Notes on USDA Forest Service press conference regarding new planning rule 1-26-12

Representing USFS:  Agriculture Secretary Vilsack, Undersecretary Sherman & Forest Chief Tidwell

New planning rule proposed.  Environmental impact statement available on FS website reflects preferred alternative for new planning rule.  Theme is restoring the nation’s forests through science & collaboration.

Each forest has a management plan.  New planning rule will determine how mgmt. plans are written & what content they must contain.

New rule focuses on need to base decisions on sound science, science that is readily available (not going to require managers to conduct original research).  Philosophy of restoration is key.  Forest health is big factor; watersheds are big priority.

Focus on collaboration will support jobs & the economy.

High priority placed on recreation, which also supports jobs & economy.  Rec use must be sustainable and must be significant focus of mgmt. plans.

Will continue to sell timber.

New rule will make changing mgmt. plans easier to do.  Changes take 5-7 years; new rule expected to reduce that to 3-4 years or less.

Question: Will deference be given to state/local collaboratives?
Answer: Will continue to seek collaborations.

Q: How will rule help current problem of difficulty getting work done on ground within reasonable time?
A: Plan expected to accelerate environmental analysis & project implementation.  Allows for more public input.  Collaboration expected to decrease litigation.

Q: Restoration & recreation projects don’t have clear funding source like timber projects do—where will $ come from?
A: Seeking more budget flexibility from Congress. Seeking funding to align with ground projects. Actively building partnerships for meaningful landscape restoration projects. By collaboration w/ private nonprofits funds will be leveraged.

Q: Why more deference to local managers?
A: Each forest is unique.  Sound science will be required driver of decisions. Preferred alternative mandates certain standards to be contained in mgmt. plans.  Will now have national review process.  Going to set up federal advisory committee for implementing new rule.  Have struck balance b/w regional discretion & national oversight.

Q: What significant changes happened to rule over public input process?
A: Emphasis on science; stronger support for sustainable recreation; emphasis on watersheds; national oversight provision; clarity in what mgmt. plans must include.

Q: Changes in timber production process?
A: FS in mindful of economic opportunities association w/forests & intends to utilize those resources sustainably.

Q: How much priority are timber companies given?
A: Admittedly, stewardship contracts need to be longer.  But FS relies on contractors for restoration work.  Timber industry is key to mgmt.  Timber industry was active in rule development process.  Development of the proposed alternative was transparent & collaborative.

Q: How will science requirement decrease litigation?
[bookmark: _GoBack]A: Managers will be required to document how they use best available science to inform decisions.  Focus on collaborations also expected to decrease litigation.
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