Myths Vs. Facts: Ten Misconceptions About the Proposed Siskiyou Crest National Monument

1) Myth: A national monument designation would ban hunting and/or fishing in the area. 

Fact: National Parks and monuments managed by the National Park Service place restrictions on hunting, but the Siskiyou Crest proposal would be managed by the U.S. Forest Service and would allow for both hunting and fishing. 

2) Myth: The proposed monument would involve the purchase of private lands and would restrict the use and access of private lands within its boundaries.

Fact: One hundred per cent of the lands being proposed for protection are already federally managed public lands. No restrictions would be placed on the access or use of any private in-holdings within or surrounding the proposed monument. 

3) Myth: The president may use the Antiquities Act to declare the area a ‘Wilderness’ and people would no longer be allowed to use the area’s roads; the monument would only be accessible ‘by foot’.

Fact: A national monument is very different than a Wilderness area. Only an act of Congress can create Wilderness areas, which consist of roadless lands where motorized use is limited. A national monument is a very flexible designation . All major roadways would remain open in the Siskiyou Crest Area and motorized access would remain available except in cases where remote and decaying logging roads are decommissioned due to stream sedimentation and a lack of budget to maintain them.

4) Myth: A national monument would harm the local economy.

Fact: Across the American West, counties with protected areas have stronger and more diversified economies than neighboring counties. Local businesses benefit as more people are drawn to stay overnight in the area and take advantage of the region’s outstanding outdoor opportunities. Communities and chambers of commerce surrounding many other national monuments in the West have embraced them as an engine of long-term local economic growth.

5) Myth: Protecting the Siskiyou Crest would cost people their jobs.

Fact: The public lands surrounding the Siskiyou Crest have not been an important source of timber or other large-scale resource extraction for many years. Forest restoration, small diameter thinning, fire hazard reduction/prescribed fire projects and aquatic restoration would create jobs in the woods for locals. Small-scale road upgrading and decommissioning and other jobs would also be associated with the designation of a national monument. 
6) Myth: Monument designation would limit the ability of firefighters to effectively fight wildland fire in the area.

Fact: One of the driving purposes of creating a monument on the Crest is to establish a comprehensive and cohesive fire management plan for the region that protects communities and forest resources while allowing for the safe return of fire to this fire-dependent landscape. Important access roads would remain open and fire risk would be actively managed.

7) Myth: The owners of the dozen livestock grazing allotments on the Siskiyou Crest would be forced off of public lands by a national monument designation.

Fact: Monument designation would not cancel the grazing allotments on the Crest. KS Wild proposes a long-term arrangement whereby willing sellers are offered fair market values from non-government sources when and if they choose to retire their allotment willingly.

8) Myth: Monument designation would ‘lock up’ the landscape and prevent restoration within its boundaries.

Fact: Tens of thousands of acres within the proposed monument have been heavily impacted by past logging and fire suppression and are full of dense, disease and fire prone fiber plantations. These areas should be assessed for scientifically-informed restoration forestry projects that would aim to improve forest health, restore habitat functionality, bring balance back to natural fire regimes and create local jobs. This would not be a ‘hands-off’ preserve: a restoration focus would encourage decades- worth of work in the woods. 

9) Myth: The federal government is working in secret to pull off a major ‘land grab’ in our backyard.

Fact: Botanists, ecologists, hikers, outdoors enthusiasts, conservationists and long time local residents have been working for decades to achieve meaningful protections for the Siskiyou Crest. If federal protections are gained for this area it will consist entirely of already federally managed land and will happen because respected scientists have called attention to its globally important ecology and because local people worked tirelessly to make it happen, not because the federal government stepped in from outside without warning.

10) Myth: Designation of a Siskiyou Crest National Monument would threaten the removal of Applegate Lake. 

Fact: Removing the Applegate Dam is not a part of the Siskiyou Crest proposal. Use of this popular recreation area would not be affected by the creation of a national monument surrounding it.

For the whole story please visit:

www.siskiyoucrest.org
