager US Fish & Wildlife Service   
 
PowerPoint Presentation: 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement  
January – April 2017 
Map of Grizzly Bear current and historical range in the lower 48 states (from 50,000 animals down to approx. 2,000) 
Timeline 
• 1975 – Grizzly bear listed as threatened species, lower 48 states under Endangered Species Act  
• 1980 – Grizzly bear listed as an endangered species by State of Washington  
• 1991 – The decision was made by the Interagency Grizzly Bear Committee during their winter 1991 meeting to recover grizzly bears 

in the North Cascades  
• 1997 – North Cascades chapter added to National Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan  
• 2014 – National Park Service/US Fish & Wildlife Service (NPS/FWS) begin Environmental Impact Statement on grizzly bear 

restoration in the North Cascades Ecosystem  
 

Grizzly Bear Recovery Zones map 
• Area 1 North Cascades Ecosystem (NCE) 
• Area 2 Selkirks Ecosystem 
• Area 3 Cabinet-Yaak Ecosystem 
• Area 4 Northern Continental Divide Ecosystem 
• Area 5 Bitterroot Ecosystem 
• Area 6 Yellowstone Ecosystem 

 

North Cascades Ecosystem Recovery Zone map 
Grizzly Bear Environmental Impact Statement 
   Purpose—is to determine how to restore the grizzly bear to the North Cascades (NCE), a portion of its historic range 
   Need—Since the NCE grizzly bears are at risk of local extinction, action is needed at this time to: 
• Avoid the permanent loss of grizzly bears in the NCE  
• Contribute to the restoration of biodiversity of the ecosystem for the benefit and enjoyment of present and future generations  
• Enhance the probability of long-term survival and conservation of grizzly bears within the lower 48 States and thereby contribute to 

overall grizzly bear recovery  
• Support the removal of the grizzly bear from the Federal List of Threatened and Endangered Wildlife Species  

 

Draft Grizzly Bear Restoration Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)—January 2017 
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• Four alternatives, including the no action alternative, were analyzed in the draft EIS.  
• At this time, there is not a preferred alternative. Input from the public is encouraged and all public comments received on the draft 

EIS will be evaluated and considered in the identification of the preferred alternative, which will be included in the final EIS. 
• http://parkplanning.nps.gov/grizzlydeis  

 

Alternative A:  Continuation of Existing Grizzly Bear Management (No Action) 
• Existing management practices would be followed and no new actions would be implemented. 
• Actions would be focused on improved sanitation, poaching control, motorized access management, outreach and educational 

programs to provide information about grizzly bears and grizzly bear recovery to the public, and research and monitoring to 
determine grizzly bear presence, distribution, habitat, and home ranges. 

• Based on the Revised Code of Washington 77.12.035, alternative A is the only alternative being evaluated in detail that would allow 
for the full participation by the State of Washington. 

 

Elements Common to all Action Alternatives 
• A self-sustaining population target of 200 bears through the combination of capture and release of grizzly bears into the NCE and 

subsequent reproduction.  
• A similar approach for:  

o the capture, transport, and release of grizzly bears;  
o enhanced public education and outreach;  
o guidelines for management actions to prevent or respond to human-grizzly bear conflicts; and for  
o the replacement or additional releases of grizzly bears, access management, and habitat management.  

• Grizzly bears would likely be supplied from areas in northwestern Montana or south-central British Columbia.  
• Any released bears lost to mortality or emigration would be replaced.  

 

Alternative B:  Ecosystem Evaluation Restoration 
• NPS and FWS would implement an ecosystem evaluation approach to grizzly bear restoration.  
• Up to ten grizzly bears would be released at a single remote site on NPS or USFS lands in the NCE over two consecutive summers.  

The grizzly bears released during the first two years (years 1 and 2) would be monitored for an additional two years (years 3 and 4) 
for habitat use and instances of human conflict.   

• In the fourth year, depending on the results of monitoring NPS and FWS may choose to repeat the initial release, where an additional 
10 bears would be released at a single site over two years followed by two additional years of monitoring.  

o Alternatively, NPS and FWS could decide to transition to Alternative C.  
• Alternative B would be expected to achieve the restoration goal of approximately 200 grizzly bears within 60 to 100 years.  

 

Alternative C:  Incremental Restoration 
NPS and FWS would release approximately five to seven grizzly bears into the NCE each year over roughly five to ten years, with a goal of 
establishing an initial population of 25 grizzly bears.  
• Grizzly bears would be released at multiple remote sites on NPS and USFS lands, which would be located in close proximity to one 

another in order to facilitate interaction and breeding.  
• Additional bears would likely be released into the ecosystem every few years in order to address mortality, population and 

demographic trends, genetic limitations, distribution, or to adjust the population’s sex ratio to improve reproductive success.  
• Alternative C would be expected to achieve the restoration goal of approximately 200 grizzly bears within 60 to 100 years.  

 

Alternative D:  Expedited Restoration 
NPS and FWS would seek to expedite grizzly bear restoration by releasing additional grizzly bears into the NCE over time until the 
restoration goal is reached.  
• Grizzly bears would be released at multiple remote sites on NPS and USFS lands based on habitat criteria.  
• No set limit for the number of grizzly bears released into the NCE. The number of suitable grizzly bears captured in a given year 

would be released—likely 5 to 7 bears.  
• Capture and release efforts would continue each year as necessary until a combination of release efforts and reproduction results in a 

population of approximately 200 grizzly bears on the landscape.  
• After the restoration goal is met, subsequent releases would be unlikely. Grizzly bears would be monitored for genetic diversity and if 

necessary additional grizzly bears may be added over time.  
• Alternative D would be expected to achieve the restoration goal of approximately 200 grizzly bears within roughly 25 years.  

 

“10j – experimental population designation”  
The US Fish and Wildlife Service may designate an "experimental population” before re-establishing a threatened or endangered species 
in an unoccupied part of its former range. This is a separate process from this EIS process  
• An experimental population designation allows for customized measures to protect the species, which can also reduce the impact on 

partners, landowners, and industry.  
• These protective measures are developed in close collaboration with stakeholders.  
• Experimental population designations have been an important tool in conserving some species like the black-footed ferret, bull trout, 

California condor, whooping crane, and wood bison.  
• The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will have to do a separate rulemaking process, with opportunities for public input, in order to 

designate a population as experimental.  
• Experimental populations are sometimes referred to as 10(j) rules for the section of the Endangered Species Act the rule can be found.  

Likely grizzly bear source populations—Wells Gray Grizzly bear population unit, BC and Northern Continental Divide Ecosystem, 
Montana 
Criteria for source area bears 
• Grizzly bears would be captured from source areas that have a healthy grizzly bear population  
• Removal of grizzly bears would not affect population viability  

http://parkplanning.nps.gov/grizzlydeis


April 19, 2017 PAC meeting notes              page 6 of 21 

• The entities managing the source area must be willing to donate bears that meet the selection criteria and allow trapping of an 
adequate number  

• Source areas must be ecologically similar to the North Cascades Ecosystem: candidate bears do not rely on salmon for a significant 
portion of their diet  

• No history of conflict with humans  
 

Proposed grizzly bear release areas—Release sites would be chosen based on selected habitat criteria, connectivity to other areas, and the 
need to have grizzly bears in close proximity to one another to facilitate interaction and ultimately breeding 
Map of proposed grizzly bear release areas—most release sites are within designated Wilderness areas 
Guidelines for grizzly control actions—From Interagency Grizzly Bear Committee, adapted for North Cascades Ecosystem, will consider 
revision to incorporate State guidelines 
Environmental consequences—Topic Summary 
• Grizzly bears:  Long-term beneficial impacts 
• Other wildlife and fish: minimal 

o Temporary disturbance from helicopter use 
o Low predation on ungulates and fish 
o Limited impacts to black bears 

• Wilderness character:  Lasting beneficial impacts to natural quality; short-term disturbance/trammeling due to helicopter overflights 
and landings 

• Visitor use and recreational experience:  Long-term beneficial due to restoration of native species; short-term disturbances due to 
helicopter use.  Low potential for bear-human conflict 

• Public and employee safety:  Very low potential for human-grizzly conflicts; very low potential for employee safety impacts from 
helicopter use 

• Socio-economics:  Few if any adverse impacts to agriculture and livestock grazing; intermittent, negligible impacts to timber harvest 
and mining operations; mixed benefits to tourism 

• Ethnographic resources:  Long-term benefit due to restoration of the grizzly, an ethnographic resource; short-term minor impact due 
to temporary closures of traditional use areas during release of bears 

• Areas outside the NCE:  Minimal impacts expected, particularly if a 10j experimental designation is applied to a restored population, 
which could enable additional management measures for conflict bears 

EIS Schedule/Key Milestones: 
• Notice of Intent and Public scoping – Spring 2015 
• Development of Alternatives – Fall-Spring 2015/2016 
• Notice of availability of Draft EIS – Winter 2016/2017 
• Public Comment Period – January-April 2017 
• Notice of availability of final EIS – Fall 2017 
• NPS/FWS Record of Decision – Winter 2018 

 

How to comment on the Plan/EIS: 
• Submit comments electronically at:  http://parkplanning.nps.gov/grizzlydeis  
• Mail or hand deliver comments to:  Superintendent, North Cascades National Park Service Complex, 810 State Route 20, Sedro-

Woolley, WA 98284 
• All comments must be submitted by April 28, 2017 

 

Goal of Public Review/Comment Period is to gather comments from individuals, groups, and agencies regarding the EIS’ adequacy in 
addressing the: 
• Purpose, need and objectives 
• Range of alternatives considered 
• Environmental issues of concern and the 
• Sufficiency of the environmental impact analysis 

 

Response to Substantive Comments 
• We will review every comment submitted and prepare responses to substantive comments.  Some responses may be reflected as edits 

to the text of the final EIS if needed to clarify existing information or add new information.  The final EIS will contain summaries of 
the substantive comments and responses to those comments in an appendix. 

• Substantive comments are defined as those that do one or more of the following: 
o Question, with reasonable basis, the accuracy of information in the EIS 
o Question, with reasonable basis, the adequacy of the analysis 
o Present reasonable alternatives other than those presented in the EIS 
o Cause changes or revisions to the restoration actions proposed in the alternatives 

End of PowerPoint 
 
Question:  Is helicopter use only for NCE, not wilderness? 
Answer:  It would require variance from the Forest Service to land in the wilderness.  There are 
exceptions for administrative purposes. 
Question:  Since it is Forest Service land will the Forest Service be a co-signer? 
Answer:  The two lead agencies are National Park Service and US Fish &Wildlife Service. 

http://parkplanning.nps.gov/grizzlydeis
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Answer:  The Wilderness Act doesn’t allow certain things to be done in wilderness. There are ways to 
have exceptions, such as search and rescue, fire, flying in animals, etc. 
Comment:  Backcountry Horsemen want to bring chainsaws into the wilderness but can’t, they have to 
use hand saws, why can’t they use them? 
Mike Williams:  We can add that as a discussion topic at another time. 
 
 
Karen Taylor-Goodrich:  April 28 is the deadline to submit comments.  Submit comments 
electronically at http://parkplanning.nps.gov/grizzlydeis .  Mail or hand deliver comments to:  
Superintendent, North Cascades National Park Service Complex, 810 State Route 20, Sedro-Woolley, 
WA  98284 
 
 
Sustainable Recreation—A Closer Look and Entiat Pilot Project – Mary Bean & 
Jon Meier 
 

Handout:  Forest-wide Travel Analysis Report 
PowerPoint Presentation: 
Sustainable Recreation Strategy 
At the last meeting we introduced our intent to develop a Sustainable Recreation Strategy for the Forest.  You provided us with valuable 
input.  These were some of the ideas we heard: 

• Consider what you are mandated and required to address 
• Invest in a plan; invest in internal resources 
• Build some kind of a ranking system, a system of prioritization 
• Identify priorities and rotate maintenance 
• Don’t invest in areas where chronic damage occurs; invest in sustainable locations 
• Actively sustain recreation opportunities that have a diversity of funding  
• Don’t just invest in highest use areas; continue to provide a spectrum of opportunities 
• Integrate with other ongoing efforts 
• Consider your Counties as partners 
• In planning, incorporate priorities of fisheries 
• Change public outreach techniques, tell folks to avoid areas where impacts are occurring; give them other options 
• Partner with a recreation group that could assist you and convene meetings, gather information, so you don’t have to pull 

together the info all the time 
• Sometimes a smaller scale works better.  Use scale as a way to reach out to your partners and communities. 
• Scale down to place-based areas.  Scale down to a district or two and look at recreation. 

End of PowerPoint 
 
Jon Meier:  Entiat Ranger District is located just north of Wenatchee, it is one of the smaller districts on 
the forest.  It has diverse terrain and a vast array of recreation experiences and opportunities available—
campgrounds, trails, cabins, group sites, roads.  It has one of the largest multi-use trail systems on the 
forest open to mountain biking and motor biking, horses and hiking. The trail system is supported by 
RCO grant funding and the Forest Service budget.   

We have one permanent employee (me) and two part time recreation employees.  During the 
summer we hire seven people--a seasonal crew and temporary employees.  Two of these individuals 
contact forest visitors in the woods; it is a big education effort. 

We work a lot with different groups (Backcountry Horsemen, Entiat Saddle Club, Northwest 
Motorcycle Assoc., Northwest Youth Corps, Mt. Adams Institute to hire backcountry rangers) to help us 
accomplish our work.  Also there is a volunteer host at Silver Falls Campground. 

The district has over 300 miles of trails but we maintain about 230 miles due to funding and the 
size of the crew we have.  Some trails are maintained every 3-5 years; some are not maintained. 

The forest sees Entiat Ranger District as an opportunity to sustain a different strategy due to recent 
fires (Wolverine, Duncan, etc.). How can the district provide the opportunities that the public wants?  
Are there some opportunities that we are not providing that we could provide?  There are over 50 miles 
and four campgrounds affected by fires/debris/slides; all campgrounds along the river are in the flood 
plain—do we provide different opportunities?  These are the things we are asking the PAC to help us 
with. 

http://parkplanning.nps.gov/grizzlydeis
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Mary Bean:  Tools used in other areas: 

1. Trail Condition Tool (look at alignment of trails, condition of trails, on the ground condition) 
2. Interaction with the community (demand, economic interest) 

• Consistency with agency direction and plans (ask PAC to look at what’s happening on the 
ground on the Entiat District and get PAC input) 

• Look at what are the unique pieces of a trail, also the trail role and purpose 
• Visitor satisfaction—level of use; trail is well used with regard to its planned trail class; 

trailheads are occasionally full and there is evidence the trail is popular or highly used 
• User experience—trail design is not well suited for a higher quality experience 
• Trail is well known for a high quality experience and offers scenic features or other attributes 

that enhance its popularity with users 
• User conflict:  there is a history of conflicts  
• Community interest 

3. Financial Sustainability 
• Volunteer and partner groups 
• Grants 
• Annual maintenance costs 
• Deferred maintenance costs 

4. Manage Effectively 
• Agency volunteer and project management capacity 

 
Jon Meier:  The plan is to re-open the Entiat Road, but we have to repair the single lane road and have 
pull outs. 
Question:  Does this include the North Fork Trailhead? 
Jon Meier:  If we have money and time to get that washout fixed we will do so. 
Question:  This looks like a good tool, will it be available to the general public? 
Mary Bean:  We are asking the PAC to be the sounding board right now.  When we start looking at 
district level/watershed level, we will engage the public.   
Comment:  The sooner you can get these roads open the quicker you can bring people in to get projects 
done. 
Comment:  What is the goal with the tool?  What is the objective? 
Mary Bean:  For Entiat District as an example, there is 300 miles of trail but on a year to year basis we 
can only maintain 230 miles of trail there.  It would help us rank or prioritize the trails to focus our 
investment. 
Comment:  Weighting of different criteria.  Is everything ranked equitably?  If there are certain criteria 
within the tool that are weighted higher, then those need to be ranked higher in points or stratified.  You 
are currently giving weight to everything. 
 
Mary Bean:  There are two maps in the room.  Half of the PAC members will go to each map for 
discussion.  The public is asked to write down questions and comments. 
Here is what we are asking of the groups— 

1. Look at this tool, is it something we can apply to this smaller landscape? 
2. Please provide specific input 
3. We are trying to make things better with input from you.   

Comment:  In the future, we need direction on how are you defining sustainable?   We need a strong 
definition of what you want on sustainability. 
Jon Meier:  That will differ by district on this forest.  It’s not as easy as stream or road restoration. 
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Sustainable Recreation Discussion small group breakout—considerations for the 
Forest Service assessment process.   
 
Flip chart notes from Mary Bean’s Group: 
• For the community of Entiat, the road and area closures were of high concern, people felt restricted 

from custom uses, i.e. hunters, multiple-day trips, seasonal users.   
• Users enjoy all parts of the Entiat Ranger District, it’s not a situation where there’s just use of the 

lower valley as it is more accessible and therefore more popular than the upper valley.  
• Forest Service and WA State Dept. of Fish & Wildlife need to communicate and coordinate better.  

There is data and information sharing that would benefit both resource managers.  
• Has use changed over time due to the high impacts from fires, closures, impacted trails, roads, rec sites, 

etc.?  What are the highest needs?  Are there opportunities closer to communities we should 
emphasize? 

• From a US Fish & Wildlife Service perspective--the Forest Service continues to struggle with impacts 
from roads/trails, densities, poor locations, lack of funding for backlog maintenance.  Need more 
strategic placement of facilities in light of wildlife habitat and species recovery needs.  

• The agency needs to determine what its goals are and what opportunities you’re wanting to provide, or 
uses to encourage or discourage or emphasize.  As an example, it is easy to access the forest in the 
Entiat Valley and to squeeze in afternoon hike or trail run. 

• I’m still struggling with the “assessment tool” that you’re developing, it seems too general.  Trails, for 
example, are highly variable as to what those users are desiring (ex. Threatened, Endangered, Species 
(TES), fish, water quality, and different species).  You need to get specific or better define needs and 
trade-offs.  How will important features be weighted?  For example, if a recreation facility, trail or road 
falls within a TES recovery area would that be weighted differently? 

• All questions are so challenging and complex.  The Forest Service is responsible to the public to 
provide services and the land, and there are laws and regulations to meet.  It’s not an easy discussion. 
You’ve got a wide variety of perspectives from various users, your challenge is to find the common 
threads.  

• This seems like a tremendous opportunity to look holistically and work with partners such as WA 
Dept. of Fish & Wildlife and Methow Valley Sports Trail Assoc.  I’m most familiar with recreation in 
the Methow Valley, there are lots of unsustainable trails there.  You need to consider which trails can 
be sustained over time. Will this involve NEPA?  Consider taking a broader look vs. a little Categorical 
Exclusion.  Can you consider going broader, to a larger scale than say the Entiat Ranger District?  An 
example in Colorado related to travel management was mentioned where they considered a broader 
scale.   

• Look across the forest and consider what the area could best contribute.  As an example, consider 
emphasizing mountain biking in Methow Valley, something else in Entiat, maybe motorcycle trails; 4-
wheel drive in Cle Elum or Naches, etc.  

• Could you consider doing one big programmatic Categorical Exclusion (CE), trail improvements, 
reroutes, etc. for a swath of similar projects that would be beneficial for multiple resources (improve 
water quality, fish/wildlife habitat, etc.) versus smaller more numerous (and time consuming to do the 
NEPA) CE for individual projects across the forest?  Could a programmatic approach apply to smaller 
areas?  Wildlife consultation would be a bundle with US Fish & Wildlife Service & National Marine 
Fisheries Service.  ATV pilot on roads.  The public, if they are going to be engaged, needs to do 
homework on the area.  On the Naches Ranger District the public had a chance to present ideas, with 
wish lists.  In this process you need to have all the information about fish and wildlife available, then 
maybe the tradeoffs could be done right there during the discussion.  There was a neat project where 
(Alex Connelly?) used a spatial mapping tool and could turn the roads layers on and off, it was a 
helpful visual because you could immediately see possible trade-offs.  

• We need a transparent, repeatable process.  What are the core values or priorities that would lead you 
to a predictable outcome?  Which attributes drive your decision?  
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• Consider weighting of values and consistency of the tool.  
• Start the discussion sharing and acknowledging the sideboards.  Example from Naches project, where 

although it had issues the main stem would not be going away.  Issues need to be addressed but the 
road was not being considered for decommission which addressed local and user concerns.  

• What kind of use data do you have?  Qualitative vs. quantitative, subjective information, or 
experiential information?  The tool is a good idea, you just need to hone in to refine it.  

• What are those sideboards?  What is the decision space? 
• State and federal agencies don’t do a good job of integration or communicating. You need a better way 

to share information.  For example, we’re preparing for a project in the Entiat area and our data may 
help you, and vice versa.    

• To kick off a process like this consider holding a “Summit” with interest groups where there is 
information sharing on the natural resources (data, regulations, sideboards) and user side, as far as 
being able to share which areas are important to them and why, what are future opportunities they’d 
like to see enhanced to improve an opportunity, and possibly identify lower priority features.  

• Suggest involving a social scientist, this stuff is right up their alley!  
 

Flip chart notes Jon Meier’s Group: 
• Connect with Naches/Cle Elum Ranger Districts to do more sharing of resources, ideas and processes.  
• Share equipment and partners across the districts. For example, Cle Elum Ranger District has 

specialized motorized trail equipment that may be helpful in the Entiat Ranger District terrain.  
• Methow Valley Sports Trail Association trails collaborative is a great example with multiple partners 

and users.  US Forest Service is at the table too! 
• Evaluation of use?  Re-evaluation is needed.  Portable trail counters.  
• Pull in key clubs for input like Backcountry Horsemen, ATV clubs, trail groups, etc. This adds 

perspective and boots on the ground.  
• Maintenance issues for horse users. 
• Maintenance vs. cutting/logged out. 
• Destination?  Is it to a key spot such as some visual/vista/panoramic view/cool location/lookouts or 

cool natural feature like a waterfall, plant, animal, bird, geology or just really cool hike/ride? Challenge 
level--beginner, moderate, experienced, or a loop opportunity. 

• Analysis includes “current condition” 
• Entiat River Trail moved/re-located away from the river. 
• Make early investments for change/sustainable. 
• Keep campgrounds by water. 
• Pyramid Trail offers great views. 
• Entiat Falls offers river access. 
• Guiding questions: 

o What are the trails that have consistent problems? 
o What trials do/don’t get use, what are the use patterns? 

• GIS exercise. 
• Redundant trails. 
• What trails are “sustainable” (define sustainable); may vary by location.  Some districts/areas are more 

mountainous providing challenging soil types or vegetation issues requiring different treatment needs, 
recent fires still in recovery. 

• Use-patterns, multi versus single day? Group size? 
• Winter recreation opportunities—separate use. 

 
Mary Bean:  Thank you for participating. What I heard was a range of things and specific issues, also 
process points.  The process needs to be in-depth.  We will look at your comments.  Work will start 
internally before this group meets again.  Trail condition work and resource info will be started.  
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Meet Teri Tucker, Forest Restoration Strategy, Late Successional Reserve 
Assessment, Chelan Pilot, and Endangered Species Act Consultation 
Procedures -- Teri Tucker 
Teri Tucker introduction:  I am a new Forest Service employee; I came on in Oct. 2016; I’m still 
working on a learning curve.  I had been a career National Park Service employee at many national 
parks before joining this agency.  I am responsible for resources and planning on the forest. 
 
Topics: 

• Forest Restoration Strategy:   
o This was last updated in 2012.  It is an outgrowth of new science to help us understand 

the status of our landscapes.  It is a strategy.  In order to build a better resilient landscape 
we need to look at largescale opportunities.   

• Late Successional Reserve Assessment:   
o Question:  Have spotted owl boundaries changed?  Have Late Successional Reserve 

(LSR) boundaries changed? 
o Answer:  No the spotted owl boundaries have not changed.  Boundaries are defined in the 

plan and where spotted owl current use is now.  LSR boundaries can only be changed 
through forest plan revision. 

• Chelan Pilot (meaning Chelan County not the ranger district) 
o $1.6 million to get work done on the forest broken out into several projects--fuels 

reduction work, training, expand planning effort for Lower Chiwawa and Big Meadow 
projects in the Lake Wenatchee and Beaver Creek sub watersheds 

o The fundamental assumption we made while working with the collaborative, our capacity 
is limited.  As the collaboratives interest increased they influenced the state, 
congresspersons, etc.  We don’t have capacity to do this work.  We have to do the work 
in a different fashion.  The collaborative members were influential in getting these funds.  
We are under some deadlines to get this money committed by June 1. 

o Will lead to acres treated, roads decommissioned, and wildlife and fisheries habitat 
improvements. 

 
Comment:  Interesting lesson to learn that you just can’t find more money.  Strategic prioritization 
shifted, elaborate on that please. 
Mike Williams:  We have lost people involved in the early process.  We used some modeling and info to 
figure out the order of those sub watersheds and the order in which we would proceed.  When this 
opportunity came along there was interest to focus on these watersheds first because funds became 
available.  It wasn’t based on modeling or science but the opportunity. 
Teri Tucker:  We are working with other federal agencies on improving Endangered Species Act 
consultation.   
 
 
 
Public Comment 
 

Good information.  
Dave Boutá:  Process to get feedback on the trails.  Have you thought about a mechanism to collect 
information yet?  How do you get that information back?  Do you just go to user groups?  That’s what I 
see in the Kittitas Valley.  The general public is the user group. 
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Forest Accomplishment Report & Prescribed Fire Interactive Map – Holly Krake 
 

Forest Public Affairs Officer Holly Krake:  I’m going to present information about the 2016 Forest 
Accomplishment Overview and also the Prescribed Fire Interactive Map.  We are on Facebook and on 
Twitter, in addition to our forest website.  The accomplishment report is available on our forest website 
at https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/okawen/home/?cid=FSEPRD535345  
 
Handout:  FY2016 Accomplishment Report 
PowerPoint Presentation:   
Okanogan-Wenatchee National Forest 2016 Accomplishment Overview 
Increased restoration through stewardship   

• Forest silviculture and thinning 
• 77,147 CCF or 39,855 million board feet sold 
• 13,343 cords of firewood sold 
• 1,127 acres of seedlings planted to reforest burned areas 

Key watershed purchases and economic impacts 
• We contribute to more than 2,000 jobs in recreation in local communities, contributing approx. $89 million in annual income 

Sustainable recreation 
• Forest recreation and special uses served approx. 3 million visitors on the forest in 2016 
• Over 5,880 miles of trails  
• Eight wilderness areas totaling 1.5 million acres 
• Four downhill ski areas 
• 133 developed campgrounds 
• Five recreation rental cabins 
• 682 recreation residences 

Forest health 
• Wildfire and disease readiness 
• Joint Chief’s funding for Landscape Restoration Partnership 

Stream Restoration supports threatened and endangered fish 
• 12 miles of stream were improved 
• 12 acres of lake habitat were improved 
• 730 acres of soil and watershed improved 
• There are nine threatened and endangered species on the Forest 

Clean water for future generations (Kari Grover-Wier will provide an update on Holden Mine remediation efforts) 
Maintaining and improving safe forest access 

• 650 miles of roads received maintenance or improvements 
• In November and December of 2015 a series of storms created damage to roads across the forest.  Nearly 60 sites were identified 

to be reviewed and documented for Emergency Relief for Federally Owned Roads (ERFO); 26 sites qualified for ERFO funding. 
• Road crews completed Burned Area Emergency Response projects from the fires of 2015.   
• Crews also addressed numerous emergency road repairs and regular maintenance plans. 

Managing fire for forest health 
• More than 13,000 acres of fuel reduction were completed across the forest 
• 76 wildfires for 5,202 acres burned 

Removing barriers for wildlife 
• 61,800 acres of wildlife habitat improvement  
• 17,651 acres of non-native wildlife removal 
• 18 species and 1,285 individual hawks counted at annual Chelan Ridge HawkWatch event 
• 73 beavers were relocated to 27 sites 

Preserving the past for the future 
• Over 200 hours of volunteer time 
• 6 public archaeology projects across multiple districts 
• 7 priority heritage asset site condition assessments 

Seedlings bring new life to megafire scar 
• Reforestation contractors planted 144,000 seedlings across 833 acres impacted by the 2014 Mills Canyon wildfire 

End of PowerPoint 
 
Question:  What is 18,000 acres of non-native wildlife removal? 
Patty Garvey-Darda:  This is a barred owl removal project.  It was improvement of spotted owl habitat 
by removing barred owls. 
 
 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/okawen/home/?cid=FSEPRD535345
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Interactive Prescribed Fire Map 
The 2928 Project Prescribed Fire legislation addresses what can we do to have better prescribed fire 
implementation.  It involved a lot of communicators from many different groups (state, federal, county, 
community).  Some feedback we got was that people didn’t know when prescribed burns were planned.  
They wanted to know so they could make personal plans (leave the area for example).  This map gives 
them real time information about prescribed fires on the forest.  You can also receive alerts and 
messages from the forest via text message right to your phone--just text “follow okawenf” to 40404. 
 
To view the map go to the forest website, click on Land and Resources Management in the left side 
menu, then click on Fire Management, the map is on this page. 
You can zoom in on the prescribed fire and get info about it. 
The info is also posted on the Okanogan-Wenatchee National Forest Facebook page. 
 
Comment:  A lot of people don’t have newer cell phones or text or use Facebook.  Do you contact radio 
stations to share this information? 
Holly Krake:  Yes, in the prescribed fire plans there is a call/contact list that district employees contact 
on the days that burning occurs. 
Question:  Are you covering the Spanish Radio stations? 
Holly Krake:  We sent the prescribed fire news release translated into Spanish to media outlets.  We 
don’t do the Spanish information in real time. 
Deb Kelly:  Some units have a dial in phone number for day to day info on prescribed burns. 
 
 
 
Fire Preparedness – Fire and Aviation Staff Officer Keith Satterfield 
 

This year is the fifth year we will have about the same level of staffing in our fire management 
department.  For initial attack fire capability we have 314 people and 20 additional people in supporting 
roles (for example those working at Central WA Interagency Communications Center and at the air 
tanker base in Moses Lake).  

Every ranger district has a 20-person fire crew and each district except the Chelan District has two 
fire engines.  A change occurring this year, all the engines will be on seven-day staffing; in previous 
years they were on a five day on/two day off schedule.  There are now seven crew persons per engine. 

Part of our large organization is due to an agreement we have with our regional office.  In 
Washington and Oregon we have 1,650 initial attack firefighters, as part of our agreement to staff seven 
20-person crews and multiple engines is that these resources are available to go to incidents throughout 
the region or across the nation.   

We also have a national resource that we host, the Entiat Interagency Hotshot crew.  We also have 
the air tanker base located in Moses Lake.  Nationally, there will be 21 airtankers available on contract. 
One C-130 airtanker is owned by the FS; it was obtained from the Coast Guard.  We received four of 
those planes but only one is operational at this time. 

We host four helicopters at Pangborn airport with our rappel group.  We have one large helicopter, 
our rappel crew uses the medium helicopter, and there are two light helicopters (one is a short haul ship 
that provides medical assistance on fires).   

The other airborne delivery system is the smokejumpers, we have 28 smokejumpers at North 
Cascades Smokejumper Base.  Crew members are coming on now and the plane arrives on June 2. 
 
Question:  What will this fire season be like? 
Keith Satterfield:  Short term, the weather we are having right now will continue into June.  Some 
predictions indicate that June will be wetter than normal but July and August might be hotter and dryer 
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than normal.  We anticipate an increase in the growth of fine fuels/grasses in California and Arizona and 
here too, so we may have an active fire season in the low land areas.  
Question:  With the large number of naturally caused fires, what is the prediction on thunder storm 
activity? 
Keith Satterfield:  Because of the large amount of moisture we are getting this spring that will translate 
into more thunderstorm activity as this moisture helps develop thunderstorms.  We see an increase in 
lightning in years with similar weather like what we are getting this year.  This year is tracking like 2008 
and 2011--we didn’t have a lot of large fires but we did have a lot of initial attack responses during those 
years. 
 
 
 

Travel Management Update – Travel Management Team Leader Lauri Malmquist 
 

Handout:  Forest-wide Travel Analysis Report 
 
Mike Williams:  Last year our Travel Management Team Leader Jennifer Zbyszewski retired and Lauri 
Malmquist, a resource specialist for botany and invasives on Wenatchee River Ranger District, is now 
the Team Leader. 
Lauri Malmquist:  I have been a member of the Travel Management interdisciplinary team since 2010.  
I’m just giving an update today on where we are now with Travel Management.   
 
Motorized Travel Management Plan Update  
Background:  In 2014, after nearly eight years of work with local residents and communities on 
Motorized Travel Management planning, the Okanogan-Wenatchee National Forest regrouped and 
began analysis of those components of Subpart B of the Travel Management Rule that could be applied 
consistently across the forest.  A draft Environmental Assessment (EA) was published in June of 2016 
and the interdisciplinary team (IDT) has considered input from nearly 1,000 commenters in preparing a 
final EA. 
 
Draft EA Comments:  Nearly 1,000 letters were received in response to the Draft EA and the 2,763 
comments were sorted into about 80 categories.  All comments were valuable and those comments that 
aligned with our legal, regulatory and policy requirements were considered in developing the 
alternatives. 
Some of the concerns included: 

• Requests for changes or concern over lack of changes to the current system of motorized roads 
and trails, including requests for continued motorized use of Maintenance Level (ML) 1 roads. 

• Access to dispersed camping via corridors (effects of that activity, widths of corridors, 
overcrowding, and availability of that recreational use). 

• Wheeled ATV access to system roads (both requesting more and less). 
 

More detail about the comments is available online at 
https://cara.ecosystemmanagement.org/Public//ReadingRoom?Project=46467 . 
 
EA Alternatives:  There were four alternatives presented in the Draft EA.  While there is a preferred 
alternative, the decision may combine aspects of more than one alternative. 
 
Current Status:  The Forest IDT is in the final stages of analysis and EA development; working with 
US Fish & Wildlife Service and NOAA Marine Fisheries on concurrence with effects findings. The 
Environmental Assessment and Decision will be finalized in 2017.  We will continue to provide updates 
as we move forward. 
 
 

https://cara.ecosystemmanagement.org/Public/ReadingRoom?Project=46467
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Travel Management next steps and projected timeline: 
Update to Public and Stakeholders   Spring 2017 
Publish Final EA and Draft Decision Notice  Summer 2017  
Objection Period Closes     45 days from legal notice 
Objection Resolution Period Closes   Fall 2017 
Sign Decision      Fall/Winter 2017 
Motor vehicle Use Map Published   Spring 2018 

 
In the future, each district will have the opportunity to make changes to the maps, allowing for public 
involvement.  We are not addressing subparts A or C. 
My contact information is lmalmquist@fs.fed.us or 509-548-2575. 
 
Question:  What is the biggest delay?  It keeps getting pushed out further and further?  It has been over 
a year from the date that we were told before. 
Mike Williams:  I’ve been talking about getting the final EA in June.  The primary work is to complete 
the Endangered Species Act consultation which is taking longer than we expected.  We’ve elevated 
Travel Management to our top priority on the forest.   
Lauri Malmquist:  I had to do some catchup when I took on the team leader role.  Our intention is to 
finish biological assessments to meet with other services by the end of May.   
Mike Williams:  It looks like, at most, a six month change of date.  It will take us a little longer.  
Everyone is frustrated with this and it is our top priority and we will get it done as quickly as we can. 
Question:  In the alternatives in this latest round, there was a buffer where you couldn’t drive.  In 
previous iterations some districts had mapped designated places.  Are we moving back to previous 
iterations? 
Answer:  Wenatchee River and Cle Elum Districts had corridors, but a change has occurred. 
Lauri Malmquist:  There are districts with 300 foot corridors.   
Question:  Who else is on the ID Team?  How much of the work that the PAC did in the past is being 
used in the current plan? 
Lauri Malmquist:  All of the input we have gotten has been considered and used as we’ve developed 
alternatives.  

Team Members:  
Lauri Malmquist  Interdisciplinary Team Lead/Botany/Invasives  
Ann Glidden       Wildlife Biologist 
Lance George     Hydrologist 
Ken MacDonald  Fish Biologist 
Mary Bean       Recreation 
Shannon O’Brien  Public Affairs 

 

Dale Bambrick:  We are farther along here, with this forest, than we are with any of the other three 
forests that I deal with.  We are close. 
 
  
 
Collaborative Forest Landscape Restoration (CFLR) – Amanda Velasquez 
 

Handout:  Tapash Dry Stewardship Project 2016 Update (Tapash--correct pronunciation sounds like Top-ish)  
PowerPoint Presentation: 
The purpose of the CFLR Program is to: 

− Encourage collaborative, science-based restoration 
− Support ecological, economic, and social sustainability 
− Leverage local, national, and private resources 
− Facilitate the reduction of wildfire management costs and risks, including re-establishing natural fire regimes 

mailto:lmalmquist@fs.fed.us


April 19, 2017 PAC meeting notes              page 16 of 21 

− Demonstrate the degree to which various restoration approaches achieve ecological and watershed health objectives 
− Use forest restoration byproducts to offset treatment costs while benefitting local rural economies and improving forest health 

Selection criteria includes: 
− Proposals developed through a collaborative process involving multiple stakeholders 
− Landscapes must be at least 50,000 acres 
− Demonstrate need for restoration and have substantially complete strategy 

o Reduction of hazardous fuels, 
o Maintenance of old growth, and 
o Plans to improve habitat, water quality, invasive species threat 

− Access for woody biomass utilization 
Maps of CFLR program projects at a glance and Tapash Collaborative Landscape 
CFLR Program Funding and Investments 

− CFLR Act authorizes $40 million annually in funding for implementation and monitoring on National Forest Service (NFS) lands 
through FY2019 

− Funds can be used to cover up to 50 percent of the implementation and monitoring costs on NFS lands 
− Remainder of costs through Forest Service and partner match 

Multi-Party Monitoring: 
− Each project must use a multi-party monitoring, evaluation, and accountability process to assess ecological, social and economic 

impacts of implementation 
− No less than 15 years after project implementation commences 

National, regional and local CFLR program partners 
Tapash Collaborative Partners 

− Okanogan-Wenatchee NF (51% = 834,485 acres) 
− Yakama Nation (24% = 386,485 acres) 
− Washington Dept. of Natural Resources (11% = 171,938 acres) 
− Washington Dept. of Fish & Wildlife (4% = 59,618 acres) 
− Washington Nature Conservancy (<1%) 
− 1,629,959 acres total 

Tapash CFLR Plan located at http://www.tapash.org/?page_id=220 
End of PowerPoint 
 
Amanda Velasquez:  I came to the Forest Service in September.  I’ll give an overview of what the 
CFLR is.  It’s a pilot program of putting money into doing collaborative forest landscape restoration.  
The purpose of the program is to encourage collaboration, science-based, collaborative group set up, and 
support ecological, economic and social sustainability. 

All forests could apply for the grant, and in 2010 the Okanogan-Wenatchee NF was one of the first 
to receive a grant.  The forest received CFLR funds and the collaborative had to match 50 percent of 
those funds received to accomplish the restoration work.  The I-90 project has been used to match 
funding on the Cle Elum District. 

Monitoring has to be multi-party and done within 15 years of when the restoration program started. 
 
Question:  What weed control method did you use?  Any of the new herbicides? 
Patty Garvey-Darda:  We use herbicides, the old ones that we can use. 
Question:  For the CFLR you mentioned monitoring by 2025.  There is funding to do monitoring, what 
are the plans to do monitoring? 
Amanda Velasquez:  The executive group approved the list of what would be monitored back in 2013.  
We are working with The Nature Conservancy to help us revise the 2013 monitoring plan.  The Pilot 
program with Department of Natural Resources helped with treatments. 
Question:  Who decided upon where the projects would be? 
Amanda Velasquez:  It is a collaborative decision. 
 
 
Introduction of Tracy Hollingshead who is here on a 4-month detail as the public services staff officer, 
her responsibilities include recreation. She is a district ranger from the Caribou-Targhee National Forest.  
She is from Washington and went to school in Ellensburg. 
 

http://www.tapash.org/?page_id=220
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District Ranger Updates  
 

Chelan District Ranger Kari Grover-Wier: 
• Twenty-five Mile and First Creek fuel reduction projects--we will be starting fuel reduction 

projects as conditions allow. 
• We will be doing some small tree thinning at Twenty-five Mile Creek this summer. 
• Crupina noxious weed project work resumes this year on April 20; we treat about 300 acres 

utilizing Washington Conservation Corps crews. 
• Trail maintenance is happening on lower elevation trails utilizing WA Trails Association crews. 
• Prince Creek dock repair work has been completed. 
• We are thinning White Bark Pine on the Summer Blossom White Bark Pine Project on the south 

shore of Lake Chelan between Chelan and Methow Valley Ranger Districts. 
• We are doing wildfire reforestation which includes re-planting 1,000 acres in the Wolverine Fire 

area. 
• Our next large restoration project will be on the north shore of Lake Chelan, from the Antoine 

drainage towards Coyote Creek.  Pre NEPA work will start at the end of this fiscal year. 
• Holden Mine Restoration Project:  We are in our fifth year of this project.  Holden Mine is 

located 40 miles up Lake Chelan.  It is the largest mine remediation project on National Forest 
land.  This is the final year of heavy remediation work.  The drainage and Holden Village was 
closed to remediation work during the Wolverine Fire but it is now open.  Holden Village will be 
running their regular programs this summer.  Be cognizant of potential debris flows coming out 
of the Wolverine Fire area. 

• We will be doing hazard tree removal from along the side of the road to Holden Village. 
• Kari played a few minutes of an observational documentary video developed by Rio Tinto 

Mining Corporation.  The entire video is about 20 minutes long (you can see it at All Things 
Stehekin and on the Rio Tinto web site).  They will be planting trees and shrubs there this spring 
and fall.  A lot of work has been done there. 

 
Question:  How long will the water treatment plant be functioning? 
Kari Grover-Wier:  We don’t know but we estimate 100-200 years or until technology changes and 
something better is developed. 
Comment:  It is rewarding to see what has been accomplished. 
Question:  So they will be monitoring the effects? 
Kari Grover-Wier:  There are certain standards they have to meet--water quality, invertebrate, and plant 
monitoring. The project has cost about $500 million so far. 
Question:  How does that compare to the value of what they extracted from the mine? 
Kari Grover-Wier:  They extracted $33 billion I think.  It operated from 1937-1957 as an underground 
copper mine. 
Question:  What work is going on this summer? 
Kari Grover-Wier:  Planting on the piles and restoration work on the barrow and quarry sites.  Most of 
the heavy remediation work has been done.  
Question:  When they were running at full capacity there were 200 people working there, how many are 
there now? 
Kari Grover-Wier:  There should be around 50-60 people with an additional 10-20 people at the water 
treatment plant.  
Bryan Mulligan:  My compliments to you, this is a lot of work you’ve accomplished. 
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Kari Grover-Wier:  If you haven’t been there in years it is worth going there to see how much has been 
accomplished. 
Question:  Is the Railroad Creek Trail still closed? 
Kari Grover-Wier:  Ye, it is, and some other trails remain closed due to fire and remediation work.  Call 
the Chelan District office or go to our Chelan District web page on the forest web site for information. 
 
 
 
Cle Elum Acting District Ranger Patty Garvey-Darda: 

• We are doing prescribed burning in Teanaway and Swauk areas. 
• Working on Yakima Integrated Basin project, the supplemental draft will be coming out soon 

and the Final EIS should be out by the end of the year.  There are lots of bull trout enhancements 
in that project. 

• We are kicking off the Joint Chief’s project in the Taneum-Manastash area. 
• The Tapash project continues. 
• I-90 overcrossing construction is going on. 
• We will be doing more barred owl work. 
• We are doing wolverine and martin camera monitoring. 
• Central Washington University is doing monitoring.  
• Concessionaires no longer manage our district campgrounds.  We are excited about this as it 

provides more opportunities to improve use in and around those campgrounds. 
 
Question:  Will there be enough staff to manage the campgrounds? 
Patty Garvey-Darda:  Yes, we are getting volunteer campground hosts and we will have staff to 
maintain them. 
Question:  Is the barred owl eradication on your district or other districts too? 
Patty Garvey-Darda:  On our district. 
Jason Kuiken:  The Siuslaw National Forest is also doing this. 
Question:  Is any commercial timber coming off the Cle Elum district? 
Patty Garvey-Darda:  Yes, from the Swauk Pine project. 
Question:  Is your district looking for a packer? 
Patty Garvey-Darda:  Yes, if you are interested look at USAJobs. 
 
 
Tonasket District Ranger Matt Reidy: 

• We are working through the final decision notice for the Light Restoration project. 
• Very busy winter implementing restoration projects—there were five active logging sites over 

the winter, and we will doing monitor in the spring. 
• We are experiencing a lot of rainfall at lower elevations resulting in flooding and road damage.  

We are assessing the situation daily.  We are seeing 30-40 year rainfall events.  There are a lot of 
roads under water and washing out.  We may have to do some closures for public safety. 

• Restoration project actively—we are working on the Mt. Hull project in conjunction with the 
Northwest Washington Forest Health Collaborative.  We worked with The Nature Conservancy 
to get pre NEPA work done.  We will soon have a stakeholder meeting.  We were able to double 
the size of watersheds and the pace of the project.   
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• Recreation—we received RCO grants and will continue to work on campground configurations 
this summer.  We are trying to reconfigure some of our campgrounds to accommodate larger 
RVs and ATV users, also replacing old facilities.   

• We are in our second year of implementation of the Joint Chief’s funding on 2,000 acres of fuels 
reduction involving thinning and burning. 

• Agreement with Colville Tribe—under the Tribal Forest Protection Act, we are securing funding 
to do thinning work on national forest lands this summer.  They are also interested in helping us 
with the Mt. Hull project. 

 

Question:  For the acres treated this summer are they from an existing NEPA? 
Matt Reidy:  They are from a shelf stock we had.   
 
 
Wenatchee River District Ranger Jeff Rivera:   

• The Chelan Project is exciting for us as is the upper Wenatchee Watershed Project.  Turning that 
project over to a contractor has allowed us to shift the ID team to look at other landscapes where 
we will use prescribed fire and thinning to maintain those areas (Beehive and Pendleton areas 
will be covered).  We are also looking at doing the same thing for the Upper Peshastin area.   

• Number 2 Canyon Mon-motorized Trail System Project has moved forward, we are through the 
objection period; hopefully, we can start implementing it soon. 

• Upper White Pine Project—we are in the implementation phase (relocate PUD line out of 
wetlands and reconnect Nason Creek with its historic floodplain).  This summer the PUD will be 
moving their powerline outside the flood plain.  We will be implementing this project this year 
and next. 

• Mackenzie-Beverly Project seeks to re-permit the PUDs line from the dam across Stevens Pass. 
We hope to have a decision by August to re-permit that line. 

• We are taking on three new aquatic restoration projects partnering with Yakama Nation—they 
are Skinny Creek, and the Upper Wenatchee projects (one project on Chiwawa and one on Nason 
Creek).  Skinny Creek Project realigns the creek back into its historic channel.  

• Kahler Reach Project partnering with Chelan County—the creek morphology is struggling due to 
BPA lines that cross it where vegetation has to be removed (we will be improving fish habitat by 
putting in rock structures). 

• Getting ready to bring on our fire crews and preparing units for prescribed burning soon. 
• Trails crews will be working on trails in the Buck Creek Fire area, they will be removing burnt 

snags and improving the trail tread. 
• Wildlife folks will be doing owl surveys.  

 
Question:  On the Number 2 Canyon Project who will fix the road? 
Jeff Rivera:  The County is interested in partnering with us.  Evergreen Mountain Bike Alliance is also 
interested in helping us.  This is one of the early phases to improve this road. 
Comment:  The Chelan Pilot and Chief’s funding may have shifted project plans and the five year 
strategic plan. 
Jeff Rivera:  We will be analyzing the Beaver Creek project.  We will be doing work in the Little 
Chumstick. 
Dale Bambrick:  Thank you for your work on the White Pine Project. 
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District Ranger James Simino: 

• We are opening the upper Entiat River area to public use again.  We reassessed the hazards over 
the winter; more will be coming out about that soon. 

• We are planting trees in Mills Canyon in the Chiwaukum Complex fire area. 
• Looking at NEPA for more tree planting in the future in the Wolverine and Duncan fire areas. 
• We are right in the midst of getting the decision signed for instream work.  
• We have started our prescribed burning program. 
• Last summer we signed the decision on the Tilicum Project (burning, thinning, road 

improvements, fish passage culverts).  This summer we will start some of that work.  We will be 
doing in-stream restoration too. 

• Our next landscape restoration project is in the Lower Mad River, Roaring Creek and Mills 
Canyon areas; we hope to start NEPA next fiscal year. 

 
Question:  How many acres are you planting? 
James Simino:  We planted 1,500 acres last year and are on track for the same amount this year. 
Question:  Are there any commercial sales planned? 
James Simino:  No. 
Question:  Did you get authorization for chainsaw use in wilderness? 
James Simino:  No, not at the present time. 
 
 
 
 

NEXT PAC MEETING DATE & POTENTIAL FUTURE MEETING TOPIC IDEAS                              
Future topics: 

• Chainsaw use in the wilderness and motorized use in general 
• What fits and doesn’t fit in a wilderness area 
• Planting of Whitebark Pine in wilderness 
• LSR update and know what has changed and where do we go from here; recreation issues in 

LSRs 
• 2018 UPOW edited 5 year strategic plan 
• Legislatures are starting to get involved in NOVA funds which could affect future projects, 

something to think about  
• Recap the history and purpose of the PAC and its role and how it works with the Forest 
• Interest in hearing about where we are at with the smokejumper base 
• How will the Forest Service react to the potential grizzly bear reintroduction?  How with the 

Forest Service work with National Park Service and US Fish & Wildlife Service regarding 
grizzly bears? 

• Collaborative work—each district has different standards, there needs to be standardized training 
and requirements for volunteers across the units (a general standard would be nice); expectations 
with partners and districts standardize work 

• Sustainable recreation 
• Timber audit report 
• Outyear plan update 
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Mike Williams:  We’ve covered a lot of ground today, thank you very much for your involvement 
especial with sustainable recreation.  The Provincial Advisory Committee is in a different place right 
now, our charter will expire May 27.  We are sending the package forward to re-charter.  It may take a 
long time for approval. 

What do you want to do?  It’s my desire to continue once the re-charter occurs.  This is a very 
valuable group to me.  I’d like to plan like we are going to keep on going.  I propose that we set a date in 
September to meet again.  (Discussion on dates by the group).  Let’s meet on September 13, here in the 
supervisor’s office. 
 
Lunch at the next meeting will be provided by Wenatchee Valley Tech. Skills Center.  
 
Adjourn 
 
 

### 


	Eastern Washington Cascades
	Provincial Advisory Committee (PAC)
	Meeting Notes
	Motorized Travel Management Plan Update


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


