Opposing Views

Attachment #3
The Following Compelling, Indisputable
Science Reveals Thinned Forests do not
Slow Fire Spread or Reduce Fire Intensity.
The experts’ statements below are clear and to the point.  USFS employees are taught by the agency that logging “hazardous fuels” is the way to reduce fire damage to homes in the WUI.  Of course this is untrue.  A few USFS specialists understand that the need to commercially remove “hazardous fuels” is the number 1 agency excuse to “get out the cut” … yet they choose to play the game to avoid jeopardizing their jobs.
The following “Opposing Views” present scientific information that disproves the USFS claim that wildfire damage potential to homes in the WUI is reduced (or eliminated) when merchantable-sized “hazardous fuels” are commercially removed.  These “Opposing Views” are subject to 40 CFR 1502.9(b).  The views are not irresponsible and they weren’t adequately discussed or considered in this NEPA document.
Opposing View “Treating fuels to reduce fire occurrence, fire size, or amount of burned area is ultimately both futile and counter-productive.” (Page1999)
“Some viable fuel treatments may actually result in an increased rate of spread under many conditions (Lertzman et al., 1998; Agee et al., 2000).  For example, thinning to reduce crown fire potential can result in surface litter becoming drier and more exposed to wind.  It can also result in increased growth of grasses and understory shrubs which can foster a rapidly moving surface fire.” (Page 2000)

Objectives and considerations for wildland fuel treatment in forested ecosystems of the interior western United States (page 10)
By E.D. Reinhardt et al. 
Published in Forest Ecology and Management, issue 256, 2008

http://www.firewise.org/Information/Research-and-Guidance/WUI-Home-Ignition-Research/~/media/Firewise/Files/Pdfs/Research/CohenFuelTreatment.pdf
-------------------
Opposing View “The Forest Service is using the fear of wildfires to allow logging companies to remove medium-and large-diameter trees that they can sell, rather than just the small trees and brush that can make fires more severe.  There is little evidence to show that such logging will prevent catastrophic fires; on the contrary, logging roads and industrial logging cause wildfires.”

Bush Fire Policy: Clearing Forests So They Do Not Burn
FOREST CONSERVATION NEWS TODAY, August 27, 2002

http://ces.iisc.ernet.in/hpg/envis/doc1999ahtml/biodbus220928.html 

-------------------
Opposing View “The fact is, commercial logging doesn't prevent catastrophic fires; it causes them. In the latter part of the 19th century, this was common knowledge. Relentless clearing of forests in the Great Lakes region left huge areas largely devoid of the cooling shade of trees, replacing moist natural forest microclimates with the hotter, drier conditions characterized by stump fields. Flammable logging "slash debris" covered the landscape. 
It was in this setting that a massive, cataclysmic fire started near Peshtigo, Wisconsin in 1871. More than 1,200 people were killed. Similar blazes erupted in subsequent years.”

Hanson, Chad Ph.D., The Big Lie: Logging and Forest Fires.

” Published in the Earth Island Journal, spring 2000 issue
http://yeoldeconsciousnessshoppe.com/art6.html
-------------------
Opposing View “In general, rate of spread and flame length were positively correlated with the proportion of area logged (hereafter, area logged) for the sample watersheds.  Correlation coefficients of area logged with rate of spread were > 0.57 for five of the six river basins (table 5).  Rate of spread for the Pend Oreille and Wenatchee River basins was strongly associated (r-0.89) with area logged.  Correlation of area logged with flame length were > 0.42 for four of six river basins (table 5).  The Deschutes and Methow River basins showed the strongest relations.  All harvest techniques were associated with increasing rate of spread and flame length, but strength of the associations differed greatly among river basins and harvesting methods.” (pg.9)

“As a by-product of clearcutting, thinning, and other tree-removal activities, activity fuels create both short- and long-term fire hazards to ecosystems.  The potential rate of spread and intensity of fires associated with recently cut logging residues is high, especially the first year or two as the material decays.  High fire-behavior hazards associated with the residues can extend, however, for many years depending on the tree.  Even though these hazards diminish, their influence on fire behavior can linger for up to 30 years in the dry forest ecosystems of eastern Washington and Oregon.”

Historical and current forest landscapes in eastern Oregon and Washington. Part II: Linking vegetation characteristics to potential fire behavior and related smoke production
Huff, Mark H. Ph.D.; Ottmar, Roger D.; Alvarado, Ernesto Ph.D. Vihnanek, Robert E.; Lehmkuhl, John F.; Hessburg, Paul F. Ph.D. Everett, Richard L. Ph.D.
Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-355 1995

USDA Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Research Station.

https://ir.library.oregonstate.edu/xmlui/bitstream/handle/1957/4706/PB96155213.pdf;jsessionid=C8DDB611DB29D3716BBF313AADBA2E70?sequence=1 

-------------------

Opposing View “More highly intense fire is not occurring now than historically in dry forests,” said William Baker, who teaches fire ecology and landscape ecology in Laramie, Wyo., where he’s been doing research more than 20 years.  “These forests were much more diverse and experienced a much wider mixture of fire than we thought in the past, including substantial amounts of high-severity fire.” “
“If he’s right, he and others say it means fuel-reduction programs aimed at removing trees and shrubs in the name of easing fire threats are creating artificial conditions that likely make dry forests less resilient.”

“ “It means we need to rethink our management of Western dry forests,” said Baker, a member of a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service working group that is developing plans to help bolster northern spotted owl populations in dry forests.”

Sonner, Scott AP, Study challenges views about Western forest fires
Published in the Deseret News, July 21, 2012

https://www.deseretnews.com/article/765591137/Study-challenges-views-about-Western-forest-fires.html
-------------------
Opposing View “Bond concluded, "The US Forest Service plans widespread logging on California's public forests. The logging will be expensive, ineffective at stopping wildfire, and ecologically damaging, and it will be paid for by the taxpayers of the USA. The public can still comment on the draft forest plans until August 25 (4). We must demand no more logging on US Forest Service lands until spotted owl populations recover. Spend that money on fire-proofing homes instead." “

Bond, ML, Ph.D.,  Wild Nature Institute Study Shows Logging, Not Fire, is Damaging National Forests in California
Published by the Wild Nature Institute, August 23, 2016

Ms. Bond is a Wildlife biologist, biodiversity activist & principal scientist for Wild Nature Institute

http://www.pr.com/press-release/684494
-------------------
Opposing View “As a scientist, I have published in peer-reviewed journals on fire ecology and climate change, I am on the editorial board of several leading journals and encyclopedias, and I have been on the faculty of Oregon State University and Southern Oregon University.  A recent book I co-authored with 28 other scientists outlined the ecological importance of mixed-severity fires in maintaining fire-resilient ecosystems, including ways to coexist with wildfire (DellaSala and Hanson 2015).”
“In my testimony today, I will discuss how proposals that call for increased logging and decreased environmental review in response to wildfires and insect outbreaks are not science driven, in many cases may make problems worse, and will not stem rising wildfire suppression costs.”
Testimony of Dr. Dominick A. DellaSala

Chief Scientist, Geos Institute, Ashland Oregon

Before the U.S. House of Representatives Natural Resources Committee, Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations, September 27, 2017

Oversight Hearing “Exploring Solutions to Reduce Risks of Catastrophic Wildfire and Improve Resilience of National Forests”

https://mail-attachment.googleusercontent.com/attachment/u/0/?view=att&th=15ebf12beb962be2&attid=0.1&disp=vah&realattid=f_j81snhhs0&safe=1&zw&saddbat=ANGjdJ8PXai2jNCR9SQTvz1_V6WDjZZzCFaRJr-b8ukD_K0kl0yGc4T1Y9BRHRQDMnCK-OonBzoQpAQ4UpdhHXZB7Hv8V7NgPQf_uZhccvwoKbbumnOnF2WcdMfkDXpl8-m-qpJrZ9Wj0wE4EJgEZyi3wC2jfdTEb8WQskq5IdWXpKcqLCGxL5DMgPj05gNwQdFGKtNdXJl7t4Il8vlnza309nEwjJ_W6r-ZusXzv0jT8yfYIYhOyeANFaCkHXZVURxhsxPK2--2dBtXEYB0VYZsrhsc89-b-jYmd6AHn6biwGoWUPbrahBVPadQcqAQNCDIfzsrKLyEo60bb0n0o8U23vQwiPccTwLcDY1JwabdHgXfu8w9sxRUAVkgL6tJZA72MSMha_jGD18ImAUpuZsuWwsnAl2BqAL-LvgHAf8ODQIIf_2dnQpNGaZMUN9dqXsWALl3q39JddZyZyHh5T1bVBBuFy0JfC0S3d9NuZTgLjyKrKOWtyc5gIw161bhm00WK5-zLa0K7xlTVMIFq5yytOOWi9xwYoU_5wDj5A0YxpJ-9ZeU7yevMQMLaqWmTddCydGVs6qZOuGk9KUSF0H_Ku6w8fYK_zG2LiZVsg
-------------------
Opposing View “History, not science, refutes the claim that logging helps to prevent forest fires.”
“The forests of the West are far more vulnerable to fire due to a century of industrial logging and fire suppression.  Logging has removed most of the older, fire-resistant trees from the forests.

Logging has set the forests of the West up to burn big and hot.

More logging will not fix this.”

Logging does not prevent wildfires
By Keene, Roy, executive director of the Public Forestry Foundation
Guest Viewpoint, the Eugene Register Guard, January 11, 2009

http://www.thefreelibrary.com/Logging+does+not+prevent+wildfires.-a0192070397
-------------------
Opposing View “The current focus on ‘fuels’ is, in itself, misguided because almost anything in a forest will burn, given the right conditions.  Any fire specialist will tell you that the principal factors affecting fire are temperature and moisture, not fuels.  No legislation will prevent or even reduce fires in the vast areas of the national forests and to pretend so is fraudulent.”

Testimony to the Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committee United State Senate. Hearing to Review Healthy Forests Restoration Act, HR 1904 on June 26, 2003

By:, Arthur Partridge Ph.D., Professor Emeritus, University of Idaho
http://www.saveamericasforests.org/congress/Fire/PartridgeSenate03.htm
-------------------
Opposing View “Reducing burnable biomass, however, does not eliminate wildfires, because fuel reduction does not directly alter the dryness of the biomass or the probability of an ignition.”
Wildfire Damages to Homes and Resources: Understanding Causes and Reducing Losses
By Gorte, Ross W. Ph.D.
A CRS report for Congress, June 2, 2008
http://congressionalresearch.com/RL34517/document.php
-------------------
Opposing View “Commercial logging and logging roads open the forest canopy, which can have two effects.  First, it allows direct sunlight to reach the forest floor, leading to increased evaporation and drier forests.5  As a consequence, ground fuels (grass, leaves, needles, twigs, etc.) dry out more quickly and become susceptible to fire.  Second, an open canopy allows more sunlight to reach the understory trees, increasing their growth.6  This can lead to weaker, more densely-packed forests.” (pgs. 19-20)

“Congress and the Forest Service continue to rely on the commercial logging program to do something it will never accomplish – reduce fire risk.  The commercial logging program is designed to provide trees to private timber companies, not to reduce the risk of fire.” (pg. 20)

From the Ashes: Reducing the Harmful Effects and Rising Costs of Western Wildfires

Published by Taxpayers for Common Sense, Dec. 2000

By Oppenheimer, Jonathan
http://www.taxpayer.net/images/uploads/downloads/from_the_ashes_reducing_the_harmful_effects_and_risings_costs_of_western_wildfires.pdf
-------------------
Opposing View “It is well established that logging and roadbuilding often increase both fuel loading and fire risk.  For example, the Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project (SNEP) Science Team (1996) concluded that “timber harvest…. has increased fire severity more than any other recent human activity” in the Sierra Nevada.  Timber harvest may increase fire hazard by drying of microclimate associated with canopy opening and with roads, by increases in fuel loading by generation of activity fuels, by increases in ignition sources associated with machinery and roads, by changes in species composition due to opening of stands, by the spread of highly flammable non native weeds, insects and disease, and by decreases in forest health associated with damage to soil and residual trees (DellaSala and Frost, 2001; Graham et al., 2001; Weatherspoon et al., 1992; SNEP Science Team, 1996).  Indeed a recent literature review reported that some studies have found a positive correlation between the occurrence of past logging and present fire hazard in some forest types in the Interior Columbia Basin (DellaSala and Frost, 2001).”

Excerpt from a letter to Chief Dale Bosworth and 5 members of congress, 2002
Roberson, Emily B. Ph.D., Senior Policy Analyst, California Native Plant Society

https://www.biologicaldiversity.org/campaigns/protecting_native_plants/pdfs/Fire-letter-CNPS-8-02.pdf
-------------------
Opposing View “Timber harvest, through its effects on forest structure, local microclimate, and fuels accumulation, has increased fire severity more than any other recent human activity."(pg.62)

“Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project: Final Report to Congress”

By University of California; SNEP Science Team and Special Consultants

Cooperative report of the PSW Research Station, PSW Region, USDA, 2006
Volume 1, Chapter 4 – Fire and Fuels.

https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/6664
-------------------
Opposing View “Despite clear direction from Congress to prioritize the spending of hazardous fuel reduction (HFR) monies to protect human habitation, the Forest Service has revealed that only about 30% of these funds were spent on projects in the vicinity of homes and communities. The General Accounting Office (GAO) recently concluded in a scathing report that the Forest Service cannot demonstrate that the increased funding for the National Fire Plan is being spent in an efficient, effective, or timely manner.” (pg 1)

Blowing Smoke, Industrial Logging Under The Guise of Fuels Reduction
Published by the American Lands Alliance
http://www.klamathforestalliance.org/Documents/blowingsmoke.pdf
-------------------
Opposing View “The Congressional Research Service (CRS) recently addressed the effect of logging on wildfires in an August 2000 report and found that the current wave of forest fires is not related to a decline in timber harvest on Federal lands.  From a quantitative perspective, the CRS study indicates a very weak relationship between acres logged and the extent and severity of forest fires.  To the contrary, in the most recent period (1980 through 1999) the data indicate that fewer acres burned in areas where logging activity was limited.”

“Qualitative analysis by CRS supports the same conclusion.  The CRS stated: "[T]imber harvesting removes the relatively large diameter wood that can be converted into wood products, but leaves behind the small material, especially twigs and needles.  The concentration of these fine fuels on the forest floor increases the rate of spread of wildfires." Similarly, the National Research Council found that logging and clearcutting can cause rapid regeneration of shrubs and trees that can create highly flammable fuel conditions within a few years of cutting.”

National Fire Plan, a Report to the President in Response to the Wildfires of 2000, September 8, 2000.

Laverty, Lyle, USDA Forest Service and Tim Hartzell U.S. Department of the Interior

https://www.frames.gov/catalog/6269
-------------------
Opposing View “I will turn first to forest thinning aimed at reducing fire risks.  There is surprisingly little scientific information about how thinning actually affects overall fire risk in national forests.”

“How can it be that thinning could increase fire risks?  First, thinning lets in sunlight and wind, both of which dry out the forest interior and increase flammability.  Second, the most flammable material - brush, limbs, twigs, needles, and saplings - is difficult to remove and often left behind.  Third, opening up forests promotes brushy, flammable undergrowth.  Fourth, logging equipment compacts soil so that water runs off instead of filtering in to keep soils moist and trees healthy.  Fifth, thinning introduces diseases and pests, wounds the trees left behind, and generally disrupts natural processes, including some that regulate forest health, all the more so if road construction is involved.”

Conflicting Laws and Regulations - Gridlock on the National Forests
Lawrence, Nathaniel, NRDC senior attorney

Testimony before the U.S. House of Representatives Subcommittee on Forests and Forest Health (Committee on Resources) December 4, 2001.

https://archive.org/details/gov.gpo.fdsys.CHRG-107hhrg76448
-------------------
Opposing View “It is well known scientifically that “commercial logging actually  increases fire severity by removing large, fire- resistant trees and  leaving behind very small trees and flammable "slash debris"--branches,  twigs and needles from felled trees. The removal of mature trees also decreases the forest canopy, creating hotter, drier conditions on the ground. The additional sun exposure encourages the growth of flammable brush and weeds. Reduction of flammable underbrush can reduce fire severity, and environmental groups have encouraged such projects. However, the Bush administration has grossly misused the funds that Congress appropriated for brush reduction near homes. In Sierra Nevada national forests last year, more than 90% of these funds were instead earmarked for preparation of large timber sales focused on the removal of mature and old-growth trees miles from the nearest town.”

"The Forest Service, Bush administration and anti-environmental members of Congress are spreading a great deal of misinformation about wildfire, hoping to capitalize on public fire hysteria and minimize public opposition to increased logging and roadbuilding in our national forests," said Jake Kreilick of the National Forest Protection Alliance based in Missoula, Montana.  "With virtually all new timber sales couched in terms of 'reducing fuels' or 'restoring forest health,' fire hysteria has emerged as the driving force behind the Forest Service's logging program and the administration's efforts to 'streamline' our nation's environmental laws," Kreilick said.”

Commercial Logging Causes Forest Fires
Published in FOREST CONSERVATION NEWS TODAY, July 20, 2002

OVERVIEW & COMMENTARY by Forests.org

http://wgbis.ces.iisc.ernet.in/envis/doc1999ahtml/biodcomi220928.html 
-------------------
Opposing View “The notion that commercial logging can prevent wildfires has its believers and loud proponents, but this belief does not match up with the scientific evidence or history of federal management practices.  In fact, it is widely recognized that past commercial logging, road-building, livestock grazing and aggressive firefighting are the sources for "forest health" problems such as increased insect infestations, disease outbreaks, and severe wildfires.”

“How can the sources of these problems also be their solution?  This internal contradiction needs more than propaganda to be resolved.  It is time for the timber industry and their supporters to heed the facts, not fantasies, and develop forest management policies based on science, not politics.”

Western National Forests: A Cohesive Strategy is Needed to Address Catastrophic Wildfire Threats

A Report to the Subcommittee on Forests and Forest Health, Committee on Resources, House of Representatives, April 1999
Published by the Government Accounting Office, GAO/RCED-99-65
http://www.gao.gov/archive/1999/rc99065.pdf 

-------------------
Opposing View “Those who would argue that this form of logging has any positive effects on an ecosystem are clearly misinformed.  This type of logging has side effects related to wildfires, first and foremost being that the lumber companies aren't interested in hauling out all the smaller trees, branches, leaves, pine needles, sawdust, and other debris generated by cutting all these trees.  All this debris is left on site, quickly dries out, and is far more flammable sitting dead on the ground than it was living in the trees.  Smaller, non-commercially viable trees are left behind (dead) as well - creating even more highly flammable fuel on the ground.”
Logging Companies are Responsible for the California Wildfires
By Leitner, Brian
Publoshed by the Democratic Underground, October 30, 2003.

http://www.democraticunderground.com/articles/03/10/30_logging.html
-------------------
Opposing View “No evidence suggests that spruce–fir or lodgepole pine forests have experienced substantial shifts in stand structure over recent decades as a result of fire suppression.  Overall, variation in climate rather than in fuels appears to exert the largest influence on the size, timing, and severity of fires in subalpine forests (Romme and Despain 1989, Bessie and Johnson 1995, Nash and Johnson 1996, Rollins et al. 2002).  We conclude that large, infrequent standreplacing fires are “business as usual” in this forest type, not an artifact of fire suppression.” (Pg. 666)

“Variation in daily area burned was highly correlated with the moisture content of 100-hour (2.5- to 7.6- cm diameter) and 1000-hour dead fuels (Turner et al. 1994).  Once fuels reached critical moisture levels later in the season, the spatial pattern of the large, severe stand-replacing fires was controlled by weather (wind direction and velocity), not by fuels, stand age, or firefighting activities (Minshall et al. 1989,Wakimoto 1989, Turner et al. 1994).” (Pg. 666)

The Interaction of Fire, Fuels, and Climate across Rocky Mountain Forests
By Schoennagel, Tania Ph.D., Thomas T. Veblen Ph.D., and William H. Rommie Ph.D.

Published in Bioscience, July 2004 / Vol. 54 No. 7
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/article/54/7/661/223530/The-Interaction-of-Fire-Fuels-and-Climate-across
-------------------
Opposing View “We question the validity of thinning as a means both to reduce the threat of wildfire and to restore historic forest structure in the absence of site-specific data collection on past and present landscape conditions.”

Are Wildfire Mitigation and Restoration of Historic Forest Structure Compatible?

A Spatial Modeling Assessment
Platt, Rutherford V. Ph.D., Thomas T. Veblen Ph.D., and Rosemary L. Sherriff
Published Online: by the by Association of American Geographers. Sep. 8, 2006

http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/routledg/anna/2006/00000096/00000003/art00001
-------------------
Opposing View “Indiscriminate logging is not a viable solution to reducing wildfire risk.  Logging can actually increase fire danger by leaving flammable debris on the forest floor.  Loss of tree canopy lets the sun in, encouraging the growth of brush, increases wind speed and air temperature, and decreases the humidity in the forest, making fire conditions even worse.”

Living with risk: Homeowners face the responsibility and challenge of developing defenses against wildfires.
By Thomas, Craig
Published by the Sacramento Bee newspaper, July 1, 2007.

http://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/NR_InTheNews/SFLIP_2007-07-01_SacramentoBee.php
-------------------
Opposing View “The Forest Service is using the fear of wildfires to allow logging companies to remove medium-and large-diameter trees that they can sell, rather than just the small trees and brush that can make fires more severe.  There is little evidence to show that such logging will prevent catastrophic fires; on the contrary, logging roads and industrial logging cause wildfires.  Bush is a well known supporter of the timber industry and has accepted huge sums of money from wealthy timber company leaders.  He is promoting misinformation about forest fires in order to benefit timber industry campaign contributors.”

Bush Fire Policy: Clearing Forests So They Do Not Burn
Published by Forest Conservation News Today, August 27, 2002

http://ces.iisc.ernet.in/hpg/envis/doc1999ahtml/biodbus220928.html 

-------------------
Opposing View ““Finally, Racicot is mistaken if he believes that “there’s something we can do to minimize, and in many instances even eliminate… the wholesale destruction of natural resources critically important to all of us.” Sorry, Racicot, a large volume of fire research shows, unequivocally, that timber harvest does little to minimize or stop the wind-driven fires during the hot, dry years that typically burn most of our forest lands periodically. Just walk through the old Plum Creek land that burned to a crisp during the 2007 Jocko Lakes fire near Seeley Lake to see for yourself how those fires burned through even the most heavily harvested lands.

Even if we could mitigate or prevent severe fire, would really we want to do that anywhere but in or immediately adjacent to our developed communities? The only person who would say that wildfires cause the “wholesale destruction of natural resources” is one who has absolutely no ecological literacy. We need more informed leadership if we are to adopt forest management practices and working forests that are truly conservation-oriented.”

Fires necessary to sustain ecological integrity
Published in the Missoulian newspaper, August 17, 2017

By Richard Hutto, professor emeritus of biology and wildlife biology with the Division of Biological Sciences at the University of Montana
http://missoulian.com/opinion/columnists/fires-necessary-to-sustain-ecological-integrity/article_648a3bf0-dfc7-51e9-984c-ebf66f9f36c4.html
-------------------
Opposing View ““It is well known scientifically that “commercial logging actually  increases fire severity by removing large, fire- resistant trees and  leaving behind very small trees and flammable "slash debris"--branches,  twigs and needles from felled trees. The removal of mature trees also decreases the forest canopy, creating hotter, drier conditions on the ground. The additional sun exposure encourages the growth of flammable brush and weeds. Reduction of flammable underbrush can reduce fire severity, and environmental groups have encouraged such projects. However, the Bush administration has grossly misused the funds that Congress appropriated for brush reduction near homes. In Sierra Nevada national forests last year, more than 90% of these funds were instead earmarked for preparation of large timber sales focused on the removal of mature and old-growth trees miles from the nearest town.”

"The Forest Service, Bush administration and anti-environmental members of Congress are spreading a great deal of misinformation about wildfire, hoping to capitalize on public fire hysteria and minimize public opposition to increased logging and roadbuilding in our national forests," said Jake Kreilick of the National Forest Protection Alliance based in Missoula, Montana.  "With virtually all new timber sales couched in terms of 'reducing fuels' or 'restoring forest health,' fire hysteria has emerged as the driving force behind the Forest Service's logging program and the administration's efforts to 'streamline' our nation's environmental laws," Kreilick said.”

Commercial Logging Causes Forest Fires
Published in FOREST CONSERVATION NEWS TODAY, July 20, 2002

OVERVIEW & COMMENTARY by Forests.org

http://wgbis.ces.iisc.ernet.in/envis/doc1999ahtml/biodcomi220928.html
-------------------
Opposing View “large, severe wildfires are more weather-dependent than fuel-dependent,”

The Severe Weather Wildfire-Too Hot to Handle?
Agee, James K. Ph.D., Professor of Forest Ecology College of Forest Resources University of Washington
Published by Northwest Science, Vol. 71, No. 1, 1997

https://www.frames.gov/rcs/ttrs/19000/19586.html
-------------------
Opposing View “Yet, brief episodes when the winds declined and fuel moisture rose, led to low-severity fire in the same landscape (Finney et al., 2003), suggesting that extreme weather, not fuels, was the chief cause of high-severity fire under those conditions.  Even during summer, ponderosa pine–Douglas fir landscapes in the Rocky Mountains are subject to rapid increases in wind speed and changes in direction from jet streams or cold fronts (Baker, 2003).” (pg. 5)
BALD ANGEL VEGETATION MANAGEMENT PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT. La Grande Ranger District, Wallowa-Whitman National Forest, December 2006
https://scholarsbank.uoregon.edu/xmlui/bitstream/handle/1794/6608/Wallowa_Whitman_Bald_Angel_Vegetation_Management_EA.pdf?sequence=1
-------------------
Opposing View “On the whole, the South Shore Project proposal is an ill-advised attempt to commercially log the largest, most fire-resilient trees in the name of landscape-based fuels reduction efforts. Effectively reducing the threat that exists from small fuels such as woody debris and brush can and should be done in and around communities in the defense zones. Giving up vibrant, healthy forest ecosystems and threatening water quality and clarity in the Tahoe Basin by going through with this proposed action is not scientifically defendable, or particularly effective at meeting the goals of the proposed action and reducing the real threat to the communities of the Tahoe Basin.”
South Shore Fuels Reduction Project

Published by Sierra Forest Legacy, 2012

Link: https://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/FC_ProjectsPlans/PR_SouthShoreFuelsReductionProject.php
-------------------
Opposing View “The U.S. Forest Service is undertaking logging with the goal of keeping communities and the forest safe from wildfire. The project is funded by taxpayers to the tune of $1,200 per acre. But some locals, upset about the changes to the forest they know and love, are questioning if logging can really protect their homes and whether wildfire is as much of a threat to the forest as they’re being told.”
The Forest Service contends that logging these forests, which are in some cases miles from the nearest home, will “protect communities and restore natural processes to forest ecosystems.” Yet some Coloradans point to science demonstrating that logging is often ineffective at stopping large wildfires and can even make them spread more quickly by opening the forest to sunlight and wind.
“We have learned that forest thinning is rarely effective under extreme burning conditions, and the severity of fire in adjacent forests has little to do with whether a home burns,” says Tania Schoennagel research scientist at University of Colorado Boulder’s Institute of Arctic and Alpine Research and co-author of a new study titled Learning to Coexist with Wildfire.
Wildfire prevention or forest destruction?  Mountain communities question forest service clearcutting.
By Schlossberg, Josh
Published by the Boulder Weekly, November 13, 2014

http://www.boulderweekly.com/boulderganic/wildfire-prevention-or-forest-destruction/
-------------------
Opposing View “This paper will show that built-up fuels are not the main reason, or even a major reason, for recent severe fires or high fire suppression costs.  The weather is the prime reason for widespread fires this year as well as in 2000, 1999, and other recent years.  But the major reason for increased costs is institutional: The federal land agencies, and especially the Forest Service, have a blank check to put out fires and thus have no reason to control their costs.  If fuels are not the problem, then it isn’t necessary to spend $400 million a year treating them.”
Reforming the Fire Service: An Analysis of Federal Fire Budgets and Incentives.
By O’Toole, Randal
Published by The Thoreau Institute, 2002
www.ti.org/firesvc.pdf
-------------------
Opposing View “Instead of spending billions on the forests, we need to focus on the homes in forested landscapes. The best way to protect such homes is to follow some simple principles. Most important: Roofs should be nonflammable, and vegetation around the homes should be planned and managed so that the radiant heat from wildfires does not set buildings on fire. Such homes are called “firewise,” and the detailed requirements are described at www.firewise.org.
U.S. Forest Service Has Money to Burn
By O’Toole, Randal, a Cato Institute Senior Fellow working on urban growth, public land, and transportation issues
Published by the Cato Institute, October 29, 2007

https://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/us-forest-service-has-money-burn
-------------------
Opposing View “New research published this week in the journal Science says that global warming may be causing more intense wildfires in the western United States.  The researchers found that increases in large wildfire activity in the western United States over the past 25 years is ‘strongly associated with increased spring and summer temperatures and an earlier spring snowmelt.’ "

Does Global Warming Increase Forest Fires?
By Anthony Westerling Ph.D., an assistant project scientist, Climate Research Division; Scripps Institution of Oceanography, and assistant professor, School of Engineering and School of Social Sciences, Humanities, and Arts, University of California

NPR, Talk of the Nation, July 7, 2006
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5541423
-------------------
Opposing View “While top officials blame recent fires on fuels, all the on-the-ground reports I've read focus on the weather.”

Incentives, Not Fuels, Are the Problem
By O’Toole, Randal, a Cato Institute Senior Fellow working on urban growth, public land, and transportation issues
Published by the Thoreau Institute
http://www.ti.org/fireshort.html
-------------------
Opposing View “Recent editorials by timber industry spokespersons are a wildly misleading attempt to promote increased logging of western U.S. forests under the guise of reducing wildland fires …”
Logging Industry Misleads on Climate and Forest Fires
By Hanson, Chad Ph.D.

Guest Commentary in New West, July 11, 2008

http://www.newwest.net/topic/article/logging_industry_misleads_on_climate_and_forest_fires/C41/L41/
-------------------
Opposing View “In sum, 100 years of fire suppression and logging have created conditions that threaten central Oregon’s natural resources and communities.”
“Thus it is inexplicable that the solution proposed by President Bush and some members of Congress emphasizes fire suppression and commercial logging, the very practices that created today’s crisis.”

Reducing the Threat of Catastrophic Wildfire to Central Oregon Communities and the Surrounding Environment.
Stahl, Andy, Testimony before the House Committee on Resources, August 25, 2003

http://www.propertyrightsresearch.org/2004/articles6/testimony_of_andy_stahl.htm
-------------------
Opposing View “Ironically, this very type of logging, experts inform us, is likely to increase, not decrease, the frequency and severity of wildland fires.

In the Forest Service's own National Fire Plan, agency scientists warned against the use of commercial logging to address fire management.  The report found that ‘the removal of large, merchantable trees from forests does not reduce fire risk and may, in fact, increase such risk.’ “

Getting Burned by Logging
Voss, René, Ph.D., Public Policy Director of the John Muir Project of Earth Island Institute
Published by The Baltimore Chronicle, July 2002

http://www.baltimorechronicle.com/firelies_jul02.shtml 

-------------------
Opposing View “One reason that fuels reduction treatments should be limited is that they may not address the important effects of climate and weather on fire behavior.  Some studies suggest that it is drought and warmer temperatures—not fuels accumulations—that are the major explanatory factors for large fires (O’Toole 2002-2003, Pierce et al. 2004).  It is an unrealistic goal to return all forests to historical states, in light of the fact that agencies have no control over drought or temperature.” (pgs. 15 – 16)

Forest Policy Up in Smoke: Fire Suppression in the United States.
Berry, Alison Ph.D.
Published by PERC, 2007
http://www.perc.org/sites/default/files/Forest%20Policy%20Up%20in%20Smoke.pdf
-------------------
Opposing View “Fire intensity was correlated to annual area burned; large area burned years had higher fire intensity predictions than smaller area burned years.  The reason for this difference was attributed directly to the weather variable frequency distribution, which was shifted towards more extreme values in years in which large areas burned.  During extreme weather conditions, the relative importance of fuels diminishes since all stands achieve the threshold required to permit crown fire development.  This is important since most of the area burned in subalpine forests has historically occurred during very extreme weather (i.e., drought coupled to high winds).  The fire behavior relationships predicted in the models support the concept that forest fire behavior is determined primarily by weather variation among years rather than fuel variation associated with stand age.”

The Relative Importance of Fuels and Weather on Fire Behavior in Subalpine Forests
By Bessie, W. C. Ph.D. and ​E. A. Johnson Ph.D.
Published in Ecology, Vol. 76, No. 3 (Apr., 1995) pp. 747-762.
http://www.jstor.org/pss/1939341
-------------------
Opposing View “Climatic conditions drive all big fires— not fuels.  All substantial fires occur only if there is extended drought, low humidity, high temperatures and, most importantly, high winds.  When conditions are "ripe" for a large blaze, fires will burn through all kinds of fuel loads.  For this reason, most fires go out without burning more than a few acres; approximately 1 percent of all fires are responsible for about 95 percent to 99 percent of the acreage burned.”

“Under severe conditions, fires burn through all kinds of fuel loads including thinned/logged forests.  Contrary to what the U.S. Forest Service has stated about the Ojo Peak Fire, local witnesses have said the fire blew right through the hotter, drier thinned forests where the cooling effect of forest canopy had been removed.”

Fires Normal Part of Ecology - Fear of fires ungrounded
By Bird, Bryan
Wild Earth Guardians, December 20, 2007

http://www.wildearthguardians.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5790#.WdU7iqvn-1s
-------------------
Opposing View  As someone with first-hand experience in fire hazard reduction and first-hand knowledge of the forest management field, as well as someone with lifelong roots in the Durango community, I am abhorred by the destruction, nearly amounting to clear cutting, that is taking place around our community under the guise of “fire hazard reduction.” “
Forestry shouldn’t be an ‘industry
By Coe, Nathan J.
Published on the Durango Herald, February 12, 2011

http://www.durangoherald.com/article/20110213/OPINION03/702139987/Forestry-shouldn%E2%80%99t-be-an-%E2%80%98industry%E2%80%99
-------------------
Opposing View “Efforts to “thin the threat” and use thinning for “fire hazard reduction” across Western landscapes is largely unsubstantiated in scientific literature. Recent studies suggest forests with stands of “dead trees” are at no more risk of burning – and possibly less – than thinned forests. Dead trees generally burn slower because they do not have oil-rich needles or resins. To the contrary, thinning “live trees” places fine fuels like needles and cones on the ground, and opens the forest canopy to greater solar penetration and wind, resulting in overall drier forest conditions and flammability.
Fire frequency and intensity in the West are predominantly climate and weather driven. An overwhelming amount of scientific evidence shows that drought, warm temperatures, low humidity and windy conditions drive wildfire intensity. Tree-density and beetle infestation does not drive fire intensity and behavior.
The predominantly mixed-conifer forests of the West have evolved with fire. Wildfires are not “catastrophic” but rather necessary for nutrient cycling, soil productivity and providing habitat for insects, birds and mammals. Wildfire is a natural disturbance event critical to forest function and resiliency. A more accurate term for Western landscapes is “fire-scapes.” “
Catastrophic Logging Threatens National Forests
By Haverstick, Brett
Published by Counterpunch, April 10, 2017
https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/04/10/catastrophic-logging-threatens-national-forests/
-------------------
Opposing View “What is tragic, however, is the burning of homes in rural, forested areas. Our focus and our resources must be redirected to ensure protection of homes, rather than conducting pointless and destructive “fuels reduction” and “forest health” logging projects in remote forested areas based upon an outdated and unscientific management paradigm – a paradigm that financially benefits the timber industry and the budgets of land management agencies, but further deprives conifer forest ecosystems of the habitat features they need most to support imperiled species.”
“Fortunately, the means to protect homes from wildland fires are well understood, and fundamentally practical. The most recent science clearly shows that the only effective way to protect homes from fire is to reduce the combustibility of the home itself, by using fire-resistant roofing and siding and installing simple items like guards for rain gutters (which prevents dry needles and leaves from accumulating), as well as by creating “defensible space” through the thinning of brush and small trees within 100 feet of individual homes. If these simple measures are taken, the evidence clearly indicates that there is very little chance of homes burning, even in high-intensity fires (see, e.g., studies of Dr. Jack Cohen at www.firelab.org). Currently, however, only 3% of U.S. Forest Service fuels reduction projects are conducted adjacent to communities – and much of that 3% is well over 100 feet from homes.”
The Myth of “Catastrophic” Wildfire -- A New Ecological Paradigm of Forest Health
By Hansen, Chad Ph.D.
From John Muir Project Technical Report 1, A New Ecological Paradigm of Forest Health, Winter 2010
http://johnmuirproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/TheMythOfTheCatastrophicWildfireReport.pdf 
-------------------
Opposing View “Still, forestry experts warned in the 2000 plan that logging should be used carefully and rarely; in fact, the original draft states plainly that the "removal of large merchantable trees from forests does not reduce fire risk and may, in fact, increase such risk."

“Now, critics charge that the Bush administration is ignoring that warning.  Neil Lawrence, a policy analyst with the Natural Resource Defense Council, claims that Washington has taken a far more aggressive approach to incorporating commercial logging in its wildfire prevention plans.  As a result, Lawrence and other critics say, the National Fire Plan is becoming a feeding ground for logging companies.  Moreover, critics claim the administration's strategy, far from protecting the lives and homes of those most at risk, could actually increase the likelihood of wildfires.”

Fight Fire with Logging?
By Okoand Ilan Kayatsky, Dan, the Communications Director at Goldman Environmental Prize
Published in Mother Jones, August 1, 2002

http://www.motherjones.com/news/feature/2002/08/fireplan.html
-------------------
Opposing View “Researchers from the Australian National University (ANU) and Melbourne University examined hundreds of thousands of trees burnt in the 2009 bushfires in Victoria, which claimed the lives of 173 people on a day of extreme temperatures and high winds.
They found that the increased fire risk began about seven years after an area had been logged and lasted for another 50 years.

Professor David Lindenmayer, from the ANU, said the results showed the fires around Kinglake and Marysville were about 25 per cent more severe due to the clear-felling of forest in the area.”
Logging can 'greatly increase' fire severity for 50 years, researchers say
Broadcast on ABC News Australia, August 3, 2014

http://www.abc.net.au/news/2014-08-04/logging-greatly-increases-fire-risk-black-saturday-study/5646220
-------------------
Opposing View “If roading and logging eliminated the threat of wildfire, most of the fires that threaten us now would not be burning.  Look at where these fires are: They are largely burning on the forest-urban interface in areas adjacent to intense human activity.  In Western Montana, for instance, the fires are burning in the forests adjacent to some of the rapidly growing residential areas in the nation, the Bitterroot, Helena, and Clark Fork Valleys.  These are not roadless areas that have never been logged.  Quite the contrary, they are areas that were roaded and logged in the past.  Those roads often have then provided access for the human activity that now dominates these areas, including the home building, residential settlement of the last two decades, and recreational activity.  The trees now burning are usually second growth that followed past logging.”

The Politics of Forest Fires -- The Abuse of Other People's Hard Times
By Thomas Michael Power, the Professor and Chairman of the Economics Department, University of Montana, 8/15/2000

http://www.forwolves.org/ralph/tompower.htm 

-------------------
Opposing View “If anything, heavy logging from earlier years may have contributed more to the conditions that have made Western forests ripe for big fires, because more flammable small trees and heavy brush are often left in the forest after the larger stands of timber have been taken out, said the report, by the Congressional Research Service, which analyzes policy for Congress.”
Fires Not Caused by Reduced Logging, Congressional Report Finds
By Egan, Timothy
Published in the New York Times: September 1, 2000
http://www.nytimes.com/2000/09/01/us/fires-not-caused-by-reduced-logging-congressional-report-finds.html
-------------------
Opposing View “The scientists say the study showed conclusively that logging in the decades prior to Black Saturday made the deadly blaze much more extreme.
They also warn that increased fire danger in forests lasts for up to 70 years after an area is logged, with the risk peaking between 10 and 50 years.”
Study finds logging increased intensity of Black Saturday fires”
By Campbell, James
Published in the Herald Sun, August 03, 2014
http://www.heraldsun.com.au/news/victoria/study-finds-logging-increased-intensity-of-black-saturday-fires/story-fni0fit3-1227012027799
-------------------
Opposing View “There is a widespread view among land managers and others that the protected status of many forestlands in the western United States corresponds with higher fire severity levels due to historical restrictions on logging that contribute to greater amounts of biomass and fuel loading in less intensively managed areas, particularly after decades of fire suppression. This view has led to recent proposals—both administrative and legislative—to reduce or eliminate forest protections and increase some forms of logging based on the belief that restrictions on active management have increased fire severity. We investigated the relationship between protected status and fire severity using the Random Forests algorithm applied to 1500 fires affecting 9.5 million hectares between 1984 and 2014 in pine (Pinus ponderosa, Pinus jeffreyi) and mixed-conifer forests of western United States, accounting for key topographic and climate variables. We found forests with higher levels of protection had lower severity values even though they are generally identified as having the highest overall levels of biomass and fuel loading. Our results suggest a need to reconsider current overly simplistic assumptions about the relationship between forest protection and fire severity in fire management and policy."
Does increased forest protection correspond to higher fire severity in frequent-fire forests of the western United States?
By Curt Bradley, Dr. Chad Hanson and Dr. Dominick Della Sala
Published in the October 26, 2016 Ecological Society of America publication Ecosphere
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ecs2.1492/full
-------------------
Opposing View “First, larger-diameter woody materials do not pose a significant threat for wildfire ignition or spread. It is largely the finer fuels (a few inches and less in diameter) that carry fire.  More important, large, old trees actually provide protection from fire spread because they are resistant to fire and their shade maintains favorable moisture conditions in the understory fuels.  Too much thinning of the forest canopy can produce more rapid drying of such fuels and, thereby, more frequent and severe wildfire risk.  Furthermore, big, old trees provide critical habitat and maintain key ecosystem functions.’ (pg 4)

Statement of Norman L. Christensen, Jr., Ph.D. Before the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Regarding H.R. 1904—the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003, 26 June 2003
Dr. Christensen is the Professor of Ecology at the Nicholas School of the Environment and Earth Sciences at Duke University
https://wwwpaztcn.wr.usgs.gov/fire/hr_1904_testimony_christensen.pdf
-------------------
Opposing View “In a decision dismissing three lawsuits intended to compel more federal land logging in western Oregon, DC federal district court judge Richard Leon found that the timber industry failed to show that less logging means more wildfires (see page 7’s footnote).”

“Judge Leon’s ruling likely ends a two-decades long legal skirmish by the timber industry to compel federal agencies to increase logging levels from Northwest Forest Plan lands. The campaign has been led by the Portland-based American Forest Resource Council. For 20 years AFRC chose primarily the courts as its strategy to increase logging. Today’s decision suggests that AFRC may change its focus from the courts to Congress.”
Timber Industry Fails to Convince Judges that Logging Levels Linked to Wildfires

Published in a New Century of Forest Planning, September 29, 2015

http://forestpolicypub.com/2015/09/29/timber-industry-fails-to-convince-judges-that-logging-levels-linked-to-wildfires/
-------------------
Opposing View “Trees larger than just a few inches in diameter are not consumed in fires — only the outer bark layer and the needles actually burn up — so the great majority of the dead trees in the forest do not significantly influence fire behavior, even if they are dry.  Besides, once trees die, the combustible oils in the needles quickly begin to dissipate and the needles fall, making it more — not less — difficult for flames to spread through the forest canopy.”

“On June 22, 2016 Secretary Vilsack argued that large-scale “tree die-offs” put “property and lives at risk,” and urged Congress to act.  Specifically, he recommended passage of a bill backed by the timber industry that would fund a large expansion of the federal wildland fire suppression program, and increase commercial logging on federal public lands — all in the name of removing supposedly dangerous dead trees.”

“When trees die naturally due to drought, native beetles or fire, the snags and downed logs contribute to forest rejuvenation and become microhabitats for wildlife.  Birds, mammals, amphibians, reptiles and fish all use snags and logs for food, nesting or shelter.  The logging Vilsack wants to encourage, on the other hand, will leave behind only stumps, which produce none of these benefits.  In the long term, then, the proposed legislation will degrade our forests and, in a cruel twist, lead to even more tree deaths.

Ignorance and shameless economic opportunism will destroy our forest ecosystems if we are not careful.”

Dead trees aren't a wildfire threat, but overlogging them will ruin our forest ecosystems

By Chad Hanson, Ph.D., research ecologist

Published in the LA Times, June 27, 2016

http://www.latimes.com/opinion/op-ed/la-oe-hanson-dead-trees-fires-vilsack-20160627-snap-story.html
-------------------
Opposing View “Many recent forest management efforts along Colorado’s Front Range ponderosa pine belt have been aimed at creating widely spaced stands of trees, based on the conventional wisdom that those forests were historically shaped by low-intensity ground fires”
“The research suggests that current efforts to uniformly thin Front Range ponderosa forests and reduce fire intensity may be misguided and may not restore them. Instead, the aggressive management could take even farther from the natural historic range of variability with potential negative consequences for wildlife.”
Colorado: Front Range forest thinning may be misguided
By Bob Berwyn
Published by Summit County Voice on February 24, 2012 

https://summitcountyvoice.com/2012/02/24/colorado-front-range-forest-thinning-may-be-misguided/
-------------------
Opposing View “In the case of the Rim Fire, our research found that protected forest areas with no history of logging burned least intensely. There was a similar pattern in other large fires in recent years. Logging removes the mature, thick-barked, fire-resistant trees. The small trees planted in their place and the debris left behind by loggers act as kindling; in effect, the logged areas become combustible tree plantations that are poor wildlife habitat.”
More Logging Won’t Stop Wildfires
By Dr. Chad Hanson and Dr. Dominick DellaSala

Published in the New York Times on July 23, 2015
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/07/23/opinion/more-logging-wont-stop-wildfires.html?_r=0
-------------------
Opposing View “Scores of scientists and the federal government's own national fire plan have concluded that the removal of mature trees from forests increases the severity of forest fires. Why then would the Bush administration use the threat of fires to try to increase logging of mature and old-growth trees in our national forests? 

That is clearly the administration's intention, as outlined in two recent memos on revising the Northwest Forest Plan and the "Sierra Nevada Framework" plan to allow logging companies increased access to ancient forests on public lands. The move is being led by Mark Rey, a former timber industry lobbyist and a President Bush appointee who oversees the Forest Service.”

“Thus, the use of commercial logging for fire hazard reduction poses yet another paradox: Logging removes the trees that normally survive fires, leaves behind the trees that are most often killed by fire, increases flammable fuel loads, and worsens fire weather conditions.” (pg. 5)

A Burning Issue: Helping Loggers, Hurting Forests
By Dr. Chad Hanson, the executive director of the John Muir Project and a national director of the Sierra Club
Published on Monday, July 15, 2002 in the Los Angeles Times
http://articles.latimes.com/2002/jul/15/opinion/oe-hanson15
-------------------
Opposing View “Finney presented his research on fire behavior in landscapes of varying levels of logging and prescribed burning at last week’s “Fire on the Landscape” lecture series in Helena. While logging or thinning is often touted as a means to mitigate fire, he has found it does little to stop a wildfire.”

“There’s a confusion that if you do timber management you’re doing fuel management -- you’re not,” Finney said. “We’re not going to cut our way out of the problem, but there are ways to do this strategically, get the benefits and have a sustainable fire management approach.”

“Finney found that fire “ripped through logged areas,” and only units where prescribed fire was introduced showed effectiveness in stopping or mitigating wildfire spread.”

A USFS scientist comments on logging and fire behavior

By Tom Kuglin, writing about Dr. Mark Finney’s research
Mark Finney, Ph.D., a research forester with the U.S. Forest Service Fire Lab in Missoula.

Published in the Helena Independent Record newspaper, June 17, 2015

http://helenair.com/news/local/researcher-finds-need-for-more-prescribed-burning/article_4a58c3c3-a7bb-5905-a505-4567e8107600.html
-------------------
Opposing View “To sort it out, I consulted the nation's best-known fire historian, Dr. Stephen Pyne, based at Arizona State.
"I am dismayed that they are coupling fire management with commercial logging," he says of the White House plan. "Usually fire takes the little stuff and leaves the big, while logging takes the big stuff and leaves the little." Logging debris, he adds, is a worse hazard yet.”
Is U.S. Wildfire Policy a Smoke Screen?
By Jonathan B. Tourtellot

Published in National Geographic, August 15, 2003

http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2003/08/0814_030815_forestfires.html
-------------------
Opposing View “So now the timber industry is saying that it needs to log for forest health and to prevent forest fires. (It is interesting how the timber industry’s answer to any issue is always more logging.) Rather than getting caught up in all this hype, let’s take a deep breath and consider the facts: 
Logging increases fire. As the Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project found, logging has increased fire severity more than any other human activity. This is common sense. After all, logging removes the large trees that are most fire resistant. (Have you ever tried to start a campfire with a two foot diameter log?) Logging also opens up the forest canopy, letting in more sunlight and thus making the forest hotter, drier and more fire prone. And logging creates a lot of flammable debris known as slash.”
Getting Burned by the Timber Industry
By Lulia Hill
Published in The Thistle, Volume 13, Number 2: Sept./Oct., 2000
http://www.mit.edu/~thistle/v13/2/timber.html
-------------------
The following excerpts are from published articles authored by Doctor Timothy Ingalsbee Ph.D.  Doctor Ingalsbee is an author and Director Firefighters United for Safety, Ethics, and Ecology (FUSEE).
Opposing View “The notion that commercial logging can prevent wildfires has its believers and loud proponents, but this belief does not match up with the scientific evidence or history of federal management practices.  In fact, it is widely recognized that past commercial logging, road-building, livestock grazing and aggressive firefighting are the sources for "forest health" problems such as increased insect infestations, disease outbreaks, and severe wildfires.”

“How can the sources of these problems also be their solution?  This internal contradiction needs more than propaganda to be resolved.  It is time for the timber industry and their supporters to heed the facts, not fantasies, and develop forest management policies based on science, not politics.”

Commercial Logging for Wildfire Prevention: Facts Vs Fantasies”
Ingalsbee, Timothy Ph.D. 2000.
http://home.earthlink.net/~mjohnsen/envtext/spec_report.html 

--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View "Problems exist with over-generalizing the effects of fire exclusion, and misapplying data derived from short-interval forest ecosystems (e.g. ponderosa pine stands) to long-interval forest ecosystems that have not missed their fire cycles yet and are still within their historic range of variability for stand-replacing fire events (e.g. high elevation lodgepole pine or fir stands)."

Money to Burn: The Economics of Fire and Fuels Management, Part One: Fire Suppression
Ingalsbee, Timothy Ph.D.
Published by the American Lands Alliance, June 2000

http://www.klamathforestalliance.org/Documents/moneytoburn.html
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “More than any other recent human activity, the legacy of commercial timber extraction has made public forests more flammable and less resilient to fire. Firstly, clearcut and high-grade logging have historically taken the largest, most fire-resilient, most commercially-valuable trees, and left behind dead needles and limbs (logging debris called "slash"), along with smaller trees and brush that are less commercially valuable but more flammable than mature and old-growth trees.  The net effect is to increase the amount of available hazardous fuel.”

“Secondly, the removal of large overstory trees also changes the microclimate of logged sites, making them hotter, drier, and windier, which increases the intensity and rate of spread of wildfires.  Third, the creation of densely-stocked even-aged plantations of young conifers made sites even more flammable since this produced a solid mass of highly combustible conifer needles within easy reach of surface flames.  These changes in the fuel load, fuel profile, and microclimate make logged sites more prone to high-intensity and high-severity wildfires.”

A Reporter's Guide to Wildland Fire
By Ingalsbee, Timothy Ph.D.
Published by the Firefighters United for Safety, Ethics, and

Ecology (FUSE), January 2005

https://www.fusee.org/Resources/Documents/Reporter's%20Guide%202005.pdf 
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “For example, use of taxpayer dollars and resources on deficit timber sales that remove fire-resilient old-growth trees and leave behind untreated logging slash, violate federal environmental laws in planning or implementation, or are deceptively labeled as “fuels reduction” or “forest restoration” projects when they actually increase fuel hazards or degrade ecological integrity, is an ethical as well as an ecological issue.  These kind of anti-ecological, unethical forest management projects also adversely affect firefighter and community safety by diverting limited federal dollars away from genuine hazardous fuels reduction activities, and by degrading ecological conditions in ways that increase wildfire rate of spread, intensity, or severity.”

Firefighters United for Safety, Ethics, and Ecology (FUSEE): Torchbearers for a New Fire Management Paradigm”
By Timothy Ingalsbee1, Joseph Fox2, and Patrick Withen3
Mr. Fox is  Board President of Firefighters United for Safety, Ethics, and Ecology, McCall, ID.
Mr. Withen is Associate Professor of Sociology, University of Virginia
USDA Forest Service Proceedings RMRS-P-46CD. 2007.
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_p046/rmrs_p046_607_611.pdf 
-------------------
The following excerpts are from published articles authored by Mr. George Wuerthner.  Mr. Wuerthner is a forest ecologist who has published 38 books on the subject.
Opposing View “Another surprising finding is that mechanical fuels treatment, commonly known as logging and thinning, typically has little effect on the spread of wildfires.  In fact, in some cases, it can increase wildfires’ spread and severity by increasing the fine fuels on the ground (slash) and by opening the forest to greater wind and solar penetration, drying fuels faster than in unlogged forests.”

Logging, thinning would not curtail wildfires
Published by the Eugene Register-​Guard, December 26, 2008

http://wuerthner.blogspot.com/2008/12/logging-thinning-would-not-curtail.html
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “For example, the Forest Service justifies the Elliston Face timber sale on the basis of reducing what they call “hazardous” fuels (which as an ecologist I call woody biomass).  To quote the FS, “This project would reduce wildland fire risk and help protect lives, communities, and ecosystems from the potential consequences of a high-intensity wildland fire within treatment areas.” “

“The Forest Service makes these assertions even though the statement is full of falsehoods, misleading and/or unproven assumptions.”

“even the Forest Service’s own analysis concludes that logging of the Elliston Face will have some adverse impacts on soils, watersheds, wildlife, scenery and recreation.  So we need to ask whether the potential effects of a fire that may not occur for a century or more is worth the negative impacts created by the logging process now?”
“The Forest Service’s own analysis has six indicator species— including pileated woodpecker, hairy woodpecker, martin, northern goshawk.  These species depend on dead snags and down wood that pine beetles and wildfire create.  But the FS treats beetles and wildfire as unwelcome events.”

“the FS exploits the fears of misinformed citizens.  One can only conclude the agency is still the handmaiden to the timber industry rather than a public servant working on behalf of all citizens of the country.”

Forest Service misses education opportunity
Published in NewWest, June 2010

http://www.newwest.net/topic/article/elliston_face_is_yet_another_example_of_forest_service_malfeasance/C564/L564/ 

--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “Recently, Secretary of the Interior Ryan Zinke, along with Agriculture Secretary Sonny Perdue, U.S. Sen. Steve Daines and U.S. Rep. Greg Gianforte, visited the Lolo fire near Missoula. All proclaimed that more forest “management” (logging) would preclude large fires like Montana and other states have experienced in recent years.”

“The problem is the knowledge of forest ecology of most politicians as well as far too many agency personnel is about as sophisticated as the medical profession of a hundred years ago when the most comment treatment for the disease was to bleed the bad blood from a patient.”
“In fact, the science, suggests that forest management tends to increase fire severity.

The real issue is climate change. Large wildfires, like large hurricanes, are a direct consequence of warming climate. Just as you can’t engineer your way to reducing large hurricanes as long as the climate continues to warm, the same is true of wildfire.”

Fuel reductions ineffective; mandate fire-wise protections
Published in the Missoulian newspaper, September 5, 2017

http://missoulian.com/opinion/columnists/fuel-reductions-ineffective-mandate-fire-wise-protections/article_64841590-c42e-5fd0-80ae-b8a025f94bbe.html
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “Myth: Logging reduces large wildfires.
“Truth: Large wildfires burn under extreme weather conditions.  Under extreme weather, wildfires burn through, over and around clearcuts, thinned forests, and areas that have been prescribed burned.  Such fires are “controlled” when the weather changes to more moderate conditions.
Logging may even increase fire spread and fire severity.
The conclusion of the Sierra Nevada report to Congress had this to say: “Timber harvest, through its effects on forest structure, local microclimate, and fuels accumulation, has increased fire severity more than any other recent human activity.”
Another study done by fire ecologists at the Missoula Fire Lab concluded:” Even extensive fuel treatments may not reduce the amount of area burned over the long-term and furthermore, reduction of area burned may actually be an undesirable outcome.”
A new study that reviewed 1,500 wildfires between 1984 and 2014 found that actively managed forests had the highest level of fire severity.  While those forests in protected areas burned, on average, had the lowest level of fire severity. In other words, the best way to reduce severe fires is to protect the land as wilderness, not “manage” it.”
Logging myths fuel legislation, serve no good
Published in the Eureka Times-Standard, March 18, 2017
http://www.times-standard.com/article/NJ/20170318/LOCAL1/170319834
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “Indeed, climatic conditions drive all big fires — not fuels.  All substantial fires occur only if there is extended drought, low humidity, high temperatures and, most importantly, high winds.  Wind, in particular, is critical.  Wind increases fire spread exponentially.

When conditions are "ripe" for a large blaze, fires will burn through all kinds of fuel loads.  By contrast if the forest is wet like Oregon's coastal forests, you can have all the fuel in the world, and it won't burn.

For this reason, most fires go out without burning more than a few acres.  By contrast, when you have drought, low humidity, high temperatures and wind, a few blazes will grow into huge fires.  For this reason, approximately 1 percent of all fires are responsible for about 95 to 99 percent of the acreage burned.”

The Climate Factor - Forest thinning won't deter the coming large fires”
Eugene Weekly, December 6, 2007

http://www.eugeneweekly.com/2007/12/06/views3.html
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “Ultimately, fuels do not control fires. If the climate/weather isn’t conducive for fire spread, it doesn’t much matter how much dead wood you have piled up, you won’t get a large fire.  As an extreme example, think of all the dead wood lying around on the ground in old-growth West Coast rainforests — tons of fuel, but few fires — because it’s too wet to burn.

Large blazes are driven by a combination of extreme drought, low humidity, high temperatures and, most importantly, wind.  These conditions do not occur in the same place at the same time very frequently — which is why there are often decades to centuries between major blazes and most fires go out without burning more than a few acres.”

Pine Beetle Fears Misplaced
Helena Independent Record, March 25, 2010

http://helenair.com/news/opinion/article_f3d671f0-37c9-11df-921d-001cc4c002e0.html
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “In the last analysis, the politics of forest thinning promotes more logging.  The timber industry has successfully sold the idea that fuel reductions work and it has great influence with politicians who buy into to its assurance that logging reduces large fires.”
“So is there any place for forest thinning/fuel reductions?  There is.  But it should be limited to the areas immediately surrounding homes and communities.  Since one can’t predict where a fire will start and burn, thinning forest willy-nilly is a waste of effort.  Not only are most thinning projects done improperly, most are done for the wrong reasons and lose taxpayer money to boot.”
“Thinning trees/shrubs near homes, combined with a reduction in home flammability by installation of metal roofs, removal of flammable materials adjacent to homes, and other measures can virtually guarantee a home will survive even a severe high intensity forest fire.”
WHY THINNING FORESTS IS POOR WILDFIRE STRATEGY
Published in the Wildlife News, January 27, 2014

http://www.thewildlifenews.com/2014/01/27/why-thinning-forests-is-poor-wildfire-strategy/
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “In a recent IR editorial, former Forest Service foresters, Dale Bosworth and Jack Blackwell, promoted numerous out-of-date concepts and paradigms about forest health and management. Their editorial demonstrated that they are unfamiliar with the latest science regarding the ecological value of large wildfires, bark beetles and other natural ecological disturbance processes

Ecologists view large mixed to high severity fires, bark beetles, and other natural processes as critical to maintaining healthy forest ecosystems. The dead snags and down wood produced by such events are vital to many wildlife and plants. Indeed, some 2/3 of all wildlife species depend on dead trees at some point in their lives.

One example of their outmoded concepts is the idea that fuels drive large wildfires, even though numerous scientific studies suggest that severe climate/weather is what powers large wildfires. High winds, for instance, typically blow embers miles ahead of fire fronts, making fuel breaks largely ineffective at reducing fire spread and intensity.

A growing body of scientific evidence calls into question their assertions that logging can preclude large high severity blazes. For instance, a study published in Ecosphere last month did a review of wildfire on 23 million acres of public lands over the past few decades. The authors found that ponderosa pine and mixed conifer forests under active timber management had the highest percentage of high severity blazes, while lands without any management like wilderness and parks had the lowest percentage of high severity fires.”

Forest health concepts out of date

Published in the Helena Independent Record, November 13, 2016

http://helenair.com/news/opinion/guest/forest-health-concepts-out-of-date/article_d063df30-af9c-523b-b320-5d9290a624e3.html
--------------------------------------------------
Opposing View “Plus, there is evidence that timber management (i.e. logging) can increase fire severity. A recently published study concluded: “We investigated the relationship between protected status and fire severity applied to 1m500 fires affecting 9.5 million hectares between 1984 and 2014 in pine (Pinus ponderosa, Pinus Jeffrey) and mixed-conifer forests of western United States. … We found forests with higher levels of protection had lower severity values even though they are generally identified as having the highest overall levels of biomass and fuel.”
The Congressional Research Service reached a similar conclusion. “From a quantitative perspective, the CRS study indicates a very weak relationship between acres logged and the extent and severity of forest fires. … The data indicate that fewer acres burned in areas where logging activity was limited.”
These studies suggest that thinning/logging is a very inefficient and ineffective means of altering wildfire behavior — especially under extreme fire weather.”
The Causes of Forest Fires: Climate vs. Logging
Published by Counterpunch, June 27, 2017
https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/06/27/the-causes-of-forest-fires-climate-vs-logging/
-------------------

For those who have chosen to read this, it should be evident that many well-respected, independent Ph.D. scientists reveal fire behavior does not change when it burns into logged-over areas.  These scoentists have no incentive to lie.  They aren’t driven by the need to be loyal to the agency by supporting its timber agenda.  Pease give this some thought.  Don’t be frightened to examine science conclusions that are different than what the USFS teaches.
I challenge the reader to locate science authored by scientists not affiliated with the USFS with qualifications comparable to the scientists above who refute the science above.  Of course USFS scientists will be biased and say anything that supports the agency timber agenda.
Please determine how this information will affect how you might change your behavior when you are an IDT member for a fuels reduction EA or EIS.
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