Statistically Significant National Surveys show
the Recreating Public does not want to see
their National Forests Clearcut.  They abhor
Clearcuts and Avoid them.
USFS line-officers know this yet they still clearcut.  Their NEPA documents give the public laughable reasons for doing so.  They try to hide the fact they will clearcut by calling them “regeneration” cuts knowing the public does not know silviculture terminology.  This in itself is enough to take national forest administration away from the USDA.
I have reason to believe the natural resource specialists working to prepare the NEPA document for this sale who read the science below will reject it to protect their timber team player status and generous salary.  I find it interesting that people who claim to serve the public by taking action to prevent resource damage continue to lie about their real goals --- $$$$$$$$$ and job security.
Only those of you with Ph.D.’s who are recognized as experts should be so cavalier as to suggest the expert’s conclusions below are wrong.
Who do you think you are?  A real professional would interact with the public who visit the District.  I suggest you ask them all if they want their forest to be clearcut.  You know the answer.  Therefore you know what not to do.
---------------------------------
The Case Against Intensive Forest Management in Maine
By LeRoy Bandy Ph.D and Barbara Bandy M.S.
Published in Forest Ecology Network, 2004

http://www.forestecologynetwork.org/BANDY22.htm

Excerpts:

“Research in Maine has shown that sixteen years after a whole-tree harvest, an area that was clearcut has 25% less organic matter in the soil than adjacent unharvested plots. The level of organic matter in the soil is important for nutrient cycling, water-holding ability, and other properties important for plant growth. Data from the same research site has shown that whole-tree clearcutting has caused long-term disruptions in nitrogen cycling, and potential depletion of phosphorus. In addition to nutrient loss, research at the Hubbard Brook Experimental Forest in New Hampshire showed that aluminum ions in levels toxic to fish and other aquatic organisms were released into streamwaters draining clearcut sites. These effects on water chemistry persisted for three to four years after the harvest. Unfortunately, some of the large industrial landowners are making extensive use of this method of harvest.”

“In summary, there is a large body of scientific evidence which shows that intensive forest practices such as whole-tree clearcutting on short rotations, herbicide spraying, and the establishment of tree plantations, have adverse effects on all aspects of the forest ecosystem, and we believe these practices threaten the long term health and productivity of our forestlands.  We support the use of forest practices such as those promoted by the Maine Low Impact Forestry Project, and practiced by veteran woodlot owners like Mel Ames of Atkinson.”
---------------------------------
Federal Public Land - national Forests and BLM

http://www.clearcutoregon.com/federal-public-land.html

Excerpts:

“Most importantly, clearcutting impacts Oregon's communities. Clearcut logging increases the frequency of landslides that can disrupt travel, waterways, and damage homes; damages drinking water sources for rural Oregonians; and degrades the quality of life for residents who live with clearcuts in their backyards.”

---------------------------------
Clear Cutting
Published by the Sustainability Dictionary, 2021

https://sustainabilitydictionary.com/2006/02/17/clear-cutting/

Excerpts:

“A process where all trees in a selected area are felled in a logging operation. Although some areas may be planted, seeded or naturally regenerated, the effect on the environment can be extremely destructive. The act of clear cutting is not only damaging to the structure and function of the forest, but in particularly erosion-prone areas the loss of root structures significantly affects water quality, and leads to the loss and fragmentation of nutrient rich soil, creating a lack of regenerative biomass and reduces primary growth. It is the most devastating and most cost-effective means known to harvest high yields of timber rapidly.”
---------------------------------
All statements below come fromabove a Press Conference with Senator Robert Torricelli, April 28, 1998, U.S. Capitol

http://www.saveamericasforests.org/news/ScientistsStatement.htm

Excerpts:

“Recently, so called "salvage" logging has increased on national forests in response to a timber industry invented "forest health crisis" which points the finger at normal forest processes of fire, fungi, bacteria, insects and other diseases. In fact the crisis in the national forests is habitat destruction caused by too much clearcutting.”

A statement by Arthur Partridge, Ph.D.

“Ecology—a science that so often demonstrates the "law of unintended consequences"—shows that converting trees to timber on a massive scale through clear-cutting often has severe ecosystem consequences.  Well understood scientific results show that such forestry often leads to serious problems of erosion, damage to streams and rivers, the slow regeneration of forest, and the vulnerability of the even-aged forest that does grow back to diseases and infrequent but catastrophic fires.”

A statement by Stuart Pimm, Ph.D.

“The Act to Save America’s Forests does an excellent job of outlining an approach for long-term, sustainable use of our few remaining ancient forests, roadless areas, and other public lands, while protecting them from continued degradation, misuse, and practices that are obviously unsustainable as judged by any scientific standards.  By replacing clearcutting with selective logging, the bill will allow for continued economic benefits and resource use of these forests while also protecting the wood resources, biological diversity, soil structure and function, general ecosystem function, and aquatic integrity and diversity.”

A statement by Gary Meffe, Ph.D.

“We know that clear cutting leads to decreased root strength and increased rates of landsliding in steep terrain.  Recent fatal landslides from clear cut slopes in Oregon should remind us of the potential human cost of land use that is inconsistent with landscape processes.  Exacerbation of flooding and landsliding is not in the public interest, so why do we manage our National Forests through clear cutting?  Passage of the Act to Save America's Forests will end this practice on public lands.”

“But most importantly, we need to change the paradigm guiding forest management.  The fundamental mission of the US Forest Service should be to protect our forests and the environmental services that they provide so that future generations can share the benefits that we have been blessed with. With such an updated mission, the US Forest Service can, once again, become a world leader in forest stewardship.  Passage of the Act to Save America's Forests will bring principles of conservation biology to management of our national forests by preserving core areas of pristine, high quality habitat, ending the destructive practice of clear cutting and preventing further degradation by road building in potentially unstable terrain.”

A statement by David Montgomery, Ph.D.
“American rivers and streams face destruction by sedimentation. Clearcutting, along with the vast network of logging roads, result in sedimentation and soil erosion into our national forest’s rivers and streams.  Sedimentation degrades the water quality, impairs the habitat for fish and macroinvertebrates, and limits the ecosystem functions and services of streams.”

“Clearcutting is not ecologically equivalent to fire, and it does not mimic the beneficial effects of fire.  We need large tracts of unfragmented forests so that fires can return as a normal part of the overall forest ecosystem.  If fire is unnaturally suppressed, a Southeastern longleaf pine savannah is transformed into an oak-hickory forest.  The most famous fire dependent species of the longleaf pine ecosystem is the Red Cockaded Woodpecker.  In order to nest and reproduce, it needs the tall, old, isolated pines which have survived repeated fires.  Without fire, the Red Cockaded Woodpecker will go extinct.”

A statement by Seth Reice, Ph.D.
“Ecologists have established also that small populations are more likely to go extinct then larger populations, and isolated populations are more prone to extinction than less isolated ones.  Using these established ecological principles as a simple rules of thumb, we have a basis for understanding and predicting the influence of forest fragmentation and clearcutting of large patches of forest on wildlife that is exposed to such kinds of disturbance.  Without our immediate attention, organisms that require relatively large patches of undisturbed land are doomed to extinction.”

A statement by Henry Mushinsky, Ph.D.
---------------------------------
Rain and clearcuts make fatal brew
By Kathie Durbin
Published by High Country News, Dec. 23, 1996

https://www.hcn.org/issues/96/2974

Excerpts:

“The first landslide tumbled down Rock Creek from a clearcut high on the mountain and came to rest near the Marvins' house. The second slide hit as Ann Maxwell, a friend from Roseburg, walked up the road toward the Moon house. Rick Moon pushed his 16-year-old daughter, Rachelle, barefoot out the door. She ran for her life.
As Rick went for the others, a river of mud, water, logs, stumps and boulders roared down the creekbed, carrying enormous trees torn from the earth. It smashed into the Moons' hand-crafted home, scattering pieces of the house and its contents for 300 yards, all the way down to Hubbard Creek. 

Rescuers found Rick Moon's body under the wreckage of his home that night. They recovered the bodies of Susan Moon, Sharon Marvin and Ann Maxwell the next day. Small flower shrines mark the sites where their bodies came to rest amid the rubble.”
---------------------------------
Clearcutting: An Idea Whose Time has Passed
By Schafer, Maggie, Molvar, Erik
Published by Biodiversity Conservation Alliance, 2006

http://www.voiceforthewild.org/general/pubs/ClearcuttingWhitePaperFina2.pdf

Excerpts:

“Shoddy, exploitive clearcutting is clearly one of the most destructive forest management practices…It is not forestry and it is certainly not land stewardship…Clearcutting in these cases is simply cheap logging and not a planned silvicultural practice”
—The Irland Group, 1988, for the Maine Department of Conservation

“Half a century of clearcutting has led to a forest that bears little resemblance to the healthy forest systems that stretched across the West when the first European explorers arrived. Fragmentation of formerly vast tracts of mature forest has caused wildlife to dwindle. The reduction and isolation of old growth habitat has degraded clean water and created large that threaten diversity. A vast body of science documents the impacts of clearcutting to wildlife, fish, and plants, to clean water, to soils, to productivity, and ultimately to the health of our forests. The Medicine Bow National forest of south-central Wyoming is the poster child for forests that have been fragmented to the point of ecological collapse. The time has come to abandon clearcutting as the primary logging practice on our national forests, and replace it with a program of sustainable logging practices and protection of key habitats to restore the health and diversity of our forests.”

---------------------------------
Clearcutting Issues on the National Forests in the 1970s
Published by the Forest History Society,

https://foresthistory.org/research-explore/us-forest-service-history/policy-and-law/forest-management/controversy-over-clearcutting/controversy-over-clearcutting-timeline/clearcutting-issues-on-the-national-forests-in-the-1970s/

Excerpts:

“In the late 1960s, the Bitterroot National Forest and nearby national forests in Montana and Idaho, in a burst of timber harvesting in response to the post-WW II needs for wood and housing, began extensive clearcutting of the standing forests. The Bitterroot NF, with both clearcutting and terracing the cut-over slopes for better regeneration of seedlings, became the lightning rod of the clearcutting issue. Protests, led by the retired forest supervisor, followed a series of sensational news articles in the Missoula, Montana, newspaper (the Missoulian). The newspaper articles were authored by Dale Burk, who later wrote a book The Clearcut Crisis: Controversy in the Bitterroot in 1970 which tended to flame even more opposition. An internal review by the R-1 Regional Office ensued in December 1969 (printed in the summer of 1970). In the same year, a University of Montana study team was commissioned by Montana Senator Lee Metcalf to study and report on the situation. The university team was led by forestry professor Arnold Bolle, who was instrumental in bringing the issue to national attention. The Bolle Report (as it became known) was given to the senator in November 1970, who then promptly released it to the public. The report echoed the Regional Office report with the exception that the Bolle team felt that the Forest Service was "mining" timber - that is harvesting without the possibility of regrowing trees in the same location. Both the Bitterroot NF staff and the public were angered, but for different reasons.”
---------------------------------
Did the extensive clearcut logging in the Pacific Northwest hurt your vacation?
Published by Fodor’s Travel, July 13, 2003

https://www.fodors.com/community/united-states/did-the-extensive-clearcut-logging-in-the-pacific-northwest-hurt-your-vacation-336433/

Excerpts:

“I just returned from a long trip touring the Pacific Northwest. Oregon and Washington. The last time I was out there was 20 years ago as a teenager. I remember the area as being so beautiful.

This has all changed. I have never seen so much clearcutting of the forests. Route 101, along the Oregon coast is clearcut except for a small amount of protected land in State Parks. The Mount Hood Loop (Highways 26 and 35) are full of ugly clearcuts. Though the worst is the route from Seattle to Mount Ranier. Whole hillsides for 100s of yards are completely stripped bare of trees.

How do they expect tourists with so much uglyness?”
---------------------------------
The effects of whole-tree clear-cutting on soil processes at the Hubbard Brook Experimental Forest, New Hampshire, USA
R.A. Dahlgren Ph.D. and C.T. Driscoll Ph.D.

Published in Plant and Soil, January 1994, Volume 158, Issue 2, pp 239-262

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2FBF00009499

Excerpts:

“The effects of whole-tree clear-cutting on soil processes and streamwater chemistry were examined in a northern hardwood forest at the Hubbard Brook Experimental Forest, New Hampshire. Soil processes were examined by monitoring soil solution chemistry collected using zero-tension lysimeters from the Oa, Bh and Bs horizons at three sites along an elevational/vegetation gradient. Whole-tree clear-cutting created a severe ecosystem disturbance leading to leaching losses of nutrients from the soil profile, increased acidification, and elevated concentrations of Al-ions in soil solutions and streamwater. The response was driven by the process of nitrification that led to production of nitric acid in both the forest floor and mineral soil horizons. This acidity was largely neutralized by release and leaching of basic cations and inorganic monomeric Al-ions leaching with the NO3-ions. The major source of nutrient loss was from the forest floor. The chemical response to the clear-cut was most intense during the second year following the treatment and declined to near reference concentrations in 4–5 years. High elevation sites showed the greatest response to disturbance and the slowest recovery of soil solution concentrations to pre-cut concentrations. Shallow soils and a slower recovery of vegetation at the upper elevation sites were the primary factors contributing to the enhanced disturbance and delayed recovery (and enhanced response to disturbance in the upper elevation sites).
---------------------------------
Stop Clearcutting California, 2021

http://www.stopclearcuttingca.org/about-clearcutting/whats-wrong-with-clearcutting/

Excerpts:

“During a typical year, more than 79 square miles (50,459 acres) of biodiverse forest in our state is clearcut and converted into tree plantations. Since 1977, about 1,812 square miles – approximately a million acres – have been destroyed by clearcutting and related logging practices that eliminate natural, resilient forests.
“Clearcutting Impacts
· Clearcutting releases more CO2 emissions than any other form of logging, and areas that are clearcut will not be “climate-neutral” for many decades.
· Clearcutting and the logging roads created to service clearcuts can increase erosion of sediments into creeks and rivers, clouding waters and reducing water quality for fish habitat and human consumption.
· The loss of adequate tree canopy cover exposes the forest to increased sunlight, making it hotter and drier. Temperatures rise significantly in clearcuts. Hotter and drier air from clearcuts can raise temperatures and lessen humidity in adjacent forest areas as well, increasing the risk of hotter, more devastating fires.
· Clearcuts and tree plantations are a largely degraded environment for many of the diverse native plants and animals that are part of a forest ecosystem community.
· Hotter and drier conditions and soil disturbances from clearcutting hurt native plants, and logging companies spray various herbicides to keep native plants from returning
· Studies on forest fires have demonstrated that where even-aged tree plantations are grown, fires can burn with greater intensity and speed.
---------------------------------
Clearcutting

Published by Wikipedia, August 2023
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clearcutting

Excerpts:
“Effects on wildlife
Clearcutting's main destruction is towards habitats, where it makes the habitats more vulnerable in the future to damage by insects, diseases, acid rain, and wind. Removal of all trees from an area destroys the physical habitats of many species in wildlife. Also, clearcutting can contribute to problems for ecosystems that depend on forests, like the streams and rivers which run through them.[32]
In Canada, the black tailed deer population is at further risk after clearcutting. The deer are a food source for wolves and cougars, as well as other hunters. While deer may not be at risk in cities and rural countryside, where they can be seen running through neighbourhoods and feeding on farms, in higher altitude areas they require forest shelter.”
---------------------------------
Clearcutting in the National Forests: Background and Overview

Reported by CBS, November 6, 1998
https://www.everycrsreport.com/reports/98-917.html

Excerpts:
“Summary
Clearcutting is a method of harvesting and regenerating trees in which all trees are cleared from a site and a new, even-aged stand of trees is grown. Clearcutting is the primary method of timber production and management in the national forests.  However, this method of harvesting trees has been controversial since at least the 1960s. Many environmental and citizen groups object to clearcutting in the national forests, citing soil and water degradation, unsightly landscapes, and other damages.  The wood products industry argues that clearcutting is an efficient and successful silvicultural system.”
---------------------------------
Clearcutting…Facts and Myths
Published by the North Carolina Forest Service
Excerpts:
“Come the 20th century, ‘high-grading’, a different but misguided logging method, emerged. High grading takes out the best and leaves the rest. Suppressed, deformed, poor-quality trees get left behind. The high-graded forests do not regenerate to the same quality that existed before. Repetitive cycles of high-grading leave forests in poor condition ecologically, financially and visually.”
---------------------------------
The Debate Over Clear-Cutting

By Steve Nix
Published by ThoughtCo, October 20, 2019
https://www.thoughtco.com/clearcutting-the-debate-over-clearcutting-1343027

Excerpts:
“Many conservation and citizen groups object to clear-cutting any forest, citing soil and water degradation, unsightly landscapes, and other damages. The wood products industry and mainstream forestry professionals defend clear-cutting as an efficient, successful silvicultural, or forestry, system but only under certain conditions where non-timber assets are not degraded.”
---------------------------------
Forest Service’s Huge Clearcutting Plan Next to Yellowstone National Park Threatens Grizzlies, Lynx
Published by the Center for Biological Diversity, April 23, 2021
https://biologicaldiversity.org/w/news/press-releases/forest-services-huge-clearcutting-plan-next-to-yellowstone-national-park-threatens-grizzlies-lynx-2021-04-23/

Excerpts:
“WEST YELLOWSTONE, Mont.— Four conservation groups today challenged a U.S. Forest Service plan to clearcut more than 4,600 acres of pine forests, log across an additional 9,000 acres, and bulldoze up to 56 miles of road on lands just outside Yellowstone National Park within the Custer Gallatin National Forest.
The Center for Biological Diversity, WildEarth Guardians, Alliance for the Wild Rockies and Native Ecosystems Council said the South Plateau project will destroy habitat for grizzly bears, lynx, pine marten and wolverine. The logging project will also bring noise and destroy the scenery for hikers using the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail, which traverses the timber sale area.

The plan violates the National Environmental Policy Act by failing to disclose precisely where and when it will bulldoze roads and clearcut the forest, which makes it impossible for the public to understand the project’s impacts, the groups said in their objection. The project will remove trees more than a century old, which provide wildlife habitat and store significant amounts of carbon dioxide, an essential component of addressing the climate emergency.
The agency claims that more than 100 clearcuts up to 40 acres apiece will improve “resilience” to a future pine beetle epidemic, but studies show these types of projects are ineffective.
“The Forest Service asserts clearcuts and other logging will mimic natural conditions, but nature doesn’t punch in roads, choke streams with sediment, or intentionally harm wildlife,” said Adam Rissien, rewilding advocate at WildEarth Guardians. “All this chainsawing and bulldozing is simply faking nature, not mimicking it.”
“This plan for industrial-scale logging and road construction is inconsistent with sound science concerning protections for grizzly bears, and a good example of the Forest Service’s fake conservation approach,” said Sara Johnson, director of Native Ecosystems Council and a former wildlife biologist for the Custer Gallatin National Forest. “Many grizzly bears are killed near roads by poachers. There is no scientific reason to bulldoze more logging roads and clearcut forests in grizzly habitat next to Yellowstone.” “
---------------------------------
About Clearcutting

Published by the Sierra Club
https://www.sierraclub.org/grassroots-network/stop-clearcutting-ca/about-clearcutting

Excerpts:
“Clearcutting is the most destructive form of even-aged logging. In other forms of even-aged management, loggers will leave a seed tree or two to drop pine cones and restock the area. Another even-aged logging method is removing some trees initially, and then removing the remaining trees at a later date.  However, in all variations of even-aged logging. timber companies eventually remove all trees and use the cleared land to plant conifer seedlings that grow into an even-aged plantation, instead of a biodiverse forest with trees of many species and ages.”
“Timber companies and lobbyists will sometimes claim that clearcutting land reduces fuel for wildfires – but it’s not true. Instead, they remove mature trees that would be able to resist fire and slow the wind that spreads fire to communities, and leave behind highly flammable plantations.

Studies on forest fires have demonstrated that where even-aged tree plantations grow, fires can burn with greater intensity and speed. Young trees burn more easily than old trees, and after an area is clearcut, the first natural vegetation to grow in is often highly flammable shrubbery.”

---------------------------------
Clearcutting in the National Forests: Background and Overview

A Congressional Research Report for Congress, November 6, 1998
https://www.everycrsreport.com/reports/98-917.html

Excerpt:
“Clearcutting, particularly on federal lands, is controversial.  Environmentalists and many other citizens often describe it as harmful and abusive. Many groups advocate a complete ban on clearcutting in federal forests, sometimes supporting the use of “selection” harvesting (see definitions below) as a substitute that they consider less abusive to the land and resources. (Other groups would ban all commercial timber harvesting in federal forests, but an analysis of this “zero-cut” option is beyond the scope of this report.)”

---------------------------------
Why Is Clearcutting Bad for the Environment?

By Mary McMahon
Published by All Things Nature, August 13, 2023
https://www.allthingsnature.org/why-is-clearcutting-bad-for-the-environment.htm

Excerpts:
“Clearcutting may profoundly alter local rivers. If logging comes close to the banks of the river, as it often does, it eliminates the shady shield of trees, which can cause the temperature of the river to elevate. Even a few degrees can make a huge difference to native plants, fish, and amphibians, and can cause a significant population decrease. Numerous organizations monitor global rivers and have warned that extensive clearcutting could result in the extinction of some different-types-of-fish species.
Clearcutting also softens the banks of the river by enabling erosion, which can cause them to collapse into the water.”
---------------------------------
CLEARCUTTING & ITS IMPACTS

http://www.clearcutoregon.com/clearcutting-in-oregon.html

Excerpts:
“While it may be the most efficient way of generating income from chopping down trees, clearcutting has many negative impacts. These include:
· Degrading water quality that impacts drinking water for 1.8 million Oregonians.

· Removing important wildlife habitat and natural forest components like dead standing and down trees.  

· Building roads that change natural water flow and contribute to stream pollution - harming salmon habitat.”

· ---------------------------------
Stop massive, destructive clearcuts on Yellowstone National Park’s border

By Mike Garrity
Published by the Daily Montanan, November 21, 2022

https://dailymontanan.com/2022/11/21/stop-massive-destructive-clearcuts-on-yellowstone-national-parks-border/

Excerpts:
“Thanks to objections by the Alliance for the Wild Rockies and Native Ecosystems Council the United States Forest Service dropped its huge South Plateau logging project last year. Because the plan called for thousands of acres of clearcuts on the very border of Yellowstone National Park, it violated the existing forest plan’s restrictions on how many miles of roads could be built in grizzly habitat as well as destroying habitat for elk, lynx, pine martens and wolverines.
When the Forest Service pulled the decision, the agency said it would try again when the newly-revised forest plan was in place. What the Forest Service did not tell the public was that the revised Custer Gallatin Forest Plan eliminated all of the wildlife protection standards found in the old forest plan – including science-backed restrictions on the amount of logging roads that can be bulldozed in grizzly bear habitat since most grizzlies are killed within about 500 yards of a road.
The bad news is that the Custer Gallatin National Forest has resurrected its South Plateau logging project which now calls for more than 4,600 acres (11 square miles) of clearcuts as well as additional logging across 9,000 acres (14 square miles) and bulldozing up to 56 miles of roads from the border of Yellowstone all the way over the Continental Divide into Idaho.
The project continues to violate the National Environmental Policy Act by failing to disclose precisely where, when and how it would bulldoze roads and clearcut the National Forest, which makes it impossible for the public to realistically analyze the project’s impacts as required by law. It’s so vague and lacking in detail that even the Environmental Protection Agency criticized the plan in its comments.
On top of that, consider that the Forest Service estimates it will lose a whopping $3.2 million of federal taxpayers’ money on the project, which calls for logging trees more than a century old that not only provide critical wildlife habitat, but store significant amounts of carbon dioxide, an essential component of addressing the climate emergency. The logging and bulldozing project will also destroy the scenery and solitude for hikers using the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail, which crosses the proposed timber-sale area. So much for the “scenic trail.”
