
Editor’s Note: To keep SAF members
informed of state society policy activities,
Policy Scoreboard is a regular feature in the
Western Forester. The intent is to provide a
brief explanation of the policy activity—you
are encouraged to follow up with the listed
contact person for detailed information.

OSAF Submits Responses to
USFS Listening Session
Questions. The US Forest Service
(USFS) recently completed a series of
Listening Sessions in the region as an
initial step in updating individual
National Forest (NF) plans that have

operated under the Northwest Forest
Plan (NWFP) directives since 1994. The
sessions were intended to publicly
outline the plan revisions, the role of
science, and current agency ideas on
plan revision strategy, and to gather
ideas on the revision process. The
USFS did not provide listening oppor-
tunities for those unable or unwilling
to attend the sessions, but the Region
6 Office was sent a summary of OSAF
responses to three major questions
about the planning process that were
raised at the local sessions. The ques-
tions asked for public input about: 1)
desirable considerations in revising
the plans; 2) how science should be
used; and 3) how the public should be
engaged in the process.

On the first question, the OSAF
response stressed the importance of:

a) historic laws that set the manage-
ment purpose and approach for NFs;
b) full analysis of the results of the
NWFP in achieving objectives, includ-
ing the role of litigation; c) rural com-
munity health; d) the high site produc-
tivity of many NFs and their role in
supplying green forest products; e) the
high compatibility of active manage-
ment with amenity resources and
ecosystem services; f) management for
forest resilience; and g) a temporally
and spatially dynamic approach to
management for diverse forest condi-
tions versus inflexible land allocations. 

Regarding the use of science, the
OSAF input stressed the need for: a)
both technical knowledge and local
professional experience; b) more
socio-economic and applied research;
c) added protocols and standards for
reviewing and applying science; and d)
avoiding bias and micromanagement
by science panels that lack on-the-
ground management experience.  

On public involvement, OSAF
emphasized the importance of: a) rou-
tinely highlighting the multiple-use
mandate for NFs; b) considering citi-
zens who do not submit comments;
and c) input from natural resources
professionals independent of their
employer interests.  

Contact: Paul Adams, OSAF Policy
chair, adamspaulw@gmail.com.

OSAF Begins Review of Riparian
and Old-growth Forests Position
Statements. Oregon SAF has nine
active position statements on important
forestry issues (see www.forestry.org/
oregon/policy/position/) that are used
to articulate a professional perspective
to decision makers and the interested
public. These statements have a five-
year lifespan, and with their expiration
dates approaching, the positions on
“Managing Riparian Forests” and
“Managing Mature and Old-growth
Forests” are now being reviewed and
updated. Both topics remain timely
given current riparian rulemaking by
the Board of Forestry and ongoing con-
cerns about federal forest management.
OSAF members are encouraged to offer
comments about these position state-
ments to their local chapter leaders or
the OSAF Policy Committee. Contact:
Paul Adams, OSAF Policy chair,
adamspaulw@gmail.com  ◆

22 WESTERN FORESTER  ◆ JUNE/JULY/AUGUST 2015

Policy Scoreboard


