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USFS BUDGET SLASHED

T

FOREST BILL FLAWED

H

he U.S. Forest Service’s proposed 2018
.R. 2936 makes forest plans advisory and
budget presents its public and private observunenforceable, requires the Forest Service to
ers with lots of rebuilding work to do.
develop a new rule to limit extraordinary cir“This budget is a wreck,” Sen. Jon Tester, Dcumstances for categorical exclusions, and
Montana told Chief Tom Tidwell during a hearing becreates a slew of new exclusions at 10,000 acres with
fore the Senate Interior Appropriathe possibility of up to 47
tions Committee. Sen. Steve
square miles without an enSEND US YOUR EMAIL!
Daines, R-Montana, pressed
vironmental analysis.
SAFE is currently updating its email list. If
Tidwell for stronger efforts to get
Natural Resources
you are currently not receiving our emails Committee Democrats will,
national forest timber into local
and wish to be on the list, please contact for the most part, be oppossawmills and maintain trails and
roads.
Ginny Rice at: safealt1@gmail.com. We ing the bill which is pretty
Trump’s budget proposes
only send out requests for agenda items, certain to be passed by the
$4.7 billion for the Forest Service
meeting agendas and minutes with an Republican majority.
in fiscal 2018. Committee ChairRep. Bruce Westerman
occasional action notice or volunteer rewoman Sen. Lisa Murkowski, R(R-AR)
has introduced H.R.
quest. We will not SPAM you!
Alaska, noted the request was
2936, the Resilient Federal
$880 million less than 2017, not counting a $342 million Forests Act of 2017. The bill would greatly weaken enomission of supplemental wildfire funding Congress
vironmental laws and public oversight of public lands,
had added last year.
and has potential to allow for unsustainable logging and
In his comments to Tidwell, Tester warned those cuts
projects detrimental to listed bird species.
hinted at a larger policy threat.
Sec. 101 limits NEPA analysis to two alternatives
“There is a move in this country to sell our public
and directs the agency to conduct a misleading analylands, to privatize public lands,” Tester told Tidwell. “As sis by engaging in unanalyzed conjecture.
we don’t have access to trails, as roads aren’t being
Sec. 102 creates a 10,000 acre categorical excludone, as trees aren’t being managed, it gives more am- sion similar to Sec. 202 of S. 879, except that the larger
munition to those shortsighted people who want to do areas authorization is for 30,000 acres, nearly 47
away with our public land — who want to sell it. Keep
square miles of publicly owned forest.
that in mind.”
Sec. 103 creates a 10,000 acre categorical excluDaines also asked for more support for the Secure sion for salvage logging, CEs may only be used on up
Rural Schools program as a way of getting more fedto one-third of the area impacted by disturbance. This
eral revenue to county governments that aren’t receiv- ignores overwhelming scientific evidence that salvage
ing timber receipts. Trump’s budget does not mention logging can cause significant ecological harm to wildlife
Secure Rural Schools, Daines noted.
requiring snags such as the Black-backed Woodpecker
The U.S. Forest Service faces a $970 million
and is not necessary to regenerate forests.
budget cut in 2018, but the chief of the agency told a
Sec. 104 creates a 10,000 acre categorical excluSenate panel Wednesday he is confident the service
sion to create early seral forests.
will have the resources to battle wildfires next year.
Sec. 105 creates a 10,000 acre categorical excluChief Tom Tidwell acknowledged that President
sion to reduce wildlife risks. Allowed activities include
Donald Trump’s fiscal 2018 budget plan proposes “very logging, removal of pinyon juniper forests, targeted livedifficult reductions in some very important programs,”
stock grazing, construction of livestock infrastructure
but said that it will let the service focus on the “highest- and spraying herbicides.
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USFS BUDGET SLASHED (continued from page 1)
A report by the Department of Agriculture, the Forest Service’s parent agency, said that while the service dedicated just 16 percent of its
1995 budget to firefighting, that grew to 52 percent of its budget in 2015
and is expected to rise to 67 percent by 2025.
Tidwell said President Donald Trump’s fiscal 2018 budget will provide
the resources “that are necessary for us to maintain our success rate of
suppressing 98 percent of our fires during the initial attack.”
The proposed budget is a mixed bag for the agency. While Trump’s
budget would cut the overall Forest Service budget by $970 million next
year, it also calls for an increase of almost $500 million to the agency’s
Wildland Fire program.
That could be offset elimination of the $821 million “FLAME fund,” a
reserve wildfire-fighting fund. The White House budget would also cut
72.5 percent – or $263.8 million – of the Capital Improvement and Maintenance program, which the Forest Service has routinely tapped when it
runs short of money in the wildfire-fighting budget.
Rep. Raul Grijalva, D-Tucson, said at a separate event Wednesday
that the Forest Service budget proposed by the White House is “robbing
Peter to pay Paul.” 

FLAWED FOREST BILL (continued from page 1)
Sec. 108 (a) grants the Forest Service ESA authority to determine if a
project is likely to adversely affect a listed species or critical habitat. If the
agency makes this determination, ESA consultation is not required. Subsection (b) places an arbitrary timeline on consultations of 90 days, and any
consultations not completed in that time are deemed to not violate the ESA.
Sec. 110 requires the Secretary to initiate a rulemaking to greatly limit
the extraordinary circumstances that can preclude the use of categorical
exclusions including designated Wilderness, sensitive species, cumulative
effects, and actions that may adversely affect endangered species. And (b)
makes revisions to designated Wilderness Areas no longer subject to a required environmental impact statement.
Sec. 201 (a) seeks to expedite salvage logging by limiting any environmental analysis to two months following a natural disturbance. Subsection
(b) requires that at least 75% of a disturbed area be reforested within in five
years. Tree planting and the
creation of tree plantations is
not appropriate in all areas
where other ecological values
and natural recovery should
take precedence. Subsection
(d) places an unreasonably
short timeline for public involvement for large scale projects on public lands; 30 days
for scoping and to comment,
15 days to file an objection,
and 15 days for the agency to
respond to the objection.
Continued on page 3
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FLAWED FOREST BILL
Sec. 203 prohibits restraining orders, preliminary injunctions, and injunctions pending appeal. This provision would have the practical effect of placing agency actions outside of any meaningful public oversight, and has potential to allow projects harmful to both human health and wildlife to proceed
regardless of the consequences. Sec. 204 excludes designated Wilderness
and some roadless areas, but otherwise, all areas of federal forests would
be placed at risk.
Sec. 301 creates a pilot arbitration system for challenges to projects offered under Sec. 101 (a).
Sec. 401 undermines Title II of the Secure Rural Schools Act by requiring 50% of the funds be used for timber production, instead of meeting other
needs on the forest.
Sec. 402 undermines Resource Advisory Committees by restricting participation and ending the requirement for consensus-based decision making.
The intent appears to be to enable the RACs to begin supporting controversial logging projects versus the current variety of restoration and recreationenhancement projects that have universal support.
Sec. 403 adds a new section 209 to Secure Rural Schools for 10 RACS
to recommend projects that generate receipts. This would further undermine
the currently effective and noncontroversial Title II restoration program by
emphasizing commercial logging.
-Steve Holmer, Vice President of Policy, American Bird Conservancy .
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FARMWORKERS POISONED

O

n May 5, more than 50 farmworkers outside of
Bakersfield, CA, were exposed to a highly toxic
pesticide that apparently drifted from a nearby
field—at a high enough level that “twelve people
reported symptoms of vomiting [and] nausea and one person fainted,” reports the television news station Kern
Golden Empire. According to the news report, the poisoning was caused by a chemical called chlorpyrifos.
In March, the EPA abruptly changed its stance on chlorpyrifos, greenlighting it instead of banning it. The decision,
among the first major ones made by Scott Pruitt in his tenure as EPA chief. Parent company Dow Chemical worked
to cultivate a relationship with the Trump administration. 
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GROUNDWATER WOES

C

entral Valley farmers created a groundwater deficit large enough
to fill an empty Shasta Lake seven times in order to keep their
profitable orchards alive during California’s epic five-year
drought, a study released by researchers at UCLA and the University of Houston. The researchers conclude that California’s pending
groundwater regulations remain woefully behind what is necessary to
bring the state’s groundwater levels back into balance.
“Pumping groundwater during a drought isn’t an unreasonable strategy,” said Dennis Lettenmaier, the UCLA professor of geography who led
the study. “The problem is: Do to you have a strategy to make it sustainable, which means putting it back in? As near as I can tell, the answer to
that is ‘no.’ ”
Farming groups say they had no choice but to drill and pump so much
during the drought because state and federal regulators limited their surface water deliveries to protect endangered fish.
Much of the past 17 years has been dry with only a few wet winters in
between, so the wet winter California just experienced only goes so far to
recharge the state’s groundwater deficit, said Thomas Harter, a groundwater expert with the UC Davis Center for Watershed Sciences. Harter was
not affiliated with the study.
“We’re close to 10 years in the hole or maybe more,” Harter said.
“Just one winter is going to give us some back, but it’s not going to give
most of what we’ve lost in these droughts. We would need many more
above average to wet winters to make up what we’ve lost.”. 
The Summer SAFE meeting is July 16 at the Rice residence
near Lewiston. The meeting starts at 1 p.m.
Potluck to follow about 4 pm. Call 530.778.3953 for directions.
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