Bering Sea–Western Interior Resource Management Plan
Preliminary Alternatives Outreach Issue Summary

Kalskag, Alaska March 11, 2015 
These issue summaries are created by the BLM after each community meeting. These documents summarize what was shared and are provided to each community for verification or revisions before being considered final. 

Attendance: 
16 residents attended the Kalskag community meeting to discuss preliminary alternatives for the Bering Sea-Western Interior Resource Management Plan. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) representatives provided a presentation and listened to community comments and discussion. 

Issues and concerns raised: 
General
· Your vision statement is very urban. Wilderness is our home. We are the fourth world. We are not rural; we are in bush Alaska. People in urban areas make these things without living out here. Agencies that come out here that tell us how to live. If you really want to understand our subsistence way of life, you have to live out here, and use those experiences for the rest of your life. BLM response: We don’t live out here. Coming out to visit is one of the ways that we can begin to understand how you use the land. We have a responsibility to figure out how to manage these areas as best we can. We will do our best to incorporate your input.
· What kind of relationship do you have with the National Wildlife Refuge System? BLM response: They have a different mission and their own planning efforts. They are a partner with us on this planning effort, paying attention to buffer areas, where their land is close to ours.
· Do you have any regulations for a spill and what kind of a response that might be required? Between here and Paimute is God’s country. On that road between the Yukon and Kuskokwim Rivers, if they are hauling fuel, what kind of spill response might there be? BLM response: Whenever anyone makes a proposal that involves transporting or storing large quantities of fuel, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) requires a spill plan. It focuses on how to prevent spills, but then if a spill occurs, how to handle it. We require a plan to be in place before we permit activities. It requires reporting to the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation (ADEC). It is an established program.
· You could do this whole thing in a week, not in 2 hours. There is so much to talk about!

Travel Management
· I see National Trails on your list of topics. What about winter trails? BLM response: That’s under Travel Management. We manage 17b easements through corporation lands and routes across BLM lands. 
· From here to Paimute, and from here to Russian Mission, we use those trails. The safety and marking is important. 
· Who do we contact for the possibility for designating National Historical Trails? Congress designates them. We can recommend them in the planning process. Kalskag to Russian Mission and Kalskag to Paimute, these were commercial routes, used for commerce before statehood and before territorial days. There are remnants of travel from those days. Some of these trails are really in need of repair. BLM response: Some of those historic trails that are not part of the Iditarod may be suitable as historic trails. The Iditarod National Historic Trail is not just Iditarod race route. It is part of a network. We will look at these routes to see if they are connected. We can see other trails being historic.

Invasives
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Invasives? Are you talking about spruce beetles? BLM response: That topic refers to any type of invasive species, including weeds.
· Are you seeing invasive species move more north and west? BLM response: They go where people go, and we are looking at ways to prevent dispersal of seeds. For example, for the Iditarod race, they haul in lots of straw for dog bedding. We require them to bring in weed-free straw so that weeds are not introduced along the race route.

Vegetation
· Does vegetation include edible plants and berries? BLM response: Yes. On the subsistence side, our responsibility includes wildlife habitat and vegetation is also an important part.

Fish and Riparian Areas
· What about whitefish spawning areas at Whitefish Lake and Whitefish Creek? Why do you think about sheefish spawning but not whitefish spawning? Are those on BLM land? BLM response: It looks like those are on the refuge, managed by the US Fish and Wildlife Service. 
· What is riparian? BLM response: That area close to water, it is swamp lands, near rivers and creeks. It is usually good habitat for animals. Riparian areas support willows and that sort of habitat important for moose. We are looking at limiting the amount of disturbance in riparian areas at any given time. We are considering developing special management areas or Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs) for some riparian areas, such as Innoko Bottoms. 

Travel Management
· Our surface land is owned by The Kuskokwim Corporation (TKC). If they go on trails there, will you follow the corporation’s rules, so it will be the same? BLM response: Not necessarily, but that is a good point. We are hoping to coordinate with adjacent landowners as we develop this plan. We want something reasonable that does not have too much impact on the landscape. Subsistence nowadays is usually by machine. How big should that machine be? Not that we want to set so many rules, but we want to protect the land. 
· For example, on Copper River, you can only have 4-stroke motors. Is that on BLM? BLM response: No. 
· So the state does all the rivers? BLM response: The state manages all navigable waterways. BLM manages land and non-navigable waterways. 
· Maybe there should be no overland travel in the summer. There are two established routes: Kaltag to Russian Mission and Kaltag to Paimute. Those are historic routes. We cannot go off of those in the summer. BLM response: Should we limit travel to those routes? Community response: Yeah! We want to protect that land. We have no control over nature. This is the first winter in 3 years that we have had snow. You don’t need paper regulations. We follow nature. BLM response: You do and that is appropriate; we need to make land use regulations. 
· When it’s all thawed out, common sense says you don’t go back there. When it is frozen, it’s different. I go back to Big Lake in the summer in my snow machine and it doesn’t tear up anything. It has a wide track and I stay on the trail. Use common sense. I don’t think somebody is going to come out from lower 48 in the summer with a bunch of 4-wheelers. BLM response: There is a 17b easement leaving town, which provides public access. How can you stop someone from using it inappropriately? This plan could help to limit those types of uses.

Forestry
· We use drift logs from the beach after breakup. We get smoke wood, but we do not go all the way to Stony River. We get wood on corporation lands, not on BLM land.
· BLM asked: Are people using BLM lands for cutting firewood? Community response: We don’t know where BLM lands are.
· BLM asked: We are considering free permits so we can get information about what timber is coming from BLM land. A lot of people think BLM land is along the river, but BLM land is pretty far back from the river. It seems like the closest area to the community is about half the way to Aniak. Do you have any thoughts about requiring a permit for subsistence or personal use? How would you feel about that? We realize it could be burdensome. Community response: What is the point of getting a permit when we don’t know where BLM lands are? How are you going to get the permit, where would they be available? BLM response: Yes, that is something we have not answered yet. Harvest reports would give us some information about use of timber resources.
· On that one (slide 23), go with #3, commercial harvesting would not be permitted along the Iditarod.
· I’ve seen clearcutting in Washington. They have a hole in their head. Why would anyone do that? The wildlife, fish, plants, and berries all benefit from the forests. Down there, they have to re-establish or replant? BLM response: It depends. If there are enough trees left, it regenerates on its own.
· There’s not enough timber in this area to have commercial harvest.

Mining
· Discussion of placer mining disturbance to riparian areas included a question from BLM regarding potential future management. BLM is considering limits to the percent of a watershed that is disturbed at any one time. Placer mining operations would be required to reclaim areas before moving on to adjacent areas. Would you support that kind of concept? Community response: Our subsistence is so important to us, why even disturb the spawning areas? We are having pressure to not fish. Why even disturb a stream for salmon spawning? There are many impacts in the high seas; they are disturbing everything, even the bottom fish. It’s common sense. If you are destroying the spawning grounds, you are destroying the species, and you are destroying our subsistence. Those fish go back to where they were born. Why allow boats to go way up those little streams where fish are spawning? They snag fish and stuff like that. They shouldn’t be disturbing fish once they have reached their spawning grounds.
· Some of those streams we may not go there in the summer, but maybe we use an area in the winter. If they say there is no trespassing on this land, will it affect our access to an area? BLM response: If we put limits on mining or other activities, it will not affect subsistence access.
· BLM asked: What do you think about setting limits to how much area is disturbed in a drainage by placer mining at a given time? Does it make sense to have only a certain amount disturbed at a certain time? Community response: What is placer mining? BLM response: It’s a dredge within a stream, to get the gold out. Community response: It makes sense to put it back. If they are going to allow it, yes, reclaim it. Put it back. 
· Spawning areas, regardless of what kind of fish they are, I would not allow anyone to disturb it. Have you ever been to Nyac? That is 30 miles of devastation, from one side of the drainage to the other. It’s unreal. That river has not recovered. They disturbed the headwaters. It’s a crime. You cannot reclaim nature; there is no way to put back what you lost. You cannot regulate, change, or manage nature. No matter how they try to reclaim anything, it will never go back to its original state.

