The Ecology Center, Inc.
801 Sherwood Street, Suite B

Missoula, MT 59802

(406) 728-5733

(406) 728-9432 fax

ecocenter@wildrockies.org
April 3, 2000

Jimmy Deherrera, District Ranger

Glacier View Ranger District

8975 Highway 2 East

Hungry Horse, Montana 59919

Mr. Deherrera:

I am writing in response to your March 5, 2000 scoping notice for the Big Creek Resource Management Project.

Basically, the bias of the March 2 document attached to your letter means you have already decided that logging will go forward in Big Creek.  The wording of the document and the purpose and need statement is such that the only “solution” to most of the “problems” presented is to log.  This is bad news for endangered species, the streams, and for taxpayers.

Please include our April 16, 1998 letter to the Forest Supervisor, which you received a copy, as comments on this proposal. In other words, please put a copy of that letter in the project public involvement file, as responsive to all requests for public comment. We also incorporate, within these comments, our previous comments and appeals of Forest Plan Amendment 21.

It is clear that many of the assumptions behind your scoping statement for Big Creek are based upon incomplete and misleading disclosures about the historic range of variability (HRV) within the watershed.  Project NEPA analyses often infer managers should be striving to achieve conditions within the natural or historic range of variability in tree species and/or vegetative composition. The concept of HRV suffers from a failure to provide defensible criteria about which ecosystem factors’ ranges should be measured.  Typically, such a focus ignores the natural range of variability for such factors as snags, old growth, large woody debris, edge effect, etc. and the long-term influences of culverts, miles of roads, and other human-caused structural changes in the forest ecosystem.  Proposed treatments or “cures” to move ecosystems toward HRVs defined chiefly by vegetative composition pose far greater threats to biodiversity than do fires and other natural events that might (or might not) be associated with the “undesired” changes in forest structure.  The main goal of  “ecosystem management” should be the reversal of artificial legacies to allow restoration of natural, self-sustaining ecosystem processes.   Since natural disturbance patterns are almost always the best way to maintain or restore desired ecosystem values, then nature should be able to accomplish this task very well without human intervention.

We don’t believe that increasing snowmobile access by relocating the Canyon Creek trail should be a part of the purpose and need.

It is more bad news to see that the Flathead NF is planning to back out of its commitments to comply with Forest Plan Amendment 19 and the Big Mountain resort expansion ROD in regards to grizzly bear habitat management.

Please keep us on the mailing list to receive further communications concerning this proposal.  And please send us a copy of the summary of findings from the watershed analysis mentioned in your scoping letter.

Sincerely,

Jeff Juel
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