
C:\Docs\prop65575\Dowell\Luke\20100311 toDLCD reLuke.doc page 1 3/12/2010  8:43:45 AM 

 
 
Thursday 11 March 2010  
 
LCDC and the Local Officials Advisory Committee lisa.howard@state.or.us 
635 Capitol St. NE, Suite 150 503-373-0050 
Salem 97301-2540 
 
Dear Lisa Howard,   503-373-0050 x271. 
 
I find it ironic that Commissioner Luke who laughs at having to read the required statement prior 
to a public hearing regarding challenges for bias, prejudgment or personal interest has been 
appointed to the Land Conservation & Development Advisory Committee. Commissioner Luke, 
who at the February 22nd 2010 Board of Commissioners meeting, even asked Legal Counsel how 
to avoid reading the statement.  
 

22.24.120. Hearings Procedure. 
H.  A form of preliminary statement incorporating the provisions of DCC 22.24.120 is set 
forth as Appendix A to DCC Title 22 for use by the Board of County Commissioners.  

 
Commissioner Luke is the same County Commissioner who in 2000 along with Legal Counsel 
Rick Isham and Planning Director George Read conspired to defraud us of our right of 
enforcement of the maximum building line drawn on our final partition plat map. They claimed 
that because the map was never recorded that they would not enforce the provisions drawn on the 
map.  
 
These same County personnel then continued to claim that the map could not be recorded and 
refused to aid us in getting it recorded.  
 
Then in 2004 when we discovered ORS 92.025 which says that if the map isn't recorded we can't 
sell our property. We told the County either record the map as required or we won't have any 
reason to pay property tax. Why pay the tax if we can't sell our property?  
 
And then once the map was recorded they still wouldn't enforce the provisions of the map.  
 
Commissioner Luke does not deserve to be on the Land Conservation & Development Advisory 
Committee. Dennis Luke deserves to be reprimanded by the Land Conservation & Development 
Advisory Committee.  
 
I would welcome the opportunity to speak before this board to present my case.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
William John Kuhn  

Agenda Item 2 - Public Comment 
March 17-19, 2010 LCDC Meeting 
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From: Merry Ann Moore
To: lisa.howard@state.or.us
Subject: Comments to LCDC re: Central Oregon and resorts
Date: Thursday, March 18, 2010 8:18:06 AM
Attachments: Deschutes PC resort remap recommendations.pdf

Sierra Club newsletter spring 2010 - destination resorts p. 3.pdf
Importance: High

Dear Commissioners,
 
I am unable to attend in person this morning to testify on an important land use issue for Central
Oregon.  Please accept these written comments instead.
 
Deschutes County is currently revising its destination resort overlay map.  The proposal recommended
by our county Planning Commission would allow lands which do not meet state and/or local criteria to
stay in the map.  Specifically:

1. Any land that is currently in the map would be automatically included in the new map, regardless
of whether it is less than 160 acres, or a housing subdivision, or a cluster subdivision.

2. Any neighbors that can cobble together a parcel of land totalling 160 acres would be allowed
into the map, regardless of the fact that the land is under multiple owners.

3. Housing subdivisions would be included in the map and cluster subdivisions would be eligible for
converting to resorts.

4. Exclusive Farm Use land would be eligible for resorts.

The Deschutes County Planning Commission has ignored the preponderance of public comments over
several years of hearings that county citizens want greater restrictions on destination resorts.  Instead
the Commission has amplified the views of those favorable to "property rights," i.e., allowing
landowners to do what they wish with their land regardless of statutes or zoning.  The Commission's
failure to make its recommendations conform with existing statutes and zoning is resulting in the waste
of vast quantities of time of county planning time--and taxpayer money. 
 
I urge you to stand by citizens who are fighting this assault on state land use policies, as you have
done with the City of Bend's Urban Growth Boundary plan.  Attached is an overview article further
explaining the fight (p. 3) to make sure Deschutes County's resort overlay map complies with state and
local law.  I urge you to write a formal letter to the Deschutes Board of County Commissioners stating
your concerns about the above matters, and encouraging the BOCC to approve a resort map that
complies with statutes.
 
Thank you for considering my views, and feel free to contact me to discuss this matter further.
 
Merry Ann Moore for the
Sierra Club Juniper Group
merryann@bendcable.com
541.549.2468

 
 

mailto:merryann@bendcable.com
mailto:lisa.howard@state.or.us
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Destination Resort Remapping Amendments  
(Ordinances 2010-001 and 2010-002) 


Deschutes County Planning Commission Recommendation 


February 25, 2010 
 
 
Procedure: 


The Deschutes County Planning Commission reconsidered their December 2 
recommendation regarding the destination resort remapping amendments (Ordinances 
2010-001 and 2010-002). Todd Turner was unable to attend the meeting.  Ed Criss, 
Chris Brown, Richard Kylce and Merle Irvine unanimously modified their earlier 
recommendation by forwarding the following motions to the Board, while Keith Cyrus 
recused himself.  


Motions 


Exclusive Farm Use 


Motion (1): Remove the existing ineligible EFU criteria (40 or greater contiguous 
acres in irrigation; and non-contiguous EFU acres in the same ownership having 60 
or greater irrigated acres). 


Platted Subdivisions 


Motion (2): Remove staff's recommendation that platted subdivision become 
ineligible for destination resorts. 


Motion (3): Add as an eligibility criterion undeveloped/unimproved subdivisions. 


Motion (4): Add as an eligibility criterion cluster developments that have at least 50 
percent of their site dedicated to permanent open space, excluding streets and 
parking areas. 


Grandfather Clause 


Motion (5): Properties presently designated as eligible on the destination resort map 
shall retain that designation unless a property specifically requests in writing, a 
desire to be unmapped. 








Wild Juniper Journal
A Publication of the Sierra Club Juniper Group Spring 2010


by Asante Riverwind


As the birds were full into southern 
migrations, bears preparing for winter’s 
slumber, and fall’s salmon runs were 
again well underway, unbeknownst 
to their natural world the Sierra Club 
and conservation allies prevailed with 
another reprieve from logging for east-
side forest wildlands. For the third time 
in 2009, the Umatilla Forest Service 
withdrew a scientifically-controversial 
large-scale timber sale, sparing beautiful 
forests, wildlife, and spring-fed salmon 
waterways from damaging logging. 


The Umatilla National Forest Supervisor 
withdrew the Wildcat timber sale on the 
eve before the Forest Service’s reply to 
our lawsuit was due in Federal District 
Court. The Wildcat project would have 
logged on steep erosive slopes, in remote 
roadless areas and old growth habitat. 
The Forest Service’s analysis claims ran 
counter to the best available science, 
and would have resulted in irreparable 
harms to the area’s forests. Assisted 
by help from top scientists, the Sierra 
Club and Blue Mountains Biodiversity 
Project joined in all three successful 
challenges, with the Hells Canyon Pres-
ervation Council participating as well 
in halting the Cobbler timber sale in 
the Walla Walla District in NE Oregon.


The Wildcat logging project was located 
in remote forest within the Heppner 
Ranger District. The Forest Service pro-
posed thousands of acres of logging, thin-
ning, road building and pile burning. The 
project would have degraded essential 
habitat for a diverse array of wildlife spe-
cies, many of which are already imperiled 
due to widespread habitat loss and popu-
lation declines as a result of past logging. 
The logging was proposed for steep slopes 
that are the headwaters of a number of 
important salmonid waterways that are 
tributaries to the North Fork John Day 
River. Attorneys Sean Malone and from 
the CRAG Law Center represented the 
Sierra Club and BMBP in the Wildcat case. 


In late October, in response to our al-
lied appeal raising similar issues, the 
Umatilla Forest Service withdrew the 
Farley logging project in the North Fork 
John Day District. In August, again in 
response to our appeal, the Umatilla 
Forest withdrew a similar decision on 
the Walla Walla District’s Cobbler timber 
sale in the Grande Ronde watershed.  In 
all three projects, the agency was target-
ing remote interior forests that provide 
habitat for elk, bear, cougar, wolverine, 
goshawk, lynx, pileated woodpeckers 
and numerous other birds and wildlife 
species. The Farley and Cobbler logging 
projects were located where returning 
wolves are establishing new territory. 
Waterways in all three areas provide 
clear cool waters needed by imperiled 
redband trout, steelhead, and salmon.


All three timber sales represent an ex-
aggerated misapplication of scientific 
research. Science indicates there can 


For Wild Nature - Three for Three in the Umatilla!


we had raised in revising agency plans. 


Instead however, the agency recently no-
tified that Wildcat and Cobbler will both 
be reissued as nearly identical logging 
projects. Contrary to assurances made 
at the December meeting, it appears that 
the Forest Service is merely planning on 
augmenting their original analysis in a 
new public comment and appeal process 
in hopes of pushing these unwarranted 


Umatilla National Forest Rescinds Controversial Logging Projects


yahoo.com or send a postcard to Juniper 
Group at the post office box listed in the 
Contact section of this paper.  Wild Juni-
per Journals  are posted and archived on 
our website at the In The News tab, along 
with up-to-date information on current 
issues, program nights, committee work, 
forest monitoring, calendar, hikes and 
events.  Check it out!  http://oregon.
sierraclub.org/groups/juniper/index.asp


With costs rising for printing and mailing 
Wild Juniper Journal (WJJ) newsletters 
to membership, electronic distribution 
is becoming the obvious way to save 
money and be greener as we phase out 
the printed edition.  The electronic WJJ 
will have the same layout (in PDF format) 
as the familiar printed version.  Because 
future ExCom elections will be called and 
held via the electronic WJJ and eNewslet-
ters, please help us update our member-
ship records by sending us your email 
address at junipergrp@yahoo.com .   For 
those without internet access, request to 
be put on a list to receive a printout of 
the PDF version; just let us know by post-
card.  We’ll be calling as many of you as 
possible to get email addresses through-
out 2010 as we make this transition.    


Again, we invite you to join us in making 
this a better piece of the planet, our spe-
cial home in Central and Eastern Oregon.  
Your energy and activism are welcome—
consider becoming a candidate for the 
Juniper Group Executive Committee! 


Call for Executive Committee 
Election Nominations
by Gretchen Valido


As the governing body of the Juniper 
Group, the Executive Committee (ExCom) 
has called an election for later this year 
in the fall.   Nominations can be made 
on behalf of yourself or someone else 
whom you believe would perform well in 
the role.  Nominees will be interviewed 
by the Nominating Committee and can-
didates for four ExCom positions will be 
selected from the pool of interviewees.  
What’s important is your commitment to 
conservation and willingness to become 
part of a collaborative, collegial, support-
ive working body of volunteers who care 
about Central and Eastern Oregon’s wild-
life, our forests, our air and water, clean 
energy, sustainability and wilderness.  


As one of five Groups established by the 
Oregon Chapter, the Juniper Group en-
compasses an expansive territory from 
the crest of the Cascades to the Idaho 
border.  Other Groups are the Rogue in 
southern Oregon, Many Rivers in the 
Eugene area, Marys Peak in Corvallis, 
and Columbia in Portland, stretching 
from the west coast to Hood River.  


Because just two Wild Juniper Journals 
will be printed this year, this spring is-
sue calls for nominations and the fall 
issue will announce candidates, provide 
candidate bios, and contain the ExCom 
election ballot.  Nominations remain 
open until July 1st, but we hope you’ll let 
us know soon.  Respond to junipergrp@


and harmful large-scale logging projects 
through. The Sierra Club again strongly 
requests that the Umatilla National For-
est comply with the nation’s environmen-
tal policy laws by significantly revising or 
completely dropping these inappropriate 
logging plans due to the lack of scientific 
foundation, and the extensive harms that 
would occur. We encourage the agency 
to assess more appropriately designed 
and located projects in previously logged, 
roaded, and management impaired low 
elevation dry ponderosa pine forests, 
where greater scientific support and 
conservation common ground may exist. 


As one can see, achieving and maintain-
ing victories protecting wild nature can 
be a recurrent process. Until the Forest 
Service halts its systemically harmful log-
ging agenda, Sierra Club volunteer efforts 
continue to be essential in preventing 
damaging timber sales and helping en-
sure the integrity of our region’s wildlife 
habitat and salmonid waters for the 
generations yet to be. To join in our ef-
fective ongoing 2010 efforts, please con-
tact: asante.riverwind@sierraclub.org 


See the Oregon Chapter Sierra Club 
Juniper Group website for more infor-
mation: http://oregon.sierraclub.org/
groups/juniper/action/umatilla.asp 


be some benefit from limited light on 
the land small-tree and brush thinning 
in low elevation dry ponderosa pine 
forests. However, over half of the Wild-
cat project, and most all of Farley and 
Cobbler, would have logged naturally 
complex moist mixed conifer and ecologi-
cally important roadless forests located 
at moderate to higher elevations. All 
three timber sales would have logged 
inherently fire resistant mature and old 
growth trees essential to wildlife habitat. 
And all three would have constructed 
new roads in uninventoried roadless 
forests. Under the Bush administration, 
the agency claimed that the logging was 
planned to restore forest health – even 
though there is no scientific support for 
these claims. The previous administration 
violated scientific recommendations and 
pushed these 3 logging projects in an 
attempt to meet tripled timber quotas.  


Two renowned scientists conducted field 
and research reviews, and provided ex-
pert declarations on the project impacts 
and ecological harms. Dr. Richard War-
ing declared that the Forest Service's 
claims are not in accord with natural 
cycles essential to forest well-being, 
noting that the planned logging would 
incur far more harm than benefit. The 
Forest Service also failed to consider 
climate change and the importance of 
forest carbon sequestration. Dr. War-
ing’s declaration cited research by Dr. 
Mark Harmon and others which demon-
strate that logging results in a far larger 
carbon release than periodic wildfires.


Jonathan Rhodes, Planeto Azul Hydro-
logical Consultants, noted the harmful 
effects of sediment from new “tempo-
rary” and “rebuilt” roads and logging on 
the survival and recovery of wild fish in 
already stressed watersystems. Rhodes 
refuted erroneous agency claims that 
logging would help “reduce the risk 
of fire,” noting well documented log-
ging harms for no measurable benefit. 


Scientific research recognizes that natural 
disturbance cycles in forest ecosystems 
are an essential part of forest well-being, 
not a reason to log. To build resilience 
in an era of climate change, we need 
to protect the last remaining roadless 
areas, reduce the damaging network of 
roads, and halt scientifically misguided 
logging of the few old growth trees, liv-
ing and snags, which remain on the land. 


In follow-up to the withdrawal of these 
three logging projects, in December 
the Sierra Club, Blue Mountains Bio-
diversity Project, and CRAG attorney 
Ralph Bloemers met with the Umatilla 
Forest’s Supervisor Kevin Martin, Rang-
ers from the Heppner, Walla Walla, and 
North Fork John Day Districts where 
these projects were located, and the 
project planners. Forest Service officials 
assured that they would not simply 
reissue the projects as originally pro-
posed, but instead would consider the 
scientific, ecological, and legal issues 


Wildcat Veteran







Juniper Group Leadership Directory
Executive Committee
Chair      Gretchen Valido
Secretary     Merry Ann Moore
Treasurer     Marilyn Miller
Member     Larry Pennington
Issue/Activity Coordinators
Conservation     Marilyn Miller
Destination Resorts    Merry Ann Moore
Hikes      Alison Hamway
Field Trips     Asante Riverwind
Oregon Eastside Forest Committee  Larry Pennington
Webmaster     Larry Pennington


Juniper Group Contact Information
Postal - PO Box 6376  -  Bend, OR  97708
Gretchen Valido - 541 389-0785, junipergrp@yahoo.com
Merry Ann Moore - 541 549-2648, merryann@bendcable.com
Marilyn Miller - 541 389-9115, goosemiller@msn.com
Larry Pennington - 541 923-3497, larrydp@msn.com
Alison Hamway - 541 382-2035, alihikes@coinet.com


Program Nights and Events
Check our website for updated information about all Juniper group activities. Juniper 
Group Program Nights take place on selected Second Tuesdays of the month during 
September through May, and are held at the Environmental Center, 16 NW Kansas 
Street, or at the Deschutes Public Library, Bend. They start with a social time at 6:30, 
and the presentation starts at 7:00. Program Nights are free and open to the public.


Juniper Group Outings
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Outings are conducted in the warmer months, except for an occasional cross country 
ski or snowshoe trip. Our hikes and winter trips are published on the “Outings” pages of 
Juniper Group web site. Some trips are number limited by Forest Service and BLM regu-
lations, so contact the trip leader to let them know you are planning on coming, and to 
be sure you are informed about last minute changes.  Most trips do not allow dogs, sorry.


The Juniper Group invites you to join us on scheduled field trips to learn first-hand 
about key places of concern in the region. Many of these field trips are with the Forest 
Service or the BLM to familiarize us with planned or published projects. Some field 
trips are only Sierra Club and interested community members. Trips will be published 
on the “Field Trips” page of the Juniper Group web site. Most will meet at the Central 
Oregon Environmental Center, 16 NW Kansas Street, in Bend, prior to car pooling to 
the field site. Although there is not always a lot of hiking in these trips, there usu-
ally is some. Wear appropriate clothing and boots and bring water and a lunch. To 
get your name on a notification list, contact our staff Eastern Oregon Forest Orga-
nizer, Asante Riverwind, at 541 322-4065 or email asante.riverwind@sierraclub.org.


Juniper Group Field Trips 


Juniper Group Website
The Juniper Group website is our primary means of communicating in real 
time with you, our members and interested environmentalists. We try to keep 
it up to date so it provides you the latest news headlines relating to the Juni-
per Group area, and a calendar of our meetings, hikes, field trips, and recom-
mended community events. Our home page is: http://oregon.sierraclub.org/
groups/juniper/index.asp. Or, just Google “Juniper Group Oregon Sierra Club”.


The Grassroots—that’s you and I—have 
helped make the Sierra Club one of 
the powerhouse environmental orga-
nizations of the world.  What makes us 
strong are the commitment and drive of 
thousands of people to make this a bet-
ter planet, beginning with the places we 
call home.  Living in Oregon east of the 
Cascade Crest for many people is an envi-
ronmental choice, to live surrounded by 
natural features that sustain and nourish 
us.  Beyond your membership support, 
are you looking for ways to contribute?  
Here are areas of need the Juniper Group 
has.  Also know that if you’re passion-
ate about an issue not mentioned, we 
invite you to initiate your own campaign!  


Forests and Habitat Restoration.  Under 
guidance of the Forest Committee, help 
monitor a tract of trees earmarked by the 
US Forest Service for logging to ensure 
trees tagged for cutting don’t exceed 
trunk diameter limits or harm forest 
ecology.  This involves taking photos, 
measuring girth of trees, filling in a brief 
form for documentation, and sometimes 
GPS.  Help write comments respond-
ing to USFS logging proposals during 
comment periods.  Don’t worry, we can 
provide on-the-job training.  Monitoring 
accomplishes several purposes:  saving 
old growth trees that otherwise would 
be sacrificed, protecting wildlife forest 
habitat, protecting forest soils from dis-
turbance by heavy machinery, providing 
data for comments, and holding the USFS 
accountable after cutting takes place. 


ORV (Off Road Vehicles).  Quiet recre-
ation or noisy ORVs?  The Deschutes 
and Ochoco National Forests are in 
the process of updating 10-year Travel 
Management plans for their forests 
and land.  Because of pressure from the 
motorized recreational vehicle industry, 
considerable expansion of ORV trails 
on public lands is contemplated.  While 
97% of visitors to our forests do not use 
ORVs, the 3% who do are backed by 
powerful industry lobbyists.  The way 
ORV licensing is structured, a portion of 
fees are funneled to the USFS and BLM 
to build trails, but not to fund staff for 
monitoring and catching abusers. Attend 
a public hearing or Travel Management 
meeting, write letters to representatives 
about expanding the use of ORV license 
fees to include staff for monitoring, help 
inform the public and schools, and join 
us in photo-documenting ORV abuse.


Destination Resorts.  Central Oregon 
has more existing or proposed Desti-
nation Resorts than any other part of 
the state, and our position is Enough 
Resorts!  Their costs to environmental 
resources and infrastructure are well 
known.   You can help by doing research 
on basic legal, land use and other issues; 
by attending and voicing opinions at 
relevant County meetings; by express-
ing concerns about DRs to candidates 
and public officials; and by writing let-
ters to the editor, blogs and tweets.


Friends of the Forest.  Have a favorite place 
in the forest?  Start a Friends of the Forest 
with your hiking buddies to advocate for 
it and to give it special attention and care.


Newberry Geothermal.  Newberry Na-
tional Monument is an ecological and 
recreational treasure. Yet corporate 
ventures are engaged in exploration 


that could result in an industrial elec-
trical power plant in the Deschutes 
Forest just outside the Monument’s 
boundary. Issues of this project include 
highly toxic gas emissions, the use of 
huge quantities of water, large clear-cut 
industrial sites, heavy truck traffic, and 
possibly swarms of earthquakes. Help 
ensure that the renowned Newberry 
National Volcanic Monument, Paulina 
Creek and adjoining public forests and 
wildlife are protected from industrial 
harms. Help monitor geothermal ex-
ploration proposals and impacts, and 
educate and organize our communi-
ties to effectively address these issues.


Outings.  We love the outdoors and need 
more Outings Leaders and Assistant 
Leaders to plan/lead hikes and cross-
country ski outings.  Help create and post 
flyers to publicize outings.  A potential 
program on shorter and after-work 
City Hikes is looking for an organizer!


Political Work.  Here we’re looking for 
people to track our elected officials’ 
voting records, help interview candi-
dates during the endorsement pro-
cess, support campaigns of endorsed 
candidates, research target bills in the 
state legislature, register voters and 
write letters to the editor about issues.  
Write a blog to do a “Wag of the finger/
Tip of the hat” column when endorsed 
candidates or others do something 
for or against policies we support.


Technology Guru.  We’d love help in 
evaluating our current social media and 
communications platforms, then help in 
designing how to integrate and improve 
them.  Hold a training session in new 
media platforms for activists, and suggest 
additional ways to support our actions 
for the environment through technology.


Programs.  With six-plus programs a year, 
your help with securing presenters and 
films, doing publicity, set-up/clean-up 
and providing snacks would be welcome.


Writing/Articles.  Like to write?  Help 
us with letters to the editor, letters 
to public officials, articles for the e-
Newsletter and Wild Juniper Journal, 
website content, historical research, 
opinion pieces, blogs and tweets.


Calendars.  We’re looking to expand 
our annual Sierra Club Calendar sales 
drive.  This is a fundraising vehicle 
that begins in late summer and runs 
until the new year.  The Wall and En-


Volunteer Opportunities
by Gretchen Valido


gagement calendars are well known 
for their  beautiful  photography.


High Desert.  Work for more wilderness 
in the Owyhees for the High Desert 
Committee in its ongoing campaign.


Outreach/Tabling.  Whether it’s talk-
ing to school kids, staffing an Earth 
Day booth or arranging an educational 
Forests and Restoration presentation, 
we’d like help reaching out to the com-
munity.  That also includes tabling at 
events such as festivals and fairs, Sat-
urday markets, concerts and the like. 


Do you have special expertise?  Share 
it with us!  Whether you can spare an 
hour a week or a few days a month, 
your energy and time contribution will 
be valued and appreciated! Contact 
Gretchen at junipergrp@yahoo.com.


Eastern Oregon Forest Organizer
Asante Riverwind
Postal: PO Box 5534, Bend, OR 97708
Email: asante.riverwind@sierraclub.org
Phone: Office 541 322-4065; Cell 541 306-7737


Our communications are increasingly 
turning all electronic. To keep you up to 
date on what’s happening in the Juniper 
Group area, we need your email ad-
dress. The easiest way is to fill out our 
web site Email Newsletter Signup Form.


We Do Need Your Emal Address!


Checking the Forests:
Deschutes and the Ochoco
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It was beginning to look as if the days 
of new mega-resorts with hundreds or 
thousands of units of sagebrush sub-
division housing were behind us.  In 
2009, conservationists rejoiced when 
the Metolius Basin was put off limits 
to large destination resorts.  Then 
two behemoth resorts in the pipeline 
declared bankruptcy--Thornburgh in 
Tumalo and Remington Ranch in Crook 
County.  Concerned citizens flooded De-
schutes County with testimony that docu-
ments the environmental harm they see 
from Goal 8 resorts in Central Oregon.


But many political leaders in Deschutes 
County still seem to believe that big 
new Goal 8 resorts are economic win-
ners.  An effort to update the county’s 
resort overlay map to bring it into com-
pliance with state and local statutes 
has been high-jacked by the county 
Planning Commission, an appointed 
body until recently chaired by Keith 
Cyrus who has been fighting unsuccess-
fully for several years to convert his golf 
course subdivision in Sisters to a resort.  


The Planning Commission’s current 
proposal would allow any landowner 
currently in the map to stay in, regard-
less of whether the land meets county 
and state requirements for resorts.  And 
new groups of landowners could cobble 
together parcels under multiple owner-
ship and add these lands to the map.


Juniper Group Sierra Club is leading the 
effort to make sure the new resort map 
truly complies with state and local stat-
utes, and to protect the “destinations” 
that bring people to Central Oregon. 


The Problem


Deschutes County’s current resort map 
includes many lands that don’t meet state 
criteria or local criteria for resort eligibili-
ty--for example, Bend’s wastewater treat-
ment plant, various housing subdivisions, 
and parcels of land under 160 acres.  


The “remapping” effort was initiated 
by the three-member Board of County 
Commissioners, with several goals.   One 
was to have a map that truly reflects 
where resorts may be built according to 
existing statutes.  A second was to have 
clear and objective mapping criteria.


Lands to be “unmapped” (those that 
don’t meet statutory requirements for 
resorts) were to include parcels that are 
under 160 acres in size, platted subdivi-
sions, land in flood zones, state land, and 
some wildlife areas.  But the preliminary 
ordinances (Ordinances 2010-001 and 
2010-002, http://bit.ly/9QR4n5 ) that re-
sulted were far from fulfilling these goals.   


And they ignored the many concerns 
of residents (http://bit.ly/6gnax8) sub-
mitted to the county during public 
listening sessions.  One is the lack of 
up-to-date resource and wildlife maps 
that would reflect several decades of 
growth in the county.  Other concerns:


Big resorts are a failed experiment.  • 
Your own citizens don’t want them.  
Negative impacts on “the desti-
nation”, winter range and other 
resources are too costly, so resorts 
should be curtailed. 
Don’t allow resorts closer than 5 • 
or 10 miles from Urban Growth 
Boundaries, or from other planned 
resorts.
Cost to taxpayers of resort schemes • 
is huge, and County needs to move 
on.
New resorts aren’t meeting Goal 8 • 
requirements.  
Future resorts should only allow • 
residential building for resort staff.  
Resorts should emphasize recre-• 
ation that takes advantage of exist-
ing and unique resources without 
compromising the rural character 
by imposing development and ac-
tivities more appropriate in a more 
populated setting.
Fill residents’ needs first before • 


new resorts are allowed.
Conduct economic analysis to de-• 
termine real value/costs of resorts.
New development that impacts • 
Whychus Creek should not be al-
lowed.
Exclude golf courses as open space.• 
Impose a moratorium on approvals • 
of new resorts.
Repeal the resort map, Deschutes • 
County has enough resorts.


The net economic value of big new 
resorts in Central Oregon is unknown, 
and the County has relied on selec-
tive information in determining the 
costs, benefits and future feasibility of 
more resorts.  One study (http://bit.
ly/bnnMRC) has shown that “Goal 8” 
resorts—not historic resorts such as Black 
Butte Ranch, Sunriver and Eagle Crest— 
burden county taxpayers with tens of 
millions of dollars in road improve-
ments and other infrastructure costs.  


Furthermore, there is a glut of housing in 
the luxury, second-home category and no 
sign of when this will be absorbed.  It is 
unclear if demand will ever be restored 
for second-home housing in resorts.  
Plus, resorts have not provided enough 
stable employment to insulate the region 
from the current devastating economic 
slump.  (See “Still Cookin’”, http://bit.
ly/4srBBj, Register-Guard, 1/10/10)  


Our view?  The County would do far 
better to better protect the landscapes 
and critters that make Central Oregon a 
destination in the first place.  A recent 
study (http://bit.ly/dx1qLQ) showed that 
travel-generated expenditures for fish-
ing, hunting and wildlife viewing trips to 
Deschutes County generated nearly $70 
million in 2008. You can also read the 
report submitted to Deschutes County 
by Oregon Department of Fish and Wild-
life that recommends that “Deschutes 
County consider the economic impact 
or benefit to wildlife resources” (http://
lava5.deschutes.org/cdd/compplan/
index.cfm?event=suppdocs , page 6).


What’s Ahead


The Deschutes County Planning Commis-
sion and County Commissioners will be 
making decisions on the new ordinances 
that will determine where resorts may be 
sited in Deschutes County.  Then they will 
finalize the county’s resort overlay map.  


Juniper Group Sierra Club’s policy posi-
tion is that Deschutes County should 
repeal the resort overlay map, as was 
done in Crook County.  New large re-
sorts run counter to the state’s policy 
of encouraging growth within Urban 
Growth Boundaries.  They have not cre-
ated required overnight lodging.  They 
promote sprawl development.  And 
they will consume water that will impact 
stream flows and damage Deschutes 
County’s habitat, wildlife and fish.  


What You Can Do


Conservationists who believe we have 
enough resorts in Central Oregon are 
urged to write to the following to state your 
concerns about more Deschutes County 
resorts, and urge for the map’s repeal.


Deschutes County Planning Com-
mission: PlanningCommission@
co.deschutes.or.us


Deschutes Board of County Commis-
sioners:


Dennis Luke:  dennis_luke@
co.deschutes.or.us


Tammy Baney:  tammy_baney@
deschutes.org 


Alan Unger: alan_unger@
co.deschutes.or.us


Cc: Nick Lelack, Director of Planning:  
nickl@co.deschutes.or.us 


Cc: Peter Gutowsky, Senior Planner:  
peterg@co.deschutes.or.us 


Snail mail for all of the above: 1300 
NW Wall St., Bend, 97701


To get email alerts about Central Oregon 
destination resorts, send an email to Merry 
Ann Moore: merryann@bendcable.com.


Central Oregon Destination Resorts: More or Enough?
by Merry Ann Moore


Oregon Eastside Forest Committee Established
The Oregon Eastside Forest Commit-
tee was established at the November 
2009 Oregon Chapter Executive Com-
mittee meeting. The Sierra Club has a 
long history, going back to John Muir 
himself, of championing forest health 
and preservation.  Although the Chapter 
has had a statewide Forest Committee 
for many years, its focus tended to be 
on forests west of the Cascade crest.  
At the October 2009 Chapter Strategic 
Planning Retreat, it became clear that 
eastside forests needed a champion 
within the club. The forests east of the 
Cascades are different: they’re dry, 
the species are different, and they are 
much slower to recover from human 
and natural events. Consequently they 
must be treated differently from the wet 
Westside forests. So those of us who live 
here east of the Cascade Crest have a re-
sponsibility to help our dry forests thrive.


Eastside forest history has not been a hap-
py one for an environmentalist.  Starting 
in the late 1800s and extending through 
the ’80s, widespread forest areas were 
wantonly clearcut.  Our forests are now 
mostly a young, dense-tree monoculture 


that is totally unnatural and suscep-
tible to attack from insects and massive 
landscape-scale fires. In 1995 Congress 
convened a 7-member Eastside Scientific 
Society Panel that produced a report out-
lining 12 recommendations, including:


protection of all roadless tracts of • 
land 1,000 acres or greater as well 
as all other ecologically significant 
smaller areas
stand-level protection for old growth • 
forests
protection for all large trees that • 
remain on the landscape
significant curtailment of grazing to • 
protect soils and aquatic habitats
prohibition of steep-slope logging or • 
sensitive area logging
protection of all streams and rivers • 
and substantial buffers around these 
systems
adoption of a long-term manage-• 
ment plan


The Forest Service half-heartedly ad-
opted some of these recommendations. 
The tree protection measures became 
known as the Eastside Screens, and the 
stream and river buffers became known 


as PACFISH (to protect anadromous runs) 
and INFISH (to protect inland native 
fish).  The Eastside Screens, PACFISH, 
and INFISH were meant to be interim 
measures that would be replaced by a 
longer-term management plan.  Over 
the last 15 years, the Forest Service has 
sought to re-interpret the Screens in 
ways that allow increased logging.  The 
Bush Administration proposed entirely 
eliminating the Screens through Blue 
Mountains Forest Plan Revisions cov-
ering three eastside National Forests. 
These revisions were never finalized 
and the Obama Administration has yet 
to identify a path forward for overdue 
Forest Plan Revisions across Oregon.


The scientific recommendations have 
only proven more foundational as time 
goes on. In 1995, the recommendation 
to protect all roadless areas 1,000 acres 
or greater was groundbreaking, and it 
has ultimately become a critical piece in 
the survival and recovery of imperiled na-
tive fish.  Scientist after scientist has said 
that the practice of salvage logging after 
fires is severely damaging to ecological 
recovery.  And the Bush administration 
practice of budgeting Forest Service 


departments based on their achieving 
arbitrary timber quotas has driven a focus 
on logging without regard to forest health 
and sustainability.  Consequently, we 
now have vast tracts of young, unhealthy 
dense forests that bear no resemblance 
to the forests seen by the first Europeans 
and so cherished by Native Americans.


The committee plans to be active both in 
the office and in the field this year.  There 
are a number of continuing Forest Service 
and BLM forests “treatment” and “vege-
tation management” projects in progress 
and proposed.  Each of these will require 
getting our boots muddy documenting 
the condition of the proposed project 
area with camera and pencil.  Comments 
will be submitted on most all of these 
projects to the sponsoring agency re-
questing modifications to better preserve 
the forests.  Several of them will no doubt 
be appealed to the agency or in courts, or 
both.  All of these actions are time inten-
sive, and volunteers are needed to both 
walk the forests and write the words.  
To volunteer some time for boot or pen, 
contact the committee Chair, Larry Pen-
nington, or the Oregon Chapter Eastside 
Forest Organizer, Asante Riverwind.


by Larry Pennington
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National Monuments are special places, 
designated for their amazing natural 
wonders and recreational splendor. 
Newberry National Volcanic Monument 
shares such distinction with the nation’s 
other treasured lands, including Can-
yon de Chelly, Arizona; Cedar Breaks, 
Utah; Giant Sequoia, California; Devils 
Tower, Wyoming; and 96 other spe-
cial locations. In Oregon these include 
the John Day Fossil Beds and Oregon 
Caves National Monuments as well.  


Located within the Deschutes National 
Forest, the monument protects the 
area around the 500 square mile cal-
dera of the Newberry volcano. New-
berry Monument is an incredible place 
covering over 50,000 acres with two 
lakes, obsidian lava flows, hot springs, 
ancient  forests, pinnacled viewpoints, 
camping, boating, a caldera rim trail 
and other inspiring natural features.


The forests immediately surrounding 
the monument provide needed habitat 
for numerous wildlife species, including 
bears, marten, osprey, eagles, heron, 
elk, deer, varied songbirds and many 
others. Forest Service and BLM man-
agement in these areas impacts the 
natural and recreational quality of the 
Monument itself. Despite significant 
natural resource concerns, the agencies 
entrusted to the care of these forests 
continue to develop projects that pose 
serious threats to the well-being of both 
the forests and the Monument itself.


In 2007, BLM approved geothermal 
exploration on three 5-acre sites just 
outside the boundaries of Newberry 
Monument on Deschutes National Forest 
lands. Due to the failure of the agency to 
address environmental impacts, public 
concerns, and opposition by the Klamath 
Tribe, we appealed the agency's deci-
sion. For months BLM delayed an appeal 
decision, while we assessed preventing 
exploration from resulting in an industrial 
electrical plant at the Monument’s edge.


Just as dwindling economics and lack of 
water appeared set to scuttle Connecti-
cut-based Davenport Power's geothermal 
production plans, the Department of En-
ergy announced they were awarding $25 


million dollars in ‘stimulus’ energy grants, 
with $5 million subsidizing Davenport’s 
renewed exploratory drilling, and $20 
million to a partnering company, Alta-
Rock. As exploration drilling over 10,000 
feet deep found sufficient heat, but a 
lack of water for energy production, the 
companies seek to explore controversial 
hot-dry rock energy. Recently two similar 
efforts were halted due to induced seis-
mic quakes ranging from 1.5 to 3.5 on the 
Richter scale in Switzerland and Geysers, 
California. Geothermal production affects 
subsurface tectonic pressure, result-
ing in what scientists term “swarms of 
quakes” in affected areas. In awakening 
dormant areas to renewed earthquakes, 
tremors can damage production pipes 
and foundations, and subject natural 
lands and recreationists to seismic risks. 


Hot dry rock processes require the import 
of large quantities of water in dry loca-
tions. Davenport Power stated they need 
between 77 million to 121 million gallons 
of water. Where such large quantities of 
water would be obtained in our water-
scarce region where fish are in jeopardy 
from water diverted for urban and ag-
ricultural uses, remains unanswered. 
If water resources were available, this 
would be better returned to area streams 
and rivers instead, helping recover 
imperiled fish and restore water flows.


Caught up in hoopla and “renewable” 
myths, grants were awarded without 
public involvement and environmental 
analysis. Geothermal energy at its best 
includes recurrent release of danger-
ous toxins from rocks heated by magma 
deep beneath the earth. Minerals, 
metals, and gases from deposits be-
low surface mix with heating waters, 
brewing a geothermal brine containing 
toxic gases, impurities, and heavy met-
als similar to those found in rock tailings 
from mining. Geothermal’s highly toxic 
contaminants include hydrogen sulfide, 
arsenic, boron, benzene, various forms 
of ammonia, radon-222, vanadium, and 
mercury, among others. Released into 
the air, these are carried by prevail-
ing winds. In California and elsewhere 
they have caused tree and agricultural 
die-offs, and resulted in community 
and worker health harms. At Newberry, 
the proposed energy production area 


is to the west, where prevailing winds 
would blow toxins into the Monument.


The original leases were issued before 
many of geothermal’s environmental 
harms and concerns were well known, 
and before the Monument’s designation 
in 1990. Leases were issued without ad-
equate environmental assessment or in-
formed public involvement. Geothermal 
proponents cite that the Monument was 
created with the understanding that geo-
thermal development is allowed. Propo-
nents infer the designation included im-
plicit rights to geothermal development 
anywhere outside its boundary. However, 
the Monument’s designation and federal 
laws require an Environmental Impacts 
analysis and meaningful public involve-
ment before the approval of geothermal 
exploration and development at New-
berry. To date, the piecemeal analysis 
for geothermal exploration completely 
failed to assess whether this special area 
is an acceptable location for an indus-
trial-scale electrical generation plant. 


Abandoned geothermal sites, including 
an old Cal Energy site now leased by 
ORMAT, have been left unreclaimed for 
over 14 years, exposing wildlife, humans, 
and pets to potential toxins in open sump 
ponds, and leaving the area with a large 
5+ acre clear cut where stunted baby 
trees attempt to grow amidst compacted 


denuded soils. Davenport similarly clear 
cut at least two of three 5-acre drill 
sites, which remain unreclaimed at this 
time, though to their credit they claim 
to have fenced the sump ponds from 
terrestrial wildlife. Added to all this are 
new concerns over potential “swarms of 
earthquakes” from hot dry rock impacts 
– and from where, with what impacts, 
will they import the estimated 77 thou-
sand to over 120 thousand gallons of 
water needed to run an industrial plant 
in this dry high desert forest region?


Such are not the only threats to the 
natural qualities of Newberry. Added 
to these, the Forest Service plans a tim-
ber sale called Ogden spanning across 
26,000 acres from the Monument’s 
western boundary. Logging would en-
compass recreationally popular Paulina 
Creek and span both to the north and 
south of the Monument’s entry road 
21. The Lava Cast timber sale, just to the 
north of Ogden along the Monument’s 
boundary, resulted in widespread log-
ging harms, affecting wildlife, trails, and 
the integrity of the forest ecosystem.


The Forest Service also plans new “Lava 
Rock Project” Off Road Vehicle (ORV) 
trails and play areas at the very edge 
of the Monument, across thousands 
of acres of forest. In 2009, Sierra Club 
volunteers and allies hiked, mountain 
biked, and gps photo-documented the 
proposed Lava Rock system, document-
ing harms from ORV use throughout the 
area. Combined with the East Fort Rock 
ORV system, Lava Rock nearly encircles 
the Monument with ORV disturbance to 
the surrounding forest’s natural serenity 
and wildlife habitat. Given the inability of 
the Forest Service to enforce ORV regu-
lations, ORV threats to the Monument’s 
greater forest ecosystem are serious. 
Combined, the planned industrial log-
ging, energy exploration and develop-
ment, and ORV use threaten to irretriev-
ably degrade the natural qualities of 
the area’s interwoven forest ecosystem. 


Effectively protecting this treasured area 
from harm requires the help of Sierra Club 
volunteers. To help ensure our region’s 
natural integrity for those here today 
and the generations yet to come, con-
tact: asante.riverwind@sierraclub.org.


Newberry Monument: Nature or Industrial Zone?
by Asante Riverwind


ORV Abuse in the Ochocos Continues
Our heads are buried in the sand.  Or 
more precisely, in the muddy drainage of 
illegal off road vehicle abuse.  Despite the 
literally hundreds of miles of approved, 
acceptable trails already available in 
Central Oregon, the Forest Service is now 
considering opening up hundreds more 
in some of the most environmentally 
sensitive areas of the Ochoco National 
Forest.  Never mind that a nearly identi-
cal trail system was recently shut down 
near McKay Creek for abuses including 
trash dumping, mud bogging, the ille-
gal user creation of new and damaging 
trails, and even the burning of  vehicles.  
Never mind that the damage incurred 
from years of such abuse in that area 
has driven down the number of elk and 
deer, annihilated habitat for fish, and 
decimated the landscape through ORV-
caused erosion, pollution and ruts.  That’s 
OKAY!  We here in Prineville don’t really 


like to hunt, fish, or hike in the Ochocos 
anyway, right?  We’ve got NO problem 
handing over three-quarters of our for-
est to two percent of its visitors, right?


I don’t think so.  If the trail system 
wouldn’t work at McKay, it for darn sure 
won’t work at Big Summit Prairie either.  
That there will be extensive damage 
throughout the area if the trail system 
is created and opened to the general 
public is a foregone conclusion.  That 
the maintenance, enforcement, and 
restoration required of such a trail sys-
tem are completely impossible without 
additional funding that is unlikely to ever 
be available is also true.  If we cannot 
afford to monitor or enforce the restric-
tions that are already in place, to open 
up more of the forest to the same abuse 
that is still being inflicted on already-
closed areas like McKay is ludicrous.


History has shown that the riders of 


off road vehicles, despite whatever 
restrictions are in place, will take their 
vehicles OFF ROAD.  Of course they 
will.  That’s what they were made to do 
in the first place.  Even closing entire 
areas to ORV use, it’s still a difficult task 
for an agency as understaffed as the 
Forest Service is to play watchdog over 
such a large area.  If even more areas 
are made available to ORV use, it will 
be virtually impossible to rein in the 
abuse that is slowly turning our forest 
into one giant muddy ORV playground. 


Unless the Forest Service can show how it 
intends to pay for not only the reopening 
of roads that we as taxpayers previously 
paid to close down and eradicate, but 
also to patrol and enforce this proposed 
new trail system, then there should be 
NO new system.  I don’t live here because 
I enjoy fishing in mud holes filled with 
dead fish, and hiking the dust-clogged 


roads of a scenic parking lot.  I live in 
Prineville because the forests here are 
stunningly beautiful to be in, and the 
rivers and streams are a pleasure to fish.


If this trail system gets created, the 
sediment displaced from its use will likely 
end any fishing in the wild and scenic 
North Fork of the Crooked River.  The 
big game in the area will push back from 
the noise and hassle, eventually moving 
on to some other area entirely.  Inside 
of a few years, the fishing, hunting, and 
hiking we enjoy here will be all but gone.


Need proof?  Go onto the website 
for the Oregon Department of Fish & 
Wildlife and look at the steadily de-
clining numbers of the deer and elk 
populations in the Ochocos.  Or better 
still, go visit McKay, and witness for 
yourself the damage so pervasive in 
the area.  If you don’t want the same 
thing happening again, then speak up.


by Jason Schweitzer


Newberrry Geothermal 2008







From: Eva Eagle
To: lisa.howard@state.or.us
Subject: Destination Resorts
Date: Wednesday, March 17, 2010 3:49:44 PM

I am sorry that I just heard about the commission's effort to gather 
public input on destination resorts.  I live in Deschutes County, 
where the Planning Commission wants to declare all agricultural 
acreage to be eligible for destination resorts.  We have resorts that 
have gone broke because the area is overbuilt in this type of 
accommodation.  Worse yet, these so-called resorts are actually just 
gated communities for the wealthy.  The DR designation is used to 
avoid ordinary land use regulations, which are already a bit loose 
around here.

So I hope this little email will let you know that there are many of 
us out here in Deschutes County who hope that the State will help 
regulate land use out here, because it is not at all clear that our 
county has the stomach for it.

Thank you,

Eva Eagle
17212 Pine Drive
Sisters, OR 97759

mailto:eva.eagle@mac.com
mailto:lisa.howard@state.or.us


From: Asante Riverwind
To: lisa.howard@state.or.us
Subject: Testimony on Deschutes County Land Use Planning
Date: Thursday, March 18, 2010 10:52:58 AM

Land Conservation and Development Commission,
Lisa Howard, lisa.howard@state.or.us
 
Dear Commissioners,
 
As this is a busy work day, I cannot participate directly in this morning’s public testimony on critically
important land-use issues in Central Oregon.  I hereby submit these written comments.
 
Deschutes County is still engaged in a lengthy and ethically convoluted process of attempting to revise
its destination resort overlay map.  The County Planning Commission’s recommended proposal fails to
meet state and local requirements as it would permit lands that do not meet these criteria to stay in the
map.  Among core issues:

·         All land currently within the map would remain in the new map, regardless if it is less than
160 acres, or a housing or “cluster” subdivision” subdivision;

·         The proposal would permit multiple owners to create a patchwork “parcel” totaling 160 acres
or more for inclusion in the map;

·         Housing subdivisions would be included in the map and cluster subdivisions would be
eligible for resort conversion;

·         Exclusive Farm Use land would be eligible for resort development.
The Deschutes County Planning Commission has a democratic duty to found their recommendations
on the preponderance of public comments and substantial environmental impacts evidence submitted
during the several years course of public hearings. It is clearly established that county citizens need
and desire greater land use restrictions on destination resorts.  Democratic principle and community
responsibility require the Commission to withdraw from its current course of action, which ignores public
testimony and which would irresponsibly allow landowners to develop regardless of statutes, zoning and
long term degradation of the public environmental and overall community quality of life.  The
Commission's failure to conform recommendations with existing statutes and zoning violates the public
trust invested in them, and has resulted in considerable waste of county planning time, taxpayer funds,
and community resources. 
 
I join with the many people who are responsibly working to prevent this assault on state land use
policies in urging the Commissioners to stand by the citizens of this county, as you have done with the
City of Bend's Urban Growth Boundary plan.  I strongly request that the Deschutes Board of County
Commissioners be served a formal notice requiring the BOCC to approve a resort map that complies
with state and county statutes and is accountable to the democratic wishes of the citizens of the county
and the state of Oregon. Thank you,
 
Asante Riverwind
P. O. Box 5534
Bend, OR 97708
(541) 322-4065 office
asanteriverwind@gmail.com
 
Quotations, however eloquent or inspiring, cannot compare to a day spent free amidst the
wonders of wild nature...
 

mailto:asante.riverwind@sierraclub.org
mailto:lisa.howard@state.or.us
mailto:lisa.howard@state.or.us
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