
FOIA Number: 2012-0769-F 

FOIA 
MARKER 

This is not a textual record. This is used as an 
administrative marker by the William J. Clinton 

Presidential Library Staff. 

Collection/Record Group: 

Subgroup/Office of Origin: 

Series/Staff Member: 

Subseries: 

Clinton Presidential Records 

Council on Environmental Quality 

Kathleen (Katie) McGinty 

OA/ID Number: 

FolderlD: 

2886 

Folder Title: 
Bruce Vento 

Stack: 

s 
Row: 

61 
Section: 

5 
Shelf: 

9 
Position: 

2 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS H I NGTON 

June 16, 1993 

The Honorable Bruce F. Vento 
Chairman, Subcommittee on National 

Parks, Forests, and Public Lands 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Vento: 

Thank you f o r c o n t a c t i n g me regarding the your concerns 
about the problems f a c i n g the P a c i f i c Northwest, as w e l l as the 
Eastside Forest Ecosystem Health Assessment. I t was good t o hear 
from you, and I enjoyed seeing you e a r l i e r t h i s s p r i n g . 

As you know. President C l i n t o n , Vice President Gore and I 
are committed t o the p r e s e r v a t i o n of our environment i n a way 
th a t leads t o strong and sustainable economic growth. I 
c e r t a i n l y appreciate your r e c a l l i n g my request f o r your thoughts 
on the a p p l i c a b i l i t y of the Everett Study t o the eastside 
f o r e s t s . Thank you f o r t a k i n g the time t o respond so thoroughly 
and t h o u g h t f u l l y . 

I w i l l keep the study i n mind as we continue addressing the 
concerns of the P a c i f i c Northwest f o r e s t s . I agree w i t h much of 
what you say, and I look forward t o f u r t h e r pursuing w i t h you the 
suggestions you r a i s e d . 

Again, thank you f o r your t h o u g h t f u l i n s i g h t s i n t h i s 
matter. 

Sincere 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/avl 
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May 26, 1993 

Katie McGinty, D i r e c t o r 
White House O f f i c e on 
Envircnn-.ental P o l i c y 
Room 2 58 
Old Executive O f f i c e B u i l d i n g 
17th and Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, DC 20501 

Dear Ms. McGinty: 

At our meeting on the Adminis 
s o l u t i o n t o the o l d growth fo 
Northwest, you asked f o r my v 
Ecosystem Health Assessment, 
whether or not I thought t h i s 
of the eastside f o r e s t s . At 
inf o r m a t i o n was a v a i l a b l e on 
respond. My s t a f f and I have 
f i f t y page Executive Summary 
to share w i t h you my impress! 

t r a t i o n ' s e f f o r t s t o develop a 
r e s t c r i s i s of the P a c i f i c 
lews on the Eastside Forest 
known as the Everett Study, and 
study could help solve the problems 

the time of our meeting, however, no 
the Everett Study so I was unable t o 
now received a copy of the Study's 

and have reviewed i t . I would l i k e 
ons. 

THE STUDY'S STRENGTHS 

The study does a good job of des c r i b i n g the problems of 
eastside f o r e s t ecosystems. I t p o i n t s out t h a t some 
eastside ecosystems are stressed and unstable and t h a t t h i s 
s i t u a t i o n has been caused by management a c t i v i t i e s such as 
timber harvests, f i r e suppression and grazing, t h a t have 
reduced genetic, species and landscape d i v e r s i t y . Having 
the s c i e n t i f i c community define the problem i s the f i r s t 
step towards s o l v i n g i t . 

The study emphasizes t h a t p u b l i c desires f o r commodity 
resources need t o be secondary t o ecosystem s u s t a i n a b i l i t y . 
This i s an important p o i n t . I t i s h e l p f u l t o have 
s c i e n t i s t s reminding land managers and p o l i c y makers t h a t we 
must maintain sustainable ecosystems f o r f u t u r e generations 
of Americans. These ecosystems w i l l provide no commodities 
at a l l i f we weaken or destroy them. 
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The study also emphasizes the need t o monitor ecosystems. 
The l a c k of e f f e c t i v e monitoring on the e f f e c t of management 
a c t i v i t i e s i s an important reason why we have a f o r e s t 
c r i s i s i n the Northwest today. 

The study recommends t h a t the f u t u r e goal of managers should 
be t o maintain and r e s t o r e " h i s t o r i c a l ranges of c o n d i t i o n s 
and v a r i a b i l i t y " i n eastside ecosystems. This i s a worthy 
goal and would be a s i g n i f i c a n t improvement over the past 
goal of maximizing commodity outputs from these ecosystems. 

THE STUDY'S WEAKNESSES 

The study does not give us any s c i e n t i f i c d i r e c t i o n on how 
to a c t u a l l y manage eastside ecosystems. I t has no maps and 
i s not s i t e s p e c i f i c . I t leaves such d i r e c t i o n t o the 
f o r e s t planning process. To date, the f o r e s t plans have 
emphasized commodity outputs and have c o n t r i b u t e d t o the 
problem. The Forest Service needs f i r m e r d i r e c t i o n than 
t h i s study provides. We need t o have the s c i e n t i f i c 
community develop more s p e c i f i c recommendations on how t o 
maintain and r e s t o r e the b i o l o g i c a l d i v e r s i t y of the a c t u a l 
landscapes out t h e r e on the ground. This i s what the "Gang 
of Four" s c i e n t i f i c panel d i d f o r westside ecosystems and 
something s i m i l a r i s needed f o r the eastside. 

While p o i n t i n g out t h a t disturbance and change from f i r e , 
i n s e c t s , disease, etc. i s n a t u r a l i n eastside ecosystems, 
the study has a bias towards using management a c t i v i t i e s t o 
maintain disturbance and change. I t does not seem t o t r u s t 
n a t u r a l processes t o be able t o work on t h e i r own. I s t h i s 
another way of saying t h a t we need a d d i t i o n a l timber 
harvests t o maintain healthy ecosystems? This k i n d of 
t h i n k i n g caused the problems i n the f i r s t place. 

The study contains misconceptions about the n a t i o n a l 
wilderness p r e s e r v a t i o n system and imp l i e s a negative bias 
against wilderness or any other k i n d of reserve system. I t 
c a l l wilderness " c u s t o d i a l management" t h a t attempts t o 
keep stands and landscapes s t a t i c . Nothing could be f u r t h e r 
from the t r u t h . The basic purpose of the wilderness system 
i s t o allow n a t u r a l processes t o operate and t o accept 
whatever changes may r e s u l t . I t i s on the lands outside of 
wilderness t h a t managers o f t e n have t r i e d t o a r r e s t n a t u r a l 
processes and prevent change and disturbance. 

The study f u r t h e r s t a t e s t h a t f i r e suppression i n wilderness 
i s a key reason why wilderness w i l l not work t o maintain 
healthy ecosystems. This i s not a problem of the wilderness 
system, but of land managers who have been slow t o implement 
n a t u r a l f i r e plans i n wilderness areas. I t i s Forest 
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Service p o l i c y t o allow f i r e i n wilderness and the l a r g e s t 
wilderness i n Oregon's eastside f o r e s t s , the Eagle Cap, has 
had a n a t u r a l f i r e program f o r years. Managed p r o p e r l y , 
wilderness i s not s t a t i c , but dynamic and has great 
p o t e n t i a l t o maintain healthy 'ecosystems. I t i s d i s t u r b i n g 
t h a t Dr. E v e r e t t and h i s s c i e n t i s t s seem so ignorant of 
wilderness laws, p o l i c i e s , and purposes. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. At the request of several members of Congress, the nation's 
s c i e n t i f i c s o c i e t i e s are conducting an eastside study t h a t 
w i l l be s i t e s p e c i f i c w i t h maps. The study i s scheduled t o 
be a v a i l a b l e i n June. I urge you t o give t h i s study serious 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n and t o use i t t o b u i l d on the work of the 
Everett Study. 

2. The i m p l i c a t i o n of the Everett Study t h a t wilderness or any 
other k i n d of reserve cannot be p a r t of the s o l u t i o n needs 
t o be reevaluated. The study's reasoning seems flawed. 
Reserves can allow change and n a t u r a l processes and can be 
even more e f f e c t i v e than management a c t i v i t i e s t o maintain 
healthy ecosystems. As the study p o i n t s out, i t was 
management a c t i v i t i e s t h a t caused the eastside c r i s i s i n the 
f i r s t place. 

3. The f a t e of eastside f o r e s t s i s i n e x t r i c a b l y l i n k e d t o any 
s o l u t i o n f o r the westside f o r e s t s . We cannot s a c r i f i c e 
eastside ecosystems t o save the westside. The President's 
s o l u t i o n t o the Northwest c r i s i s must consider the needs of 
the eastside ecosystems. 

I hope t h i s a n a l y s i s i s h e l p f u l t o you. 

; r e l y , 

Bruce F. Vento 
Chairman, Subcommittee on 
National Parks, Forests, and 
Public Lands 


