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               MINUTES 
 

                             ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES ADVISORY COMMITTEE (EIAC) 
                          Special Meeting - January 19, 2017 

                        Avery Large Conference Room 
                     360 SW Avery Ave., Corvallis, Oregon 

 

Committee Members Present:   
Max Ahmad       John Luna 
Hank Erbele      Jan Napack  
Richard Heggen     John Sarna 
Debra Higbee-Sudyka       
 

Committee Members Absent: 
 Jackie Hastings 

David Smith 
Jennifer Ward 
  

Staff Members Present:   
Kathy Goss (Recorder)    Josh Wheeler 
Laurie Starha 
      

Meeting Called to Order at 12:02 pm 

I. RECOMMENDATION/COMMENTS ON STATE FOREST LAWSUIT: 

o Has anyone been to the property that this lawsuit is about?  No 
o Has anyone read the lawsuit? One member had read it thoroughly, others read parts 

of it and the person who read it thoroughly believes the lawsuit is not about forest 
management, policy, etc., but it is a contract dispute. Environmental issues are not 
addressed in the lawsuit. Another member asserted that the outcome is very much 
about forest management and would negatively affect it.  

o One member had a list of those who attended the hearing and recorded their 
statements.  The question at the hearing was are we going to stay in or opt out of 
the lawsuit.  

o One of the major issues is the forests.  The effect of this lawsuit would be a higher 
cut in the forests. Even though it isn’t stated in the lawsuit, forest management will 
be negatively changing because of this lawsuit.   

o The decision is to decide to stay in or opt out.  It is not pro-environment or anti-
environment. We should not be debating this. Whoever wins this suit will win it 
probably on contractual redefinition. However, other members disagree, and believe 
that it is about the environment. 

o Benton County has not put any resources into it.  If the decision is to stay in, Benton 
County may receive some money or may also get a seat at the table for the class 
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action suit.  The County could opt out and create a new suit and get a better deal, 
but it would cost the County money to do this. 

o This is not an environmental issue.  Everything can have an environmental impact, 
but decisions can’t be made on that issue only. 

o If we look at the case from the perspective of who is going to win or lose that is not 
what this Committee should be weighing into because the environment is what this 
Committee is about.  To not take the environment into consideration does not make 
sense. 

o We should look at what the dispute is about. Linn County doesn’t like what the 
Oregon Board of Forestry and the Department of Forestry are doing with forestry 
management practices.  They don’t like the forestry rules that were adopted in 
1998.  It was a multi-year process that brought lots of different individuals to the 
table to determine what should be done.  We need to look at that process and 
understand the environmental issues.   

o We all agree that the environmental repercussions are going to be overall very 
negative and that we don’t really agree with Linn County.  But it is neither here nor 
there with this lawsuit.   

o If Linn County is successful with this lawsuit, what will the outcome be for future 
forest practices?  Will the State say “we are going to stay with the rules for the 
forest adopted in 1998 or are we going to find someplace else to raise this money?  
We don’t know. 

o Timber yields over the last several years has been stable. They are striving for a 
livable, sustainable harvesting of those fields. The County is currently generating 
revenue from that (about $350,000 per year). 

o A member gave another perspective regarding timber yields by bringing out a bar 
graph representing timber harvest between 1993 and 2015.  The graph showed that 
timber harvest in state forests increased significantly after 1998 and remained high. 

o The Forest Trust Land Advisory Committee met last summer. The topic was to 
discuss the budget reduction to the state forest division.  The ODF has been losing 
$2 million annually.  They predict the division will be in the red before 2020. In the 
short term, it will hurt work force, commercial thinning, and reforestation. The 
budget reduction has been determined to be not sustainable.  They are either going 
to have to lay off a lot of people or will have to find another way to bring in more 
money.  Long term they want to gain more income.   

o Counties may be able to negotiate their own desires but only if they stay in the suit.  
The counties can decide if they want money to put toward environmental concerns 
or more logging.   

o Why do we want to be a part of this lawsuit?  Why aren’t we happy with the way 
things are being managed? Managing the forest for multiple benefits is important, 
and clear cutting has not ended and it won’t in the future.   

o There are too many reasons to stay in the suit, and not enough reasons to opt out. 
o One member said “I don’t know anything about forestry, but I feel opting out of this 

lawsuit is a moral conviction.”  The member explained what happened where he 
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grew up in India when clearcutting brought down the forests, and the Bengal Tigers 
were not sighted after that time. 

o ACTION: Richard moved for Benton County to opt in to the lawsuit, Jan 
seconded; the Motion carried 4-3. 

o Josh recommended sending a letter to BOC with a list of the reasons from each side 
of the vote.  It would be good to limit the number of reasons to three.  It was 
decided Jan would write the reasons for staying in the lawsuit and Debra will write 
the reasons for opting out of the lawsuit.    

o Laurie will send out an email to all members with the results.  She will work with the 
two members to put the document together to send to the BOC. 

 
II. ADJOURNMENT:  1:50 pm   


