Project Leader Bryan Donner 




July 25, 2005

Valley Face Fuels Reduction Project
Tally Lake Ranger District

1335 Highway 93 West

Whitefish, Mt 59937

Dear Bryan,

Please accept these comments for the Valley Fuels Reduction Project that is planned.

I have attended the open houses that the USFS has held on this project and feel that this project will have little benefit for true fuels reduction, fire intensity or alleged dramatic disturbances from insects. Instead this project appears to create the potential for larger fires and continues the trend toward over abundance of Douglas-fir across the landscape.
Here are a list of questions and concerns about the project that I have:

This project is large in scale and effects. I request that an EIS is chosen instead of an EA to more fully analyze the effects that any Proposed Action will have.

The largest component of this project is timber harvest. Past timber practices have changed the historic condition of the forest. Proposing to commercial timber harvest 2876 acres will only harm soils, water quality, introduce weeds and keep the forest from returning to a more historic state. Logging is not a natural forest condition.
The Purpose of the Project and Proposed Action is in conflict with information presented in the open houses. Under the Fire and Vegetation  section of the  Proposed Action a conclusion is given that there are many more Douglas-fir than at historic levels due to several reasons. There is also information supplied that bugs and root rot is creating mortality in the Douglas- fir. From this information I conclude that natural forces are returning the forest back to a more historical state. Information and photos presented at the open house led me to believe that most trees except D-fir and larch would be removed during logging treatments. So is the intent to return the forest to a more historic condition or is it to select for D-fir?
There is much information on how to protect houses and buildings from fire and there is no component in this project that even addresses the best way to treat private property so that it is safer from fire.

Fire is a natural component of any forest. Fire cannot be removed from the forest. Past attempts to stop fires at all costs have changed the structure of the forests as has logging. 
Some thing that is not addressed in this project is that people choose to live here. People are living in places that the did not live historically and this makes it difficult to allow the forest to return to historic condition. I feel that the USFS needs to put more effort in educating the public that fire and bugs are natural events and that there are simple treatments that the public can take if the public chooses to protect their property. This does not include having large scale logging projects that will only create areas that are more fire prone under the guise of fire protection.
The USFS has an overabundance of roads that it cannot afford to maintain. Roads are a major vector for weeds. Roads compact soils, create massive land slides, harm wildlife and water quality. This project builds over 5 miles of roads. Funds could be better spent by removing any new road building from this project. Instead the funds could be better spent removing bad roads. There would be few project areas removed if no new roads are constructed. Most of the harm to soils is due to roads.
Cumulative effects from past projects need to be fully analyzed. This project area has been heavily managed in the past and any future treatments need to be looked at in tandem with past treatments to be able to see what the true condition of the forest is presently in and if this project will meet the historic condition that USFS is hopefully trending towards. The USFS is mandated to manage for many uses including water quality, wildlife, etc., not just timber.
After speaking to the USFS professionals at the open houses I observe that there is little information of what the present condition in the forest is. Ariel photos have been used to determine old growth and bug populations , not on the ground surveys. While ariel photos  do have their place, they should be used in tandem with on the ground surveys.
Old growth sections should not be entered.

Old growth recruitment  areas are not defined and are any of these areas planned for timber harvest.

Snags are not common through out the Salish Range. Snags are crucial for wildlife. Any logging practice should maintain snags. Areas that have snags must not have logging treatments that will remove these snags, instead the area should be removed from management.

The terms for logging techniques have been changed in this proposed action. Terms such as clearcuts and shelter wood cuts have been changed to moderate and light dispersed retention. The public does not support clear cuts. Please use terms that the public does know so that they will have a clear idea of what the future condition will be. 
There will be little support by the public for the view shed that will be left after this proposed action is completed.
There is little science that supports the idea that logging will protect the forest from fires or do much reduce fire behavior as concluded by the USFS. Opening the forests canopy will dry the forest out, stunt tree growth, create blow down, introduce weeds and increase the threat and spread of fire, while harming wildlife, soils and water quality.

White tail deer use the area in this plan for winter habitat. The deer need this area for cover and thermo shelter. Removing the canopy on almost 3000 acres to below 50% will harm the most productive whitetail deer population in the state.
The project area is used heavily for neotropical birds, Grizzly bears, wolves as well as a host of non protected species. The fairy lady slipper is present in this project area as well as salamanders. An indepth analysis needs to be done to protect these populations.

Commercial logging will not provide fire protection. The removal of large trees, the ones that are the most able to withstand fire and in the process leaving the smaller trees will only  increase the threat and intensity of fire.
Why does the USFS not design a plan that saves all trees over 12” dbh and focuses on removal of small diameter fuels ? this would be an approach that would reduce fuels and protect thermal cover and go a long way in improving  public relations.

