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Colville and Okanogan-Wenatchee Forest Plan Revision Public Information & Scoping Meeting 
August 2, 2011 
5:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 
Newport High School Auditorium, 1400 West Fifth Street, Newport, WA 

 
Meeting Purpose and Overview 

The USDA Forest Service (Forest Service) hosted public information and scoping meeting for the 

Colville and Okanogan National Forest Plan in Newport, Washington on August 2, 2011. The 

meeting provided a combination of formats, including open house, presentation, question and 

response, and group comments.  

The meeting served two purposes: to provide the public an opportunity to learn about the 

Forest Service’s proposals for long-term management of the Colville and Okanogan-Wenatchee 

National Forests, and to provide information on how the public can comment on the proposals, 

how their comments will be used, and to learn about future opportunities for their 

involvement.  

Meeting Agenda 

Deborah Kelly, Plan Revision Public Affairs Specialist, welcomed everyone and explained the 

meeting objectives, agenda, and meeting conduct. Travis Fletcher, Acting Newport/Sullivan 

Lake District Ranger, talked briefly about the Forest Plan Revision process, the value of public 

participation in the process, and Forest Service expectations for the meeting.  Travis introduced 

the rest of the Forest Service’s Forest Plan Revision team (Team). 

Presentation 

Margaret Hartzell, Team leader, presented the key concepts of the Proposed Actions. She also 

explained that the comment period was extended an additional 30 days until September 28. 

Since this meeting was held in Newport, Margaret focused on the specific proposals related to 

the Colville National Forest. She provided a general overview; a process timeline; and new and 

continued goals of the Proposed Actions for the following categories: 

 Aquatics and riparian systems 

 Plants 

 Vegetation 

 Wildlife habitat 

 Access 

 Livestock grazing 

 Recreation 

 Renewable forest products 
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 Scenery 

 Preliminary Wilderness recommendations 

Margaret also explained the “tools” the plan uses, as well as how comments are being gathered 

and used in the process. Please see Attachment 2 for the presentation slides. 

Margaret also explained the difference between the Plan Revision project and Travel 

Management.  

 

Questions & Answers (Q&A) 

The following is a synopsis of questions (Q) / comments (C) and corresponding responses (R) 

from the meeting. Note: similar questions / concerns were combined for summarization 

purposes.  

Q: Salmo Priest is 3% of what Forest? 
R:  The currently designated Salmo Priest wilderness on the Colville National Forest is 43,348 
acre.  The Colville Forest is proposing to add an additional 101,000 additional acres in total, and 
13,500 acres of that would be adjacent to the Salmo Priest Wilderness. 
 
Q: How much additional wilderness acres for the Okanogan-Wenatchee? 
R: The Okanogan-Wenatchee is proposing an additional 125,800 acres all of which are adjacent 
to currently designated wilderness. 
 
Q: The annual harvest for the Colville is shown as 25 – 35 MMBF. Is there a reason for this 
spread, and what is it based on?   
R:  1. Timing of the NEPA process and budgets can result in the variation 25-25 mmbf.  Those 
figures are based on past sold volume. 
 
Q:  Why does the estimated annual harvest range reduced from past levels?  Does it have 
anything to do with what it could produce?    
R: That estimate reflects a reduction in Forest Service budget trends,  and changes that were 
put in place with the Eastside Screens, such as the  Inland Fisheries guidance for stream and 
riparian and fisheries habitat protection.  No, it doesn’t have anything to do with what it could 
produce, however we would still need to stay within our long term sustained yield capacity 
(LTSYC).      
 
Q:  1. Regarding sustained yield, 25% of what is capable?  2. Why this amount when the 
environmental groups support 80 MMBF?  3.  You are losing 50 MMBF to insects, why not 
capture the loss?  4. You are growing more than you are cutting so it’s not an old growth 
issue.  
R:   1. I’m not sure I understand your question, but it would be within LTSYC. 
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       2.  Our current estimate is based on budgets. 
       3.  I’m not sure of volume figure you referenced, but bug kill decays rapidly and is not 
            suitable for saw and requires NEPA to harvest. 
        4.  Stocking levels are increasing, but old structure is insufficient. 
 
Q: If you have more employees, could the Forest cut more volume? 
R:   Yes, up to the determined long term sustained yield capacity level—which will be identified 
in the next phase of this project with the development of the draft environmental impact 
statement (DEIS).  
 
Q: Adding wilderness would not affect timber volume – is that really correct?  
R: It is based on the suitability of the land for harvest. 
 
Q: Can livestock graze in wilderness? 
R: Yes, all existing permits are grandfathered in. 
  
Q: What prevents motorized access into backcountry? 
A: There are two proposed management areas; backcountry and backcountry motorized.  
Backcountry motorized would have designated motorized trails systems.   
  
C: Regarding the timber target, the 25-35 MMBF should be around 40 to 45 MMBF to reflect 
what was sold.  
 
Q: Are you going to identify suitability for timber harvest? 
R: It is tied to the 1982 planning rule and will be identified in the DEIS.  
 
Q: Why doesn’t the current plan incorporate public comments to increase timber 
harvest/more intensive management? 
R: The proposed action reflects lands available for harvest.  
 
Q: Are the wilderness areas going to keep expanding? Will it be managed to provide wildlife 
habitat as well as provide timber output? Wilderness will overgrow and no longer provide 
wildlife habitat.  
A:  The national criteria for wilderness for National Forest System Lands are strict and many 
areas of Colville don’t meet the criteria.  Wilderness or potential wilderness areas would not be 
managed for timber output.  Those areas and others will continue to provide wildlife habitat. 
 
C: I would like to see the Forest Service maintain 100-year old trees; not become a fiber 
producer. I would suggest not following the market to sell as much as possible.  
 
Q: The Forest Plan provides basic guides for allowable types of travel/use. Does plan include 
guidance for multiple use for the same piece of ground? 
R:  The proposed action identifies what types of activities would be appropriate for each 
proposed management area, including whether an area is appropriate for motorized recreation 
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uses or various types of management activities, such as timber harvest, road building or use of 
prescribed fire. 
 
Q: What can retained receipts be used for? 
R:  It depends on the type of activity or program the generated the receipt, there are a variety.  
Some examples of what funds could be used for include road maintenance following harvest, or 
replanting.   
 
Q: What are the rules now for vegetation management? 
R:   That guidance is outlined in the current forest plan. 
 
Q: Why did wilderness have a target of 9%? 
A: There was no target to meet; came from analysis.  
 
Q: There is rampant OHV use/abuse. What is planned to stop illegal use? 
A:  The Forest has a Motor Vehicle Use map, which is the tool used to inform the public what the 
designated road and trail system is and where motorized use is allowed.   Education is one way 
to help the public understand where use is appropriate.  The Forest Service works closely with 
user groups on information and education efforts, and enforcement, and coordinating on travel 
management projects to improve the system. 
 
Q: Is the planning team coordinating with any elected officials? 
A: We are working with local elected representatives, including county commissioners and state 
and federal representatives, adjacent agencies (wildlife refuge, tribes, state, etc.). 
 

  

 

Closing 

Laura Jo West, Colville Forest Supervisor, noted that the formal presentation and question-

answer session had ended, and that Forest Service staff would be available for further 

discussion and to answer any remaining questions.  

Margaret and Laura Jo thanked everyone for their participation in the process, noting that their 

input will be helpful in developing plans in the future. They also encouraged everyone to submit 

written comments. 

The open house reconvened for another 30 minutes. The meeting adjourned at 7:00 p.m. 

Attachement 1 provides a list of Forest Service Staff, and Attachment 2 provides a sample of 

the PowerPoint presentation.
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Forest Service Staff   

Name Forest City, State 

Holly Aikens Colville National Forest Colville, WA 

Amy Dillon Colville National Forest Newport, WA 

Travis Fletcher Colville National Forest Colville, WA 

Margaret Hartzell Okanogan-Wenatchee Okanogan, WA 

Debbie Kelly Okanogan-Wenatchee Okanogan, WA 

Mark Loewen Okanogan-Wenatchee Wenatchee, WA 

Craig Newman Colville National Forest Colville, WA 

Karen Soenke Colville National Forest Newport, WA 

Lisa Therrell Okanogan-Wenatchee Leavenworth, WA 

Eric Trimble Colville National Forest Newport, WA 

Kevin Walton Colville National Forest Newport, WA 

Laura Jo West Colville National Forest Colville, WA 
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