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APPENDIX E 

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND FOREST SERVICE RESPONSES 

I. Introduction 

This Appendix presents the comments received on the Draft EIS and 
displays the Forest Service response t o  the various Federal and S ta t e  
Agencies, Elected Of f i c i a l s ,  Business and Industry members, 
Organizational groups, and Individuals. The material  i s  presented i n  t h e  
order mentioned and the Table of Contents is arranged alphabet ical ly  and 
indicates  the page number of each letter f o r  ease of reference. 
"Individuals" group is subdivided in to  three sect ions.  The f i r s t  sect ion 
lists the individual l e t t e r s  tha t  provided information tha t  was generally 
spec i f ic  and in-depth t o  the Kootenai National Forest land base or the 
Proposed Forest Plan and/or Draft EIS.  The second and th i rd  sect ions a re  
grouped because of t h e i r  c lose s imi la r i ty  and i n  the i n t e r e s t  of reducing 
bulk and expense. 

Each letter displayed out l ines  the individual points noted with a number. 
Beside each page i s  the Forest Service response indicated by the 
corresponding number. The Forest Service responses can usually be 
categorized as  one of the following: 

(1) Responses needed t o  correct  technical errors or  inconsistencies,  or 
t o  c l a r i f y  points of misunderstanding ident i f ied  by the public. 
These types of comments usually resulted i n  a change i n  the wording 
of the f i n a l  documents. 

The 

( 2 )  Responses needed t o  ind ica te  what additional analysis was done, or 
why some requested analysis  was not done. The addi t ional  analysis  i s  
presented i n  the f i n a l  documents o r  are  ident i f ied  as Forest Planning 
Records avai lable  upon request. 

(3) Responses needed t o  ind ica te  what spec i f ic  changes were made i n  t h e  
Forest P l a n  land designations, management d i rec t ion ,  o r  i n t ens i ty ,  o r  
why the requested changes were not made. These types of comments 
resul ted i n  changes t o  the Forest P l a n  Map o r  the wording i n  the 
Forest Plan document. 

For a complete summary of what the overal l  Public Response was and how 
the Kootenai National Forest responded t o  the changes requested by the 
public,  see Chapter V I ,  Consultation With Others ,  i n  the Final EIS. 
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PUBLIC LETTERS LISTED BY AGENCIES, ELECTED OFFICIALS, BUSINESSES, 
ORGANIZATIONS, AND INDIVIDUALS 

NAME 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 

LETTER VOLUME PAGE 
NO. NO. NO. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGCY. 49 1 E-1 

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 1 
USDA. SOIL CONSERVATION SERV. 53 
USDI, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 31 E-11 

U.S. DEPT OF ENERGY 298 E-3 

STATE AGENCIES 

LETTER VOLUME PAGE 
NAME NO. NO. NO. ____________________-_-_-_--__-____---_--_-__---_-------- 

COOPERATIVE EXTENSON SERVICE 192 1 E-15 
MONTANA HISTORICAL SOCIETY 5 E-17 
MONTANA STATE DEPT OF HIGHWAYS 50 4 E-19 

ELECTED OFFICIALS 

LETTER VOLUME PAGE 
NAME NO. NO. NO. 

MONTANA OFF. OF THE GOVERNOR 305 1 E-21 
________________________________________--_-__--------- 

PETERSON, MARY LOU (MT REPR.) 22 E-53 
SWIFT. BERNIE (MT REPR.) 142 4 E-54 
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BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY 

LETTER VOLUME 
NAME NO. NO. .............................................. 

AMOCO PRODUCTION COMPANY 234 1 
CENEX 220 
CHAMPION INTERNATIONAL, INC. 59 
CHAMPION INT. (JOHN MCBRIDE) 11 & 197 
CONOCO 3 
FNETT TRUCKING & LOGGING CO. 
LOUISIANA PACIFIC CORPORATION 
MARATHON OIL COMPANY 139 
OWENS & HLIRST LUMBER COMPANY 105 
PLUM CREEK TIMBER COMPANY 304 
SMLTZE LAND & LUMBER COMPANY 193 
STOLTZE LAND & LBR. (MCCUBBINS) 194 
TEXACO USA 45 
U.S. BORAX 40 
WILLIAMS, JR.. CLAYTON W. 19 

153 
72 & 218 

I 
NAME 

ORGANIZATIONS 

LETTER VOLUME 
NO. NO. 

PAGE 
NO. 

E-57 
E-59 

. - - - - - - - - - 

E-61 
E-63 
E-66 
E-68 
E-69 
E-77 
E-79 

E-91 
E-80 

E-94 
E-98 

E-102 
599 

PAGE 
NO. 

CABINET BACKCOUNTRY HORSEMEN 48 & 313 1 
COALITION FOR CANYON PRESER. 127 
DEFENDERS OF WILDLIFE 223 
GALLATIN WILDLIFE ASSOC. 310 
GREAT BEAR FOUNDATION 281 
INLAND FOREST RESOURCES CNCL. 138 
MONTANA LOGGING ASSOCIATION 69 
MONTANA WILDERNESS ASSOC. 
MONTANA WOMEN IN TIMBER 

NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION 268 

237 & 301 
39 & 224 

NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY 302 I 

1 NATURE CONSERVANCY 73 
NORTH FORK PRESERVATION ASSOC 271 

PROTECT THE YAAK COMMITTEE 312 2 
ROCKY MTN. OIL & GAS ASSOC. 55 
TROUT UNLIMITED 147 

NW ENRGY.EMPLY.& DVLMT.(NEED) 195 

WESTERN FOREST INDUST. ASSOC. 62 
WESTERN ENVIRON. TRADE ASSOC. 264 
WILDLIFE CLUB, FLTHD .VLY .C. C. 140 
WILDLIFE MGMT. INSTITUTE 30 

E-104 

E-111 

E-118 

E-109 

E-117 

E-123 
E-130 
E-132 

E-217 
E-216 

E-218 

E-247 
E-235 

E-250 
E-253 
E-284 
E-286 
E-288 
E-292 
E-297 
E-298 



ALDRICH, DONALD 
ANDERSON, MAURY 
BAIRD, DENNIS 
BARCOMB, JOE 
BEASLEY, KEN 
BOSWELL, MR. & MRS. TYLER 
BUSTAMENTE. ROBERT G. 
CHALGREN, BILL 
CHVILICEK, SARAH 
CLARK, CHARLES 
CONKLIN. GLEN H. 
DALIMATA, MARY C. 
DAVIES, JILL 
DAYTON, JIM 
ENGLAND, TERI 
ENNENBACH, JIM & SUSAN 
ENSIGN, DIANE 
ERICKSON. OLGA 
EVANS, JUDY 
FERRELL, DOUGLAS 
GREEN, DAN 
GREGAS. NORMAN 
HADDEN. DAVID G. 
HARGROVE. MRS. JAY 
HARVEY, GEOFFREY W. 
HAUGEN. LUCY 
HERNANDEZ, CESAR 
HIDDICE. JOE 
HILDEBRAND, RICK 
HOLIDAY, ROBERT 
HOWARD, IVY 
HUDSON, RUSSELL 
HUTCHINS, JUDY 
JACKSON, LAURA MAE 
JAYNE, JERRY 
JONES, CEDRON 
KARTHEISER, YVONNE 
KERR 11, RICHARD C. 
KLINGER, DAN 
KRECK, DR. LOREN L. 
KUHNLE, JAN 
MAEUTZ, FRANCES R. 
MARTIN, BILL 
MATTESON. MOLLIE 
MILLER, SHANNON E. 
MOOERS, BLAINE 
MORITZ, CHRIS 

20 
158 
270 
278 
265 
161 
65 
6 
7 & 236 

159 
219 
206 
56 
155 
141 
86 & 108 
267 
196 
144 
46 
12 
38 
71 
10 
207 
52 
300 
235 
160 

225 
61 
295 
146 
296 
128 
106 

8 & 113 

41 & 238 
263 
233 
229 
157 
287 
64 
198 
112 
23 
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I 

1 

i 
i 

I 

I 
I 
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E-300 
E-302 
E-303 
E-304 
E-305 
E-307 
E-308 
E-310 
E-311 
E-314 
E-323 
E-335 
E-336 
E-338 
E-339 

E-347 
E-350 
E-351 
E-352 
E-357 
E-358 
E-359 

E-342 

E-364 
E-362 
E-364 
E-365 

E-366 
E-372 
E-376 
E-378 
E-379 
E-387 
E-389 
E-390 
E-398 
E-399 

E-310 

E-401 
E-404 
E-407 
E-410 
E-411 
E-421 
E-422 
E-424 
E-428 



A p p e n d i x  E L i s t - 4  

I N D I V I D U A L S  LETTERS ( c o n t i n u e d )  

MORKERT. WALTER C .  143 
OHLER, DAVID 227 
RANGER, M .  & SUSIE SUDENTOP 109 
REGAN, J.  & KATHLEEN McLAUGHAN 260 
REED,  SCOTT W.  266 
R E I S H U S ,  BONNIE 54 
RITTER, SUE & RODD GALLOWAY 107 
ROCCO, MARY C .  261 
ROUGHTON. ROBERT D. 273 
RUSH, K E I T H  205 

SCHOTT, J O S E P H  47 
SHELDON, L I N Z A  297 
SLOCUM. NANCY 111 
S M I T H ,  R . E .  14 
SNYDER, E L A I N E  228 
SPOONER, LANCE R.  208 
SPOONER. ROBERT J. 199 
S P R I N G E R ,  BOB & SARA LOU 231 & 232 
STANGL. JEANETTE 57 
S T E I N E R .  BEVERLY 154 
SWANSON, JOHN R.  13 
SWENSON, STUART W. 66 
SWIFT, BETTY 156 
THOMPSON, TERRY L. 15 
TOUBMAN. SARA 149 
WALEN. LANA 204 
WEINSTEIN,  DANIEL 27 
WELLES, WILLIAM A .  230 
WELLS, AL 262 
WEYDEMEYER, WINTON 145 
WHITSON, LENA & DON 200 
WILSON, JAMES D. 152 
WINSLOW. HAROLD 162 
WOLOSHEN, COLLEEN LOEVEN 16 
WOODS, CHARLES 9 & 150 
WOODS, EDWARD J. 151 
WUERTWNER, GEORGE 58 
ZIMMERMAN. BOB 44 

SATTERLEE. ROYCE 148 

2 

V 

PAGE 
NO, 

E-467 
E-430 
E-432 
E-434 

. - - - - - - 

E-435 
E-437 
E-440 
E-442 
E-447 
E-449 
E-451 
'3-453 
E-455 

E-457 
E-459 

E-456 

E-461 
E-462 
E-463 
E-466 
E-467 

E-472 
E-474 

~ - 4 6 8  

E-475 
E-477 
E-480 
~ -481  
E-484 
E-485 
E-487 
E-490 
E-495 
E-496 
E-499 
E-501 
E-507 
E-509 
E-310 
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INDIVIDUALS THAT USED THE W.I.T. FORMAT 

ALLARD. MARY 
BIRKEY. LAURENCE 
BREEINER, JAMIE 
BROWN, GLEN 
BUENTEMEIER. BARBARA 
CONKLIN, JOYCE L. 
COZBY, JOHN 
CRAm. ANN & BILL 
CRAFT, JOHN 
CRISMORE, CAROL 
DAVIDSON, JAMES 
DAVIS, CAROLINE HARE 
GREGORY, CAMILLE 
HARRWETT, JOHN I. 
HARTMAN, E. GLEN (B. ROBTS. 
HIGSON, CLAUDIA 
HURST, HOWARD 
JONES, HARRY 
KELLER, CHARLES 
KELLER, KENNETH 
KING, JOHN R. 
KOSHMAN, NANCY 
MACLACHLAN, SHIRLEY G. 
MARTIN, MR. & MRS. RONALD L. 
MCKNIGHT, JAMES B. 
NEWTON, RONALD A. & EDNA L. 
O'BRIEN, LOUIE D. 
OLIVE, MAX 
ORR, MRS. ED 
PROFFITT, JANELL 
SAUER. JOHN 

104 
32 

164 
166 
100 
274 
136 137 
135 
28 
37 

239 
60 

131 
102 
97 

168 
132 
169 
203 
202 
240 
167 
99 

103 
133 
29 

165 
18 
96 
3 3  ;; .~ ~~ 

SEELEY, CHUCK 
SHRINER, WALTER P. & DONNA L. 34 
SLACK, PHLORIS M. 318 
STEINER, ROBERT 163 
TOWER, H. LEE 130 
TUTTLE. DIANN 70 
VALLANCE, BARBARA & GENE 210 & 226 
WARREN, ROYER G. 101 
WESTERLAND, LILLY 98 
ZARNOWSKI, PETE 134 

.. 

I 
? 



ABELL, RUSSELL 
ALLEY, PAULA 
BADER, MICHAEL G. 
BAKER, DALE, FAY, AND T E S S A  
BECKER, MIKE & S T E P H A N I E  
BENCKE, ERROL D. 
BENNER, CAROLINE 
BERNER, DAVID 
BIERMAN, JESSIE M .  
BLANK, DEBBY 
BLOOD, W.A. 
BRADEN. BYRON 
BRADLEY, HOMER L. 
BUMP, THOMAS 
COLE, BARBARA C. 
C O L L I N S ,  BILL 
COMPTON, ELENOR L. & M .  
DANELZ, GARY 
DEHNER, J A N E  & RAY 
DOBSON, ED 
EARLY, s. 
EMERY, DR. & MRS. RICHARD 
FALCONER, P H Y L I S S  
FISHBURN. KATHY 
F I S H E R ,  J O S E P H  E. 
F O S S ,  ED 
FOSTER,  J A C K I E  
F R A N C I S ,  CORNELIA K. 
GARDENER, RUTH 
G I D E L ,  ART 
GRILLEY,  HELEN 
HANSON, J A Y  AND JUDY 
HARBAUGH, A L I C E  
HEBERLING, J O N  L .  
H E I N Z .  DAN 
H E P P E L L ,  B I L L  & MARYANN 
HILDNER, RICHARD 
HONICAN, ALBERT E. 
HOVENDICK, L I L  & STAN 
HULL, MARY VANT 
JOHNSON, ROBERT 
KEANNE, LEO 
KELLY, S T E V E  
LACKLEN, ROBERT J. 
LEASH, STEVEN 
LEENHOUTS, ROBIN 
LONDON, C L A I R E  C .  
LUHRSEN. S H I R L E Y  

247 
257 
211 
253 

114 
170 
90 

292 
87 

250 
251 
180 
184 
283 
177 
216 
179 
63 & 83 

280 
123 
84 
89 

187 

181 
125 
183 
209 
172 
303 
252 

276 
213 
121 & 186 
269 
290 
285 & 286 
122 
311 
118 
258 
115 
188 & 248 

178 

78 

185 

67 
79 

255 

E-510 
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INDIVIDUALS THAT USED THE M.W.A. FORMAT (continued) 

NAME 
LEXTER VOLUME PAGE 
NO. NO. NO. 

MACKIE. T.H. 
MAGLEY, BEVERLY 
MARINS, JOE 
MARTIN, G.W. 
MATTSON, PEGGY 
MCCONNELL. SHEILA 
MCDOUGAL, SUSAN 
MCKELLAR, GAYLE 
MENDENHALL, DEAN 
MILLER, LAURIE 
MINER, LYDIA 
MONCURE, MR. & MRS. PEYTON 
MURRAY, ESTER 
NOBLES. E. TERREL 
O'BRIEN. DAN & MART 
OCHENSKI, GEORGE M. 
OHLER, CHRISTINE 
OLASON, MATT 
OSET. BOB 
PANNELL. MARYLANE 
PASICKNYK. MIKE 
POSEWITZ. JOE 
POTTER, CHARLES J. & RACHEL 
RIGGS, BETH M. 
ROBINSON, ROGER 
ROSSETTO. B.J. 
SANDS, DIANE 
SARGENT, SANDY 
SAWYER, TERRENCE V. 
SELLMER, MRS. GENE 
SEWELL, TOM 
SIMPSON, ENA 
SKARI. ARLO 
SMITH, J. E. 
SNYDER, DAVID & SANDY 
SPEYER, TIM 
SPINLER, ED 
SULLIVAN, BERTHA M. 
SULLIVAN, GEORGE 
SWANSON, NANCY 
TATE, TONY 
TESSICINI, LOREDO 
TIMMER. TONI LEE 
WARD, JANE 
WARD, MIKE 
WELD, DAVID & BARBARA 
WEST, BYR" 
KILBY, KENT & JEANNE 

126 
85 

173 
289 
294 
215 

80 
309 
176 
293 
277 

74 
9 1  
77 
92 

210 
291 

88 
76 

212 
119 
81 

249 .t 259 
242 

75 
256 
124 
246 
117 
94 

243 
189 
272 
214 & 217 

68 
190 
82 

275 
244 
284 
254 
241 
171 
116 
191 
279 
182 

245 

2 E-510 
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INDIVIDUALS THAT USED THE M.W.A. FORMAT (continued) 

LETTER VOLUME PAGE 
NAME NO. NO. NO. _________________________________________-------------- 

WILLIAMS, KAREN 282 E-510 
WILLOWS, SHARLON L. 120 
WOODGERD. JO ANN & WES 
ZWISLER, STEVEN 93 



:cootinai Fo-est ?r07os+d Plan (KPIFPP] is not  edequate, 
s i t h 9 r  t o  m o m  &y=nomic contex t  cor o w  
l o c a l  communltg or t o  promotinb: the  B E D ~ O ~ I C  hgsslth of the  
f o m s t .  Many of ths  persons involved in c r e a t i n g  the  KWTP 
have dona t"I$lr s i n c e r e  best t o  r e c o n c i l e  a ~ 1 6 %  array of 
d r n s t l c a l l y  c c n f l l c t i n g  demands. >:hare t h e s e  demands have 
been degtr-uctlve, bu t  too nowerful t o  Fsslst, they hnve used 
tkir  b e s t  ingenui ty  t o  p r e s e r v e  remnants of t h r e a t m e d  values .  
Nev%rth91e9s, they hnve producsd a p o l i c y  which w i l l  be 
~ 9 - y  damarrinc both  t o  thz l o c e l  economic stmctu.-a and u--~%. 
b i o l o g i c a l  va lces  on t h s  F o r e s t .  

Bot: cnd whg d i d  t h i s  s t r a n g e  denouement corn  a b m t ?  

A?! H1STOS:Ch.L PTSSPECTIYE 

In m c e n t  years t h e r e  has coma a p a r t i n g  of t h s  wags between 
ths i n t e r e s t s  o f  l a r g e  corporate  i n d u s t r y  i n  t h s  K O 0 t L ) n B l ~  
nnd the  cuilmon l o c a l  i n t e r e s t .  Such a S i t u a t i o n  was ~~~ ~ 

uninsginable  t o  most p o p l e  i n  tha previous few t-cades. 
?ihe?svsr t h e r e  was = o m  r l c h  m3ourclf base end B larde. 
e f f l e i e n t  orgnnlza t lon  t o  e x p l a l t  i t ,  l o c a l  sconomies 
concant rs ted  on e x t r a c t l n g  t h i s  resource and export ing i t ,  

n s r k s t s  were Fensonably a c t i v e .  The t:mbefp indus t ry  l a ,  or 
EOUPSB, c l a s s i c a l l y  uns teb le .  Good times FBI b e  v e r y ' g o o d ,  and 
bad t i n s r , ' h o r r L d .  .. Ran'id L i m e .  h w e c r ;  in Lhe..ood l h d u a t r y  'kcre 
aocae.rh*c a r a b i i i r e d  b y  Other i n d u s c r i k  in the:part. 

I n  fact, minerals. r a t h e r  than t inher .  p r o v i d e d  t h e  backbone o f  1 
Lincoln C o u n t y ' a  ecDnOny In t h e  f i r s t  d e c a d e s  of  the ~encury. 
t l i n i n q  i l e c l i n r d  to a d i s t i n c t l y  s e c o n d a r y  ( I ~ S L U S .  h o r e v c r ,  
the  w e c m d  l i o r l d  War. 

and Jobs were nssuntd,  st l s n s t  m o / t h l r d s  or th? tlm, when 

to 

'- .*tirld Uir 1I .xaefo l loved  Qg B long p r i d  of rising 
nrtq.onnl Nenlth. 
%rl? sovent i$s ,  bousinc nerk9ts  ~ r e w  a t  an unprieenZented 
n t s .  b r @  s c a l e  cornora te  bood i n d u s t r i e s  domlnatcd the  
a c m e  l o c a l l y  8 s  ~ $ 1 1  D S  n a t i o n a l l y .  Another r e c t o r  t o  not ice  
"Ilrc is Chat t l i t a  was a na-lod !n %ih?ch the z?*ct Ltands of 
hug? t-SeS on the  WeSt-Pn Coasts b'Jg9z to  b d e p k t e d .  . mls 
b0ost.d the c e n p a t i t i v e n s s s  of our local I n d u s t T .  F h l l ?  tha 
Fhotanol  n 9 v e ~  nosse issd  th? Great s i z e  c l n s s e s  of c o a s t a l  
a-eas, and our fo-es t  a ~ e a s  i n  31d p o v t h  t i m b e r  had bsan 
n"acious1y Ydirced by the  p e s t  fires a a r l l e r  ln the centurp,  
n+ve*'h*l?sr timber Ou-l i tT In t h l s  area was qulte high, end 
the  v c l u m s  w r e  gre-ch to  f u e l  a long parlod of boom 
61TWS. 

T h o u g h  t h s  f l f t k s ,  s i x t i e s  acd i n t o  the 

E453 
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'Vi13 boom. IIC'IAVL)~, wn> n o t  un i fo rm In r h r < r o c t e r .  ?a r lu i l s  of 
hi -h  a c t I v i t 7  e t t r n r t e d  rrorksrs ~ h c  we= l?t down ( e n d  l a i d  o f f )  
;lv?!nc n l u 5 p s .  Othor  P ~ S D U ~ C B  developments  b v ?  r e l n f o r c e d  
t h l s  t ? snd :  The Llbb?  d a n  19 B, case I n  p o i n t .  Lurln; Its 
c n n e t r r r c t i o n  hcyday  It emoloyed h u n d m d s  of w m k a r s ,  2nd 
h-mrlreds mop? i i u ~ e  r e q u l r e d  t u  p x v l d e  them hous lnd ,  s c h o o l  
f 3 C l l I t 1 4 9 ,  COnSlimer servlcss, e t c .  li!th the comple t ion  of 
th? p r o j s c t  a t  a n ? r i o d  i n  w u e h  1iimb.r marke t s  UBPB b e g l n n l n c  
t o  c o o l  o f f ,  t h s  a r e a  s c t z r s d  B x r l a d  or d e e p f l i n g  recession, 
from u h l c h  it hns n9v-37 emerged. I n  fh? mld-701s when AShRCO's 

5 a g e r l y  f o r  th9 most p e r t .  d e s o l t e  t h e  warnlnss of a m i n o r i t y  
t h a t  t h s  b s n s f i t s  ~ 0 ~ 1 6  be  s h o r t - l i v e d  end thrt t h e  a f t e r r n t h  
of unsrnploymsnt an2 env!ronmentnl d e e r a d a t i o n  would O u t u e l ~ h  
t h o s e  bsn-,rits. 

I n  t h 9  W n n t l m e ,  t h s  l o e n l  tirnb?? I n d u s t y  9 e t t l e d  i n t o  a s lump 
whlch Sa now w l d i l y  ~ e c o g n l z e d  t o  b e  p r m n n e n t .  Thls slump i s  
o n l y  p e r t i a l l y  11u* t o  t h e  n l y g i a h n e s s  of thw n a t l o n a l  e c m o m y .  
Th- mo$t p r o f l t a b l e  cope of tk  B F B B ' S  old g r o v t h s t s n d s  have 
been c u t  ou t .  

VAL?IETIES OF PROSPECTS 5'09 EST/.BLISHINC A ILENElXD ECONOI4IC WISE 

?lo:, ?-o j*c t  orrs.-d some r a i l e r ,  I D C S ~  c l t L z e n 3  u e i c o : x d  i t  

Cls ima t h a t  Cnnada ' s  s u b o l h l z a t l o n  of  I t a  tlmbcr Industry 
u n f a l p l y  damages our m r k e t  access ,  and c o u l d  be r smed led  by 
Impor t  c o n t F o l l , a r e  n g r e a t  d i s t o r t i o n .  Canada ' s  l n d u s t r y  
Is n o t  s u b s l d l z a d  by +ywrnmsnt n e a r l y  so meh as by n r t u r s .  
They hilvs v a s t  ~ e 5 0 u r c e s  of untouched  t i m b e r l a n d s ,  wh- 
d o  n o t .  e x c e p t  on t h e  A l a s k a n  c o a s t .  and i t  m d 5  U l t h o u t  Sasinx 
thst ub0icsei9 e r p l o i t a t i o n  of  the i l a s k a n  ~ Q s e r v e s  w i l l  n o t  - 
h e l p  Llncoln County.  

Ths Cnnadlans ,  w i t h  1110th our population. view t h e i r  tlmber 
regourcm as i n ~ x h a u s t l h l s ,  the ung we d i d  In  t h e  p a s t .  They 
c l e s v c u t  v a s t  a-eas w i t h o u t  t h i n k i n g  t u l e s  o r  l o o k i n g  back; 
t h e y  snend f a r  less  money on fire suppression a n d  e v e r y  form 
of ~ S D U T C B  p - o t e c t i o n ,  erosion m i t i g a t i o n ,  a t e .  

Scrnr: would ar@ts that  t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e l ?  c o m p s t l t l o n  advhn tage  
IS I r - e l w m n t  t u  the g u ? s t i a n  of whethe r  t h i s  adven tage  can 
he r educed  by impmt c o n t r o l s ,  v o l u n t a r y  or o t h e r w i s e .  . .  .. . . 

E-25k 
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1. The s i tua t ion  i n  Canada has been described (by a Canadian) as follows: 
"The old gmrth stands are becoming less accessible and recovery 
costs a n  escalating. Similarly.  ex i s t ing  natural  stands have 
lover d-ity and qua l i ty  OF timber. hence t h e  value of timber 
hervested per acpe is declining. Sventually. Canada w i l l  have to  
s h i f t  from old mth timber-based economy to  B managed second 
growth economy. However t h i s  w i l l  take years because Canada has 
been very lax i n  her fo re s t  renewal pmgrm."  ("me Need t o  
Update Canada's Woad Products Manufactwing Fac i l i t i es" .  Albert 
Schuler. Forintek Canada COT. Ot twa .  Canada - Published in:  
"Proceedings f m m  a series of regional Seminars on 
micmeleCtronicS i n  the wood pmducts industry". Forintek Canada 
Gorp.. 1984) 

1 
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- 
Th- hons f a r  s u c h  c o n t m l s  will prove f u t i l e .  The Canndlnns  
w i l l  n o t  v o l u n t n ~ i l y  l h i t  t h e m s e l v e s  and  w e  do  n o t  have  B 
n e t i o n a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  w h i c h  fevors  e n f o m e d  masures. 
But even t h i s  l a a t  f a c t  is s u b s i d i a r y  t o  t h e  r a a l l t y  t h a t  s u c h  
c o n t r o l s  ope i n l m l c z l  t o  the  i n t e m s t s  of lsrger b l a c k s  of our 
s o c i e t y  than  l u m b e r i n s  c m n u n l t i e s  end  companies. Housing 
c o n s t r u c t i o n  pr?o~le and tile n a t i o n ' s  consumer3 a t  large b e n e f i t  
from the lwsr pricss  o v a l l n b l e  from the  Canadians. Thera is 
no way t o  b e a t  th? f a c t  that t h e y l v e  g o t  t h e  b i g  t imber  n h l l e  
Lincoln E O U ~ ~ ~ * B  'resource h a s  been g r e a t l y  depleted.  . 

1:ill m e t a l  min ine  t h a n  o f f e r  us B way o u t ?  Rumors, fairly 
s u b s t a n t i a l  ones, offer t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h s  T roy  mine 
m y  be s n a b l s d  by  upgraded  p m d u c t i a n  s c h e d u l e s  t o  close 8 3  
soon P S  five y e a r s  i n  the r u t u p s .  

F,vldsnf , ly  th9re x n i n ~ :  t o  be  one o r  t w o  more lurge mines In 

- 

t h s  Bull-River volleg, b;t. 8 s  t h e  Troy P r o j e c t  h a s - t a u d h t  us, 
t h ? s e  mlnes w i l l  be c a p i t a l  l n t e n s l v e  and provlde  l l m l t e d  
oconcmic - l i e f  OF l l i i i t e d  o e r l o d s  of t i m e . 4  The s h o D k e e w r s  . .  
of Libby ,  thm many people uh6 own and .Fun motels, 8rOcery 
S t t F ' J s ,  nhnrmacles .  and O t h e r  h s i n e s i e s  of t h s  carnounity 
B P ~  nlugging f o r  t h e  deve lopment  of a r e c r e a t i o n s 1  i n d u s t r p .  
Thsy  nskc their  living snpplylng domestic goods and servicen.  
V i t h  B f n t l l n c  i n d u s t r i a l  hnse ,  I t  1 9  perhaps  o n l y  n a t u r a l  t h a t  
t h e y  s h o u l d  dr9e.m of n consumer e l i c n t s l e  that requires no 
local i n d u s t p i n 1  base. . T O U F ~ S ~ S .  -1 

i 'hl la  s x h  R r ? l c q e a t l a n s l  i n d u s t r y  can, Rnd I s ,  supplying a 
"easonsbly d s n e n d n b l e  s e g m n t  of our , ccmomy,  and Cnn perhups 
h4 exnondd, v r )  must not waste OUT enerKy and t i m e  for 
s t w c t u m l  change in p u r s u i n g  a n  a t t e m p t  t o  t r a n s f o r m  t h i s  
nectm- i n t c  e m a j o r  f a c t o r .  

Hers11 why: 1. 3ne w i l l . s e 6 r c h  i n  vain to  f i n d  booming 
t o u r l s t  i n d u z t r i e s  In a n y  a m 8  lackin,: i n t r i n s i c  d r a m a t i c  
q u a l i t i e s  or p a r t i c u l a r  t 3 p e s :  The s t o c k  i n  t r a d e  of 
r e e r a a t i o n c l  i n d u s t r l s s  Is s p i c t a c u l a r  alpine scene ry .  sun-  
d r e n c h e d  b e a c h e s ,  panorainas of d e s e r t  mesas, e t = .  Of Coursa, 
our suoerb w i l d l i f s  resoume8 a c c o u n t  f a r  B saasonnl influx 
of h u n t e r s .  This, howevar,  is of S h o r t  d u r a t i o n  i n  t h e  yea r .  
Tog m n y  10~31 p:oplo a l F e a d y  ressnt  shsrina the n b t i v e  g e m  
w i t h  an in f lux  of o u t s i d e r s  p e e k i n g  b lood  S p o r t s  a n d  drunken  1 
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2. The Canadian forest9 i n  the v i c in i ty  of the Koarenai National Forest 
have developed, much l i k e  our om. as B result of f i r e  and a tendency 
toward suppression due t o  OvePStOCking. As B r e su l t  the sire of the 
trees is not much d i f fe ren t  from those produced here. ?he major 
difference seems t o  be i n  production efficiency. The United Nations 
Yearbook of Indus t r ia l  S t a t i s t i c s  indicates tha t  Canadian labor 
productivity (cubic meters per labor hour) has consistently exceeded 
the U.S. l eve l  a t  le-t since 1965. 

Official  estimates are t ha t  the Troy mine has B remaining l i f e  of 
amund 15 ye-. This could decrease OP. as l i ke ly .  increase 
d e w d i n g  upon a variety of factors.  
about as predicted and me limited by the Current s i ze  of the mill ing 
f ac i l i t y .  

The Final P l m  has been adjusted, par t icu lar ly  in monitoring and 
evaluation. to insure tha t  S ta te  Water Qual i ty  Standards w i l l  not be 
violated.  

We -e that. while tourism is an important component of the loca l  
economy. i t  i s  not l * d Y  t o  SuPPlant heavy industry (logging and 
mining) as a pmvider of jobs and income. 
recreation u9e (doubling and t r i p l i n g  Current use levels) would be 
necessary to do th is .  
10% over the next decade. 

3 .  

Production schedules have been 

4 .  

Huge increases in 

Recreation use levels ere projected t o  increase 

m 
N 
L" 
L" 
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2. 
f o x e  b a s i s  of such  an i n d u s t r y .  
Rn.: mlll-uorksrs u i t h  r a n i l i e s  t o  s u p p o r t .  
lncones an3 s t e a d y  work. Q e c r s n t l o n s l  i n d u s t r l ? r  depend on 
seasonal r e c w i t m e n t  of lnrge numbers o r  youna p?aple ,  m o s t l y  
s t u d e n t s ,  who work fo r  low u n p a .  

3. %svy logGlnC; hns b a d l y  damsgsd our area i n  terms of 
c ' m r a c t s r l s t l c s  nscesazry  t o  s u c h  i n d u s t r i e s .  F h a t  r s c r e a t l o n n l  
b u r l n e s s  we have w i l l  depend  on 
t h e s e  v e l u e s .  
inc-ease I n  s t r e a m  s i l t a t i o n  nnd p r e d i c t s  f r o m  t h i s  fish 
loss2s  that nany of us fear my be t o o  c p t l m l s t l c e l l y  
conssrvetrve. 

The l o c a l  patmlacs is  I l l - s u i t e d  t o  supply the  working 
\!e are a c o u n t y  of lof iysri  

);e Dead s v b s t e n t i a l  

aiiva&ing what rsmalns o r  
The KHFPP, f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  f o r e c a s t s  up t o  n 54! 

1:. Tourism Is B l w u r y  I n d u s t r y .  It Is t o n  "IfTp" In the 
c o n t e x t  of a world  econc8q w h i c h  u i l l  b s  i n c r e a s i n g l y  beset 
v l t h  2-?sou~c% s c a r c l t s  Droblsms. A S  w 9  watch  the  l a a t  of our  
o l d  g rowth  t l m b e r  s t a n d i  60 i n t o  t h e  m i l l s  and  th3 l a s t  l o a d s  
of ore b s i n g  h a u l e d  up from the d e p t h s  of M t .  Vernon, a f w  
pears in t hn  ruturn,  we s b u l d  r e n l i z e  that we a m  not 
unique I n  our s l t u n t l o n .  - 
:!e s h o u l d  plan fop an economy a o l l d l y  b u i l t  on B wisely 
managed basic renevable FBSOULICB. 

*he C-Setors or the BJF plan would t a l l  us, thlrn, that t i m b e r  
must ?emsin 0"" econcmlc malns t ay  a n d  t h a t  i t  La n rancweble  
?9sauFce. Thsy 31.8 ruht  a b o u t  this ond a b s o l u t 9 l y  wrong . 
a b o u t  th5 mm?r in whlch we s h o u l d  u t l l i z e  t h i s  ? C ~ O U F C B .  

XGE OF T~IE FLTIRE m m m  III~USTRY 

The m!r man~. ,pmnt  c l ~ l m s  t h a t  we can c u t  In excflss of 
260 m i l l i c n  b c e r d  f e z t  of l unbe?  o u t  of t h i s  f o r e s t  every  
y4ar I n  p e n x t u i t y  a n d  rsmain w i t h i n  N a t i o n a l  F o r s s t  .%na&sment 
L c t  (NFW) g . l l d e l l n e s  r e g a r d i n g  s u s t a i n e d  g i e l d  end 
environmsncnl p r o t e c t i o n .  I n  th= t s c h n i e a l  bod? or  t h i s  
-eTort * e  will d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  t h 9 b  own s t c t i s t l c s  r e v s e l  
an s b s o l u t s  ESP In .hnrvest  ags t l m b e r  st t!x end of t ha  f l f t y  
year Dlsnning h o r i z o n .  P n i l u r e  t o  remnln compe t i t i ve  In the 
narket  "111, or cou"s9, occur l o n e  befom t h a t ,  0nd  Is i n  f a c t  
occurlng now. It sesms r i d i c u l o u s  t h a t  we s h a l l  have t o  set  
o n t  t o  prove t h l s ,  a3 It Is n o t  R m l n o r i t ?  op ln l an .  It 1s 
uic%ly held In th0 l n d - a s t r y ,  amanz the p u b l l c ,  end u l t h l n  the 
?ank?l of t h 3  F o r a s t  3erv iee  i t s 5 l f .  Lorkin& p r o p l e ,  e s p s c i t l l l y  
those s a n l ~ t i  a n d  h u l l n g  t l m b e r .  knou It too .  The age class 
structure of t h o  Fsrss t ,  as 0 PRsu l t  Of p a a t  f1143 an2 hsavy  
l o g ~ l n ~ , l s  a l r e a d y  com?ressed. One o n l y  hos t o  look a t  the 
r v s r a g e  b c t t  d l a m e t e r s  L;olng o u t  on 106 t r a c k  l o a d s  t o  k n w  this 

h'hp d o e s  t h e  R W P  .as" p e r s i s t  Ln t e l l i n &  us t h a t  '49 can 
q-pand o w  employment bnse by c d i t t l n g  g r e e t - r  end grsater - 

4 
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4e. Alternative L vas aimed e t  .&ximizing the  total volume or timber 
produced over B 200 year time horizon without a decline i n  any futuns 
decade (note t h a t  non-declining yield is alraya defined in tern Of 
cubic measwe, b o d  foot m e - 9 ~ ~  varyl. lhe ellovable sale 
quantity for this  alternative began a t  255 W F / y e a r  and elimbed t o  
455 HnBF/yeer Ltt the end or 2W years. 
t en ts t ive ly  su i tab le  lands be intensively managed for t i m b e r  
pmductian. 
do l la rs  and some "on-priced values. 
gnen sale quantity begiming st 202 m F / y e a r  and climbing t o  291 
MMsF/year after Mo yearb (these vo lues  do not include dead ldgepo le  
o r  other pmducts available for sale). 

Average dbh [diameter a t  brewt height) ves running a t  about 12  inches 
u n t i l  Pecently when markets for lodgepole pine improved and harvest of 
these smaller diameter trees began to increase. 
ladgePOle pine heavily durlng the l i f e  Of the Plan (10 t o  15 Years), 
Because of t h i s  l e  expect about 312 or the hervest  (on II volume basis) 
t o  be in the 10 to  12 inch dbh range (6% smaller and 632 larger). 
the f i f t h  decade. re estimate tha t  t h i s  will dmp to  161 (3s smeller 
and 81X l a rger )  because the proportion of lodgepole being harvested 
will decline. Details ere provided in the discussion on ut i l ize t ion  
standards i n  Apmendix B or the N S .  

TO do t h i s  r a U i P e S  that all 

mi* is. of COUPS~. very cos t ly  both i n  term0 or budgeted 
Ihe f i n d  Plan estimates B l i v e  

We expect to harvest  

BY 

rn 
N 
LD cn 
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&mount9 of smxl l c -  end s m a l l e ~  t i m b s p  for w h i c h  no o m  s e r i o u s l y  
b e l i e v e s  t h e r e  w i l l  be  a marka t?  

The a n s w e r  is d i s n a y i n g  i n  the  extrems. Champion I n t e r n a t i o n a l ,  
nossessing l e n d s  wh ich  have been. largely depleted of presently mer- 
chan t ib l e  flrnbet under  the rnana~e~ment  of^ St.. Regis. - 
Corpora t ion ,  w i l l  a t  che end .of:.teo .y~e.es  beco I s t a l l y  dependant  
i n  th13 n 4 n  on the remaining reserves i n  p u b l i c  ouns7sh ip .  
T h l r  c o n d i t i o n  is e x p e c t e d  t o  p e m i s t  l'ar soma t h i r t y  years. 
The t-e0 s i z s  c l n s s e s  in t h 3  f e d e r a l  d c n a i n  which  c a n  
n r o r i t a b l y  b s  p r o c e s s e d  by  t h e i r  c a p i t a l  equipment  w i l l  be 
d s 3 l s t e d  p a s t  p r a c t i c a b i l i t y  withL? the caning decade 
They want  t o  f i n i s h  up m i l l i n g  t h e  l as t  of t h e  old 6 r o w t h  
t i m b e r  and t h a n  p u l l  o u t  t h e i P  c a p i t a l  equipment .  T h e r  m y  
t h e n  w t t h d r a w  c o m p l e t e l y ,  or t h e y  may i n s t a l l  s m l l  106 m i l l s  
o r  some o t h e r  t m e  of wood u t i l i z a t l a n .  b u t  this w i l l  be 
e t  a lower o p e r s t i o n s  employment level'as t h s y  have seid 
t h e m s e l v e s .  The s t o r y  w i l l  n o t  u l t i m t e l p  be d i r r e r a n t  f o r  
the  r e s t  of t h e  i n d u s t r v .  as the" shcirs t h e  same resource b a s e .  .. 
The KlTFP p l a n  i n t ? n d s  t o  Bcmmodate  t h i s  i n d u s t r y  s t r a t say ,  
which far s i m p l e ,  h r d - h e a d o d  e f f e c t i v e  lo@ is d i f f i c u l t  
t o  h s n t .  T h i s  l o ~ i c ,  however, is d i r e c t e d  a t  indust- 
l n t s r e s t s  a n d  n o t  a t  t h a t  of t h e  l o c a l  working p o p u l a t i o n  
o r  the n u h l i c  ownership of  t h s  f o m s t .  8 s  one would expect. 
This l n t e n t l c n  t o  quick ly  l l C u i d a t e  t h s  r amin in& old e r a u t h  
s t a n d s  is mads e v l f s n t  by  t h s  Plan s c h e d u l e  ( . V-2 or t h e  
Pronnsed  P l a n )  f o r  road  b u i l d i n g .  
m s m u l e ,  some 3,070 will h a w  been compls t3d  bj 1995. 
These w i l l  tu-innrilv be r o a d s  d r i ?en  i n t o  Che remainins unroaded 
01.1 g rowth  i t e n d s  ( k x e s n t i n g  a t o k e n  g of  th911e s t a n d s  
y s s r v e d  t o  n r O t S C t  b i o l o g i c a l  v a l u e s )  a n d  i n t o  l o d g e p o l e  
s n l v e g e  u n i t s  whosc u t i l i t y  w i l l  b s  e x h a u s t e d  for the 
e i g h t y   yes^ I n t e r i m  needed  t o  p o w  anOth9r  c r o p .  $,.ill t h e ,  
sturip~ee F + t u m S  on  t h i s  P l r r t  en t ry  pay f o r  t b s e  m a d s ?  
110 way. This e x p l e i n s  one m a s o n  t h e  mlF must c l a i m  t h a t  
t h e s f  h l g h  c u t t i n g  l e v e l s  can b e  c a r r i e d  i n t o  tho  d i s t a n t  
f u t u r e .  T h i s  c o n t e n t i o n  is nacssrhry COP economic J u s t i f i c a t i o n  
Of tb r o a d  b u i l d l n g  program. our ar@:mn:s will i n d i c a t e  "hi 
t h i s  P e t u r n  w i l l  never  be r e a l i z e d .  vhet are Some Other mot ives  
f o r  this p r o s p e c t u s ,  whose lack of nal i sm is an open  s e c r e t ?  
They a m  t h m 9 :  1. The F o r e a t  3ervlce must make 3ome 
p r a t o n s e  of r e n s i n i n C  w i t h i n  NFilR l s g a l  s t a n d a r d s ,  which  
mquire a n o n d e c l i n l n s  f low of t i m b e r  h a r v e s t e d  a t  t h e  3nd 
of maximum z rowth  8 ~ 6 s  ( c u l m i n a t i o n  of meon a n n u a l  & r c u t h  

Cf some 5,890 miles i n d i c n t e d  

2. Tho p o l l t i c a l  l m p l i e n t i o n s  of p l a n n l n d  t o  a s s i s t  the 
c o r p a r n t i o n s  i n  l i q u i d a t i n g  t h e  l a s t  of t h a  o l d  g r o u t h .  
end t % n  abandon ing  tha  community t o  r m r & l n a l  " p i c k  over 
t h e  l e a v i n g s "  t y n s  of i n d u s t r i e s  Is p o l i t i c a l l y  u n s n l e a b l e .  
The? mus t  p r e t e n d  t h a t  som$thin(; else is happening .  

4 a  
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4a. Our analysis of timber ava i l ab i l i t y  fmm all ownerships i n  the area is e.") summarized in Appendix B Of the FEIS. 

Ye apologize fo r  an imprecise def in i t ion  Of "old-gmrth" i n  the Draft 
Plan. m e  g l o s s ~ p y  now defines "Old-growth" BS it WBS i n  the "Old 
Gmvth Habitat Guidelines" (Appendix I7 Of the Plan):  

A d i s t i n c t  successional Stage i n  the development of a timber 
stand generally chwacterized by 1) large diametep trees (often 
exceeding 20" dhh) with a re la t ive ly  dense. Often multilayer 
canopy. 2 )  the presence of large standing dead 01- dying trees. 3) 
dwn dead t rees .  4)  Stand decadence assaciateg with the presence 
of various fungi and hea r tmts .  5)  an average age often i n  excess 
of 200 years and 6 )  B basal area ranging fmm 150 to 400 square 
f ee t  per acre. 

"Overmature timber" is defined BS individual trees or stands of t rees  
tha t  in general are past t h e i r  maximum r a t e  i n  terns of physiological 
pmcesses expressed a.3 height. diameter and volume growth. 

"Old-grath" is a condition of B Stand tha t  involves B number of 
factors re la ted  t o  wi ld l i fe  use and physical appewanee of the stand. 
"Overmature timber" is a type of stand tha t  is generally past  its 
prime fmn a timber production standpoint. Old-gmth  stands are 
typically overmature. b u t  a l l  Overnature Stan& do not necessarily 
pmvide old-gmvth habi ta t .  

with these def in i t ions  i n  mind. we have inventoried o l d - p t h  on the 
Forest and determined tha t  a b u t  11% of the Forest acreage below 5.5W 
f ee t  i n  elevation is i n  t h i s  condition. The Final Plan re ta ins  10Z of 
the Forest acreage b e l w  5.500 f e e t  i n  elevation i n  th i s  condition. 
Thus over 90% of the ex is t ing  Old-growth w i l l  be retained. 
IM developed t o  access the mature and Overnature Stands tha t  w e  
scheduled for hamest .  

If the f i r s t  en t ry  in to  a drainage involved building the mads and 
harvesting all adjacent t i m b e r .  the  mads would pay for themselves i n  
the f i l g t  entry.  For many ~easons. as covered in the EIS. t h i s  is not 
B prac t ica l  appmach. 
timber is not harvested i n  the f i r s t  entry.  When the remaining timber 
is harvested. during several future en t r i e s .  the mad Cost9 are 
minima. The e n t i r e  analysis of long term fores t  management look9 a t  
the relationships between timing Of costs (mads. l o a i w  e t c . )  and 
t in ing  of returns (stump-). Our analysis shows that the mads will 
pay fo r  them8elYes O V ~ P  the long m. 
t h a t  the mad mileages shown BPB not B t a rge t .  
estimate of the mlleage needed to L ~ C C ~ S S  the projected timber 
h w e s t .  
the plan is implemented these estimates *ill be continually tested t o  
h u r e  t ha t  only the ainimillm mad network needed fo r  the timber 
pmgrm is ever bu i l t .  
mad c o ~ t r u c r i o n  is declining. 

The mads 

Roads are b u i l t ,  but most of the adjacent 

It is important t o  remember 
Rather they are en 

There is o F o e s t  goal t o  miniaire mad construction. As 

Recent experience indicates that  the ra te  of 
See Chapter I1 in t h e  FlnBl E I S .  
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3.  l lnb?l levaebly,  % m e  psap l s  I the  agency a c t u a l b j  believe 
i n  t h e i r  own scenario. The hail of s i l v l c u l t w a l  acodemia 
echo w l t h  wh l spor s  of g m a t l y  nc 
through t i m b e r  s t a n d  improvemnt t echn iques .  F h s t  this k ind  
Of t h ink ing  n s c l e c t s  is t h ?  r a c t  t h a t  it t a k e s  G r e a t l y  
a c e e l o r a t e d  budgets  t o  anp ly  t h e s e  techniques,  and t h e i r  oun 
P m s p e c t u s  does  no t  : e f i ee t  t h i s  monetary commitment, even 
though l t  assume4 OighSF a n p r o p r i n t i o n s  t h a n  ever f o r  t h e  XNF 
P a e r a 1  accoun t .  
Grant t h s s e  unnrecendented funding levsls and.  f u r t h 3 r m 0 m ,  
the budget p-ospectus Is domlnatad by road b u l l d i n g  and 
t imbar s a l e  a d n l n l s t r a t i o n .  

F o r e s t  manngsmnt Utopia  also camprlses t h e  n o t i o n  t h a t  
s m l l  s l r e  c l a s s e s  w i l l  become compe t i t i ve  t.h?ou;h t h e  
d e v n l o m e n t  of n4u u t l l l i a t l o n  t e c b n o l o o i e s  and mt rke t  

l e r a t e d  p m d u c t i o n  r a t e s  

P o l i t i c a l  l s a d s r s h i p  is h l g h l y  u n l i k e l y  t o  

. 
having a f o r e s t  or beanpole  t m e a .  

ThO KVFP Plan  c o l l a p s e s  t!m age  class s r u c t u r e  of the f o r e s t  
on the ground. that maximum produc t ion  c a n  be g a i n e d  by 
h a r v e s t i n g  a t  cm1.  This s t r a t e g y  n e g l e c t s  the f a c t  t h t  
markst c o n y t i t l v e n e s s  is more Lmportant t o  t h e  l o c a l  
economy t han  t h e o r s t l c a l  y i e l d  p o t e n t l a l s .  Yhat good is i t  
t o  grow mom and move wood that we c a n ' t  s e l l ?  Vie're Rlready  
dolng that. In  s i m n l e  lanwa2e: Harvest  a t  C?Y.I Y i e l d s  

- 

h l g h e r  product ion:  
nroduces n mora n- .o f l t ab l s  cpemation end c r e a t e =  comps t l t i venas :  
I n  t h e  msrket.  >!hich v i 1 1  be mora d e s i r a b l e  t o  future l o i c s r s ?  

b u t  a 70ngsp r o t a t i o n ,  say ZOO-yea~s,  

~ -I Ths same t h i n g  t h n t ' s  d e s i r a b l e  t o  PFeient-daY lo&fiers .  

K e l l ,  if th- plan m D m s e n t s  nn unwise management p o l i c y ,  how 
shou ld  I t  b3 changed7 6F?A 9 2 1 9 . 1 2 ( f ) ( S )  s t a t e s  "Reasonable 
alternatives which w v  Feauire h ehanae i n  e x i s t i n c  l a w  or - ~ ~~ 

~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ .  ~~~ ~ ~~ 

p o i i c y  t o  i m p l e m i t  s i x a l l ' b e ~ r o ~ m u i a t e d  i r  n e c e s s a r y  t o  
a d d r e s s  major public. issue... . Ir tiu, FOFest S E r v l C e  
has the  l a g a l  a u t h o r i t y  t o  d e v s l a p  n l t e r m t l v e  p lnns  that 
requlre s i y i f i c a n t  d e p a r t u r e s  frcm pas t  p o l i c y ,  t h e n  i t  
c e - t a i n l g  has  t h e  n u t h a r l t y  to i m p l s m n t  p r a c t l e a l  p rodl ro  
changes I n  th9 p;lblic l n t 9 r e s t .  

? h i s  is what w 9  sugGest: Le must d i v e r s i f y  OIL- l o c a l  woad 
PFodUCtS i n d u s t r y  I n  t k e  d i r s c t l o n  of small and m3dlum s c h l e  
f i n i s h e d  and p a r t i a l l ?  f i n i s h e d  p roduc t s .  By t h i s  we mean 
itsms I l k 3  p r e - f a b r i c e t 4 d  b u i l d i n g  pane l s  a n d  u t l l i t g  
Pu-ni ture .  The Porna t  Service l o  f u l l y  nuare t h a t  d i s c u s s i o n  

E 4 1 8  

Reswnse t o  Letter x312 - Protect the Yaak Committee, page 3 1 2 ~  
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4a .  The Pmpsed Action included B greet deal of commercial thinning which 

F i n a l  Plan and enhanced growth  is not Wetted fmm i t .  
rates 1184 in development of the Plan have been carefulhy Peviewed and 
compared t o  g r o w t h  rates seen in existing stands. 
that  the timber ~011ules estimated for  the Forest Plan are 
r e d i s t i c a l l y  achievable because s i m i l a r  volumes DCCUC in existing 
natural stands. 

Our experience has been that  the older t-8 (2W+ years) become 
dispmportionatly more expensive to  m i l l .  A combination of factors 
causes defects i n  the logs. 
(competitiveness) of a m i l l  operation is the u n i t  Cost of prducing 
lumber. 
t ree  is compared to  the value of the lumber prduced. a smaller t ree  
is often more desireable. Recently the industry hsp shown increased 
interest  in pUPChasing lodgepole pine which is more valuable on 
mrremt ma&ets than larwp trees of other species. 

(coNT.) enhanced stand gmuth. This practice w i l l  not be ~ommon under the 
The gmuth 

Our conclusion is 

5 .  

The key to economic v i ab i l i t y  

When the cost of dealing With a defect-riden. but v e n  large 4 a  

5 

6 

rn 
N VI 

m 
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of s c o n o n i e  l g s t r u c t u r i n E  has d o m i m t e d  t h s  l o c a l  media 
TO- OYBP a ??or. The agsncy hns the c l e a r  pub l i c  
- ? s m n s i b l l i t y  t o  a l d  t h i s  r e s t rue tu r :ng ,  bscause t h e r e  
is a p u b l i c  C O D S B ~ S U S  that i t  is nacessary,and because the 
agsncy c o n t - c l s  the Pesouree which is necsssarg t o  t h a t  
r z s t m c t u r i n g .  Such a process  canno t  o c c u r  w i thou t  agency 
c o o p e r a t i o n  and l s a d s r s h i p .  

b o n c e n t ~ o t i o n  on high-end p r o d u c t s  w i l l  allow nscesssry 
i n d u s t r i a l  d e v e l o m e n t  w h i l i  k sep ing  t imber  requirements  
w l t h l n  mom reasonab le  l i m i t s .  It w i l l  be hopsd that l a r g e  
s c a l s  i n d u s t r y  w i l l  m o m r a t e  w i t h  t h i s  s t r a t s i ; ~ ,  and i n  t h o t  
c ~ s e  t h e y  can ? l a y  o role which w:l l  b e n e f i t  e l l  p s r t l e s .  
t % v a - t h s l s s s ,  & incllustr 
b e n e f i t  conce rns  f d l - a i i a  i n d e v e n d a n c e y  -P that 

must be d i v e m i f l s d  in scale t o  
~ ~~ 

the  emJFgent economy w i l l  p o s s e s s  a broader  range of 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  t ypes ,  f o p  i n s t a n c e .  c o o o e r s t i v e s .  s m a l l  
n r r t n s r s h i p s ,  e t c . ,  a s  w e l l  as medium s c a l e  f a c i l i t i s s  o w a d  
by lsrger i n t41 . e s t s .  It is n z c e s s a r y  Cor t h e  FORtSt Service 
t o  s e e k  a consensus amon& a l l  p a r t i e s  f o r  s u c h  a 
z s t n i o t u r i n e  an3 then t o  f o r m u l a t e  B P o r e s t  Plan based an  
t h i s  cornensus.  Pursuance of t h e  p r e a s n t  cour se  r s p r e s e n t s  
a m i s e p v r o p r i n t i o n  of p u b l i c  resources. 

SEiTPUCTLTRING AND T E  LARGE CCRPORATIOBS 

?!ere is a p r e f e r r e d  scenariofor the  n e x t  t s n  yea r s :  Local 
h15iness grouns and government w i l l  c m c m  t r a t e  t h e i r  
d ? v e l o p m n t  nFoGFBm on hich-end product  wood i n d u s t r i e s  of 
several  d i f f c - s n t  t y p e s .  
nrocess by ollsring s x o e r t i s e .  ihsy  w i l l  downscale t h e i r  
l n r ~ o  106 m i l l i n g  r b t h e F  sooner than t h e y  might o t h s r u l s e  
have dons,  In o r d e r  t o  p r 8 s e r v e  a msourc9 bass b o t h  f o r  
s m a l l  local i n d u s t r y  s n l  t o  s t n n z t h e n  the f u t u r e  resource 
To? t h e i r  own r s t u r n  3ome t h i r t y  or so y-sars down the l i n e .  
?hey w i l l  b s c i n  irnmediotsly t o  r e c a p i t a l i z e  w t t h  s m a l l e r  
facilities Rimed st sunp ly ing  raw m a t e p i e l s  f a r  t h e  more 
d i v S r s i f i B d  l o c ~ l  i n d u s t r i e s ,  w i t h  Some m i x  of s h i p - o u t  lumbsr 
as wel l .  

F h s t  do*= t h e  i n d u s t r y  have t o  g a i n  in Civing u p  a s h a r e  of 
t h e l ?  l n s t  r s t u r n s  on t h s i r  p r e s s n t  c a p i t a l  e q u i p m n t ?  
?hey hove t h e  O n p m t u n i t y  t o  t r ans fo rm w h a t  will o the rwise  
be B glnrin( ;  sxanple of  t h e  d e s p o i l a t i o n  of a p u b l i c  
d source i n t o  a d e n a n s t r e t i o n  o f  e o r p o m t s  1.esponsibLllt.y. 
Such n move Should prove v a l u a b l s  t o  them. i*re than mast 
I n d u s t r i e s ,  the t imber  c o r n o r a t i o n s  C u l t i v a t a  a p u b l i c  imge 
of beinP: lon.: term c a r s t a k e r s  cf a renewable resource. !blare 

Largan indus t ry  w i l l  a i d  t h i s  

- 

on t h e  I (oots%l t h s y  havs a go lden  rh;nce t o  m e p  a p u b l i c  
r n l a t i o n s  coup by pFovin8 t h a t  t h + i r  c a m t a k e r "  i m p  i s  more 
than B p u b l i c  r e l a t i o n s  p o s t u r s ,  and we ,,?anise t u  he1 
r9nllzc t h i s  PI? b 3 n e f i t  i f  t h e y  w i l l  ? Z v ~ i T d d t % ?  

Response t o  Letter X312 - Protect the Yeah Committee. page 312f 

6 .  We agree that  diversification of the local industry t o  include 
finished ppoducts would be an important Step toward s tabi l iz ing the 
economy. There is nothing i n  the Final Plan that,vould hinder this  
development nor is there any change that could cadse i t  to  occur. 
Agencies exist a t  both the State (Department of Commerce) and the 
Federal ( S m d l  Business Administration1 level t o  support this  sor t  of 
reStNCtUPing. 

6 
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\:e also promise t o  defsnd than l a  the i n s v l t n h l a  c o n t r o v e r g  
which surrounds nnr c o n s e q u e n t i a l  m o w .  

"ow Mould such an a g l g e r m n t  a f f e c t  tlvl K o o t e n a l  F o r e s t  Tlan? 
The aeencpls plannlng s t a f f  will n a t u m l l y  fear t h a t  tho 
who19 plannlnG process will baeoms untracksd and he  s e t  back 
t o  a rudlmentarv a t o p e  of d e w l o a m e n t .  L s t  us n o t e  hers t h i l t  

t!wn t h i s  circunstance is B t a c i t  admission that p u b l l c  
D R r t l C l p s t l u n  is n o t  wanted. 

AN EXFlAFATICN OF OU9 C%P!fIC D I S P U Y S  - 
un p n ~ e  A 6 - 2  o f  the  volume er_o1?8cd Poresf Plan (nor the *?pcndir of 
the  D r a f t  Environmental I a c t  w, DEI?.) 1.1 a tabUe titled m m A s e  
Class d i s t r i b u t i o n  acres*able l ' a n d s ) ~ ~ .  ThIa  t a b l e  '.is r a i 8 n l f i c a n t .  
as i r  rcpreaents  a profile of the axe distributlm of the  preeent day 
forear end a p r o f i l e  of che future f o r e s t  as It  w i l l  devolve under the 
minegenenr of the proposed a c t i o n .  The future f o r e s t  column, unfortun- 
ately. lo n o t  labeled  inresard fo d a t e ,  and r e  wrongly assumed LheC i c  
reprerenrs the forest p r o f i l e  an the 50 year horizon. and completed an 
analysis bnried on t h a t  a~eumption. A c t u a l l y .  the facure f o r e a t  column 
depicts  the  200 p a r  horizon, a dare so far removed ee to  b e  rather ir-  
relevnnc t o  LL meaninxful diacusrrion of near term p o l t c v .  - 

7 

€462 
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1 .  The intent of this appendix "89 to display an estimate of the 
Si tus t ion  a f t e r  a long period of management. The t sb le  has been 
edited to  make clear tha t  the  "Future Forest" is 2W years i n  the 
?ut"=. 

On the following pese we have provided Charts  depiczing the age class 
distributions pmjected by the f i n a l  Plan. 
1s that the  timber i n  the r e m l a t e d  base that is OYBP 150 y e e s  old  
w i l l  he "liquidated" sometime between 50 and 1W years from now. The 
age distribution a t  the 200 year horizon is pmvided to  ind ica te  the 
long-tern poten t ia l  e f f e c t s  of the 3hmter term decisions t h a t  are 
incorporated in the  Forest Plan. The 50-year f o r e s t  is shorn i n  the 
following tab le  and the 200-year forest is displayed i n  Appendix 6 of 
the  Final Plan: 

Notice that the projection 

Am C W S  DIslRIBVPION - FINAL PUW 
(Acres i n  the Sui tab le  Timber Base) 

AGE CLASS' PRESEUC FOREST FIFTY YEAR FOREST 
0 -10 4.m 1 3 0 . W  

20 57.000 148.000 
30 0 168.000 
40 0 
50 218.000 
60 356.000 .. . 
70 0 
80 0 
90 0 
100 140.000 
110 0 
120 0 
130 19O.oW 
140 0 
15" " 
iG 297.W0 
170 0 
180 0 
190 0 
200 0 
210 0 
TOTAL 
SUITABLE 1,263,000 

158.000 
166.000 

0 
51.000 

0 
0 

103.000 
243.Mx1 

0 
0 
0 " 
I 

0 
0 

41.W 
0 
0 

Li9.wo 
1.263.000 

For modeling purposes average ages of e x i s t i n g  stands were used BS 
f O l l 0 " S  : - 20 years All SeedlingISepling Stands 

Poles h Immature Sawtimber (Mixed Conifer) - 60 years 
Poles h Immature Sawtimber (lodgepole pine) - 50 years 
Mature Sawtimber (Mixed Conifer I1 - 160 years 
Mature Sarri.ber (Mixed COniFer 11) - 130 ye- 
High Risk LOdgep~le Pine - 100 years 

Nan-stocked stands are shorn as age 0 t o  10 ye- 
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T h e r e f o r e ,  w e  obCeinerl  t h e  tletn f o r  t h e  10, 20, and 50 year horizons 
from KNF p l a n n i n g  personel in the  form of computer print-our a h c e t a .  
T h i s  data prover1 co Ihe i n  8 0  r o u ~ h  a f o r m  t h a t  i t  was not p o s s i b l e  LO 

validly trilck t h e  e x a c t  chancer tilet would  be W ~ O U R I I ~  a t  10 y e a r  
intervals. T h e r e f o r e  we d e c i d e d  to use o n l y  t h e  year 0 and t h o  year 
50 h o r l a o n s .  We ~ i v e  t h i s  d e t n  In t h e  following t a b l e :  

1C7 C1.22l': DISTI:lIIIITIIIII IC"?? (SII1.TADl.E LAiWSl __ .... - 
A c e  C V S S  I.?'iSl:,i'T L:O?,btST F I F T V  Y E A R  FOCEST - - I _- .- - - - - 
0- i n  m o o  182358 

201. 5 w o n  171535 
30 0 163560 
i,n 0 1113326 
50 228000 143155 
6n* 2 i h n n n  n . .... 
7 0  0 57710 
80 0 0 
90 0 0 

i n w  149000 SR190 
110 . 0 256164 
12n 0 
130* 206non 
ilrn n 
is0 0 
Iw* 364000 
1 ?" " .. 
l R O +  0 
190 
zoo 
210 

0 
0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 115706 

E-263 

*Pte*ent Forear A P . ~  Clnspes n r e  l u m p e d  as f o l l o w s :  
20-60. m 9 o .  100-120, 130-150. 160,. 

llnny O f  t h e  implicu2ion~ of t h i e  d a t a  ore more r e n r l l l y  n p p i r e n ~  i n  
p . r n l h l s  f o r m ,  t h e r e f o r e  w e  exfrnpoi'aarod I C  I n  t w o  d l s p l a y s  titled 
" l ine  e l a a a  d i s t r i h u t l o n  o f  the present f o r e s t "  nnd "The p r o p o ~ e d  
n c t l o n  f o r e s t  In fifty years. ' .  T h e s e  d l r p l a y s  rsni l t r  t h e  d o C r  8 8  

two nermnliaed curves. I l ~ r e  arc e few comments on our metlmd o f  
derivinp.  t1,e.e E Y I V ~ S :  

G I  

."I 
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The d n t n  :#e rcce ived  V I S  n r e r e n t s d  I n  a w r y  rough an4 inconsistent 
form. The fiP.uTe 2?8000 LIscsd for aqs c l a a r  50 i n  t h e  "Present 
Farest" colvrnn nppnrenr ly  m u s t  be d i v i d e d  b e m e e n  c l a e a e s  30 end 40,  
which are q u a n t i f i e d  b y  03s. The . m e  l a  t r u e  f o r  several o t h e r  classes. 
These eroupinia ore of d i f f e r e n t  l e n g t h s ,  and 12 r i l l  be noted c h a t  
w e  c l a a a  50 m ~ s t  bc d i v i d e d  between revious c l a s a c s ,  w h i l e  o t h e r s  must 
be d i v i d e d  between s v c c s e d t n q  ~Ia~ses-formed ChIa avcraglnl: 
and t r a n s f e r r e d  the  d a t a  points to our graph. Notice t h a t  ase c l r r a  . 
1601 In t h e  "Present  Fareat"  column end nne claas 2101 i n  t h e  " 8 i f t y  Yea? 
column are open ended. ! le  averaged che  1601 figure aver desndss  16 
throulih 2 5 ,  and ihc 2101 f i g u r e  over decade. 19 through 25 .  

I t  w i l l  ha noted t h a t  a % e  class 10 mean. 0-10, 20 neana 10-20 ,  and so 
f o r t h .  T h e r e f o r e  we placed Chese d a t a  p - i n t s  ar  t h e  halfway marks, 
t h a t  is, 5 ,  1 5 ,  2 5 ,  ecc. 

W e  hava ske tched  normnl i red  CY==B(I chrough our d a t a  points by a simple 
"eyebal l"  process .  Ne d e a l t  wi th  t h e  t a i l  end of t h e  curve by 
t a p e r i n g  o f f  wi th  a normal d i s C r i b v t i a n  C U N C  f i g u r e d  t o  approach 
0 ac 500 years. Svrely t h i .  is as good m o ~ e u m p r i o n  as any. 

The "Present  Forest" d a t a  ~ i v e a  an impoaaibly l o r  f i p u r a  f o r  z%~e class 
0-10. He akcfclied our l i n e  CD conform to d a t e  in the P i f r y  Year column. 

The d o t t e d  llne on. t h e  "E=opased--Acrion'l .sreph r e p r e s e n t s  P ~ O L E C L  t h e  Yaak 
C - i t t e e ' s  v l s u a l i r a r i a n  o f  a fuCure  f o r e i t  w i t h  B b e t t e r  age class 
d i s t r i b u t i o n  than t h a t  p r o g n o s t i c a t e d  bg t h e  KNF Propoaed P l a n .  

WlAT DO TIIEST: GRAPHS TELL US? 

F i m t  & t ' a  look ac the p r o f i l e  of t h e  p r e s e n t  f o r e s t  on araph  #I. 
Ile s e a  from oiir  curve t h a t  we have LI predominate ly  younp. f o r e s t  here. 
The paak of t h e  curve centers n e # r  a r e  70, end r e  have anorher  l e a e e r  
massinn a t  =?.e 1 3 5 .  The f i r s t  peak represents the  enornow acreaees 
t h a t  reOenerBted s u b a e i n e n t  to the  rest f i r e s  i n  the enrl 'y part of  
the c m t u r y .  The second peak may correapo"d t o  s i m i l a r  events  i n  t h e  
earl? m i d d l e  l R O O Z s ,  or it may be an a r t i f a c t  resurtinz from some 
1*ter d i e - o f f  of  e l n a a s e  I n  t h ?  90-120 year group i n d i c a t e d  by the 
slum%< in Che n i f i d l e  of  t h e  curve. In t h e  absence  of t h i s  slump we 
would have something apnraachiny, e normal b e l l  C I I T V ~ .  In m y  event, 
:if h l v e  e. f a i r l y  ba lanced  d i e t r i h u t l n n  w i t h  a maximum I n  the youngali 
c1anse*.  . 

T h o  135tycar  Prauping r e p r e s e n t a  t h e  p r e s e n t l y  u r l i r a b l e  t imber  08 

w e l l  as our b i o l o ? , i r a l l y  valuabl'c o l d  qrowth re~ource. 

 NO^, observe the curve on nraph- . '42,  r ' e p r e a e n t i n g  t h r  f o r e s t  50 y e a r s  
i n  fhe f u t u r e  f o l l o w i n %  t h e  implementa t ion  of t h e  Propoled Plan .  
!le s e e  h e r e  a r n d i e a l  trineformailon o f  the aqc ciaas 3Zructur-e. The 
zrcot hulk of che f o r e a r  is l e a s  t h a n  70 y e a r s  o l d ;  age c l n r a e n  r(re i ier  
than 160 years I r e  nlmosC "on-existent; and Lhore is a m l n o r  Rrauping 
of claaaes c e n t e r e d  around a x e  115. The d i p  cantered at a%s 75 is 
hard t w u n d e r * t s n d ,  b u t  may represent lodgepole  e c m d  conversion and 
t h e  effects of a lddqepole rocatinn c y c l e  r e t  at 80 years. 

. .  
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me age class grouping$ are averaged a t  t h e  ages shorn. 
f m r n o t e  &eve. 
Fina l  Plan for c l a r i t y .  

The figun, ahom for age clasp 0 v) 10 represents  non-stocked land and 
is died i n  FURPLAN with M i n i t i a l  age of zero. 

We have c a r e f u l l y  reviewed your phi losphicb l  Position and YOUP c h a r t s  
and discussion. 
increase ths proport ion of larger trees be ing  harvested on the Fores t .  
bu t  w i t h  total h a m e s t  
Action. 
achieves your d e s i r e s .  
age c l a s s  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  generated by Al te rna t ive  I B F ~  disp layed  on 
the following page. 
d ib t r ibuc ion  mom like it would a c t u a l l y  be i n  f o r e s t .  whi le  our 
column c h a r t s  show t h e  effects of ege -"ping that W a s  necessary f o r  
modeling purposes. 
p m m s a l  which we rill call A l t e r n a t i v e  PIY (Protecc The Yaek): 

See the  
'INS footnote has been added t o  Appendix 6 of the  

As we understand YOU.- p o s i t i o n .  YOU would l i k e  to 

a t  some level lwer than the Pmposed 

A sePie9 of Charts  d e p i c t i n g  t h e  m t i c i p a t e d  

Your "Better Balance Curve" d i s p l a y s  an age c l a s s  

We belive that Al te rna t ive  I (CurPMC Direc t ion)  e f f e c t i v e l y  

me fol lowing Table compares A l t e r n a t i v e  I to your 

ho6 CUSS DISTRIBUTION - 50 PEAR FOREST 
Current  Direction (Ut I) YS "Bctter Balance Curve" ( U t  PrU) 

(Thousands of Acres) 

10 
zo 
30 
40 
50 
60 
IO 
80 
90 
10Q 
110 
120 
130 
140 
150 
160 
170 
180 
190 
200 
210 
220 
230 
240 
250 
TOTAL 

0 

0 
0 

135 
310 
0 
0 
0 
10 
0 
0 

127 
0 
0 

290 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

5a 

E 

ALT fTY 
a8 
89 
88 
a7 
86 

81 
72 
64 
56 
47 

31 
27 
22 
21 
23 
28 
30 
29 
28 
25 
21 
17 

a5 

3a 
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note from paqe "-2, F'~opsed P l a n ,  t h a t  t h e  KNF a n t l c l ? a t e i  by year 
50 that I t  will have c o n s t r u c t e d  a t o t a l  of almost  11000 miles of  
road on t h e  Kooienri. Note f u r t h e r ,  on pace A1-1,  t h a t  of a t a r e l  
F o r e s t  area of  2 , 2 4 5 , 0 0 0  acres t h e  Kootenai  has  a s s i g n e d  1,186,000 
t o  the  s u i t a b l e  t imber  bade. This l a s t  Is t h e  land  t o  which t h e  preceed-  
i n =  graphs apply.  llosr of  t h o s e  11000 mlle l r  of road w i l l  be b u i l t  on 
t h i a  s u l t a b l e  t imber  b r a e ,  w h i c h  c o n s t i t u t e s  about  two-thirds  of t h e  ' 
Forest. T h i o  averages a u t  co B road every 330 y a r d s  or so L C I ' O Q ~  t h e  
enrim t imber  base. Some of these roads will be elsewhere than  t h e  
a u l t a b l e  base  60  we811 call It a road every .400  yards .  

so: ue'll have one-rhlrd o f  t h e  f a r e a e  i n  n o n - h e r v e s t a b l e  c a t e g o r i e s ,  
most ly  land  too expensive o r  e r o s i o n a l l y  damaging t o  log, x l t h  some 
m a l l  p e r c e n r a ~ s  (around 5 )  i n  w i l d e r n e s s  d e s i g n a t i o n s ,  The  res^ . 
w i l l  be patchwork OF even age s t a n d e ,  mos t ly  less t h a n  100 years old .  
and c l e a r c u t s ,  a l l  l a c e d  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  B maze of r o a d s ,  s v l r c h b a c k l n i '  
several flmes through e v e r y  -quare aectlon, avernglng b00 y a r d s  a p a r t .  
i i e  thought  we'd make a scale drawing using t h e s e  s p e c s  80.everyone  
could ref a p i c t u r e  of what t h e y ' r e  buylag, In to :  

THE FUTURE F O R E S T  
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While the  l i m i t a t i o n s  of s ta te -of - the-ar t  f o r e s t  modeling a&es M 

exac t  match t o  the d i s t r i b u t i o n  you pmpose extremely d i f f i c u l t .  
Al te rna t ive  I does come q u i t e  clmc and enovld e s s e n t i a l l y  respond t o  
yo"= C0"CBrnS. 

me timber y i e l d  t a b l e s  used In t h e  Forest  Planning Process  hove been 
reviewed and va l ida ted  by comparison LO e x i s t i n g  s tands  on the Forest  
and by w i n g  sel&ted s tanda  thmugh the l l l t e e t  ver81On of 
P m p o s i s .  
p r t h  p m j e c t i o n a  and has been revised several times s i n c e  the y i e l d  
t a b l e s  -re developed. 
p m j e c t i o r s  compare favorably to the latest version and t o  vol!meP of 
e x i s t i n g  s tands.  mere are some variances in s tand  a t t r i b u t e s  and no 
at tempt  has  been made to j u s t i f y  or axplain each one. 
volumes projected are reasonable based upon t h e  CompBrisons and do not  
w a r r e n t  r ev is ion  of the t a b l e s .  

Culmination ages were also checked on the  latest P r o p o s i a  run9 and 
Found to be in the 70 to 130 year ran=. 
t o t a l  Cubic f w t  y i e l d s  or only merchantable cubic  foot  y i e l d s .  
Therefore ,  t h e  m t a t i o n  eges used in the Forest Plan are considered t o  
be within NFXA Pequirements. 

CHFX's comments BPB addressed in the respotme t o  t h e  Montana 
Wilderness Associat ion which preamred  the CHU: r e p o r t  i n  i ts 
e n t i r e t y .  

8 .  

n e  l a t e a t  vers ion is the staGe-of-the-aPt procedure for 

Tho r e s u l t s  show that the y i e l d  t a b l e  

The t O t d  

lhis held  true us ing  either 

Unfoctunntc ly  w e  c o u l d n ' t  f l s u r e  out any way LO d e p i c c  t h e  raw,  
heaved e a r t h ,  t h e  s l a s h  p i l e s  and ~ e n e r ' a l  d e b r i s .  t h e  vuc atand. of 
l n i i l l n i  trees. and t h e  s i l t - l a d e n  ~ T r e n m s  ch:iC go w i t h  t h i s  p i c t u r e ,  
6uc perhaps t h e  reader  "111 exercise a modest q u a n ~ l i y  of imaqlnat ion.  
One can f i n d  n c o r r o b p r = f i n g  description, t i t l e d  "The F o r e s t  i n  10341*. 
on ~ p .  11-16, Proposed P l a n ,  but chin employs such c a r e f u l l y  b land  
l ' m g u q e ,  t h a t  If e l i c i t s  no v l v i d  hag=. 

I f  anyone t h i n k 8  t h a t  Chis v i a l o n  of t h e  road system Is comfor tab ly  
fir in the f u t u r e ,  t h e y  should refer Lo "Averaxe Annual Road Conetruc-  
Cion", p. V-2, to d l s c a v e r  t h a t  t h e  system w i l l  be 907. comple te  
w i t h i n  15 y e a r s  undcr t h e  proposed action. 

TIllDER ELRYEST AND YIELD ESTIMATES 

CIIEC ' a n a l y e t  Randal l  0"holc  (c.f."CXEC, Revlev p f  tl ic Draf t  
1:ooLensi F o r e s t  Illan and EIS", 1 Oct. '85,  on f l h  at t h e  KllP 
mYpervisorrs  o f f i c e  or r v a l l r b l e  from CXEC,  P.O. Box 3479, Eug~nc, 
Oregon 97403) r e v l e r c d  t h e  mathemst ica l  reasoning of t h e  KNFP 
Plnn. He discovered  t h a t  y i e l d  e s t i m a t e s  wfre nrorar7 overehtlmated. 
and he s p e l l e d  aut t h e  specific s c i e n t i f i c  i n v a l i d i t l e a  which 
produced t h i s  m e r c s t i m a t e .  He would l i k e  LO p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  t h c s e  
i n v n l i d l t i e s  are n o t  t h e  r e s n r t  of random c ~ r e l s s s n e s a ,  b u t  system- 
a t i c a l l y  c r e a t e d  LO I n f l a t e  lonp  term y i e l d  estimnres. t h e r e b y  
j u r t l f y l n g  h i g h  c u t t i n g  l e v e l s  f o r  t h e  coming ten y e a r  per iod .  L e t  
us quote *om= o f  t h c  salient p a s s a s e s  of O'Toole'n r e p o r t :  ' 

"CIIEC found serious problems r l t h  Kootcnni  t imber  y i e l d  t a b l e s -  
AlLbouSh t h e s e  problem. had already been poinLed out i n  Andy Srahl ' .  
review of t h o  1982 d r a f t  P lan ,  n a . ~ o r r e c t l o n s  have been  made S I ~ C F  
that t i m e .  

'?.-Forest planners used a comnutcr ~ro$ri lm c a l l c d  Fro%nas ia  to predXct 
f u t u r e  t l m b e r  y ie lds .  rlnnnera made L::o m o d i f i c a t i o n s  t o  Propnosis 
which sipnlficantly increased Its p r e d i c t i o n s  of t i m b e r  Zrouth.  Planner 
a l a o  modif ied the Prne.noris r e a v l c a  which f u r t h e r  i n c r e n b e d  eronth 
p r e d i c t i o n s  in younger r lmber  s t a n d s .  

",..Ry t h e  tine r e c m d  q r a v t h  timber has  rcnchcd t h e  a?c of e x i s t i n t  
m a t u r e  f inher ,  it Is p r e d i c ~ e d  LO have ~ r o m  f a r  more wood than  ex inLine  
s c a n d ~  have forlay. 

"...Planners a l a o  reduced tree m o r t a l i t y  I n  Proenosis t o  0.1 p e r c e n t  of 
t h e  atnnd hetwecn "*,ea 15 and 2 5 .  T h i s  ellowred s t a n d s  which may have 
been nvcro tocke4  t m  r e n n i n  overstocked--  w i t h  no r e d u c t i o n  i n  Q i o r t h .  

Is_._ P l b n n e r a  p r e d i c t e d  even more r a p i d  Trwrth of  s t a n d s  which are 
rnnnalerl usins nrecoinnercial  and commercial t l t fnn inne .  ..mixed c o n i f e r  
s t e n d s  r e c e i v i n g  ~ r e c n i n n e r c i a l  t h i n n i n e  only are expncced to grow 
2 5  p c r c c n ~  f . . : ter  t lvn etnnr la  r e c e l v l ~ ~  no t r e a ~ n c n t ,  and preconmerclali 
th inned  LPP s t a n d s  crovr over 40 percent fnaLer  than  ""Created s t a n d s .  

0- The r e s u l t s  of precommercial  rn4 commercial r h i n n i o n s  combined are 
ev:n more arnnzin:. H C 1  (IIIICON I ,  hip.hly p r o d u c t i v e  mlxed c o n i f e r  
stand.) s t a n d s  which arc th inned  three n e a r l y  double  t h e i r  g roxth .  

- 

rn 
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".ill r c m r l s  r rb lch  are t h i n n e d  t w i c e  increase E r o v t h  by abouL tvo. 
t1,irda or more. 

sf... The l n n ? e s t  a f u d l e s  o f  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h i n n i n q  oil growth  r a t e s  
have been done in t h e  p o c l f l c  l l o r t h w e s t .  T h e s e  s t i td ie9  h a v e  been  
incorporared  I n t o  n computer model c a l l e d  Jouglaa-Flr I n t e n s l v e  
Itannp,eme"f ( D F - S I l i ) .  

"... hccordlnp, t o  Fores t  Servlce -General T e c h n l c n l  Renort P N U - 1 3 5 ,  
:rhich g l v c 3  qenerel r e a u l b  f r o m  D f - S I N ,  t h e  volume n t  h a r v e s t  
s h o u l d  not be  more t h a n  a b o u t  25 percent (h i ,qher )  t h a n  t h e  volume of ~ 

unmnna~ed s m n d o .  S t a i d e  r e c e l v i n q  both  precommerclal and commercirl 
t h l n n i n p , s  m y  produce 35 percent  more v o l u m ~  t h a n  uiimsnaeed stands. 
Conmercial r h i n n l n n s  o n l y  may lncreaae volvme b y  8 8  much as 10 percent. 

"These  reeu lra  c o n t a s t  s h a r p l y  w i t h  t h o s e  o f  t h e  Kootenal  y l e l d  t a b l e s . .  
AlYhouRh Kootennl f o r e a t  t y p e s  are n o t  Lhc same as t h o s e  of  t h e  Douglas 
f i r  f o r e s t s  rrncaaenred by Df-SIN, t h e r e  is no reason to  e x p e c t  t h a t  
mixed c o n i f e r  s t a n d s - -  w h i c h  ar_e 2 0  t o  40 ps rcen t 'Ooup , l . e - f l r - -  w i l l  
r e spond  t o  t h l n n i n s s  any b e t t e r  t h a n  D o u g l a s - f i r  alone. 

'I... I n  sum, y i e l d s  which  may a l r e a d y  be 34 to  115 p e r c e n t  t o o  hlp,h. 
as  shorn I n  r o b l c  t w o ,  are p r e d i c t e d  t o  b e  even greeter by 20 t o  100 
percent v l t b  ~ h i n n l n g s : '  ( I n  f a c t ,  t h i s  would produce  II compounded 
e f f e c t  and c r e a t e  errors which  c o u l d  b e  w r o n ~  by orders of  map.nlrude. 
T h i s  h e m s  t h a t  K N f  y i e l d  e s t l m n t c 4  may b e  o u t  of  renllty's b a l l p a r k  
a l t o s e t h e r .  E d . .  QKC) 

"... Planners used normal ' y i e l d  T a b l e s  s u c h  8s T h e  Y i e l d  O f  Douploo-Ftr ________  In t h e  Q n c l f i c  i!orth!rest (UShA T e c h n l c n l  B u l l c t ~ Z ~ & ~ Y -  - 
Even-Aced S t e n d e  o f  Ponderoas  r i n e ( I J S J A  T e s h n l c a l  RYlletln630) 
conc lude  t h a t  atanda xoul4 r e a c h  CrlnI much sooner t h a n  p r e d l c f e d  by 
Prosnall.. 

"...pIannsrr ndjuated  Proznoslil outputs by Increaslng x r o u c h  be tween  
ages 40 and 60 t o  make stands c u l m l n s t e  e a r l i e r .  

" . . . p l a n n e r s  i n c r e a s e d  Growth b e t w e e n  ages 40 e n d  69 by t h ree  t o  
t h r e e - a n d - o n e - h a l f  times. 

"Planners baaed (their) assumption ( o f  t h e  age) t h a t  unmane~ed *rands 
r e , > c h  C I l A I  on t a b l e s  in T c c h n l c i l l  B u l l e t l n  6 3 0 ,  and other normal y i e l d  
t .:blcs whlcb  rerlresenr' .al l  trees in t h e  s t e n 4  over n h a l f  l n c h  in 
d l a m e t c r .  I lavevcr,  t h e  y i e l d  date i n  fORPLAl1 represents o n l y  t r e e *  
over s l x f f o r  l oda=po le )  to seven ( f o r  o t h e r  e p e c l c s )  In dlamccer. 

" T h l ? ~  d i f f e r e n c e  l a  l n ~ m r t o n t  end c o r r e c t l n p  it results ln major 
chnn5ea  in t h e  d.%ta.  
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F ~ C S L  13  an  "a ld -? rou th  4 e f i c i C "  f o r e s t .  wh ich  m $ m s  t h a t  t h e  
a v e r a c e  vo lv inc  of Limber which p l a n n e r s  e x p e c t  t o  n r O I  i n  LI r a t a t t a n  
is greater t han  t h e  a v c r n q e  volume now found on t h e  F o r e s t .  1" s u c h  
a situation, Immediate  t i m b e r  h a r v e s t  l e v e l s  .re l i m i t e d  by t h e  
amount of Limber a v a i l a b l e  for h a r v e s t  r a t h e r  t h i n  t h e  e x p e c t e d  furure  
gracr th  o f  t h e  t l rnber .  

"BY e s i u m i n ~  t h a t  CEIAI Cakes place by q e  7 0 ,  planners g r e a t l y  I n c r e a a e d  
t h e  amount of t i m b e r  which r i l l  be  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  h a r v e s t  in t h e  next 
few decades .  T h i s  alloxs F0RPL.W Lo q r e n f l y  i n c r e a s e  f i r s t  d e c a d e  
h a r v e s t s  over  t h e  levels which c o u l d  be  allowed if a h l R h e r  minirnun 
h n r v a s t  ape were used. I n  effect, t h e  r educed  harveat  nqe  a l l o v a  more o 
r a p i d  l i q u i d a t i o n  o f  old-growth cimber .  

' I . . .  a major f a l l d o v n  in h a r v e s t s  may t a k a  place when t h e  c u r r e n t  
o ld -g rowth  i n v e n t o r y  is gone." Perhapa  in .oay ,  15 y e a r s 1  , 

Hell, garbape  in, g a r b a g e  out, bur  j u s t  t h e  g a r b a g e  t h e  t i m b e r ' c a r n p a n i e s  
r a n t e d  t o  h e a r .  

O'Toale'a r e v i e w  is  c q e n ~  and and t h a r o u g h .  It s h o u l d  be  r e a d  by 
eve ryone  I n t e r e s t e d  I n  R o o t e n a i  Forest management. 

Now let us look B e  OY_C Rraph t Z .  The  bump in our 5 0  year 'Re cUaas 
d i s t r i b u t i o n  CYNC e x t e n d i n g  f;om year 85 to year 145 representi t h e  
t i m b e r  which w i l l  be  utilisable I n  t h e  f i f t i e t h  year 01- t h a t  l a  movinR 
inco u t i l i z a b l e  anes. Our d a t a  t a b l e  t e l l s  us t h a t  t h i s  bump * l g n i f i e s  
4110,flOO ecrea. By t h e  rime the 60 y e a r  o l d  Limber group moves into 
B 1 2 0  y e a r  old uzilizatian age, 60 y e a r s  I n t e r ,  r e  w i l l  hove  had 
a v a i l a b l e  an a d d i t i o n e l  143,000 acres f o r  (I rocal of 5 4 3 , 0 0 0 .  

His1  t h i s  l a n d  aupplg enoush t l m b c i  for p r o j e c t e d  h - n e a t  needa d u k n g  
t h a t  s i x t y  y e a r  periarl? The KooLenAi p r e d i c t s  an averaqe increase Of 
307. i n  t i m b e r  put un f o r  sale w e r  t h e  n e x t  5 0  y e a r s  a b m e  t h a t  which 
h a s  p r e v a i l e d  d u r i n $  t h e  l a s t  10 years ( s e e  p. V z l .  Prariosed P l a n ) .  
They  a n t i c i p a t e  11,900 acres in c1earcuI~ and 2000 acre* in s e e d  Cree 
cuts p e r  y e a r  du r inR  t h e  next d e c a d e ,  t o  sustain II lesser h a r v e s t  t h a n  
r h o t  of t h e  following decadea , , (AppendIx  2 ,  112-1, KtIfPP). L e t  us a811mme 
t h a t  t hey  a c h i e v e  some ' ' .  .' ' .. r e a s o n a b l e  increase in y i e l d  
rates d u r l n h  t h o s e  decode3 and t h e r e b y  can acquire t h e i r  30% u a i n g  t h e  
sane y e a r l y  aoount of land 88 the f i r s t  d e c a d e ,  14,000 acres. 

sa hov much l a n d . . v i l l  be  requlred t o  p r o v i d e  t i m b e r  d u r i n g  The aforcmen- 
r l o n c d  s i x t y  y e a r s  f o l l o u i n y :  t h e  end of t h e  planning h o r i z o n ?  
1 4 , 0 n 0  X 60  = 8 4 0 , 0 0 0  acres needed f a r  i h c  who le  p e r i o d ,  o r  2 9 7 , 0 0 0  
less t h a n  t h e  5 h 3 . 0 0 0  acres LhoL ,,>ill have been  ava i l ab l ' e .  They rill 
b e  f o r  a h o r f ,  and t h i s  nriumenr i l s s ~ r n e s  Chnt t h e y  t o t a l l y  o b l i t e r a t e  
t h e  entire i n  t o  14fl y e a r  a x e  closs. Tbia  i r  what O T o a l e  meanaiby 
ta__.n m a j o r  f r l l r l o n n  i n  h a r v e s t s . .  .", el thoup.h we hJve n o t  even b r o u e h t  
i n f l a t e d  y i e l 4 ~  i n t o  t h e  ouestion. Those i n f l a t e d  y i e l d s  are needed 
to avo id  t h e  above conclurion. 

Is t h i s  k i n d  of  o h o r c f a l l  i n e v i t a h l e  i f  t h o  KHFF P l $ n  is a d o o t e d ?  
No. P a i l v r e  to m a i n t a i n  market c a m n e t t t i v e n e e a  w i l l  b r i n R  t h e  who le  
propram c r a r h i n r :  do- lonp b e f o r e  t h a t .  
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Response t o  L e t t e r  1312 - P m t e c t  t h e  Yaak Committee. page 31zP 

The use of MY discount  r a t e  (41 i n  Fores t  Planning) ineOrpOPates t h e  
concept of " t i m e  value of money". This  concept i n f e r s  t h a t  income 
der ived  now is more valuable  than income derived later and t h a t  
expenses incurred now are nore c o s t l y  than expenses incur red  later. 
This  Concept is b e s t  i l l u s t r a t e d  85 follows: Oiven the choice.  would 
you p r e f e r  that I give YOU $100 today o r  w a i t  and g i v e  it to  you two 
years f r o m  now. If you chose t o  take  the  money now. you understand 
t h e  concept. 

In order t o  maximize the  value of B mesource i n  d o l l a r  terms the  
genera l  approach is t o  delay c o s t s  as long as p o s s i b l e  and gain 
r e t u r n  as soon 85 poss ib le .  Thus. your Suggestion t h a t  timber values 
be reduced is an a r w e n t  t h a t  reduces t h e  value of the  longer  
r o t a t i o n  you have proposed. 
exist. the site prepara t ion  and p l a n t i n g  c o s t s  occur at t h e  very 
begLDning of t h e  m t a t i o n  so for present  n e t  value to be maximized we 
want t o  ga in  the Pet- f m m  harves t ing  t h e  timber as e a r l y  as 
poss ib le .  Obviously the timber must be at least merchantable before  
i t  has  value and a t  same time the  discounted value is maximized. 
Delaying t h e  harves t  reduces the  present  n e t  value of t h e  s tand .  
Reducing an t ic ipa ted  r e t u r n  makes t h e  eC~nOmiCBlly-preferPed h a m e s t  
age e"- younger. 

Appendix 8 of the €US inc ludes  an a n a l y s i s  t h a t  explored t h e  e f f e c t s  
of changing ecanmic values .  

8.  

I n  t h e  simple ease where roads d r e a d y  

9. Our analys is  (Appendix B of the  €US) Show t h a t  t h e  Present  n e t  value 

me Final 
The 

of the Forest  can be maximized by managins 1.337.WO acres for timber 
pmducticm given II new S e t  oF ecooo(1ic d a t a  ss you Suggest. 
Plan calls for managing 1.263.wO acres far t i m b e r  product ion.  
p o s i t i v e  net present  value is ca lcu ia ted  in t e rn  OF 2W YCBPS of 
F o r e s t  m a g e w n t .  
pmduee a n e t  cos t  BS long as the  present  n e t  value of management over 
200 years  is maximized. 

h y  PaPtiCulaP en t ry  t o  a s tand  OP area may 

1 " q R B R  VALUES AND THE MILRKEI PLACE 

l e t  us d e l v e  once anain i n t o  O"?oole'a revie-vi 

"Yootenai  planners based t imber  values on hikh  b i d  prices r e c e i v e d  
from s e l e c t e d  t i m b e r  sales s o l d  b e t w e e n  1974 and 1980." And .le would 
add th . i f  much of t h i o  t imber  h a s  r e c e n t l y  been t u r n e d  back I n  che 
G r e a t  Amerllcan Duy-back p r e c i s e l y  hecause it vas overb id  in the f i r e c  
place .  

" Y e t  t imbcr  v n l u e s  h w e  f a r l s n  s i n c e  1980. NaJor and permanent 
c h r l n ~ , c s  In bankinp, and savlngs and l o a n  l n d u o t r l e s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
p r i c e s  w i l l  nor reach  t h e  l a t e - - 1 9 7 ~ l * ~  levels q a l n  soon.'* 
words,  you d o n ' t  have fo be John Maynard Keynes Co f i x u r e  0°C t h a t  
you d o n ' t  p r e d i c t  l'ons,rterm p r i c e  t rends  from t h e  m o s t  extreme per iod  
of b i d , l i n e  frenzy t h a t  yon can I so la te  In t h e  long  annals of h i s t o r y .  

'*...the 1985 RPA Prop.rrm v e d t c t a  much smaller p r i c e  lncrcereo o v e r  t h e  
nenc feu years .  tiore r e c e n t  work by Adam and I layncs,  who made all t h e  
XPA p r o j e c t i o n s .  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  even t h e  1985 RPA p r o j e c t i o n s  are 
o p t 1 n i a t i c .  

In ocher  

,#A. . .  recent stumpage p r i c e  e q u a t i o n  developed by t h e  ReRionaI 
O f f I c e  indicates t h a t  t h e  Kootennc plan equation does n o t  even 
a c c u r a t e l y  p r e d i c t  prices b l d  since 1'980... t h e  new e i u a t l o n .  bnaed on 
sales s o l d  bervcen  June 1980 and June 1984, produces va luer  over 20 
p e r c e n t  lesi than  t h e  e q u a t i o n  used in t h e  F o r e a t  Plan." 

The forenoin? i n r l i e a i e s  t h a t  t h e  Kootenai s t r e t c h e s  t h e  r e c e i p t  a i d e  
of t h c  l e d g e r  a i  for as a b u l l i a h  imagination xi11 t a k e  i t .  7 h a t  about  
co.r.*1 

O'Toale r e v e a l a  t h a t  t h e  KNF h a s  techniques for concealin% "below Cost" 
seles, that i s .  sales where receipts ore lees t h e n  CoStsL "CHEC exemlnel 
several timber sales and found evidence  t h a t  forest m a n a l e r e  sell 
t imber  on very ~ t e e p  slopes o n l y  by "croas- .ubsidir inx" i t  w i t h  L i m b e r  
on p.an t le  s l o p e s .  Thc gent le -s loped  timber "89 sold at B lower value 
LO 4 i v e  ~purchPser (~  an I n c e n t i v e  t o  t a k e  t h e  s t e e p - s l o p e d  timber." 

Ila n o i n t o  out: ,'These 1 0 % ~  revenues c o s t  c o u n t i e s  as lrel l  as t h e  
F e d c r r l  GOVernnEnt.. Counties receive 25  percent of E r D B B  F o r e s t  re- 
c e i p t s  t o  use f a r  roods  and schools.. These C ~ O  sales ( t h a t  h e  had 
pcevlnvaly  d i s c u s s e d )  c o s t  tianLana ~ o u n i l e l i  n e a r l y  $12,000." 

Fur thermore ,  "...meet (skyline) anyea r e t u r n e d  so l i t t l e  t h a t  the.! were 
u n l l k c l ~  t o  cover sale ! , rcn .? rn t lan  and a d m i n i a t r o t i o n  COITO. Corrected 
t imber  n r i c e r  u o v l d  n r o h , b l ?  ahov t h a t  m o s t  slopcs o v e r  40 percent 
. * I l l  loa* money. 

"nr',cr ty , ,es  o f  s a l o r  .Ii.ich can ilc exi.ect.d to lost money a r e  comm.xcie~ 
t h i n .  .?".I P r l c r  i n  roa.ll?s" n r c l s .  

"Timher sales In "any r a n d l e s s  areas v l l l  s l s o  r e q u i r e  0 subs idy .  
F o r c 9 t  plonncrs ra r i rnnte  t h s t  roilrllesa oreas * I  11 require ,  at nrrlmum, 
5.R m i l - o  o f  r O n 4 s  per s n l 1 . 3 ~ ~  m i l e  of Slnd.  On alo?ees Y n d c r  40 

- 
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Qovnr. h i  W I C I I  t h e  c r o e a - a ~ h ~ l d l z n t i o n  O C ~ O ~ S  ~ I b p e s ,  t h e  t l m h e r  
o a t s i r l a  t h e  roaclless areas i r l l l  be sol'd far  n lower p r l c c  t o  91ve 
o u r c h n s e r a  t h e  I n c e n t i v r  to bug t h e  sale even thou7.h t h e  roads i n t o  
roarlleaa a r e n s  are more cosily t h a n  t h e  timber t h e y  access 1s worth.-* 

"Planners overcstimrie9 of t i m b e r  values had e major e f f e c t  On FOPPLAN. 

Except  f o r  t h e  c u r r e n t  d l r e c r i o n ,  every a l t e r n a C i v e  In  thc €IS 
proposra  a lar-e increase  i n  proxcnmned timber h a r v e s t s .  

"CorrCctln? ti>- t idier p r i c e s  would chance  t h i s  d r a m r t i c s l l y .  moat 
steep Innda, many roadless a r e a b ,  end some of t h e  l o d ~ e p o a e  p i n e  t y p e  
wonid be e l h i n a t e d  f rom t h e  e u i t a b C e  t i m b e r  base. . ."  

0"roole conclarlea,  'I P h n n e r a  should correct ho th  r p b e r  values and 
t i m b e r  price trcnda and s e l e c t e d  FORPLAN runs LO d e t e r l i n e  I P  t h e  e f f e c t s  
of t h e s e  ~ h m . : e e  are r l z n l f i ~ ~ n t .  I f  t h e y  are, as Cllr;C p r e d i c t e ,  t h e n  
oil o l t e r n i t l v o i  ' w o u l d  h e  rerun and mew a l t e r n a t i v e s  shou ld  be 
d e s i l n e d  to re9ponrl t o  t h e  chanRes i n  vlouer."  

Sa m c h  f o r  tte c o s t  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of Forest Service o p e r a t i o n .  
What a b o u t  c e i n n e ~ l t l v e n e s s  I n  t h e  market? !ie've a l r e a d y  mentioned 
our c i l r rent  noor m a r k e t  p s i t i o n ,  t h e  u n l i k e l i h o o d  nf eoca1,Enl: 
c o n p e t l c i o n  frnm t h e  rest of t h e  r e a l  world, and the ldck of d e s i r n b i L l t g  
or t h e  youne one c l n s a c s  on which the Proposed  P l m . r r i l 1 .  l n c r e r a i n ~ l y  
d e p e n d .  i ! w  c o n r i d r r  t h a t  t h e  P1an.s o p e r a t i o n  eequlrcs an Inc'reasing 
budxet  f o r  t i m h s r  d e  a d m t n i s t r e t k o n  and raad b u i l d i n e ,  and ask 
p a n r s e l f  how likely I t  l a  t h a t  a rnx-paylnr: c a n s r i t u e n c y ,  crenpcd by a 
Star llars f e d e r a l  h u d . - e f .  v i 1 1  c o n ~ i n u e  I n d e f i n i t e P y  LO €und LI d e f i c i t  
timber e n l e  proqram. Now c o m p e t i t i v e  w i l l  the i n d u s c r y  be when it h a s  
to f a m  these b i l l s  a lone?  L e t . .  net real, am t h e y  say. 

Of course, t h e  rronoscd P l a n  was n e v e r  m e a n t  to be reel. It merely 
alms to p r o v i d e  I facile c o n t e x t  f o r  t h e  n e x t  ten ye-rs  o f  r a p i n e  

i i n  which t i l e  lumber  conpanlea h q  to run the bulk of t h e  r ema in ing -  
h ip ,h -va lue ,  o l d  c r o o t h  aowfirnber t h r o u q h  t h e i r  m i l l s .  

E 4 7 0  
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10. Sorry. we i n a d v e r t e n t l y  sk ipped  number 10 when numbering t h e  comments 



-19- 312 P 

- 0I.C GSO>!TR A N Y  FOREST AGE C U S S  DIVEWITY 

While KNF personnel must be applauded f o r  p - sen t lnd  t h e  
on ly  s p e c l f l c  p ~ 0 g r 6 m  f o r  o l d  & r o u t h  mn6gsn.Jnt t o  be found 
among t h e  F o r e s t  P l a n s  of Ilealon One, we must I n s i s t  that 
t h e i r  p r o p o s a l  is q u i t e  i nadequa te  t o  glve recsonable 

This  issue is e x t r e n o l y  impor t an t .  Thesa o ld  Growth s t a n d s ,  
nw d m . s t l c s l l y  diminished from 20 gears ago,  r s ? r c l e n t  the 
core of t h 9  FBSOUPEB upon which we must  depend f o r  h v i a b l e ,  
n9ar o r  mid-term I n d u s t r y .  

Thsy 0140 r e p r e s e n t ,  8 s  t h e  Proposed P lan  a l l o u s ,  impoTtant 
nnl s o w t i m e s  c l ' i t i c a l  h a b i t a t  for spprax lma te ly  20% of 
a l l  wildlife s p e l e s  an the Foms t .  Xoat o f  . these l i s t e d  
sneclas  a r e  biFda,  b u t  Weass ls ,  martens,  fishers and  f l y i n g  
squirrels a m  n l s a  Inelud-d among o l d  g m w t h  dependent  species. 
he  would add t h e t ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  P l a n  doas not  m n t i o n  thorn, 
blhck bea-s also find B v e r y  i n n o f t a n t  food reaource I n  the 
EnrpanteF ants and g rubs  which infest  l a r g e  elass r o t t l n e  
t imber.  Vie c i t e  the Plan's lock of a t t e n t i o n  t o  the ways 
i n  which o l d  growth d imin l s imen t  may a f f e c t  the faertind and 
denning needs of t h e  b l ack  b e a m .  

p r o t s c t i c n  t o  the PeSO"I.Ca. 

- 

~ h s  p ~ ?  Plan s t i p u l a t e s  t h a t  8$ of the o l d  growth found w i t h i n  
t h e  s n l t e b l e .  t?mbsr base" w i l l  be r i v s n  soec ia l  manauenent. 
T h - v ' l l s t  only one reference i n  tw?? b i b l i o g r a p h y  ( t h e  Juday,  
197?, m c t i o n e d  UT p. L17-9 v a s  net :o be f&d r h o r e i n ) :  
!4eC?ellan. B.R., " R e h t i c n s h l p  becueen nole-nesting bl-ds ,  
f o m s t  sners. and decay i n  ves-.e)m LaPch - Doudlas f l r  forest3  
if th9 NorEhemRoclr, Ilbuntains".  
source 83 a bas18 o f  p o l i c y  fop one of t h e  b l o l o g l c a l l y  most 
c r i t i c a l  aspec t s  of f o m s t  managamant? This d'cmxant is n=th i% 
~ O P B  t h c n  a U n l v e m i t 7  of rlontana Ph.D t h e s l s .  L e  have not  had 

Hou r e l i a b l e - I s  t h i s  slngle 

t h e  opportunity of see ine  it, end w h i l e  it my well be ti p iece  
o f  v a l i d  and u s e f u l  r e s e a r c h ,  we must s t r o n c l y  doub t ,  g i v e n  
i t s  t i t l e ,  thnt It s u p p l i e s  an  adsquate b m i 3  for d e t e r m i n l w  
that t h e  Kootenai  F o r e s t  cans a r s l y  c u t  dawn 92% Of t h e  o ld  
g o w t h  w i t h i n  ths timb?r base. Note also t h a t  t h e  P l a n  (KNFPP 
p. A17-91 i n d i c a t e s  t h l s  8% as on a b s o l u t e  m i n i m u m  r;iuon in 
t'l5ir l i c c l e l l n n  reference. 
t h l s  & aims a t  pressruing only minimum v i a b l e  p o m l a t i u n s  

A S  KNFPF 11-17 Z i T i F 9  make c l e a r ,  

of old growth dependent apsc ies .  This  lsaves no S a f e t y  Mrg in  
cent h l j u l o ~ i c o l  history.  -nonuliitlonsuhatnnevar. Re 

!vis demons tmtod  all t o o  tho rough ly  t h a t  anlml species 
lgducBd t o  m i n i m u m  h a b i t a t  bases  B F ~  psrched on t h e  edge 
of d l a p a t e r .  

TLle KW?P, DTIs,  s o l .  11. p. 111-61 s t a t e s ,  "Bpuroximately 
25; of all th2 WilClife  species on t h e  F o r e s t  f i n d  p?*fePred 
h a b i t a t s ' i n  old growth and some may be entLT$ly dependent  
on s u c h  h a b i t a t . "  L e  will absolut01Y no t  s t a n d  s t i l l  f o r  
the !W a t t o m i t l n g  t o  men*@ t h e s e  sbscles un the  edsa  cf 
" ! a b i l i t y  w i n g  m. i<cc le l lan's  Ph.D t h e s i s  as a nanoaement 

11 
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~esp~nse to Letter Y3lZ - Pmtect the YaaL Committee. page 31Zr 

11. The Fina l  Plan ca l l s  for removing Management Area 13 (old-growth) f m m  
the regulated timber bsse and increases i ts  s i ze  so that 101 of the 
Forest acreage below 5.500 feet  i n  elevation will be i n  old-growth 
conditions a t  a l l  times. 
old-gmvth on the Forest (sea response 14a above). 

This pmtects  over 901 of the existing 

& a i d e l i n s .  
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tPented i n  such  m n m r  &to  provlde t h s l r  optindm h L b l t a t  
i o t e n t i a l .  144 13 Timber Standbrds (p .  :1:-53) s t l i t e ,  "This 1% 
is s u i t a b l e  COP t imber  n roduc t lon .  Final h a r v e s t  Will n o t  U C C U S  
u n t i l  the  s t and .  b-enuse of insects. d i s e a s e .  or c a t a s t r o p h e  ulll 
no t  provide o l d - & r o u t h  e h a r n e t e r i s t l c s . "  This 13 B rat!iEF 
n e c u l l z r  s t a t a n e n t .  A* the nl€'pP AppndFx d i s e u s s l o n s  of 
C a v i t y  Heb i t a t  Xs,iuement Gu ide l ines  (A-16) 6nd Old G?owth 
H a b i t i t  C h a r a c t i r i s t i c s  and iknagement G u i d e l i n e s  ( A - 1 7 )  makes 
clear, t h e  mast imDortant c h o r a c t s r i s t l c s  of o l d  growth r e s i d e  
in i ts  dscndent  q u a l i t i s s ,  uhieii  P m v l d e  ns s t in ; ;  cnvltias 
end insect food f a r  o l d  growth w i l d l i f e .  How can s u c h  a 
h a b i t a t  be too  decadent  t o  m i n t a i n  o l d  arowth  v a l u e s  and y e t  
s t i l l  be v a l u z b l s  I OF t imber  h a r v e s t ?  Page 111-53 now becomes 
more s p s e i f i c ,  " P l n a l  h a w e s t  is e x p e c t s d  t o  occur a t  a b o u t  
250 p a r s  fo? an o v s ~ a g e  s tnnd  ...", nnd t h e n  609s on t o  malts 
th? disCla1m9r t h n t  t h i s  d e c i s i o n  W i l l  be based  on an e ' l a l u a t i o n  
of the  p a r t i c u l a r  Stand and i ts  o l d  growth e f f e c t i v e n e s s .  

l i t t l e  nore t han  an i n t e n t i o n  t o  % x t s n d  t h e  r o t s t i o n  age of C$ 

The t a l l i n &  p o i n t  ln t h e  KNFIS o l d  growth policy is t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  the o l d  growth d e s i g n a t i o n s  have been r e t a i n e d  in t h e  
t lmber base and must b4 ha rves t ed  t o  f u l f i l l  t h e  p r o j e c t e d  
timhev y i s l d  ou tpu t s .  A s  It s t a n d s ,  t h s  p o l l c y  r e p r s s e n t s  

oC t h e  s u i t a b l e  base t o  250 gears. Most b l o l o & i s t s  Would 
doub t l s s9  a r g u e  i n  any case ,  t h a t  250 years m p r e s e z t s  B loU 
f i p m  for a t t a i n i n g  o ld  g r o u t h  e f f e c t i v e n e s s ,  r a t h a r  t h a n  
nn a v e r n p  h igh ,  as s t i p u l a t e d  i n  the n W P P .  

And nov W E  have a f u r t h e r  revelation: 
N o t i c e  t h a t  t h e  line drops t o  near zero at age class tho. In fact^, 

What lhappcned to t h e  0% to b e  menap,ad 88  old growth timber, the  
93,000 acres p r e s e r v e d  i n  the  t i m b e r  baas? Well. we found  out that 
Hontana Yikdderness AssocIatian wad i n fo rmed  i n  a 7 O c t o b e r  'e5 letter 
f rom the X o o t c n n i  p l a n n i n g  r t o f f  c h a t  t h e s e  s t a n d s  x i l l b e  h a r v e s t e d  and  
" r w l n c e d "  by s t u d s  in t h e  unsu icab l ' e  l a n d  cafegmies -  T h i a  is a 
c l ' a a s i s  C a t c h  2 2  f o r m u l a t i o n :  #we're going t o  preaerve 87. o f  t h e  
old growth  u n t i l  we cut i t  down." 

Old  w o r t h  i n  t h e  t i m b e r  base c a n ' t  b e  r e p l a c e d  by  old n r m t h  i n  
u n r e g u l a t e d  a r e a s .  The unrequrated OG a l r e a d y  e x i $ f a , ' s n d  preshmnebiy 
will do w e l l  t o  sonnly the needl. o f  t h e  unre~ul 'ated arcas, a3 the 
Forest h:,e a ~ e n e r a l l y  low percencape of old ?south acreage. 
F u r t h e r m o r e ,  t h e  unrenulnfed lands are l a r - , e l y  poorer h a b i t a t s .  end  
in any c a s e  n i l 1  not s o L i s f y . t l i e  areal distribution c h a r n c i e r i s r i c a  
which  t h e  Plan i n d i c n t e .  1s h e i n ?  necessary to s ~ p p l y  old R r o v r h  
funcCinna ,  1 . e .  t h e y  are noc d i s t r i b u t u d  I n  Lhe regvlnted Dandi. 

1 1 2  

I - 
o b s e r v e  t h e  curve i n  Rraph  92. 

t h e ' . u w o f  n i l  ~~~a~~ in 150+ age cvaee.s ia 67,000 
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12. see r e sponse  x11 above 
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"Replacingvr t h e  t imber bare  ovd grouch i o  a purePy semantic 
'conjurrrion,  r a t h e r  as If the a n w l  Elichaer vera going t e  de icend  
bearinp behemoth t i sya  of the  scuff. In f a c t  t h e  Porest 1s simply 
Intendinr .  to rename portions of the  unreguloccd l ands  "Old Cror th  
t i a n q c m e n t  Areas." So "hy n o t  rename It now and claim twice as inch  
o l d  8rw:h for tho f i r a t  fifZY 7cars7 But then  "e cmSd haldLV use 1z 
t o  "replete" o l d  growth one c u t  ~. down. .. . cou ld  one7 

-1s n o l i c p  does n o t  r e p r e s e n t  a s m n d  a p j m e c h  t o  o l d  &rout 
nanegtoent, bu t  r e t h e ?  s c p p l i e s  a veneer or s c i m t i f i c  
n t l o n a l e  to  an i n t s n t i o n  of liquidating the  old p o w t h  
casita1 in t h s  timber base. It must brr e k n s s d  in several 
regards:  1. The K I F  must PPCSB f o r  a broader s c i e n t i f i c  
uzd9rstandlng Qf t h 3  n a t w e  and role of old Growth i n  tb.19 
p a r t i c u l a r  T o n s t .  Thi9 nus t  be dona on a p r i o r i t y  b a s i s ,  
before l a r g -  poytiona or t h e  remaining m s o y r c o  a m  hauled 
sua, to  ths m i l l s .  

:h 

. .  
2. The m most  develop a h l a l o g i c a l  d e f i n i t i o n  of old growth 
i n  elace or ths ~ g a  = l a s s  CatagOPies nov in use. . . . -. . . 

3. 
F o m s t  .!mould adopt a mora caut ious  CtJUF0 Or 155 r e t e n t i o n .  
Y e  do n o t  fasl that flturs knowledge is likely t o  acpport a 
riznre much lorrsr than t h i s  Is cny C L S B .  

4. 
and removsd from t h s  t imhsr  bnse. 

C n t i l  old 6mwth nreda are mom cdrquate ly  def ined the  

Cld Growth m n a g S m n t  des igna t ions  (7% 13) must be dodicatad 

5. A much BO= s;llctric pian  ror  rut"= r s c r u i t m r . t  o r  013 
growth nus t  h$. b u i l t  i n t o  the strYCtilF-3 of the 71an. 

7 1 s  1a.t m i n t  dzservss  s p e c i a l  a t t a n t i o n .  i% 13 Tinbar  
Standards z t a t e s ,  "An exis t io i :  s t c n d  i n  t h i s  1% w i l l  n o t  be 
turvested u n t i l  a s w n d  or equal or nearly equal efrsct:vensss 
Bc old g r o r t h  h e b i t n t  is Bvsi lahle ."  
nvoi lable  such  s tend  in the apes  i t  th? t l m  t l ~ d e s i ~ n h t e d .  
old Growth s t a n d  beGins to  becone moribund? I f  the F o r s r t  
m-ries o u t  i t a  i n t e n t i o n  of rcdueinG the  s u i t a b l a  timber lvnd 

\::hat i f  th.i-0 15 no 

t o  C.k.1 age C ~ L S S E S  836 h*low, t h i s  dsnousrnsnt u l l l  beeoms 
l n s v i t a b l a  In the  cbsence or a d e q , a t e  d9signat lons f a r  
mplac=msnt s t a n d s .  
coon t o  be e r r e e t l v e .  There mwt alsv be sans radunsancr  in 
t h s  np lacement  s tands  to  insure B safety  mrf in .  

Such DTIISUPLIS m v i t  be taken r 3 l s t l v e l y  
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13. See response 14% above. 

14. Eleven percent of Lhe Forest below 5.500 feet i n  elevation meets t h e  
b io logica l  def in i t ion  of "old-worth" (see Glossary) thus re ten t ion  of 
15% is impossible today. 
amount of Old-FouLh timber in the  future because 34% of all the 
mature timber. exclusive Of Lodgepole Pine. is i n  the unregulated 
timber category. 

We have retained the option t o  increase the 

15. This has been done. 

16. Removal Of MA 13 fray t h e  regulated t i m b e r  base resolves t h i s  concern. 

16 1 
'I, 
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\#'hat t h i s  argJ?snt  bo i l9  down t o  i s  t h a t  C 5 W P m n t  pol icy  
of reducing th5 ai+ c l a s s  Dtructure  t o  st O P  below CIY.1 is 
not w i s e .  I.lthou&!h WYt. (Sec t ion  6 ( m ) ( l ) )  requires t h a t  
.s*snds of t ~ B 9 . . . 9 h 8 1 1 . . . e e " B T a 1 1 9  have rPachad th0 su lmina t ion  or m a n  snnuol  Increment o f  growth" p r i o ?  t o  harves t ,  t h i s  in 
no way indicates a desideratum t h a t  a l l  s t a n d s  s b l l  be reduced 
t o  C1y.1. The i n t 4 n t  of the law is t o  1st B minimum s t a n d a r d  
and nne R m a r l n o m .  I n  a d d i t i o n  t c  ~ ~ . O d u c i n g  l a r g e r  en6 mare - ~~ 

velunbl9 f o r a s t  o roducts ,  longer  r o t a t i o n s  r e t a i n  sol1 
nii t r i3nts  deple ted  by s h o r t  r o t a t i o n  c ropp ing ,  reduce s i t e  
donage and .erosion r e s u l t i n g  f m m  m w e  f requent  h e x e a t  
on*i-aticn$ end enhance ths value of the  s t a n d  f o r  watershed ~ ~ 

nrotec t ion .  m e r e a t i o n ,  a n d  h a b l t a t  far f i s h  and w i l d l i f e  
snscres. c n r e  again, the only  value in nrovidin6 B V h S t  
n ro luc t ion  o? law value timber Is to  permit  the neRr term 
-?naval o f  lc-:aar aRs classes. he w o t e s t  t h i s  disin6enuQus 
and sh i r t - s ighxed  a b .  

TFE iBUNTAIN CBPIBOU 

In OUT conmunicntion w i t h  Jasper  Carlean,  foundsr of the  
Xoontana C e r i b a u  Ecoloey P r o j e c t ,  we have learned t h a t  the 
s iCht ing da ta  f a r  Caribou in t h s  Yask area Is as a t run& 8 9  
that f o r  no?tlt Idaho p r i o r  to  t h e  EndanGered $peCLes l i s t i n g  
fOv the animal in the  Se lk l r l :  m n p .  j.CE? possesses a 
s n n r t  o? a b n C  Of car ibou on Lick n ~ u n t a i n  ?or the  win ter  Of ~- ~ ~~~~ 

qQ-105, and D r i t i s h  Columbia F i s h  i n d  tiam phographed i small 
herd i n  the North Fork Ysnk, only t e n  m l h s  from the boundary, 
di!ring thst seme w i n t e r .  Thsm have been two conf i rmed s i g h t i n g s  

t h a t  the nor thern  KODtenai possesses a small but viable  c a r i b o u  
hsrd on win ter  and s T i n 2  range use. U i l d l i f e  e x p a r t s  view 
the mwnta in  %=rib& a$ t h s  N r r e n t l y  most sndanLsred anlmhl 
in worth hmerica. It is the  r s s D o n s i b i l i t y  of the KNF 
!wm=$mmt t o  take a u i c k  a c t l o n  t o  d s t a m i n e  caribou s t a t u s  - 
hsr? nnd t o  move aggrsss ive ly  t o  secure c p l t i c a l  h a b i t a t  for 
t h i s  crsnto-e .  They have n o t  done so. T h s i r  s t a t e d  i n t a n t i o n  
(P!F??, p. 11-14) to  dstarmine the s t a t u s  of ctlribou by 1995 
io a t r ( l re9 ty .  37 IS95 the Xoountain c a r i b o u  w i l l  surely 
hax d s c l i n e d  beyond I s c o v e r a b i l i t y  i f  n o s i t i v e  a c t i o n  is n o t  
t a k m  i n  the in te r im.  

Response t o  Le t te r  Y312 - Pmtee t  the Yaak Committee. page 312" 

17. During the past  3 years, the Kwtenai National Forear has actively 
participated i n  an interagency e f fo r t  to  determine the s t a t u  OF 
caribou in Montana. This task has now been completed. so reference to 
s t a tus  deterninetion within ten years has been deleted fmm the Final 
Plan. Based upon cepeated aec ia  SYNWS during this three yem 
period. there is no evidence of I) resident caribou population within 
Montana. Recent reports suggest tha t  a Feu caribou may continue to 
use habi ta t  i n  and adjacent to  Montana. 

Any caribou which may OCCUP on the Kwtenal ape considered to  be a 
sens i t ive  species. and LLS such. rill be managed to  prevent t he i r  being 
further endangered. This management consists of 11 placement of 
poten t ia l  caribou habitat  i n  the Whitefish range i n  compatible 
management *rems. 21 road management to provide habi ta t  security.  and 
31 continued interagency cwpers t ion  in caribou management pmpams. 
The Kootenai w i l l  be responsive to  pmpossls t o  reintroduce caribou t o  
su i tab le  habi ta t s  when and i f  such p m w s a l s  are made by the Hontana 
DePartnMt of Fish. Wildlife and Parks. which is the egency v i m  
primary lega l  authority in th i s  matter. 

?he Scotchman Pe& area i s  being Pmposed fo r  Uilderness designation 
thus any PQtential  f a r  Caribou habi ta t  will not be a t e r e d  by numan 
ac t iv i t i e s .  

11 
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Acco-din& t o  C a r l t o n ,  t h e  w p i d  d i m l n i s h e n t  of c a r i b o u  d u r i n g  
the l a s t  t h r e e  decades has o w b a b l v  been consequent  upon the 
I n d i s c F i n i n n t e  r?mounl  of mature s p r u c e - f i r  s t a n d s  3urinG 
t h s  s v w e  bark  b e e t l s  l n r e s t n t i o n s  o f  t h e  19501s.  If Folr ts t  
nalicy was t h e  e g e n t  foF t h e  d i sappea rance  of t h s  ea- ibou,  
then Po-est  p o l i c y  m i l s t  bs r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  i t s  recovery. 
Even if v3 do n o t  c u r - n t l y  possess viable c a r i b o u  numbers, 
we could i n  th4 f u t u r e ,  t h m u d h  h a b i t e t  enhancamsnt m d  
+.Pansplant prcgrams. mgain this  species. The XWI' m u s t  commit 
i t s e l f  t o  s u c h  a cour se  of a c t i o n .  OF s t a n d  accused  01' 
i g n o r i n g  t h e  i n t e n t  o f  t h e  Endan@:ad S p e c i e s  Act .  
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18. Designation of the black bear BJ an indicator species 19 not 
necessary. 
sewe 89 an ind ica tor  aP habi ta t  conditions for other species with 
similar habi ta t  needs. 
represented by two indiea tor  species. e l k  and gr izz ly  bears. both of 
which l i v e  i n  s imi la r  habi ta t s  and m u i r e  B high level of habitat  
secur i ty .  
hetllthy populations of black bears. Habitat qua l i ty  For black bears 
w i l l  be mainrained or improved i n  the future along with the  habi ta t s  
f o r  e l k  and Br i r r ly  bear. 

The concept of indicator species is tha t  one species can 

The habi ta t  needs OF black beers are w e l l  

The Kootenai contains qua l i ty  black bear habi ta t  and 

17 -, 
Ve wish also t o  no te  t h a t  t h e r e  is ev idence  t h a t  t h e  m g @ d  
nnd inaccessible Scotchman Peaks a m a  #y harbor n remnant 
bend of c a r i b o u  and t ha t  t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y  ShCuld be i n v e y t i g n t e d  
on .e p r i o r i t y  h n s i s .  

C a l t l c a l  h a h i t n t  d e s i p a t l o n a  in the n o r t h  Yaak and t h e  
Scotchman ~ - 9 a  shou ld  be under t aken  now, p r i o r  t o  S t a t u s  
d e t e r n l n a t l o n ,  6s s t z t u s  d e t e r n i n a t l o n m a y  corn  too  late.  

Tim B U C K  BEAR 1 
The b l a c k  b e a r  is a c r e a t u r e  almost comple t e ly  ignored  i n  
the YJTFPP. bs anyone f a m i l i a r  u i t h  t h e  local h u n t i n s  scene 
Is SYRPB. b l a c k  h e n r s  se9m t o  hays s u f f e m d  a n t n r t l i n r  d e c l l n e  1 
The KW's ambi t ibus  r o a d  b u i l d i n g  p?ogr& and i t s  general 
n e g l e c t  of the bear i n  h a b i t n t  p l ann lng  will i n e v i t e b l y  F e s u l t  
i n  fu?the- d o c l i n e s .  ',:e s t m n z l y  recommend an  s v a l u a t i o n  of 
b l a c b  h e n r  h a b i t a t  needs an3 the e l a b o r a t i o n  of olannlnl;  

, 

G::ldel:nss f a s h i o n e d  t o  " r o t e e t  th!s animal. 
the  b l a c k  b e a r  as an indicate? spec ies  t o  be given e q u a l  
Fanking w i t h  elk. I t  hRs been p o i n t e d  Out that ths cho ioe  of 
slk as t h e  "rime l n d i c h t o r  s p e c i e s  is a disioF;ailuous decislon 
s h e d  e t  minimizing t h e  appamnt e f f e c t  of t imber a e t l v l t i s s  
cn gama D o w l n t i o n s .  T h i s  d e f e c t  would be l a r y e l y  r cwtd led  by 
~ : s l n g  t h a  black bea r  a8 a co-equal  i n  t h i s  r o l e .  

kh'alro Gcommsnd 
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.. ,.e cannck f i n d  s u c h  B rizuze in th$ X?IFPP, or i n d e e d  any 
ov?-ol l  sed imen t  Inc-ease e s t i m n t e .  k.9 know, houevs r ,  t h 6 t  
th?  s i t u n t i o n  I n  t h l s  mgard  Is n o t  good .  To c o n t i n u e  our 
q u o t o t l o n  - "The "lantana Yeat .  or F i s h ,  l i i l d l i f e  ond Parks 
r sd ' . c? ,$  t h i i  could cause n s u b s t a n t i n 1 , d e e l i n e  In t r o u t  __ 
i u n u l ; k l o n s . "  
( 7 .  XI-7) that  doze^ s c e r l f i c s t l o n  will be permitted i n  
r ior - ian  apeas and g ~ u l ? 4 9  that s k i d  t r a i l s  and  landinirs 

The rLpnrian a-eh g u i d a l l n e s  for the Plsn s t a t e  

~~ ~~~~ ~ ~~~ 

n u s t  m a n l y  b i  "*4s torod  t o  near17 n o m 1  c o n d l t i o n s . "  - 
I t  is n o t  conscionable f o r  a civilized s o c i e t y  t o  p a r m i t  
t h i s  kind of P c t i v l t y  in r l p n p i a n  zones a t  all. S t r e a m  banks 
a n d  f l o o d  p l s i n s  must b4 n r o t e e t e d  by  a much m o r s  
rrolicy t M n  t h B t  given  in t h s  c u r m n t  pmpos81. Ke f u r t h e r  
s u z p s t  thct all m a j o r  r l p e r i n n  areas, i n c l a d i n g  tb f e d e r a l l y  
owned Darts of t h a  insin Yuak, the Vest, N o r t h ,  Enst and 
S o u t h  Y O P I : ~ ;  Pine creek; P e t e  creek; t h e  Vermillion riv4r;' 
and Sev+n teenmi le  creek bo & i v e n  t o t a l  r e t e n t i o n  s t s t u s  
t o  t h e  full ~ x t e n t  of t h i r  100 year f lood  p l t i n s .  

noads ,  of coume.  are t ha  erebtsst  c o n t r i b u t o r  t o  sed imen t  
nroblems. I C  t h o  a g z r e g a t e  of su ;ges t ions  i n  o u r  malysis 
is followed, road milsage would  ba r e d u c e d ,  an:! t h i s  w o u l d  
h s l p  a l l e v i a t e  t h e  prcbl~m. So n l l l  longer r o t a t i u n  cycles , 
an< adhe rence  t o  norms1 h y d r o l o g l c  e n d  soil c o n s s r v a t i a n  
restraints in salva&e o p s m t i o n s .  - 
Eeyond t h a t ,  we C E ~  only say t h a t  ne Cannot solvs t h i s  p -ob lea  
on ?epm In this enalpis. 
c t  t h e  s r o s l o n  a n d  w a t e r  d e a r a d a t i o n  q u a n d a r y l m p l l c i t  in 
their  ?Toposed Plan. 'ih$:r nm t o  b o  requlmd t o  corn up 
w i t h  real s o l u t i o n s .  This Is t h e i r  l e g a l l y  required 
pea pons I b i l l  37. 

A C"ITIC,7E OF T T  1%NAG5ffi?lT ARFA G U I D E L I T S  

:is will oml t  II n l n h c r  of t h 4 s s  i.pL's e i t h e r  &cause we d i s c u s s  
the issces rnvo lvsd  in c t h s r  places,  2.8.. .% 13 - ? I d  Growth 
T:nbsr, o r  ~IrnoQ bScause we Wish t o  make no comment O n  th?m 
a t  th!S tima. 

Fes tF ic t ivW 

- 

The KMP must take B harn look 

- 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

19. m e  EPA Said: 
"Your DE15 i s  rated W-2 (envimmenta l  objections - ingufficient 
information). me Agency beliovea tha t  the w t e n t i a l  for adverse 
w * t e r  impacts i* a s igni f icant  environmental co"cem..-" 

me forestwide s t a n d d s  and the m d t o r i n g  and evaluation plan have 
been modified to  insure tha t  S t a t e  Water Puality Standards are m e t .  

mere was no estimate of sediments entering streams included i n  the 
DEIS. 
movement which YBS wrongly interpreted 08 being s o i l  moving i n t o  
streams. 
e i t h e r  human-caused emsian on the Kootenai NF OP Sedimentation in to  
the Streams of the Kmtenai NF. ltius r e  have keyed our manaFment to 
insuring t h a t  damaging sedimentation does not in ac tua l i t y  occur: 8n 
appmech tha t  focus e3 on r ea l i t y  ra ther  than mathematical modeling. 

me estimates for migPatOPy t rout  pDpulations sh- i n  the  Us are 
based upon e. mathematical model w i t h  10% r e l i a b i l i t y  89 t o  absolute 
numbers calculated.  The r e e S U l t S  preP4ented t o  allow PelBtive 
C D m P a r i S O M  b e t e n  the alternatives.  Again. modeling of these 
relationships is valid in a COmparstive sense. but the actual  pmving 
p m d  i a  Out in the Forest where management guidelines and monitoring 
and evaluation w i l l  be performed t o  insure t ha t  S t a t e  Water Quality 
standards are M t  ui01ated. 

The r ipar ian  area guidelines (in Chapter I1 of the Final Plan) say: 
"landings rill mt  be located io r ipar ian  zones unless other locations 
would create more resource damage.' They also say: "dozer 
Scar i f ica t ion  i s  not permitted in r i p c i a  -as unless there  i s  no 
w s a i b i l i t y  of undesiresble soi l  compaction OP a d d i t i a d  stre- 
sediaenta tion. " 

As indicated eerlier. YOUP pmwsa l s  8eem to appmximate Alternative 
I. 
the EIS. 
require the same t o t a l  mad mileage. but the Schedule of COMtNCtion 
w i l l  vary depending upon hawes t  rates. 

We agree. that is why the F i n d  Plan Foocuses on insuring tha t  actual 
a c t i v i t i e s  m e e t  the S ta te  water Quality Standards. 

20. 
I n  an earlier DEIS issued in 1982 we showed a f igure  for s o i l  

Thepe is no available technique for re l iab ly  estimating 

21. 

22 .  
For Comparative e f fec ts .  see the discussion of Alternative I in 

Note tha t  B constant regulated timber base  acre- w i l l  

23. 

1x 2, noad lees  r e c r e a t l o n  - Ths prl-rg commant we w l s h  t o  
msks hs-a is th%t tke ucpdlng cf thp ; ju idrJ l ines  leavss thE 
d s d i c a t l c n  Of t h i s  i.U i n  d o u b t ,  aume Of thssse a m a s  em 
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ndjacrtnt  t o ,  o r  have beer) proposed as.  w i l d e r n e s s .  If s u c h  
a - 9 ~  8-  Genuinely t o  be manaced f a r  r o u d i s s s  r e c r e a t i c n ,  
u i y  a r e  t h e y  no t  recommendsd as w l l d e r n s s s  by the KNF? 
?lot9 the l anauags  under "b;.Lldllfe and V l s l i " ,  y .  111-10. -... h n b l t c t  enhancement m y  occur  using prescr ibed  fire or 
tiaber harvss t . . . "  and under Ti3bBF. "Tiaber  b r v e s t  m y  OCCUI. 
tc m i n l m l z s  t h i  sp read  cf Ins-r d i s e a s e  t o  adjacsnt  r+k.yI's..." . 
Tinbar M r v e s t  and t h e  concommltant road  b u i l d i n 8  are c o a p l e t o l p  
incomwtLb le  w i t h  r o a d l s s s  nanegemsnt, 8nd t ha g u i d e l i n e s  shou ld  
1 4 f l D C t  t h i s .  I n s s c t  cnd d i s s a s e  c o n t r o l  should depend on - 
pre-emptive herves t  In th9 c d j e c e n t  i%.ns. There s l u u l d  ais0 
be som r s c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  l n a e c t  d ~ p r e d a t i o n  and d l s o a s e  are 
nnrural  c h a r a c t e r i s t l c s  of a l l  f o r e s t  ecosystems 2nd do n o t  
n s c a s s a r l l y  c o n s t l t u t :  an emer;?ncg j u s t i f y i n g  the j e t t i s o n l n G  
a? 011 o t h e r  va lues .  A S  t h 4  Present g u i t $ l l n e s  8r3 worded, 
1%. 2 would bs ComplPtely open t o  the type of u n r e s t r a i n e d  and 
m s s i v e  "snlvnge and s a n i t n t i a n "  o p e r a t i o n s  aceuFing i n  many 
of o u r  large l o d ~ s p o l e  s t a n d s  now. This i% nust  recoive 
language o h n n ~ 3 s  t h a t  I n s u r e  t h e  d o d i c a t b n  of t b s e  amcs 
t o  ths s t n t o d  s o a l s .  

E4 3,  ?,oarled m s c n a t l a n  - Our c r i t l c i s m  for t h i s  !lA 1s s i m i l a F  
t o  t h5  arevlous one. Ik'hy Is e. V i s u a l  Q u a l i t y  Ob jec t ive  ( V Q O )  
of iaximum m o d i f l c a t l u n  a l lowed  in low viewing areas? Is t h i s  
?LA s e r i o u s l y  d s d i c a t e d  t o  r e c - e a t i o n  vnluss o r  no t?  Th i s  
F a t e g o r p  s h o u l d  receive tha sam3 P r o t e c t i o n s  as those Y4 
rcconmcnded f o r  ;.E 2. 

IN 5 ,  S e n s i t i v 3  Viewsheds - On p. I i I - 2 0  It Is s t n t c d ,  
- C a L m t m p h i o  a v ? n t s  s u c h  8s f l r e ,  windstorm, disease, or 
i n s e c t s ,  a s ? e c l s l l y  the psPiDdic l n f c s t n t l o n s  or t h e  mountain 
n i m  b-e t l e  in n e t u m  1 o ~ g e ~ o l o  Plne, m y  create s i t u n t i o n v  
.*!EX h n r v e s t  Is nseesssry.  It i s  &?parent  t h a t  .under 
tiis;se g u i d e l i n e s  many ol" these vlausheds are d e s t i n e d  ;o be'- 
corn i i @ n t i c  s a l v n g s  u n i t s .  If t b  la Is c l a s s e d  8s u n s u l t h b l ?  
for t imbar  pror3Jetlon", why IC it  n e c e s s a r y  t o  removs the 
t i n h s r  from them If i t  dies? \ r i t h o u t  a change in t h e s e  
g u l d e i l n a s  msny, If n o t  m u s t .  of OUT scenic Tanommas v i s r b l o  
rrm m j o r  t r a v e l  c o r r i d o r s  w i l l  become 8s v i s u a l l y  d e v a ~ t a t e d  
as t h e  Rmninde r  Of t h e  country. 

?A 10, Big gave v i , n t s r  -an68 - anc3 more ,  sslvace l l a r v e s t  
sliculd b4 e r c l u d n d  fFem t h e s e  nr3as. This  I .%, like the  
p-es lo~m o m s ,  I n  n o t  i n c l u d s d  l n  the t imber base.  T h a r e f o - . ~ ,  
+.?.e?e Is no j u a t , i r l c n t i o n  fo? permitting salvnge o p s r a t i o n s ,  
cs i t  IS not n?cessa ry  t o  do su ln ord31. t o  n a i n t n h  y i e l d  
n-?.t?ct?ans.  rim. ?a thn r  t h a n  h a - v e z t .  shou ld  bs used as 

- 

t k - e r c l U S I V c  t o o l . f o r  h a b l t a t  onhsnrendnt .  

91. lk, G r i z z l y  s l t u n t i o n e  1 end 2 - I.!s have g s n o r a i i y  EO 
v c o n m s n d o t i c n s  f o r  & - l i z l p  mann;;smsnt R t  t h i s  rims. i h i s  
- 3 * ! ~ c t s .  n o t  P. lack of conce rn  on DUI. p a r t ,  h a t  B luck of 

Response to Letter #312 - Protect the YaaL Committee. page 3lZx 

24. These -cas were not recommended far wilderness designation primarily 
because of wildlife values that can be enhanced with low impact 
management activities Ouch as prescribed fire. AS noted in the Final 
pian, timber harvest will not OCCUP. 

24s. The wording has been modified. 

24b. The notorired tnes of recreation. toward which MA 3 is aimed. may 
involve facilities that are incornpatable with the more restrictive 
visual quality objectives. 

me vording of the timber guidance for WA 5 has been clarified 

All management areas attempt to do several things SimultaneOYSly. 
Wile MA 10 is primarily directed tMl& Wintec range manage-nt. sone 
timber benefit (in the form of reduced losses On adjacent -as due LO 
insects and disease) can be sttailled from the area without 
compmmising the winter range values. Salvage harvest m y  be the most 
practicd or cost effective way to attain this benefit 50 it is 
permitted. 

24 

24 a 

24 b 
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t h e  znd O n e P t L S J .  k.'e l u s t  r e l y  here  on thc  raconmandationo 
uh lch  '107 Ix Given by th? C-sa t  Ban7 €oundntior .  and the 
Hontenn D'tportm3nt of S:sh, Wildlife and ?arks. 

:x 17, S e n s i t i v e  s iousheds ,  p l ' o g x m d  t imber  - 
o p p o r t u n i t l ~  must no t  nllow VFO and w a t e r  q u a l i t y  s t a n d n r d s  
t o  b? th r sun  Out the window. Salvep o p o r n t i o n s  should be 
n r r z l t t e d ,  b u t  only undsr the  same c o n s t r a i n t 3  t h a t  appbl 
t o  n a ~ a l  h a r v e s t .  

Salvage 

€478 112 Y 

Response to  L e ~ t e r  SjlZ - Protect the Ye& Committee. page 3 1 2 ~  

Zbb. Regardless OF t h e  type of ac t iv i ty .  S t a t e  Water Qual i ty  Standards are 
not to be violated.  

:'h l e ,  s l o o e s  In 9xce3s  of &C w i t h  s s n s i t l v e  h a b i t a t  t ypes  - 
Cnc- xo1.2, salvege o p p o r t u n i t l s s  do n o t  junk.lfy abandoning 
nornP.1 s t a n d a r d s .  I n  t h i s  t h e  r e l e v a n t  s t a n d a r d s  r e l a t e  

~~~~ ~~ .... 
t o  e r o s i o n  p o t s n t i a l ,  and no salvage o p p o r t u n i t y  excuses what 
m o u n t s  t o  a dal lberp. te  d e c i s i o n  t o  create excessive 
s n ~ ~ i r o n n e n t e l  k r m  in o i d s r  t o  g r a b  a v a l l n b l e  t imber  t h s t  
vas  ercl;ided f r o m  th9 t imbs r  base  t o  o r e v e n t  t h i a  very  sol ' t  
Ef denagf.  

irll 19, slapss o.Ier 7% - The ?revieus e r l t i c i s r n  a p n l l e s  more 
s t x n g l y  h s r a .  Sa lvags ,  r o a d  h ~ l l l d i n g ,  and the "38 of d o z e r -  
in firs supp~ , re s s ion  shou ld  be c a t a & o r l e a l l ~  excluded from 
t h i s  FA. 

cxv i?annen ta l  o m t s c t i o n  s t a n d a r d s ,  r e g a r d i n g  r o i l  and  watsr 

a-dinsry hydro log ic  areal c o n s t r a i n t s ,  damaged riparian arens,  
and lod&Sp012 u n i t s  s u b j e c t e d  t o  unaccep tab le  soli caspac t , i an  - 

t a  r a t i c n a l ,  C c M e r v a t I v a  mana&3smant, llke a l l  o t h e r  a n p s c t s  

The 6F a i u s t  establ i sh  e general policy that fin and 
diseaas salves9 o p e r a t i o n s  must canlorm t o  t h e  same 

q u a l i t y  c o n s s r v n t i o n  and  w i l d l J f e  h a b i t a t  recuritv,  8s a l l  
othe? h a r v e s t  o p e r a t i o n s .  
mna,-sment b c o m r s  o m  Ion' s e r i e s  of "emergencias". 'he 
K O O t e n a i  PP5SBntly c o n t a l n s  :?Sat acrangss c u t  beyond 

a l l  p e r p t r a t ~ d  unde r  t h e  r s t i o n n 1 3  of saloegs necessity. 
Outbi-eaks of fix and I n s e c t  i n f e s t a t i o n  np9 not  
c a t a s t r o p h i c  enerG*ncies I n  g e n e r a l .  Thsy w e  norrrml, 
n -ed ic t ab le  a s p e c t s  of f p ? = s t  eco logy  and s t c u l d  b= i u b j s c t  

O f  ror=st.-p. 

"TC??F!DED CWVGES I N  UllD USE DESIGtIAT1r)NS FOP. THE 
YhhE RICE3 A-P. 

This is the a x a  of OUT s p s c i s l  i n t e m 9 t  and g x n t 9 9 t  
Imoulcdgs. 

1. The Boyd ?I11 c s m t a r y  - t e  f l n d  I t  e o n n l e t a l y  8 s t o n i a h l t q  
tha t  the K!!P he3 d e s i g n e t s d  t h e  b e a u t i f u l  Old growth larch 
s t a i d  sur-ounding OUT ctmstnl-,. as 6 t imber  harv?st c s t a g o r y .  
LlnOSt 9YePlons in ths n a k  has  a c q u a l n t a n e e s ,  f - l ends ,  OF 
r $ l e t i v e s  bu r i ed  h s r e .  Van7 o r  u3 'expnct t o  b% l a i d  t o  e a r t h  

Y i t h o u t  such B p o l i c y , ' f o r e s t  

- 

HA 19: There is no need to  ca tegor ica l ly  exclude an a c t i v i t y  i f  i t  can 
be car r ied  O u t  under the goals OF the Management Area. 
exp l i c i t l y  s t a t e s  t ha t  roads won't normelly be b u i l t  here.  but could 
be if "e. location can be discovered tha t  rill pro tec t  the 9011 and 

designed to insure e o i l  S t ab i l i t y .  
suppression w i l l  not normally occur. b u t  could be e s sen t i a l  i n  certain 
circumstances so the option is retained 

~ l l  a c t i v i t i e s  on t h e  Forest must be aimed toward accomplishing the 
Forest-vide goals spelled OUL i n  the Forest Plan. Among these goals 
are maintenance or enhancement OF water qual i ty  and o ther  goals that  
address your Concerns. 

The direct ion 

water Pe90"rCes." The cons t ra in ts  on logging systems ace also 
The use OF dozers i n  rire 

24 c 

25 
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hPm o u r s e l v c s .  :.e i n s i s t  t h p t  t!iis t i m b e r  s t a n d  W J S t  be 
; e t a b e d .  \;e %ill n o t  s e t t l e , a i t h e r ,  f o r  a narroil visval 
b a p r i s r .  \:? want  t h e  whole s t a n d  p r e s e r v a d  f o r  the 
c o n t a n p l a t i o n  f o r  t h o s e  who v i s i t  t h e  dead .  

2. .?oderick, Indepsndencs ,  Doole7 and F h t i r o n  mounta ins  - 
This e n t i r s  c o n t i g u o u s  r o a d l a s s  a ~ e a  s t m u l d  be r e d e s l g n n t s d  
!n. 2. 

3. Cn?Lbo,,, n o b i n s o n  n o u n t a l n s  - The :a 2 B P B ~  Should  be 
z s t a n d s d  wes tward  dawn t o  B l n c k t a i l  crsslt an2 southward  t o  
CO?%P ell n - ? s s n t l y  u n w c d e d  l e n d s  n o r t h  of t h %  Dodge Summit 
-oad. - 
11. Turne r  c?ed9B - The K 13-8 s h o u l d  be expandsd  t o  p ~ e s s r v e  
c onique d d  Growth h a b i t a t .  

5 .  Z3ilu crnsk  - If th- r W  :s g,clng t o  ste.3 loggin:, t h s  
Zulu r-*sk i n v - n t o r i a a  -osd leas  before y b l i c  d i s c u s s i o n  of 
th? i?!fn? 1s w s n  over. th?n'  t h w  can e t  l ea s t  give us some ~~~. ~ 

b s t t e r  1x 13 = p r e s e n t a t i o n s .  

h. Xed Top - D i t t o .  - 
7. S t o n e c h e s t  g r a d s  - The m a s i f i e e n t  panorama s u r r o u n d i x  
t h i s  p o i n t  on th% Yaak r o a d  d e s e r n e s  B h i g h e r  VQO Yat ing .  
Ke d o  w e n t  t h e  Yank v ~ l l e y  t o  retain of i t 3  v i s u a l  
c h n r a c t e r  a f t $ =  1995. 

A .  P l n a r i a n  ~ress, main brnnch  nnd a l l  f o r k s  of t h e  Yaak r i v e r  
S s - c r t % e n m i l e  c r ~ e h ,  Pcte c r e e k ,  Pine cresk,  Xi lb rennan  lake, 
and Spread creek - One hundred  year f l o o d  plains i n  th? 
f%dsrallp oxnsrt poar t lons  of t h s s e  r i p a r i a n  areas s h o u l d  be 
off l imi t s  t o  ell dDvelopment.  These  are l a n d s  v N C h  heve been  
b ~ v i l v  e x ? l o i t e d  i n  t h e  p a s t .  Now i t  is t ins t o  T - c t o f t  what '  

A l l  lands v i s i b l e .  f rom t h e  i n h a b i t e d  end  h e a v i l y  t r a v e l e d  
n o - t i o n s  of  ttesse v o l l s y s  s h o u l d  receive t o p  VQO r a t i n g s .  . 
1'9 O ~ O  l i v e  h a r e  BE g o i n g  t o  have  t o  l ook  a t  t h e  r e s u l t s  of 
l?F l a n d  us? p l a n n i n g  f o r  t h 3  - a t  of o u r  lives. Th- lack 
of z t t s n t i u n  t o  t h i s  f a c t  is ? s p e c i a l l y  Zla?in;, Irr t h e  
S s v % t c e n m i l s  an3 main Yask E x a s .  

9. ' o a k  r i v ? ?  gorge. 
l x n n t l f u l  and i n a c c e s s i b l e  canpon s h o u l d  hnva t a p  n r i o r i t y  
for in ? s t a t u s .  ~t n ? r e 9 c n t s  t h a  last. largest  s e c t i o n  of 
th?  Ynak t o  rsmstn i n  B v l - t u e l l y  =?touched e ;n? i t ion .  These 
a= n r l n a r i l y  s t e e p  l and , ,  expensive t o  106, md d i f f i c u l t  
t o  :?vepta+.s. 
s e d i n n n t e t i o n  d l r e c t l y  i n t o  t!s river. These ler.33 shou ld  be 
- e d ? s i g n a t i d  ig. 2 on a ~ r l o r i t ~  basis .  Thsrs a 3  hiGh o l d  
C P w t h  v n l u e s  h i r e  SI v % l l .  

- 

l e f t  of t h e  r i p a r i a n  zon=s a n d  o l d  Growth h s r e .  - 

- 
f a l l s  t o  highway 2 - ? h i s  ru6Ged. 

Erosion x t % s  w i l l  be  h i i h  and r e s u l t  I n  

'5  

16 

!7 

28 

2 9  

30 
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Response to Letter U j l Z  - Protect the Yo& Committee, page 3122 

25. (1) We agree. t h i s  eree has been moved t o  MA 21 (Special In t e re s t )  

( 2 )  We have retained the or ig ina l  designations. This enhances 
DppOPtYnitieS t o  manage wi ld l i fe  i n  concert with recreation in the 
ere*. 

(3) Our analysis indicates tha t  timber values i n  t h i s  area outweigh 
the need FOP additional acreage i n  MA 2 .  

(4 )  MA 13 has been expanded in t h i s  are- although t h i s  i s  not shown on 
the Forest  Plan map ( the  map w i l l  be revised).  USGS Quads with the MA 
13 designations Shorn are available fox- review a t  the T m y  Office or 
i n  the Supemisar ' s  Office. 

15) MA 13 has been expanded i n  t h i s  area. Again. i t 's  not Shorn on 
the Forest  Plan map. but USOS Quads are available fo r  review. 

( 6 )  MA 13 i n  Red Top - d i t t o  

The wording i n  the  Management Area Guidance pro tec ts  the sens i t ive  
viewing. 

26. 

27. 

28. Additional MA l j  has teen added in many of these m a s .  refer t o  the 
Forest  Plan map f o r  the Troy District and the USGS hiads fo r  the Yaak 
Dis t r i c t .  ava i lab le  st the Troy Office or the Supervisor's Office. 

29. As noted i n  the Final Plan. the VW in timber mansgement areas 
important for t he i r  v i sua l  qua l i t i e s  is pa r t i a l  retenfian.  IIA 15 is 
Maximum Modification. but i t  is not locsred in areas O f  high visual 
significance.  
of moderate v isua l  significance.  

( 9 )  Management Areas 10 and 13 have been expanded i n  t h i s  area and 
Management Ares 11 has been reduced (see t h e  Final Plan map). 
management areas. rethe? than MA 2 .  are used to pericit wi ld l i fe  
habi ta t  management options. 

MA 16 is modification. but it is located only i n  areas 

30. 
These 

m 
N * 
'D 



' - 20- 312 a a  

1C. Last bank of the  Yaak, i m m d i a t s l y  below confluence w i t h  
East f O P K  - The e x c e l l e n t  OC li.Fch S tand  h e r e  18 thd 1 P S t  
remnant 01' w h t  once m u s t  havr been one of t h e  mosC imnress ive  
l a r c h  f o r e s t s  i n  t h e  world. i t  d e s e r v e s  r e t 9 n t l o n  I n  $% 13. 

11. 
!Imt!west peaks should connect  tbroughout  t h e  Pawkina creek 

%lnuklns creek - Ths i44 2 areas uf Caone;- - ffirlnot and  

dra.nage. 

I -  12. Gamer c m e k .  Roswsll ,  Ilt. Obermayer - This  area shou ld  
bs changed t o  r& 2. 

13. upper Q u 8 r t z  c r e e k  - b change f r o m  r% 1 2  t o  2 w i l l  Kive 
tho su r round ing  2 9 s  a much h i g h e r  value.  

Thaso mdeSignRtiOns do n o t  r ~ p r ~ s 8 n t  a g r e a t  d e a l  of the  
t imber  base ,  a s ,  i n  many caseo ,  t hey  do n o t  involve t imber 
sn3hasis CataGories .  They wouli go B l o n g  Way. hobJeVeP, 
tcwB?d >ressrvin& $om0 of t" w i l d  c h a r a c t e r  oC t h e  Yaak. 1 
U N D  TSE !EDES?CMhTIGBS ON %E REFAINDER OF THE FORfST 

?lost o f  t h e s e  rscommendatlons lnvolvn only very s m l l  l a n d  
t m n e f $ r 5  f rom the t i m b e r  bas s  or transfsrs f?am nontimber 
d e s i y s t l a n s  t o  rmdlass  OP w i l d e r n e s s  s t shs .  - 
1. C a t a r a c t  c m e k  - Tho i n v e n t o r i e d  r o a d l e s s  shou ld  a l l  
b emalGamted i n  on8 i s  29 ca t agory .  

2. P e l l i c k  r i d g e  - T h i s  should be added t o  t h e  Scotchuan 
peak u i l d s r n s s s  a l l o c a t i o n .  I t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  unde r s t and  
ISF's v i t h d r o v a l  of t h i s  area ror purposes of minera l  
development. g l v s n  thn f a c t  t h a t  ASbRCO has e n l a r s e d  It for 
u l l d a r n e s s .  and t h n t .  p r e s u m b l y  it cou ld  be rained from 
a d l t s  o u t s i d e  the boundary, as in Rock creek. T e l l i c k  r i d g e  
c o n t a i n s  w i n t e r  Fange fo? b ighorn  and e l k ,  e x c e l l e n t  o l d  
g m w t h  and a h i g h  w i l d e r n e s s  q u n l i t y  r a t i n s .  T h i s  : 
r a d s s i g n a t i o n  is number on3 p r l a r i t y  an O?JP lilt. 

3. T m u t  c r e e k  - I C  t h i s  Is i o i n g  t o  be managsd r o a d l e s s .  
i t  may a5 well be des i ;na t ad  u l l d e r n e s s .  I n  g e n e r a l  
t h e  r e f u s a l  t o  d a s l z n a t a  w i l d e r n e s s  i n  am89 u t t h  hlsh q u a l i t y  
r a t i n & $ ,  that a m  t o  be a l l s p d l y  mnnaied in a r o a d l a s s  
e o n d i t . i m ,  makes "3 s u s p e c t  t h e  s i n c e r i t y  of monngement's 
c o m n l h e n t  t o  nro thc t  i t a  Iri. 23s in ths lo"; ran.  Th i s  0-88 
has beas e c l l 3 d  " the ell: f a c t o r y  of t h e  Kao tens i "  and d e s e r v s s  
the h i g e s t  l e v s l  o r  D-Ctection. h s  the  KN? admi t s ,  this 
n - 3 ~  Facelvgd th$ ( i - e s t e s t  w b l i c  resnonse of an? w i l d e r n e s s  
r s c o n m n d s t l a n  on t h e  Kootenai,  w i t h  67% of  r a sponden t s  
favoring w i l l s r n e o s  d e s l g n a t i o n .  Rsfusal t o  so d s s i g n a t e  
is a s i m p 1 9  f l o u t i n g  of :he p u b l i c  will. 3edee igns t e .  

- 

- 

- 

$1 
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33 

E-280 

R ~ S P D W ~  to Letter r312 - P m w t  the K& c-ittee. p a p  312- 

30. (10) Ye -. but i t ' s  not shorn on the Forest Plan map. See 
(cant) response 126 above. 

(11) We have retained thhe designations lls in the Draft because of t h e  
timber valuer t ha t  exist in the drainage. 

(12) We have moved portions of MA 14  into MA 13 (again. not shorn on 
the Forest Plan nap - see response U26 above). but most of M 14 is 
retained because of the timber values tha t  exist i n  the  area. 

(13) We have r e t a i n e d  MA 12 in t h i s  area because of the timber values 
and the Opwrtunity for elk summer range management that e x i s t  there. 

The lack of so l i tude  in the area surrounding the Cataract Creek 
drainage make i t  w e r a l l y  not su i tab le  for MA 29. 

MU& of Pell ick Ridge has been proposed for Wilderness desi-ation 
(see the Forest Plan Hap). 

31. 

32. 

33. We have essent ia l ly  retained the lsnd designations oE thhe emposed 
Action. MA 12 i o  retained in a w r t i o n  of the madless area ta allow 
management a c t i v i t i e s  which maintain or enhance s u e r  and f a l l  big 
gam habi ta t s  50 tha t  t h i s  -e will remain the "elk factory of the 
Kootenai". 
wilderness and wi ld l i fe  values. MA 29 in combination with the  
d e s i w a t i m  mentioned &eve retains much of the wilderness value w h i l e  
providing the opportwity fo r  wi ld l i fe  habi ta t  maintenance and 
improvement. 

We generally vier the T m u t  Creek area 89 having high 
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- 
1. CnOtnet  Pacss, ens t  and west - These apeas  CPB i m 7 o r t a n t  
're the v i s u a l  i n t D E r i t y  of t h e  C a b l n e t  b i l d e r x s s  &.?ea, 
nnd,  ona would  t h i n k ,  t o  t h s  r s c m o t i o n  i n d u s t r y  a m b i t i o n s  
of th -  Libby c c m w n l t y .  They s h o u l d  r e c e i v s  w i l d e r n e s s  
d e s  I g n s t i o n s .  

_. 

5 .  'Isn mkes - Vis reccmlnend w i l d e r n e s s  a l l a c a t i c n  ror t h e  
e n t l m  i n v e n t o r i e d  r a n d l e s s .  The p o s s q . b i l i t y  of c h r l b o u  
i n k a b i t c t i o n  here edvancss the  v a l u e  o r  t h f s  a rea .  __ 

?~OTZCTIOW Or ".Z?RE5CIITATIONAL STANDS CI' A L L  SPECIFIC 
F09EST ''.&CIThT W7E5 

Ths K?rF P l a n  s h o u l d  i t s r a t e  an a c t i v e  p o l i c y  0;f i d e n t i f y i n ( :  
and  D v o t e c t i n C  s i g n i f i c a n t  r e p r s s e n t a t i o n s  or a l l  f o r e s t  
h a h l t a t  tvoes found  012 t h e  Koo tena i .  These r e G s a n t a t i v a  -. -. . " ~ ~ .  ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~  ~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~ -. ~~~ 

a l l o c a t i o n s  s h o u l d  recsfve a s p e c i a l  Mnnegement AFea t l t l e  
t o  m?k o u t  tMir s i p i f i c a n c s  t o  f u t u r s  manag?msnt p e r s o n n e l .  

'!?E most i m p w t a n t  need i n  th is  r a p r d  is t o  i 3 ? n t i f y  mtUm 
4 d  c e d s r  h n b l t a t s .  T h i s  $ c o t y p e  has been one of t h s  most 
m t h l e s s l y  e x p l o i t e d  f o r e s t  t y n e s  on the Koo t sna i .  I t  is 
onD'of OUT most uniaus sbd c h r a c t e r i s t i o  h a b i t a t s ,  p s t  is 
'135 been  s u b j e c t  t o  such a n  u n r e l e n t i n g  ccmpaign of e x t r a c t i o n  
cn3 mans:,%rent n e g l e c t  thnt high q u a l i t y  r e o - e s e n t a t i o n s  

~ ~ m i n s  O f  t h 4 s 9  b i o l o g i c a l  communi t i e s ,  t trsy w i l l  be g u i l t y  
of a m r t i c u l a r l y  e x e c ~ a b l e  omlssion. 

The f a t s  t h n t  h a s  b e f a l l e n  ths ;Feat end  a n c i o n t  cedar  &roves 
of th? K o o t s n n i  can o n l y  be called "ecocide". 

ai tV8.F:: i. ?90?3SED F O R P U N  RUN 

i:q f e e l  t h n t  no c u n s l d e r c t i a n  o f  th l s  c r i t i q u e  can bs c u l l e d  
serious il' It does n u t  r o J u l t  i n  a Y O R P U N  r u n  w h i c h  will 
examino 1:s l a p l i c r t i o n a  f o r  f u t w s  t imbSr  hcrv?s t. 

The.eF%rors, we s t n t ?  t h e  o u t l l n e  o r  p-oduclng such h run:  

1. h n h l y z e t h s  c r l t i q m  rei- i t s  c r f e c t s  on t h e  t i m b e r  bass. 
Th!s wlll Invul,r* t o t o l l i n g  a c r e a g e  ehanGes I n v o l v e d  in 
s n g c l f i c  a-48 us* 4 d o a l p s t i o n s ,  e s t l m . t i n ~  y i s l d  a f f s c t s  
o f  OUP p r o p o s e 1  f o r  t l g h t e n i n l j  up r ipar ian  a m 0  nPa t*Ct ion ,  
and I s t i m a t i n g  ocr=oge chanljes i n v o l v e d  i n  i n r r s a s l n g  o l d  
i - o u t h  w i t h d r a w a l s  t o  155. e t c .  

B-= now rex.  IC th? KF f a i l 3  t o  move t o  n c o t e c t  w h a t  

- 
* .  
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34. 

35. 

Most of these area3 have been proposed far Wilderness designation. 

A major portion of the Ten Lakes -ea has been pmwsed fo r  Wilderness 
Designation. 

The manaBement For t h e e  area3 "89 developed i n  cwperation with the 
Flathead National Forest planning e f fo r t .  
retained i n  the Final Plan t o  be consistent with Flathead proposals. 

The Forest  and Northern Region Currently have an ac t ive  program for 
the  ident i f ica t ion  of habi ta t  types. 
Guide. available in the Kootenai Forest Headquarters i n  Libby.) m e  
f i n a l  Forest Plan has ident i f ied  e i sh t  habi ta t  types and one 
vegetative type. including Yestem red cedar. See management A r e a  21 
i n  the f i n a l  Forest Plan. In addition t o  Special In t e re s t  Amas and 
Research NaturfLl A r e a s .  old-gmvth timber designations (MA 13) and 
madless  area designations (M 2 and M 29) 8150 include mature Stands 
of Yestem Ped cedar. 

(1) A s  noted e a r l i e r ,  the maximum available "old-gmvth" is 11% of  the 
acreage belor 5.500 feet i n  elevation. 
the exis t ing  old-gmrth habitat  by removing it  fmm the regulated 
t i m b e r  base. 
incorporated i n  the Final Plan. 
Appendix B of the EIS. 

36. 
The HA 2 designation is 

37. 
(See the Northern Regional 

38. 
We have retained over 90% of 

Hany of your spec i f ic  apea mcOmOendatioM yere 
The e f fec t s  of t h i s  are described i n  

m 
N m 



2 .  Detarl!na th?  h d j u s t a d  s u i t a b l e  t h b e r l n n d s  bbse. 

3. ?mduce B f u t u r e  f o m s t  eg9 d i s t r i b u t i o n  c u r v e  v l t h  a 
she?? daflnsri  by the  f o l l o w l n g  t a b l e :  

AGE ACE AGE. 
C U S S  h s  - AC"rS 

11. The 25@-5c'O ysn? clxssss will be r s p x s e n t e d  by a norms1 
d l s t r l b u t i o n  E W V ?  w i t h  value 500 acraa fur 500 y c a r s  ( o r  
u h c t c v e r  ri,p-4 f o r  t h e  t o t a l  500+ year classes, if 
pau tmve one: t he98  age classes are so rare t h e y  s h o u l d  
bs nPe3emed :a thsir e n t i r n t y ) .  

5 .  99Cula te  t h i s  curve t o  the acreage f i d u r e  d e t e r m i n e d  
I n  s t e p  2. 

6. h s k  the pmgram w h a t  maxlmum ysarly g i e l d  can be o b t a i n e d  
unde r  th? c o n s t r a i n t  of p roduc ing  t h i s  curve o r  someth ing  
n e ~ r  t o  i t  by year 50. 
7.  Ths f o l l o w i n g  c o n s t r a i n t  mus t  also a p p l y :  15% of a l l  
n r c i q n t  16Oc year classes must be r e t n i n e d  a n d  5G$ of all 
mct  c i a ~ ~ o s .  

8. A p p l y  corrected t i m b e r  yiel'd and timber va lue  parameters a. 
suggested b y  Panda11 O'Toolc. 

1. ?ro4uce n sounder r m s e  oI a s t e r n a t l r e s  based on the foregOinR. 
~ o t i c e  rhePe s u : ~ e s t i a n s  are q u i t e  compatible w l t h  the nvA recommended 
a l t e r n a t i v e s  an4 can be  p r a f i t s h l y  combined with then. P lease  ccnoul t  
"3 for dC+*lld. 
K l t n  tNI - 4 a u l t s  i n  !wad, we w i l l  t h e n  see if w 9  have a b a s i s  
f o r  .3lscussinfi our & e n e r a 1  pronosal. Not9 t h a t  we r ea l i ze  t h t  
ou- cur73 m y  have t o  bs s d j u s t e d  in d i f f s m n t  vcys t o  
produce  B - s e l l s t i c  a l t e r n a t i v e .  

Note also t h a t  t h s  I n t e n t  of th i s  run  is t o  oroduee a r u t w e  
f n w s t  v t t h  n b o t t s r  b e l a n c s d  ags class d i e t r l b u t i i n ,  b o t h  
i n  th3 i n f e r ~ s t s  of f u t u r e  economic c o n p e t l t i v e n s s s  and t o  
?ressrvs b i o l o g i c a l  values of M l n t a i n i n e  D mope d i v e r s e  C c r a s t .  

The Kootena i  possesses some of th? b e s t  so f twood  t h b e r  i n  
- 

t h e  wor ld .  ) I  must use t h i s  resource i n  h lower volume, 
hl&har  O u a l i t y  t p l e  of i n d u s t r y  if we a m  to  a v o i d  becoming 
the  w e s t e r n  Appnlnchia of  thz  near f u t u m .  

IAST b.'O!7DS 

38 

E 4 8 2  
Response t o  Letter 11312 - Pmtec t  the Yaak C o m m i t t e e .  page 312cc 

38. (2 )  The ef fec ts  of these Changes on the su i t ab le  timber base are 
(contl  described in the U S .  

(3) As displayed earlier. the age c lass  d is t r ibu t ion  of Alternative I 
is qui te  close to  what YOU are proposing. 

(4) "Old-gmwth" habitats already include Dost ex i s t ing  Stands of sge 
500 or more. 
timber base (FA 13) in the Final Plan. 

(5) me ZW year fores t  for Alternative I displays t h i s .  

(6)  See the discussion of Alternative I i n  the  U S .  

(7) The constraints applied t o  c rea te  Alternative I resulted i n  
retention of considerably more of the a lder  age classes than you 
re9"eSt. 

(8) We have carefully reviewed Hr. O'Tmle ' s  comments and the yield 
tab les  tha t  *re used. We have concluded tha t  the y i e ld  tables used 
in development of all the a l te rna t ives  are reasonably B C C U P s t e  and nsy 
be s l i g h t l y  conservative. The e f fec t s  oP changing economic values are 
described i n  Appendix B of the EIS. 

( 9 )  The a l te rna t ive  you pmwse is quite similar to  Alternative I and 
is within the ~ a n g e  of a l te rna t ives  displayed in the DEIS. 

Based upon the information &splayed in the EIS. your comments. the 
C O ~ ~ M C S  of many other individuals and BmuPS and the ra t iona le  
discussed in the Record of Decision, we have developed the  Final 
Plan. 
timber prcduction levels during the  f i r s t  decade while re ta in ing  a 
nowdeclining harvest schedule into the future.  
base w i l l  generally be mta t ed  a t  between 70 and 160 years depending 
upon species end management intent.  The timber pmduced rill not be 
as large as you pmpose. but qua l i ty  should be better. Biological 
values - retained by operating on a smaller regulated timber base 
than currently and by m o v i n g  over 90% Of the ex i s t ing  "old-gmuth" 
hab i t a t s  fmm the timber base. 

Mort of t h i s  acreage has been removed f m m  the regulated 

lhis plan addresses economic competitiveness by maximizing 

The cegulated timber 

k h i l e  t h l s  a n a l y s i s  has been  p r e p a r e d  s o l e l y  b-, T r o t a c t  t h e  
Yaak Committes, i t  i s  n o t  I d i o s y n c r a t i c .  k.8 hnve ;cnt t o  a 
G r e a t  den1 of t m u b l e  :c c o l l s t  and C O O P d i n a t e  opinion from 

m 
u m 
.J 
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a bpond r a n p  Of organiza t ions  end pe-sons. Tha L S l S  Of 
t h i s  c r i t i q u e  w i l l  be pursued on a bwad f r o n t  nnd w l t h  S 
grset a n i  or e"?;gy. 

The Kootenoi h s  bs'en ths  "sacrifice" F o r s s t  ever s ince  rsfurm 
was enforced on the B i t t e r o o t .  A s  such, i t  can ssrve 
admirably as a poin t  of c o n c e n t r a t i o n  to  demvnstFate the 
nsod f o r  refmm thrOuGhoilt the  Nat ional  F o r e s t  system. 

P a v i n g  mronouncsd t h i s  cavea t ,  we ce" decla 'm t h a t  many of  
os i n  th9 c a n s s r u e t l o n  movement am t i F e d  of a d v e r s a r l n l  
- e l a t i a n s h l p s .  I;'e know t h a t  o u r  aims are oomplemntnry t o  
the  i n t e r s s t s  of long  t9 r -m economic s t a b l l i t y ~ i n  the 
Kootenai, nnd we weald Bppreeiatw an  oppor tuni ty  t o  
r s c r n c l l e  o u r  zmls with  those  o f  the indus t ry  and the - 
P o r e s t  wanagentlat. 
boost  to  t h s  nubl ic ' imags  or all paFt ies .  

%osonsble ? r c d u e t i a n  schedules  can be achieved u h i l a  
m m e l n t n ~  witiiin the bounds of d E n t  r e s t r a i n t .  \le cormit 
ourzl lves  t o  f i g h t i n 8  hard f o r  t h i s  Outcome. ?:e will speak 
t3 t h e  b s n s f i t  of those who s i d  US. 

The t i t a n i c  fo-es t ,  s tending  i n  s l l e n c e  here  f o r  m l l l e n i a  
pmvious  t o  our  a - r i v a l ,  deserves  r e S p e c t f u l  t reatment  a t  
o u r  hands. If we do n o t  g r a n t  t h a t  respect. vs w;l l  deserve 
the  misery t h a t  will devolve upon our community. 

Such a n  outccme could procide a tEmer.dous 

c c :  .Tim nathbun, SuPervisor,  KNF 
John Righter. D i s t r i c t  Ranger, Yssk Range= D i s t r i c t  
J i m  Ovsrbag. Rsgion I ,  USFS 
MX Peterson,  Chief of USFS 
Champion I n t s m n t i o n a l  Corporat ion 
Senators  Flelcher and !Aucus 
q e p r e s c n t i t i v e  ?a t~Yi i i i i ama 
Lincoln County Conmissioners 
Governov Schuinden 
Job I lar t inka,  >lantana Dept. .FVP 
small L w m r s  h e s a r i a t i o n  
The Western News 
C.reat F a l l s  Tribuna 
The M i  9 sou 1 i an  
Cabinet  Resource Gr.?up 
t 'a t lonal  eudobon Societg 
Fr iends  of t h s  E a r t h  
.?Udy 'iutehinson 
llon tann 'r: i l d e  m e  9s &s soc io t ;on 
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Substantive conments such BS yours are valuable i n  reducing the 
adversarial climate that often surmunds Forest planning. 
app-eiate the time and ef fort  that went into your analys is .  

We 

o m a t  B?ar Foundatlor 
t b t i o n a l  Y i l d l i f e  Fe i : s r s t ion  
Nst iona l  Resources  fi. rensa Council 

T 
N 
m w 



October 14, 1985 

.. 

- 

Mr. Paul Leirnbach 
Forest  Planner 

1 

2 

Kootenai Nat ional  Forest  
Route 3,  Box 700 
Libby, MT 59923 

Dear Mr. Leimbach: 

I m w r i t i n g  on behal f  o f  t h e  Rocky Hountain O i l  and Gar Associat ion (RMOGA) 
t o  c m e n t  on t h e  Kootenai Nat ional  Forest  D ra f t  Land and Resource Managment 
Plan (LRHP) and Environmental Impact Statement ( D E I S ) .  RMOGA i s  a trade-asso- 
c i a t i o n  rep resen t ing  hundreds O f  menbers who account f o r  more than 901 O f  t h e  
o i l  and oas e w l o r a t i o n .  Droduction. and t ranspor ta t i on  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  t h e  Rocky 
Mountain-west.. Our members have expressed d s t w n g  i n t e r e s t  i n  p u b l i c  lanb 
management p rac t i ces ,  and Yestern Montana has been an area of increas ing 
i n t e r e s t .  Ue have some observations and concerns about the proposed Kootenai 
Nat ional  Forest  P lan which we p rov ide  f o r  your consideration. 

F i r s t ,  we Support the Forest  Serv ice 's  reasonable approach t o  a i l  and gas 
leasing, e x p l o r a t i o n  and production. Ye concur t h a t  l eas ing  s t i p u l a t i o n s  and 
m i t i g a t i o n  measures should be implemented on a case-by-case basis, r a t h e r  than 
through the impos i t i on  Of b lanke t  r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i thou t  cons ide ra t i on  Of t h e  tTa- 
deo f f s  between resources o r  methods f a r  reso lv ing  c o n f l i c t s .  Moreover, we agree 
w i t h  t h e  Forest  Se rv i ce ' s  dec i s ion  t o  a l l ow  leas ing  where feas ib le  i n  G r i z z l y  
Bear S i t u a t i o n  1 h a b i t a t .  As you may know, Congress, i n  enact ing the Endangered 
Species Act, c l e a r l y  intended fo r  o i l  and gas l eas ing  t o  cont inue i n  g r i z z l y  
bear hab i ta t ,  b u t  requ i red  Special a t t e n t i o n  t o  be pa id  t o  p r o t e c t i o n  of the 
species. I ndus t r y  has proven again and again t h a t  i t s  operat ions are f u l l y  CM- 
p a t i b l e  w i t h  s e n s i t i v e  environmental values, and t h e  s t r i n g e n t  operat ing s t i p u -  
l a t i o n s  and m i t i g a t i o n  measures ensure minimal d is turbance t o  w i l d l i f e  o r  i t s  
hab i ta t .  - 

- 

I Second, we b e l i e v e  i t  i s  important f o r  t h e  p u b l i c  t o  understand t h a t  
although an area i s  managed f o r  dispersed r e c r e a t i o n  or aes the t i c  use, t h e  law 
s t i l l  orov ides for o i l  and ~ a s  e m l o r a t i o n .  We therefore endorse the Forest  
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R ~ s ~ o M ~  t o  Letter H55 - Rocky Hountllin O i l  h Ga$ Association. first page 

1. NO resmwe needed. 

2 .  NO p e s m ~ e  needed. 

3. No response needed. 

I S e r v i c i ' s  s t a t m e n t  On Page iY-82 bf the D E I S  t h a t  areas managed f o r  uses no t  
dependent on roads can be roaded f o r  o i l  and gas exp lo ra t i on  a c t i v i t i e s .  

I m 
N m 
P 
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Mr. Paul Leirnbach 
Forest Planner 
Kootenai National Forest 
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Third, we w e  pleased to see the inclusion of specific infomation Con- 
cerning what constraints rill be placed on oil and gas activities by Management 
Area. In this m y ,  the Forest Service provides a further basis for conflict 
resolution, as well as allows industry to identify management goa1s for a Par- 
ticular a w a  p r i o r  to filing for a lease, seismic permit, or application for 
pennit to drill. Industry's understanding of management objectives may also 
lead to consideration of alternative management practices that vould accmplish 
stated goals of the Forest Service in an equally beneficial manner. - 

We have identified, however. two primary problems with the Draft Plan. He 
are concerned that the acreage figuPes for proposed Yithdvawals and uilderness 
used in the draft planning documents are not consistent. For example, we have 
calculated the proposed acreage f o r  withdrawal at 206,320 acres. Yet the Forest 
Service states in the Preferred Alternatlve that the proposed acreage for 
withdrawal is 215.000 ames. If this discrepancy is the result of new 
withdrawals currently under consideration, it should be clarified In the final 
documents. It is critical that the figures used by the Forest Service be con- 
sistent throuohout the planning documents, and we recornend that the Final 
&;ately Feilect the dcreage broposed for withdrawal by Category. - 

Most importantly, we do not support the Preferred Rlternative (J) because !t 
r e c m e n d s  additional wilderness acreage in the Forest without adequate justifl- 
cation. There are already over 3 million acres of wilderness in the Stat& 
Hontana. and all Of it is contained i n  Western Montana. Frm a Pevenue stand- 
point. as well a5 frm a multiple use standpoint, *e support the adoption Of 
either Alternative F or L as reasonable alternatives which will a l l y  maximun 
opportunities for mineral exploration, while protecting sensitive envlronmental 
values. - 

Thank you for the opportunity to coment on the Draft LRMP and EIS. We hope 
you will consider our suggestions in the final Plan. 

Sincerely. 

Public Lands Director 

E-285 
Response to Letter 155 - Rocky Mountain Oil h Gas Association. page 55e 

4 .  No response needed. 

5. The tot& existing M d  PmpOsed wimdiawals by Category are displayed 
in Chapter I1 OF the EIS. 

6. Ye respectfully disagree. We have attempted to Provide wilderness 
OpwctunitieS where the wilderness quality w a s  high and the resource 
sndfor economic opportunities appeared lor. 

Although Alternatives F and L pmvide maximum opportunity for minerd 
exploration. they do not pmvide for the reSo1uti.m of other issues as 
vel1 84 the Final Forest Plan. in our judgement. 

1.  

rn 
N m 
Ln 



Supervisor 
Kootenai National Forest 

On behalf of the N.W. Montana Chepter of Trout Unlimited I would 
like to make the following comments on the proposed Koatenai Forest 
plan.. __ 

The Forest plans substantial increases in timber harvest to 217 mbf. 
increasing eventually to 277 mbf.. The plan shows definate bias in pro- 
jecting these increases while projecting decreses in numbers of fish 
produced on the Forest. Large increases in timber harvest should not 
be allowed if losses to other values. such as fisheries. are the result. 

The method of measuring the value of recreational benefits, using 
"recreation visitor days" underestimates (at $3.00 per d.y) many types 
of recreation. 

source of  sediments enterinc streams-The Kootenai Forest earlier 

- 
Road building increases under the proposed plan. This is the primary 

pedicted increases in sediments of 5H. The plan does not examine 
individual road building projects or individual drainages in respect 
to sediment increases. Has a sediment model been used to estimate 

- 

damage? If so. where are the results? A s  the plan is now. overall 
estimates in forestwide sediment yeilds are useless in determining 
impacts on fisheries.. Figures f o r  individual drainages must b e  used.. 

L 

The Plan would allow ir.crease.5 in water ybelds above current 
direction. This will result in further deterioration Of streams. 

The plan does not identify critically important streams in terms 
__ 

of spawning. rearing. quality of fishing. or potential for downstream 
impacts. - 

Riparian areis are of critical importance. Management of these 
are35 in the plan Seems vauge. Evidently, some streamside areas.perhaps 
man". will be locped. roaded. bulldozed, e t c .  These areas should be _ _  . 
protected. 

Ephemeral rtreams carry sediments during runoff..They should be 
given more prorection ro ~ e e p  irlcL.rasi,.g di,n)u,rr of _ISUiYIC..I yll, - .."" ~ I..- streams. 

~. 
'I.,= , ~ Y L ~ ~ ~ Y L ' L L ~ ~  program is va<ue. lack in specifics. It is. though. 

clcrly underfunded. It is insulting and totally irrespwable f a r  the 
Kcotenai Forest to propose Such larse increases in ~iarjer r s i s r s i  
activities yet allocate so little to monitorins the results of these 
activities. It m9kes one wonder if the Forest is hiding something. 
perhaps that timber hzrvest is m o r e  damaging to other values than the 

1 .  The projected increases in timber hamest  are Potential  increases only 
and are subject to  actual demand i n  the timber industry. The 
pmjected f i s h  lorises are poss ib i l i t i e s  using the fishery modela 
available today which ind ica tes  the need for t i m b e r  harvesting to  meet 
the Sta t e  Water Quality Standards. 
Sta t e  Water Quality Standards w i l l  be bmught i n t o  empliance.  
modified or stopped. 
Final Forest document. Section IV. 

me estimated capacity for Dost Corps of recreation on the Kcatemi is 
in excess of the pmjected demand which indicates tha t  regardless of 
the assisned pr ice  the recreation Wten t i a l  muld have M value. 

The e a r l i e r  pmjecrionn of 50% increases in sediment were not 
considered t o  be re l iab le .  Actual experience on-the-gmund in ra tes  
of mad eonstmction ind ica te  tha t  fewer miles are being constructed 
than previously pmjected. See Chapter 11. FaCilitieS. in the Final 
EIS . 
The fishery calL1cv1Btions were totals pmjected Fmn individual 
drainages using c r i t e r i a  Such as sens i t i v i ty  to sediment. present 
threshold levels. recovery ra tes .  and harvest in tens i ty  by 
a l te rna t ive .  ma raw data is available in the Forest Planning 
records. A list of the Sens i t ive  drainages is displayed i n  Chapter 
111. page 111-73 in the Draft US. 

me Final Forest Plan does not allow increases in "ate= yield above 
the standards b e b g  used today and the pmjected water yields are 
within the guidelines wed today. 

The Plan p u w s e l y  omitted the ident i f ica t ion  of important spawning 
streams 84 this "advertisement" could eas i ly  increase f i sh ing  pressure 
in these areas which Could be detrimental t o  these fisheries.  

Aquatic habi ta t  domstream fmm the Forest could possibly be affected 
by On-FOPest management a c t i v i t i e s .  however. the e f f ec t s  are not 
expected t o  be s igni f icant  throughout the l i f e  of the Plan. h e  to  
the d i f f i cu l ty  in i so l a t ing  Forest  a c t i v i t i e s  fmm other ac t iv i t i e s  
resu l t ing  in any domstream changes. and the question of how far 
downstreem should the Forest  Concern i t s e l f .  the Planning Team opted 
not t o  speculate on the possible e f fec ts .  

Pmjec ts  that  do not m e e t  t h e  

See the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan in the 

2 .  

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. Riparian A r e a s  w i l l  receive special  on-site pmteetion. See the 

8. 

Riparian Area Guidance in the  F ina l  Forest Plan. 

Ephemeral stream channels are not excluded from the riparian area. 
me parameters and duration of monitoring rill be de ten ined  by the 
impact and charac te r i s t ics  of the r ipar ian  area. 
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Response to  l e t t e r  1147 - T m u t  U n l u n t e d .  page 1% 

9. See t h e  revised Monitoring and Evaluation Plan i n  the Final  Forest 
Plan document. s e c t i o n  I V .  

pub l i c  b e l i e v e s .  

G u i d e l i n e s  f o r  mon i to r inq  w i l l  a l l o w  c o n s i d e r a b l e  dam-ige b e f o r e  
a c t i o n  is t aken .  The p l a n  needs  s t r ic t  s t a n d a r d s  f a r  Water q u a l i t y .  
Any a c t i v i t y  t h a t  exceeds t h e s e  s t a n d a r d s  shou ld  be s topped.  

- 

Stream improvements are mentione3 as m i t i g a t i o n .  Mostly t h e s e  c o n s i s l  
of s t r u c t u r e s  c r e a t i n g  poo l s .  S i n c e  t h e  n a t u r a l  l i e i t i n g  f a c t o r  on 
F o r e s t  streams is t h e  food supply ( n u t r i e n t s )  and t h e  t h r e a t  be ing  
mltlgared against  IS s e u r m e n r , i t  w i l l  do  l i t t l e  t o  c r e a t e  poo l s  s i n c e  
pools w i l l  n o t  o f f s e t  t h e  impac t s  Of e i t h e r .  - 

The F o r e s t  s h o u l d  adop t  m i t i g a t i o n  measures f o r  road c o n s t r u c t i o n  
a5 b e s t  management p r a c t i c e s  to b e  used i n  all c r i t i c a l  areas.  - 

The p l a n  does n o t  a l l o c a t e  enough l a n d  t o  o l d  growth or wi lde rness .  

I n  a e n e r a l .  t h e  Droposed F o r e s t  P l a n  shows l i t t l e .  i f  any. concrin 

- 

I- , .  iisneries.~i,,rre'is-in~~llrvlrlr~ d a ~ a  base due t o  l a c k  of concern 
i n  t h e  p a s t .  The p l a n  and EIS bo th  f a i l  t o  p r e d i c t  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t imber  
r e l a t e d  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  anv wav o t h e r  t h a n  vaaue. a e n e r a l .  forest wide 
estimates. Such a l a c k  of i nka rma t i an  make it imposs ib l e  t o  weigh t h e  
various f a c t o r s  in management of t h e  F o r e s t .  The Kootenai  N a t i o n a l  
F o r e s t  is n o t  t h e  s o l e  p r o p e r t y  of t i m b e r  companies. Y e t  management 
p l ans  would Eive t h e s e  i n t e r e s t s  more and more. The F o r e s t ' s  f i s h e r i e s  
bould d e c l i n e .  g i v i n q  l e s s  and less t o  F i s h e r i e s  i n t e r e s t s .  - 

We f e e l  t h i s  p l a n  is  so bad ly  Flawed as t o  be useless. and if 
necessa ry  we w i l l  taka whatever  l e g a l  a c t i o n  is n e c e s s a r y  t o  s t o p  i t .  

3 

10 

11 

.2 

13 

14 

10. The S t a t e  Water Qual i ty  StandaPdS Bpe t o  be met Far all Forest  
a c t i v i t e s ,  and p m j e c t s  no t  meeting these  s tandards w i l l  be bmught  
i n t o  compliance. modified or stopped. See t h e  Monitoring and 
E v e h a t i o n  Plan i n  the Final  Fores t  Plan document. s e c t i o n  Iv. 

11. The "Soi l  and Water Conservation Prac t ices"  (FSH 2509.221 ace the  
mi t iga t ion  meesures t h a t  are t o  be used Far  all Fores t  a c t i v i t i e s .  

12.  Recommended Wilderness and designated Old-Growth Timber have been 
increased  i n  t h e  F ina l  Forest  Plan.  

The general concern For f i s h e r i e s  and watep q n a l i t y  has  resu l ted  i n  
the r e v i s i o n  o f  the  Monitoring and Evaluat ion Plan t o  insure that 
these  ~ ~ S O U P C ~ S  are p m t e c t e d  thmughout the  l i f e  OF t h e  Fores t  Plan. 
I f  condi t ions  change that threa ten  these r e s o ~ r c e s  beyond an 
acceptab le  l e v e l  of r i s k .  t h e  FmeSt  Plan w i l l  have t o  be amended OP 

revised.  

See Chapter I1 i n  the F ina l  EIS. 

13. 

14. No response needed. 

Don Alley 
T r o u t  Unlimited 
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1714 Nrnth Avenue. Helena, Monlom 59601 - 
-1 -.- Phone fW) 443.5541 

October 31, 1985 

James R. Rathbun 
Forest Superv isor  
Kootenai Nat ional  Forest  
R t .  3. Box 700 
Libby, MT 59923 

Dear M r .  Rathbun: 

YETA's Land-Use Comnittee. made up of f o res t  user groups t h a t  inc ludes 
m t o r i z e d  rec rea t i on ,  t imber ,  minera ls  (energy and non-energy) and 
a g r i c u l t u r e  has rev leved  and analyzed the  proposed Kootenai Forest  P lan 
and supplement. 

k- - The method used t o  c o m e n t  on the  p lan  was t o  rev iew each h n a g m e n t  -- Area and analyze t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  f u tu re  management o f  t h e r e  lands 
-e. and t h e  impact o f  management d i r e c t i o n  on t h e  economic and phys ica l  

environment of t h e  area. h- m ~ L L d - A % ~  
M U  

h- 
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-)ba I. User Groups 

h 0. *- A. Recreat ion 

Our comments a r e  a r e s u l t  o f  a rev iew i n  t y o  categor ies:  
on user groups and 2 )  general comnents on issues. 

1 )  impacts 

Our members en joy  bo th  ma to r i red  and non-motorized outdoor  rec re -  

1,958,460 acres a v a i l a b l e  f a r  r m t o r i i e d  rec rea t i on .  This i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  85% o f  t he  f o r e s t  i s  a v a i l a b l e  fo r  use. 
t h a t  o n l y  32% o f  t h e  acres ape a v a i l a b l e  for u n r e s t r i c t i v e  use by  
motor ized rec rea t i on .  
bu t  seasonal c o n s t r a i n t s  p r i m a r i l y  due t o  w i l d l i f e  concerns w i l l  

a t i o n a l  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  on the  na t i ona l  f o res t  lands. The oppor- 
t u n i t i e s  as presented i n  the  proposed f o r e s t  p l a n  prov ide t h a t  

-- reduce the  v i s i t o r  days ava i l ab le .  

Lyw.w.,~uIzx) The h i s t o r i c a l  data i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  47,300 rec rea t i ona l  v i s i t o r  -- days occurred fa r  nan-matorized r e c r e a t i o n  on 2,284,140 acres. 
L. - This t r a n s l a t e s  t o  48.29 B C P ~ S  per rec rea t i ona l  v i s i t o r  day. 

On the  o the r  hand, motor ized r e c r e a t i o n  accounted f o r  220,300 
r e c r e a t i o n a l  v i s i t o r  days or 8.89 acres per rec rea t i ona l  v i s i t .  

Our ana lys i s  i n d i c a t e s  
1 Another 53% (1,218,400 acres) a r e  a v a i l a b l e  1 -- 

UIP 

1 

E-288 

R~~~~~ to Letter Y264 - Hestem Envimnmental ASBOC.. f i r s t  page 

1. me es t ima ted  capacity for each recreation category exceeds the 
projected demand. See t h e  D m f t  €IS. page 11-73. 
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M,.. lanes F .  Ratb i v r  
Fo res t  Superv isor  
Kootenai Nat ional  Forest  
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Y i t h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on 53% of  t h e  acres a v a i l a b l e ,  we can expect 
t h e  P a t i o  o f  acres per r e c r e a t i o n a l  v i s i t o r  day t o  be much lower. 

Therefore, w h i l e  motor ized r e c r e a t i o n  has h i s t o r i c a l l y  recorded 
f a r  more r e c r e a t i o n a l  v i s i t o r  days, i t  would appear t h a t  a h igh  
l e v e l o f  road le rs  r e c r e a t i o n  i s  be ing  emphasized i n  the  plan. 
The p ro jec ted  consumption t rends  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  motor ized and de- 
veloped r e c r e a t i o n a l  needs f a r  outweigh t h e  demand fa r  n o n - m t o r i r e d  
rec rea t i on .  

With a s tatewide emphasis on tour ism,  i t  i s  impor tant  t h a t  maximum 
o p p o r t u n i t i e s  be prov ided t o  meet t h e  p ro jec ted  needs. 
developed r e c r e a t i o n a l  s i t e s  are most bene f i c ia l  t o  l o c a l  c m u n i t i e !  
as they  c r e a t e  n o t  o n l y  pe rmnen t  and seasonal jobs, but  i n d i r e c t  
as w e l l  as d i r e c t  j o b s  t h a t  p rov ide  the  impetus f o r  l o c a l  growth. 

8.  Minera ls  (Energy and Non-Energy) 
A l though m ine ra l  development 1% p o s s i b l e  on a number Of areas, our 
a n a l y s i s  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  those areas w i l l  have excessive r e s t r i c t i o n s  
imposed through spec ia l  s t i p u l a t i o n s .  Our concern i s  t h a t  t he  s t i p -  
u l a t i o n s  imposed cou ld  discourage investments f o r  e x p l o r a t i o n  and 
developnent. 

U h i l e  92% o f  t he  f o r e s t  i s  a v a i l a b l e  for  o i l  and gas explorat ion,  
o n l y  221 (498,110 ac res )  are a v a i l a b l e  w i th  standard s t i p u l a t i o n s .  
Another 701  (1.588.660) a r e  a v a i l a b l e  bu t  w i t h  v a r y i n g  degrees O f  
r e s t r i c t i o n s .  Y i t h  82% of t h e  f o r e s t  covered by o i l  and gas lease 
app l i ca t i ons ,  we b e l i e v e  t h e r e  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  evidence t h a t  t he  
f o r e s t  has the  geo log ica l  p o t e n t i a l  t h a t  requ i res  extens ive ex- 
p l o r a t i o n  and eva lua t i on .  

The Kootenai Forest  has e x h i b i t e d  a h lgh  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  non-energy 
m ine ra l  developnent. 
ope ra t i on  and tm o t h e r  major mine proposals have been received f o r  
review. Although t h e  f o r e s t  p l a n  has i d e n t i f i e d  91% (2,077.500 
ac res )  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  e x p l o r a t i o n ,  t h e  e n t i r e  acreage has excessive 
r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  cou ld  prove d e t e r i s e n t a l  t o  s t r a t e g i c  m ine ra l  
resources. 

The Forest  Serv ice has l o n g  recognized minera l  development (energy 
and non-energy) as a l e i i t i m a t e  use of  p u b l i c  lands. 8u t  t he  p lan  
(page 11-7) s t a t e r  t h a t  '"as minepal e x p l o r a t i o n  and development 
o c c u ~ s ,  
w i l l  be considered". This leads us t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t he  o v e r r i d i n g  
r a t i o n a l e  fo r  m ine ra l  development i s  t o  p r o l n t e  resources no t  re -  
l a t e d  t o  minera ls .  

The absence o f  management accomodations t o  prOmOte t he  development 
o f  non-energy m lne ra l s  on t he  Kootenai Nat ional  Forest  r e f l e c t s  an 
a t t i t u d e  t h a t  could discourage major  investments i n  the area and 
thus  cause undue hardship t o  t h e  l o c a l  economics through t h e  c r e a t i o  
o f  l o n g  term. good pay ing j obs .  

- 

I n  add i t i on .  

- 

A major s i l v e r l c o p p e r  mine i s  c u r r e n t l y  i n  

t h e  PPoteCtion and p o s s i b l e  development O f  o the r  resources 

1 

2 

3 

Response to LetteP 1264 - Western Olvironmental As90C.. page 264a 

1 .  See the previous page 

2. we agree. 

3. Reasonable stipulations will be applied to mineral Operations in order 
to mitigate or eliminate negative impacts. not for the pu~pose of 
discouraging mineral operations. Although there are no mineral 
designations in the FoPest Plan. minerals potential w e 3  a 
consideration in recommending areas Por wilderness. Minerals 
development will be allowed on lands open to mineral entry 85 provided 
by law. regardless Of t he  particular designation for the area. 

. 
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Those areas i den t i f i ed  as having high potent ia l  should be promoted 
as the m a j o r  resource available and the plan should re f lec t  an 
emphasis as a m a s  f o r  mineral developnent. 

C. T imber  
The -ai has recognized the importance of the timber resources 
to  the forest. 
a v a i l a b l e  to insure that the economics o f  the local  comuni t les  re- 
main stable w i th  the Opportunity fo r  growth. 
the Forest Service exhibi ts a pos i t i ve  management program, industry 
w i l l  mke capi to l  investments for mre e f f i c i e n t  use o f  the timber. 

Although the bo tena i  h3s recognized the importance o f  timber to  the 
forest, the plan reduces the available productive timber lands 
from \,837,000 acres t o  1,425,000 awes. 
plant improvements decreases w i th  the removal o f  412,000 a w e s  
fmrn the available timber base. 

WETA congratulates the Kootenai Forest f o r  i t s  recognition and 
i n i t i a t i v e  to  eliminate the mountain pine beetle. 

D. Asricul ture 
While the data indicates that avai lable forage w i l l  continue to  
be i n  excess of the anticipated dmand. our concern i s  that  the 
agr icul tural  comnunity be assured that t he i r  operations w i l l  be 
enhanced by increase forage production. 
actions should be taken t o  improve the range when damage i s  
occurring. However, wi th  the l im i ted  amount of acreage o f  the 
forest available (28%) Uithout res t r i c t ions .  we bel ieve that forage 
needs for w i l d l i f e  should not be given preference over l ivestock.  

- 
It i s  important t o  have an adequate supply of timber 

H i s t o ~ i c a l l y ,  when 

The incent ive to make 

- 
- 

Ue agree tha t  correct ive 

Domestic l ivestock production can be maintained and enhanced on 
the forest. The Forest Service should increase i t s  e f f s r t s  t o  wrk 
with other publ ic and pr ivate groups on programs that insure the 
agr icul tural  community i s  not economically impacted due to  federal 
actions. - 
General tomnentr 

A. Yildernesr - 
WETA has reviewed i t s  pos i t ion  on acres to  be included i n  wilderness 
During the RARE I1 review, WETA recommended tha t  27,644 acres be 
added to the wilderness systm. He have reaffirmed tha t  act ion even 
thaugh the for addi t ional  wilderness on the Kootenai has not 
been denanstrated o r  documented i n  the plan. We bel ieve that ex i r t -  
ing acres w i l l  provide adequate opportunities t o  sa t i s f y  the an t i -  
cipated demand. Further, an aggressive management ppogrm rather 
than additional set asides w i l l  provide the balance for the use O f  
the land. I_ 

3 
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4 ,  The proposed planned sell level is i n  excess OF the t r a d i t i o n a l  levels 
so the incent ive t o  mke f a c i l i t y  imppmvsents should continue. The 
analysis indicates that much of the commercial Fomst land that was 
not designated for  timber pmduction i s  economically unsuitable. 

5. No response needed 

6. A S ign i f i can t  por t inn  of big-g- winter range is outside l ivestock 
range allotments. 
range. mcdi f i ca t iom in the Braring pern i t  ellows for adjustment to 
annual forage production and/or allotment objectives. 

Most of the land recommended f o r  wilderness i n  the Final Forest Plan 
has stmng pub l ic  support and lor economic opportunity f o r  
development. 

O f  those d lo tments  which encompass big-5- winter 

7.  

B. 
We believe an overemphasis has been placed on t h i s  issue and w i l l  

Cornunity Values 6 Visual Qua l i t y  Objectives 
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r e s u l t  i n  compoundinq the problems O f  t h e  user g ~ o u p s ,  Althouqh 
v i sua l  amenit ies must be g iven cons ide ra t i on  i n ~ t h e  management- 
o f  t h e  f o r e s t  excessive r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i l l  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  increase 
costs  t o  t h e  users. - 
C. Threatened and Endangered Species 
G r i z z l y  Bear management as presented r e s t r i c t s  t h e  vas t  m a j o r i t y  
o f  a c t i v i t i e s  on t h e  f o r e s t .  The s t i p u l a t i o n s  imposed w i l l  no t  
be conducive t o  respons ib le  management and d e w l o p e n t  of o ther  
resource p o t e n t i a l s .  Although we recognize t h a t  the recovery of 
the bear i s  mandated. we be l i eve  t h e  Forest  Serv ice has over- 
reacted t o  t h i s  i ssue  and have r e s t r i c t e d  the o v e r a l l  use o f  the 
forest .  

D. Econmy 
Our g rea tes t  concern i s  t h e  r o l e  t h e  f o r e s t s  can and do p l a y  t o  
s t a b i l i z e  and improve the l o c a l  economies. The Montana econmy 
i s  h e a v i l y  dependent upon na tu ra l  ~ ~ S O U P C ~ S .  and pub l i c  lands 
a re  a majoy segment i n  t h e  d e v e l o p e n t  o f  those resour-ces. 
i s  impor tant  t h a t  t h e  p lan  r e f l e c t s  an a t t i t u d e  by the Forest 
Serv ice t o  encourage new development t h a t  insures l ong - te rn  jobs 
t o  t h e  area. 

The Kootenai Forest 's  r e c e i p t s  f o r  1984 t o t a l  114,220,283.65. 
The vas t  m a j o r i t y  O f  these funds were received due t o  t imber  
harvests ($14,139,634.82). 
minera ls ,  power and land  use t h a t  totals180.648.83. Receipts 
no t  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  t o t a l  a m  those received due t o  o i l  de- 
velopnent. 

C0"cl"Sion 
The Kootenai d r a f t  p lan  i s  acceptable t o  WETA if c e r t a i n  m d i f i -  
cat ions a r e  made i n  t h e  fo l l ow ing  areas: 

1. Recreation - r e l a x i n g  unreasonable r e s t r i c t i o n s  p resen t l y  i n  
t h e  p lan  t o  assure t h a t  motor ized r e c r e a t i o n  has s u f f i c i e n t  oppor- 
t u n i t i e s  t o  meet t h e  p ro jec ted  demand w i thou t  causing heavy con- 
cen t ra t i ons  o f  use. 

2. 
t h e  l e v e l  o f  potent ia l .should n o t  be subjected t o  excessive re-  
s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  would prevent  o r  discourage exp lo ra t i on  and deuel- 
Opent .  

3. 
makes t o  t h e  economy o f  t h e  area,which also increases t h e  l e v e l  
of r e c e i p t s  t o  t h e  U.S. Treasury. I n  addi t ion.  the importance 
O f  motorized r e c r e a t i o n  n u s t  be r e f l e c t e d  mre c l e a r l y  t o  i n d i c a t e  
a de f i nab le  d i f f e r e n c e  and impact on t h e  l o c a l  economies. 

Thank YOU for t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  conment on the Kootenai 
Yat ional  Forest  Plan. Ye would request  t h e  oppor tun i t y  t o  
s u b i t  a d d i t i o n a l  data a i  i t  becanes ava i l ab le .  

- 

It 

The balance inc ludes fees fmrn grazing, 

- 

- 
Hinera ls  - areas With p o t e n t i a l .  bu t  no t  y e t  i d e n t i f i e d  as t o  

- 
Economy - a r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t h a t  o i l  and gas 

- 

>yJ 
0- 

H i k e  Hicone 
Executive D i rec to r  
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0. We agree tha t  excessive r e s t r i c t i o m  can increase coSts t o  the user 
We disagree tha t  there has been an over-enphasis on t h i s  issue. 

The gr izz ly  bear is recognized as a national resource and all e f fo r t s  
have been directed a t  integrating the bear's recove~y with the 
P ~ S O Y P C ~  a c t i v i t i e s  occucing on the  Kootenai Forest. See the Gr izz ly  
Managemnt Ovidelines i n  Appendix 8 of t he  Final Forest Plan. 
may need tn be some rescheduling or defer ra l  of some site-Specific 
a c t i v i t i e s .  but t ha t  is considered to  be more preferable than a 
complete pmhibi t ian  or denial of the a c t i v i t i e s  and more i n  concert 
with the multiple-use in ten t  Of the National Forests. 

The Kwtenai National Forest has an enviable record of supporting t h e  
w i s e  use of the resources in the area. Examples are: the Asarco Mine 
near Troy; the W.R. Orace ZOnOlite Mine near Libby: the Libby Dam near 
Libby; the mineral exploration under the Cabinet Mountain Wilderness 
by Asarso and U.S. Borax near NOXOO. 
developments. the Kootenai Forest i s  the l a rges t  timber SUpplieP i n  
n o r t h s e t  Montane and has provided timber sales tha t  supply wood 
products to  mills i n  a 5-county area. 
the  opportunity t o  Continue th i s  enviable record while still  pmviding 
fo r  other desireable uses Such 85 r ee rea t im .  v isua l  quali ty.  e t c .  

More opportunities have been provided for  motorized recreation i n  the 
Final Forest  Plan. 

We believe tha t  the option for  mineral exploration has been provided 
where the  p ten t ia l  is ham. 

m e  opportunity fo r  o i l fgas  exploration has been pmvided on nost of 
the Forest. 
is being realized such as along Lake Koocanusa. 

9. 

There 

10. 

In  addition to  these 

The Final ForeSt Plan provides 

11. 

12. 

13. 
Recreation development is being pmvided where the demand 



6 2  

(1) me range of  alternatives fails t o  eramine timber sale levels sbwe 
262 m b f l y r .  

The max- loog NII sus t a ined  timber y i e l d  m t h e  Rwrenai is 455 d f l y r .  
The max- f i r s t  decade ha rves t  with all minim= management requirements 
(HHR8) imposed i o  367 m b f l g r .  me previous DEIS (1982-1983) included an 
a l t e r n a t i v e  that s o l d  376 nrmbflgr. 

over 100 m b f l g r .  of dec i s ion  space. 
t h e  E15 include a l t e r n a t i v e s  d i s t r i b u t e d  between t h e  minimum and maxinum 

muever, t h e  highest  a l t e r n a t i v e  
contained in t h e  EIS produces only 262 d f / y r .  and thus  t h e  EIS i gnores  

Ihe NmA r egu la t ions  require that 

W E S T E R N  F O R E S T  I N D U S T R I E S  A S S O C I A T I O N  

1 

1 5 0 0  5 .  w. T A Y L O R  S T R E E T  . P O R T L A N D .  O R E C O N  9 7 2 0 5  

T L L L P H O U L  
October 18. 1985 s03-21d-5155 

Forest  Superviaor 
ffiacenai National Forest 
R.R. 3,  Bax 700 
Libby, Elontann 59923 

Dear Sir :  

l h i a  letter responds LO your request  f o r  comments 00 t h e  ffioocenai National 
Forear Plan and DrafZ Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Western For- 
e s ~  l odue t r i -  Asssociation represen~s small  business  f o r e s t  products  
manufacturers that depend on t h e  national f o r e s t s  for t h e i r  w e d  supply. 

I h e  Faoteoai  EIS and Fores t  Plan are i n a d e q u r e  because t h e  r a g e  of  alter- 
natives is l imi t ed ,  m i a i m n o  -ag-at requirements have roc been nub- 
j e c t e d  t o  NEPA a n a l y s i s ,  t h e  impacts of t h e  p re fe r r ed  a l t e r n a t i v e  are de- 
c e p t i v e l y  portrayed as an e c o ~ l n i e  improvement. and the pre fe r r ed  alterna- 
tive is biased in favor  of noo-timber reso~mes. 1 

E-292 
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1. The maximum timbeP benchmark ( A l t .  L)  provided for t h e  h ighes t  amount 
of t e n t a t i v e l y  S u i t a b l e  land.  Th i s  benchmark demonstrated the maxmunr 
p o s s i b l e  l o n s - t e m  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  the timber resource and revealed 
the impact of managing for  t i m b e r  over the largest p o s s i b l e  mea.  
Other benchnarks (Haxiow P W  - A l t .  H) demonstrated d i f f e r e n t  
s chedu l ing  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  and costs for comparative p ~ ~ p o o e o .  These 
and other benchmarks pmvided  f o r  a wide range of timber management 
oppor twl i t i e* .  

" 
N 
v) 
N 
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(2) Minimum Efaoagemenr Requirements (nnnS) are accepted as given by t h e  
resource s p e c i a l i s t s  i j i thout  any NEPA a n a l y s i s  

ntnimum Management Requirements reduce timber output  on t h e  Kooteoai aL 
least 150 mmbf (benchmark UOl v. FO1-A) and reduce PNV abonc $560 mi l l ion  
or 352. The appendix of t h e  EIS 8ssyres t h e  reader  that "chese(mlnimm 
management) c o n s t r a i n t s  c o n s t i t u t e d  the  nmsf cos t -e f f ic ien t  method of at- 
t a in ing  the  des i red  r e s u l t s " .  HOWBYBT. t h e r e  are empry words beCmBe the  
EIS  and appendix contain nothing that descr ibes  how each VXR ConsCraiot 
was determined to be  nmst e f f i c i e n t .  mere are t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  developed 
t h a t  permitced t h e  Forest  Supervisor t o  choose the  moat e f f i c i e n t  form Of 
each constraint? h e  EWL issue is very important because MNR4 are double 
(150 mmbf/yr.) the  loss t h a t  results from t h e  d iscre t ionary  COnSCraintS 
(60 m b f / y r . )  

h e  soil and water mR c o n s t r a i n t  is an example of how t h e  K O O t e n a i  f a i l e d  
to  examine wre e f f i c i e n t  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  Of the  var ious X9R ConStraints, 
the  soil and water e m s t r s i n t  cauaed the  greatest decl ine  in PUV (about 
$500 million). 
(CCE) model that l i m i t e d  =he smunt of c learcur  equivalents  allowed in each 
MCerShed. The EIS does w f  show tha t  t h i s  is t h e  most cost e f f i c i e n t  
method TD p r o t e c t  soil and water qual i ty  because no alternative sesvPPtiOnO 
n r e  considered wi th in  t h e  Clearcut  equivalent  model (i.=. the length  of 
time the  model cons iders  B recent ly  c u t  acre to remain barren is debarable). 
Aar did t h e  EIS include a l t e r n a t i v e 9  t h a t  completely discarded t h e  CCE 
m d e l  io. f a m e  o f  another  means to  incorporate soil and water protec t ion  
into t h e  computer. The EIS only  shove the  $500 million OppOrCunitY Cost 
of t h e  CCE w d e l  adopted by the  plaoners. 
tives mst b e  w a l v a t e d  f o r  t h e  mR decis ions  vhieh have t h e  greatest im- 

The cons tza in t  was formulated using a "clearcut  equivalents"  

But NEPA requi res  wre.  Alterna- 

pact 011 timber PrOduCrion of any decis ion in the  Kootenai plan.  - 
(3) me porr raya l  of t h e  prefer red  alceraiat ive e6 a s i s n i f i c a n t  (19x1 

increase in l o b s  misleada and deceiver  the  publ ic .  

The employment increase Dad economic b e n e f i t s  of t h e  preferred a l t e r n a t i v e  
are based on e comparison to t h e  "Current Direction" alLernaLive (EIS p.11- 
153). The CurIeot Di rec t ion  a l t e r n a t i v e  produces only 150 m b f l p .  Thus, 
the  prefer red  s l r a f n n t i v e  al lowable sale q m f i r y  (ASQ) of 202 d f / y r .  
app-re t o  be  L s u b s t a n t i a l  increase in Limber output .  bwever, the  EIS 
ray8 t h e  regvlilted a e l l  during 1974-1983 was 170 ombflyr. (EIS p.111-13). 
The Current Direction a l t e r n a t i v e  from t h e  1982 ers was 247 m b f / y r .  and 
the e x i s t i n g  timber management plan p o t e n t i a l  y i e l d  is abovt 240 m b f l y r .  
Sinea t h e  f o r e s t  p l an  ASP does not r e f l e c t  what vlll a c t v a l l y  be Cut Or 
mid, it is more re levant  to Compare the  ASQ to  t h e  timber managWeOL plan 

€493 
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2. The Minimum Management Requirements (MMR'SI were developed through the 
i n t e r d i s c i p l i n a r y  ( I D )  PPOCBSS and determined t o  be t h e  most f e a s i b l e  
and p r a c t i c a l  t o  quant i fy  i n  the Forplan modeling process .  The 
i d e n t i f i c a i i o n  Of the  S igni f icance  of the  t radeoff  f o r  each MMR w8z 
t h e  most important information sought and brought t o  bear  on the  
a n a l y s i s  of the  a l t e r n a t l w s .  
MMR is a good example. I t  vas long suspected t h a t  s o i l  and water 
pro tec t ion  vas an important c o n s t r a i n t  on timber production and the 
MMR development process  helped t o  quant i fy  i t ' s  r e l a t i v e  s ign i f icance  
i n  comparison t o  Other MMR's such as the  O r i r z l y  Bear and Old-Growth 
Timber management. This  q u a n t i f i c a t i o n .  p l u s  t h e  demonstrated publ ic  
concern f o r  F isher ies  and Water P u a i i t y  Pro tec t ion  w a s  important 
information t o  the I D  team i n  developing t h e  Proposed Action and the 
Fina l  Fores t  Plan.  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  revised Monitoring and Evaluation 
Plan (See s e c t i o n  IV). 

The example given on the S o i l  and Ueter 

3. Your poin t  t h a t  the  Planned Sale Level (ASP) decl ines  from the  
e x i s t i n g  Timber Management Plan is B Correct  Statement hut  we disagree  
t ha t  i t  is the proper comparison t o  make. As you Sta ted  ... "The 
P o t e n t i a l  y i e l d  is a paper number subjec t  t o  budgetary realities as is 
the ASQ i n  the  Fores t  Plan." ?hat is why we mmp-d the "paper 
number" (A%) t o  the actual h i s t o r i c  regulated Harvest Level ( n o t  Sell 
Level) over the last ten years .  
Could happen t o  what has Bctuai ly  wcured ,  r a t h e r  than how the  
p o t e n t i a l s  have changed. We feel t h a t  t h e r e  is l i t t l e  economic 
r e a l i t y  B s S O C i a t e d  with "paper" Comparisons. The baSeline l e v e l  for  
jobs was a c t u a l  jobs.  n o t  p o t e n t i a l  jobs.  There is no adverse 
economic e f f e c t  i n  B l o s s  o f  "paper" jobs.  

The p o t e n t i a l  timber y i e l d  for the  F ina l  F m e s t  Plan has  decl ined from 
t h e  ex is t ing  Timber ManaBement Plan because Of: ( 1 )  a reduced Sui tab le  
timberland base because of addi t iona l  wilderness  end rosd less  area 
reeommedetions. and Old-gmuth timber management designat ions.  (2)  
g r i z z l y  bear recovery needs. and (4 )  t h e  40-acre c l e a r c u t - s i r e  
l i m i t a t i o n .  

We attempted to  demonstrate what 



6 2 b  

Foresr Supervisar 
Page Ihree 
October 18. 1985 

potencia1 yie ld  (e.& eee t h e  San Juan appeal  decis ion l e t t e r  and the 
enclosed H a s i s s i p p i  na t iona l  foces t  decis ion motice). The potent ia l  
y i e l d  Fa I paper a&= sub5ecr co bud~atarj realities as is the )isq 
in t h e  f o r e s t  plan. Ihc timber management plan ie the  old Plan and the  
f o r e s t  plan i s  the  new one. 
e f f e c r s  of the  prefer red  alfe-Live r e l a t i v e  co the p t e n r t a l  y i e l d  of 
the  timber nanageoent plan. 
on cha borenai decl in-  in t h e  prefer red  a l t e r a a t l v e .  
certain t h a t  achieving t h e  sale l e v e l  of the  f o r e s t  plan w i l l  be any =re 

m e  f o m s t  plan should d isp lay  the  economic 

Ihe point is t h a t  the  planned sa lea  l e v e l  
It is M -re 

f r u i t f u l  than aeeompliahmenra m d e r  the  M plan.  - 

3 .  

4. 

5 .  

3 

6 
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(4) 

About 601 of all p o t e n t i a l  roadless  areas is a l loca ted  to uses that pro- 

mho prefeyred nlte-tive i s  blased  in famr of nan-timber resources. 

preferred altermative achieves about 81% of t h e  -h elk population and 
about SOX of the  maximum tm-t p w l a t i o n .  BD~ver.  t h e  preferred a l t e m a -  
t i v e  attains less than 602 of t h e  .larimma f i r s t  decade timber production 

preferred slrernarise from 248 d f l y r .  do- t o  202 d f / y r .  Ihe b i a s  

lesa d l o c a r i o o s .  
m b f l y r .  pacentid y i e l d  io t h e  existing timber maaageneot plan or the  
248 d f l y c .  io the 1982 preferred alternative v i r b c  harmful impacts on 

We believe the  g0or-i could e a s i l y  achieve the 239 

see pm"i0"D page. 

The Pmposed Action and Final  F o r e s t  Plan both  at tempted to resolve 
all the  Forest  Issues in a manner t h a t  achieved t h e  h ighes t  Net Publ ic  
Benefi t .  See t h e  disussion on Net Publ ic  Benef i t  i n  Chapter I1 of the 
Draft and Fina l  US. 

The Pmposed Action and Fina l  Fores t  Plan bath  provide for a 
pmcamoed timhber 5811 level of 233 mmbffyear. 
Fina l  Forest  Plan document. The Kootenai Nat ional  Forest can pmvide 
for B higher  timber sale level b u t  i t  would have to be  done at the  
expense of o t h e r  R S ~ Y P C ~ S  and issues. See the discussion of Net 
Publ ic  Benefi t  i n  Chapter I1 of the  Draft EIS and F i n a l  EIS. 

No ~~%ponse needed 

See Appendix 11 i n  the 

m 
N 
u) 
P 
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A f t e r  s i x  y a a r a  o f  c o n c e r t e d  e f f o r t  and w i t h  l o t s  o f  h s l p f u l  
i n p u t  from t h e  p u b l i c ,  t h e  F o r e s t  Service p l a n n i n g  team h a 5  
completed t h e  f i n a l  Land Management P l a n  fop  Georgia's two 
N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t s .  The Land Management P l a n  i s  schedu led  f o r  
lmp lemen ta t l on  In November, 1985. 

I b e l l e v e  t h a t  t h i s  p l a n  i s  t r u l y  r e s p o n s i v e  t o  t h e  P u b l l C ' s  
concerns  a s  t h e y  were expressed d u r i n g  t h e  l o n g  and o f t e n  
tedious p l a n n i n g  process.  As you know, many of Georg ia ' s  
c i t i z e n s .  a l o n g  w i t h  o t h e r s  f rom OUts lde  t h e  s t a t e ,  g a v e  
t h e i r  i n p u t  d u r i n g  t h e  m a s s i v e  p u b l i c  I nvo l vemen t  p rocess  
i h f c h  began f i v e  y e a r s  ago. 

A l though  t h e  p l a n  W i l l  p r o b a b l y  n o t  Comp le te l y  p leas0  a11 
i n t e r s s t  groups, I a i n c q r a l y  b e l i e v e  It p r e s e n t s  a we11 
ba lanced and r s a r o n a b l e  approach f o r  managing t h e r e  va lue4  
N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  l a n d s  and  u i l T  b e s t  s e r v e  t h e  m a j o r i t y  of 
citizens over t h e  l o n g  run. My hope i s  t h a t  i t  r e p r e s e n t s  a 
c o n s ~ ) ~ ~ s u s  o f  acceptance from t h e  I n t e r e s t e d  p u b l i c .  

some p o s s l b l e  m i s c o n c e p t i o n s  t h a t  may have been  genera ted  by 
c r i t i c s  o f  t h e  p l a n .  

F i r s t ,  t h i s  p l a n  i s  a 10-15 y e a r  p l a n  and w i l l  most l l k a l y  bo 
rodone a t  t h e  end o f  1 0  years .  It i s  aet a SO-year plan. 
The Env i ronmen ta l  I m p a c t  S ta tement  and t h e  P l a n  do d i s p l a y  
p r o j e c t i o n s  o f  what  c o u l d  b e  expec ted  I f  t h e  p l a n  Were 
c o n t l n u e d  o v e r  a 50-year  perlod. A11 p l a n n e r s  use 
p r o j e c t t o n 3  t o ' t e s t  p l a n  r e s u l t s .  Tho next 10-yssr  p l a n  
c o u l d  v e r y  w e l l  c r e a t e  changes t h a t  a l l 1  r e s u l t  i n  a 
d i f f e r e n t  50-year  proJoction. 

Secondly. t h e r e  r i l l  n o t  b e  a d o u b l i n g  o r  t r i p l i n g  O f  t h e  
t l m b e r  h a r v e s t e d  on t h a  Chattahoochee-Oconoo d u r i n g  t h e  
lO-year  p l a n  p e r l o d .  If marke t  demands e x i s t  t h e r e  may be a 
moderate l n c r e i ~ e  I n  volume o f  t i m b e r  so ld .  The f l g u r a s  
d i s p l a y e d  i n  t h o  p l a n n i n g  documents f o r  t i m b e r  removod 
r e p r e s e n t  t o t a l  r o o d  m a t e r i a l  h a r v e s t e d  up  t o  a & I n c h  t o p .  
H l s t o r l c a l l y  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r Y i C O  h a 5  been a b l e  t o  s e l l  about 
70% o f  t h a t  m a t e r i a l .  The r e m i n d e r  Is n o t  m a r k e t a b l e  
because O f  $12. o r  form. T h e r u o r s r  I f  t o I a n  a l l w e d  a 
h a r v e s t  o f  75 m l l l i o n  board  feet&= 

I would l i k e  t o  emphasize a few k e y  p o i n t s  t o  h e l p  Correct 

&arkst s i t u s t 7 ~ i i ~ f G u l d  t r a n s l a t e  i n t D  a $ . i t  v orun. o f  
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s k a . 5  m l l l i o n  b o a r d  f e e t .  In t h e  p a s t  f l v s  y8aPS. t h e  
Cha t tahoochee-Oconee  N i t ' i oGX l -Fo res ts  h a v e  s o l d  a b o u t  55 -58  
m l l l l o n  board f e e t  a n n u a l l y .  

A n o t h e r  p o i n t  I w o u l d  l l k e  t o  m p h a s l z s  Is t h a t  d u r i n g  t h e  
lo-yosr p l a n  p s r l o d ,  f e a a r  m i l e s  o f  now roads  a i l 1  be 
c o n s t r u c t e d  t h a n  a r e  nor  b u l l t  on t h e  N a t l o n a l  Forest..  
C u r r e n t l y  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  b u l l d a  an a v e r a g e  o f  27 mf1OS o f  
now r o a d s  e a c h  y e a r .  T h l s  f i g u r o  r i l l  b e  reduced t o  2 0  n l l a s  
p e r  y e a r  under  t h a  p l a n .  

C u r r e n t l y  o v e r  9ox o f  a l l  roads b u i l t  a r e  l e f t  ppen f o r  
C o n s t a n t  O P  n e a r  c o n s t a n t  use .  Under t h e  p l a n ,  75% O f  111 
new r o a d s  b u l l t  w o u l d  b e  c l o s e d  a f t e r  t h e  t l m b e t -  I s  removed 
and r e f o r e s t a t i o n  work I S  c o m p l e t e d .  many o f  t h e s e  r o a d s  
r l l l  be C l o s e d  and  seeded  t o  p l a n t s  w h i c h  a r e  v a l u a b l e  a s  a 
u l l d l l f e  f o o d  source .  These  r o a d s  w i l l  t h e n  c o n t r l b u t n  t o  
i m p r o y n d  r i l d l l f e  h a b l t a t  u n t i l  t h e y  a r e  naedsd  a g a l n  f o r  
t l m b e r  s a l e  access 10-20  y e a r s  l a t e r .  

As t h e  p l a n  Is I m p l e m e n t e d ,  I h a v e  d l r e c t e d  our  F o r e s t  
S e r v l c e  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  t o  g i v e  p r i o r i t y  c o n s l d e r a t l o n  t o  t h e  
f o l l w l n g  t h r e e  v a l u e s :  1) Improved  r i l d l l f e  h a b i t a t ,  2 )  
r e t s n t l o n  and enhancement  o f  scenlc and r e c r e a t l o n a l  
o p p o r t u n i t i e s ;  a n d  3 1  p r o t e s t l a n  and enhancement  of t h o  r o i l  
and  w a t e r  ~ B S O U ~ C B S .  I am c o n f l d e n t  t h a t  t h i s  p h l l o s o p h y  
e 1 1 1  r e s u l t  I n  a management Scheme f o r  r s n d e r i n g  o u t p u t s  t h a t  
w i l l  p l e a s e  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  p e o p l e  I n t e m s t e d  I n  t h e  N a t i o n a l  
F o r e s t s .  

F i n a l l y .  I r a n t  t o  t h a n k  a11 o f  you  I h O  contributed t o  t h e  
d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  t h e  L a n d  Management P l a n ,  and I r a n t  t o  assure 
you  t h a t  u e  a r e  e a g e r  t o  c o n t i n u e  t o  work c l o s e l y  w l t h  you  a s  
we i m p l e m e n t  t h e  p l a n  o v e r  t h e  n e x t  f e r  y e a r s .  
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? ) T h e  r o a d l e ~ ~  n ~ n - m o t . o ~ i z e d  managrnrrnt o f  t h e s e  M i l d  drear :  
a .  Rode-;,:,: Mountain 
b .  c a t a r a c t .  c r r c , :  
c. i 2 " f . m  Peak 
d .  N o r t h w r s t  Peak 
e. Robinson M o u n t a i n  - 

: ) A t  the o z n i ~ m ,  202 o f  a l l  o l d  g r o w t h  f o r e s t  s h a v l d  be  . . 
p r o t e c t c o '  p e r i a n s n t . 1  y .  Old g r o w t h  s h o u l d  h e  p r o t e c t e d  * l o n g  
stream beds. - 

"ThE t i n b e , .  s a l e  l e , , r l  s h o u l d  he maintained a t  d l o w e r  
y i e l d  t h n  t h e  p l a n n e d  ? f i i a m f i F .  - 

5 '  rire pianne i l  b u i l d i n g  n i i i i  s e r z o ~ s ~ y  a f f e c t  t i i e  
l ; & i . l t a t  C' el,:. m o u n t a i n  l i o n .  a"d h l a c i  her*. 

E-297 
Response t o  Le t t eP  (140 - Wildlife Club. Flthd. Vly. C.C.. f i r s t  page 

1. Wilderness has been recommended i n  the Scotchman Peak -a including a 
s igni f icant  portion of Pe l l ick  Ridge. and additions have been 
recommended for the Cabinet Yountain Wilderness (See the F i n d  Forest 
Plan Map). 
portion of Tmut Creek and ell  Of the Kmtenai portion of the Tuchuck 
madless  -a (See the F i n d  Forest Plan Map). 

Roadless man-ent has been designated on a s igni f icant  

2. Rcderick Mountain. Cataract CreeL. Canyon Creek. Northwest Peak. and 
Robinson Mowltain a11 have Significant portions designated as madless 
management. 

The Final Forest Plan has ident i f ied  a t o t a l  of 185.W acres of 
old-grwth timber tha t  will be pmtected for old-growth timber- 
dependent wi ld l i fe  species. This is  25% of all the nature t i m b e r  on 
the Kwtenai Forest (130 years old 01. older).  exclusive of Lodgepole 
Pine (729.000 acres). All timber along streams are managed w i t h  the 
Riparian Area Guidelines (See the R i p a r i a n  Area Guidelines in the 
Final Forest Plan).  

The recent timber sale pmgram ac t iv i ty  has average3 221 mbf lyear  
(See Table 11-1 in Chapter If in the Final US). 
timber supply shorteges on adjacent private timberlands. the F i n d  
Forest Plan w i l l  retain the option ro retain this recent sell level 
(See Appendix 11 in the Final Forest Plan docmenti .  

m e  increase in planned mads rill not r e su l t  in an increase in the 
mount of o w  mads which have the m a t e s t  inpact an wild l i fe  
habitat .  

See the Riparian Guidelines and the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan i n  
the Final Forest Plan document. 

3. 

4. 
Because Of possible 

5. 

6 
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Wildlife Management Institute 
Suite 75, 1101 14th Street. N.W.. Washington. D.C. mm5 DT2/37l-tR33 

October 2 ,  1985 

Forest supervisor 
KDOrena i  N i l t i D n a l  Forest 
RL. 3. BOX 100 
Libby, noncana 59923 

Dear sir: 

The Wildl i fe  Kanagerent I n s t i t u t e  i e  pleased t o  comment on MOTENAI NATIONAL 
m n w  PROPOSED mmsT puul and amm~nnrr~~ IKPACI STATWMT. ~ o n n n s .  

- 
The menage-nt area prencr ip t ioas  are u e l l  organized and eaay t o  underrrand. 

The inclusion of r i p a r i a n  areas as management area No. 1 emphasizes the  importance 
of t h i s  esSent ia l  h a b i t a t  element. - 

The forestwide standards are tw general. some of the  s p e c i f i c s  in management 
area standarde could v e l 1  be t ransfer red  t o  t h e  f o r e s t r i d e  s tandards,  because they 
are Lbe key to public voderncanding and pvbl ic  mnitoring of any f o r e s t  p l a n .  - 

The inclusion of de ta i led  i n s t m c t i o n s  f o r  snags and old growth in the  appendfi 
is good. 

Dur pr inc ipa l  object ion is havine t o  sort through 15 alternatives. almost dl 
of uhich have a featured resource & a high timber y ie ld  or normal Limber y ie ld .  
All proposed t inber  y ie lds  are v e l 1  above the  10 year timber harves t  average 
(Table 5-1). 
logging than the 10 year average and 9 percent  _re road COnScrUCLiDn. 
has 5 percent l e s s  migratory f i s h  produced than the 10 year average. 

Even Alternative "F'. the  high e l k  alceroacive, hsa 11 percent -re 
It a180 

- 
There is no high amenity alternative co consider  and compare. Even AlCeroativi 

"V. narfmm Yildcmees.  proposes 40 percent more timber harvest  on a reduced timbe: 
acreage. 
t h a t  timber and logs ire ~ D I L  morranc. . 

The range af  alteroafivves huggerca t h a t  the  region and f o r e s t  be l ieve  

We w i l l  object  to  Ibe plan m d  EIS u n t i l  there  is B high amenicy a l t e r n a t i v e  
EO use as B conpariso11 f o r  the  preferred alrernacive. 
5 percent  because of exces3ive road COnStruCtioo needed To harvest  timber i n  0 0 7  

Reduction of f i s h e r i e s  by 

acceptable .  There i s  no measure of the awunt of sediment created nor any mizi- 
garion of sediment and f i s h e r i e s  l o s s ,  Other than bes t  conscmction prac t ices .  The 
plan is written as though the recession. slow Limber markers, m i l l  c l o s u ~ e s  and t h e  
discernable  movemeor of Che timber induncry to the  sourheaetero United States were - 
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1. 

2 .  

3. 4. 

5. 

Riparian Areas are n o t  B Separa te  Management Area. 
Mnnngement Ares4 on t h e  Fores t .  but they da have a unique sat of 
p r c s r r l p t g o n s .  Tlm Pt.nndnrda for riparisn o r e m  have heen moved t o  
Chapter 11 in the  Fores t  Plan to  accura te ly  r e f l e c t  t h e  all-forest  
importance of the ares*. 

The Fores t - r ide  Standards are a p p l i c s b l e  t o  all Hanagemant A p e a s  
(MA'sl on the  Fores t .  m e  s p e c i f i c  ones in t h e  MA'e pmvide  foor the 
management d i r e c t i o n  for t h a t  M w h i c h  makes i t  unique. 

The 15 e l t e r n a t i v e s  were considered important to show t h e  various 
P B S O U N ~  t radeoffa  involved in t h e  attempt to  resolve a l l  the issues 

A l l  of t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  are t h e  r e s u l t  of ca lcu la ted  p o t e n t i a l s .  
t h e  Curren t  Di rec t ion  (Alt .  I )  YBB constrained t o  a prescr ibed timber 
h m v e s t  l e v e l .  We are not  c l e a r  on what a '"high emenity. a l t e r n s t i v e  
would prescribe ( a  reduct ion in timber hexvest from Current leve ls7  
If so. hw much7 1W. 2M7.  5021). 

The p r o j e c t e d  timber harves t  l e v e l s .  i f  sus ta ined .  would r e s u l t  in 
Some f i s h  l o s s e s  BB Calculated using the  f i shery  model a t  our 
disposa l .  
On the sensitivity of the watershed in question. its t h r r s h o l d  level 
of sediment. t h e  rate of recovery. and the degree of harves t  t h a t  is 
Projec ted .  Because of the  lor r e l i a b i l i t y  of t h e  sediment figures 
which are used. t h e  f i s h e r y  l o s s  c a l c u l a t i o n s  become very suspect .  
For t h i a  reason. t h e  Final F o r e s t  Plan has  put  t h e  emphasis on the  
on-the-ground determinat ion of rater q u a l i t y  and f i s h  h a b i t a t  
Pammeters  t o  irsure t h a t  f i s h  h a b i t a t  and t h e  f i s h e r y  resource i s  not  
degraded (See t h e  Monitoring and Evaluat ion Plan and the  Forestvide 
S tandards  in the Final Fores t  Plan document). 

They e x i s t  in e l l  

Only 

The amount of c a l c u l a t e d  loss in a given watershed depends 

m 
N 
v1 
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Forest supervisor -2- 
Kaorenai National Foresr 

3 o a  
October 2 ,  1985 

not f a c t s  of l i f e .  

The  r ipar ian  management prescriptions are much 
6 

what are the  wi ld l i fe  population goale in the 
7 

logging. The only  timber harvest in a r ipar ian  area should be t o  improve the 
riparian system. 

heosive plan? 
comparative table.  

How do these compare w i t h  Forest Service projections? Include a 

Of the alrernarives presented, we prefer "F" high elk. It is  good 
ham less roada and 1.58 eedimenr than the others.  It is not an amenity alternative.  
but i o  generally the best  of an unsatisfactory a l te rna t ive  array.  

Some spec i f ic  comments follow: 

FOREST PLAN 

Page 11-9. We compute 4.5 m i l e s  of road per square mile of the commercial fores t  
area. dn o f f i c i a l  f igure shovld be prepared f o r  each a l te rna t ive .  

Pages 111-38 and 111-42. Some general forestvide guidelines on uinnrer range 
moag-nr should be included i n  farearwide standards. 

Page Iv-5. nonitaring. The s t a t e  s h o d d  be an ac t ive  par t ic ipant  in wild l i fe  

9 mnirorlng. not j v o t  furnish reports.  

EIS - 
Page IV-49. 2nd paragraph. Add p r w i o i o n  of qua l i ty  hvnting as a reason f o r  

seasonal road closures. 

Page IV-49. Table Ill-23. An example of the above. AlLemLative "E", high elk, 
 lobe^ 50 percent of the  roads. The preferred a l te rna t ive  closes 57 Percent of the 
roads. yhy the  difference? 

There remarks have been coordinated with William 8 .  Horse, the Institute's 
Western Representative. 

n Sincerely. 

DM:slh 

Daniel A. Poole 
President 

6. 

I .  

8. 

9 .  
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We do not  agree with yovr Statement t h a t  the Riparian Area Management 
Guidance 10 too permissive. but we have made several mcdifications i n  
t h  Final Forest Plan. -5 is acceptable f o r  impmvement OP maintenance. 

We also feel t h a t  Limber harvest  i n  riparian 

h 

The publication Desim for Tornorm 1985-1990 displays the S t a t e  of 
Montana's wi ld l i fe  objectives. The S t a t e ' s  b ig  game objectives are 
not based on wpula t ion  numbers. but ra ther  harvest  leviis and hunter 
recreation Opportunity. with desired wpula t ion  trend shorn f a r  some 
species.  Using elk as an example. the S t a t e ' s  objective thmugh 1990 
f o r  Region 1 is f o r  an increasing Wpulation trend. an increase i n  
hunting opwrtuni ty .  and a 22 percent increase i n  h m e s t .  
Comparatively. the  KOotenai Forest Plan p m j e c t s  an increase i n  
h a b i t a t  carrying capacity fmm the  CUT.rent 5.5W elk to 9.9W by t h e  
end of t h e  th i rd  decade. Therefore. the Kwtenai goals are cornpetable 
w i t h  thwe of the Sta te  and in f a c t  were developed i n  cooperation with 
the  State. 

NO response needed. 

We f e e l  t h a t  the calculation of a r a t i o  of t o t a l  mad miles per 
commercial ( su i tab le)  timberland is misleading. In general ,  the 
larger the su i tab le  timberland baSe the smaller the r a t i o .  
the maximum e l k  a l te rna t ive .  with the Smallest su i tab le  timberland 
base has one of the highest ra t ios .  "his is because many of the 
necessary m& would be outside Of the su i tab le  timberland base. 
ectud 4ituILtion on-the-gmmd results i n  s i m i l a r  mad miles per 
squ- mile dependins on whether the land is managed for regulated 
timber y ie lds  or not.  
i t  w i l l  require a C e r t a i n  mount of mad. depending on the 
topography. 
i n  the Pmpoaed Action and Final Forest Plan. 

We f e e l  that the langusge in section 111 i n  the Management Area 
prescr i t ions  dea l ins  w i t h  winter range i e  adequate and vould only be 
repeti t-  in the Forestwide Standards. 

The S t a t e  is an a c t i v e  Participant i n  much Of the on-going wi ld l i fe  
monitoring. 
S t a t e  b i d g i s t s  and review t h e i r  harvest f igures and j o i n t l y  develop 
population trends by species. ( 2 )  j o i n t  t r i p s  are made t o  the f i e l d  t o  
monitor f i s h  and wildlife habi ta t  conditions and indicator species.  
(3) r e  help finance aerial big-gme mmts by the Sta te  and j o i n t l y  
review t h e i r  results and es tab l i sh  trends. 

Good point! 

A l t .  F. 

The 

If the land area is t o  be waged for  timber. 

This is t h e  reason for  the high emphasis on mad closures 

For example. (1) r e  m U U l y  S i t  dom with the loca l  

The Proposed Action and Final Forest Plan close (I higher percentage of 
mads because of t h e i r  emphasis on wild l i fe  m-nt thmugh s i te-  
s p e c i f i c  land designations. 

m 
N 
v) 
v) 



2 0  

Deer Sir, 

W l l d l l f e  h a h l t a t  nnd p o t e n t i a l  Wilderness  heve  d e t e m l n e d  my 
on-t'le-(rrou?d o b s e r v a t i o n s  of t h e  Kootennl F o r e s t  so I x l l l  
l l m l t  ?y conmelts .m t h e  proposed p l m  t o  t h o s e  subjects.' 

b l n n  your  19R3 Roadless Ares I'pdate aid Sunnary t o  compare 
Wlth Wrldemess and Roadless haingement p r e s c r l b e d  In the 
Proposed F o r e s t  P l a n .  I find t h e  f o l l o w l n a  r e d u c t i o n s  1 - 
O b J e c t l o i a h l e r  

CRhtnet a d d l t l o n s  down t o  36.000 from 93.800. 
SCOtChLlen Peaks down t o  24.190 from 52,100. 
Galenn Creek down t o  10,800 from 15.700. 
Trout Creek down t o  22.500 from 31.800. 
Cataraot Creek down t o  11,100 trom 17,200.. 

'Ihe Cabinet l l l l d e r n e s s  i e e d s  every avallable acre t o  p rov ide  
dep th  am4 Grlzirly s e c u r i t y ,  C m t l w m s  PI2 areas shou ld  be l a  

SCOtChxa.1 Peaks shou ld  l n c l v d e  t h e  C O l t l w O U S  M A 2  u n l t '  t h a t  1 b  

h n n e e i e i t  p r e s o r l p t l o n s  In t ' re  Galena Creek i i n l t  can nch leve  
w l l d l l f e  a q d  recreation o b J e c t l v e s  if a d e q u a t e l y  s u p e r v i s e d  

added. S t a t e d  o b j e c t l v e a  f o r  t h e s e  u n i t s  can be b e t t e r  
RchleVDd wl th  more s e c u r l t y  u i d e r  Wilderness  d e s l p n a t l a n .  

c o n t a l n  Sqmw Peak.  The vnlue Of t h e  proposed Wilderness  
I,lould be ereat l n c r e a s e d  by c l o s l n e  t h e  o l d  logelng r o a d s  
in. t h e  w.2 u n l t  on t h e  e a s t .  

h u t  many Of t h e  R C r e s  o m i t t e d  shou ld  h e  m t U T ? e d  to the u n i t  

rhe IIroct Creek G!llderness propos~l shovld l n c l n d e  a11 
o o i t l p m m  rond lesa  land t o  P i l l A n C e  w i l d l i f e  h a h l t a t  end 

:he proposed C a t n m c t  :!llCerness i r i l t  1s sin31 s n d  a d e q u a t e l y  

hy  ::A10 - id  #429 ::nits w i l o h  *re 5 0  r e n s l n  rondles s  y e t  t h e  

q o q l l t y  h w t l n p  o p p o r t u n l t l e s .  All h u t  a m a l l  p o r t l o n  on 
t h e  n o r t h  end of t ' le  c o i t l ~ . o a s  1x2 should he added. 

accessed.  The u l l d l l f e  r e s o u r c e  Is e s o e p t l o m l .  t h e  un- 
w a d e d  ?or t ionS  of :'A2 t h a t  are cont iTu0us should be a fded  

2 

3 r 
! 

4 

4 a  

1 
t o  renilee t h e  full p o t e i t l a l  of the %rea. :<A18 

Optlon :o Thad ! IAlR is k e p t  open. ?".s s t r e t c 3 e s  

E-Mo 
Resmnse t o  Letter 620 - Donald Aldrich. f i r s t  Page 

1. We assume that  you are referring to the pmtection of these maddie58 
areas. Ihe Cabinet Additions had 36.000 acres of recommended 
wilderness p1w 36.300 acres of madlees mansge~en~ for B t o t a l  of 
72.300 acres out of the 93.800 acres total .  
acres of recommended wilderness plue 19.m acres of madless 
management fop a total  of 4 3 . a  acres out of the 52.100 acres. 

me acresge remaining in nanagenent Area 2 contains areas w i t h  mineral 
potential  andfor private land which would be impacted i f  LL w i l d e m s  
recO.mendatim vas made a t  this time. 

Scotchman Pea* had 29.203 

la 

lb. See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

2. mese mads are n w  closed t o  the public. Access is granted to allw 
f o r  seesonel mineral Operations in the Ross Point Ridge area (lrsarcol. 

The portion of Galena that faces the Clark Fork River Contains 8- 
sensit ive viering arras which have been recognized i n  b t .  Area 5. 

b t .  Area 11 and Wt. Area 14. 
infestation. this designation could allow some timber h e s t .  If 
econcaiea of such a sale  do not warrant harvest. these apeas rill bs 
reanalyzed for reclassification during me next planning pericd. 

Ihe Tmut C-k area is not designated for  wilderness. 
and Mmt. Area 2 for  this area allows management practices (such as 
the wildlife burn in April. 1986) which wvld be precluded under & 

3. 

mere is some ~ r T i a l - * i r e d  timber in the *ma classified as 
With the potential of a bark-beetle 

H p t .  Area 29 

wilderness designation. 

4. Ihe Cataract Apes is not desipated for  wilderness. 
selected as appropriate i n  the burrnunding area because of the 
presence oP existing mads. 
the management of the remaining area w i l l  be H a t .  Area 29. 

We agree that the s m a l l  inclusion of MA 18 is not appropriate because 
of its s m a l l  size and t h i s  designation w i l l  be changed to  MA 19. 
should be noted t h a t  a Significant portion of the HA 19,area is 
c u r m t l y  under contract for helicopter lagging. (Please also note 
that  the above map change w a s  inadvePtantly overlooked on the F i n d  
Forest Plan Map. small-scale-$ize. but h a s  been made on the large- 
scale-sine map i n  the Forest Headquarters in Libby. Montana.) 

Hgmt.  Area 2 w a s  

W i t h  the exception of the existing mads. 

48. 
I t  



qs I C e n t t f l e d  on y o u r  1983 ~ R P  IS l i a d e q m t r  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  
n p e c t a c u l a r  scenery. w l l d l l f e  h m l t a t  and h+.& q u s l l t y  r eo -  
r e s t i o n  c n p n b i l i t i e s .  

:(A2 d e s i p n a t i o n  f o r  Roadless Ares u n i t s  482. 483 an& X172 

bear. r ; l l f i . l l f e  e n d  r e c r e a t l o n  mmacel ran t  on t h e  ? l a t i e a d  
These  u n i t s  are l m p o r t a ? t  t o  t ' ie G r i z z l y  

.~~ .~ ~. 
O p p o r t u ~ ~ t ~ e s  vilere t h e r e  are approve6  o r  exlsting roads" 
opens sn o b J e c t i o l n b l e  d o o r  t o  u n d e r s l r a b l e  uses. 
r e t x l n s  t h e  o p t i o n  f o r  new r o a d  c o n s t r u c t l o n  it shou ld  he 

If "approve*' 

There S h o u l d  be an o p p o r t l l n l t y  f o r  p u b l l c  1QPut an d e c l s l o n s  

P u b l i c  lmpu t  s h o u l d  he sollclted b e f o r e  t l m b e r  is h a r v e s t e d  

t h r e a t e n s  all o t h e r  v a l u e s  i n  mRny HA2 Unlts. 

Pace 111-10 W l l d l l f e  e n d  F l s h r  

that involve timber harvests t o  enhance  h a b l t n t .  
Tlmber I 

t o  cont ro l  the spread of lnsects or  disease. 

Minerals I 

i n  HAZ. The word p e n e r a l l y  poses  a threat. 

Pepe 111-11 Inndsn 
There s h o u l d  be a n  EA or a n d  EIS on proposed  speclal use 
p e r n l t s ,  r i g h t s  of  way and  easemen t s .  

P l r e i  
Control of insects and disease s h o u l d  be l n c l u d e d  I n  tbe  
a c c e p t a b l e  uses of p r e s a r l b e l l  fire. 

9 

d e l e t e d .  

(4)  
P e r m l t t i n g  c m g s  c o u n t r y  use of  snowmobiles 

Thank y o u  f o r  the o p p o r t u n l t y  
Proposed  Forest Plnn .  

t o  r e v l e u  c o m e n t  on y o u r  

E-301 
Response t o  Letter X20 - Donald Aldrieh. page 200e 

5 .  We disagree. 
is supportive of t he i r  land desigNLtions.. 

Ihe Flathead Forest has stated tha t  the MA 2 designation 

6. No response needed 

7. A list of the exis t ing  roads tha t  Permit continued h is tor ica l  
recreational use has been added to  the manegement PTescriDtion for 
MA 2 i n  the Final Forest Plan. 

Snowmobiling is B Compatible use i n  m a n y  MA 2 are=. 
area tha t  is available for cro~s-wmtry use is limited. on a 
prac t ica l  basis.  because of vegetation denseness md steepness of 
terrain. 

Opportunities for input in to  timber sales we available a t  each Rmger 
Dis t r ic t  office. 

8. me amount of 

9. 

10. He disagree. 

11. There is normally an EA on all ac t iv i t i e s  proposed i n  t h i s  MA 

12. Because of the primary in ten t  of allowing tor  natural  pmcesses i n  
this MA. it l a  not Pe l t  tha t  the w n t m l  OF insects and disease -111 
be a s i w i f i e a n t  need. although i t  would be an acceptable use as you 
S U g K e S t .  

S l n c e r e l y .  

mnald A l d r l c h  



. .. 

. - . .. . . . . .. See the  Forest  Plan Map for the recommended wilderness for the Cabinet 
Additions. 

See the Farent Plan Map f a r  the recommended wilderness for the 
Scotchman Peak area. 

See the Forest Plan Y a p  for the recommended wilderness in the Ten 
Lakes -a. 

We do not rem-d wildernesa in the Tmut Creek area because of 
poten t ia l  mineral and wi ld l i fe  values. however. the area ha4 a 
Signi f icant  portion designated t o  madless  management which w i l l  
p ro tec t  the inherent wilderness wdities.  

Roads a m  a necessary Faci l i ty  tha t  are needed for the pmduction of 
timber. The Final Forest Plan has attempted to pmduce the l e a s t  
amount of road consistent with the maintenance of  h i s t o r i c  t i m b e r  
harvest  l eve ls .  

The Final Forest  Plan w i l l  pmvide fop a Signi f icant  amount of mad 
closure*. 

m e  Find Forest  Plan prwides  f o r  the continuation of recent timber 
sell leve ls .  

m e  O l d - m t h  timber Cowanent has been increased to  101 of the  
Forest  land area belor 5.5W f e e t  elevation and has been removed f r o m  
the regulated timber base. 

No response needed. 

,. .. .. . .. .... . .. .... . ~~ ..- 

. ~~ . . . . 
~ 



Forest Plan 
Koalenai Narl. Forest 
Route 3 Box 700 
Libby. MT 59923  
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3 0  October 1985  

near sirs; 
7 

I have looked over the  drafL forest p l a n  and can f ind  no a l r e r n a t i v e  t h a t  i s  very 
sound s i lv icv lLural ly  or economically. In p a r t i c u l a r ,  all build f a r  t o o  many roads 
on a fmrest t h a t  a l ready has  just aboat been raaded LO dea th .  I n  fac t ,  Limber harvest 

t h e  law obliged you t o  practice f o r e s t r y ,  n o t  t r e e  farming. I n  any event, your plans 
to build B t o t a l  of almost 11,000 miles of road on t h i s  forest are simply appa l l ing  
as are your short-term p lans  far 2 4 4  miles of new road per  year. Io no way can t h e  

has f a s t  become the s i n g l e  use of whir was once a very diverse f o r e s t .  I rhoughc 

Kaotenai s v s t a i n  t h i s  impact w i t h o u t  dea th  LO a large portion of i t s  once f i n e  
f i she ry .  

1 

I am a180 deeply concerned that you plan some form of development on P e l l i c k  Ridge. 

subs id i e s  f a r  timber ha rves t .  Th i s  are abso lu te ly  belongs in the Scotchan  wilderness .  
Trout Creek, sou th  of t h e  Clark Fork. is another area that has w i l d l i f e  valuer 

The timber ha rves t  levels planned f o r  the forest gem f a r  higher than h i s t o r i c  t r ends  

a place wi th  huge w i l d l i f e  and wilderness  values and one rhar w i l l  r equ i r e  huge 

higher than timber values, and simply deserves  to be l e f t  alone. 

170 W F  iB probably sus t a inab le  and would allow mare genuine multiple use o n  
t h e  Roorenai. 

2 

and are a l s o  much higher than l e g i t i m a t e  carrying capaci ty .  A harvest  l e v e l  of 

I a s o l y ,  whi le  I recognize the  good e f f o r t  you have made at t ry ing  CO maintain 
o l d  growth timberland on t h e  forest, a somewhat higher percentage. coupled w i t h  a 
arronger commitmem t o  maintain i t ,  eeema i n  order. In p a r r i c u a l r ,  r i p a r i a n  zone 
o ld  growth ought t o  be permanently r e t a i n e d ,  and,nor  r o t a t e d  as you now pleo. A 
f i g u r e  of 10-152 of t h e  f o r e s t  m u l d  be a more sound target. 

6 

1. The med miles shorn i n  t h e  US a r e  n e i t h e r  t a r g e t s  or goals. b u t  
estimates of needs given today 's  technology. me need for roads vi11 
be Continuel ly  r eas ses sed  as the LPBnSPOPtation system is developed so 
t h a t  only those roads  necessary t o  manage t h e  f o r e s t  are ever b u i l t .  
The Fina l  Plan includes a goal  t o  minimize t h e  amount of road 
constmctim and the t o t a l  roads needed are 3.850 as of January 1. 
1986. 

Mast of P e l l i c k  Ridge has been recommended for wildepness. 
F i n a l  F o r e s t  Plan Map. 

Most of the Trout  Creek area h s  been d e s i m a t e d  for madless 
management. 

2. See t h e  

3. 
See t h e  f i n a l  Forest  Plan Hap. 

4. me timber sale pmgram for the  F i n a l  f o r e s t  Plan w i l l  be a t  t h e  same 
l e v e l  BS r e c e n t  yews (1981-19851. 
and Appendix 11 in the Fina l  Fo res t  Plan document. 

See Chapter I1 of the Fina l  EIS 

5. The o l d - m t h  t i m b e r  Cornponeat of t h e  F i n a l  Fo res t  P l an  ha5 been 
removed f m m  t h e  r egu la t ed  ( s u i t a b l e )  timbepland base. 

The Fina l  Fo res t  P l an  nor pmvides  for B 10% level of old-gmvth 6 .  
timber management. 

[: 
w 
0 
v1 



TC: FCSEST SU?E2VlSC? ;::F 
RT 3 3OX 7DC 
L i I l i Y ,  :IT 59923 

2 i a  

2 CCTGXP 85 

Dear J i i ,  

Th is  i s  i n  response t o  our convarszt ion l e s t  m o t h  about t h e  f u t u r e  o f  Cedar 
replccenent Stands on t h a  % m t e n e i  i l a t i ona l  Forest  i n  t h e  nex t  decades. Thz 
"Old Grmth "  component speaks n a i n l y  t o  t k  age c lzss  o f  these v i l d i f a  stanes 
and no t  t o  t h u  species uh ich  $ t i l  I comprise stends  in t h i s  i lA.  

On Xootenzi and Other Fa rgs t r  w i t h  which i have been Ps50Ciated. l i t t l e  or no 
a t t e n t i o n  was given to t h e  regenerat ion of  cedar. 17 i s  a species which i s  
mre d i f f i c u l t  to regenerate and Cul ture;  t he re fo re  it i s  mst o f t a n  at and 
repieced w i t h  o the r  species. A fe:? o f  t he  inmatur.1 cedar stands i i i l l  be found 
I n  &!A 13 and Other "oil-development i.IAIs. These v l i i  be protected.  

a cedar gene pool. There m e  many ma11 pockets o f  climax stands which h o l d  

I amconcerned about the  cllmax Stand3 t h a t  c o n t a i n  inmature cedar and are i n  
develonental I.L%'s. The general ~ I I ~ i ~ u l t ~ r a i  p rac t i ces  p resen t l y  be ing used on 
the Kotenai would o b l i t e r a t e  a n u d e r  o f  these Stands In t h e  next decade or 

existing Old growth cedar. 
rep re ran ta t i ons  O f  t he  specles on t h e  Forest .  
c l i m u  species stands an t h e  Fo res t  which have n o t  mashed m a t u r i t y  and harbor 

innature cedar ( I O  4'0 20 dbhl t h a t  cou ld  p rov ide  l a rge  cedars f o r  f u t u r e  
generations t o  view and p rov ide  a d i v e r s i f l e d  geno seed p m l .  
Forest Plan and S I IY ICu l tU ra I  p rac t i ces  a f f o r d  l i t t l e  or no p r o t e c t i o n  f o r  t he  
c o n t i n u i t y  o f  the58 s tmds .  

tro. t o  see I- i n  t h e  K t$ Plan t h p  

1 

This  stand o f  cedar may be one o f  t h e  b e s t  
l h a t  i s  t o  become o f  o the r  

The present 

I f  the re  are  any quest ions concerning "hat I have wr i t ten,  l e t  me knov and I 
can discuss them I n  core d e t o i i .  

E-304 
Response t o  l e t t e r  1278 - Joe Bsrcamb 

1. nanagement Area 13 YBS se lec ted  t o  p m v i d e  d i v e r s i t y .  The goal now 
requires B rep resen ta t i on  of t imber  species and h a b i t a t  types. See 
t h e  f i n e l  forest P l a n  document. Chapter 111. WaQagement Area 13. 

? 
w 
0 f 
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@. 14% 

Respme to  l e t t e r  1265 - Ken Beasley. f i r s t  page 
E-305 

1. The mad miles show i n  the EIS are neither targets or malm. but 
e a t h a t e s  Of needs given tOdW'P technology. 
be contim&lly reassessed as the transportation system is developed SO 

that only those roads necessary t o  m a n a g e  the Forest are ever b u i l t .  
The F i n d  Plan includes a goal t o  minimize the BmoUnt of road 
construction. The actual experience to date indicates t h a t  the r a t e  
of mad comtmct ion  i s  decreasing. See Table 11-4 i n  Chapter I1 i n  
the F i n a l  EIS. 

n e  need for roads w i l l  

2 .  The n a j o r i t r  of the Trout Creek madless area is designated fo? 
madless  management. See the Final Forest P lan  Map. 

3. See the Fins Forest Plan M a p .  

4. A s igni f icant  Wrt ion  of Pellick R i d s  has been recommended for  
wllderness. See the Final Forestb Plan M a p .  

5.  The t o t a l  inventoried old-growth wildlife habi ta t  is 11% Forestwide 
and the Final Forest P l m  designates a 101 level Forestwide. 

6 .  The Old-Gmvth Timber Management A r e a s  (MA 13) have been removed fmm 
the suitable (regulated) timber base. 

I .  n e  Final Forest Plan has ken strengthened to wupe t ha t  S ta te  water 
h r a l i t y  Standards are met. 
the  Final Forest Plan. 

See the Forestvide Goals in Chapter I1 of 

8. No response needed. 
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Response to letter X265 - Ken Bessley. page 265a 
E-306 

9. I h e  F i n d  Forest Plan has attempted to resolve 811 the Public Issuer 
in a manner that ContPibutes the highest Net Puhlic Benefic. See the 
discussion on Net Public Benefit in ChapteP I1 in the Draft and f i n a l  
€IS. 
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E-307 
Response to Letter $161 - Mr. h MPS. Tyler  Boswell 

1. The Final Forest Plan has recommended wilderness in areaJ where the 
Potential for economic development appears low. 

2 .  NO response needed. 
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P.O.  BOX 977 
T r o y .  Mt .  59935 
October 20, 1985 

J i m  Rathbun 
F o r e s t  Superu isor  
Kootena i  National F o r e s t  
RRY3 Box 700 
L i b b y ,  M t .  59923 

D e a r  Jim, 

Thank you fo r  the o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  c m e n t  on t h e  Kootena i  
F o r e s t  P lan.  For the  m o s t  p a r t  I f i n d  the  p l a n  t o  be 
reasonab le  and w o r k a b l e .  I c m e n d  Mr. Shad le  and h i s  s t a f f  
f m  deve lop ing  Such a ba lanced  p l a n .  

The f o l l o w i n g  c m c n t s / c o n c c r n s  dwal w i t h  S m C  of t h e  
assumptions mad. i n  dcu.loping the  p l a n .  - 

Page 11-4 i t e m  I .  T h i s  assumes t h a t  s u i t a b l e  acres L P C  
.con-ical. I disagre., j u s t  because an acre can grow 20 CU 
f t  o f  f i b e r  pe r  year docs n o t  m a l e  i t  w o r t h  while t o  i n v e s t  
the  c a p i t a l  t o  regenera te  i t .  - 

Page 11-4 i t e m  4. C m e r c i a l  t h i n n i n g  on w e n  mixed 
con I l a n d  Is n o t  a lways  p r a c t i c a l .  What abou t  c a b l e  g round 
and the  damage i t  wou ld  d o  t h e  PesidUaI s t a n d ?  What about 
the  e c c n a i c s  OP t h e  ' s t a t e  o f  the  ap t '  l o g g i n g  techn iques  
wh ich  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  the  Kootena i  i s  a l ong  way f r a  b e i n g  
a b l e  t o  r a t i s f r c t o r l r  CDmntrCiaI th in?  - 
r e t  f o p  example, cannot  s i m p l y  be ment ioned  i n  a 
p r e s c r i p t i o n  and taken  c a r e  d. Whit  about  t h e  E - i t tmrn t  
o f  hU9e m o u n t s  o f  c a p i t a l  or the  maPket e x i s t i n g  f o r  the  

There s h o u l d  be men t ion  about the  u n l i k I Y h o o d  of 

Page 11-4 i t e m  6. The o t h e r  probl.ms YOU men t ion ,  r o o t  

g l u t  of a p a t r i c u l a r  t ype  or s i z e  o f  m a t w i l l ?  - 
r e c e i v i n g  t h e  budpet  and w o r k f o r c e  needed t o  meet t h e  P lan .  
How can we s u p p l y  t h e  r e c r e a t i o n  OP coil p r o t e c t i o n  f o p  
example i f  t h e  budget i s  reduced? 

a c r e s  i s  t o  average  3,020 f o r  t h e  f i P s t  decade we had b e t t e r  
do  s a c  large scale t r a i n i n g  o f  our loggers. I doubt  t h a t  
the  K o o t e n r i  has the  I X p e p t i s e  t o  log One th i rd  Of the a c r e 5  
proposed. 

- 
b p p m d i x  2. I f  the  average annual c m r r c i . 1  t h i n n i n g  

- 

E-308 
Response to Letter n65 - Robert 0 .  Bustamente. first page 

1. The suitability of the acres have already been determined and the 
overall economics w a s  B Part of that determination. This can result 
i n  some acres having a site-specific uneconomic situation. but their 
total contribution to long-term net present benefit and value is 
justified. 

The direction for commercial thinning has been changed because of the 
situations you have outlined. 

These ape some of the item that will need to be tracked during yhe 
life of the Plan to see if they are achievable. 

The Final Forest Plan Standards now give direction BS to what will 
occur when budgets do not meet planned levels. 

We agree. 
commercial thinning. 

2 .  
See the Final Forest Plan document. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  The Final Forest Plan has removed the targets for 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 
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One o t h e r  thing, t h e r e  i 5  no way t o  double c l a s s i f y  a 

Appendix 3. The 
s u i t a b l e  i n  the 20-49 
w e  ape g o i n g  t o  look a t  economics v e r y  hard.  

p i r e r  o f  ground.  I f  a s t a n d  i s  c l a s s i f i e d  as M 14 t h e r e  
i s  no way t o  i n d i c a t e  
or even  w o r s e ,  i t s  u n e c o n m i c a l  t o  log. T h i s  seems t o  
i n f l a t e  our p r o d u c t i v i t y .  

P l e a s e  u s e  t h e s e  camnents t o  a d j u s t  the p l a n  and make i t  
even more u s e a b l e .  

Robert  G. B u s t m e n t s  

E-309 
Response to Lette? U65 - Robert G. Bustamente. page 65a 

6 .  m e  figures shorn are our best estimate unt i l  updated in* .omation i s  
received on a new inventory. 

m e  Analysis Area that corresponds to each Mansgemnt Area is the nosf 
direct t i e  to t imber  productivity. 
Analysis Area Map. 

I .  
See the Planning Recoros fop t h e  
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July 22, 1985 

VERB& COUHEKTS 

He would I I k e  t o  See m r e  rcad C I O ~ U T ~ E  for r l l d l l t e  and less 
(leave m e  overstory) for r l l d l l t e  cover I n  the wlnter. The w l l d l l f e  cover 
needs t o  be l e f t  on gentle t o  mdera te  grmnd and not Jus t  on E t e q  ground. 

81 I I Chalgren 
Box 583 
LIDby, Ut. 59923 

4 4  
10/15/85 

Bob Zimmeman -Libby 

Called on the phone and sa id  tha t  the head of B r i s M  Creek hes a 
herd building and he daesn't think MA 115 will do enough for the 
and road C l 0 s u ~ s 1 .  
t o  let  them b o w  of N s  ohsetvations. 

I asked him t o  call Jef f  Scussel Or Osry AItmm on 0-6 

Paul A. Leimhach 
(Discussed with/ AI Christensen) 

retrped from original note by e. kaeding 

i i / i / 8 5  2 3  5 
Phone call frm: 

J o e  Hlddlce 
P.O. Box 776 
Eureka, Ut 

He favors lwer tlwber harvest level and SMIIW clearnuts. 
clearcuts to ke0p t h e  water Clean. 

He favors r l lderness for Ten Lakes WSA. 
wilderness 1 1 1 1  glve It better pmtect lon.  

A150 favors Scotchlaan Ullderness as rlldeness. 

(retyped from orlglnal  rmte of phone call  recleved by Paul Lalmbech by 
e.kaedlng1 

Need smaller 

He personally USBS t h l S  Area. 

4 

E-310 
Response to  Verbal Comnent 16 - Bill Chalgren 

1. The Proposed k c i o n  and the Final forest Plan have the highest 
percent- OP mad closures pl-ed -ng all the alternatives.  

la. I h e  winter-range prescriptions (Manage.ent Area 10 and 11) include 
d i rec t ion  fo r  wi ld l i fe  cover needs. See the f ina l  Forest Plan 
document. 

2. Ihe wild l i fe  management prescriptions (MA 10. 11. 12. and 14) apply to  
all slope classes. 

Response to  Verbal Comment X44 - Bob Zimmerman 

1. Land designatio- have been changed in the head of Bristou to pmvide 
for elk surmer range (MA 12). See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

Response to Verbal Cement #235 - Joe Hiddice 

1 .  The Final Forest Plan provides for a continuation of historic timber 
sell levels to insure that adequate supplies bp8 available for loca l  
indus t r ies .  

2 .  no = s ~ ~ M ~  needed. 

3. Wilderness has been reconmended i n  the Ten L a L s  area. 

4. Wilderness has been recommended i n  the Scotchman PeaL madless area. 
See the Final Forest Plan nap. 



Not Enough 'dlldernessl 

Sarah Chvilicek 
cla C w n t y  Extenslon Otflce 
618 Mineral Avenue 
Libby, HT 59923 

(Retyped from original note by Y. NU%) 

E-311 
~ e s w n s e  to Letter #7 - Sarah Chvilicek. first page 

1. See the Find Forest Plan WBP. 

? 
w 
r 
I- 



I S I S  Louisiana Avenue 
Libby, MT 59923 
November 3. I985 

7 n  

Forest Plan 
Kootenai National Forest 
Rt.  3 Box 700 
Libby, MT 59923 

Dear Friends: 

i support the Proposed Forest Plan direction for Management Area 2 on= 
East face of the Cabinet Wilderness. I note that the management direction 
indicates that existing roads in MA 2 w i l l  be closed if they do not access 
roaded management areas. Since motorized use is not permitted i n  the 
Wilderness, I assume that this means that the following roads w i l l  be 
closed in  MA 2: 

Leigh Creek Snowshoe Creek Upper Chew Creek 
Upper Bear Creek Cable Creek Poorman Creek 
Ramsey Creek Upper Libby Creek Standard Creek 
Upper W. Fisher Creek Bramlet Creek 

i f  this interpretation i s  not correct, please clarify the management 
direction to insure that these roads w i l l  be closed and the area restored to  
I ts natural conditlon. - 
In addition to  the other Proposed Wilderness described as MAE, I strongly 
support Wilderness designation for the area shown as MA 2 in Rock Creek 
(after removal of the road), MA 2 on Pill ick Ridge, PlA 14 and MA 19 
between the Bull River Road and Pil l ick Ridge and MA 29 in Trout Creek. - 
I support the proposed designations of MA 2 and MA 10 between Flatiron 
Mountain and Independence Peak. - 

I support l imiting access to foot traffic only in all  existing and proposed 
Wllderness areas. This I5  to exclude home t ra f f ic  in these areas. If horse 
t ra f f i c  were encouraged, I wouldexpect t o  eventually see heavy use which 
would severely degrade the natural resources of these fragile areas. - 

1 

2 

2 8  

3 

3 8  

E-312 Response to  Letter 11 - Sarah Chvilicek. page 1s 

1. The prescription f o r  Management Area 2 has been revised to  include the 
mads tha t  have had h i s t o r i c a l  recreation use and w i l l  remain open. BC 
least seasonally. to accomodate that use. This l i s t  is subjec t  to 
change i f  Conflicts a r i s e  with gr izz ly  bear recovery OP public safety.  
A l l  other roads w i l l  be closed t o  meet the  i n t e n t  Of t h e  p r e s c ~ i p t i o n ,  
See the Final Forest Plan document. 

Additional wilderness has been recommended on Pellick Ridge i n  t h e  
Scotchman Peak roadless area. 
Pell ick Ridge vas not recommended f o r  wilderness because Of the timber 
values. Additional wilderness has not been recommended i n  Rock Creek 
becawe of the  s i m i f i s a n t  mineral discoveries which have OCCUPred in  
the  i m e d i a t e  -a (Asarco and U.S. Bora.). Wilderness has not been 
recommended in the Tmut Creek area because of the combination of 
mineral and wi ld l i fe  potential .  

2.  
The lover north-slope portion of 

2a. NO response needed. 

3. We have modified bL4 2 t o  preclude timber salvage. 
may help to maintain the habi ta t  while pmviding other resou~ce 
benefits .  

Horse vse is l eg i t imate  under the Wilderness Act. 
degradation where human vse i o  heavy. Management ac t ion  will be 
necess- to insure tha t  all uses are Compatible. 

Salvage i n  HA 10 

38. We can also expect 



7 b  

- 
i Support your Wilderness proposal for the Ten Lakes area. 

I suggest that MA I 3  be removed from the regulated timber base for 3 
reasons: 

I .  the Forest Sewice has no experience in  managing stands over a 
250 year rotation 

2. even the Proposed Forest Plan demonstrates a lack of intent to 
carry out this management by cutting MA 13 in  the Clingback, 
McMillan. Hemlock and Lost Fork timber sales in the next 10 years 

3, the allowable cut effect generated by keeping MA 13 in the timber 
base is inappropriate due to the uncertainty of maintaining such 
management over a 250 year rotation 

I support increasing the percent of old growth in  areas below ~ ~ 0 0 l e e f  
from 8% to IO% as a means of allowing for the uncertainty inherent in 
such management. 

The converslon of stagnated lodgepole stands i s  expensive and probably 
does not significantly increase the allowable cut. I suggest that the 
policy noted on page 11-4 of the Forest Plan be deleted. 

There are two crit ical environmental factors that must be carefully 
monitored, they are grizzly bear habitat and water quality. monitoring 
item C-9 does not indicate how we can be assured that management areas 
such as MA 14 are producing the habitat necessary for endangered species. 
Attempts to  get timber and endangered species from the same area 1s a 
risky proposition at best, and must be closely monitored for effectiveness, 
Likewise the construction of almost 4700 miles of additional roads, while 
attempting to maintain high water quality for flsheries, Is risky and must 
be monitored. I note that sediment yield is the only monitoring item 
related t o  water quality. Direct measurements, on a specific periodic 
basis, are essentlal to insure that road constwt ion and logging activities 

- 

- 

- 

- 

do not cause further loss of high quality water on the Forest. - 
In closing, I basically support your Proposed Plan, but would like t o  see 
more designated Wilderness and more care given to water quallty, 
endangered Specks and old growth habitat. - 
Sincerely, 

u 

4 

5 

6 

I 

8 

9 

.o 

11 

Response to Letter Y7 - Sarah Chvilicek. page 7b E-313 

4. No respowe needed 

5 .  The MA 13 has been removed from the regulated base. 
Forest Plan document. 

The percent or old-gmuth timber has been increased to  10% i n  the 
Final Forest Plan. 

The pol icy  has been removed i n  the Final Forest Plan. 

See the Monitoring and Evsilustion Plan i n  the Final Forest Plan 
document. 

See the Final 

6. 

7. 

8 .  

9 .  Y e  w i l l  monitor the resul ts .  

10. See the Uonitoring and EVaLluation Plan i n  the Final Forest Plan 

11. See the Final Forest Plan Map and the Monitoring and Evaluation p i a  
i n  the Final Forest P l a n  document. 

Sarah ChvtliCek 
293-7781 ext 21 I (days) 
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opinion w i l l  h i v e  a j e f i i i t e  e f f e c t - i n  developing s ~ f i l a l  p lan  which 
i s  ba lz iced  i?. p m v i e i n g  jobs axd i n  ? r o t e c t i x s  our area's d h i n i s h i n g  
resources. Let us h ~ ; e  t h a t  in sro2osing the  f i x 1  ,lm, t h a t  yau 
w i t h  t ' l a t  r c s x n s i b i l i t - i  t?!w note  of tSe f a c t  t a i t  no t  on ly  n u s t  we 
p-ovi5e a s:sble mP!:in& bzse cor  our cornuxi ty ,  ba t  t i z t  1;; must 3150 
pres=-ve 3 ae~sure of t h e  wildness f o r  our A i l d m n  t o  experience and 
t o  explore. 

O b v i ~ o r l ; i ,  the  +.n 2s no:.! ' x r i t t en  has taken sew d e S i c r t e 3  i 3 u r s  
b; ?,rest L w i c e  em~loyees t o  p ~ e p a m .  
t h a t  much of  w h s t  I ai t o  v r i t e  s e e m  c r i t i c ; l  of t h a t  e f f o r t  - i t  i s  
a .Tetter of exsei'Lencr : f i c i  makes me m r e e t  mst of ny comments 
t3aarZs aspec ts  wbic.1 I do not  like i n  the plan,  m b b m  t b m  touards 
th ings  u i i c n  I agree ? i i t h .  
a s c i e r t i f i e  doe>ment, but I also b e l e i v e  t h a t  nore i s  i i v o l v e d  here  
than ju,t science, end i n  many ? o l i t i c a l  and p o l i c i  proposnls  I f i n d  
s t r o n g  d i~agreeme3t  w i t h  no t  on ly  the  proposed 21- "J", but  i n  Sone 
case9  w i t h  each and e v e r j  a l te-xt ive.  So here  goes... 

In t roduct ion  and Gezeral Overview 

You rill h:.ve t o  e x c u s e  t h e  f a c t  

I f u l l y  r e s p e c t  t i e  e f f o r t  made t o  p resent  

The p lsn  goes on t o  beqin l i s t i n g  t h e  changes wtich w i l l  occur on 
t h e  KN3 without B s i i g l e  woFd being Tiven t o  c r i t i c i s m  of p a s t  h r e s t  
Serv ice  work o r  by l i s t i n g  areas such 8 8  hgdrologj  which bsve bad serious 
imoacts  on ocher  req iona l  f o r e s t  Dlannine and lihicb E m  be e x w e t e d  t o  
i n > a c t ~ *  ;la s e v e r e l j  i n  the  future. 
bas  had an i n f a l l i b l e  p a s t  -- but I know f u l l  w e l l  from having t o  p l a n t  

you ? e t  t h e  f e e l i n g  thatkbe FS 

a w e a g e  i n  the YAak t h a t  w 3 s  l e f t  from the  1 year s o r a t a r i v n  on t r e e  
p l a n t i n g  t h ? t  S i l v s x t t e  h13 iron 1864 t o  197 t h a t  s e r i o u s  management 
eprors h a w  o c c u r x d  in$ the p z s t .  B J  n o t  the 

E-314 
Response t o  Letter Yl5g - Charles Clark. f i r s t  page 

1.  See the discussion on the Net Public Benefit i n  the Draft and final 
EIS. 

The studies you mention are those f e l t  t o  b e  Of high prioriry to 
better define the tradeoffs that are most surely going t o  be needed. 
They w i l l  help t o  refine the plan and to be able to better define 
costs  and ef fects .  
insurance against udaam "fatal flaws" that may require a ~ p v i s i o n  of 
the Plan.  

2 .  

The Monitoring and Evaluation P l a n  w i l l  be the 

3 .  No response needed 

2 

3 
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I!y c o n p v  oye2;2!.'e g19n was cer:ented by two s l i r ' l t  of n?nd mmeuveI's 
made c m c e r % 1 ~ g ~ l >  5mwth. one of my s p e c i a l  wncerns .  
the p l - a  ojtjP,.s by t a l k i n g  t h u c  a r o t 3 t i o n  age of  80-120 y e w s ,  ann 

?irst of a l l  
Zvven h i i n  :.:c3ride - ,&reafter 31::ays uses  80 fa: i t s  r o t i t i o n  s t ? t i s t i c .  

$ i n k  of  no otier tFce species  th3.t my own stnnd exails i . i ? i c i t e  hss rezched 

I-:y seC3nd d x 5 t  - 

h i t s  to 9 mti t im  ?ge of 120 years, and o t h e r  then 1o:gepole. I Cin 

?ity at sge 60.  In f a c t ,  a lirge n m b e r  of lo;t 1910 f i r e  
n d i c i t i n g  cankinued high Srs,ith a t  the ? r e s e n t  t i n e  an3 i t  

would be e c m o n i c  i n s i n i t ?  to cut t h e m  i n  t h e i r  s r i a e .  
r e l a t e s  t a  t h e  percentsge of o l d  7ra:rth n e c e s s a r  t o  m i r i t a i n  013 
growth 3ejea3ent  spec ies  -- '.he plan s t q t e s  8-16'; 3s a z:inimum (emphasis 
i s  the  f o r e s t  s - r v i c e l s )  an3 t7en goes on t3 allocate 8-s f i p r e  - 
not 8.5 of t h e  whole f o r e s t  but 8;  of what is now o l d  ;m!ith. 
c a s e s ,  t h e  ?3 g l i n n e r s  have not  begun by presez t ing  the  s c i e n t i f i c  case 
f o r  m?insaining old -?at.;th o r  for o p t i a i z i n g  f o r e s t  j raduct ion .  
i n t e n t i o n a l  i i i l l i n p e s s  t o  cut logs prematurely an? t o  l i x i t  o l d  
growth t o  i t s  minimu? s u r v i v a l  l e v e l  for dependent species s:iovs a 

I n  both 

The 

5isFe;ard for t h e  ? o t e ? t i a l  whims OP mm azd n i ture .  both of xhich  
might >:ell r i j d l e  our  n 3 t x r a l  en; . i rom,entzl  p?ocecses i n  t h e  fu ture .  - 

The doubts l i s t z d  above seem enough t o  ques t ion  t h e  not ives  behind 
the p h n ,  b u t  t 5 i s  do)lbt grsws f u r t h e r  when looking a t  the  s d m i n i s t r l t i v e  
angles  of t h e  plan. 

Anerican econony. 
plunqe ahesd w i t h  ro%dbuildin.q*W%%& bl inders .  
requi res  B l o t  of money, and many roads are cons t ruc ted  a t  8 l o s s  t o  
the  f e d e r a l  government. C o n g e s s  i s  a l r e a d y  rushing t o  enac t  d e f i c i t  
s p d d i n g  contzo ls ,  long overdue i n  f e d e r a l  f i s c a l  mansgenent. 
money od m a d s  
roadbui lding m i  i t s  c o s t s  b7 Ir!.ld ex,ectat ions of r a p i d l y  increzs ing  

do where i s  there an l l t e r n a t i v e  t o  i n d i o s t e  what 
z i g h t  %??pen under s t m n g  bud;et cans<,ints,ya lonc- temed slump i 

I simply d o  yt *$res t h a t  the  b e s t  n e t i o d  i s  t 
Building rosds 

Last ing 
"going no where" i s  n o t  sound manqenent, and j u a t i f y i n g  

timber s a l e s  is n o t  sound maneenent e i t h e r .  - 
t o  

Last ly ,  t h e  g 1 m  does not  a l l o c l t e  enough resoUrCes,,nOr does it 
descr ibe  sdequate ly  the  monitor ing programs t h a t  w i l l  guarantee the  
plads success. 
i n d i c i t e  e ~ r o r s  i n  the  p lan  assumptions and where w i l l  t h e  funds came f ron 
if t h e  monitoring programs proV3 t o  be underfunded? 
t h a t  monitoring I s  a func t ioning  p a r t  o f  the  planning process, not a 
weak-kneed add-on l i s t e d  t o  keep the  envi ronmenta l i s t s  a t  bay. A l l  in- 
a l l ,  I &7 not  sure t h a t  the  Forest  Serv ice  p lanners  have learned  anything 
fFom the  20 j-ear-old environmental movement o t h e r  than how t o  w r i t e  
c a r e f u l l y  ':'orjed iocl;Tents. For me, t h a t  i s n ' t  enough. 

!$ho w i l l  m i r e c t  F o r e s t  Serv ice  pa l icy  is t h e  13 s t u d i e s  

1.10 need y a r a n t e e s  

I 

4 

5 

6 

I 

8 

E-315 
Response to Letter U159 - Charles Clark. page 159a 

4 .  The rotation length for Lodgepole Pine stands is 80-1W ye=*. 
Mixed Conifer I and I1 Stands alp generally 100-140 years. 

The Old-Growth Timber management eategmy i n  the F ina l  Forest Plan 
represents 10% of the Forest (Icreage below 5.500 feet elevation, and 
is not included i n  the regulated (suitable) timber base. 
total of 1 8 5 . ~ 0  acres. 

me 

5. 

This is a 

6. me Current Direction ( A l t .  I1 represents 8 COnStrained budget 
alternative. 

7. Of a l l  the alternatives that plan any madbuilding i n  roadless apeas, 
the Proposed Action ( A l t .  Jl and the Final Forest P lan  ( A l t .  SF) have 
the lowest planned mileages. 
the F ind  Forest Plan Map to See the inventoried madless apeas that 
are designated to remain either madless or in  an undeveloped 
category. 

m e  Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has been strengthened and the 
Forestwide Standards have been -vised to insure that the expected 
results are achieved. or the Projects are redesigned OP the  alps st 
Plan is revised. 

See Figure 11-45 in  the Draft EIS and 

8. 

Whlt fol lows ape some of my more s i e c i f i c  ob jec t ions  to  the plan. 



?lu-.net. 

r359 t h a n  t:,.: Z i c t u r e 3  i n  ;he J l z n  and I b e l i e v e  t h z t  t::e i l a n  
T 3 s s i b i l i t i  ?s 3 p r o b ? . b l i i t y ,  b u t  e c x m ? i c  f o r e c a s t s  a x  c e r t a i n l y  1 

I 'c: n o t  supges t i i . ,  t53t ? o r e s t  ? l a m e - s  s % x l d  consider t h i s  

s c l i e  dorm s i s n i f i c 7 n t l ?  t h e  n&ber of m i l e s  of road hilt i n  t h e  f i rs t  I 
t e n  years. 
Over 2 l o n g e r  :e?iod o f  t i m e ,  snd  39 x r i 2 t e n .  t h e  :lm : 1 ~ 2 l d  l e i d  t o  
a v i r f - a 1  colliose of  t h e  r o a d  m n s t r u c t i o n  i n d m 5 1 7  i n  20 Tears -- 

A'stable ecbnomg wo,;ld be  one t h a t  r e l i e s  on s l o i i e r  g-owth 9 l 
J lo 

Tie u i . ?an in?  of the  wood p m 3 u c t  i n d u s t r y  beyond t h e  l a g s i n g  
S'ld 1ar;e n i l 1  i n d u s t r y  is p r o b n b l y  t i e  only t h i n g  t h i t  can g u a r a n t e e  
a s t a b l e  wood3 economy in t:?is d9y  and q e .  '.#e must l e a r n  t o  c m v e r t  
raw wood p x d u e t s  i n t o  f i n i s h e d  p-oduets  h e r e  i n  L i n c 3 l n  County -- t o  
i i i d e n  t h e  base of o?se r i t i ons  of ;be wo3d p r o d u c t  i n d u s t r y .  Cu:ting more 
l o g s  p e r  p a r  will n o t  h i v e  t h i s  e f f e c t .  In r e c e n t  aezrs. t h e  n a t i o n a l  
economy h a s  suffered s e - i e s  i f t e r  s e r i e s  or sna l l  boons and b i i s t s .  and 
b y  e n c o u r a i i n g  l a r g e r  and l a r g e r  b a m e s t s  d u r i n g  s h o r t  d l ; ra t ions .  t h e  
? o r e s t  S e r v i c e  is e n c o u r a g i n g  more l o g g i n g  interests  t o  deve lop  
d u r i n x  boom times -- l e i d i n z .  of course. t o  d e e o e r  P. F e c e r s i o n s  

~ 

acong" locs1  woFk&s when t h e ' n a t i a n a l  economy skrers< recession. 
g r e a t e r  t n e  number of p e o j l e  employed during t b e  booms, t?le worse t h e  
recessions w i l l  be  l o c ? l l y  and t h e  s l o w e r  t h e  rccsvery r a t e s  f o r  t h e  
c o u n t i e s  i n v o l v e d  w i l l  be.  The F a t i i n a l c b e l l i n d  t h e  ?S p r e d i o t i o n s  of 
c o n t i n u e d  growth  in t h e  l o c a l  1oc;ina . ieii?d are noc fo;id i n  t h e  p l a n  -- p o s s i b l y  t h e y  ire based  on t h e  knowledge t h a t  o t h e r  Xontsna  N a t i o n a l  
? ? r e s t s  w e  e x h m s t i n .  t 'leir t i n b e r  b s s e  s n d  demsnj v i 1 1  i n c z e a s e  f o r  t h e  
XI?; p o s s i b l y  PS p l a n n e r s  b e l i e v e  t h a t  because  t h e  p ? u l e t i a n  of t h i 3  
c m n t r y  is go ing  up, 40 t h e n  i s  demand; maybe t h e y  expec t  t o  see t h e  KN? 
j o i n  t b e  bandwagon and  b e g i n  t o  s h i p  whole  l o g s  t o  t h e  Orient; maybe t h e y  
b e l i e v e  tnet i f  ice anen up enou;h O l d  g x w t h  t o  C u t t e n ,  t h e  big E m -  
p a n i e s  w i l l  l o g  " l i k e  h e l l "  w h i l e  t h e  p r o f i t  marg in  i s  h igh .  The p l a n  
- l o e s n * t  say. It sounds  a b i t  l i k e  t h e  n u c l e a r  ene rgy  i n d u s t r y  t h a t  
p r e d i c t e d  such  e x t r e i e  c rowth  r ? t e s  o n l y  to wind u? w i t h  ex t r eme  &rowth 
r? tes  in consmer  b i l l s  r a t b e r  t h a n  e n e r g y  usage. Onl? >UT c o s t s  w i l l  
b e  t h e  r a j i d  l o s s  of o l d  growth and 8 r 3 s h  of Toid  b u i l 4 i n g  b u t  on ly  a 

The 

feu p a r s  of j o b s  f a r  1r.y of US. 

I n  s t e s d  o f  d e v e l 3 p i n g  net: eoanon ic  phens o-. eneoL-asing o t h e r  
k i n d s  of wood p r o d u c t  develo;>ment, t i i s  p l a n  offers t h e  i i o ~ k e r s  of  t k i s  
ca i in t?  t h e  unfounded end unmmven rrrwise of t h e  o o n t i n ' a t i o n  of t h e  
s t a t u i  quo (in f i c t ,  a n  inc+esse i n  t;,e s t i t u s  GUO). 
t h e  FS a v o i d s  i t s  d u t y  in p r o t e c t i n g  and e n s u r i n g  t h e  v i i b i l i t y  o f  
t h e  e r i z z l - r  h a b i t s t .  f o s t e r s  t h e  i l l u s i o n  t h a t  1 s t z b l e  f o r e s t  c-cle 

a j t a k i n g  t ' i i s  r o u t e ,  

~~~ 

is 8; iear; ( t h e  c o s t  of h a r v e s t i n r  80 ve3r o l d  s t i c k s  f u - t h e r  and f u r t h e r  

Response t o  Letter ti59 - Charles Clark. page 159b E-316 

9. The Final Fore~t Plan has reduced the projected miles of mad to  be 
bu i l t  i n  the F i r s t  decade and i n  t o t a l .  In addirion. our experience 
indicates tha t  the mad-building r a t e  is declining. See Table 11-4 in 
Chapter I1 of the Finel EIS. 
construction work is completed. work w i l l  s h i f t  t o  the reconstruction 
OF roads which W i l l  provide a reduced level OF road work. 

We agree t ha t  diversification of the local wOd products industry to 
include Finished products would be an important Step toward 
s t ab i l i z ing  the economy. 
would hinder t h i s  t p e  of development. Agencies e x i s t  at both the 
S ta t e  (Department of Commerce) and the Federal (Smell Business 
Administratian1 level t o  Support t h i s  S O P t  of restructuring. 

When the majority of the road 

10. 

mere i s  nothing in the Final Plan that  

http://lu-.net
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the esonoaic f i e l d .  ?3r e x m ? l e ,  t h e  2 1 m  s.sse?:a tbe ?S dedic? t ion  to 
snag re.?lacexent snd sn ig  'ievelopnent -- yet  m7.she?e l o f g i n g  roa5s are 

firewood c u t t i n s  o?ern t ians .  
countr? 3f t h i s  county, but i.ix it is t o  see  a snng wi th in  r e t c h  O f  
a ls?r;e-s c i b l e .  J u s t  hz!: d a e s  t i e  ?s p l m  on ?-s:eetin3 sn igs  *:hen 
tne road s s s t e n  i i inss  t o  t n e  f?r ra?c:>es of the  cwrrtg? .An environnent- 

j e r z i t t e d  t o  -0, t h e  snzgs d isSjpear  over n i i h t  - first t a  t k e  10135 

I t r a v e l  hundregs of miles in the  bsck- 
buckskin l a r c h  and t:qento t h e  ? i c k i n s  o v s r  by i n 2 i v i d u s l s  ind snail 

'hit n ? t t e r s  is ;:?it :;e deveiop a J i m  t o  g r o t e c t  snxga and dependent 
species, to c o m i t  ourse lves  t o  t h e  long t e r n  ?recess of l i v i n g  ri i th,  
r i t Z e r  than off o f ,  the  i o r e s t .  

m e  ?S i s  also ac t ive13  e n c a n z g i n g  the mining of  the  wilderness  
even 2s the  r e ? o r t s  c3min.T o u t  of Lake Creek i n j i c a t e  l a r g e s c s l e  
k i l l s  of n i c r a - o r q m i a i s  m i  r i s i n g  l e v e l s  o f  t o x i c  metzls  even 
do::nst?ear; f r o 2  t 3 e  s i n e .  r71rthemOre, t o  z c t i v e l y  support the  
proposed mines in t h e  n?ple of "jobs" at a t ~ ~ s e n r ? ~ ~ , t , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . i ; 6 c e - p f  s i l v e r  
is lover t h a n  it was i n  the  mid-seventi*?s is-. e s e  x n e s  
are as r i c b  as is cls imed , t h e  mining of tbeen w i l l  on ly  drive t h e  
p r i c e  of s i l v e r  dOwni:srd even f u r t h e r ,  l e i d i n g  t o  c p l i c a l  l a y o f f s  
which prove more damaging t o  many b c a l  econo-iies t h a t  tile boons are  
b e n e f i c i a l .  The o n l y  l o g i c  i n  mining such l a r g e  m o u n t s  of S i l V B F  
(uh icb  i s  695 recoverable  in i t s  i n d u s t r i a l  uszge, a n p a p )  is f o r  those  
who o m  t h e  silver t o  s t o c k p i l e  it for t h e  g r e a t  p r o f i t s  it may recieve 
dur ing  the  next  recession. 
a g a i n s t  yourse l f  and the  economjc manageient of the  f e d e r a l  S O v e r m e n L  

on government land , rag  away f r o m  t h e  c e n t e r  of the  g r i z z l y  range, t o  
provide rock for labor inta:-.sive b u i l d i n g  af rockwork f o r  . t h e  
exjnnding Troy-Libby l ighway OF t h e  l i k e  -- something t h a t  bu i lds  
and develops t h e  l o c i 1  com-unity r a t h e r  t h a t  an  a c t i v i t y  w h i c h  robs 
the area of  i t s  v z l u t b l e  n ' l t ive  resources a t  a time when t h e r e  l a  no 
real need f o p  t h a t  maource ,  and which endzngers the  grizzly bear's 
e x i s t e n c e  a t  t h e  very time the f e d e r a l  government and FS claims t h a t  

I 

The FS suoport  of t h e  mine is l i k e  b e t t i n g  

o n r  4\h+,.i 
approach i n  my minq wbuld be t o  encourage a rock quarry 

i t  is p-0tectir.g and r e b u i l ~ i n g ~ j ) { , p q J ~ . h ~  - 
AS r o r  r e c r e s t i o n ,  fo r  the  l o c z l  economy's sake, i t  seems agpropr ia t  

t o  encourage more hunter  and f i s h e r  &Id hiker  a n d  s k i e r  days, but r e a l i t g  
is t h a t  t h e s e  days will grow only if t h e  revOurees p o w ,  and the  
c u r r e n t  alan o f f e r s  l i t t l e  hops in t h a t  d i rec t ion .  Surely. increased 
road-building, lo-ging, mining w i l l  decrease f i s h  pOpUlPtiDns, maybe 
m muoh as 10-15$. Increased hunters  w i l l  u l t i m a t e l y  Cut down on t h e  
nunber ot g m e  around-- f i s h  and % m e  es t imates  i n d i c x t e  one- th i rd  of 
t h e  w i i i t e  t a i l  7o;lulntion was k i l l e d  l a s t  year b? huntiers.  
been producing e l k  h a b i t a t  s i n c e  it began, but s t o p i e s  by old-t 'mers  

Logging has  

12 

13 

14 

15 

11. We do recognize that snags within reach of mads are l o s t  t o  wood 
cutters. me following practices &-e being used ta pmtect 
of reach of the roads: 
existing mads are closed to use. 
ContPacts has changed fmm cutting all snags to leaving BS many snags 
as Safety allows. 
marking. 
be used for future replacement snags. 

(1) Many of the new mads and a lot  of the 
( 2 )  ' h e  emphasis i n  timber Sale 

Snags ape marked to leave during timber sale 
(3) Markers are also marking live trees for leave. t h a t  

12. We have emlored COntPaCtUBl removal of lagging residue b u t  a t  present 
i t  is cost-prohibitive. 
methods for utilization of this material. 

We w i l l  Continue to explore and support 

13. Mining is Permitted i n  the Kwtene National Forest under the 1872 
Hiniw Law. Vhether a new mine is opened is B decision that rests 
w i t h  the mineml Operator. and the anticipated supplies and prices 
surely Some of the imPlr*.nt factors that w i l l  Probably be considered. 

14. Nothing i n  the Final Forest Plan Pmhibits the development of B pock 
quarry. if the need arises. 

15. No response needed. 

m 
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- 
i d e f i n i t e l y  20 BCT su??ort  :?,e use o f  c h e r i c c l s  i n  re- 

f r e s t i t i a n  ??05?3-7s. 
t o x i c  c ' l emic i l s  i n  :he f r u i t  x-cii.-ds, i v a n t  no p e t  of them 
hers i n  r n ~  work i n  t h e  n z t i o n e l  f o r e s t .  Officials a l l f an  claim 

After ?OUT yesrz  o f  rrori.5r.g amng t h e  

~~ 

tirat the ELexiez la  d o n ' t  h a m  you, and t h e  mrkers el& 
g e t  s i c k  and su:fer t h e  l o n g  t?n c a n c e r  s f i e c t s  iron t h e  
c b e z i c i l s .  V s m i n g  labels a m  r a x l y  heeded. I i  u n i t s  are 
U x P f t a b l e  f o r  5 7 e a ~  r eZene re t ion .  t h e y  s h o u l d  not be  c u t  i n  
<>.e f i r z t  >l>.ce, It is unE;ir to ?ass on tbs e f f e c t s  of 
poor manzganent t o  poor workers f o r c e d  t o  work around c h e m i c a l s  
t h a t  are neve r  r e a l l y  safe. 

T b e  p l a n  i n d i c z t e s  t h a t  a Foad les s  d e s i g n a t i o n  is m e m i n g l e s s  
i n  m y  c a n t e x t  a t h e r  than t o  say t b a t  j.6 B P ~  n o t  -1ezz ing  i o  ,:ut 
a m a d  t h r e  now. Along Rock Creek a-s two p-o;=:;d r o a d l e s s  
s d 5 i t i o n s  -- a b i t  o f  a joke s i n c e  t h e y  are s e p a r z t e d  
b g  s road  t h a t  may soon be ca- - ry ing  t r n c k l o a d s  o? ore f rom t h e  
3 orzx Kine. E o s t  p r o j o s e d  r s a d l e s s  areas a r e  Jcst t m  s t e e p  07 
t ' i o  rocky t o  ?ut a r a e d  i n  -- an2 t h e r e b y  n o t  even v z l u a b l s  t o  
r e c ? e s t i a n  w e  for t h e  m o s t  ?art a t h e r  t h a n  as v i s n a l  q u a l i t y .  
I -*lly SUTPOrt givine v i l j e r n e s s  c a t e g o r y  t o  roadless areas 
becmse t h e n  I can ex?ect such a-e%s t o  be ? r o t e c t e d  i n  t b e  fu- 
t c r e  es v?l l  a8 i n  t h e  n e x t  t e n  ;~EL-s. 

- 

- 
?O?,ZST O? .R:TIOX 

%re are some s i c c i f i c  ?ecor i renJa t ians  on ? o r e s t  ? a l i c y .  

1 .  013 G r s r t h  -- i n c o r ? o r a t e  a 15-2O-: s t a n d a r d  where o l d  _? ro tb  
o u r r e n t l 7  exists and b e g i n  r e b x i l d i n ;  a &lo$ o l d  p-owth s t e m  
?er d r z i n a g e  ',.!herever f o r e s t  fire ha8 d e s t r o p d  ?revSous 
s:?.nds. S e i a m t e  Old Growth as a se?erte m a n a p n e n t  area 
w i t ?  i t s  o m  S e t  of gui3el:nes ::?icb s t r i c t l y  J r a t e c t  s n a g  
d r v e b p x e n t  irxd maintenance .  - 

.5 

6 

11 

18 

19 

R e s p ~ s e  to  Letter X159 - Charles C l a r k .  page 1596 

16. See the  Farestwide objectives for Soil and Hater and the ReseePch 
Needs i n  the Final Forest Plan. 

17. A t  t h i s  time the Forest has no plans to w e  herbicides For 
s i l v i c u l t u r e  prac t ices .  
chemicals w i l l  not be incorporated in fu ture  timber management. 
Envimnmental analysis w i l l  precede m y  use of chemicals as a 
a i l v i c u l t u r s l  LreatmMt. 

This dDes not mean. however. tha t  the use of 

18. No response needed. 

19. 101 old-gmvth timber has  been designated i n  the Final Forest Plan and 
11% old-gmrth is the total inventoried on the Fmestr 

designated [MA 13) which is located within t h e  regulated ( su i t sb l e )  
timberland. and the remaining old-gmuth timber i s  Situated within 
u n r e p l a t e d  or non-timber harevst areas. 

A separate Hlylagement Ares has been 
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2 .  Continue t o  jeve lo?  Lod;e?ole z?laniEer:?nt -- i t  is true t h a t  

of the  ?l?nps even inclu5e s h e l t e r m o d ,  -jet rn-inj' sjecies seem 

t!>ese s t i i d s  are st?gnstLnr, or dzing and r e c o v e r z  of t ' l is 
Wood is desire . .ble  b? e o a n m i c  s;ondards 

3. a c a u r ? g e  1101-e s h e l t e r r o o d  cuts rZt:?er than  l e s s .  Almost none 

t o  need e-.rT; shadin:, snd s h e l t e w x l  o b v h m l y  arovides  
seed g e n e t i c  3.11:~ xda?ted t o  s i t e  2nd e leva t ion .  T h i s  a l s o  

secd  t r e e s  -- use tkem f o r  s x g  r e j r l c e n e n t s .  

4. Spend l e s s  moneg on roads and use   ne 3- t i e  funds f o r  
rebul ldin:  tile t r a i l  system t i r w ~ 3 a u t  the  K m t e n a i  NF. 
Last  p-.r iie t r i e d  t o  take a t r a i l  t o  cO:-.n+Ct from n e a r  
Xa:.Jkins Like t3  tile t lo2th;est  Peak t r a i l ,  only t o  h ike  two n i l e s  
t o  a p o i n t  where t h e  t r a i l  d i sap)eare i  i n  a t ia l l  of Hefe. 

b e c w s e  i t  i s  :be vis 'zal  q u a l i t y  of OUF area t h a t  nakes i t  

be a l l w e d  t a  happm. Visua l  q u a l i t y  needs t o  be incrensed 

If t r i i l s  are on t h e  naps,  the;, shsuld be nain tn ined .  

5. Retkiink t h e  > r a s ? e c t s  of ole3Fexts  i n  our  major c o r r i d o r s ,  

u::-.t it  i s .  The  c u r r e n t  p lan  w i l l  d i s t r o y  our  n a t u r a l  
b e s s t y  dur ing  tile SeOJnd t e n  ye:..rs an3 i b i s  should n o t  

i n  a11 213ns. 

6 .  The g r i z z l y  bear  should be Fe-enoDuraged t o  l i v e  h e r s  and shoauld 
b e  protected.  A r e a s  o f  Lolorn b e a r  a c t i v i t y  should be immed- 
i a t e l y  c l o s e d  t o  a l l  hunt ing and genera l  a c t i v i t y .  If t h i s  
had been done, then  our  two male g r i z z l i e s  liould n o t  have been 
shot .  So far, a l l  man-grizzly encounters  have been m a n  

21 3 2Q 
cuts e3w-1 s n  j l s n t i n c  c o s t s .  20 not  go b x k  snd h2rvest a l l  

-1 23 

1 

hunt ing  bear, and n o t  the  otheli way around. No mine a t  

27 

areas a long  Freenan 3idge i n  Troy neap where I l i v e ,  because 

st3tus. I ?lave heard  o t  two b lack  b e i r  poaching8 t h e r e  and 
have seen a hunter  t a k e  B young Cub o u t  of t h e r e  w h i l e I u a 5  
t r e e  p lan t ing .  The s o i l  t ! e r e  is prone t o  s i l t a t i o n .  Many 
s3ecies of w i l d l i f e .  cougars inclu3ed,  i n h a b i t  t h e  area, and 

have s m e  of t h e  l a n d  beck. I oppose l a n d  t r a d e s  of 

t h o s e  a re39  w i l l  be  t r a d e d  w i t h  Champion -St.Regis. Thei r  
logging  p r a c t i o e s  i n  my neiqhborhood have been u n s i g h t l y ,  
n o t  s lashed ,  poor ly  burned. and n o t  replanted.  I do n o t  
want t o  see t h a t  happen t o  more b iehfy  v i s u s l  areas n e a r  
mE. Keep those  l n n 3 s  Under F o r e s t  &?vice managelent 

deserves  wi lderness  * t a t u s  or a t  l e i s t  3evei-e road c l g s u r e  

t h e  mountain is  one t h a t  czn be seen  by vi91toFs t o  Ross 
Creek. P lease  manage the  aree Without f u r t h e r  c u t s .  

8. Berray Mountain above t h e  South Fork of t h e  Bull  River  

E-319 Response to Letter #I59 - Charles Clark. page 15% 

20. The emphasis is now on t h h e  s e l l  and harvest of lodgepole pine. 
working with industry and can adjust thhe level OF lodgepale s e l l  as 
the market allows. 

Natural regeneration is CUPrently being emphasized on the Forest. 
Sheltewood harvest acres now account for approximately 10% Of the 
total  harvest acres and seed t ree  harvest accounts for 40%. 

We 

21. 

22. The Forest Plan guidance pmvides for  snag replacement and the 
harvesting of seed trees 19 a project-level decision. A t  times. t h e  
seed trees w e  marked for future snag replacement. 

Trails are mkintained as funding allows. 

The visual quality of the *pea receives high priority in the Find  
Forest Plan. Sometimes B Properly-located Clearcut can enhance B 
landscape. 

We w i l l  Follow the Law. 
Endangered Species Act both apply. 
hunting. 

23. 

24. 

25.  The Mining Law and the Threatemd and 
The State of MDntana regulates a l l  

we w i l l  co-opepate with the State. 

26. 

27.  

we have M authority to dispose of public lands to  indivduals. 

m e  federal Lana in the Freeman Ridge m a  has been designated BS 
lover ppiority for managing For National Forest p-nes. 
can be used to  obtain higher priority lands in exchange. such as 
grizzly bear habitat. 

The South Fork OF the Bull River -a is N-ntly within an existing 
timber sale. Following the timber sale, additional mad closures are 
snticipated. 
anticipated during the Forest Plan pericd. 

These lands 

28. 

Small salvage sales may occur but M large sales ate 
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t o ?  O f  t o i 4  ?83h and feel it t o  be 3nc o f  t l e  b e t t e r  v i e u s  a m u n d .  
:!ore c l s i r c . J t s  an$ x ~ d s  iiac13 ' e f i n i t e l y  h u r t  i t a  r e c - e a t i s n a l  
p o t c t i z l .  

10. Cont inue  t o  ? ? a t e c t  t 3 e  3 i g  :peek j r i i n i g e  2s xucb 3s : m s s i b l e .  
I t s  fis?.ics p o t e n t i i l  s e e s s  ..;.eat m? its beau ty  i s  n o t  aa tc i ied  Sji 
r a c y  o t h e r  creeks. .As e r i 7 , a i i a n  z m e  i t  needs s ? e c i a l  p m t e c t i o n .  

11. >Ic3ay CFcek s h ~ i - 1 3  be  ; iven  > i l $ $ m e s s  c l a s s i f i c i t i o n  because  
i t  is one a f  t h e  c r i t i c z l  p n t e u i 7 s  t a  e So.;t.!ern C a b i n e t s  m d  
to s e v e n 1  k k e s  such a3 ':isniess. .a d f i c u l t  h i k e ,  t h i s  i s  an 
e x c e l l e n t  ho r se  t-sil. The  vie^ s;o;lJ n o t  be  d i s tu -bed  x i t h  
B g r x i n , ;  n w b e r  of c l e ? r c u t s ,  b e c i u s e  t h e  u n c u t  c u a l i t y  of ?. lCXl?  
Creek  adds  t o  t:e e x t c m e  s e m e  of s o l i t u d e  one ~ e t s  f r o n  30ip.g up 
t i i s  t x i l .  

12. P e l l i c k  Ridge ~ ' 7 0 ~ 1 3  b e  i n c l u 3 e d  i n  t h e  3COtChman's : i i l d e r n e s s  
A - 2 8 ~ .  ?be FS has  na3e ensugh c o n c e s s i a n s  -0 t h e  n i n i n g  in t e : - e s t s  
a l r e a d y ,  &&%?in: t h e  r e s : m n S i b i l i t y  t o  m o n i t o r  w i t c r  q i ; a l i t y  O n  
t h e  resmnoes  of a f i n s n c ; s l l y  s t ~ z p p e d  S t a t e  a p a r a t u s .  T b e x  ~ e e m ~  
t o  be  l i t t l e  j u s t i f i c s t i a n  fo? l o&ng  t i i s  area 8 s  s imber  p i l d  is 
lOW. 

13. -3 75 S u p j o r t  3f t h e  3ock Lake and Chicago Peak min ing  v e n t u r e s .  
B e i t h e r  have  been  s b o m  t o  be  t 5 e  l e a s t  b i t  necessary i n  t e rms  of 
American econamics. If it is r e a s o n a b l e  t o  s t o p  t h e  s k i  &rea b e c a m e  
of econonic i m p - o b a b l i t i e s  of i t s  j ro f i t e .b l eness ,  t h e n  t h e  * m e  
a r p e n t  is even mare a p p l i c a b l e  t o  s i l v e r  which is a l r e a d y  i n  
a s t a t e  Of s e r i o u s  a v e r - s u j p l g .  Don't l e t  t h e  C a b i n e t s  be t h e  o n l y  
':!ilderness Area b e i n g  a c C i v e l y  mined. 

14. Develop some Feasnneb le  f o r e s t - v i d e  a2pFoach t o  t r e e  p l s n t i n g  
and  r e f o r e s t a t i m .  L s s t  yea?, t h e  Cab ine t  L I i s t r i c t  bad Ko3tene.l 
C o l l u s i o n  p l a n t i n g  t r e e s  fou?  i n c h e s  1 3 n g e r  t h a n  t h e i r  hoes ,  f o m e d  
t h e  p l s n t e r s  i s  +lr.nr. i n  h o t  03 5 e ~ r e e  i e m o e r a t u r e s  a t  mid-day o n  
70 denree b l a c k  s l o p e s ,  and  coms l s ined  b i t t c l y  a b o u t  t h e  q u a l i t y  
of work even t h rouch  s t o c k i n g  surveys of  Koo tena i  C o l l u s i o n s  work 
c o n t i n u e  t o  shoii a 90% s u r v i v a l  r e t e  t h e r e .  Meanxhile, t h e  Libby 
D i s t r i c t  w a s  c u t t i n g  r o o t s  t o  6-8 i n c h e s  and g e t t i n g  81% i n s p e c t i o n  
r a t e s  o f  8 S s y  ground fran a n o t h e r  c o n t r a c t o r  and t h e y  were s a t i s f i e d .  
It  d o e s n ' t  I s k e  scnse.  Also, p r o t e c t  s n a l l  c o n t r a c t s .  The e n p h a s i s  
on large Con; rac t s  is l e x d i n g  t o  t h e  i n p o r t a t i o n  of more IMexioan 
l i b o r  -- h o l l y  h e l p i n g  t h e  l o c a l  econony. 

15. T e l l  A1 Corja. t h s t  i n  s p i t e  of h i s  J ? a c l a m a t i m s  t o  t h e  
neiispajers ts tL2e c o n t r a r y ,  t h a t  cone3 f rm t h e  t o p  of a t r e e  ape 

- 

__ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

9. The e n t i - e  i -vexto- ied  r o x l l e s s  K-CT o f  Griz.17 P c i k  s;:>uld 
b e  l e f t  n$ i r ~ o : l e j p  2-1'3. Tie j 1 m  . ;n i t s  t h a t  i t  i s  i e f i n i t e l y  
a grizz1;- zone in3 I b e l i e v e  i t  & x l i  be  s e t  a s i 3 e .  : : a tu r s l  h i b i t 3 t  
is c r i t i c 7 1  t o  !mint . . in .  %eu j i l v i e u l t u r i s t  Co:.lia t 31d  ne t h a t  
9 l o t  Of q i z z i j '  , i ab i t : t  !::s be.ni; c a l l e d  t h a t ,  n o t  because  i t  was 
g r i z z l y  re.?:e OP h z b i t i t ,  b u t  b e c a u l c  i t  :$3s s?ruce h i b i t a t  t h a t  
h n j  $ra!:n eve- ,;:ith d e i g e  xenzerii I ciu;ht a g l i n p s e  of how sha l low 
t h e  FS C o m i t t ~ e n t  t o  z r i z z l v  su:tensnee wis. I h i v e  been t o  t h e  
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29. Xost OF the Grizzly PeaL madless area i o  designated madless or nan- 
develomental. See the f i n a l  Forest Plan Nan. 

30. Almost the e n t i r e  r ipar ian  area i n  Big Creek is i n  a "on-developmental 
land designation. 

2 9  
See the f i n a l  fo re s t  Plan Map. 

31. Host OF the Mckay Creek madless area is recommended wilderness or 
designated as madless  or "on-developmental. See the Final Forest 
Plan Hap. 

32. Host OF Pell ick Ridge has been recommended For wilderness. See the 
30 Final Forest Plan nap. 

?1 

33. The fo re s t  Service 19 Following the in ten t  OF the 1872 Mining Law and 
i t s  L-ewlations in Rock Creek. Whether or not a mine resu l t s  w i l l  be 
the product OF many Factors. including economies, threatened and 
endangered species. water quali ty.  e t c .  -~ 

34. The development of uniform COntPBeting procedures is handled as B 

separate i t e m  within the exis t ing  contracting authority on the fores t .  
and not within the context OF the Forest Plan. 

There w a s  no intat  to  portray tha t  cones ~ p e  superior a t  the top O F  
tree. The helicopter vas tested For cost-eFFectivness. 

35. 
32 

33 

34 

35 
t o  j u s t i f y .  t h e  e r o e n s i v e  u s e  of !?elibLu.duvk-a 
1 n  fact ,  s i n c e  t h e  FS h a s  been  in t h e  t r e e  r a  

m " 
N 
0 



business s e r i o u s l y  fo? only  20 yeers  0: so,  I doubt i f  the? coi.ld 
prove t h a t  any o f  t h e i r  nursury  ix s t a c k  is a t  a11 Zgenet ical ly  

a t  +;bite pine b l i s t e r  
I uxs  dis turbed  t t ia t  

t h i s  f o r e s t  w 3 u l d  
t o  sup7ort ing L*markisn s e n e t i c s  i n  o:;'er t 3  g s i n  ?ubl ic  suj01 ' t  
f o r  1 ques t ionable  fo?es s e r v i c e  p r s c t i c e .  Genetic t r a i t s ,  passed 
on i n  n cellur p r o c e s s d g m r m t e e s  t h a t  c e l l s  th.Tug'lout a l i v i n g  
p l m t  or a n i a a l  are e s s e n t i s l l y  the  same, do not c+ange over ttie 
h e i - b t  o f  a tr'ee. I fear the  W. Ca~da. who is a c t i v e l j .  encmrgaing  
tbe use of  defo1ian:s on t h i s  f o r e s t .  u i l l  use f u r t h e r  CalsehoOds 
t o  ?ronote ix h i s  s v a y i n g  programs. I hsve t a lked  t o  one eone 
? i c k c  W.?O m s  not in t t e  l e m t  i n : r e s s s d  by t h e  q u a l i t y  of t h e  
cones droubd bv t h e  b e l i o c o ? t e r s .  and somehow I S U S D ~ C ?  t h a t  ttie 
qu lk i t j .  of hnnd-pic!<ed Cones m u s t  n e c e s s a r i l y  be ~ h i i h e r  than tHat 
of the  rsx3oa c u t t i n g s  from B nacbine f l y i n g  h is5  Over the  t r e e - t o p  
l e v e l .  

If the  FS wants t o  j u s t i f y  new p r ~ j r m s  on the b a s i s  of C o s t  
c u t t i n g  o r  budget r e - t r a i n t s ,  t h a t  is f i n e ,  though, of c a u ~ s e f  
t h a t  might open a can of worms concerning i t s  mad-bui l3ing pFograms 
t h a t  opera te  a t  a loss .  It should never  ,howe~er, use f a l s e  
s c t e n t i f i c  claims t o  p i n  publ ic  support of t5ose  p o l i c i e s .  
To those of us who Support s c i e n t i f i c  zanagenent of t h e  f o r e s t  land, 
I!r. Corda's s ta tements  an  cone g e n e t i c s  have r a i s e d  susa ic ions  
not m l y  towards s l l v j c u l t u F e  p r a c t i c e s  b e r e  but t o  t h e  xh&n 
-x&fx i n t e n t  o f  the  f o r e s t  ;lan i t s e l f .  - 

Response to Letter Xl59 - Charles Clark. page 159g ~ - 3 2 ~  

35. see previous page. 
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1 Last ly ,  I woul-3 l i k e  t o  sUp=ort Al te rna t ive  H v i t h  two 
r e s e r v l t i o n s .  The re i son  I l i k e  : h i s  r q  i l t e r n n t i v e  is because 
t h e  t a b l e s  i n  the  31s i n d i c n t e  t h a t  i t  w i l l  o x v i d e  tbe  s m e  number 

1 of jobs, cu t  the  3a-m c o u n t  o f  t i n b e r ,  nnd ~ e x e r a l l y  move a t  the  
3;ne pace of work es J. 'In the  othep hend i t  v i 1 1  p r o t e c t  wilderness  
as wilderness. allowino the  f o r e s t  serv ice  t o  toke a lona  ranee ~ ~~~ ~ , ~ ~~~ 

management a?;lro:ch to- these a reas ;  where94 tile rond1ess lc las ; i f ic l t ion  
i s  t 6 t a l l y  nesningless, 3pen t o  cisnge, and o f f e m  no s e c u r i t y  
t o  the  r e t m t i o n  of ..;il5e:ness W B R S  f o r  our chi ldren .  l3p making 
r o a d l e s s  areas official u i l d e r z e s s ,  we are i n c l u s i n g  not only rocky 
high, r e l i t i v s l y  useless l a n d  t o  t i e  x i l 5 e m e s s  cxtegory,  bu t  are 
shoving O U F  s icent ip i .  i n t e l l i p m c e  i n  recognizing tile need t o  p r o t e c t  
a l l  tj-pes ol v e g e t z t i o i .  h a b i t a t ,  and elevTtians i n  t h e i r  n a t u r a l  
s t a t e .  

s p p r o s r i s t e  lodgepole nm.ganent  within i t s  d i r e c t i o n .  
f o r  ;:>is is not  Q v e n  i n  t h e  p 1 m  3s fs$s I could t e l l ,  but probably 
is bi iden  i n  the  laxgins  3 t : t i s t i c s  sone:hoi;. If t;is 2 1 m  is meant 
t o  mean t h a t  a ixed  c m i f e r  s t ? n d s  I\*or;ld be e s x c i a l l y  hard-hi t ,  
I would suggest t t a t  s c b s t i t u t i n g  a more heevg en?hasis on lodgeiwle 
as i n  t h e  o t h e r  ?leas i s  far more l o g l c d  and reasonable. 

If the  ? m e s t  2lsnners  c ? o ~ s e  t o  deYelop 8 nanlgenent area 
t o  s e p a r a t e  t h e  3anap::ent of o l d  :rowth from t h e  t imber  base. I 
could accept  tka some r e j u e t i o n  i n  t h e  n m b e r  of acres t h a t  B 

area t o  l i v e  w i t h .  

t h = t  s o i e n t i f i c  s t u d i e s  now underway and 2 r o p s e d  w i l l  be f u l l y  
funded, t h a t  monitoring or e l l  quest ionable  aapecta  of t h e  opera t ion  
of t h e  p l a n  bd W l y  funded. and t h a t  a mechanism t o  change t h e  
o p e r a t i o n  of the plan. bssed upon these s c i e n t i f i c  s t u d i e s  and 
inc luding  some publ ic  input  be b u i l t  i n t o  the plan's operat ion.  

My resarv l t ionn  on tnis  suppopt is t h a t  A l t .  H does not  include 
The me-son 

a l l o c a t e s  f o r  wilderness. a% long as t h e  Yaak i s  given some 

Last ly ,  whatever a l t e r n a t i v e  is chosen, i t  mst be @a&teed 

36 
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36. See the changes i n  the F ina l  Forest Plan which Pu t s  increased emphaSin 
on lodgepole pine hamest. 
wilderness. precludes mineral and ail/@ eXploration where- a 
roadless designation. such 86 those recommeneded in the F ins1  Forest 
Plan. p=esewes the option for both wilderness and mineral 

Ihe Final FoPest Plan puts  more land wea into Old-growth timber 
management while also removing these acres from the regulated timMr 
base. 
Forest Plan although that option is preserved for the future in the 
Northwest Peaks. Grizzly Peak. Roderik. and Buckhorn Ridge roadless 
areas. See the Finel Forest Plan Hap. 

See thw Monitoring and E v d m t i o n  Plan and the Forestvide Objectives 
and Standards in  the F ina l  Forest Plan document. 

A l t .  H. while protecting more area 85 

exploration. 

37. 

No wilderness vas recommended in  the Yaak a r e s  in the F ina l  

38. 

37 
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I wish  you a l l  good luck i n  working 
aut a S a l m c e d  and environmental ly  
sound plan... 

Sincerely, 
Charles Clsrk 

/la A 0 i 5-5-3 
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735 Yoeman Hall Rd. 
Kalispell, MI' 59901 
October 30. lOE5 

Forest Plan 
Kootenai National Forest 
Rt. 3, Box 700 
Libby, MI 59923 

Dear James Rathbun, Forest Supervisor: 

published by Outdoor~Life Magazine, as my creed to follow. Being 
raised on ranches and even when confined to towns, all of my 
spare time was dedicated to helping study and pursuing fish and 
wildlife. Solitude was not uncomon, being alone for a few days 
at a time, up to 30 and in one case from 90 to 100 days without 
seeing another human in the Flathead National Forest. 

expense as well as an public lands, to the best of my ability for 
over thirty years. As a fifty year resident of the area, I would 
hope my comments will be received as those of a person interested 
in all facets of proper land management, who, as an interested 
observer and participant, has the value of learning from history 

At a very young age. I adopted the Conservation Pledge 

I have practiced conservation on my own 160 acres at personal 

-- r__r_- -_ 
Looking at that pled e "I give my ledge as an American to 

save and faithfully defen8 from waste tEe natural resources of my 
c m t r v .  i t 's  soil and minerals. it's forest. waters and wildlife." 
withoui.including the disciplines, four words stand out in pFrti- 
cular at this time. 

Having been a student of history, military - unconventioml 
and physiological warfare in particular, and actively engaged in 
these endeavors over a decade, I fear for my country above all 
else. 
fundamentals set forth by our founding fathers and God, 
and posterity will have the opportunity to enjoy life, lxerty. 
and the pursuit of happiness forever. 

This country is the greatest. not only because we are one 
nation under Gad (aren't all nations?). but because of our privi- lay to pursue our dreams to the best of our ability. It is 
ca led Free Enterprise. 

American - My Country - Waste. 

Knowing that if the country can maintain or go back to the 
family 

Free Enterprise, without the use of Mtural resources, 
can't exist. I feel that in order for the Nation, as Lincoln 
said, "to endure" capitalism, personal ambition, freedom and 
natural resources must all be joined together to provide the 
type of life we have all come to expect. 

"And all the trees of the field shall know 
that I the Lord have brought down :he high 
tree, have exalted the low tree... 

r - s k i n l  17:?11 

Response to Letter U219 - Glen H .  Conklin. f i r s t  page 

No resporse needed for this page. 
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. .  
Economic Impact 

Forest planning is in essence social planning. Social pl-g 
takes as i t ' s  Qain objective the fulfillment of the mblic interest. 
2hIs concept, public interest. is  variously called + h e i a l .  
general. c-on aublic. c o d = .  or national mod. welfare. 

~~ -~ ~- - 
Lte res t ,  well-being aid other t&s - It is  em&di;d in the' 
veliare clause of the constitution and enters into the mores 
of forestrp through such terns as the greatest good t o  the greatest 
xwmber in the long nm. 

Second Annual Fublic Land Law Conference a t  the Law School, 
kvers i ty  of Montana, April 25, 1980. "Netzorg'. 

for deepening or ameliorating social problems that are geographically 
distant irpm the forest.. 
portion of i t 's  population engaged in the building trades and 
associated fields. 
finishers, wholesalers, re ta i le rs ,  plumbers, truckers, electricians. 
landscapers, excavators etc. depend upon the national forest  to pro- 
vide rood to build on and around. 
largest single economic force in the nation. DAlthougb the national 
forest contains Q% of oup nation's standing softwood timber inventory. 
they supply less than one-fourth of OUT d supply.. 

The following frm Leonard B Netzorg's paper presented t o  the 

"The current wave of national forest  planning has implications 

Every area of the nation has a large 

These people - carpenters, roofers, caDent 

what ye are talking about is the 

"Five years ago Congress s e t  timber mttin 
fo re s t  under the Resources Planning Act (RPA.7 
t h e  sale of lJ+ bi l l ion  board f ee t  of timh-r in  7980.  
even amroached tht tarzet  because of u 

goals for the national 
'Be goals called io1 

We have never 

F o r e s t  Service~reduced t h e  acreage assigned to timber production by 
1 2  mtllion acres, 1975 t o  1978. The component of the commercial 
timber base M O ~  vhich a f u l l  sustained vield i s  obtained shrauk 

I~ ~ ~~ 
~~ ~~~ ~ =~ ~ 

by 16 million acres. Of this 6 million acres were transferred to 
special components with less than iWl sustained yield harvest w i l l  
OCCUT. l a e  re- 
maining 16 m i l l i o n  acres that had been in sustained yield harvest 
was removed from t h e  timber base.. 

local issue. 
staggering to the economy. The forest  plan m u s t  be directly linked 1 

2 1/3 million acres placed in marginal category. 

Alternatives with a timber . reduction in cu t  is no longer a 5 a l l  
Combined with the national trend i t ' s  impact can be 

a b i l i t y  o f  millions of our population to afford to ovn a home. 
to solving the social problem we face Fn providing houses end t h e  

the demand. which is there. nufaces  due t o  lower interest  rates 
AS 1 1 

I 
~~. ~. ~~~~~~~~ ~ 

and increakng employment; 'timber 5hortaged vi11 price a portion of 
the population out of housing. 

E-324 

Respanre M Letter Y219 - 01.n H.  Conklin. page 219a 

1. The Final  Plan cslls for a timber sale 1-1 of 233 nWBF per year 
d u r h  its l0-yeor life ( S a  A W i i  11 in  the final Forest Plan Md 
Chapter I1 of the Final US). The 1980 WA Prwrlv god for thia 
period is 228 WcSFlyear. 

The RPA guideline is a ree-ded pDal c4mt is presented to Congress 
for consideration. it i a  not legal ly  b i d i n g  unleaa Congress make* it 
so. The goal or recoverim the V i z r l y  population is l egal ly  binding 
under the End-nd Speeies Act. 
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The environment created by adequate food, SHELTER and cloth- 
ing on a dail 
aside for wedends and a two week vacation fantasy. 
Government managers must realize the people were  promised life, 
liberty but only the pursuit of happiness. 
happiness may be awning a home. One Forest employee said the plan 
was written for people and that "we need to maintain that social 
perspective." I find it hard to believe that the RPA cut guide- 
line is being violated, people's jobs and homes, while the grizzly 
recovery program is being honored, can meet that criteria. 

A recent stud in Idaho shows that every 20 truckloads of 
logs results in a ~ 2 0 . 0 0 0  a year job, $1,600 for public schools 
and roads and $4,800 to the U.S.  Treasury. 
of the county in government ownership we need all the money in 
lieu of taxes we can obtain. I would suggest that you keep the 
cut up to your share, allocated of forest ownership acreage 
basis. 

basis is being overshadowed by an environment set 
You as 

On the other hand 

- 

With a large percent 

An increasing population needs jobs as well as homes 

Since your neighboring Forest on the east has seen fit to 

The Kootenai National Forest is now 

as a first priority. - 
drastically reduce their timber cut the eyes of Flathead timber 
industry are facing west. 
the most important supplier of natural resources in Western 
Uontana. don't let us down! - 
Water / Fish 

the experimental watersheds had an effect, it was probably minor 
compared with the effects an fire and subsequent record precipi- 
tation amount" says it all. 

Montana Fish Wildlife and Parks when core sampling the bottom 
of Flathead Lake about five years ago, found three layers of 
charcoal and ashes. 
'Ihe questions it brings to mind is; can Montana water stand the 
impact of a major fire and x e  sewage from the valley's cities 
or would it be overwhelmed by another la er of ashes. 
local peo le feel about lowering the quayity of Montana water from 
uncontrolPed fires even in the wild areas7 

If water quality is lowered by less vegitative cover and that 

J.D. Helvey conrment that "if road building and logging on 

This historic evidence is very significant. 

Haw would 

- 
cover can on1 be removed by logging and fire, the choice is clear. 
Timber removaK by Lire causes death and destruction of, among 
other things, water quality. Timber removal by logging provides 
homes, jobs and income. Timber harvest provides income which 
can be used for research to improve water quality and log ing 
practices and be mitigated to prevent lowering water staniards. 
Fire can't be mitipd., Takin land out of production lowers 
ell enviromental eciplines, vfsual, water, air, soil and wildlife 
h e n  Mother Nature cleans house. It should be clear that water 
quality is better off when mountain are logged than when they are 
burned. I 

E-325 
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1.  see previous page. 

2 .  The job and income impact estimates used in  the development of the 
Final Plan are shorn in  Appendix B of the DEIS (page 8 - 6 5 ) .  

The Final Plan for the Flathead National Forest calls for harvesting 
up to an average of 108 m F  per year. 
(1976-1985) the cut has averased 97 W F  per year. 
the timber supply situation f m m  all sources in the f i v e  county area 
(Lincoln. Sanders and Flathead i n  Montana and Boundary ond Bonner in  
Idaho) has been added to Appendix 8 of the EIS. 

1 

3 .  
over the last 10 years 

A discussion of 

2 4. The Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has been modified t o  IMure that 
State Water hrality Standards not violated. 

3 

4 
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Dave We n MFG&P mote in Montana Dutdoors, July. ig '73 

the stream. 
and velocity of flows carrvine material is hieh. this t m e  of 

,1 During high water, huge uantities of silt, mud and debris enter 
Because floojs don't last very long and the volume 

siltation dbes not create ion, tern detrimentil'effects'to the 
stream. 
the needs of tyout-deeo oaols. riffles and undercut banks. In 

This is n o m 1  "geologic erosion" and it helps provide ~. r ~ the long run it is beneficial:" 

Trout fishing in Northwestern Montana has gone downhill 
steadily for a number of years. The biggest reason being too many 
fishermen. 

I 
Logging contracts requiring loggers to remove blowdown from 

streams for many years has reduced the development of pools. 
plan states that you want money to build ~aols. Let nature take 

The 

II it's course in this case. 

Nature's way of cleaning streams was to use beaver. Beaver 
dams help in several ways. The ponds slow the water velocity of 
the stream allowing sediment to settle to the bottom. 
build up a t  sediment is h a t  caused most of our mountaJn meadows 
i n  the past.. Beaver dams created a wider riperian zone, more 
forage or wildlife, and some of the best fish holding areas. 
Hany intermediate streams with beaver dams can support fish 
the year around. Plant Beaver! 

This 

As for logging having an impact on fishing, it is primarily 
caused by making accesses easier. In many of the back areas, 
wild areas, and high lakes, fishing has gone down hill without 
any logging having taken place. Don't blame a lack of fish on 
industry. If you are worried about sedimentation go to a lover 
standard road, as industry has wanted to for years - wide tratl 
concept. 

7 

4. 1. 
the sediment. 

2. Don't relv on Idaho studies to show effects i n  Montana 

Go t o  lower standard roads and let beaver dams catch 

waters. 
3.  I see no need t o  exceed Montana's water quality laws. - 

hdar.g=red Species 

Of the four endangered speiies. I will only comment an grizzly 
be=. The gray wolf will never make it in this area again. 
Ranchers will see to that. The bald eagle is no threat to logging 
and the fen nesting trees needed are no problem. 
falcon, to my Imowledge, isn't even native to this area. 

The peregrine 

It is hard to take anything but a philosoohical position on 
the g r i z z l y  bear. 
different ways: from cuddly Teddy Bears to terrible man killers. 
In reality it is a political animal vhose statue is far larger 
than the beast itself. School kids have state elections on it. 
Newsuaper5 thrive because of it. Biologists make a living off 
of i't and the State sells permits to kill it. Wilderness buffs 
use grizzly far justification for wilderness. T.-e Forest Service 
is faced with providing land to manage it and industry suffers 
because of that. 

Grizzlys are seen by different people in 

5 .  

6 .  

7. 

8 .  
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The Kootenlli National Forest is responsible fo r  f i sh  habitat  
(generally meaning water which meets Sta te  Water Puality Standards 8s 
w e l l  as improvement i n  habitat  components such 85 pools) while the 
Stare is responsible for managing the  f i s h  and 
t o  catch them. 

me plan s t a t e s  tha t  instream improvement includes building pools with 
log stmctums. 
t ha t  s p a d n g  gravel can be dewsi ted  a d  pool habitat  for f i s h  can be 
created without damage to  the Stream. 
natural  pools are developed by blmdoun. However. fo r  every 
desireable pool created by a naturally f a l l i ng  tree there are many 
other t rees  tha t  fall creating undesireahle stream braiding. h& 
emsion. sediment deposition. and f i sh  migration barriers.  This is 
especially true wheve buffer s t r i p s  BRe allowed to  remain along Stream 
courses "hem they can be subjected t o  uindthmv. overloading streams 
with domed timber. Volume of ma te r id .  sire of trees. locBtiDn along 
the stream. and angle of placement am important fac tors  fo r  P P D P ~ P  
pool development which should be deal t  with thmugh stream managsent 
r a the r  than by chance. 

Beaver can pmvide excellent f i sh  habitat .  haever. not every stream 
is su i t ab le  f o r  beaver ac t iv i ty .  
migration and m o v e  valuable srream-bamk cover i f  t he i r  a c t i v i t y  is 
intense enough. 

Ntered mad stdards and other pcactices described in the 
swm-tc-be-published "Sail and Water CONleNatim Practices Handbook" 
(FSH 25W.Z) rill be used as M ~ ~ S S I V Y  to insure that water qual i ty  
standards are met 

#odds used to predict sediment and f i sh  populations am not Y ~ P Y  
re l iab le .  For this reason we have f o w e d  an - t ins  S ta te  Water 
P u d i t y  Standards in pmct i ce  rather than i n  a nathematicd model. 
h e  combination OP mni to r ing  and Evaluation linked to application of 
best available soil and late? -exvation prac t ices  should insure 

those who attempt 

These structures are designed tc " f i t "  the stresm so 

It is Correct t o  say t ha t  

Beaver can block of f  important f i sh  

thst state water G u d i t y  Sttmdards LLpe met. 

Fl 
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m e  ,gi;z~y can only re:ain 2s long a s  it hzs the support ai the 
loce l  panulation! East oi the  mountains a p a l l  showeC people 
diviCed $0/j0 on the  i ssue  o f  g r i zz ly  versus t inber  and jobs. o?. 
tkke west side k0 percent  were  f o r  jobs and ti=.aoer, 60 Dercent were 
for bezr .  A very snail percentage of the people pol led  wanted t o  
mend any money i n  t h e  bezr 's  behalf. 
&d because of g r i z z l y  incidents,  t h e  people I tave been talkisg t o  
are s ta r r ing  t o  oppose be&- 100 percent. 
so l ic i ied ,  but come up then I =ention the  4 percest of the  Flathead 
s e t  aside i o r  g r i z z l y  i n  a l t e rna t ive  8. 
any support t o  t h e  bear f o r  the  l a s t  two months. 
the most often heard comment a t  my presentations.  Too much wiider- 
ness TUTS about the  same. 

Since t h a t  p o l l  w a s  tWen 

These comments a re  w.- 

I have heard no one give 
K i l l  them all i s  

m e  , ~ i ; z ~ y  can only re:ain 2s long a s  it hzs the SuDvort ai the 
loce l  panulation! E a i t  oi the  mountains a p a l l  showedpeo~ le  
diviCed $0/j0 on the  i ssue  o f  g r i zz ly  versus t inber  and jobs. o?. 
tkke west side k0 percent  were  f o r  jobs and ti=.aer, 60 Dercent were 
f o r  bez r .  A verv snail ~ e r c e n t a e e  of the DeoDle Dolled wanted t o  ~~~ ~ 

mend i y  money h t h e  bezr's beEalf. 
&d because of g r i z z l y  incidents,  t h e  people I tave been talkis? t o  

Sinie  t ha t ' po l l  w a s  tWen 

are s ra r r ing  t o  oppose be- 100 percent. 
so l ic i ied ,  but come up then I =ention the  4 percest of the  Flathead 
s e t  as ide  Tor e r i z z l v  i n  a l t e rna t ive  8. I have heprd no one rive 

These comments a re  w.1 

~ ~~~~ .... ~~~ _ ._~~ ~.~ 
any support to-the b i a r  f o r  t h e ~ l a s t  two months. 
the most often heard comment a t  my presentations.  
ness TUTS about the  same. 

K i l l  them 21 is 
Too much wiider- 

A year;ago I t o l d  the  gr izz ly  study group I thought t h i s  would 
kappen if m2nagers d idn ' t  change t h e i r  ways. 

Jeo~&-dy opinions continued. Indus t r i a l  a c t i v i t i e s  stormed, 
rmd  in?-ovenenrs cancelled. 
zay ::ezte s x e s s  on bears or a f f e c t  the  way they use an area." 
S x e s s  on une=ployeC workers and S t r e s s  on r ec rea t iona l i s t s ,  I 
fear, will do the g r i z z l y  in. 

Chris Servheen now says "recreation 

Newspepers with "The gr izz ly  bear menance i n  GNT" and Wisconsin 
m a n  k i l l ed  by bear  near  Yellowstone" as a weekly a t t r a c t i o n ,  w i l l  
have a serious consemence on the  disuersed recrea t iona l  use of __. 
the fore& occupie'd t e r r a in .  Honeit people are scared. Mike 
Aderhold mW&P Presentation Ju ly  83, a t  Whale Creek s t a t e d  if we 
lose 10 percent of  t h e  population SUPpOrt  We w i l l  l o s e  the  be-. 
I feel re have lost much mnre support  t h a n  10 percent this m e r .  

intensive timber maagement would have minimal adverse impact in the  
inmediate fu ture  and a very p o s i t i v e  impact on the  bear in the  long 
rulge. Grizzly a r e  now using old logged arees  on S t o l t z e ' s  gmund. 

In  the  Yellowstone recovery DrsGm zone one, i t  states m t r e  
whitebarked p ine  should he l e f t  u n t i l  t h e  next en t ry ,  i f  it rlll 
l i v e  *.at long. W i t h  t h e  Rocky Mountain Pine Beet le  k i l l i n g  our  
Wa? why exclude these areas  f r o m  logging? 
f o r  the benef i t  of both man and beas t .  
men 2nd bear t o  l o s e  t h e  use of this z r e e  and area. DKlmess as 
well as t r e e s  equal cover t o  g r i z z l y  i n  moving from a r e a  t o  area. 

I h o w  of seve ra l  good bear being  k i l l e d  vfiile t r y i n g  to track 
dorm e spoiled bea r  that was moved i n t o  t h e i r  area. Don't allow 
bad bezr t o  be dumped on the  f o r e s t .  Legal-hunting- i l l e g a l  k i l l s  
conbizsd w i t h  losses caused by people  stuiyying Ynem aril1 lower the 
Population more than logging. 
Sell ing i l l e g d  taken hides and c laws  a t  $3932 and SI50 on t h e  
black mr-'ret w i l l  bu i ld  up t o  qu i t e  2 t r a d e  i f  the bezr's image 
ge ts  any lower and more people e n t e r  t h e  business. 

11 

12 

Log and regenerare  them 
There i s  no reason  f o r  both 

See shee t  of k i l l s  in this regior.. 
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9 .  We b e l i e v e .  and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service CO~CYPS. that  the 
management practices  specif ied i n  the Forest Plan w i l l  not jeopardize 
the e x i ~ t a n c e  of  the &zzIy bear. 
e x i s t s  for  increased levels of timber harvest. 

A t  the same time. the potential  

10. 

11. The F i n d  Forest Plsn d o e s  not include t h i s  requirement. 

12. 

Management Area 14 WBS designed to  do this. 

Only certa in  types of bears w i l l  be accepted if  populations alp 
augmented. 

m " 
N 
-J 



. Recreation and bears won't m i x .  
Country than loggers. Bear use r i p a r i a n  zone:, r e c r e a t i o n d i s t  
fish, camp ana use t r a i l s  along streams. ae=- u s e  r idge  tops ,  
t rails  run along r idge  tops. Bear use  Eeadows, r e c r e e t i o n a l i s t s  
camp and graze stock in meadows. h e  F i z z l y  recovery p lan ,  page 
8, s t a t e s  there  i s  minimum diszance with which another bea r  o r  
person cannot en te r .  
economy of the a rea  if you try change from l o g g k g  t o  r ec rea t ion .  
Our th res  month t o u r i s t  season w i l l  no t  a t t racr .  people if Yney ar 

Recrea t ioza l i s t  cover more 

Tne g r i zz ly  w i l l  be a major f a c t o r  in t h e  

2f--. *cia . of being k i l l e C ,  mauled or chewed. 

21 
- 

'e 

9 e  - 

How m a y  exi:a people w i l l  t h e  Fcrest  need t o  kee? up t h e  e a r l y  
w m i n g  Syster,  p o s t  t r a i l s  and r e s t r i c t e t  a rea?  
people come from wile: t h e  a rea  becomes investigative, 
t o  use park serv ice  t e n .  
forest? 
ence between a chewing and a mauihg? 

m e r e  will t h e  

hko w i l l  c m t r o l  t h e  k i l l e r  bears on .the 
Won't you f i n d  it embarassing t o  hzve t o  expla in  the d i f i e r -  

I don't  think there w i l l  be any more bear under one plan 
- 

than the other. 
tion i s  considered (recovered) I would ouwse l ega l  hunting 

If r e s t r a i n t s  would be l i f t e d  *en the  popula- 

u n t i l  that time. 
w i l l  ever a l l o w  the  (recovered)populatian t o  be reached. 
therefore back hunting gr izz ly  re luc tan t ly .  
only way t o  keep gr izz ly  wary of man. 
industrv a l t e rna t ive  of no huntinn when i t  w a s  being writ ten,  

I don't think p o l i t i c s ' k d  the numbers game 
I must 

I see t h i s  as the  
Although I backed the  

subsequkt events have forced me Eo change my mind. I rea l ized  
t o  hunt o r  no t  t o  hunt i s  not your respons ib i l i ty .  - 

Roads a re  not  t h e  reason bears  a r e  k i l l e d  i l l e g a l l y .  People 
k i l l  t h e  bear no t  roads. Because people k i l l  bear,  because o f  e a s i e r  
access, road c losures  must be implementel. 
have created more bear  food. 
se lec t ing  P lan ts  bene f i c i a l  t o  bear f o r  use  in erosion con t ro l .  This 
should be implemented in order t o  c r e a t e  b e t t e r  hab i t a t .  

Seeding of roads  can and 
I have ta lked  for severa l  yea r s  about 

- 
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13. The Forest Plan is based on a PPemiSe that recreation Will 
supplant timber 85 the major indUStPy in the area. Huge increases in 
remestion use of the Forest. on the order Of several hundred Percent 
over the next decade. would be necessary for this to occur (we  predict 
about B 10 percent increase D V ~ P  the next decade). With the number of 
recreationists we expect and the slowly increasing population of 
grizzly bears. we do not anticipate major problems. 

- 3  

14. Ais you know. the State controls hunting 

I j .  We agree that m a d s  themselves are not harmful to bears; it is the 
human use of roads that m a y  result in displacement or death of bears 
Seeding closed m a d s  with prefered forage is a ~ammOD practice. 
However. care must be t&en to avoid seeding roads that will be 
intermittently left open. 
where they are vulnerable to illegal shooting. 

Lagging certainly can be compatable with grizzly bear management .%$ we 
have displayed in the prescription for Management Area 14. 

This practice can attract bears to areas 

14 

15 

Wilderness people l i k e  tn po in t  out we must leave l a n d  as Lewis 
and Clark saw it. 
Whale Creek in 1983 indica ted  wilderness was needed f o r  g r i z z l y  and 
other wildlife.  
saw it. Vegitation changes na tu ra l ly .  Their encounters w i th  g r i z z l y  
of which they wrote a t  g r e a t  l eng th ,  took p lace  on t h e  plains of 
Montana, no t  the  mountains. By t h e  time they go t  west of p r e s e n t  day 
Missoula they were down t o  ea t ing  horses.  s o  much f o r  game i n w i l d -  
erness. Rick Mace, University of Montana, a g r i z z l y  b i o l o g i s t  studying 
gr izz ly  i? the Bob Marshall wilderness t o l d  me in J+y 1983 " hadn ' t  
seen a gr lzz ly  s c a t  or t r ack  in t h e  last t w o  years m t h e  Bob Marshall." 
He went on t o  say t h a t  a t  l e e s t  when he worked i n  t h e  North Fork he  
"could i i n d  s ign  anytime." 
should ind ica te  g r i z z l y  use of wilderness and logged areas .  

A handout they gave ou t  a t  the  g r i z z l y  meeting a t  

In r e a l i t y  no l and  still looks lilre Lewis and Clark 

These i nc iden t s ,  h i s t o r i c  and p resen t  

Over t h e  Years g r i z z l y  s igh t ings  in logged 
shows and along roads a r e  common. I had one 

while the  skidder opera tor  put chokers on the  b u t t s .  

fork l a s t  year because one g r i z z l y  was  too in t e re s t ed  i n  what thsY 
were doing. Ga t  down t o  where he would stand on t h e  top  of  t r e e s  

t o  another u n i t  t o  keep them on the  job. 
Had t o  move tinem 
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. . 1.. Shaffer PHD Idak State University, paper on determining 
u i m m m  viable population sizes, states "Natural catastrophes such 
17 f?.oods, fires. drougii etc" can have systematic pressures 
threatening the species. 

shoot, shovel and shut up management days. 
is in a much more confined location than recreational activities 
it causes less stress to bear. 
the best management practice far grizzly. 
Remember the illegal kills last spring all took place in logged 
areas. 
on logging are excessive. 

Logging is t h e  only detriment to fires. . .  

In conclusion, loggers and grizzly have ca-existed ever since the 
Because a logging show 

Log, close roads and plant food is 
Trees grow back for cover. 

Grizzly use logged areas to a large extent. Your restraints 
With the exception of non-hunting I 

concur with the industry proposal. - 

15 

The Kootenai National Forest is not proven goad grizzly 
habitate, and the number you produce, I feel, will always be small. 
I don't think they are worth the bother on the Kootenai National 
Forest. Its to bad the United States Fish and Wildlife service 
saw fit to slap your hands an your original plan. 

This endangered species response is the same I made on the 
Flathead Plan and is only intended as a philosophical approach, 
which I believe would be common to both Forests. 

Big Game Wildlife 

Like most  Montanan's I have a special interest in wildlife. 
Having lived over forty years in north west Montana I have noticed 
game expand into areas in which the forest has been modified 
from lodgepole thickets and old growth through fires or logging. 
Les Pengelle has stated "Stability is usually associated with 
diversity - Monocultures are seldom stable". Both in and out of 
wilderness old growth and lodgepole pine thickets must be opened 
up to help big game. "kis can be accomplished through burning - 
a waste - or logging. 
cultures and not only change f r o m  monaculture of timber t es, 
but age classifications as well, to the benefit of wild lge. 

Is 

. 
Loggin allows us to get away from mono- 

Barred owls are listed as old growth indicators, why7 
it because they are eas 
or. lack of it a dependaxle indicator of environmental health, 
in a species that the latest audibon bird book still shows as an 
eastern bird only7 
in Idaho. 
ability to readjust to new areas if the need arises. 

Jack Ward Thomas, as a guest speaker at a SAF meeting said 
30 to 60 acres for elk and 2 to 5 acres for deer was all they needed 
to feel secure. I have from 30 to 60 head of elk around my place 
m c h  of the year, with only small tracts of timber for security. 
I think security cover is being over played in the plan. 
of these cows calve in the valley bottom without the benefit of 
the area being closed for calving. 

is of a great help in getting them through. 
winter range in the past are often utilized later if they are at 
the right elevation and slope. 

to count because of hooting7 Is hooting 

They didn't show up in the west until 1971 
Or could this be used as an indicator of wildlife's 

Many 

They can adjust. 

Logging attracts wildlife during the winter and in many areas 

I have seen this happen many times. 

Areas not used for 

16 

11 

18 

19 
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15. see previous page. 

15a. we agree with the direction pmvided by Congress i n  the Endangered 
Species Act. 

The Final Plan re ta ins  most of the remaining old-growth (see glossary 
fo r  def in i t ion)  for the use of Species tha t  w e  dependent upon it. 
have designed several management areas which use timber harvest t o  
imprave habi ta t  where big game habitat  ex i s t s  i n  concert with 
important timber values (MA'S 11. 12, and 141 .  
are lox. burning if often the most Cost e f fec t ive  habitat  improvement 
tool available.  

The barPed ow1 i s  believed t o  have an especially Strong preference or 
possibly a dependence on old-growth habitat .  but it vas not included 
as an indicator species i n  the Pmposed Action (DEIS page 111-52). 
m e  set of indicator species w l y l  modified fo r  the Final Plan (see the 
FEIS. Chapter 111). The Pileated Woodpecker .%ernes as the indicator 
species fo r  old-gmwth habitats.  

A d i s t i c t ion  must be made between elk security needs and hiding cover 
needs. Hiding Cover i n  30 to 60 awe blocks m8y be suf f ic ien t  If i t  
occurs in an area which is secure for elk.  Valley bottoms containing 
sca t te red  timber patches may afford adequate SecuPity fo r  e lk  during 
no"-hunting periods. especially w31ere public access is limited. 
Haever. pesearch has repeatedly EM tha t  e l k  habitat  effectiveness 
is reduced 85 mad9 end associated human ac t iv i t i e s  increase. These 
e f fec t s  IM nost dramatic on sxmnedflrll ranges. par t icu lar ly  during 
the hunting season. 
mad management and maintaining certain unmaded habi ta t s  is necessary 
t o  meet the e l k  population goals stated i n  the Plan. 

16. 
We 

Where timber "dues 

17. 

18. 

Pmviding secure elk habi ta t  thmugh ef fec t ive  

19. No response needed 

m 
u 
N 
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Riparian Arees Resoonse to  Letter X219 - Glen H. Coddin,  Page 219g - 
Many Riparian .&reas have the higAest growth r a t e  on the Forest, 

due to more rois ture .  They should be l e f t  in the fo re s t  base. 
The 56 foot a rea  no machines &-e allowed in to  i s  adequate in most 
are95 f o r  stream protection. I have logged along many streams 
over the years and no degradation of the area is  seen a f t e r  a short 
period of time. - 

20. Timber harvest is allowed and scheduled i n  riparian a p e s  which e x i s t  
in  management map desimated as Suitable  for timber p d a c t i o n .  The 
goals  and standards for riparian meas (Chapter I1 of the Final Plan) 
are applied i n  addition t o  the goals and standards for each management 
area (Chapter 111 of the Final P l a n ) .  

20 

Tree f a l l i n g  i n t o  st reams has far years created pools and cover 1 ma. See ~ ~ S P O P . S ~  Y6 above. 
for  t rout .  
take i t ' s  course.  As a Forester you h o w  old t r ees  f a l l  over, 
there i s  no need t o  oav someone t o  f a l l  them i n t o  the streams. 

It is not  necessary f o r  you t o  bu i ld  pools - l e t  nature 
21. Both pos i t ive  and negative aspects .  depending upon One's 

~ o i n t - ~ f - v i e w .  are presented i n  the EIS for the Forest P l a n  I _I- 

aeaver would do more'ghod i n  this endeavor, than an active 
nent program. 
vide more food f o r  game, stop large amounts of sediment  and create 
meadows. 

In  addition beaver would widen r ipar ian zones, pra- 

Bruce NcClellan U of BC study up the North Fork an logging 
riparian zones t o  benefit  grizzly w i l l  be very interest ing.  
keep track of h i s  findings. 

Ple=se 

V i s u a l  Ooality Objectives 

- 
Logging is  the ugly duckling stage of fo re s t  managenent.. This 

i s  a t  l e a s t  true i n  the case of c l e a r  cuts.  However i n  order t o  
have a vigorous new f o r e s t  the o ld  one must be removed. The public 
must be made aware of this. Old t r e e s  d i e  j u s t  l i k e  o ld  people. 
I n  my t a lks  of l a t e  many people have t o l d  me they thought t r e e s  
l i ved  forever. They must be educated t o  facts.  I lave a l so  been 
informed that  they d idn ' t  know young t r e e s  grew so f a s t .  

me Forest Service and Industry are  a l s o  blamed f o r  areas  tha t  
have been burned over. 
Fublic information is needed here also.  Most people th ink  of loggin 
nnlv  as clear  cu t s  and are  unable to ident i fy  areas where other 

Many people think they were c l ea r  cut. 

tges-of cuts are-nade. 
the management of the forest .  

Big Mountain Sports Inc. has made the bizzest  single v i sua l  
imoact i n  theflathead. Some m s  a re  v e r t i c a l  s t r i p s  with even 
the stumps and brush removed. There i s  no in t en t  t o  r e fo res t  t h i s  

Show me t r i p s  may help this s i tua t ion  and 

area and-the public accepts it. 
public would accept logging i f  you qu i t  making such a b i g  deal out 
n f  it? Concentrate on the Dositive and aer: off the neaative kick. 

Would it be possible t h a t  the 

_ _  ~ 

Show newle what nice thinks can be made-of wood, how many jobs 
i t-prbvihes,  how much none? in l i e u  of taxes i t  pays and then take 
the3 t o  an area ravished by a (na tu ra l  f i r e )  and ge t  them t o  make 
t h e i r  own conclusions. You'll be Surprised by the r e s u l t s ;  I was. 

m e  best  thing you could do fo r  v i sua l  quali ty i s  t o  teach the 
people the reason behind modification through 
c o l m  and show me t r i p s .  

a weekly newspaper - 

21 
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Insects and Disease - 
No way can I back wasting of the timber resource to insects 

or disease or the ensuing f i r e s  that follow. 
the environment suffer too much from large hot burns. 

learn f rom t h i s ,  and make sure our current knowledge i s  passed on 
t o  future generations. 
them i n  the future if you stop tearing up roads. 

I can ' t  imagine you allowing 1 Bil l ion board feet of lodge- 
pole pine being k i l l ed  by beetles and being l e f t  for devestation 
by f i r e .  

All segments of 

22 The beetles a re  leading us around by the nose now. We should 

Our current road building should help 

Conclusion: 

Multiple use of all lands r a t h e r  than segments s e t  aside fo r  
this and that, is a b e t t e r  arrangement. 
t o  do, where we w a n t  t o  and when we w a n t  t o ;  w i t h i n  limits. 

L e t  us bo what we want 

Keep the c u t  up to a t  l e a s t t o  your a l terpat iye D. The economy 

The nat ion needs t o  h o w  what resources 
and need for timber demands it. 
a s  you have been doing. 
we have. It is  far b e t t e r  t o  plan f o r  the future than t o  r e a c t  
t o  an energency. 

The Forest  Service i s  one of few government agencies t h a t  can 
earn income. 
it i s  imparative YOU hold UP your end of  resource Droduction and 

Allow exploration fo r  o i l  and g a t  

With one t h i r d  of the nation in  government ownership 

provide your share of the gi.oSs nat ional  product. ' b i v a t e  land 
holding f o r e s t  inrhlstries a re  n o t  only required t o  provide commod- 
i t i e s  from t h e i r  lands. but must a l s o  do so a+ a n*nfi+ Tt < a  .. -. - __---. - -  -_ ~~~~ ~ _ . ~  _. 
incomhent upon them- t o - p i y  property taxes on t h e i r  land and they 
a r e  taxed on any ensuing P r o f i t s  which thev must w e  to exis t .  
Payrolls must  be paid d i r e c t l y  from t h e i r  gabs from resource 
use. Part  of the taxes they pay on p r o f i t s  go t o  you t o  manage 
your lands; taking these monies from them which could be put  to 
good use in their own management practices.  

t o  manage: t o  hold up your end of t h e  economic burden. 
show a prof i t .  C u r  na t iona l  debt neecbit. You can do no less than 24 
meet t h a t  demand; the gross na t iona l  product a l s o  requires  production. 1 You must work bard on earning more from the land you a re  charged 

Masage t o  

I 
Thank you James and your staff or your help during these planning 

times. Your help was much appreciated! 

Long ago I was told t o  never say never, and never say say always; 
by a man Iccnsidered wise. 
t o  keep up with t h e  times. 

Times change and plans must change 

Respectfully, 

Glenn H. ConkliD 

E-331 Re~p0-e t o  Letter $219 - Glen H. Conklin. p s g e  219h 

22. m e  Kwtenai National Forest has been emphasizing the sale and hamest  
of lodgepole pine over the last several years BS s h m  OD the 
following chart: . 

Fiscal 
Yeat 
1919 
1960 
1981 
I982 
1983 
1981) 
1985 

__ 
36 MMBF 
48 MMBF 
93 mw 
91 HHBF 
97 HHBF 
98 KU0F 
97 MMBF 

46 MMBF 

50 MMBF 

72 VXBF 
12 VXBF 
61 MMBF 

34 r n F  

50 LMBF 

23. 

23a 

24. 

Even with this emphasis. some of the lodgepole pine w i l l  not be sold 
because it is located i n  areas where the costs of removal (mostly road 
constmction and yarding) are so high tha t  even remated hawes t s  over 
200 years rill not bring a posit ive %turn. Most OF t h i s  sort of lsnd 
has been emoved fmn the re-leted t i m b e r  base. I n  addition. the 
amount of lodgepole pine remaining i n  the regulated timber base is so 
grea t  that it is not prac t ica l  t o  expect t ha t  it w i l l  aL1 be harvested 
before it dies.  
volume h89 been Bold than C u t .  

see reesponse I 1  above. 

me Final Plan retains the same appmach as the Proposed Action. 

In certain ye- if w i l l  cos t  more t o  manage this Forest than is 
returned i n  rece ip ts  to the t e e m y .  Our analysis shows tha t .  over 
the long term. the For-st will show a "pmf i t "  i n  &Uar tern. 
t h i s  requires t ha t  lands which ace too cos t ly  to m a n a g e  for timber be 
removed fmm the timber ba5e QS mentioned above (Response 2221. 

tiotice fmm the above CheCt tha t  comidersbly more 

To do 
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Response to Letter Y219 - Glen H. Con*lin. page 219i 

NO response needed for this page. 
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Response t o  Letter U219 - Glen H. Conklin. page 219j 

No pespowe needed for this page 
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3 4 36. 2 7 9  1 151 230 21 16 _ _  Total 0 5 20 1 x 
3 6 21 5- i 1 X - 6 7 6 7 9  

*Legal/i l l e g a l  
65,7 percent l e g a l  h a r v e s t  

~enponse to  Letter H a 9  - m e n  H .  conWin. page z19k E.334 

NO response needed for t h i s  page. 
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206 

6ax 2202 
C o l m b i a  Falls, k t .  59912 
October 2 9 ,  1965 

F o r e s t  F l t n  
K o a t e m i  K a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  
koute 3 ,  t a x  700 
Libby,  W.i. 59923 

Gentlemen, 

I r e c e n t l y  o b t a i n e d  a copy of t h e  Kootenai  Forest P l a n  Overview. 
The talimatas ( f i v e  f a r i l i r s  invo lved)  s u p p o r t  A l t e r n a t i v e  N. 

The Dalimtas have worked i n  t h e  t i r b e r  i n d u s t r y  f o r  t h r e e  genera-  
t i o n s ,  and some have Been fcrced t o  r e l o c a t e  i n  o r d e r  t o  follow t h e  
work. 

Fer DoDulatiiin and m i l l  s i t e s .  t h e  j o t s  w i t h i n  t h e  F la thead  K a t i c a  
Farei t ’nave been few8 ana f o r - t h e  p a s t  two $ e a r s .  my husband, 
Richard.  h a s  been h a u l i n g  l o g s  o u t  of t h e  Kootenai  N a t i o n a l  ForeS+ 
t o  m i l l s  i n  t h e  Kal isoel l /Columbia F a l l s  area. If YOU. t o o ,  s ta r t  

3 
~~ ~~~ ~~ .. 

c i t t i w  back a n  produCti<e t imber  l a n d s ,  where do w i  move to? 
Canada? 

Ke a l l  feel t h a t  t h e r e  is  a l r e a d y  more t h a n  enough wi lde rness .  
would r a t h e r  remove some of what is now under t h e  w i l d e r n e s s  S ta tus  
and have it p u t  back i n t o  m u l t i p l e - u s e  management. so t h a t  more 
people  cou ld  enjoy t h e  b e n e f i t s  d e r i v e d  from a p r o p e r l y  managed 
I ru l t i -u se  f o r e s t .  

i have p e r s o n a l l y  n e v e r  known a r i c h  logger2 j u s t  a bunch c f  guys 
who enjoy hard.  hones t  work ve r sus  a welfere check. 

L e t ’ s  keep t h e  t imber  i n d u s t r y  we do have i n  wes te rn  Niontana. 

be 
2 

S i n c e r e l y .  

N a r y  C.  Eal ima ta  

c c t  Sen. John Melcher 
Sen. f . 2 ~  baucus 
kep. ha” h’arlenee 
nep. p a t  b i l l i a m s  
sen. ~ a m r s  lrcclure 
Sen. S t e v e n  Symms 
Sen. A l a m  Simpson 

5 3 3 5  Reponse to letter # 206 - Mary C. Dalimeta 

1. h e  Final FOPeSt Plan retain9 the ability t o  P m i d e  for the  historic 
timber sell level t o  Pmvide adequate timber supplies For local 
industw. 
II i n  the F i n d  EIS. 

See the Final Forest Plan document. Appendix 11 and Chapter 

2. Wilderness is one O F  the recognized multiple-uses of the National 
Forests. 

M 
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?ore st 5uirex.i SO=, 
Kootene i  f lat .  F a r e s t  
RRU3, Eo- 109 
Libby,  :it. 5992: 

Dear F o r e s t  SUcerVisr', 

Concern ing  y c u r  F o r e s t  v i d e  Popls, ( M e  11-1) .  goal $18 s ts tes  
t h a t  p u  i n t e c d  t o  neet o r  exceed  strte w t c r  qnlit;. s t - d e r d s .  
I agree t h p t  y7u +.:auld d3 t h i s .  Yovever, it ma,?ers t h r t  sou do 
n o t  i n t e n d  t o  do t h i s ,  d nce t h e  st2.tte law t h s t  a p p l i e s  t 2  sed iment  
l o a d i n g  is Am 16.23.618 ( f )  which siys in s h o r t ,  t h e r e  n27 be no 
i nc re s s .  i n  s e d i a e n t  t h z t  m y  n m v e  h?.rrful t o  f i s h  l i f e ,  while 
pour  YIS (azge zv, 56)  scknov ledges  ? h ? t  t.?.er+ w i l l  t e  w b s t a r t i r l  
i r redems 'c le  l o s s  o f  f i s h  l i f e  dUii t3  s e d i n e r t  r e l e e s e d  by t h e  
n e d  b u i l d i n g  c=lled f o r  i n  t i e  " 3 ~ 0 ~ ~ 1 .  ?urt .her couse  f o r  my 
b e l i e f  t h r t  g..u d i  n o t  i r t e r d  t c  neet e t i t e  r e q u i r e m e n t s  is  f m n d  
i n  y x r  ? re-cu t  a n a l y s e s  methods e a  deec- ibed  i n  Ap-er.diz 18. The 
fo r ru l e  c i t e d  t h e r e  e p n e e r e  t g  be y o u r  n h i n  t o o l  f o r  d e c i d i n g  
how much lumber  you car. cut i n  2 drainage, l i m i t i n g  p u r s e l f  t o  a 

increase i n  aer4 flow. T h i s  f i r n u l a  will t e l l  t h e  moun t  of 
R o w  i x re2se  c d s e d  by n n d  b u i l d i p x ,  :bile i g n a r i x g  t h e  2 key 
fect i rs :  (1) ho.6 much sedimect i f i l l  t h i s  flow iccrense creete, 
ant? (2 )  :hat is t."e p i t e n t i a l  f3r  imnact  of t h i s  a n  t h e  b i o t a  of 
t h e  drainage. T h i s  is a most i n a d e q u a t e  a n a l y s e s .  F!ethods are 
needed t h a t  ,411 e n z b l e  you t a  fo rcas t  s i t e  s n e c i f i c  impzc te  on 
v a r i i u s  f ac to r s  such  a s  h e t c h e b i l i t a  of=" e e s ,  survival of 
t h e  fry. a v a i l a b i l i t y  of f o o d  orgmims fi r t h e  e n i t r e  f m d  c h e i n ,  
in o t h s r  words. t h s  f a c t o r s  t h a t  i n f luence  t h e  l i f e  o f  t h e  fl sh.- 
Alm. t h e r e  are f a c t o r s  which c m n o ?  be r sduced  t o  a -her for 
a formula. For i n s t w c e .  a f i s h  9 o n u l e t i - r .  t h e t  h a 5  a s x c i a l  

E-336 
Re~ponse t o  Letter I 56 - J i l l  Devies F i r s t  page 

1. We intend to  meet S ta t e  Water Quality Standards. This w i l l  be done bj 
on-the-gmund determinations of Stream and fishery conditions. See 
the Manitioring and Evaluation Plan in the Final Forest  Plan document. 
The Forest Plan n a  s t a t e s  tha t  projects tha t  do not  meet S ta te  W B L ~ P  
Qual i ty  Standards w i l l  be bmught in to  compliance. modified. or 
stopped. 

2. Site-specific f i s h  habi ta t  parmeters  ape to  be measured to  insure 
t ha t  f i sh  habi ta t  is not being degraded instead of t ry ing  to  perfect 
models the t  can only appmxioate conditions as they r ea l ly  occur 
on-the-ground. 

?he Fishery model used to forecast Fish numbers w a s  based on B 
Sediment m d e l  whish has low re l i ab i l i t y .  
D m f t  EIS to  compare a l te rna t ives  only. 
Forest Plan s t i l l  holds -- we rill m e e t  Sta t e  Water Quality Standards. 
OP the pmjec t s  w i l l  have to  be modified or stopped. 

As s t a t ed  above i n  U1. we intend t o  meet S ta t e  Water Quality 
Standards. In  addition. we w i l l  use the "Sail  and Water Conservation 
Practices" (FSH 2509.22) t o  pmvide the state-of-the-art  techiques to  
insure the t  land stewardship is applied on-the-ground. 

3. 
I t  w a s  presented i n  the 

The i n t en t  s t e t ed  i n  the 

4. 

P 
w w 
01 



56 a' 
. ,  p'ge 2 

F i n s l l y ,  on? C-T 9 e s i l y  - n i w  It L?~s  x - c l u s i > T  tb? t .  v % t e r  
m r l i t s  i s  at t h e  h?ttom c f  3 - w ~  l i s t  f ? r  i ? m r t n n c e  ..hen i t  i s  
objserved t h r t  f o r  2111 sf +he !:Ass t h ? t  h-ve r32ds,  you 8 t r t o  t h n t  
"Y(p's ~$11 be used". T h i s  sbrrs t h a t  tkeri t ? s  teen n3 t k m g h t  
develope2 f o r  hovr t o  DreveCt Zsmrge. 'Yhct y3u P re  sey ing  i s  
vater q e l i t y  vi11 j u s t  h-ve t o  suffer, bu t  ,::e '::ill u s e  t h e  b e s t  
? r ? c t i c e s  t h a t  ? r e  w e i l e b l e  t3 d r t e  t 3  n ? k  i t  2 s  n n l l  R d 2 3 ~ e  
2 s  p o s s i b l e .  h3,w long vi11 t h i s  e t t i t u d e  eo on?:? 2he re  are so 
fex u n d a a g e d  b o d i e e  of weter l e f t  i n  t h e  C.S., l r i l l  we e l i m i c e t e  
then ell? - 

4 

- 
C o n c e r n i w  F o r e s t  ':ide Gorl W1: q i u  s t p t e  t h a t  p u  n l m  t o  

e c c m r a g e  developnext  o f  n i n e r e l  r e sources  t h a t  i s  e c v i n n n e r t r l l y  
ssuzd. &tic. I suaoor t  t h e  e s t 8 b l i s h e n t  of t h i s  mal. 4nd eeP.in.  
I di not  C e l i i v s  t h p t  y?u s e r i o u s l y  i n t e n d  t o  meet i t i s  ,coal. % r e l y  
p u  n u s t  zggree t h e t  a s i e n i i i c e n t  r e d u c t i o n  3f t h e  m a c m i n v e r t i b r e t e  
" m u l a t i o n  ir P stream r.=uld not 5e ' e n T i m r m e c t s l l v  saucd' .  T h i s  

e r e  l e v e l s  o f  m e t a l s  i n  S t r l i l ey  Creek t h r t  t?u?d k i l l  d l  f o m s  
l i f e .  ( s e e  %3B r e m r t s )  b l s o ,  mbck Creek a l r e ? d y  has  l e v e l s  sf 
n e t e l s  t h e t  e -eeed  P A  c r i t e r i a  f3r t n r i c i t a  t o  m u R t i c  l i f e .  

will be f u r t h e r  s t r e s s  31, Iock '3 reek . i f  e 5 . e  gaes i n  t h e r e .  l e t  
sane t v m  mines. T h i s  i s  e n v i n n n e n t e l l ?  smnd?  Also, ym have 
c l e s s i f i e d  t h e  t i n b e r  i r  th?  d r e i n z e  a s  t h a t  > h i c h  can >e h a r v e s t e d  ~~ ~~ ~~ 

i u r t h e r .  
t h e  c u n u l e t i v e  e f f e c t s  of t 3Yic  n e t a l s  end sed imer t  on  a strem. 

I heve n3 t  seer. i i  y m r  d j c u s e n t s  wy thou& g i v e n  t o  -' 

You s t e t e  (pnce =,2 of t h e  F o r e s t  Plen) t h e t  " ? r o j s e t s  t h n t l  
r i l l  no t  a e e t  * t e t e  v e t e r  welit:. s t p n l a r d s  a 1  be redesigned,  
rescheduled,  o r  dn-.ped. " P l e e s e  t e k e  p u r  o m  advise.  

5 s  v e l u a h l e  PS ?ne * ~ e  'dldercass  2 ~ 2 .  Cinwloda t , ?  t i i n  
?e- eree. T , i t t l e  i s n l z t e d  odcke+s o f  r . ldemesL;  ere no t  neerly 

e??? i n  t h e  Sc3tcb.m-n-CPbinet rames end room fqr n i n e r e l  

..or 65 ,  R:w. 
! S T O " .  V t .  59853 

4. See previous page 

5. We ser ious ly  intend to  meet t h i s  goal on 1mds  within our 
ju r i sd ic t ion .  
in coordination with the S ta t e  of Montana. 

Standards to  be used for monitoring w i l l  be 

6. The water qua l i ty  i n  Rock Creek rill be deal t  w i t h  i n  a project-level 
EIS for  any mine pmposals. 

7. We w i l l  meet the Sta t e  Water Puality Standard. as s ta ted .  fo r  projects 
i n i t i a t e d  by the Kootenai National Forest. 

8. 

9. 

Mining is &lowed under the 1872 Mining Law. 

Pellick Ridge has been recommended for wilderness. 
Forest Plan Map. 

Additions have been recommended for the Cabinet Mountain Wilderness 
See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

We w i l l  meet the reqUirementS Of the 1872 Mining Law. 
d i rec t  minerel ac t iv i ty  i n t o  C e r t a i n  areas based on "on-mineral 
CritePia conf l ic t s  with OUP s ta ted  goal of sccomodating minepal 
ac t iv i ty .  

See the Final 

10. 

11. To spec i f ica l ly  
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E-338 
RBswnse t o  Latter rl55 - Jim Dayton 

1. Wilderness h a s  been recommended i n  Scotchman Peak (including Pol l lck 
Ridge). Cabinet Additions and Ten Lakes. Roadless designations have 
been -commended in Tmut Creek. Tufhuck and Thompson-Seton. 
Final  Forest Plan Yap. 

The Allarable Sale Puantity for the next 10 years has been determined 
based OD the pOtentiD1 o t  the Forest. the requireaenta of the area 
economy. and the a b i l i t y  t o  maintain a11 resources. 

See the  S o i l  and Water Seandsrds in the Final  Focast Plan docuent. 

See the 

2. 

3. 

4k5. Appmximately 34% of a l l  ex i s t ing  maturn and Overnature timber 
(excluding Lcdgep~ls P i n e )  has been removed fmm the  timber base. 

me Final  Forest Plan w i l l  eventually Constmct 640 miles Fever made 
than pmpOsed in the Draft EIS. 

Roodless management (non-motorized reereation) has been designated 
within all OP the are89 you have recommended. 

6. 

7. 

? 
w 
w m 
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E 339 
Response to L C t t e P  t141 - Teri England. First page 

1. Wilderness has been recommended i n  Scotchinan Pea* ( including p e l l i c k  
R i d e ) .  Ten L&es, and the Cabinet Additions. 
have been recommended i n  the Tmut Creek madless  area. 
Forest Plan nap. 

Roadless designations 
See the Final 
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E-340 
Response to Letter 0141 - Teri England. page 141a 

me Final Forest Plan will provide for 10% of the land apes below 
5.5w feet elevation in an old-movth timber condition. mi4 is 91: 
of the inventoried o l d - e w t h  timber a d  25% of all the rnatu~e timber 
on tentatively su i tab le  land. 

The old-growth timber. mentioned abOve. has been removed fmm the 
regulated timber base. 

The timber harvest level of 173 mbf represents an e a ~ l y  period OF 
f u l l  pmdution and B l a t e r  period of l o w  pmduction i n  the r m d  
pmducts industry for the last 10 years.  
be on the incpease and t h i s  trend is expected to continue. 
t h i s  anticipated increase. the Flexib i l i ty  t o  pmvide for a &mer 
timber sale level is being retained. See the char t  below. 

The hwves t  levels -pear to 
Because of 

KNF TIMBER CVT and SOLD (mmbf) 

Fisca l  
Year Cut Sold 

1976' 216 No 
1977 236 197 
1978 191 154 
1979 185 206 
1980 156 176 
1981 162 264 
1982 131 221 
1983 181 245 
19% 198 212 
1985 180 224 

me F i n d  Forest Plan retains the a b i l i t y  t o  meet h i s t o r i c  ti&= sell 
levels. Sea Chapter I1 in the Final US. 
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E-342 

Response t o  Letter 186 - James 6 Susan EMenbach 
86 

1. The Final Plan is linked t o  B pmwsed timber sale level  of 233 W F  
pep year as w a s  the Pmwsed Action (See Appendix 11 of  the pmwsed 
Forest Plan in t h e  Draft  EIS and also in the f i n a l  Forest Plan in the 
Final US). The harvest  level  has averaged about 180 KM0F pep year 
over the l a s t  ten years. The harvest  levels  planned for the next 
decade can be sustained and increased w e t  the next several decades t o  
a level  of about 290 W F  per year a f t e r  2M) yeera of management 85 
described in the Forest Plan. The harvest  level pmwsed for  the l i f e  
of the plan is the  highest level  t h a t  can be achieved w i t h  management 
as described in the plan without a future  decl ine in harvest levels .  
We have determined that  t h i s  level w i l l  best  contribute to ewnmic 
s t a b i l i t y  in the  area (see Appendix 0 of the Final EIS and the Recod 
or Decision). 

2 .  Pmtect ion F0r streamside mcas is spel led out in the 'Ripmian Area 
sect ion of Chapter I1 of the Final Plan. 
evaluation plan have been modified and the pract ices  described i n  the 
swn-to-be-published "Soil and Water Consemation Practices Handboar" 
(FSH 2509.22) w i l l  be adopted t o  insure t ha t  S t a t e  Water Quality 
Standards w i l l  be m e t .  

The monitoring and 

3. T h e P A  said: 
"Your DEIS is rated Eo-2 (envimnmental objections - insuff ic ient  
i n fomat ion ) .  The Agency believes tha t  the potent ia l  for  adverse 
water impacts is a s ign i f i can t  enviwnmental concern..: 

The Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has been modified t o  insum that  
S t a t e  Water Qual i ty  Standards will be met. 

m 



E-343 
Response to  Letter #lo8 - J i m  h Susan Ennenbach. f i r s t  page 

1. The timber harvest level 1” the Final Plan i s  aimed a t  Providing the 
bes t  contribution passible t o  long tern s t a b i l i t y  i n  the economic and 
social fabr ic  Of the area. 
EIS are estimates Of the miles needed to  Carry out the timber 
program. 
that the minimum mad mileage needed w i l l  evei. be bu i l t  ( t h i s  is a 
Forest goal included i n  the Final Plan).  

Due t o  the w a y 5  i n  which this hawes t  will be carried out habi ta t  
su f f i c i en t  t o  maintain or enhance the populatiors of big game. gr i zz ly  
be-. old-growth dependent species and all Other Species will be 
pmvided. 

We agree t ha t  scenery and l a t e r  qua l i ty  are impartant. 
has been modified to  inswe tha t  the Sta te  WsteP Quality Standards 
will be met. 
qua l i ty  ohjeetive (VQOI . 
viewing are85 are not unduly disrupted by forest  management 
ac t iv i t i e s .  

The mad mileages shown i n  the Plan and 

We will continue t o  analyze the needs fo r  m a d s  to  insure 

2 .  

3 .  The Final plan 

The guidance fo r  each management area includes B visual 
These VQO’s u e  applied so tha t  sens i t ive  

[: w 
P 
w 





108 b E-345 
Response t o  Letter X I 0 8  - Jim b Susan h e n b a e h .  page l08b 

h r  inventory indicates tha t  about 1111 of the fores t  acreage below 
5.5W fee t  i n  elevation (an elevation above which old-growth dependent 
species have d i f f i cu l ty  reproducing) i s  i n  old-gmuth habitat .  The 
f ina l  plan re ta ins  over 90X of th i s  ex is t ing  old-gmwth and removes if 
From the regulated timber base. 
ex is t ing  mature and wematu re  timber for the fu ture  by -moving i t  
from the regulated t i m b e r  base (a s igni f icant  partion of t h i s  is 
considered old-gPOwth habi ta t ) .  

The Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has been a d i f i e d  t o  insure tha t  
S t a t e  Water Puality Standards w i l l  not be violated.  

me PA sa id :  

We have retained about 3411 of the 

"Your DEIS is rated ED-2 (environmental objections - insuf f ic ien t  
information). The Agency believes tha t  the patenrial  fo r  adverse 
water impacts is a s igni f icant  envimnmentsl concern..." 

The Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has been modified to  insure t ha t  
S t a t e  l a t e r  Puality S tandads  w i l l  be m e t .  

Road building is an e f fec t  of managing land fo r  t i m b e r  production. If 
timber is to  be harvested then mads are necessary. 
miles Shown i n  the VaPioUs  documents llpe not "targets" or "goals". but 
estimates of needs given today's technology. 
be continually reassessed 89 the tP-partation system is developed so 
t h a t  only those necessery t o  manage the land base ape ever bu i l t .  For 
the  most par t .  the mads called fo r  ape t o  be constructed i n  areas 
khat are not defined 85 "madless". This means t ha t  while some roads 
e x i s t .  additional mads are needed i f  timbez stands me t o  be 
harvested. Helicopters. long span skylines and other yarding 
techniques which Pedltce the to t a l  miles of needed mad are to  be used 
where appropriate and the estimated road mileages take this into 
account. The most d i r ec t  way to reduce the needed mad miles is to  
reduce the s i z e  of the land base which is m a n a g e d  w i t h  timber 
pmdvction as a goal (the regulated base ) .  
estimated need fo r  mad Construction by about 640 miles by reducing 
the regulated timber base. 

we have proposed t o  include 33.W acres for Wilderness Designation in 
and adjacent t o  the Ten Lekes Montana Wilderness Study A r e a .  

The needed mad 

7he need For mads rill 

The Final Plan reduced the 

i0/10 a 

11 

6. 

I .  

8 .  

9. 

10 

loa .  The Tuchuck and Thompson-Seton are- are protected i n  Management Area 
2 .  

11. see next p w e  
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E-346 

Reswnse to L e t t e r  11108 - Jim L Susan Ennenbaeh. p ~ g e  lC8c 

11. We have removed additional w o r t i o n s  of the Graves Creek area fm the 
rewlated timber base ( U i l l i a , m s .  Kopsi. Blue Sky and Divide Creeks - 
Pee the F o r e s t  Plan map). 

[: 
w c 
01 
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E-347 
Response t o  l e t t e r  6267 - Diane Ensign. f i r s t  page 

1. Tuchuck and mOmPran-Seton are- have been designated roadless ra ther  
than wilderness t o  be compatible with the Flathead Forest Plan. 
Creek ha5 been designated roadless rather than wilderness because of 
the  mineral and wi ld l i fe  values. 
have both been recommended f o r  B combination of wilderness and 
roadless. 
all of Pe l l ick  Ridge w a s  included because of timber values. 
Forest Plan Map for all of the above areas. 

Trout 

Ten Lakes and the  Cabinet Additions 

Scotchman Peaks has been recommended f o r  wilderness but not 
See the 

2. NO response needed 

3. me Final Forest Plan ~ r o ~ o s e s  3.850 additional miles of road t o  be 
b u i l t  i n  t h e  next two decades which is an average of 192 miles/yr. 

The timber h a w e s t  level of 173 mmbf represents an eer ly  period of 
f u l l  prodution and B later Period of low pmduction i n  the  wood 
~ r o d i l ~ f s  industry for  the l e t  10 years. 
appear t o  be on the increase and this trend is expected t o  continue. 
Because of t h i s  anticipated increase.  t h e  f l e x i b i l i t y  to provide f o r  B 
higher t i m b e r  s a l e  level is being retained. 

4. 

The recent harvest   level^ 

See the char t  below. 

KNF TIMBER CUI and SOLD (mmbf) 

1976. 216 2w 
1977 236 197 
1978 191 154 
1979 185 206 
1980 156 176 
1981 162 264 
1982 171 221 -~ 
1983 181 245 
1984 198 212 
1985 180 224 

Average 179 205 

* Inelvdes the Transition W a r t e r  

5. Most of roadless areas you mention have been designated 8s roadless 
but no t  i n  t h e i r  e n t i r e t y  for  B vsriety of reasons. 
Forest Plan Map. 

See the  Final 

fii 
w c 
4 
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E-348 
Response t o  letter #267 - Diana &si@. psge 267a 

6. ?he E?A s t a t e d  that we received an "€0-2 Rating*. 
"49 in Appendix E of the Fina l  EIS. 

See the  EPA l e t t e r  

7. ?he F i n a l  Forest  Plan contains d i r e c t i o n  that S t a t e  Water Qual i ty  
Standards w i l l  be .et. 

la. No response needed. 

8. mere is M project ion For a 50% sediment incPeaSe in the  forest Plan 
and we have received no pPedic t im8 Fmm the Montana Dept. of f i s h .  
Wildl i fe  and Parks on t m u t  populatfon decl ines .  We will use the  heel 

~~ ~ . ... 
Prac t ices  avai lable  i n  MY Projec ts .  SPee i f ica l ly .  those out l ined in 
the FoPest Service Handbmk X2509.22. e n t i t l e d  "Soil and Water 
Conservation Pract ices  Handbook". 

9 .  We have p-ided For rn 10% level. FoEstu ide .  For old-growth timber 
and this timber ha.? been removed Prom the  regulated base. 
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E-349 

Response to letter 1261 - Diane Ensign. page 267b 

10. The Final Forest Plan provides for 34% Of all mature and overmature 
stands (excepting lodgepole Pine1 to be in  the unrerlated timber 
base. 

Much of the old-gmvth timber areas (HAl3) have been placed along 
streamsides. See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

The Final Forest Plan provides For an additionel 3.850 miles of Pond 

11. 

12. 



J i m  l iathbun 
S u p e r v i s o r  
Kootenai  Nat ional  F o r e s t  
Libby, Mant. 

196 Box 645 
Libby,  U t .  
act. 31, 1985 

Dear ,ai?. Rathbun: 

f o r e s t  i s  a l r e a d y  r o a d e d ,  and oii ly I& is c u r r e n t l y  d e s i g n a t e d  
t k i l d e m e s s ,  w i L h  Asarko 6 Borax c l a i m i n g  much of t h a t ;  t h e  f a c t  
L h a t  OUI' ave rage  of 173 m i l l i o n  board f e e t  (from Koo tena i )  i s  751 
IiiGhrtr t h a n  from any o t h e r  forest i n  Montana; the f a c t  that  the draft 
p l a n  i s  t u  i n c r e a s c  t h e  a n n u a l  c u t  to 217 m i l l i o n  board f e e t ;  and  a 
78.; i n c r e a s e  i n  l o g g i n 8  roads-- t h a t  t o  i n c r e a s e  u n t i l  t h e  Koo tena i  
ha:; l O , l r y 2  ini~tcs  o f  r o o d s ,  c o v e r i n 6  40,000 acres w i t h  gravel----" 

~ e :  " t h e  f a c t  that abou t  75% of our  2.25 m i l l i o n  a c r e  . 

I I had l c a r n e d ,  i n  r e q u i r e d  s c i e n c e  cou11see ( h i g h  s c h o o l  
and co1lege)that'Diversity"was t h e  key t o  s u r v i v a l - -  d i v e r s i t y  i n  
t y p e s  o r  t r e e s ,  i n  t y p e s  of f l o r a  and  fauna? Doesn't t h e  F o r e s t  
S c r v i c e  p r a c t i c e  t h i s  t h c o r y ?  Tree farms won't s u s t a i n  d i v e r s i t y  
of brush and brovise and forest an ima l s .  I r r e p l a c e a b l e  medicaments 
t h a t  can s t i l l  be found i n  t h e  f lor i -&ing r i p p e d  out of  t h e  Amazon: 
our own incomple t e  knowledge and wisdom t h r e a t e n s  t h e  Kootenai .  

"The one process ongoing i n  the 0'80"s t h a t  w i l l  take m i l l i o n s  
01' y c ; r n  t o  c u r r c c t  is t h e  l u s s  a i  geneLic and s p e c i c s  d i v e r s i t y  by 
t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of n a t u r a l  h a b i t a t s .  E. 0. Wilson 

W e s o l u t i o n s  for t h e  '80's" 
Aarvard Magazine - 

Fragmen ta t ion  by r o a d s  w i l l  k i l l  o f f  t h e  w i l d l i f e ,  if gans, snowmoblles 2 
e t c .  d o n ' t .  G o d ( n a t u r e )  t hough t  we needed t h e  d i v e r s i t y .  Why d o n ' t  

t h e  men who are i n  t h e  f o r e s t  s e r v i c e  t o  preserve w i l d n e s s  c a r r y  o u t  
t h e  a i u s  of t h e  o r i g i n a l  f o u n d e r s  o f  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e ?  (To k e e p  i t  
a place apart from t h e  n o i s e s ,  i n t r u s i o n s ,  threats from too  much 
" c i v i l i z a t i o n "  9 We're rOr r o a d l e s s ,  non-motorized managernent,bf 

.I 

1 3 
Ilodcrick M t . /  C a t a r a c t  Creek/Canyon Peak/Northwest Peak. RobinG&tn. 
Permanent c o n s e r v a t i o  " o f  no l e s s  t h a n  1% of K o a t e n a i ' s  Old Growth 
Kecp o l d  gr$h a lone  streams-and more of i t .  

Fore--( 
Conserve,  as s i l d e r n e s s :  Scotchman's  peak,  T r o u t  Creek, P e l l i c k  R idge ,  - 

,{,en Lakes,  C a b i n e t  A d d i t i o n s ,  Kootenai s i d e  of Tuchuk 8. 5 
Thompson- s e t o n  

S L r i r . t  p r o c e c t i o n  Of s t r e a m s i d e  a r e a s  & water 4 6 

1. 

2 .  

Diversity is a god of fores t  management 

Wildlife habi ta t  w i l l  be protected thmugh the  d i rec t ion  found i n  t h e  
Forest Plan prescriptions.  See the Final Fopest Plan. Chapter 111. 

3. Roderick U t . .  Cataract Creek. Canyon Peak. Nortwetit Peak. and Robinson 
Ht.have been designated madle9s or are i n  an unregulated timber 
harvest  designation. See the Final Forest Plan Hap. 

4. 34% of ell the  mature and Overnature timber (excluding Lodgepole pine) 
has been Placed i n  the  unrewlated timber base. Much of the 
old-gmwth timber managemen; (N4 131 has been placed along 
streamsides. 

SCOtChmM Peak including much of Pe l l ick  Ridge. the Cabinet Additions, 
and Ten Lakes have been recommended for wilderness. 
been recommended for  roadless because OF the  mineral and wi ld l i fe  
values. Tuchuck and Thompson-Seton have been recommended for madless 
t o  be compatible with the Flathead National Forest  Plan. 

See the Final Forest Plan Hap. 

5 .  
Tmut Creek has 

6 .  See the Final Forest Plan Riparian Area Guidelines and the Monitoring 
and Evaluation Plan. 
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Judy Evans 
214 Bull River Road 
NOXOII, Montana 59853 

Kootsnai National Forest 
~ a m e ~  ~a-hbun, Forest supervisor 
RR$3 Box 700 
Libby, Montana 59923 

Re: Kootenai Forest Plan 

Dear Hr. Rathbun, 

I would like to offer the following Comments for consideration: - 
haNe-t+. recreation and other forest uses. Situation 1 management 

~rizzly: Augmentation, effective road management and habitat 
management must be used to mitigate pressures from mining, timber 

area around the mouth of the Yaak River could serve as an 
corridor. Gradual timber harvests, small Clearcuts (less than 

could enhance bear habitat while allowing for moderatb timer removal: 

should be applied to core habitat, buffer zones and movement 
corridors. Where these areas are being developed, suitable 
alternative habitats 

4 0  acres) and maintenance of early successional growth Stages 

..... ~~~~~~ ~~~~ ~ ~ 

should be designated and protected. 

Wildlife: All species on the forest should be inventoried and 
population estimates for all game and indicator species should be 
present i n  the EIS as baseline data to measure departures from 

4 

5 

6 old Growth: ~ l l o w  for 12% old growth and remove old growth 

current populations. 

Water: 
drainages and percentages of degradation. 

Wilderness: 

Projected water quality losses should be specified as to 

Pellick Ridge should be designated as wilderness. 

from the timber base. 
preference. 

Riparian stands should receive protection 
Linking replacement stands should be designated now. 

l 7  Timber: Projected timber prices, demand and forest budgets are 
basedn past boom years. 
more  realistic mroiections and budget allocations balanced fairly 

Alternative " J "  should be rerun uklhg 
~~ ~~ 

for all interesis.- The forest sho;ld continue to seek Ways tO 
reduce roading and roading impacts. 

Monitorin d- eta1 ed now. 
really rests on this critical point. 

Subsequent resouce monitoring plans must be substantive 
The overall acceptability of the Forest Plan 

to participate in the planning process. 

E-351 
Response to Letter X I 4 4  - Judy Evans 

1. We agree. 
Forest Plan. 

See the Grizzly Bear Management Guidelines in the Final 

2. See the management direction in Mangement Area 14 in the Final Forest 
Plan. The land area at the mouth of the Yaak River h s  been olared in 

~ ~ ~~~ ~~~ .~...~ 
land designations that are compatible with the grizzly bear. 
Final FoPeSt Plan Map. 

See tha 

3. See the Konitoring and Evelustion Plan in the F i n d  Foresf Plan 
document. 

The Final Forest Plan States that the State Water auality Standards 
will be met. 
whish rill occur in individual dminages. 

PeJllck Ridge has been added tD the recommended wilderness on 
Scotchom Peak. See the Final FoPest Plan Map. 

Old-gmwth has been provide on 10% of the Forest land below 5.500 feet 
elevation. 12% is not available on the Forest because the total 
inventory of Old-mwth habitat v89 11% Forestwide. The old-mouth 
timber designated within Manwent Area 13 has been removed from the 
regulated base. 

A n  alternative similar to the Final Forest Plan (Run 11015A) w a s  =run 
using more up-to-date timber prices and is discussed in Appendix B of 
the Final EIS. The Final Forest Plan has reduced the total mad 
mileage to be constructed and the Fate of Construction. 
I1 of the Final US. 

The nonitoring and Evaluation Plan hes been revised. 
Forest Plan document. 

4.  
These Standards will be applied on B project-level basis 

5. 

6 .  

7. 

See Chapter 

8. See the Final 

r " u 
r 
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9ouglass F e r r n l l  
R t .  2. 30, 273 
T r o u t  Creek, NT 5987ir 

J a m s  F. Rathbun. F o r e s t  Supervis~r 
K m t e n a i  National F o r e s t  
xi( 3 .  BOX 700 
LiSbY. M.1" 5 0 9 ? 3  

Jezr  Mr. Rnt'tbu-.. 

I h?ve revrewed w i t h  cilre f i e  Froposed Ko3:pna.i K s t i n n a l  F o r e s t  
Pi?!? and Draft Env i ro -men ta l  I n p a c t  S t a t emBnt ,  +nl I l i s h  t n  
c?-vent  on b o t h  t h s  n l - lnn ing  documeRts,  'md o n  t h e  p ropose3  
n l r  i t s e l f .  

I Cwnd t h e  documents  t i  be well o r e n n i z e d  snd readable.  and 
I t b i n k  t h e  Forest S e r v i c e  d e s e r v e s  orsise f o r  t h e  e f f o r t  it 
has o b v i o u s l y  r-3e t o  r e n d e r  t h e  m ? s s  o f  i n f o r m s t i o n  i n  t h e s e  
p l a n s  c a m 7 r e h e n s i b i s  t o  t h e  o u b l i c .  

I r e q e t  t o  say t h a t  I was d i s a p p o i n t e d  w i t +  t h e  d o c u m n t s  them- 
selves. Three  main i s s u e s  t r e a t e d  i i  t h e  documents  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
d i s t u r b e d  me. A d i s c u s s i o r .  o f  them b e g i n s  below. 

Following t h i s  d i s c u s s i o c  are my recommendations for changes  i n  
tile 31811, and i n  t h e  p l a n n i n g  process. 

CRITICISMS OF THX PLAN 

m e e  11-59 ,  t o t a l  r o a d  c i n s t r u c t i o n  needed"  by t h e  f i f t h  decade  

1. The mador f a i l u r e  of t h i s  p lan .  i n  m y  mind. c o n c e r n s  t h e  
amount o f  road  c o n s t r u c t i o n  pror,osed f o r  e a c h  a l t e r n a t i v e .  

As shoxn i n  T a b l e  E-15 o n  p i e e  B-lirl:, an3 i n  F i q u r e  11-b4 on 

o f . t h i s  p l a n  is between W l O  and 5500 miles f o r  v i r ' . ua l ly  a l l  
a l t e r n a t i v e s .  The miles of  ~ o a d  "nee4ed" i? t h e  tirsi. decade 1 are n o t a s l v  s imilar  fir v i r t u a l l : ,  ail ' i l t eTna- ;  +,Ye+. 

I T h i s  ass:imption. an? :?,e b a s i s  f o r  it, is n o t  d i s c u s s e d  i n  t h e  
- l a n n i q g  document as fsr as I co?i ld f i n d .  even thou<+. i t  repre- 
&n;s a s i e n i f i c a n t  de:;?-tsre from e x i s t i n i r  oa l ic? .  T h i s  seems 

6-352 
Response t o  Letter #46 - Douglas Fer re l l .  first page 

1. Road building is an e f f ec t  of managing land for timber pmduction. If 
timber is to be harvested then mads are necessary. The needed mad 
miles shorn in the various documents are not "targets" OT "goals". but 
estimates of needs givan today's technology. 
be continually reassessed as the tP-poPtation system is dweloped so 
tha t  only those necessary t o  m a n a g e  the land base we= b u i l t  
( there  is a Forest p a l  s h u t  t h i a ) .  
called fo r  are t o  be constructed in areas t ha t  ltre not defined as 
"madless". This meam t ha t  while some mads ex i s t .  additional mads 
are needed i f  timber stands ape t o  be harvested. Helicopters. long 
span skylines and other yarding techniques which reduce the t o t a l  
miles Of needed mad are to  be used where appmpriate and the 
estimated road mileages t&e t h i s  i n t o  BCCOUnt .  The most d i r ec t  way 
t o  reduce the needed mad miles is to reduce the s i r e  Of the land base 
which is managed with timber production as a goal ( the  regulated 
base). The Final Plan has reduced the regulated base and thus t o t a l  
road mile-. mostly by removing UA 13 fmm the  base. ?his reduced 
the regvlated base by 124.wO acres and the mado by 640 miles. 

The need fo r  mads rill 

For the most par t .  the roads 

~ ~~~~ 

t o  j e  a c r i t i c a l  omiss i?? .  s i n c e  sucii 9 road c o n s t r u c t i n n  prosran 
h?S an a v e : . r i i i n <  i - za - t a i ce  t 3  j s t h  t h e  economic m i  e n v i r o n -  
re:,tel i l p - c t s  o f  t - e  f o r e s t  plan. 



E-353 
RBSPONB to  Let te r  W46 - Wuglas Fer re l l .  page 46a 

T:?? s i n e l e  rpost i m p o r t a n t  a s o e c t  or this f o r e s t  ;'an. t h e  
i n t e n t i 9 n  t o  i n s t i K a t e  B major  d e c a t e  13r.j road b u i l r f i n z  Eragram, 
and t o  near l y  doub le  : o t a l  f o r e s t  roai n i l e s  i n  j3 y e a r s  i s  
sssume3 t o  be '"needed v i r t u a l l y  withoi l t  d i s c u s s i o n  ii t h e  o t h e r -  
wise e x h a u s t i v e l y  d e t a i l e d  p l a n n i n q  documents. 

Tile a l t e r n a t i v e s  t h u s  gene ra t ed  b.; t h e  p lm- in i !  process  *re 
si rcply v a r i a t i i n s  OP, a t h e m ,  c e n t e r e d  srmn6 t h e  asslimed need 
f o r  t h i s  c o n ; t r u c t i n n  program. 

I d m ' t  t h i n k  e i t h e r  NEFA o r  i n t e l l i q e n t  f o r e s t  Dlncnine are  
well se rved  by t h e  a d o p t i v  o f  suck: an urexaninel assuw.!tio:. 

2. 
loss f o r  \eirs. Although t h i s  f a c t  is d l . f i c . i l t  t o  d i s c e r n  from 
t h e  p l a n n i n g  documents.  t h e  F o r e s t ' s  losses can be exuec ted  t o  
r i s e  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  as t h e  r e s u l t  o f  i -p l eme i t ing  A l t e r n a t i v e  J .  

- 
a 

The Xootenai  F o r e s t  has  been h ; i r v e s t ? y  t imber  at s i g n i f i c a n t  

t h e  proposed a c t i o n .  

I n  my ODinion. the Dlan shoul f i  d i s c u s s  t h e  advantaqes and d i s -  

. ~ ~~~~~~~ ~~ 

any s u b s i d i e s  r equ i r ed -by  proposed a c t i o n .  

The Flan's silence on t h i s  s u b j e c t .  which is c l e a r l v  of t h e  
f i r s t  importance as a p u b l i c  p o l i c y  issue. s e r i o u s l y  l ' n i t s  its 
va lue  bo th  9s a d e c i s i o n  makine t o o l .  an3 as 'L Source o f  
p u b l i c  i n f o r m a t i o n .  

3 .  P a r t  o f  the reason far The locunen t ' ;  s i l e n c e  an t i in  i s s u e  
o i  s u b s i d i e s  no doub t  follows from t h e  f a c t  that t h e  F o r e s t  
Service's a c c o u n t i n s  -4 and a n a i v s i s  orocess u s e d  h e r e  aJ1d C s e -  
where s y s t e m e t i c i l l y  f a i l s  t c  ch&e t i i b e r  r e l a t e 4  exoenses 
aqainst t imber  income. and also u n r e a l i s t i c a l l y  o v e r e s t i m t e s  
t i m b e r  r e l a t e d  itscone and u n d e r e s t i m a t e s  both d i r e L t  qnd' i n -  
d i r e c t  e n p e m e s .  The t r u e  s i z e  o f  t?.is Subsidy is no t  a n p a r e n t  
i n  t h e  p l w ,  o r  p o s s i b l y  even t o  t h e  planners themselves .  

A few e x c e r n t s  from t h e  documents r e v e a l  elements of t h i s  s ? s t e -  
n a t i c  d i s t o r t i - 7  o f  t h e  economic f a c t s  s u r r o u n d i n q  t imber  
h a r v e s t i n g .  

A. A p r i n c i p l e  d i s t o r t i o n  a r i s e s  f r o n  t h e  fo l lowing  
s t a t e m e n t  o f  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  p o l i c y  p r i n t e d  on cage B-45s 
"The c o l l e c t o r  and a r t e r i a l  road work is  cans ide red  t o  
be a c a p i r a l  i nves tmen t  C a s t  because t h e s e  are the mnjor 
a c c e s s  r o u t e s  f o r  a l l  r e s m r c e  users an1  c ' i i  no t  be e n t i r e l y  
l i n k e d  t o  t i n b e r  saiss." 

R e a l i s t i c a l l y .  a l l  o r  virtUa11;: a11 of t h i s . ' ' c a > i t a l  
i nves tmen t  c o s t "  is i n  f n c t  l i nked  tr, t i r 5 e r  s x e s ,  a f a c t  
a d m i t t e d  a number 0: t 'ms  i n  t h e s e  ?ocmer . t s  i n c l u l i n q  tile 
t n r  o f  paqe 11-137 of  t h e  3EIS: "30~3 Cons t ruc t ion  is d i r e c -  
t l y  l i n k e d  t o  t imber  vilume harvest??" .  

I t  would be i n t e r e n t i n e  t n  clrrpare t h e  road l e i s i t i e s  
nC ?he V3iten-i  n o - ? i t  t i  3 x 9  ?= ti,? '!?t:m-'. ^r?sslir.l 

1 

2 

1. m e  a l te rna t ives  developed i n  the EIS pmvide a range of ways of 
dealing with the public issues i n  t o t a l .  ?he Various road pmpams 
are  concomitant pa r t s  of each of the a l te rna t ives  and not pmpams 
designed fo r  some unrelated pux-p~se. 

A "Timber Pmgram Balance Sheet" w a s  developed for the 1985 f i scar  
year and is presented i n  Chapter I11 of the FEIS. 
of $2.266.000 in t ha t  program fo r  1985. A l l  other Forest pmgrams 
(recreation. wi ld l i fe .  l ivestock etc.) also wodd show 8 loss although 
balance sheets were not prepared f o r  them. It is expected tha t  real 
pr ice  increases fo r  Stumpage and the  eventual completion of the mad 
system coupled with added consideration fo r  financial  consequences of 
management (as displayed i n  the EISI w i l l  reverse t h i s  s i tua t ion  i n  
the future. 

Chankea we= made i n  Alternative JF (the Final Plan).  as described in 
Appendix B of the FEIS. t o  reduce timber costs. 
of t h i s  are displayed in Chapter I1 of the FEIS. To summarize. the 
Final Plan is anticipated t o  produce B posit ive net cash flow to the 
treasury whereas the Pmposed Action w a s  estimated t o  pmduce a 
negative Cash flow (on the average over the  f i r s t  decade). 
public benefit  of each a l te rna t ive  is presented in d e t a i l  i n  the EIS. 
me financial  aspects L L P ~  impoPtant components of ne t  public benefits .  

It in t m e  t ha t  the Forest Service has no accounting and analysis 
pmcess i n  place t o  precisely track timber related expenses. 
B complex pmblem because of the in te r re la t ionships  between timber and 
other  resource^. FOP example do a l l  cos t s  associated with wi ld l i fe  
habitat  impmvement l ink  to  wildlife.  011 should the portion of those 
costa related t o  mitigation of timber impacts be linked t o  t i m b e r  (and 
hou can the portions be divided)? 
Accounting Office and Congress - attempting t o  develop a useful 
system. 
par t  of ea r ly  tests of one potent ia l  system. 

me arterial mad System is en t i r e ly  i n  place on t h i s  Forest and has 
been fo r  many years. 
Chapter I1 of the EIS. about 6 miles of co l lec tor  mads COnStmCtion 
is expected each year. I n  addition to the f ac t  tha t  these mads 
suppopt dispersion of recrea t ion is t s .  f i r e  access end other resource 
acce*s p-ses. the col lec tor  cos ts  are estimated t o  be capi ta l  
investment costs in the Plan because many timber sales may use t hem 
simultaneously and purchaser credit f m a  one sale  is not an 
appropriate way to  finance them. In the "Timber Pmgran Balance 
Sheet" a l l  Forest mads are considered to be timber related.  A l l  of 
the local mads. except a fer special  pu-se mads (campgmunds. 
administrative sites e t c . ) .  are pmposed f o r  Construction only because 
access is necessary i f  t i m b e r  is t o  be removed. 
empared to  a l l  benefits  in developing PNV of the Forest. 

2. 
This shows a l o s s  

Ihe estimated effect9 

me net 

This i s  

The Forest Service. the General 

The "Timber Pmgram Balance Sheet" fo r  1985 185 developed as 

As s h m  in the la rge  table a t  the end of 

A l l  costs are 

7 " 
Ln w 
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Given t he  t h o u s m d s  of m i l e s  of f o r e s t  roa4.9 nw:, a v a i l -  
a b l e  t o  this -ire?'s small o n u l n t i w  o f  s i a h t s e e r s .  wood- 

such uses c w I d  j u s t i f y  s c e n i i n q  n i l i o n s  um-i millims of 
d o i 1 - r . ~  t ?  k i 1 2  exzensive n e r  roa1s. i n c i d e n t a l l y  caoab le  
?f c ? r r y l n s  lo$sirit: truci[s.  These uses a lone c o u l d  only 
j u s t i f y  t k e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f , ?  few m i l e s  of r3al a year. 
And why are roa3s always ' b ~ i i t  to t imber  sa l?s  anl n o t .  s a y .  
t o  a re17te croriuct ive berry  p i t c h ?  

I t  i s  a pure f i c t i m  zo m i i n t n i n  t h a t  t h e  f o r e s t  rna? 
c m s t r u c t i o n  p r o q a m  is  r o t  i n s t i c a t e d  a lmos t  e n t i r e l y  by 
t h e  needs  of  t h e  t im'ler h i r v e s t i n g  p roe ran .  and i t  i s  cer- 
t a i n l y  n i s l ead in . ?  bo th  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  and t o  t h e  p l ann ing  
process r . O t  t o  charge these mainr '.imber r e l a t e d  exsenses 
a g a i n s t  t i n b e r  r e l a t e d  income i n  c a l c u l s t i n r  P r e s e n t  Net 
Value (FNVI. 

B. An a d l i t i o n a l  d i s t o r t i o n  is r e l a t e d  on o q e  E-40: 
"Puch.vser c r e d i t s  (for r?ad cons- , rut ion!  sre i nc luded  i n  
r e t u r n s  t o  t h e  Treasury."  Does anyone r e a l l y  b e l i e v e  t h a t  
t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of y e t  anothe? f o r e s t  r o a d  i n  >?ontan?. is of 

is ye=':, l i f f ' c u l t  t o  see tiow 

- 

comparable value t o  a t y p i c a l  t a x o a y e r  i n ,  say. New Jersey 
as cash  returned t o  t h e  F e l s r a l  T r sasu ry?  The road is 
orimaril!r of vslus t o  rhe handfu l  of e e m l e  who use the  

C. The t imber  PN'I a n i l p i s  is based on a t y p i c a l  d a t a .  
t end ing  t o  i v e r e s t i m a t e  t imber  r e l a t e d  i n c m e .  
1. For example, from page E-36. t h e  t i m b e r  " p r i c e s  and 

c o s t s  re exgressed i n  f i r s t  C u a r t e r  1975 d o l l a r s " .  
A t  t h i s  t ime t imber  ~ r i c e s  '?;ere a t  record h i c h  l e v e l s .  

. "  
before o r  s i n c e .  A 1 9 0  t h e  nu?>.% 3f' jobs c r e a t e d  p e r  
m i l l i o n  board f e e t  (ITBFI harvestel is  decreasln~ sir- 
n i f i c a ~ t l y .  ? t r e n d  which 1005 n o t  appear i n  t h e  p l a n ' s  

2 .  Road Cist e s t i m a t e s  oer m i l e ,  o r  per IJ!ia?. appea r  low 
f o r  a number of  reasons. i n c l u 3 i n q  t h e  f a c t  that t h e s e  
e s t i m a t e s  are Sased OP h i s t o r i c  d a t a ( 3 a e e s  U - 1 + 5 ) ,  i n  
s o i t e  o f  t h e  f a c t  tha t  p n n e r a l l y  soeaxine t h e  e a s y  ro?d 

a n a l y s i s .  

before .  
L. Fixe5 C m t s  f a r  a l l  a l t e r n a t i v e s  * r e  I d e n l i c a l  i n  t'?is 

o l a n ' s  a n a l y s i s .  i n  sDite o f  f * q  f a c t  t h a t  m-ny t imber  
an4 minera l  r e l n t e l  C m t S  ~ T D  i n c l u i a d  i n  t h i s  f i x e d  
overhe?.'. I: obv io i i s l r  ' w o u l l  cos: t h e  are,,:; almost 

E-354 
R e s p ~ ~ e  to Letter 146 - Lbuglas Ferre l l .  psee 46b 

3. In the context of Appendix 8 .  purchaser credits were included in 
returns t o  the treasury because returns to  t h e  s t a t e s  are calculated 
LLP B percentage of t ha t  figure. 
treasury (Chapter 11, Table 11-20 in the DEIS). purchaser c red i t s  ape 
not included. 

( C l )  All costs and pr ices  rere exppessed in 1978 dol la rs  so tha t  
ongoing i n f l a t ion  would not d i s t o r t  the results. 
hued upon t i m b e r  sales sold between 1974 and 1980 as described on 
page 8-46 of the D E E .  
bmader time frame are discussed in Appendix B of the FEIS. 

(C2) The estimates of employnent displayed on page 8-65 of the DEIS 
are based upon Forest  outputs t h a t  actually occured t h a t  year. 
ReCre.e.tion outputs have been gradually increasing and the l9aO timber 
harvest  w a s  the second lowest i n  the last 10 years. The ef fec ts  of 
decreasing numbers of jobs pep mmbf produced are discussed in Appendix 
8 of the FGIS. 

(C3)  The real C o s t  OF roads has decreased dramatically. 
expensive mads were estimated to cost an average of 384,000 per mile 
(in 1978 dollars to  eliminate the e f f ec t s  of i n f l a t ion ) .  These mads 
would Cost an estimated S54.000 per mile today. in comparable 
dol la rs .  The effect  of t h i s  is addressed i n  Appendix B of the FEE. 
The $24.000 per UMBF show, on page 8-45 of the DEIS is an estimate 
used t o  determine how much capi ta l  investment funding would be needed 
if su f f i c i en t  Purchaser C r e d i t s  were not available and does not 
necessarily r e f l e c t  the total  cos t  of mads per mmbf. 

(Ch) The Fixed coots are intended fo be those t ha t  change very l i t t l e  
w i t h  the  level of the pmmam and would not change s igni f icant ly  on a 
year t o  year basis.  
a l t e rna t ive  to the next. changing them to some other constent cost 
would not a f f ec t  the r e l a t ive  CompBriaon of a l te rna t ives .  The types 
of Costs you mention ace included !a variable costa sr.d do change wi th  
pmgram levels.  

In the eontext OF cash Flow t o  the 

4. 
Timber prices were 

The e f fec t s  OF detemining pr ices  from a 

The most 

Since they a m  constant ("fixed") F m m  one 
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( b )  

n o t h i n 4  t o  a d m i n i s t e r  t h e  f o r e s t  i f  i t  w e r e  a l l  wildt i . -  
ness ar.d t h e s e  f i x e d  c s s t s  woull r i s e  w i t 5  more rievel- 
op-.snt. m o r e  s c t i v i r y .  m o r e  en- loyees.  nnr- h u i l i i " 4 5 .  e t c .  

documents i s  kba. A nore  r e ? l i s t i c  r e a l  i n t e r e s t  Pa te  
5. The i n t e r e s t  r a t e  u s s i  f o r  PNii c ? l C u l % t i m s  i n  t h e s e  

f o r  tiie p a s t  decide or m x e ,  3nl i n t o  t h e  f o r s e e a b l e  
f u t u r e .  i.; c l o s e r  t o  6%. This  h i e h e r  rate w o u l l  f u r t h e r  
r a i s e  t h e  r e a l  c o s t s  o f  develonment D r q i e c t s  like m a 4  
c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  

Generally t h i s  p l an .  l i k e  most a l l  F 9 r e . t  S e r v i c e  plans 
I have ever r e l d , i n c ? u d e s  a we*: number  o f  s u b t l e  errors 

t o  t h e  p u b l i c  t h a n  i s  a c t u a l l y  t h e  case. - 

RECOIXEN~AT~ONS - PLAXNING PROCESS 

1. A l t e r n a t i v e s  in t h i s  F o r e s t  P l a n  should inc lude  r e a l i s t i c  
s c e n a r i o s  f o r  a meaningful  v a r i e t y  o f  levels o f  new road c o n s t r i c -  
t i o n  and development.  

2. The p l a n n e r s  and economists  who prepared t h e s e  documents 
should revie,,? t h e i r  Uata. a n a l v s i s .  and conc lus ions .  The true 
c o s t s  of  h a r v e s t i n g  timber, bo th  l i r e c t  an4 i n d i r e c t .  and inc lu -  
4 i n g  real is t ic  i n t e r e s t  C o s t s ,  shou1.l be c a l c u l i t e d .  The 
S i z ?  of t h e  e x i s t i n g  SubSidY 8hou13 be i d e n t i f i e d .  and the size 
of t h e  s u b s i d i e s  r e 7 u i r e d  by each a l t e r n - t i v e  Should be c a l c u l a t e d .  

1. Based on t h e  above d a t a .  t h e  advantqqes and d i sadvan tages  
of road c o n s t r u c t i i n  and t i i b e r  harvest'.?.. shovld  h9 weirhed 
f o r  t h e  v a r i e t y  of a l t e m x t i v s s .  A new proposed p l a n  should be 
developed. If t h e  p l a n  proposes  t o  c o n t i n u e  s u b s i d i z i n g  
road c i n s t r u c t i o n  an3  t imber  harvest in;T t h i s  d e c i s i o n  should be 
j u s t i f i e d  i n  bo th  t h e  F o r e s t  P l a n  and t h e  DEEIS. 

- 
R5C3l~T:?N14~;3! iS - L':N1 ALLOCATIONS 

1. Bz~isel on my f a m i l i - . r i t y  w i t h  t h e  Koot?n%i F o r e s t ,  snd my 
uc1? r s t an3 iCc  of f o r e s t  e c m o i i r s .  I have l i t t l e  :!nuht t h a t  as 
a 3 u j l i c  v e n t u r e .  t h ?  r,.ir? vie rlevelop snd l o l ~  %+%4-3? 02 t h i  
Kootenni F o r e q t .  t h e  mope w e  l o s e .  ne lose o u b l i c  r6sourc?s 
inclu,<in< i r r e o l s c r s b l e  r o s d l e s s  * r e a s .  w i l d l i f e  s e c u r i t y ,  t o p -  
53il .  o l d  ernwth t i i h e r .  c a t c h a b l e  f i s h .  en3aneered s o e c i e s  
h x b i t s t .  an3 n o t  l s a s t  o f  811 mane:!, which i n  t h i s  case means 
? d i i n q  to t h e  n a t i o n s 1  d e b t .  

This is w h i t  i t  means to souinder res%r~45. 

I r e i o n n ~ n ' !  t h a t  we a b s t a i n  f r l n  4eve lo3 inc  t h e  K o o m i a i ' s  
exis:inq roadless   as u?lsss ar.4 u n t i l  t h e  r e s u l t  is 3 c l e w  -_ 

E-355 
Reswnse to Letter 146 - Oovglas  Ferrell .  p e p  46c 

4 .  (CS) The discount Pate of 41 is required by the regulations tha t  

a f f e c t  p ro jec t  Costs. Only the ?-Sent value of dol la rs  tha t  are 
expended or received i n  the  future.  
Pate t h w  i n f l a t i o n  is not included i n  e i t h e r  costs OP benef i t s .  
r e s u l t s  of using a 7-1/82 discount r a t e  are included i n  the l a rge  
tab le  a t  the  end of Chapter I1 of the us. 
(1) The n w  mad COnStlVetion ranges from 3637 t o  6130 miles (6200 
miles e x i s t  88 of Janumy 1986). 
addi t iona l  miles to access the mea m a n a g e d  f o r  tioDer Pmduction. 

12) The data.  analysis and conclusions have been reviewed and modiried 
t o  arvive a t  the  Final Plan. 
tested with regard t o  d i f f e r e n t  timber related c w t g  and values (see 
Appendix B of the  FEIS). 
displayed i n  the  DEIS Table 11-20, The calculationb were found to be 
i n  er1.0~ 80 a corrected tab le  is Provided i n  the  FEIS. 

13) Our analysis indicates t h a t  the Final P l a n  will result  i n  a 
Posi t ive  cash Flow t o  the  U.S. Treasury. 

Of the  404.000 acres of inventoried medless are- on the Kwtenai 
National Forest ,  the Final Plan presepves 2 6 0 . m  acres in roadless 
and Pmposed Wilderness designations. 
we expect about 10.000 acres t o  be made WISUitable for Wilderness 
designation during t h e  10 year l i f e  of the Plan. 

lcont) implement the  National Forest Management Act. Discount r a t e s  do not 

The d i s c o w t  rate is B "real" 
The 

5. 
The Final Plan rewires 3850 

The Sens i t iv i ty  of the r e s u l t s  were 

The "subsidy" for each d c e m a t i v e  YW 

6 .  

Of the remairting 144.000 a c ~ e s ,  
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( 5 1  

net benefit to the public. 

2.  I believe the crdat ~ . e s o u r c e  the Kootenai Forest has t3 
offer the American nublic is its wild unspoiled areas. I 
recommend wilderness dnsiqnation and manrtqment for many of 
the unroadel are-is in the forest only partly because I hive no 
doubt that this action carries the hiShest true PN'I of any 
possible lnna use. 1 

I I SDeCifiCally supnort the wilderness desiznatiQns incluAe4 ic 
Alternative 5. 

I would like to add that I live in the Kootenai Forest and have 
wor'<ed here as both a loqger and a millhand. 

Think you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely. 

E-356 
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1. 

2 .  

3. 

a.  

E-357 
Response t o  Letter Y12 - Dan Green 

We are pleesed to  lolow of your willingness to ewpera te  in fu ture  
gr izz ly  bear management needs. 

The Forest is Conducting am inventory of purestrain cutthroat t m u t  
stre- based on the on-going genotypic evaluation by the PPOC~SS of 
electrophoresis.  which is Conducted by the Sta te .  A t  t h i s  time. 
Waloven and Himes C A S .  much of which *re on PPiVate land. have n o t  
been determined thmugh this pmcess to contain purestrain westslope 
cu t thma t  Cmut. 

Purestrain weetilope cu t thma t  t m u t  1% Lhe most sens i t ive  t rou t  
species on the fores t .  Generally. i t  does not compete well with other 
t m u t i  i t s  tolerance to  habi ta t  change is limited.  i t  emss-breeds 
eas i ly  with rainbow tmu t .  and it is qu i t e  vulnerable t o  f i sh ing  
p r e s ~ u r e .  Timber harvest and roadbuilding adversely a f f ec t  the 
cu t thma t  and these ef fec ts  must be COntMlled to  preserve t h i s  
species. 

The Montane Dept. OF Fish, Wildlife and Parks has and will continue to  
play a major role i n  the fu ture  of pures tmin  cutthroat.  The Sta t e  i s  
i n  the pmcess of identifying purestrain enclaves 80 they can be 
protected. 
and rearing Stre- in unmaded conditions i f  the Cutthroat is to  
SUrVi".. 

we agree t ha t  i t  is important to preserve Small spsming 

? 



Res-e t o  Letter 1/38 - Norman P. Greg- E-358 

1. me F i n a l  Forest P l a n  pmvides a high Percentage of the  existing 
roadless pesou~.ce on the Forest in a roadless and undeveloped state.  
See the di~c~ssion of Net Public h e f i t  i n  Chapter I1 Of the Final 
EIS. 

2 .  No Respanse Needed. 

3. See the response to  XI above 
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E-359 
R e ~ p ~ r s e  t o  Letter 111 - David C. Hadden. F i r s t  Page 

1. The Final Forest Plan provides for a balanced appmach t o  resource 
management while providing for economic development and future 
options. 

2 .  The Final Forest Plan pmvides for a 101 level of Old-growth timber 
below 5.500 f ee t  elevation. which is 912 O f  the t o t a l  inventoried 
(11%). and removes i t  fmm the regulated base. 

The road miles shorn in the EIS m e  neitheP ta rge ts  01. p a l s .  but 
estimates of needs given today‘s technology. 
be emt inua l ly  reassessed as the t r answr ta t ion  System is developed 50 

tha t  only those roads necessary t o  manage the Forest are ever b u i l t .  
m e  Final Plan includes a pal t o  minimize the mount of mad 
construction. 

The Final Forest Plan has one of the highest percentage of mad 

3 .  
The need for roads w i l l  

4. 
closures of all the a l te rna t ives .  
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5. 

6 .  

7. 

8. 

9. 

Response to  Letter Hadden. 
E - 3 6 0  

le 11s 

see response t o  14 (IbOVe. 

The Forest  Plan made no mention Of m y  percentage decrewe in water 
qua l i ty .  
Standards w i l l  be met. It is f e l t  tha t .  by meeting these standards. 
f i sher ies  rill be adequately Pmtected. 
document. 

A s igni f icant  portion of Fell ick Ridge has been recommended for 
wilderness in the Scotchman Pea* madless area i n  the Final Forest 
Plan. 

Some of the  cedars in the Ross Creek -e are included within the 
Scotchman PeaL recommended wilderness. 

The Tmut C-k madless area has been recommended f o r  "on-wilderness 
because Of the wildlire and mineral values. A s igni f icant  amount of 
the area 18 designated as roadless which preserves the DptiM For 
Peconsideration For wilderness. 

The Final Forest Plan mandates t h a t  the Sta t e  Water Puality 

See the Final Forest Plan 
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E361 

Res~omlie to  Letter 171 - David C. Hadden. Fsge 71b 

10. me Ten w e b  and Cabinet Additions have s igni f icant  portions 
recommended 05 wilderness. 
recommended 85 madless  t o  be compatible with the  Flathead National 
Forest Plan. 

235 of the Xootenai w i l l  be designated 85 wilderness. madless.  or 
wilderness study area i n  the Final Forest Plan. 
Plan Map. 

In our judgewnt. the Final Fomst  Plan pmvides fo r  a balanced use of 
all the I . ~JOYPS~J while pmviding for future options. 
discussion of the Net Public Benefit i n  the Final EIS. 

The l c h u c k  Bnd Thompson-Seton ma9 ere 

11. 
See the F ina l  Forest 

12. 
See the 
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103 Oakota avenue 
Whitefish, UT 59937 
October 31, 1985  

Forest Plan 
Kootanai National Forest 
Rt 3 B o x  700 
Libby, HT 59923  

Dear Sir: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Kootanai 
Forest Plan. My detailed knowledge o f  the Kmtanai Forest 
is ccnfined to the northern portion of the Whitefish Range. 
the TenLakes area and the Elk Mountain and La Beau areas  Of 
the Salish Range. I will limit my remarks to these areas. 

I support your recommendation of the Ten Lakes area  for 
wilderness designation. I believe the forest could go 
further to insure the continued integrity of this scenic 
region, which appears to be instrumental to the recovery o f  
mountain caribou in Montana. The Mount Wan, portion Of the 

3 The Kootanai portions of the Thompson-Seton (Deep Creek 
RARE 11) and Tuchuck wilderness proposals should also be 
recommended a s  wilderness. Should these areas be excluded 
from an enacted Montana Omnibus Wilderness A c t ,  they should 

imal levels. 

in this same manner, the grizzly, i believe can manage its 
o m  destiny Without the expense o f  MA I Y  guidelines. 
excessive logging cf the past on sites difficult o r  im- 
passible to regenerate should n o t  be repeated in the Deep Creek 

North and main stems of ~ e e p  Creek. 
prime grizzly habitat and should be protected from any further 

valley. 
distance of avalanche shoots found in the valleys O f  the 

logging and by closure of the existing roads well below the 
present site o f  closure. 

The riparian cutting practices allowable by the plan are 
clearly unacceptable. 
streams is allowed by the plan. 

The 

5 

These shoots constitute 1 Already logging cuts and roads are within a short 

cutting to one bank o f  permenant 
The cutting in Section 14 

6-362 
Reswffie t o  Letter W207 - Geoffrey W .  Harvey. F i r s t  Page 

1. The wilderness recommendation fo r  the Ten L e k s  area has been 
submitted as requested by the Montana Wilderness Study Act. I t  now 
awaits a review by the Administration which w i l l  make a recommendniion 
t o  congress f o r  their consideration. 

There is no evidence t o  date tha t  snowmobiling i o  crea t ing  a resouce 
concern other than in the late spping months. This concern w i l l  be 
reviewed with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service t o  insure t ha t  T U  

2 .  

species are not being jeopardized. 

3. Tuchuck and Thompson-Seton areas have been designated madless  to be 
compatible with the Flathead National Forest Plan. 

The areas you mentioned in Williams. Blue Sky, and Kopsi Creek have 
been designated 8s M.4 2 i n  the Final Forest Plan. See the  Final 
Forest Plan Hap. 

The goal of MA 14 (Situation 1 within the area of concern) is t o  
maintain or enhance gr izz ly  bear habitat  and reduce grirzlyjhuman 
conf l ic t s  while rea l iz ing  a programmed level of timber harvest. 
Through pro jec t  planning. appropriate compensation measures ape 
included i f  and when projects conf l ic t  w i t h  gr izz ly  bear use. 

In  respoffie to Deep CreeL SPeciFically. any pmposed timber sa l e  would 
be evaluated through an Envimnmental Analysis as t o  po ten t ia l  inpacts 
on gr i zz ly  bear or t h e i P  habitat .  I f  it we= determined tha t  
potential impacts muld  r e su l t .  then appmpriate compensation measures 
such as mad closures. t i m i n g  of logging. and changes i n  cu t t ing  
uni t s .  -"Id be PpeSCribed to  &e the Sale Compatible with the 
g r i zz ly  bear. 

4. 

5. 

AS to  the the &sting mad closure on Deep Creek. there  are no 
s ign i f i can t  avalanche Chutes below the closure. 

6 .  The Forest  Service is leaning away fmm a complete 'hands off" policy 
concerning s t r e w i d e  vegetation management. 
by keeping a nlu'mw buffer s t r i p  along Streamcoumes without managing 
the r ipar ian  timber pmmotes excessive blowdm and rapid degeneration 
of important streamside cover.. t o  include excessive debr i s  
BCCUmUlation and channel deterioration. 

Current streamaide prac t ices  involve Selected uni t s  extending to  
streamsides. 
are carefu l ly  selected and controlled for m a x i m u m  protection and 
long-term strean benefits .  
t rea ted  with constraints t o  pmtec t  soi ls .  water qua l i ty .  and 
associated aquatic biota.  

It has been found that 

?he size and number OF these units per Peach OF stream 

A l l  a c t iv i t i e s  within r ipa r i an  areas are 
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Kootanai Forest Plan Comments 
I page 2: 

T35N,  RZ5w along Deep Creek is a c a s e  in point. Cutting has 
occurred right up to the north bank Of the creek in at least 
two cutting Units. This practice defies the Best Management 
Practices. which are suooosed to have Forest Serv ice  wide I 

I application. 
in the Kootanai Plan? 

The unroaded portion of the LaBeau Roadless Area within the 
Kootanai Forest should remain unroaded. NO new roads Should be 
allowed on the northern iringes of LaBeau o r  in the M A  1 3  area 
near the Fire Lakes .  The roadless area on the nestern flank 
of Ketowke Mountain should be maintained. If the timber sales 
Ketowke and/or Ketowke ii (see.commnent below), are in the 
roadless area they should be canceled. Since the Flathead 
Forest has chosen to preserve the LaBeau area as roadless, 
I believe the Kootanai Forest Should follow this precedent, 
since the Kootanai portion involves so few acres. 

ridgeline south to Brush Creek Divide and north to Bowen Lake 
is a good designation. 
feu areas in the Salish Range left roadless. These two areas 
should be maintained as areas far roadless recreational 
opportunities. 

6'10 a c r e s .  Horse, after 1990, the locations of the sales are 
Omitted entirely, while a l l  the other information concerning 
the sale is available. This leads me to believe these sales 

evaluate your plan without Specific locations? These Should 

Should be permitted the opportunity to comment on this Portion 

of timber cutting on Specific areas on the Kootanai Forest. 
The location of sales is given only at the reso1ution o f  

are not fictitious, but are planned. HOW can the reader 

be provided on a map of better resolution. Then the pubiic 

of the plan. 

HOW can this abusive management be prescribed 

1 
1 The MA 2 designation for Elk Mountain and the adjacent 

This area like LaBeau is one of the 

Finally, I found it rather difficult to assess  the efiec 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the plan. it 
is my hope the Forest Planners will better perfect this 
blueprint for the management of the Kmtanai Forest. 

Sincerely. . .  

* p J h / 4 X u ; ; ,  
Geoffrey u. Harvey 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

R ~ s ~ ~ ~ ~  to  Letter 1207 - Oeorfrey w. H - ~ Y .  page 207~ E-363 

6 .  See pTevious page. 

71L8. The unmaded portion Of LeBeau roadless area w i l l  remain unmaded 
except for B small partion OD the west s i d e  of Ketowke Nowtain which 
1s sehedded t o  harvest insect- infested lodgepole pine timber. mis 
timber sale area w i l l  not  a f f e c t  the Flathead Natinal Forest s i d e  of 
the roadless area. 

9. Po Response Needed. 

10. Putting the hour, data about mads and unit  locations for  timber sales 
on maps o f  suf f ic ient  scale t o  be useful for  purposes you describe 
would be tW voluminous t o  include i n  a Forest Plan. This tme of 
date cannot be furnished for outrear sales because they m e  still i n  
the planning phase. To obtain whatever information is  available for 
sales i n  e i ther  Situation.  one should contact the Ranger of the 
D i s t r i c t  where the sale i s  proposed. 
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Route 3 Box 866H 
Libby, Montana 59923 
October lo .  1985 

Forest Plan 
Kmtenri N a t i o n a l  Forest 
Route 3 Box 700 
Libby. Montana 59923 

Dear Sir: 

In comparing the Alternatives we hove f o r  the K N F .  Alternative N looks 
like the best mad. 

Please don't tie up any more o f  our forests in wilderness or give to the bears 
because it doesn't benefit anyone nr anything and causes harsrds. 

We have mre than enough wilderness lands already on our Federal Forests. 
Lands left in multiple-use status. managed properly for their renewable 
resouse value, benefit more of our people than those that are locked up. 

Please give considerable thought to Alternative N when making final plans 
for the Kootenli National Forest. 

Thank you. 

1 

2 

3 

Sincerely, 

10 

Dear sirs: 

Please ma~lrnlze t h e  sultable t irber acres on which you praCtlCe 
f w e s t  managerent. 

1. wilderness is one of t h e  multiple-uses of the National Forest9 

2. No reswnse needed. 

3. Alternatiw N vffi reconsidered and the emphffiia on timber manegement 
w a s  brousht forvard to  the Proposed Action which resulted in the Final 
FoPeSt Plan. 

Reswnse to Letter Ut0 - Mrs. Jay Hargmve 

1. We have attempted to maximize the cost-effective suitable timbePland 
in the Final Forest Plan. 

Urs. Jay Hargrove 
b x  156 
GaIlatln Gstaay ,  Ut. 591% 
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~esponse to Letter x300 - Cesm Hernandez 
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E-366 

Response to Letter $160 - Rick Hildebrand. f irs t  P a g e  

1. A l l  responses are considered. 
documents result from the legal requirements under the National Forest 
llanagemen~ Act (NFXA) and the National dnvimMentB1 Policy Act 
I N F P A ) .  

me s i r e  a d  complexity of the 

m 
w m m 
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~ 
Reswme to  Letter t160 - Rick Hildehrand. page 16aa E-367 

2.  me Final forest Plan des iwa tes  101 of all the land area below 5.500 
f ee t  elevation for old-gmwth hahi ta t  management. mis is 91% of the 
inventoried old-powth timber habi ta t  on the Forest. I n  addition. 34% 
of al l  metuure and Overmature t i m b e P  (excluding lodgewle pine) has 
been placed in the mreglllated t i m b e r  base. including the old-gmuth 
timber mentioned above. 

Because of Past f i r e s  and timber harvest. feu large Old-growth timber 
stands remain within the regulated w r t i o n s  of the fores t .  Most 
ex is t ing  old-gmuth stands i n  rosded areas -e i n  t h e  50-100 acre s i z e  
range: however. B fer of these a m  as l a rge  as shout 6w acres. 
Within the unregulated (primarily madless) areas of the Foz-est. 
numewus old-gmvth timber stands i n  excess of 1.W acres e x i s t .  
Since these me unsuitable for timber management. t he i r  old-gmwth 
s t a tus  w i l l  be pmtected and they w i l l  coctrihute Significantly to  t h e  
Forest's goal Of maintaining 10% old-growth timber habitat .  

3. 

3a. Low-yield. decadent. mature Stands ore e. high p r io r i ty  fo r  timber 
harvest on the fores t .  and u t i l i za t ion  standards are being increased. 
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Respunae to Letter $160 - Rick Hildebrand. page l a b  

4. We are managing intensively ffi economics and technology will 
allow. Under cuprent economic conditions. B more intensive man-ent 
would be veired as being "single-use" management. 
intensively For timber on a site. then le55 consideration can be given 
to the other p e s ~ u ~ c e  values such as uildlife, visual quality. etc. 
This is not i n  line with our current mandate of msltiple-use 
manBgemBnt. 

Pmwrly managed grazing is a legitimate use Of the National FOPCS~S 
and is consistent with the multiple-use concept. See the Manwemenr 
Area Standards fox- guidance an grazing i n  specific areas. 
where grazing io not in compliance with Management Area Standards 
should be brought to the attention of the District Ranger or  Forest 

If YOU mBge 

5. 

Situation. 

supervisor. 

6 .  No response needed 

[: 
w m m 
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E-369 Response to Letter W160 - Rick Hildebrand. page 16Oc 

7. The setting OF fees for Firewood is Outside the Scope OF this Forest 
Plan effort. 

8 .  Dead lodPP0le does have value 85 evidenced by Cuprent interest and 
competitive bidding. 
transactions are not permitted. Dead lodgepole is currently 
advertized st S0.93/mbF. 8 Price which should not discourage 
individual9 From buying it for whatever purpose. 

When this situation exists. non-competitive 

9. No response needed. 
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Re5p.m~~ to Letter 1160 - Rick H i l d e b r d .  page 16od 

IO. Scotchman Pe&s. Cabinet Additions. and Ten Lakes are&= all have 
wilderness recommendations. Northwest Peaks has been designated to 
r e t a in  the Special Scenic Area s ta tus .  
F i n d  Forest Plan nap. 

Par t s  of the Gold H i l l  madless  area in P l ~ s n i p  Creek have been 
designated as madless.  

See the 

11. 
See the F i n d  Forest Plan Nap. 10 

12. me West Branch of the South Fork of Big Creek has been designated 85 

a spec ia l  Riparian Ecosystem Mannagement Area. See the Final Forest 
11 Plan Map and document. 

13 .  Habitat f a r  both these species is being maintained i n  compatible 
Management Area prescriptions in the Ten Lakes Area. 12 

14. me establishment of contracting procedures is outside the  Scope of 
t h i s  Forest Planning e f f o r t .  

13 

14 
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Response to Letter 1160 - Rick Hildebrand. page 16oe 

15. All responses ape considerrd. 

16. See Responses b2. 3 .  4. 5. 7.  8 .  10. end 13. above 

17. No ~esponse needed. 



1. 

2 .  
1 

3. 
4. 

2 5 .  

6 .  

1. 

6. 

a. 

3 

8-372 

Re~pme t o  Letter A8 - RobePt S. Holiday, F irs t  p w  

Raising and selling timber i8  wne of the imwrtant mdtiPle-UseS Of 
rhe National Forests. 

We agrre that  the people's lvle of the Forest is an imPOrtMt 
ConsidePation. 

Some roads nay need t o  be closed for public safety .  

No respeme needed. 

mreatened and hdangered S p e c k s  consideration is required by law. 

see x5 above. 

me Forest Service man~ges the habitat .  and the S t a t e  manages the 
animals. 

See Y5 above. 

See I2 above. 
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Robert S W i l i d w  ' 

E-373 
Response t o  Letter U8 - Robert S. Holiday. page ea 

9. It seem9 m a t  a ComPmmise between dl of the roads open or all closed 
is also a reasonable a l te rna t ive .  

Wilderness is One of the multiple-wes Of the National Forest. 

The Ten L&eS area has been recommended for  a combination of 
wilderness and madless mea. 

10. 

11. 

12, see respan§e $1, 



Recreation - n t i  a t  Open k z e  frm Bob Holiday and Chck  tlwdr. 
(Wrltteo by Gary H a t h a a y  and given t o  Paul LslnDach. 1/22/05 

I .  

2. They * w i d  l l k e  t o  see pollclng ot  the heavy Resew-[ 2 

3. 
Lakes t o  a tliid8rness a i i rxa t ion?  tle explained publ ic Input-He seemed 

They bo1 ieve we need t o  encourage mre t m  1 

Chuck UWd5 asked vhy we changed our "On-rllderness aIIOCdtlOfl a t  Ten 

S a t  I S f  led. I3 
4. Uhy arn roads being b u i l t  tha t  are unsafe7 Short redius curves, no ditch.  

Feels t h a t  freersys are not appropriate but tha t  current designs are not 4 
providing adequate curve width and <cad width I n  5- Cases. 

Bob Holiday and Chuck ticads 

3 
5. Closure of roads 16 depriving handicapped folks from enloving tIJ 5 

Chuck Wwds 

E-374 
Response t o  Le t te r  18 - Robert S. Holiday. page 8b 

1. me Kootenai Forest P lan  recognizes recreation use. which is linked to 
tourism. BS an expanding use of the Forest. 

Recreation mansgement of the  Reservoir area w i l l  be iesposive t o  the 
use and needs of the recreating public. 

2 .  

3. NO ~ B S P O M B  needed. 

4.  me Standards for mads  have been redesigned t o  reduce the  amom.: of 
impact on s o i l  and water. and to rrduce c o s t s ,  while r e t a i n i n s  
necessary public sa fe ty  needs. 

The F i n d  Forest P lan  p m j e c t s  as many miles of mad open in the 
future 85 there are now open. 
mads  which should pmvide many opportunities to enjoy the 
out-of-dwm. 

5 .  
This is appmximately 43% OF all the 
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Response t o  Letter 18 - Robert S. Holiday. page 8c 

1. m e  Final Forest Plan PmvIdes for B programmed sell of 233 mbf/yr. 
which is the aVLyer'Bge Sell for the 1981-1985 period.  This should allow 
For a 37s increase over the 170 mmbflyr. average timber hamest  during 
the same time period. 
document. 

See Appendix 11 i n  the Final fo re s t  p lan  

2. m e  National Popest% have a multiple-use 
P ~ S O U P C ~ E  including timber. 

charter to  provide cor many 

3. The Montana k p t .  of Fish. Wildlife m d  Parks manage the animals i n  
the Kootenai National fores t .  

If mad closures are to be used. they w i l l  probably need to be 
enforced to  insure fairness t o  those people who fa i thfu l ly  comply with 
the road closures. 

4. 

5. NO reswwe needed. 

6. we respectfully disagree. 

7. Timber nanaBement Is one OF the many use$ of the Forest tha t  will be 
emphasized under the Final Forest Plan. 

Currently. U S .  Borax is COntibuting toward a study by the Sta t e  of 
Montana on the grizzly bear in the Cabinet mountains. 

8. 
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Response to Letter X225 - Ivy Hward. page 225a 

E-377 

2 

2 8  
2 b  

2 c  

2d 

2 .  A simficant Wrtion of Ten Lakes. the Cabinet Additions. a d  
Scotchman PeaL including Pellick Ridge. has been recommended for 
ri ldernesr.  
w i l d l i f e  valuer and minereJ Potential. and Tvchuck and mompson-seton 
yere momended for roadless to  be compatible with the mmegement 
direct ion on the Flathead National Forest. See the Final FoPeSt plan 
H W .  

T m u t  Ceek 106 =-ended for madless  because of 

3. Water Guality w i l l  receive increased aftention in the Final forest 
Plan. 
document. 

See the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan i n  the Final Forest Plan 

4. see n3 above 
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Forest Plan 
Kmtenai National Forest 

Libby, Y'ntana 59923 
wute  3, Eax 7w 

Dear Elanners: 

'& wish t o  express OYI. vies and concern about the  Forest man proposals 
for the  Koatenai National zoorest. 

After 211 years of l iv ing  and m r k i i g  in t h e  fores t s  of Lincoln, Flathead 
and Sanders counties. we feel we have seen 8s mch change, both gmvth  
and h m e S t s  and changes in land use BS mst respwdees. Of course t h i s  
mea i s  d i f fe ren t  today than it wa5 2d years ago - very feu places s tay  
t h e  sane. 

Our general impressions of t h e  management of dl the  resourses.for t h e  past 
211 years is t h a t  "they have not rOrked hard enough", the  y ie lds  of mast of 
them covld h a w  been enhanced by mre intensive management. Generally you 

timber t h a t  meant h-est t h e  mite plne before the blister rust got it, 
01 t h e  spruce after t h e  beetle got it Or some O f  the  lose W l e  before it 

have been practicing "reaction t o  t h e  present c r i s i s *  management. In 

i s  gone, in general mch haJ been w a s t e d  over the  years. 

Therefore, M feel t h a t  a l te rna t ive  D, t h e  RP.A. goal should be chosen. 
B departme from mn-flow, evendecl ine  is necessary to overnome t h e  losses 
tha t  the current systw c o n t i n u a l 4  generates. 

mank you f o r  giving us a chance to coment on the Plan. 

1 

6-318 
Response t o  LetteP 61 - Russell H. b Karen L. Hudson. f i r s t  page 

1. Alternative D. although a high p d u c t i o n  a l te rna t ive .  d id  not p u t  
adequate emphasis on the Current lodpep3le pine insec t  problems while 
still  requiring B high budget. 
Forest Plan put no* emphasis i n  t h i s  c r i t i c a l  a n a  while requirinq a 
lover budget. 

The Pmwsed Action end the Final 

sincerely yours, 

ssell H. & Karen 1. Hudson 
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Forest 1. 

November 4. 1985 
2 .  

Response to Letter 8235 - Judy Hutchins. first page E-379 
James F. Rathbun 
Forest Supervisor 
Kmtenai National 
R . R . 3 ,  BOX 700 
Libby, MT. 59923 

Dear Mz. Rathbun: 
Enclosed  lease find some comments on your Proposed Forest 
plan. The bulk of my comments on Old Growth are attached and 
are actually the text of the speech made in Naxon at the Public 
~eeting October 4th. I would appreciate your including this 
text as part of my written input to be included in the Final 
€15. A quick summary of my comments is as follows: 

11 OG is a rare and threatened resource on the Kootenai 
and shauld be managed as such. The OG component should be 
removed from the timber base and dedicated as natural areas. 
MA 1 3  should be declared unsuitable f o r  timber production. 

intact. n o t  the proposed 8%.  which is danqerously low and 

3 )  An ecological definition of CG ( 2 0 0 - 4 0 0  years of age 
allows no cushion for natural or man-made disasters. 

Protecting riparian habitat also protects water quality.- 
And as the EPA has given the Kootenai Proposed Plan the w a s t  
Water Quaiicy rating of all the Forest Plans in the state, 
every little bit of protection f o r  these sensitive areas can 
only help. 
A vast number of other issues and topics also need to be adressed 
but because of time and space limitations, I shall limit myself 
to the following topics: 

including age, size, and other OG characteristics. 

WILDLIFE 

population of wildlife is too low and ambiquous. What is a 
viable ~ o ~ u l a t i o n  for each species and how will it be maintained? 

11 The stated Forest Service goal to maintain a 

. .  
These q u e s t i o n s  are not ;dressed in the plan. Inventories 
of all ma3or species on tne Forest mould be present 2n tae 
EIS as basellne data from whrch to measure departures from 
Current conditions. All game species Should be monitored, 7 not just elk. 

2 ,  The Plan should display the _tzq? budget for wildlife 
monitoringJevaluatian. 

3 )  The method by which the elk numbers on the Forest are 
t3 be Lncreased by 40% Should be clearly specified and described. I 
GRIZZLY 

11 Grizzly habitat manipulation in timber producing areas 
looks fine on p q x r  and enables the Fozeat to help reach its 
oroosscd. inflated timber Cut. but caution is advisable and . .  
careful 'manitaring is needed t o  reveal if it actually works I 
in practice. 

21  Adgmentafion may be critical to the maintenance of 
~~istir.9 Sriizly pqxlation. Although it is nct part of the 
Plan. the Forest Service should facilitate implementation 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

8 0  

9 

10 

3. 
4 .  

5. 

6 .  

7. 

8. 

88. 

9 .  

10. 

The Old-Growth Timber in MA 13 areas are unsuitable for timber 
pduction in the Final Forest Plan. 

10% of a l l  the Forest land area below 5.5W feet elevation is now 
managed for Old-gPOwth timber wildlife habitat. 
existing inventory (11% Forestvide). The Final Forest Plan now 
provides for 34% Of all mature and OvePmature timber (excluding 
lodgepole pine) to be in an unsuitable timber managemnt category. 

See the revised definition in the Glossary in the Final Forest Pian 

Hany of these Stands ape now in the old-gmuth timber management area 
(MA 1 3 ) .  See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

This is 91% of the 

We agree. 
document. 

See the Riparian Area Guidelines in the Final Forest Plan 

We have no record of receiving the worst water quality rating of all 
the Forest Plans in the State. 

me goal is to maintain a viable population all vertebrire 
species. Many species. such as big game. will be managed well above 
the minimum viable level. which is defined 8s. 401 of pepulation 
wtential. Viable Pollilations will be insured by providing diverse 
habitat conditions for the full range of species found on the 
Kootenai. and by monitoring indicator species which ape most subject 
to management activities. By insuring the maintenance of indicator 
species. sll other species should remain above the minimum viable 
level. 

The total estimated Costs for Monitoring and Evaluation are part of 
the Forest Planning records and are available for review at the Forest 
Headquarters in Libby, Montana. 

The projected incPease in the number of elk wh5 Calculated by the 
anticipated increase in the forage produced as a result of vegetation 
manipulation due to timber harvesting. The forage changes will only 
pmduce the potential for the biological inc~ease. The security 
provided by the increased mount of road closure is critical to the 
success Of the potential increase in the number of elk. 

The manipulation of grizzly bear habitat will be carefclly monitored 
(1s you suggest. 

The consideration of Bugmentation is part of the Forest Plan. See 
Appendix 8. Grizzly Bear Guidelines. in the Final Forest Plan 
document. 

See the EPA letter #49 in Appendix 8. 

of a, augmenta:ion program as soon as possible. I 

Y 
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'2. 
WATER QUllLITY - 
I was appalled, but not suprised, to hear that the Kootenai 
Proposed Plan received the worst EPA rating for its watcr 
quality in the state. It has been obvious that the KOOfenai 
is being treated as the timber sacrifice forest in the State 

50 it comes as no suprise, but still with a sickening jolt 
of verification. A fex brief comments: 

reflect a bias toward mitigation, rather than prevention of 
damage in the first place. Rather like closing the barn door 
after the livestock escaped. Mitigation is not the end-all-care 
for bad management practices. I would rather see better l o g g i ~  
practices in sensitive areas.  more carefully constyucted 
roads, and full ripar:.ar. habitat protection. - 

2 )  Given that 800  of stream sedimentation is caused by roads. 
and the Proposed plan calls for 4600 more miles of roads in 
the next ten years,  is the predicted 5-129 1055 Of f$sherieS 
even clcse to realistic? I believe this . estimate 15 ,erribly 

1) Best Management Practices (BMPs)  and forest standards 

low and totally unacceptable. - 
3 )  m i s  conservative 5-12% fisneries loss is a forest-wide 

average only. The Plan should specify which drainages would 
be more heavily logged and degraded, and which ones would 
remain in a more-pristine conditio". . - 

41 Roading and logging constraints are bcsed on peak flow 
predictions, rather than by looking at water qUality effects. 
A practice which fails to address the real problems Of stream 
degicdation caused by roading and logging. More parameters 
of water aualitv should be seriouslv included in sale layout5 .~ ~~ ~ ~~~ 

and more atteition paid co t:le &tentla1 after effects of 
heavy dcvelopment activities. &MPs sound goad Est do not nece55ar- 
iiy protect the resource. 
The Kmtenai National Foresf is currently blessed with some 
of the best quality natural waters in the state, and it would 
be a damned shame and an irreversible loss to everyone to 
destroy our Water quality bjr short sighted greed for timber. 
Especially at a time of tinber surpluses and poor markets. 
Good quality water belongs to a l l  of us and should be an inalien- 
able right. Once destroyed, good quality rater is not easy 
to regain, and the sensitive aquatic ecosystems take ycars 
to recover, if they ever do. - 
WILDERNESS 
Considering the Kootenai's vast acreage of wildlands, it is 
disappointing to see s-ch a small fraction designated as paten- 
tial w i l d r m r e s .  I strongly support the inclusion of the 
entire Pellick Ridge area in the Proposed Scotchman Peaks 
Wilderness area. The reasons given for its exclusion are incredi- 
bly weak considering the historical public Support for the 
entire area, the agreement with ASARCO about the minerals 
there. and the Qeneral m o r  aualitv of timber. If the deletion 
came about at the bequest of the local ranger, as is current- 
ly the local rumor, then he should be taken aside and given 
a lecture on the importance of public concern in the management 
of our local public lands. These are our lands, our existence, 
our mental and fiscal livelihood. We have to live with the 
management decisions made by your organization for years after 
your managers have moved on to Other regions. We are the ones 
that have to live with your mistakes and poor management deci- 

11 

11 a 

11 b 

12 

13 

14 

15 
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11. See response to W6. above. 

lla. See t h h e  revised Forest Standards i n  the Final Forest Plan document. 

llb. See the Riparian Habitat Guidelines i n  the Final Forest Plan document. 

12. The projected timber harvest and road Construction levels. if 
Sustained wuld result i n  some fish losses as calculated using the 
fishery model at OYP disposal. The mount of calculated 10.5s i n  a 
given watershed depends on thhe sensitivity of the watershed i n  
question. its threshold level of sediment. the rate of recovery. and 
the degree of harvest that is pmjected. Because of the low 
reliability of the sediment figures wNch are used. the fishery loss 
calculations become very suspect. For this reason. the Final Forest 
Plan has put the emphasis on thhe on-the-kound determination of water 
quality and fish habitat parameters to insure that fish habitat and 
the fishery r e s o u ~ e  is not degraded (See the Monitoring and 
Evaluation Plan and the Forestvide Standards i n  the Forest Plan 
document). 

13. The predicted fish losses due to sediment were forestwide totals but 
were arrived at by individual drainage calculations. using criteria 
such es sensitivity to sediment. Present threshold levels. recovery 
Pates. and harvest intensity by alternative. No watersheds wepe 
degraded because they all had the pmtection of minimum o w m e n t  
requirements to insure aminst degradation. See Appendix B in the EIS 
ior the discussion minun ManagemMt re9uirements. 

14. The management intent to more W l y  pmtect water quality has been 
Clarified in the Final Forest Plan. See section I1 and 111. 

A significant portion of Pellick Ridge has been recommended for 
wilderness in the Final Forest Plan. 

15. 
See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

Y u 
0 
m 
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ii?m. Your r a n g e r s  and t r a i n e e s  can move on t o  o t h e r  a leas  
and hence do  n o t  have t o  l i v e  f o r e v e r  l ook ing  a t  t h e i r  C l e a r c u t s  
and r e s u l t a n t  degraded streams, t h e  mines and t a i l i n g s  ponds. 

T r o u t  Creek. I s u p p o r t  t h e  Montana Wildlands C o a l i t i o n  IMWCI 
recommendation f o r  3 2 , 6 4 0  p r o t e c t e d  w i l d e r n e s s  acxes. T h i s  
area d e s e r v e s  p r o t e c t i o n  on beha l f  of i t s  e l k  popu la t ion  and 
p r i m i t i v e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  The e a s t e r n  p o r t i o n  a l r e a d y  h a s  
a sale b e i n g  l a i d  o u t  b e f o r e  t h e  s t a t u s  o f  t h e  area has  been 
determined by t h e  Congressional  Delegat ion or by t h i s  Proposed 
Plan. The Cab ine t  D i s t r i c t  could a t  l e a s t  have t h e  decency 
n o t  t o  jump t h e  gun q u i t e  so r a p i d l y .  Managements d e c i s i o n s  
are a l r e a d y  be ing  made abou t  t h e  f u t u r e  of t h e  T r o u t  Creek 
Drainaqe b e f o r e  t h e  proper processes have been fo l lowed .  

We do  n o t  have t h e  luxury  of t h a t  o p t i o n .  - - 

1 . .  
Other  areas t h a t  I s u p p o r t  for wi lde rness  d e s i g n a t i o n  i n c l u d e  
all t h e  Cab ine t  Face Addi t ions ,  Galena Creek, T e n  Lakes, Thomp- 
son-Seton area, Twhuck area. and any o t h e r  p l a c e s  mentioned - I ~ ~~~ 

i n  A l t e r n a t i v e  E as havinq wi lde rness  p o t e n t i a l .  ~ 

15 

16 

Some areas l a b e l e d  a s  MA 2 t h a t  I would l i k e  t o  see changed 
t o  MR 29 i n c l u d e  P e l l i c k  Ridge, Galena Creek, t h e  Upper Vermil- 
l i o n ,  t h e  west  s i d e  o f  Government Mountain, Dry Bench area 
on t h e  B u l l  R i v e r ,  M t .  vernon, t h e  e n t i r e  e a s t  , s i d e  of t h e  18 
Cabine t s .  These areas all have o u t s t a n d i n g  wi ld l and  c h a r a c t e r i s -  
t ics  and d e s e r v e  t o  be managed as r o a d l e s s  rec. wi th  no o t h e r  

TIMBER AND ECONOUICS 
The proposed Plan has a l a r g e  n&eE of weaknesses in t r  
economics area as p o i n t e d  o u t  i n  Randal l  O'Toole 'S a n a l y s i s  
of t h e  Prooased P lan .  Y ie ld  t a b l e s  were manipulated to show 

management a c t i v i t i e s  a l lowed.  I 
~.~~ ~ 

.. ~ ~ 

more a v a i l a b l e  t imber  than might a c t u a l l y  e x i s i ;  t imber  p r i c e s  
used  i n  f o r e c e s t i n g  revenues are based on u n r e a l i s t i c a l l y  
h i g h  h i s t o r i c a l  p r i c e s ;  t h e  budget  f o r c a s t  i s  probably t o o  
h i g h  ( f e d e r a l  budget  d e f e c i t 5  cou ld  e a s i l y  p r e c l u d e  any increase 
what-so-ever1 . - 

19 

3 )  i n c l u d e  t h e  Montana Wildlands C o a l i t i o n ' s  w i l d e r n e s s  p r o p o s a l s  
i n  f u l l  as s t a t e d .  PI main ta in  or improve e x i s t i n g  water q u a l i t y  
as mandated by t h e  s t a t e  of Montana's water  q u a l i t y  laws and 

E-381 
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16. A s i d f i c a n t  portion of Tmut Creek has been designated (19 roadless 
because of the mineral potential and wildlife values. This medless 
desigsatian w i l l  preserve the option t o  reconsider the madless 
portion for wilderness i n  the future. 
designated (19 Suitable for big game and timber which should not 
detract from the madless values i n  the ventern pmtion. 

me Cabinet Additions and Ten L&es have significant wilderness 
r-scommendatiom. Galena Creek. Tuchuck. 'hoopson-Seton and the 
remaining -89 shorn in Alternative E have been designated madless 
or Other "on-developmental designations because of B variety of 
reasons such as wildlife values. mineral potential. private lsnd 
Inhaldings. and coordination with the Flathead National Foes t .  
of these madless designaticms rill be reconsidered for wilderness i n  

m e  eastern portion he5 been 

17. 

1111 

the next Planning period. 

11a. see X l l .  above. 

18. hegement  Area 2 hes been Changed to  allow no timber salvage similar 
to Management Area 29. 

me timber yield tables have been reanalyed and found t o  be 
reasonable. and an analysis w 8 5  done on more recent timber price 
infomation. See the response t o  CHEc's comments in l e t t e r  ~ 3 0 1  
(bontana Wilderness hssociationl. The budgets d i sp l ay4  r-spPesat 
rhat would be necessary to LLChieve the m t e n t i a l  displayed i n  each 
alternative. I F  budgets are not Forthcoming. language has been added 
to the bnitor i l lg  and Evaluation Plan r0 Show the Pmcess to  be 
f o l l a e d .  See the Uonitoring and Evaluation Plan in the F i n d  Forest 
Plan document. 

20. me Forest Plan Pmcess pmiects the m t e n t i a l  that each alternative 
can produce and compares these mten t i a l s  against the tradeoffs that 
are necessary t o  achieve them. ( i .e .  budget. Fisheries. ales  of mad 
corntmction. e tc . ) .  me Dmft EIS assumed that the a l i a ~ a b i e  sale 
puantity (Asp) would. over each decade. end up being equal to the 
ammt sold and eventuallv hanrested. 
lor sale W i l l  not necessarily mean that it W i l l  be sold and harvested. 
me Final Forest Plan timber sale pmspan is based on the 
m r i e s e d  demand of the l e s t  five Years which the timber industw has 
indicated 1s an achievable level. 

See the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan i n  the Final Forest Plan 
dOEllllent. 

22.  SeeDextPage. 

See the Final Forest Plan document. 

19. 

We agree that offering timber 

21. 

Y 
w 
m 
b- 



i 9 5 c  

* 4 *  

I a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  O p p o r t u n i t y  t o  comment a n  t h e  p l a n .  My a p o l o g i e s  
f o r  t h e  Late submiss ion  o f  comments. I a m  hop ing  t h e r e  will 
be no problems i n  t h e i r  a c c e p t a n c e  beyond t h e  s t a t e d  d e a d l i n e .  
T h i s  f a l l  h a s  been h e l l i s h  f o r  m e  and  d e a d l i n e s  have been 22 
d i f f i c u l t  t o  meet.  E s p e c i a l l y  as w e  were o n l y  g r a n t e d  a two 
week e x t e n s i o n ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  4 week one o r i g i i i a l l y  r e q u e s t e d .  

I am l o o k i n g  fo rward  t o  r e v i e w i n g  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  r e q u e s t e d  
FORPLAN r u n .  Would you p l e a s e  be sure t o  s e n d  m e  any  i n f o r m a t i o n  

MA. 

g e n e r a t e d .  Thank you. i 
S i n c e r e l y ,  

Judy Hu tch ins  
P.O. Box 1 0 4  
Heron, MT 5 9 8 4 4  
847-2117 

Enc. 4 pages .  

~-382 
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22. The a l t e rna t ive  you propose is well within t h e  Fange OF the 
a l t e rna t ives  considered. 
incorporated i n t o  the Final Forest Plan. although a Few were not: 

Many of the SuggeStionS you make m e  

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

The timber 4818 level  w a s  maximired in the f i r s t  decade (202 
mmbflyr l i v e  green volume plus 25 m b f l y r  of dead lodgepole pine 
plus 6 mmbf of other salvage) For the purpose O F  pmviding 89 

much S t a b i l i t y  ag possible to  the social  and economic Fabric of 
the area. The timber harvest level  of 170 mmbflyr. represents an 
h i s t o r i c  average fmm 1979 thmugh 1985. which was an ea r ly  
period OF Full production and a l a t e r  pepiod of l o w  pmduction i n  
the v d  pmducts industry. 
period averaged 221 mbflyr .  The harvest l eve l s  appear t o  be on 
the  increase and th i s  trend is expected t o  continue. The 
Flex ib i l i t y  t o  pmvide for B higher timber sale level is being 
retained so t h a t  harvest can continue to  increase.  
I1 of the Final US for  more de ta i l s .  

Several changes were made i n  management approach. i n  the Final  
Forest Plan. t o  reduce budget needs (See Appendix B of the Final 
EIS). 

The Montana Wildlands Coalition Wilderness Proposal was 
essen t i a l ly  represented i n  Alternative 0 .  The Fins1 Forest  Plan 
protects  these wilderness apeas w i t h  the exception OF t h e  lower 
north face of Pell ick Ridge. i n  the Scotchman Peak area. and the 
eastern portion of the Tmut Creek madless ape*. 

me sale level during tha t  same 

See Chapter 

See the Final Forest Plan document for Standards tha t  protect  
"ate= qua l i ty  and insure the attainment of the S t a t e  Water. 
Qual i ty  Standards. 

The Final Fopest Plan Pe ta ins  10% OF all the Forest land base 
below 5.5W Feet elevation in an wlreglllated ("on-timber) 
old-gmvth timber management Category. 
inventoried 11% t o t a l  available on the  Forest. AS a fu r the r  
note. the Final Forest Plan r e t a i n s  34% OP a l l  mature and 
Overmature timber (excluding lodgepole pine) in an Unregulated 
("on-timber) land designation. 

This is 91% OF t h e  



2 9 5 d  

- 
me topic I chose for tonight is that of Old Grarth. As far  as I knw. 

+temi is the only National Forest in b t a m  that -ge5 CG a5 a 

sperate Pmag-t Area. O x  remaining 0: M t h i s  forest is a unique and 

endangered rescucce. lbese w e t s  of old, mture,  climax tinker are the 

sole m t s  of the great forests that  once mvered this  part of MntKLa 

before the advent of the white explorers. And those great forests w i l l  

m r  be seen again. And it is cormendable to see the Forest SeNiCe ranaging 

these -11 pockets of CG with the intent Of p p t u a t i n g  a t  least a -11 

fraction of thie  r K e  r e m  for the future. 

Ihe classic example of 0: stands is one of tall, h e l y  canopied, old 

trees; O f  * logs decaying on the forest  f1mr;  of d e r a t i n g  temperature 

&ti-. k stands increase in age, 

d # t i o n s  stabil ize.  l h i s  Is a true climax s t a t e .  As old trees die  and 

f a l l  over, they provide a particularil ly r i c h  habitat for  wer 20% of the 

bird and wildlife species an the Porest. The openings created by the damed 

t r e e  regemrate with forbs, brush, and other sun loving species. lhese 

in turn +e way to shade tolerant species, and the p-ss mntinues cm 

in a Self prpetuating cycle. k it has done for millenia, and -Id cuntinue 

to do 50 i f  given half a chance. I t  is the mwal  cycle of things. 'IXis 

m a i c  of habitats is refered to as a "shifting m a i c  steady state" w L i &  

describes the stable mtllre of these stands and yet recognizes the mnsta?.tly 

wolving variety inherent within the stand. 

rates $ 1 ~  and Mgetative 

Richness in habitat translater, into richness in a l l  other as+??&. h t  

58 species, or OM= 20% of the wildlife -res M the fozs:  Iind preferre2 

habitats in a; and saw m y  be entirely depndent on such Mitat. To date 

the Xmtenai apparently S-N a reletively healthy nlnnber of CG related 

s p i e l  includhg 10 spsies of vsdpeckers, flying squirrels, barred wls, 

goshaiavks. and nureen. 

E-3.93 
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23. No resporee needed. 

23 

? 
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Floral  richness is also hiqh in these K-, espzcially far arboredl lichens, 

*tS, saprcphytps, and variDuI f o m  of hmgi and rmrshroons. OG stands 

act as genetic reservoirs fo r  yne of these s p i e s ,  the value of which 

to nedffine, etc, has yet to be determined. - 
L 

Because of the O f W  high MI- Of d per acre and StagMtion found 

in these stands, they have h is tor ica l ly  been mnsidered high p r i o r i t y  for 

harvest. &t mce harvested, a: is gone and w i l l  wve r  be replaced d e r  

m m l  timber w-t mtatiors. We actual px-3 on these sites, hcwaver, 

is often of re la t ive ly  lm value for exactly the sane -m that make 

it valuable a5 wild l i fe  habitat: rot, high defect, decay, Iar h a 1  area, 

catfaces, lightening S C K S .  Sare of the richest a: areas are along the 

stTeams in riparian zones, a150 subject to -ial m-t in the fo res t  

plan. Amther inprtant c a q o r y  of wi ld l i fe  habi ta t  that If c lose ly  related 

to these topin are mags, aslo &t to special  -g-t guidelines. 

LrrW - 

50 the Forest Service has been &ing - solid grand work and has been 

devising EmaMgement plan for this very *rent asp~t of wild l i fe  habitat 

cn the fores t  w i t h  the ultimate goal of retaining divers i ty  and rml t ip le  

use.-: - 
- 

It a11 saunds grea t  Cnl paper. ait in studying the pmposed Plan. a " h r  

of d i s c r e p c i e s ,  inmnslstancies, and pmbl- kept surfacing. m i c h  troubles 

ne. I,, the pian the x0ot-i p- to retain 149.000 acres, or a6 of 

each drainage in CG stands. by range f m  8-1011 

K an absolute m i n h  for the best wildlife habi ta t  mm-t. me US- 

is going for the absolute m i n h .  which gives absolutely M leeway for 

m y  future changes. And as a: is essentially a -le re%xrce, a t  

least within OUT l i f e t i m s .  I W that the Forest Service is Cutting 

OG precentaqe t ra3 ica l ly  thm. Wt i f  hit- research dete-es khat 

23 

23 a 

23 
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23a. No response needed. 

23. No response needed 

24. The F i n d  ForeBt Plan provides for 34;( or all matwe and overnature 
timber (excluding lodgepole pine) t o  be I n  a "on-timber (unrepulated 
or unsuitable) land designation. 

24 
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i.5-20% a; is required for 5- species to r e p d u c e  and persist? Sorry. 

Tm late.  Or i f  a wildfire wipe5 out srm of the -11 raoaining pockets: 

0: i f  a Forest Supervisor wants to add a few a c ~ e s  of big trees to a sale? 

Wno can p s s i b l y  spend their  thw nonotoring each -11 W k e t  to assure 

that it daesn't get  nibbled amy? It is impzssible for  anyone but the 

managing agency to do i c .  m t  can we trust l a E & ~  be dme over the long 

haul? To keep in 1- w i t h  the at t i tude that =,as the public,have a -tract 

w i t h  the Forest Service to m g e  OUT l d .  there ace a fed clauses that 

I -1d like to see added. For waple: Take a t  least  i%% of the a; in 

each drainage out Of the timber base and mt  w g e  it a t  all.  F M  to w g e  

in Ts jargon, is to cut. mese shwld be the best  quality, nest representative 

stable, patches of a;. Ferkps the reminder of the a: muid -in i n  

Kamggnent Area 13 and be mnsidered fo r  250 year plus rotations. LUt a t  

least  94% wluld be protected. Oedicated perhaps, and retained forever. 

If xne of the dedicated a; disaappears due tc natural acts such as fire 

o r  insects, 

in each drainage. In areas of the Xmtenai, such as the Cabinet District ,  

*re a Nstory of f i r e  and logging has reduced the (I: to 1-5 than 8% 

p r  drainage, e u i u l e  land s b u l d  be imrediately s e t  aside to retain and 

w ~ g e  for a; characterist ics.  

- 

15 

ts 
of the other a: acreage cwld  then be added to the Ir)$ 

- 
In the Prq& plan are saw discrepancies be- vhat is p d s e d  for  

ffi managerrent and vhat is happning M the ground. In the ELR dire=tives, 

it is stated that "an exist- stand in this MR w i l l  mt be harwted ,until 

a stand of equal or nea r ly  equal effecti-ess as OG Witat is available". 

RNd yet the Fs is pr-ing hm sales f o r  N 1985, p e w  alreKty done, 

thJt *auld log respectively 69 and 701 acres of a;. mt is a l o t  of acres 

and it is of - quest im vhether there are replacerrent stands of that 

size available. 

- 

E-385 
Response to Letter lZ95 - Judy Hutchins. page 295f 

25. See response to 1211. above. 

26. The Old-gmvth timber Management Area (MA 13) is now i n  the non-timber 
base (unsuitable). 

!4 

25 

26 
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of 149.00 acres is rentianed. And yet the acreage l is ted in the HA &ectives 

mother discrepancy. I n  the DEIS, page 11-79 a m i n h  desired acreage 

is 92490. What happened to the r a i n i n g  56,910 acres? 

T k  HR directives all- p r i d c  entry into the a; stak% to do prennmrcial  

in stands destined to 

thinning and one -rcial thin to"prduce large trees of suitable spacing 

merely exist$ a5 an excuse to get  inta the stands and r-ve saw tirnter. 

%ah h the DElS,  is the fol lwing Passage : roJr Z Otis Vol. 1 m -61 

h h x h  i s  fi le.  mt s t a p a t i o n  is ChdZacWeriStiC of ffi and m g m t  

practices used to prarote ffi conditions should not be used to bolster the 

annual rut. 

f f i :  sounds reasarable and e. But  in actuali ty m y  1 r7 
rm=w+r 

In a t- when already puchased timber is k i n g  returned to the sel ler ,  

the markets are king flmded w i t h  ioported timber, and prices axe way 

dam, I see T)O need Lo sacr i f ice  a rare and endangered, n a - d l e  res-. 

0y dedicating R+% of the 02 and retaining the -inder in tk pmppsed 

HA, the survivability of this m c e  unique to o m  area muld be assured. 

mese stands ace not reMYab1e in OUT lifetj.n?e or that Of OUT children. 

And I *auld like to make a remmenclltion on the side of cmsemat im,  

and w a i t  a while un t i l  mre is knam before going in and k t m y i n g  a priceless 

habitat. Cnce gone, for us it is -e forever, and tm mch is ( p ~ e  already. 

K 

2& 

is sing an honest attempt to -qe the CG, hut there arre a lot of discrepan- 

So I rnuld like to say in rmclusioo that I .m very pleased that the USFS 

cies in the i r  proposed plan that are in dire need of straightming at. 

s*?d S o % <  ,rupNL-m-+ 

E-386 
Response t o  LBtteP $295 - Judy HutChinS. Page 2958 

n. see to n26 above. 

28. see eesponse to  122.  itern 5 . .  above. 

29 .  See the F i n d  forest  Plan document and Final Foreat Plan Map 



E-387 
Response t o  Letter Mi46 - L B U ~ ~  ~8~ sackson, first  page 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 .  

mad mile5 shorn in the EIS are nei ther  targets or gads but 
estimates Or needs given today's technology for moving timbek to 
mills. The need for mads w i l l  be continually PeBssesBed BS the 
tPWSPOPtBtiO* System i s  developed So t ha t  only those mads nece5sary 
to manege the Forest are ever bui l t .  
additional 3.850 miles Of road w i l l  be needed t o  access and manage the 
timber land base. 
January 1. 1986. 
of road than the Proposed Action primarily because the  su i tab le  timber 
land baSe w e 3  reduced to  provide for Old-gmvth timber dependent 
species. 

It  is estimated that an 

There were ahout 6.200 miles on the Forest as of 
The Final Plan cslls for about 6; feyep total 

me WoniMring and Ewluation Plen has been modiFied so tha t .  in 
conjuc t im with applicetion Of the best avatlable s o i l  and water 
COMePVation Practices.  the S ta t e  Water Puelity Standards w i l l  not be 
violated.  

M analysis of the timber supply s i tua t ion  in this -a over the wxt 
ten years i s  described i n  Appendix B Of the PEIS. The allowable gale 
quantity durins the 10 Year life Of th i4  plan is maximired (subject to 
a l o t  Of l imi t s t ions)  SO as to provide as much s t a b i l i t y  BS pOBSible 
W the soc ia l  and economic fabr ic  of loeel comunities. 

me h i s to r i ca l  t i m b e r  harvest level of &ut 170 mbf represmts  ~n 
ear ly  period of full pmdution and a l a t e r  Period of la pmductian in 
the rmd PL'odUctS industry for the last 10 Y e a r s .  The h w e s t  levels 
eppear to be on the increase end this trend i a  expected t o  cMtinue. 
Because of this anticipated increase. the r l ex ib i l i t y  t o  pmvide for 
higner timber sale l eve l  is being retained. 

Abeut 34% of the mature and ovemsture timber acreage (excluding 
lodgepale pine) has been rrmoved fmm the regulated timber base. 
Included i n  t h i s  is OM= 90Y of the land bsse inventoried as pPOviding 
o l d - m t h  habi ta t  charac te r i s t ics .  
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KoKlGsi E: E: !?rgic ED?E% Pie! 
supe rv i*o r  
KOOtenDi N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  
R. R. $3. B o x  700 
Libby, Mont. 59923 

Dear S u p e r v i s o r :  

I have  a f e w  comments on you2 proposed  Koo tene i  F o r e a t  P l a n .  

I -ea 0 l i t t l e  s u r p r i s e d  t o  learn t h a t  o n l y  25% Of t h e  KootenaJ 
Wetianal F o r e s t  is still r o a d l e a s .  Most Of t h a t  25% a h o u l d  be 
ratained I n  i t a  undeveloped  f o n d i t i o n  for t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  O f  
ecosys t ems .  Y e t e r s h e d s .  e t r e a n  q u a l i t y .  w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t ,  and 
p r i m i t i v e  r e c r e a t i o n a l  resou?cea. 

You s h o u l d  recommend t h e  following r o d d l e s s  aredB for v i l d e r n e s s  
d s n i g n a t l o n :  T r o u t  Creek ,  C a b i n e t  M t .  A d d i t i o n s ,  Ten Lakes ,  and 

faunal d i v e r s i t y .  Canaervmt ion  groups have  e u p p o r t e d  t h l s  Obvious 
rildernean c s n d i d a t e  for yeara, a t  leaat  since RARE 11. P l e a s e  do 
IIkaviBe. i n c l u d i n g  i n  your u i l d e r n e a e  p r o p o e a l  all 80.000 acres 

Scotchman Peaks.  

Scotchman Peaks  is  a nervelous w i l d  area u i t h  h i g h  floral and 

recommended by Montana c o n e e r v a t i o n  g r o u p e ,  and  i n c l u d i n g  in 
p a r t i c u l a r  P e l l i c k  Ridge .  

Other  r o a d l e a e  areas ehou ld  l e f t  r o a d l e a e ,  w i t h  ROS I and  11 
< P r I n i t i v e  and S e a l - P r I ~ i t I u e  l o n n o t o r l z s d )  management. 

You ore p r o p o s i n g  t o o  much t i m b e r  h a r v e s t i n g :  217 UMBFlyr, t o  
Increa-e t o  D e to igger ing  277 MMBFlyr over 50 year*. But  t h e  

1 2  

3 

4 

-1 
Forest.  Y e t  you prapose>*to  b u i l d  a n o t h e r  4600 nilee. T h l e  il Yay 
p r o p o s a l .  You a l r e a d y  have  a b o u t  6000 miles of  r o a d s  on t h e  

too much. and will cause a i g n i f i c a n t  damage t o  atresma and 

5 

6 

Holding t imber  h a r v e s t  level. down t o  below 173 MflBFlyr a n d  

of your  o l d  g rowth ,  which Ia i n v a l u a b l e  f o r  many speclea. You 
shou ld  remove a t  l - a s t  ZOX of t h a  ex i . t i n9  o l d  g rowth  from t h e  

atr.sna. 

Thank YOU f o r  your  c o n a i d e r a t i o n .  

E-389 Letter W 296 - Jerry Jayne, f i r s t  page 

1. 

2 .  

3. 

4. 

5 .  

5.3 

The Tmut Creek Area has been Primarily designsted as Management ~ ~ e e  
29 due to  the wi ld l i fe  (elk1 and mineral resources there. MA 29 
allars some habi ta t  management so t ha t  the hea l th  Of the elk herd can 
be retained. 
the Cabinet Face E a s t  area (MA 21 and Government Mountain (MA 2 )  have 
been prowsed fo r  Wilderness designation. A major portion of the  en 
Lakes Ares is pmposed fo r  Wilderness. 
wea is pmposed fo r  Wilderness designation. including most of the 
Pell ick Ridge area. 

A major w r t i o n  of the remaining madless areas have been designated 
as Management Area 2 as you Suggest (see the Forest plan Hap]. 

The timber harvest level Of 173 mbf represents an early period of 
f u l l  pmdution and D later period of l o w  production in the wood 
products industry for the l a s t  10 years. The harvest levels appear to  
be on the increase and t h i s  trend is expected t o  continue. Because of 
th i s  anticipated increase. the f l ex ib i l i t y  t o  pmvide for a higher 

Most of the Cabinet Additions except the south half  of 

Most of the Scotchman ~ e a k s  

LirnbeP sale level is being retained. 

The road miles s h a n  in the EIS eire neither tezgets or goals,  but 
estimates of nee& given today's technology. 
be COntinuslly reassessed as the t r W w r t s t i o n  System is developed so 
that only those mads necessm to manage the Forest are we= b u i l t .  
A s  of January 1986 there were about 6.2W miles of mad on the 
Forest. 
t o  complete timber access needs. The use of the best s o i l  and water 
cOnSeNation practices coupled Uith the m,odified Monitoring and 
Evduetion Plan Should insure tha t  the Sta t e  Water W i r y  Standards 
are m e t .  Uvch Of the timber harvest fo r  which reeds ere required is 
designed t o  manipulate vegetation in ways that rill benefit  wi ld l i fe .  
Timber harvest can be desimed to pmvide much of the wi ld l i fe  benefit  
of wildfire without the devastat* impacts. 

me Final Plan provides ~omide rab ly  more pmtec t ion  to  Old-gmwth 
dependent species. 
acreage (excluding lodgepale pine) has been removed f m n  the regulated 
timber base. Included in t N s  18 over 902 of the land b&se 
inventoried as pmvidimg o l d - m t h  habi ta t  charac te r i s t ics .  

The MA 13 poption Of this old--th habitat is widely d is t r ibu ted  
seross the Forest  and often occurs i n  riparian area8 (see the Forest 

The need fo r  mads w i l l  

The Final Plan i s  estimated t o  require about 3.850 more miles 

About 3'42 Of the mat- end overmature timber 

Plan mapl. 

1 5 & L o l i  S t .  
Idaho  F a l l s ,  I d .  83402 
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Zb . 

3. 

E-390 Response to Letter 1128 - Cedmn Jones. First page 

(a) Alternative I vas designed t o  appmximate c w r e n t  harvest levels 
and carry them i n t o  the future.  The Other a l te rna t ives  YePe aimed 
toward resolving the i s sues  i n  various ways and i t  "119 found that 
higher timber harvests were possible even while maximizing amenity 
oriented Outputs such as Wilderness and e l k .  

(b)  The Final Plan provides considerably more pmtec t ion  t o  old-growth 
dependent species.  
acreage (excluding Lodgepole pine) has been removed from the  regulated 
base. 
pmviding Old-growth habi ta t  CharactePistics. 

( c )  Recent data has become available Which causes us t o  recharacterire 
the  mineral po ten t ia l  of Pe l l ick  Ridge as moderate racher than high. 
Because OF th ia  change we have proposed t h a t  mast of Pe l l ick  Ridge be 
included in the Scotchman Peaks Pmposed Wilderness Area. 

The high mineral po ten t ia l  and the intermingled privaCe lands i n  the 
south po=tion OF Cabinet Face E a t  led us t o  designate that -a as 
Management Area 2 ra ther  than proposing it For Wilderness Designation. 

options For e l k  management in the Tmut Creek Area have l e d  us to 
designate most of i t  85 Management Area 29. 
values F i t  b e t t e r  with MA 29 than MA 2 while the high elk values F i t  
betteP with MA 29 or  MA 2 Father than Pmposed Wilderness. 

I h e  S t a t e  is responsible For enforcing the S ta te  Water Pual i ty  
Standards. Unavoidable and vnmitigable impacts on gr izz ly  bear could 
be a deterent t o  mineral development in the Cabinets. 
between the Endannpred Species A c t  and the mining laws m a y  need to be 
resolved thmugh l i t i g a t i o n .  
mining plans to be developed and evaluated (through the pmcess 
provided by the National Pnvimmental Policy Act) t o  determine 
whether or not such c o n f l i c t s  are l ike ly  t o  OCCYP. 

This standard hss been modieied in the Final Plan (see Chapter 11). 
Management does involve mitigation t o  prevent undesireable s i d e  
efFects.  
to maximize the net  public benefit  fmm the Forest by supplying an 
appmpr ie te  mix and l e v e l  Of reSOUrCcB outputs OF all kinds. 
a l t e r n a t i v e  to forest management would be to  " c u b  our appetites" f o r  
commodities and amenities. Ihe analysis OF the  Minimw Level 
Benchmark c l e a r l y  shows t h a t  this appmach fails t o  maximize the net  
public benef i t .  DeFining the  meaning OF l i fe  is outside the 
regll latow framework pmvided for Forest Planning. 

About 341 OF the mature and overmature timber 

Included i n  t h i s  is Over 90% of the  land base inventoried as 

The high wilderness 

Conflicts 

Ihe Forest Plan designations alla 

Management can be more broadly defined as the  process needed 

One 

3 

? 
w 
W 
0 
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E-391 
Response to  Letter Wl28 - Cedron Jones, page l28a 

4 .  The timber volymes provided fo r  each alternative ape "allowable sale 
quantites".  The actual supply and demand relationships tha t  come to  
pass will determine whether or not t h i s  timber w i l l  actually be sold 
and how much will Bctually be paid for i t .  The factovs you l i s t  and 
many others play upon the supply and demand relationships tha t  can be 
expected for timber i n  the future.  There is no available technique 
for 85UratelY projecting changes i n  t h e s e  factors or long OP Short 
term %upply and demand relationships ffi they r e l a t e  to  a par t icu lar  
National fo re s t .  For t h i s  reffion we must wait to  determine whether 
t h i s  timber rill actually be sold. I n  Order to f a i r l y  depict  the 
poten t ia l  envimnmental impacts of the Forest Plan, we have used t h e  
"allowable sale quantityn to  project impacts. The "allowable sale 
quantity" i s  bmed upon B cost e f f i c i en t  level of output given a set  
of constraints designed t o  resolve the public issues and maneEernent 
concerns in various ways .  
projections of national supply and demand relationships,  
404.000 acres i n  inventoried madless areas. the Forest Plan preserves 
260.000 acres i n  madless and Proposed Wilderness designations. 
the remaining 144.W acpes, re expect about 10.000 acres t o  be made 
unsuitable fo r  wilderness designation during the 10 year l i f e  of the 

The value of timber is based upon 
Of the 

Of 

Plan .  

5. Our analysis indicates tha t  there w i l l  be suf f ic ien t  capacity 
available t o  sa t i s fy  anticipated levels Of Wilderness recreation use. 
We recognize that there are problems with d is t r ibu t ion .  
problems can not be resolved by simply designating mope Wilderness 
(preferred use locations rill probably remain preferred whether or not 
another area i s  designated Wildernessl. 
Area 7 recognizes th i s  and provides f a r  managing USBPS to  prevent 
degradation of the Wilderness (more de t a i l s  w i l l  be included i n  the 
Cabinet Mountairs Wilderness Action Plan when it is completed). 

Motorized use of closed mads would not be typically considered 
"semi-primitve motorized recreation". but would rather be essent ia l ly  
the same as motorized use OF open roads. 
recreation experience involves & more primitive envimnment through 
which a road may pun. 
and. For snowmobiles. i n  portions of WanaBement Area 2 .  

These 

The midance f o r  Management 

6. 

me semi-primitive motorized 

Such use is provided fo r  by Management Are8 3 
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Response t o  l a t t e r  #128 - Cedmn Jonea. page 128b 
E-392 

U e t h d s  for developing use pmjectione can be Y ~ P Y  complex yet  pmduce 
r e su l t s  that are no more valid than .eth& tha t  are aimple. 
State  of Rontana suggested a more conplm projection msthcd that  
produced essent ia l ly  the same reeulte as the wpmach we wed. 

An analysis of the effects  of a l ternat ive baee timber PPice8 and pr ice  
trends is pmvided in Appendix B of the IBIS. mad costs have 
declined eilylif icantly since the base eoet8 were developed for the 
Draft EIS. 
in Appendix E. 

The Final Plan c a l l @  for a lower budget than the Proposed Action. 

Management pmblens result ing fmm budgets different  fmm those 
presented in the Forest Plan are t o  be handled according t o  the 
pmvisions of the Monitorinrr and Evalustion Plan. 

The al ternat ive YOU PmWBe 18 Well W i r h i n  the range of the 
al ternat ives  explored in the DEIS. Many of the sugsestiom you malrs 
w e r e  incorporated into the Final Plan altho@ some were not: 

m. Ihe timber sale level  w a s  maximized in the first decade to 233 
#IwP/yr (202 mmbfls  l i ve  green. p l u  25 mbflyr  dead lodgepole. 
p l u  6 mmbffyr 01 other salvage) for the purpos0 of pmviding as 
much s t a b i l i t y  as possibla t o  the Bocial and econmic fabric of 
th0 e a .  The timber harvest lsvel of a b u t  170 mbf  =present8 
an h i s to r i c  average fm. 1979 through 1985. which  ill^ an early 
period of f u l l  PmdvCtim and a l a t e r  period of la production. 
The sale lave1 during that same period averaged 221 W F  per 
year. The harvest levels  appear t o  be on the ~ ~ C R B S S .  and this 
trend is expected to continue. 
higher timber sale level  i a  being retained so that hsrvest  C L L ~  

continue t o  increase. see Chapter I1 of the FEE for more 
de ta i l s .  
b. Several changes yere made in manegemem approach to  reduce 
budget needs (see Appendix B of the FEIS). 
C .  Pell ick Ridge has been pmposed for Wilderness designation 
while the other -ae are mostly in Management Area 2 01. 29. 
Management A r e a s  2 and 29 appear t o  m w w  eSeantibliy the 8811e 
BS Management Area 8 .  
d. The old-growth requimment h a s  bean increaaed f% 8 t o  10 
percent of the land e a  below 5.500 feet in elevation. hu 
inventory indicates that  there is abut  1 1 Z  existing. 
10% has been m o v e d  f- the regulated timber base. see, also, 
the response t o  l l b l  above. 

" A b  

Updated rod Cost8 LM included in the analysis described 

Ihe f lexibi l i ty  to pmvide for a 

The enti- 
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~ e s p a n s e  t o  Letter $128 - Cedron  ones. page 128c 
E-393 

11. The a c t u a l  1985 budget (as a c t u a l l y  s p e n t )  is compared t o  t h e  
est imated F ina l  P l an  budget i n  t h e  fol lowing c h a r t  ( a d d i t i o n a l  d e t a i l  
is a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  Planning Records - all values ace expressed i n  
1986 dollars): 

F i n a l  Plan Chanqe from 
Timber 88.697 .OOO S10.200.OOO *17% 
Roads 6.182.W 10.3W.000 6 7 %  
RecIWildlife 869.000 2.052.WO +I362 
Range 7 O . W  102,000 46% 
Other 3 . 5 4 0 ,  O W  7,319,000 +32% 
TWCAL I21.358.WO 129,993,000 4 0 %  

The F i n a l  Plan budget estimates s s u e  t h a t  t h e  e n t i r e  program 
descr ibed i n  t h e  F ina l  Plan w i l l  be f u l l y  implemented and funded. 
f o r  any reason. programs and funds d i f f e r  from those  p ro jec t ed .  t h e  
MOniLming and Evaluat ion Plan w i l l  be used t o  determine appropriate 
a c t i o n .  

The es t ime ted  total Costs of monitoring and eva lua t ion  ere p a r t  of t k  
Fores t  Planning records and are  available f o r  Peview a t  t h e  Forest  
Headquarter9 i n  Libby, Montana. 

Tne FOPest Plan m*P Shows the areas which w i l l  even tua l ly  be rosded 85 

i nd ica t ed  by MA'S 11. 12. 14. 15. 16 and 17. Transpor t a t ion  
development plans have been Prepared f o r  some areas and m e  ava i l ab le  
f o r  i n spec t ion  a t  t h e  Engineering Zone Off i ces .  
prepared or updated t o  conform to  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  i n  t h e  F i n a l   ores st 
Plan. 
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  review i n  t h e  Forest  Supe lv i so r ' s  o f f i c e .  

The f i s h  populat ion e s t ima tes  shown i n  t h e  EIS were developed f o r  
compa~a t ive  PUPpoSBs using a madel which has  low r e l i a b i l i t y  i n  t h e  
abso lu te  sense. The r e l i a b i l i t y  would be f u r t h e r  reduced i f  the 
r e s u l t s  we- displayed by drainage. 
q u a l l t y  w i l l  meet S t a r e  Water Q u a l i t y  Standards.  

I f ,  

12. 

13. 

These p l a n s  will be 

A 5-year Capi t a l  Investment P l sn  f o r  Roads and Bridges is 

14. 

The bottom l i n e  is t h a t  u a t e r  

15. Emphasis w i l l  be Placed. 85 Opportuni t ies  become ava i l ab le .  on 
acquiring needed r i g h t s  within t h e  Clark Fork - Bul l  River and Upper 
F i she r  - vermil l ion - McGinniS epees to assist t h e  F o r r s c ' s  ob jec t ives  
in Obtaining add i t iona l  g r i z z l y  h e h i t a t  and maintaining roadless 
r e c r e a t i o n  OPpOrtYnitieS. 

l5a. Populat ion d a t a  f o r  most Species  (excluding b i g  game) does not  e x i s t .  
Monitoring of  w i l d l i f e  will gene ra l ly  be based upon h a b i t a t  c a p a b i l i t y  
r a t h e r  than Populat ion.  

156. A t rail  inventory is a v a i l a b l e  f o r  review a t  t h e  Fores t  S u p e r v i s o r ' s  
o f f i c e .  

T 
% 
w 
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E-394 Response to  Letter 1128 - Cedmn Jones. page 128d 

16. m e  'Kootenai National F o r e ~ r  Status RepOrt" is updated and published 
annually. I t  summarizes some of the information you mention and is  
available a t  a l l  Ranger Stations and the Forest S u p e ~ i s o r ' s  Office on 
request. 
taken. 

Your suggestion for a more comprehensive report  is well 

17. The desirable riparian conditions have been further.  and more 
forcefully.  described. h e  of the guidelines have been Osde  less 
equivocal and f l ex ib i l i t y  has been retained i n  Others. 

A Wilderness Action Plan is being developed to d e d  with S i t e  spec i f ic  
problems. 

The reference to  "unmanageable s t r i p s '  hm been removed, 

1la.  The Final Plan is more spec i f ic  about areas of motorized use. For 
the minerals Section. the term "generally" is retained because the 
exceptions are noted. FOP the lands Section. the term "normally" is 
retained because the exceptions are  noted. Ye do not have the 
authority t o  pmhibi t  mad construction for mineral a c t i v i t i e s  i f  the 
mad is necessary. As noted in the Fac i l i t i es  Beetion mads w i l l  not 
be constructed fo r  surface management ( tha t  includes timber harves t ) .  

? 
w 
\o c 
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E-395 
Response t o  Letter Xt28 - Cedron Jones. page 128e 

l7b.. The reference t o  motorized recreation has been deleted.  Horee use is 
acceptable. 
addressed in the Cabinet Mountains Wilderness Action Plan. 
and disease standard has been eliminated. 

Specific methods fo r  Site and use management w i l l  be 
The insect 

l7c. The ROS characterization applies t o  MA 10 i n  general. not j u s t  the 
are= you mentioned. 
be cmps t ib l e  with the goals f o r  w i n t e r  Pange management SO. i n  t h i s  
M. the Winter range management w i l l  Prevail. 
consistent with the goal of the management area and the r e s t r i c t ions  
described i n  the f a c i l i t i e s  standard. 
enhancement is designed t o  simulate n a t u c d  f i r e  fPequency and t o  
provide forage. 
manipulation (see the wild l i fe  and f i sh  standards). 

A visual quali ty objective of retention mey not  

New mads are Permitted 

m e  schedule fop habi ta t  

Timber h-est will rarely be used fo r  habi ta t  

17d. The timber h a m e e t  p m g ~ a m  i s  spelled Out i n  d e t a i l .  The habi ta t  

me standard involving edge e f f ec t  has been 
enhancement involves Other tools such 85 f i r e  ( t h i s  holds t rue  fo r  
other MA'a 85 well). 
c la r i f i ed .  Sea reswnse ill1 above. 

17 d 
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E-396 Response to  Letter ll28 - Cedmn Jones. page l28f 

l7e.  MA 13 has been removed from the regulated timber base and the 
standards and guidelines have been rewritten (generally in conformance 
with your comments). 

17f .  The Ten Year Sale Plan h a s  been revised 

178. This change has been made 

17h. These mads are adjacent t o  MA 4. but the ROS class overlaps MA 29. 17 d 
'NO surface occ~pancy" h a s  been added. These have been designated 
cor r idor  exclusion areas. The schedule fo r  habi ta t  enhancement i s  
designed t o  Simulate natural  fire frequency and to provide forage. 

17 f 



E-397 120g Response to  Letter $128 - Cedmn Jones. page 1 2 % ~  

P.S. 

17i. The pPovisions fo r  salvage harvest i n  KA 2 have been deleted. No 
harvest  w i l l  OCCYP. 

18.  Including B map shoving leases and the i r  holders is impractical. The 
Forest has hundeds of leases. The boundaries. Status and holders Of 
these change on a continual basis;  i t  is common COP more than 50 Snch 
changes to  occur in one month. The most meaningful information is the 
land available for leasing or for surface occupancy as provided in t h e  
Plan. 

Information on planned mineral exploration Bnd development is too 
speculative t o  be of s i t e  Specific value. 
location a d  nature of future mineral development potential  is 
pmvided i n  the US. 

17 h 

A narra t ive  on the general 
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October 28.1985 

K OGTSliA I BAT i CIUI. FOES: 
Route 3 ,  Box 700 
Libby, Mantzna 59927 

Gentlemen, 

I am w r i t i n g  i n  f a v o r  of A l t e r n a t i v e  N f o r  t h e  Kootenai  F o r e s t  
Plan.  - 

~esponse 50 Letter 1106 - ~vonne Wtheiser. first  page e-398 

1. We have evaluated the timber supply situation in the apes (including 
Flathead County) and have Wimiaed  the allorable sale qUBntify during 
the l i f e  of this Plan to  help provide some s t a b i l i t y  i n  the l o c d  
economy (see Appendix B of the FFJS). 

Wilderness and madless management are integral  par t s  of the 
multiple-use philosophy. h e  lm& can not Support timber harvest. 
some lands cost more t o  log than the timber rill ever be Worth and 
some lands provide more benefits  t o  the general Public when designated 
for other uses. ’Ihe Final Plan generally designates these lands to  
purposes Other than timber management including Pmposed Wilderness. 

2 .  

3 .  see response 12 above 

The Kootenai  i s  as impor t an t  t o  F la thead  County and a l l  Montana 
as it is to Lincoin Caunzy. 
YP f i r s t  must have a h e a l t h v  economv. me f o r e s t  i n d u s t r y  h e l m  

In order t o  help “Build Montana“, 
~. ._.. ~ ~ ~~~ 

P l e a s e  do not close up any  more of our PUGLZC l a n d s  by t u r n i n g  
i t  i n t o  more w i l d e r n e s s  and r o a d l e s s  areas. What land is l e f t  

P l ease  support A l t e r n a t i v e  N f o r  t h e  Kootenai Forest P-n. 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

c o p i e s  : 

m e  nonorable:  
John Melcher James McClure 
M ~ X  mucus Steven  Symms 
s on Marlenee Alan Simpson 
Pat Williams 



238 Response to  Letter 1238 - Richard C. Kerr 11, f i r s t  page 3-399 

The Final Plan c a l l s  fo r  a lower level Of timber harvest than 
Alternatives 0 and H. p~oposes  less Wilderness. designates more 
unroaded types of recreation. and requires less wading. 

The required mad mileage was reduced i n  the Final Plan by removing 
old-growth habitat  designations (MA 13) fmm the r e y l a t e d  timber 
base. 

The timber hervest level of 113 mmbf is an werage representing an 
ear ly  period of f u l l  pmdution and a l a t e r  period of low production i n  
the wood products industry for the last 10 years. The harvest levels 
e p p e a ~  t o  be OD the increase and th i s  trend is expected to  continue. 
Because of t h i s  anticipated increase. the f l ex ib i l i t y  to  provide for  a 
higher timber sale level is being retained. 

The 8% f i y r e  for old-growth retention i n  the Propwed Action r e l a t e s  
t o  the pepcentage of acres on the Forest below 5.5W f ee t  i n  
elevation. About 11% of t h i s  land base is currently in old-growth 
habitat  so your proposal for 12 to l5L is not possible. The Final 
Forest Plan re ta ins  10% of th i s  land base in old-growth condition. 
mese areas dispersed across the Forest and have been removed From 
the  r e p l a t e d  timber base. 

1 

2 

3 

. 
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3. 

4. 
3 

E-4W 

Response to Letter X238 - Richard C .  Kerr 11. page 238a 

SEE PREVIOUS PAGE 

nest of the Scotchman Peaks area (including Pellick Ridge1 has been 
proposed for Wilderness. Trout Creek has been designated 85 
MBnagement Area 29 due to the elk and mineral values in the area. 
29 permits some manipulation of vasetation so that the heath of the 
elk herd can be maintained. 
proposed for Wilderness designation. 
except the south h d P  OF the Cabinet Face EBgt area (MA 21 and 
Government Mountain (MA 2) have been pmp0sed for Wilderness 
designation, 
been designated es MA 2 for consistency with the designations on the 
Flathead side. 

MA 

A major portion OF the Ten Lekes ares is  
Host of the Cabinet Additions 

m e  Kwrenai Side of TuuChuCk and Thompson-Seton haw 

__ 
Response to Letter X'r3 - Richard C. Kerr 11. first page 

1. NO response needed. 

2. See response #I to your other letter 

. 



. 

1 .  See the f i n a l  Plan. 

2 .  The t i m b e r  harvest  level Of LlbDUt 170 MHBF represents an h i s to r i c  
ave~ege from 1979 thmugh 1985. 
221 HMBF per year. 
and t h i s  is expected +& continue. 
level is being re&& 90 t h a t  h e s t  Levels c m  conttnue t h i s  
trend. The allowable sale quantity 19 the pmjected annual volume 
tha t  can be so ld  and sustained over time. 

The road miles sham in the FJS are neither ta rge ts  or goals. but 
estimates of needs given today's technology. 
be continually reassessed as the tranriwortation system is developed so 
tha t  only those mds necessw t o  manage the Forest are ever bu i l t .  
The Final Plan includes a goal to minimize the mount of mad 
construction. 
supplies of timbep has been reduced i n  the Final Plan. 
a b u t  3.850 miles of new mad rill be needed to  access t h i s  land. 

The Monitoring and Evaluation Plan have been modified to  insure t ha t  
S t a t e  Water Qaul i ty  Standards rill be met. 
ManagBment Standards address your concerns. 

Much stream aide habi ta t  has been included i n  MA 13 and removed f m m  
the timber base (see the final Plan Mspl. 

The sale level during tha t  period was 

The f l e x i n i l i t y  for a higher s a l e  
m e  harvest levels appear t o  be on the increase 

3. 
The need for roads w i l l  

The mount of land managed to  pmduce continuous 
A t o t a l  of 

4 .  
The Riparian Area 

5. 
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a I 
6 .  The Final Plan provides comiderably more protection to  old-growth 

dependent species than does the Proposed Action. About 34% Of the 
mature and overnature timber acreage (excluding lodgepale pine) haF 
been removed ern. the regulated base. 
the land base inventoried as providing old-growth habi ta t  
charac te r i s t ics .  

7.  See rewonse 16 above 

Included i n  t h i s  is over 901 of 

8 .  me Tmut Creek m a  19 designated as Management Area 29.  
recognizes the Wilderness Values of the -e, but permits some habitar 
improvement to  insure continued health of the e l k  herd i n  the 
v ic in i ty .  

Much Of the Pellick Ridge Area has been pmposed for inclusion i n  the 
wilderness System (see the F i n d  Plan Map). 

Much of the Ten Lakes and Cabinet Additions A r e a s  have been proposed 
for Wilderness designation. 
been designated 89 MBnBgement Area 2 .  

This 

9 .  

10. 
Tiw Tuchueli and 'Ilnmpson Seton h a s  have 



3 263 b E-403 
~esponse t o  Letter (263 - Dan Klinger. page 263b 

11. Some of YOUP recornendations have been incorporated in the Final Plan 
and some have not .  See the Final Plan and EIS for further details. 

I 

r; 
r 
0 
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- I 

E-404 
Response to Letter $233 - Dr. Lopen L. Kreck. first page 

1. The Koorenai Final Forest Plan attempts to resolve all the issues 
presented during the planning process. both developmental and 
non-developmental. The Final Plan maintains the historic level of 
timber activity while preserving Options for future consideration, 
such as minerals. wilderness. roadless. etc. ?he Strength or we&ne55 
Of the Forest Plan will be in the implementation of the management 
prescriptions an-the-ground. If they PPDW to be unworkable chen the 
Forest Plan rill have to be revised. 



233 a 

2 .  The F i n d  Plan takes into eonsiQeratioh the timber harvest that has 
been OccuPing on adjacent private lands. 
d e t a i l s  on the local timber suPDly Situation.  

See Appendix B for more 

[: c 
0 
VI 



23 3 b e-406 
Response to Letter 1233 - Or. Loren L .  Kreck. page 233b 

3 .  We believe t h a t  the F ina l  Plan rePresents  B balanced approach to the 
issues and that  the f i n d  p r w f  will have to be  determined on-the- 
ground. See response #I. 

'p 
E 
0 m 
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Bozeman October 30. 1985 

Dear sirs. 

introduce myself. I was born and raised in Bergen, Norway 
Bergen is a large city on the southwest coast and is 
Surrounded by Steep mountains to the east and sea 
to the west. i came to Montana four Years ago. After a year 

Before I present my arguements. I have to 

L became a resident and U . S .  Citizen. Here I ' m  a Student 
at nsti Studying finance. Having experienced what environmental 
Drocection ~oiicies mean. both in EUrODe<D3rtiCUlaTlY 
in Norway and Sweden) and 
ana evaluate on 't. 

wilderness wild and the forest industry alive is very 
difficult for nontana. Cooperation is especially difficult 
because Of the strong polarization Of different interests. I 
believe that in Order to avoid too much "clashing" Some 
c l e a r .  reasonable. and effective government standards 
must be set. Maybe some points Of emphasis can help. 

1. Erosion: 

in Montana, i ai able to Compare 
I t  is clear for me to see that cornpromizing between Keepin 

1 4 2 A fine balance must be maintained so that both 
loggers and recreationists can use new road5 
after they are already made. This means being 
able to L& on them. I n  Montana Where the soil 
usually is very '"loose" as compared with soiiu 
rock. a direct demand by the government ShOUlU 
be t o m  along the roads. and to e 
streamslde areas. It is in evervone's Interest 
to prevent erosion of soil. 

2. wild'lands: 
It is clear in my mind that present 
ieafSiation sfves more room for'development 
than for Protection. Examples are area3 Such as 
the KDotenal National Forest and the Mission 
National Forest. I have person all^ witnessed 
loggina doina great damage t o  prime Grizzly8 
Black bear habitat in the nissions. They are 
about to loose their last hideouts and huckle- 
beery feeding areas. Another example is the 
Kootenai area. 

The proportions Seem to be way Off 
when o n l y  4% Or less Of this Unlque area has 
wilderness Status. When arguing for wilderness 
specific Scientific factors Such as watershed 
boundaries. habitat boundaries. and migration 
routes with summer- and winter ranges must be 
knOYn. This favors larger KLfM area(%) 
rnt.her than smaller pieced UP lands for Protection. 
Why could we not COmpromize by giving UP smaller 
areas in return for better' Protection of a few 

Response to Letter X2Z9 - Jan Kuhnle. first page 
E-407 

1. We agree. 
currently being used. 

These are Soil and Water Conservation Practice3 that are 

2 .  We agree. 
Standards in the Final Forest Plan document. 

See the Monitoring and Evdluatian Plan and the Forestwide 

3 .  NO response needed. 



.I  

3. 

head Should. in the interest Of the nation. 
be sec aside with full Wilderness P r O C e C t i D n 1  
That Lould brlna benefits for a l l  while at the 
same time ending unneccessar? use Of reso~ices 
Spent in a continuous. never ending. fight on 
a low Level. I t .  would mean taking a scrong 
Bovernment Stand. hut ic Would save the 
most Spectacular and valuable wilderness areas 
left in the U.S. from s l o w l v  deteriorating. 
Deterioration c~rnes *iCh: LOOgin9. U.S. forest 
~ e r v l c e  CamPBrOilnds and the use of any vehicle 

~ 

WiLh E h m .  as weli as  with mining and oil8 
gas e\ploratian. khv Should marginal Profit- 
ability from so1811 indusrries l i k e  forescry 
and rnininq be S e t  before the fait Of nature?  
The balancing or cornpromizing must be done on 
fair and factual yroiinds. and not accurdinil 
to marginal Profit motives. In the \erg near 
future american citizens may experience a cut 
in the amount Of workd3yS Per week and Per year 
so that more  time could be spent on recreation. 
hobbies, and a w e l l  deserved Yearly four week 
Summer Vacation. 'This i s  today a fact in most  
european COUntTieS. Factors such 8s automated 
faCtOrie3 and high Speed Olobal Informarion and 
service industries will likely dominate the 
economic expansion ahead. Let the future have 
some room for decisions and options. Interests 
Such as hiking. hunting. flshing. and Skiing 
must get a higher priority, a priority for the 
future. 1' 
Old-growth forest: .. - 
A very Unique and ProteCtlYe worthy 'forest grows 
in the Kootenai. Maybe some day it can become 
a new national Park based on new principles: 
Let people use the park. but only by foot and 
horse! It surprises me hou lazy americans are. - 
Experiencing nature is done by living In it, not 
traveling through it. 
HistoricailY wilderness has been a place to 
Share8 exoerience Untouched and unspoiled nature 
Does history still mean anything? 

1 6UPPOrt a priority for wilderness because 
I k n o w  that in Europe people seek t o  find what's left 
Of I t  in Increasing numbers. I n  Norway we have EUrope'S 
largest "national park", Hardangervidda. It can Only be 
used by hikers. This is the Only way to self-regulate the 
number O f  People using It. The s ize  Of this area also makes 
It good for 58811 wood cabins to be built 15 

6-408 
Response to Letter tlZ29 - Jan Kuhnle.  age 229a 

4. See the Final Forest P l a n  and Map. 
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l 5  for those who like to use Z l iem.  A System Of trails and 
4006 maps with boundaries are ail you need. The cabins 
are ais" used on a self-service basis with keyes g i v e n  
only to one or two persons at a time. Food can be bought I 
in these cabins by leaving money in a deposit box. 
*isuses are few. If you think that the quality of wilderness 
has been decreasiw YOU a r e  *.row. Hunting, fishing. 

I 
hiking. and camping is just as good as it was 10000 vears 
agg when people first came here to l i v e .  M a w  areas inside 
this "park" is private and is therefore closed to hunting 
and fishing. but camping and hiking is free for a l l .  
BY including pri~ace lands in the "park", boCh the rights 
Of Landowners and recreationlsts are protected. The 
Landowners can hunt and fish Yirh nets on their Properties 
as they have alwa?s done. but Cannot hinder hikers from 
crossing thelr land. MOSt hikers Use the established trails 
from Older days anyway. I c a l l  it open for ail Lana 
management. At least it does away with danyerous barbwire 
fences! Agoin this System faiwrs wilderness areas of real 
Size. but also cooperation and understanding from the 
farmerslranchers. That is after a l l  what it is all about: 
mified large areas of Untouched lands for humans and animals 
to explore side by side. 

3 

. 

5. No response needed 



223 6. DeSnet 
W l t o n ,  Montana 59&0 

cct. 28, 1985 
Kootenai Natioml Forest 
Libby, bn tana  59923 

Ref: Ycw l a t e s t  puolie fores t  plan 

CRntlhm: 

I read recently of row newest fores t  plan and your request 

f a r  public input. 

aitten'oot Forest in &alli & m y ,  and I gather t h a t  y m  

plan is  similw in that you trylnq t o  decide p r i o r i t i e s  

fOF the  Eutme Use of OUT plli l ie fores t  lands, and -e asking 

h t a n a  citizens t h e i r  riahes. 

I am a senlor c i t izen  and do not work myselP. but I do under- 

stand how W o r t a n t  it is f o r  j o b  t o  oe avdlable for the  

yowe? people. 

tax bwe 80  tha t  my om property taxes rill not get t o o  high. 

yle have had a l o t  of t r o u l e ,  here d t h  rn l m b e r  mFus. M c h  

are our "iagest &nplqeesin ow valley. They do not emplw near 

89 m w  people a before m d  msv have had t o  lewe t o  seek jobs 

ekenhere. Y m  -a &so has a lot o f  timber and logging activitr 

and 1% 5w2 yeu need jobs in t h e  mods there  too. 

take a y  m e  prdductive lands out of circulations and lock them 

op in vilsierness or roadless. Iet them be -4ed rmdsr multiple 

we, 80 they can be availanle for tinber when the  need ex is t s .  

% recently had a $ i d l e r  procedure f a r  the  

- 

And I an concerned about taxes, and a healthy 

Please do not  

- 

157 

1 

lfter all, trees are just l i k e  w agriculture mop-they a m  

newable. 

Old, beconed eseased or die from fire, and that8 a terriale naste. 

Fut aside in rilderness, they dll e v e n t u a u  just grow 

€410 

R~~~~~~~ to LettBL. 1157 - F ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s  R. naeutz. first page 

1. The F i n d  Forest Plan designates the productive and economicdly- 
su i ted  lands for timber production. 
wilderness and roadless are generally those lands where productivity 
is low and the economic OppoPtUnifieS are l i m i t e d .  

Wilderness is one of the  multiple-uses that provides many values for 
both people and wi ld l i fe .  

The lands designated f o r  

2 .  

m 
I c 
E 



James P. .Ratnbun 
S u p e r v i s o r ,  Kao tena i  N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  
R.? 3,  Box 753 
Libby, Y ?  59923 

Dear a. R a t i b m .  

rheae  are  ny comments on t h e  proposed f o r e s t  pla?.. I have been 
advised t o  keep  t h e m  s i t e  s p e c i f i c  and r e f e r e n c e d  t c  t h e  documents 
?e-tai i l ir .e to i h p  n l a n  i f  I wish them t o  be  effective. I w i l l  a t t e m t  r _ _  ~ .~ . ~ ~ .  ~~ ~ ~~ 

t o  d o  so -- blit tnough they  ma? be & e n t e r a b l e  i n t o  your  computer.  
and t h e r e f o r e  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d ,  I f e e l  compelled t c  make Some g e n e r a l  
a b s e r r a t i o n s  as well. 

I manage my l and  w i t h  t h e  i n t e n t i o n  of l e a v i n g  i t  t o  my c h i l d r e n  
w i t h  i t s  p r o d u c t i v i t y  undiminished a n d ,  nopefuliy. enhanced. T h i s  
means keep ing  i t s  s o i l  f e r t i l e  and uneroded.  i t s  'water clean. a?.d i t s  
p l m t  and a n i m a l  p o p u l a t i o n s  d i v e r s e  and h e a l t h ? .  

I c o c s i d e r  what conseouences m s  a c t i o n s  w i l l  have l o n g  a f r e r  I am 

. 

gone; 
i n  my l i f e t i m e  so t h a t  p o s t e r i t y  might enjoy g r e a t e r  b e n e f i t s .  none- 
tar" as w e l l  as o t h e r w i s e .  f o r  a e e s  t o  come. I b e l i e v e  t h a t  as  a 

I f o r e g o  some monetary b e n e f i t s  I could d e r i v e  from the  land 

---* -- -~ ~ 

n a t i o n .  we are  mora l iv  o o i i g a t e d l t o  a d o p t  such  an a t t l t u d e  toward t h e  
Icanagement o f  o u r  p u b i i c  l a n d s .  

T snnnnse  t h a t  manv ~ e o ~ l e  i nvo lved  i n  managing our f o r e s t s  feel t h a t  - _.=~..~ ~ 

t h i s  is  t h e  a t t i t u i e ' o f ' t h e  Fores t  Se rv ice . .  l%e proposed p l an  is ,  
a f t e r  a l l ,  t h e  c u l m i n a t i o n  o f  y e a r s  of p l a n n i n g ,  and b e s t  management 
p r a c t i c e s .  i t  i s  a s s u r e d ,  w i l l  be  fo l lowed .  
I d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  c a n  see t h e  f o r e s t  f o r  the t r e e s .  

Yet.  as t h e  c l i c h e  goes ,  

e n t i t y ,  w i t h  i t s  component p a r t s  -- t r e e s ,  p l a n t s ,  water, s o i l s ,  v i l d -  

s t r e s s e d  or d e s t r o y e d ,  t h e  rest are a f f e c t e d .  and e v e n t u a l l y ,  we a r e  
a f f e c t e d .  
of all a s p e c t s  of  t h e  f o r e s t .  U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  i t  seems e v i d e n t  t o  me 
t h a t  t h e  mal  of t h i s  p l a n  i 9  t o  meet a p rede te rmined  q u o t a  of t imber  1 The b i a s  toward t i m b e r  p r o d u c t i o n  i s  so p e r v a s i v e  that  i t  l a r g e l y  
goes unrecognized -- " f o r e s t "  and " t imber"  a r e  v i r t u a l l y  synonymous. 
The f o r e s t ,  however,  is far more than  j u s t  trees. It is a l i v i n g  

l i f e  -- ana logous  t o  t h e  o r g a n s  o f  a bods.  

The g o a l  of a f o r e s t  p l a n  should be t o  e n s u r e  t h e  i n t e g r i t y  

When one element  i s  

o r o d u c t i a z  i n  t h e  l e a s t  O b j e c t i o n a b l e  manner. I 

Wood i s  a wonderful  substaa-ce f o r  b u i l d i n g  and making t h i n g s  w i t h  -- 
renewable.  b e a u t i f u l ,  s t r o n g ,  and d u r a b l e .  My house i s  b u i l t  w i t h  

c l o t h e  my f a a i l y ,  as m o s t  of t h e  money w e  spend i s  made a t  jobs  t h a t  

I want t o  make i t  clear t h a t  I have  no o b j e c t i o n  t o  c u t t i n g  t r e e s .  

wood and h e a t e d  w i t h  wood, a n d  t h e  k i l l i n s  o f  t r e e s  h e l p s  f e e d  and  

are p a r t  of t h e  c u t t i n g  c y c l e .  I v i e w  i t  as I do o i c k i n e  b e r r i e s .  
or g a t h e r i n g  eggs, o r  prllninrr f l u .  
k i l l i n g  t r e e 8 .  b u t  I loa 

1 
h e a l t h  of t h e  f o r e s t .  - I 

.~ -. ~~ ~ - ~~ i t  t r e e s .  I have no q u z r r e l  w l t h  
.% t h e  d i s r e g a r d  f o r  and damagmg of t h e  

The impact s t a t e m e n t  p r o j e c t s  a 4% t o  7% d e c l i n e  i n  t o t a l  ;-ish popu- 
l a t l o n  on t h e  f o r e s t ,  w i t h  an 8% t o  12% d e c l i n e  i n  mig ra to r?  f i s h .  l3 

E-411 R~JPOOSC t o  Letter Y281 - B i l l  Martin. f i r s t  page 

The alternatives we= designed tQ resolve the issues i n  VBP~OUS 
and i t  w w  found that higher timber hamest levels VPPP passible even 
vhil  

reach except i n  Alternative D which YBS designed to come as close to 
the R P A  goals as possible and i n  Alternative I which was designed to  
approximate the current direction. 

maximizing amenity oriented OUtPUts l ike Wilderness and elk. 
The,was .g no pre-determined timber quota which we were attempting to 

2. The timber program levels described in  the F i n a l  Plan are projected to 
be indefinitely Sustainable. 

3. No one, including the Forest Service or  the Montana Department of 
F i sh .  Wildlife and Parks.  has the abi l i ty  t o  accurately predict the 
volume of sediment moving into streams 0.- the numerical ecfect upon 
f i s h  Populations resulting from timber harvesting ac t iv i t i e s  on the 
Kootenai National Fores t .  
upon the best date available and serve well when deuolnnina 

The mathematical models we used are based 
~~~~ ..... 

comparisons of ILltematiVeS. 
Quality Standards must not  be violated. 
Problem by modifying the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan to  insure that 
these standards are met. 

The bottom l ine is that State  Water 
Ye have addressed this  

m 
P 
r 
r 
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The v a l u e s  assumed f a r  t imber  are of  c e n t r a l  impor t ance  t o  t h e  pro- 

I posed p l a n ,  s i n c e  t h e y  in fo rm t h e  computer as  t a  which areas are eco- 
n o n i c a l l y  s u i t a b l e  f o r  c u t t i n g ,  and wnich are n o t .  I t  i s  c r u c i a l  t o  
trv t o  arrive at r e a l i s t i c  v a l u e s .  and i t  would be Drudent t o  l e a v e  --" - ~~~ 

some cush ion  f o r  error on t h e  s r d ;  of c a u t i o u s  conse rva t i sm.  I n s t e a d , l  , 
j o u ~ h a v e  used tie h i &  v a l u e s  of t n e  l a t e  '~O'S, v a l u e s  t h a t  have  n o t  
been approached s i n c e  then .  and a r e  n o t  l i k e l y  t o  be  s e e n  again soon.  
h,ue .h  of  t h e  t i m b e r  t h a t  was b i d  so h i a h  then  1s b e i n g  r e t u r n e d .  A I 
r e c e n t  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  b u l l e t i n  inform; me t h a t  p u r c h z s e r s  w i l l  r e t u r n  
740 mmb f i n  Montana and S o r t h e r n  Idaho,  and t n a t  n a t i o n a l l y  t h e  
amount w i l l  b e  4 b i l l i o n  b f .  

.~ 

By Using what seem t o  be  t h e  h i g h e s t  p o s s i b l e  v a l u e s ,  w h i l e  a t  
same t ime ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  my r e a d i n g  o f  appendix 9,  u s i n g  minimum 

E-412 
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4. There we5 no estimate of sediments entering streams included i n  the 
DEIS. 
movement tha t  w a s  wmngly interpreted as being s o i l  moving i n to  
Streams. 
e i thec  the absolute volume OF human-caused erosion on the Kootenei NF 
or sedimentation in to  the streams of the Kmtenai NF. Thus we have 
keyed our management to  insuring tha t  denaging sedimentation does not 
i n  ac tua l i ty  occur: an approach tha t  focuses on r e a l i t y  rather than 
mathematical modeling. 

In an e a r l i e r  DEIS issued i n  1982 we shaved B f igure  For s o i l  

?here is no available technique for re l iab ly  estimating 

5 .  The timber volumes provided For each a l te rna t ive  are "allowable sale 
quantit ies".  The actus1 Supply and demand relationships tha t  come to 
pass w i l l  determine whether or not t h i s  timber w i l l  ac tua l ly  be sold 
and a t  what price. 
area over the next decade has been added to Appendix B of the FEIS. 
Included is consideration of declining jobs per W F  processed. 
assume tha t  the volume of timber processed remains constant. our 
analysis indicates tha t  public lands w i l l  need to contribute more 
volume because pr iva te  lands do not appear t o  be managed on a 
"on-declining basis.  The amount Of timber offered by the Kmtenai 
National Forest is maximized For the 10 year l ire OF t h i s  plan 
(assuminp appropriate funding leve ls )  to  o f f se t  t h i s  decrease Fmm 
Private lands. BS m u c h  as Possible. and thus contribute to  s t a b i l i t y  
in the economic and soc ia l  fabr ic  of the area. 

The fac tors  you list and many others Play upon the supply and demand 
PelatioNhipS tha t  Can be expected For timber i n  the future.  
no availabls technique Par accurately projecting changes i n  these 
fac tom or long or short  t e n  supply and demand relationships as they 
r e l a t e  r0 a par t icu lar  National Forest. For this reason w e  w i l l  have 
t o  w a i t  t o  see what rill happen. In order to f a i r l y  pred ic t  the 
poten t ia l  envimnmental impacts of the Forest Plan. we have used the 
allowable sale quantity (Asp) to pro jec t  impacts. The ASP is a cost 
e f f i c i en t  leve l  OF output given a set of cons tmints  designed to  
resolve the public issues and management concerns i n  some way. The 
future value of timber is based upon PmjeCtiON OF national supply 
and demand relationships. 

The values used For timber m indeed important i n  identifying the 
areas t ha t  are econOmiCal1y su i tab le  fo r  cutt ing.  I F  only the dol la r  
values a s swia t ed  with Outputs and the do l l a r  Costs of pmducing them 
were considered in development of the Final Plan. the timber values 
would be more important in the Final Plan. A 9  described in Appendix B 
of the D E B .  a whole Series of Feetors without ident i f iab le  dol la r  
values were considered subjectively in developing the Forest Plan ( the  
ne t  subjective value portion of the net public benefit  equation). 
Cansideration of these items makes the Final Plan less sens i t ive  to  
changing timbep values. 
where a new set of timber values were tested and comDared t o  the 

The r e su l t s  of an analysis of timber supply i n  t h e  

I f  we 

There is 

6 .  

This is displayed in Appendix B of the FEIS 

original set. 

m 
c 
c 
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I f i g c r e s ,  I f e e l  you have f a t a l l y  f l awed  t h i s  p i a n .  I sugaest you 
r e , m r k  t h e  whole t h i n g ,  u s i n g  r e a l i s t i c  numbers.  

?se u s e  of t h e  lowest, o r  h i g h e s t ,  of a r a n g e  o f  numbers (depend ing  
or, wcat c o n c l u s i o n  i s  d e s i r e d )  i s  m a n i p u l a t i o n ,  r a t h e r  than o b j e c t i v e  
a z z ~ i s a l .  of data  t h a t  i s  n o t  P r e c i s e l y  a u a n t i f i a b l e .  Vhen Dam- 
&':ers are  w i d e l y  spaced .  t h e  r e a s o n a b l e  h i n g  t o  b i s  p i c k  : median 1 

I number. Two d i s t u r b i n g  examples  o f  this n o t  beinR done are t h e  a c r e -  
age  r e q u i r e d  per  s r i z z l j ,  and the p e r c e n t  o f  o ld -g rawtn  t o  be  main- 
t a i n e i .  I n  b a t h  Cases .  t h e  amounts a r e  c u t  t o  t h e  bone. and t h e  bone 
1 s  x e l l  n o t c h e d .  I 
I am n o t  a g r i z z l y  b e a r  e x p e r t ,  b u t  I a m  a c q u a i n t e d  w i t h  encugh of- 
tne people  who s t u d y  b e a r s  t o  r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  no g r i z z l y  ex- 
p e r t s .  No one  h a s  y e t  succeeded i n  t a l k i n g  w i t h  one ,  b u t  if anyone 
e v e r  d o e s ,  I ' m  sure t h e y  w i l l  f i n d  t n a t  t h e  b e a r s ,  much l i k e  humans, 
va ry  6 r e a t l . y  i n  t h e i r  l i k e s  and d i s l i k e s ,  and what  t h e y  f e e l  they 
need. Because some bear i n  G l a c i e r  Fa rk  d o e s  n o t  mind peop le  wa tch i r  
it f i s h  d o e s  n o t  mean t h a t  a b e a r  i n  t h e  C a b i n e t s  a p p r e c i a t e s  t h a t  
1oggir.g on i t s  t u r f  i s  supposed t o  b e  f o r  i t s  b e n e f i t ,  or t h a t  i t  is 
n o t  s t r e s e e d  by h e l i c o p t e r s  and d r i l l i n g  r i g s .  I w i l l  v e n t u r e  t o  
o p i n e ,  as a n o n - g r i z z l y  e x p e r t ,  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a t  least one b e a r  that  
g e t s  downr igh t  d i s t r a u g n t  a t  t i e  p r o s p e c t  o f  a c o u p l e  of l a r g e  mines 
i n  i t s  b a c k y a r d .  I urge you t o  be more a s s i d u o u s  i n  your  e f f o r t s  t o  
s e e  t h a t  i t  i s  l e f t  i n  peace .  - 

8 

9 

Your nanagement  g u i d e l i n e s  s a y  that a 1000-acre  u n i t  would 
( e a p h a s i s  added)  meet the n e e d s  o f  a l l  o ld -g rowth  r e l a t e d  
However. t h a t  f i g u r e  i s ' d i s m i s s e d  as b e i n g  " u n r e a l i s t i c " .  and 50-100 
a c r e  u n i t s  are d i s c u s s e d .  w i t h  t h e  r e a s s u r i n g l y  f i r m  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  
"50 acres s h o u l d  t h e  e x c e  t i o n  r a t h e r  t h a n  the r u l e . "  H u t  I am 

I s e e  n o  r e a s o n  why any  s t i l l  e x i s t i n g  o ld -g rowth  s t a n d s  O f  1000 a c r e s  
c n u l 3 n ' t  o r  shouldn't be o r e s e r v e d .  I doub t  t h e r e  a r e  many, i f  a n y ,  

" G I  t r e a s s u r F r a n a ,  & a T l X X n G g e r e d -  

~ .... ~~ . 
of  t n a t  s i z e  l e f t ,  b u t  t h e  b i g g e r  t h e  b e t t e r ,  as c a n  be Seen in f i g u r e ]  
1. a > ? e n d i x  17 .  
a p p r o x i m a t e l y  17% of old-growth r e l a t e d  s p e c i e s .  

According t o  i t ,  even 100-acre s t a n d s  canno t  s u p p o r t  
~~ 

r e s o u r c e s  a r e  t o  be managed under  s ~ a s t a i n e d  y i e l d  p r i n c i p l e s .  The 
e l i r i n a t i a n  of m o s t  of t h e  old-growth f o r e s t  t h a t  is l e f t .  and t h e  
a t t e r iCan t  r e d u c t i o n  of p l a n t  and animal p o p u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  depen- 
d e n t  on i t .  i s  c e r t a i n l y  a Violation of  t h e  S p i r i t ,  i f  n o t  t h e  letter, 

The h a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  Management Act c l e a r l y  s t a t e s  t h a t  all forest 

Response to  Let te r  1281 - B i l l  Martin. page 287b 
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7. A broader base period for timber " d u e .  Coupled With lower estimates 
of red pr ice  increases over time and lover mad cos t s  (as ac tua l ly  
experienced). w a s  used to  test the Sens i t i v i ty  of the  Final plan (see 
Appendix B of the F U S ) .  
used in development Of the DEIS or Plan d though an approach lire tha t  
w a s  used in the 1982 DEIS. 
Si tua t ions  1 and 2 i s  managed to  be compatible with gr izz ly .  
percent of old-grwth  retained has been increased. 

Impacts on BPilrlY bear are evaluated before Such pro jec ts  ape 
implemented. 

me F i n d  Plan pmvides considembly more pwtec t ion  to  old-growth 
dependent species.  
acreage (excluding lodgepole pine) has been removed from the  reglllated 
timber base. 
inventoried as Providing old-gmuth habi ta t  charac te r i s t ics .  

Because of pas t  f i r e s  and timber harvest .  feu large old growth stands 
remain within the regulated pmtians of the  Pmposed Action. 
ex i s t ing  o l d - m t h  stands in maded apeas are i n  the 50 to  loo B C P ~  
Sire  range: hmever a few of these 
the unregulated Portions of the Proposed Action. numemus Old-gmwth 
stands i n  excess of 1wO acres ex i s t .  
portion of the Forest  w i l l  be protected fmm timbep harvest .  
of the  ex i s t ing  old-gmuth (on lands below 5.500 feet i n  elevation) 
W i l l  be re ta ined  and protected fmm timber harvest i n  the F i n d  Plan. 
This is IO$ of the land base below 5.500 f e e t  i n  elevation. 
hagemMt A r e a  13. which w a s  managed under long m t a t i o n s  i n  the 
Pmwsed Action. has been enlarged and removed f m n  the regulated 
t i m b e r  bsse so t ha t  no harvest  rill occur. 

Your pmposal f a r  15% old-gmrth is not prac t ica l .  Our inventory 
ind ica tes  t ha t .  a t  most. 11% of the land w e  below 5.5W f e e t  i n  
elevation currently Supplies habi ta t  for Old-growth dependent 
8Pecies. 
Final Plan r e t a ins  10%. See Response H9. above. 

Them is no "acreage required pep gr izz ly"  

A l l  hab i ta t  ident i f ied  as gr i zz ly  
The 

8. 

9 .  
About 341 Of the mature and OVematuPe timber 

Included i n  t h i s  is over 901 of the land base 

10. 
Most 

as l a rge  as 600 acres. Within 

Those Stands i n  the unregulated 
Over 90s 

11. 

Research suggests an 8 to  10 Percent minimum acreage and the 
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of t n e  l a w .  Tne 8% guide l ine  z a y  be lePa11v d e f e n s i b l e .  but i t  19 I 

j u x t a p o s i t i o n  of openings . . . x  ill be c o n t r o l l e d  t o  a in imize  s imulta-  
neous change on both s i d e s  of a r i i a r i a n  zone;..", 'SKid t r a i l s  a n d  
landings  ... w i l l  be r e s t o r e d  t o  nearly n a t u r d  condi t ions. . ." ,  a n d  
" . . . in te rvening  spaces  between o p n m g s  w i l l  be s u f f i c i e n t  t o  provide  
cover  and v i a b l e  h a b i t a t  ...." I n  view of what the  plan deems "suf- 
ficient t o  mavide"  f o r  old-growth r e l a t e d  GDeCies. t h i s  1angliaKe ? 

not  r i g h t .  15% o l d - i m v t n  r e t e z s i o n  w ; l d  i e a v e  room far  
nan-caused lass, as well as f o r  the possibility t h a t  w i l d l i f e  bia!- 

s t a n d s  should c e r t a i n l y  be w t a i n e d ,  b u t  any  f u t u r e  c u t t i n g  i n  old- 
growth s t a n d s  shoulC l e a v e  several hundred a c r e s .  There should be 

growth i n  each of tile 3 h a b i t z t  groups i d e n t i f i e d .  t o  i n s u r e  (hope- 

o g i s t s  have underestimated scze  s p c i e s '  needs. Exis t ing  50-acre 

f l ; l l y )  s u r v i v a l  on the  f o r e s t  of a l l  old-growth r e l a t e d  s;ecies. 

a t  l e a s t  one more o r  l e s s  contiguous 1000-acre area managed f o r  

1 Since  old-growth s tands  a r e  s e l f - s u s t a i n i n g ,  and s i n c e  there  a r e  
ootimum areas f o r  tiem t o  be. m r t i c u l a r i v  -- accord inz  t o  VQUT o m  

12. Old-G-th habi tats  are retained where they e x i s t .  MA 13 is widely 
distribured LICTOPS the Forest as CM be ~ e e n  on the Parest Plan maD. 

Old-gmuth stands to be retained have bem removed From the timber 
base. 

n e  riparibn area aanagement standards have been miwed and modified 
as necessary to  insure protect ion of re~oucces while permitting 
e s s e n t i a l  m s g e m e n t  F l e x i b i l i t y .  
manaBe+mt 

13. 

14. 

Much of the old-gmvth of 
13 ie located in or adjacent to riparian mae.  

15. I h e  Forest Service ha. the Fespansibi l i ty  to m a n a g e  the Fish hnbitat 
whereas the State  of Uontana l a  respcnsible for manag- the fish. 
addit ion the HhE P l a n  has been modified to lnsure that  Stnte Water 

In 

~. ~ ~~ ~ I ~~ ~~. ~ 

i u i d e l i n e s  -_ i n  r i p z r i a n  zones, p r o t e c t i n g  watershed q u a l i t y ,  
should n o t  be moved about l i k e  pieces  on a cness  board. Cld-growth 
s t a n d s  t o  be re ta ined  snoold b e  rexoved from t i e  timber base. 

Tne g u i d e l i n e s  f c r  r i p a r i a n  zone aar.age?lent a r e  too vague. S t a t i n g  I 
tist-it i s  "desirable '  t o  keep sedimentat ion a s s o c i a t e d  with human 
r e l a t e d  a c t i v i t i e s  v i t i i i n  "acceptable"  l i m i t s  does n o t  provide any 
real information: nor does i t  dexons t ra te  a fir-  commitrent t o  ~ ~~ 

r i p a r i a n  zone Drotection. 1.;2n.y s t a t e m n t s  a r e  Qual i f ied .  ieaving l o t s 1  

. - . . ... . =. ~~~ 

does  not  convince me t h a t  tln; needs of r i p a r i a n  s;ecies will -be-suf-  I 
f i c i e n t l y  accomodated. I 
The plan says  it w i l l  "maintain f i s h  h a b i t a t  capable  of s u p p o r t i n r  
s p o r t  f i s h e r i e s  t o  a t  l e a s t  90% of c u r r e n t  l e v e l s  on a decadal  b a s i s .  
The em?hasis i s  on the h a b i t a t ,  n o t  the  f i s h  populat ion.  
mean you can s i r t u a l l v  wine o u t  a f i s h  oaoulat ion.  a s  long  as 90% d 
t t e  h a b i t a t  is 
Current  populat ions i n  nany streams are unknown. According t o  t a b l e  
IY-1, y o u ' r e  no t  w i l l i n g  t o  a l l n r a t c  t h e  monev t o  rcal lv  l e a r n  what 
they a ? e ~  r e r t a m l v  not  befori 
does] 
thing. 

Does t h i s  

15 
I 

I've seen too much s o i l  washed o f f  of c l e a r  
t h i s  f o r e s t  to  be l ieve  a whole l o t  i n  your  
t h i n g  to do is leave a n  undis turbed b u f f e r  zone along wateruays; 
i s  b a s i c a l l y  problem- and c a s t - f r e e .  
ward timber production. r a t h e r  t n a n  t o t a l  f o r e s t  management, *hich 
r u l e s  o u t  even cons ider ing  t h i s  opt ion.  

If the  primary o b j e c t i v e s  were t o  i n s u r e  t h a t  watersned i s  pro tec ted  
and h e a l t h y  populat ions of f l o r a  acd  fauna m i n t a i n e d .  kqd tnen,  with- 
i n  tile c o n s t r a i n t s  imposed by those  o b j e c t i v e s .  every e f f o r t  was made 
t o  maximize timber product ion,  I would n o t  be so opposed t o  the  t r e  
farm aypraach, provided t h a t  scund a g r i c u l t u r a l  p r a c t i c e s  were f o l -  
lowed. 

Yet h e r e  a g a i n  i s  the  b i a s  to-  

The p r i a r i t i e s  are reversed, however, and t o o  o f t e n  " b e s t  

Puality Standards w i l l  be met. 

16. We have mhlified the s t a n d d B  t o  requim use of the forthcoming "Soil 
and Hater Conservation Practices  HandbWk" (FSH 1509.22) in 
detemining approaches t o  preventing strew sedimentation. mill 
coupled w i t h  the Monitoring and Evaluation P l m .  which w i l l  i d e n t i f y  
patent ia l  problems and 8olutions.  ie designed to insure that  S t a m  
Water Puality Stmdards will be net. 
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D r a c t i c e s "  means what w i l l  maximize t h e  c u t  on tse n e x t  r o t a t i o n .  
;;tiler t n a n  what i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  g u a r a n t e e  that  t 5 e r e  can be a t h i r d ,  
or a t e n t i ,  o r  a t w e n t i e t h  r o t a t i o n .  I n  s p i t e  of l o o k i n g  ahead 80 
o r  more y e a r s  t o  t,:e n e x t  c s t .  I t h i n k  we a r e  being s h o r t - s i g h t e d .  - 
Three o r  f o u r  s ; r ings ago I w a s  p l a x t i n g  t r e e s  on a 177-acre c l e a r -  
c u t  on t h e  ilexford d i s t r i c t  when i t  was deluged by a thundershower 
o f  e p i c  p r o p o r t i o n s .  Judg ing  by 
t h e  d i s t a n c e  t h a t  r o o t  c o l l a r s  were s t i c k i n g  O u t  of t h e  ground,  i t  
appeared that j t o  1 i n c h  of s o i l  w a s  eroded f r o m  t h e  s l o p e s  i n  t n e  
space  of a few hour s .  Tn i s  was n o t  a un ique  Occurrence.  The t r e e s  
that  succunhed e i t h e r  were o r  w i l l  be  r e p l a c e d  by a subsequen t  
$ a n t i n g ,  and I imagine t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be a n i c e  l o o k i n g  s t a n d  o f  
t r e e s  t h e r e  i n  a decade o r  two; but t h a t  s o i l  w i l l  s t i l l  be gone. 

The s lopes  were g r e a t e r  tSan 65%. 

I Perhaps  a g e o l o g i s t  c a n  sake a gcod guess as t o  how Iong  i t  h a s  taken 
t 5 e  soils t o  form on t n e s e  mountains  -- I ca-. ' t  -- bu t  I have l i t t l e  
doubt  t h a t  i n  i n s t a n c e s  l i k e  t h i s  i t  i s  d i s a p p e a r i n g  f a s t e r  than i t  
is forming.-  Thin s a i l s  becoming t::inner w i l i - o n e  day be unab le  t o  
sGpport  a v i g o r o u s  s t a n d  o f  t i m j e r .  
c o n s i d e r  t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  f o r e s t s  s i n c e  recorded h i s t o r y  began i s  
e s s e n t i a l l y  a c h r o n i c l e  of t h e i r  d i sappea rance .  

Among the e a r l i e s t  writ ings known, on Sumerian c l a y  t a b l e t s ,  is t h e  
Q& 
Cedars. whe% t h e  f o r e s t  s t r e t c h e d  t e n  thousand l e a g u e s  i n  every 

If I s e e z  t o  be unduly alarmist, 

G i l  amesh. who w i t '  his  f r i e n d  h k i d u  w e l t  t o  t h e  l a n d  of t h e  __.-.-. ~ 

d i r e c t i o n .  mere t h e y  k i l l e d  t h e  giant who w a s  guardian of t h e - f o r e s t .  
and f e l l e d  t h e  t r e e s .  a n d  c l e a r e d  t h e i r  r o o t s .  as far as t h e  Euphrates .  
The Land of the Cedar s  i s  now a d e s e r t .  

S i n c e  then .  i n  f a c t  r a t h e r  t h a n  myth, t h e  t a l e  h a s  been r e p e a t e d  many ~~ 

t imes .  I t . i s  happening today  -- t h e  t r o p i c a l  r a in  f o r e s t s ,  home of 
t h e  m a j o r i t y  of t h e  wor ld ' s  l i f e  forms and source  of perhaps  40% o f  
i t=  ~ Y Y P L ~ .  a r e  ehr ink inE  i n  a r e a  r a o i d l v .  Across t h i s  coun t ry  t h e r e  ._ ._." ~-.. , __ ~ 

a r e  p l a c e s  t h a t  w i t h i n  l r v i n g  memory'were booming l o g g i n g  c e n t e r s  and 
ail1 towns, where now t h e r e  a r e  boarded up b u i l d i n g s  and slim p ick ings .  

t h a t  wa te r shed  was n o t  an a r e a  o f  conce rn  because t h e r e  i s  p l e n t y  Of 
water h e r e .  

In seven y e a r s  of working i n  v a r i o u s  a s p e c t s  of f o r e s t r y  I have asked 
a l o t  of  q u e s t i o n s .  and been s u r p r i s e d  a t  how o f t e n  t h e  answers a r e  
unknown. h c h  of what ls~~!uIovn is n o t ' w i d e l y  d i s semina ted .  Tn i s  
p a s t  summer I w a s  t o l d  by a l o n g  t ime F o r e s t  S e n i c e  employee t h a t  
b i g  Ponderosas  such as were blackened i n  t h e  Eaughton Creek f i r e  w i l l  
be  f u l l  of bugs i n  a few y e a r s ,  and should be C u t .  I was t o l d  by h i s  
approx ima te  c o u n t e r p a r t  a t  Champion t h a t  t h e  f i r e  d i d n ' t  h u r t  them a 
bit -- t h e y  w i l l  be l e f t  f o r  seed t r e e s .  

- 

I will obse rve  them a few 

17 

18 

19 

17. We s h a r e  YOU= concern For sccelerated s o i l  losa and have redeeieated 
several areas that  have that  w t e n t i a l .  

18. Watershed Protection 1s a critical component i n  the dwelopmmt .,f the 
Forest Plan. 
where e diagram shows that  the OrmortUnitv cost (in tern. ne nuv 

For exsmple. see Appendix B of the DEIS (page 0-109) 
~~ ~~~~ -. . . . . 

forgone1 of j u s t  the minimu. mm-&ent -Uileoents for soil and 
water protection w a s  1566.000.wO. 
provided i n  a l l  al ternatives.  
pmtect ion (ui described above. 

Depending upon how badly m individual t ree  w a s  stressed by the file 
and how intense the infestat ion or Pine beetles in the vicini ty ,  the 
tree m a y  die or mny not. In the case of a major fire. the lodgepole 
is often destroyed leaving l i t t l e  OPportUnity for beetle infestation 
to  develap. but Pandemsas could d ie  eventually as B resul t  of dsmage 
csused by the fire. 
b ig  Pondemsas mw d i e  even without the s t r e a B  of fire. 
vndoubtnbly get different  answers t o  your question depending UWD the 
context in which YOU ask it. 
should be "Cut and dried"; they often are not because more variables 

T h i s  level  of protection vw 
Ihe Final Plan provides even mm 

19. 

In locations where beetle infestations a m  heavy, 

While it may appear that  these 

You rill 

involved than .BY be immediately obvious. 
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You have l a b e l e d ~ t h e  lower i s l o p e s  a s  ;.-ii 1 4 .  
a r e a  is  h i g h l y  v i s i b l e  from t h e  3 u l l  Lake Road, d e f i n i t e l y  a ma jo r  
t r a v e l  c o r r i d o r .  A g r e a t  d e a l  of i t  i s  too  s t e e p  t o  road o r  t o  r e -  
f o r e s t .  Even if i t  were n o t  a n  i n t e g r a l  p a r t  Of t h e  w i l d e r n e s s ,  t h i s  
would c l e a r l y  be t h e  wrong a l l o c a t i o n .  

Yet i t  i s  i n t e g r a l  t o  the w i l d e r n e s s  -- all of P e l l i c k  Ridge i s  -- 
and a b s o l u t e l y  m u s t  be i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  w i l d e r n e s s  r ecozmenda t i an .  
Scotchman's  ( i n c l u d i n g  P e l l i c k  Ridge) r ece iveC t h e  second h i g h e s t  

Almost a l l  of t h a t  

y e a r s  be fo re  I vei:ture an  o p i n i i n  m e  'way o r  t t ~ e  o t h e r .  bu t  I o b s e r v e  

23 

is  n o t  ag reed  upon by :;eo;le w:!o s s ; p s e ? l y  know. a p d  make d e c i s i o c s  
now t h a t  even t h e  a'iswer t o  a quect:or. t . . a t  should be c s t  and d r i e d  

based on t h a t  supposed kr.owledge. 

I have y e t  t o  t a l k  w i t h  a f o r e s z r y  scr.co? grad t i z t e  'wan h-d more 
a cucsocy i n t r o d u c t i o n  ts how t ~ e e s  si.ould be pl-nted.  ?a most ,  t h e  
s u z l e c t  was n o t  e v e n  me:;tianed. i n  t h i s  i o r e s t .  t k e r e  is no s t a n -  
d i r d i z e d  F r o c e d u r e  f o r  ?IO* t u  care f o r  s e e d l i n g s  p r i o r  t o  p l a t i n g  
t h a .  E r m  one d i s t r i c t  t o  ar .c ther .  ~ n s t m c t i o r . ~  t o  c c n t r a c t o r s  for 
t r e e  c a r e  d i f f e r ,  and are  sor.etimes c o n t r a d i c t o r y .  I have h23 con- 
i i i c t i n g  d i r e c t i o n s  from one seisc?. t c  a n c t n e r  an  tne same d i s t r i c t .  

no E a t t e r  where on t h i s  f o r e s t ,  o r  i n  t h i s  c o u n t r y ,  t ney  happen t o  be. 

A t  t i e  n e x t  s t a s e ,  p l a n t i n g  t h s  t r e e s ,  c c n d i t i o n s  v a r ~  f r o -  s i t e  t o  
s i t e ,  judgements become more sub ;ec t ive .  and o p i n i o n s  a s  t o  hox it 
should be dcne i n  any p a r t i c u l a r  instance beeome more d i s p a r a t e .  And 

? rope r  care  o i  unp lan ted  seedlings should be basic h o a l e d g e ,  

s(i i t  g o e s ,  t o  a g r e a t e r  o r  lesser e x t e n t ,  a t  eac.3 s t a g e  of 

I have seen  s i l v i c u l t u r a l  p r e s c r i p t i o n s  on u n i t s  or. t h i s  f o r e s t  
d e f y  com:non sense. I have neard f a r  too  many f i r s t  person a c c o u n t s  
o f  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  p e r s o n n e l  be ing  Sent  o u t  t o  g a t h e r  data o r  make 
d e c i s i o n s  when they  were t o t a l l y  u n o u a l i f i e d  t o  do so.  The e o i n t s  

b u t  i n  p r a c t i c e ,  t hey  seldom e x i s t ;  and that  i f  I a p p e a r  t o  be o v e r l y  21 
I wish t o  make a r e - t h a t  "bes t  ninage'ment p r a c t i c e s ' '  i s  a f i n k  c o n c e p t ,  

concerned f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  of t h i s  f o r e s t .  i t  i s  because t h e  B o r e s t  I 
_I 

~ ~~~~~ ~~ ~ ~~ 

S e r v i c e  d o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  t o  be concerned enough. 
apprehens ive  i f  t h o s e  o f  you i n  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  seemed l e s s  c e r t a i n  
t h a t  you h o w  what you a r e  do ing .  
o f  s o i l .  w a t e r ,  w i l d l i f e ,  and timber on t h i s  f o r e s t  a r e  n o t  degraded 
beyond p r e s e n t  c o n d i t i o n s .  i t  w i l l  be. t o  my knowledge, t h e  f i rs t  
t ime i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of c i v i l i z a t i o n  t h a t  such  h a s  been t h e  c a s e .  

Looking a t  s p e c i f i c  s i t e s ,  I w i l l  s tart  c l o s e  t o  home. 
4 m i l e s  s o u t h  of Troy, between I r o n  Creek and Lake Creek r o a d s ,  just  
KE of Copper Kountain,  you have abou t  a half s e c t i o n  l a b e l e d  NA 17. 
I t  corners on my l a n d .  T h i s  land is n o t  viewed from any m a j o r  t r a v e l  
c o r r i d o r .  I t  is f l a t ,  p r o d u c t i v e  l a n d ,  t h e  m r t  s u i t e d  f o r  i n t e n s i v e  
t imber  mana6ement. I t  i s  most ly  surrounded by Chanpicn l a n d .  There 
i s  a h e a l t h y  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  w h i t e t a i l s  i n  t h e  a r e a ,  and o c c a s i o n a l  
e l k .  I ' d  s u g g e s t  chang ing  t o  YA 1 6 .  

I would be far less 

I f  tae q u a l i t i e s  and q u a n t i t i e s  

Approximately 

22 3 
The f i r s t  a r e a  I looked a t  when I g o t  t h e  plan w a s  t h e  Scotchman's  
Peak proposed w i l d e r n e s s .  
n r n t e s t s  a b o u t  n o t  i nc lud in r t  F e l l i c i t  Rldae -- t h i s  i s  a n o t h e r  one .  

I hope.you hzve r e c e i v e d  many o u t r a g e d  

€ 4 1 6  Reswnsc to Letter a287 - B i l l  Mart in .  page 287e 

20. Your point  about differing and apparently contraditory responses is 
addressed i n  ~eswnse ll9 above. m e  Forest Plan is not designed to 
address points as specific as h w  seedlings are cared for or plante. 
Onestions a t  t h i s  level Of specificity Should be addressed to  
persomel a t  the Ranger Di-triets. 

I n  as much as Forest management decisions are made and carried o u t  by 
mortal humans. errors can be expected. 

See the Final plan Map. 

Xuch of Pellick Ridge has been added to the Wilderness P~oposal.  see 
the Final Plan Hap. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

- c 
c 
m 
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zuooer  of  p s i t i v e  r e s p o n s e s  i n  t h e  n a t i o n  duFin:, AS33 I?. %en 
? S A 3 3 C  s u p p o y t s  ? e l l i c k  h d g e  for w i l d e r n e s s .  C e r t a i n l y  t h e  X o r t h -  
w e s t  C i t i z e n s  f o r  ' .g i lderness  X m i n g  C a . ,  whic'fl h o l d s  tine major 
c l a i m  b l o c k  in S t a r  Gulch,  s u p p o r t s  i t  f o r  w i l d e r n e s s .  l e t  because 
of  " n i n e r a l  p o t e n t i a l "  (and a lso  b e c a c s e  t h e r e  i s  acme d e s i r z b ' e  
t i m b e r  i n  i:apcleon :slch) t h e  I o c e s t  S e r v i c e  d o e s  n o t  reco ,mend i t .  
I am u n w a r e  of  snp l a w  t h a t  r e q u i r e 3  yolj t o  d e l e t e  an a r e a  f ro l -  
w i l d e r n e s s  c c n s i ? e r a t i o n  b s c a u s e  of  a i n e r a l  p o t e ! i t i a l .  J y  d e l e t i n g  
F e l l i c k  3idae. s c e ~ i a l  i n t e r e s r s  w o u l d  .be a c c o m d a t e d  i n  d e f i a n c e  o f  

23 

t h e  way i t ' s  sup;osed t o -work  i n  t h i s  c o u n t r y .  - 
I n o t i c e  h i g h  mineral p o t e n t i a l  i n  t h e  T r c u t  Creek d r s i r z y e ,  
i s  g r i z z l y  ra::ge, a c t  home 01 a l a r g e  e i k  h e r d .  I ~ ~ 1 3  l i k e  

i,:inrng h a 5  b ra t igh t  ~ 0 . 5 ~  t o  t h e  f o r e i t ,  b u t  i t  h a s  b r c u g h t  even 

i t  p r o t e c t e d  by w i l d e r n a s s  d e s i a c a t i c n .  

unemployment.  If t n i s  s o u n d s  s t r a g e .  you need o n l y  c h e c k  t h e  m e w  
p l o y a e n t  f i g u r e s  f o r  L i n c o l n  County t o  s e e  t h a t  UnemFloyrent has gone 
u p ,  n o t  down, s i m e  t h e  ASA3:C mine o l e n e d .  When t h e  mine f i r s t  went  
i n t o  p r c d u c t i a n ,  unemployment jumped 50% i n  t h e  c o u n t y .  There was 

I t  was d u e  t o  more job s e e k e r s  coming t o  t h e  a r e a  i n  hopes o f  employ- 
ment  t h a n  t h e r e  were j o b s  t o  be had .  Some of t h e  u n h i r e d .  f i n d i n g  
t i i s  a c o n g e n i a l  and r e l a t i v e l y  i n e x p n s i v e  p l a c e  t o  l i v e ,  and h a v i n g  
no p r o s p e c t s  e l s e w h e r e ,  d e c i d e d  t o  s t a y .  I n  t h e  1980 census, e v e r y  

600 p e o p l e .  

no c o r r e s p o n d i n g  i n c r e a s e  in statewide unemployment:  i t  was a 
phenomenon. I n i s  a l s o  happened when c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  Libby Dan 

carro!unity i n  t h e  c o u n t y  had l o s t  p o p u l a t i o n ,  e x c e p t  Troy -- i t  

- 
Wnen Libby  Dam w a s  comple t ed ,  unemployment jumped a g a i n ,  and though 
i t  d i p p e d  a g a i n  o v e r  t h e  n e x t  few y e a r s ,  i t  n e v e r  made i t  down t o  
o r e - c o m n l e t i o n  levels b e f o r e  t h e  o o e n i n e  of  t h e  T r o v  P r o j e c t  k i c k e d  
;t U D  & o t h e r  50!4. I t  h a s  trended'back-down a g a i n . - b u t  ; ro t  t o  pre-  
m i n e ' l e v e l s .  I n  less t h a n  2 d e c a d e s .  w e  c a n  e i p e c t  t o  s e e  a b a u t  500 
jobs  d i s a p p e a r  when t h e  l.!t. Vernon d e p o s i t  i s  mined o u t .  Though t h e r e  
w i l l  i n  a l l  o r o b a b i l i t v  b e  a t  l e a s t  one  o t h e r  laree mine i n  a v e r a t i o n .  ~~ ~ 

i t  w i l l  of c o u r s e  a l r & d y  e m i l o j  a l l  t h e  m i n e r s  i: n e e d s ,  a n d ' b e  un- 
a b l e  t o  a b s o r b  t h e  newly unemployed, e x p e r i e n c e d  though  t h e y  may b e .  
T h i s  p r o c e s s  w i l l  c o n t i n u e  u n t i l  t n e  f i n a l  mine s h u t s  dawn i n  t h i r t y ,  
f o u r t y ,  or however aany  y e a r s .  T i i i s  is n o t  c o n j e c t u r e  on my p a r t .  

As mere p e o p l e  nove i n  w i t h  more m i n e s ,  t b e r e  w i l l  be  ai0i-e h u n t i n g  

m a c h i n & .  It d o e s  n o t  b p ~ e a r  t n a t  t h e  p l a n ' s  e i k  p r o j e c t i o n s  took  1 p r e s s u r e .  i s  more p e o p l e  became u n e c p i o f e d ,  t h e r e  w i l l  be rrore 

' 

It is an h i s t o r i c  i n e v i t a o i l i t y .  - 

26 

" , i n i n &  boon and b u s t ,  t o  w h a t e v e r  e x t e n t  p o s s i b l e ,  i s  s u r e l y  w i t h i n  27 
a n y  of :his i n t o  acccunt : .  To s o f t e n  t h e  b lows  on t h i s  f o r e s t  of :be 

t h e  ou rv iew of t h i s  olan. Tne b e s t  manaeerrent P r a c t i c e ,  i t  would I 
~~~~~ ~ . ~ ~~ ~ 

seem t o  me. i s  t o  tr.y t o  p r e c l u d e  t o e  p o s s i b l e  d e v a l o p r , e n t  of a l a r g e  I 
mine  i n  tb.6 h e a r t  o f - o n e  bf t o e  major elk p r o d u c i n g  areas o n  t i e  
f o r e s t ,  i f  n o t  t h e  s t a t e ,  by reco;rme:iding T r o u t  Creek f o r  u i l d e r n e d  

Nore e i v e r s e  and s t a b l e  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  eap ioymea t  i s  o u r  b e s t  
hope  t o  c u s n i o n  t n e  hard  t i m e s  t n a t  are h e r e .  and t o  come. The 
Forest S e r v l c e  can a e l p  f a c i l l L t e  t h i s  by m'difying i t s  d e v e l o p i n g  

I 

Response to Letter 1281 - B i l l  Martin. page 287f 

24. The combinetion of Wilderness. mineral and elk values ha5 led us to  
designate most of this  mea a5 MA 29. 
values better than MA 2 while still a l o v i n g  some vegetative 
management t o  help meintain the health of the e l k  herd. 
for mineral development is not forclosed. 

This recognizes the Wilderness 

The option 

25. NO response needed. 

26.  While t h i s  S i tua t ion  is not ideal.  it is a be t t e r  prospect for m%-y 
people than no mining st all. 

27. The in ten t  of the Final Plan i s  t o  provide habitat  Capable of 
Bupprting the poten t ia l  e l k  numbers provided. 
pressu~e. poaching and so an is the responsibil i ty of the State of 
Montana (which ha5 recommended non-Wilderness f o r  Trout Creek) .  

Regulation of hunting 

2 8 .  Your cOncern is 
are  outside the 

w e l l  t a k e n .  but decision$ 
scope of the  Forest Plan. 

to  the s i z e  Of CO"tr'BCt5 
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The c~a;a:.i 1 &associated ~ a ~ t c ~  k;eps over 2 0  l o c a i  peop le  i n  as 
much work as t nay  Care t o  d o  on tnis f o r e s t  ( o t n e r  t:>m d u r i n g  t h e  
w i n t e r  mcnths) and t h e  c i P ; O r l t j  of i t  i s  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  t s n t r a c t s .  
Given th?  i n c r e a s i n g  s i z e  ai t n r s e  c o n t r a c t s ,  i t  would n o t  be pas- 
s i b l e  tcday f o r  us t c  g e t  i n t o  t o r  business if we 'were j u s t  s t a r t i n g  
U p  a g a x .  fame B n t q  l e v e l  sized c o n t r a c t s  snould be made a v a i l a b l e  

29.  We agree with your assessment regarding pmceeaing ef f ic iency  and have 
addressed th i a  i n  Appendix B of the FEIS. We w e  that pmducing 
finished p d u c t e  would pmvide addi t iona l  emplomnt  if such products 
could be Competitively marketed. 
sale program that can supply these enterpr i ses .  

The f o r e s t  h89 8 Continuh% S m a l l  

_j 28 

1 AUt0is:lCn i3 t :#2 mil ls  and m c r e  e f _ i c i e n t  equipnen:  ir. t h e  woods 
v i i l  con:;ntie t o  reduce tfle n m o e r  o f  j o b s  i n  t imber .  evei assuminp  
t;;t t..e a c t a 1  c U t  d o e s  l n c r e i l s e .  ?ne o n i y  r e a l  hc:e f a r  e x p r d i n r ;  

h ? r e .  r z t h e r  t han  j u s t  bodrda.  E e o ~ l e  t r v i n z  t o  s tart  u: such  e n t e r -  
em;lo;r;.en: i n  t i ?  rood p r o d u c t s  i n d u s t r y  i s  t o  make f i n i s h e d  

" -  
P r i z e 3  rriy r e q u i r e - o n l y  r e k t i v e l y  small s a l e s  o f  ~ t i z b e r :  i t  i e i s t l  
i n i t i a l l y .  Tiiej- should be a b l e  t o  s e t  tneiri. 

e f f r c i e n t .  Tce2 r e q u i r e  ; u s t  a s  m c 3  phperdork as l i r i e  a r e a s ,  and --I I r e a l i z e  tc.at ma i l  c o n t r a c t s  and s a l e s  are n o t  a d : i n i s t r a t i u e l y  

c o n t r a c t o r s .  s i r a l i e r  u n i t s  Of work c a n  make a s i i n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e .  I m i n  t e x s  of S o l i a r  Cciume t n r y  a re  i n c l n i r q c e c t i a l .  
how n a w  se - sona l  j o b s  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  t o  i o c a i s ,  VS. l a r g e  o u t - o f - s t a t e  

z i t  i n  t e r n s  o f  

The p e c k i e  ;ho l i v e  h e r e  are a l s o  Ert o i  t h e  f0;est .  and I see no I P 

I r e a s o n  ,why t h e i r  economic we l l -be ing  silauld n o t  be mayaged f o r ,  j u s t  
as you manage f o r  improved g rowth  i n  a stand of t i m b e r ,  OP t h e  s e c u r i t y  
o f  moose. There are g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  p r e s e r v i n z  a r t i f a c t s  of c u l t u r e s  
now gone; 

A manaiement p r a c t i c e  n o t  ment ioned i n  t h e  plan. b u t  planned on la- 

i t  would nGt h u r t  t o  g i v e - a  l i t t l e - t n o u g h t  t o  p r e s e r v i n g  
c v l t u r e s  that p r e s e n t l y  e x i s t .  I 
s:.ring; i s  t h e  s p r a y i n g  o f  h e r b i c i d e s  on t h i s  f o r e s t . .  It vas d i f f i c u l t  
t o  f i n d  Out a n y t h i n g  a b o u t  i t .  S e f o r e  any  s u c h  program p r o c e e d s  be- 
vcnd t b e  c o n c e c t u a l  s t a k e .  i t  should b e  well D u b l i c i z e d .  and n u b l i c  I 31 
romment shou ld 'be  acti;;ly s o l i c i t e d .  
n o t i f i e d .  acd  I b o w  t h a t  a l l  my co -vorke r s  a n d  many of  my n e i g h b o r a  

I wouid l i k e  t o  888 more r e s t r i c t i o n s  on,  o r  even t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  0 7  

1, f o r - o n e .  would l i 'e ' to  be 

would l i k e  t c  d i s c u s s  i t  w i t h  y[iu as w e l l .  _i 
g r a z i n g  on t h i s  f o r e s t .  
a r e a  and no t  be a b l e  t o  d r i n k  t h e  w a t e r  because  o f  c a t t l e .  The s o i l  
on sone ur.itti I have o l a n t e d  on t h e r e  vas compacted because  of so^ 

I t ' s  ver; u n p l e a s a n t  t o  v o r k  i n  t h e  Eureka I 32 ~~~ 

many c a t t l e ,  and o v e r i r a z e d  a r e a s  are common. 
g r a z i n g  fees shou ld  be s i , a i f r c a n t l y  ra ised,  so that t a x p a y e r s  g e t  
sometbind more t h a n  a l o t  of c ~ w - f l ~ p ~  t o  s t e p  i n .  

A t  t h e  v e r y  l e a s t ,  

I mentioned r o a d s  be fo re .  b u t  I wi sh  t o  add a few c a m , e n t s .  A l l  t e 

t a l k e d  t o ,  and v los t  s e r i o u s  e l k  h u n t e r s  a l l  s a y  t h a t  e l k  and r o a d s  
s t u d i e s  I ' v e  ever heard a b o u t ,  e v e r y  w i l d l i f e  b i o l o g i s t  I ' v e  e v e r  

don't mix. The Dian c a l l s  for o v e r  4.000 more miles o f  r o a d s .  and 1 -- 
y e t  i t  ;rejects i huge increase i n  e l k .  G r a n t e d ,  there will be more 
.... . . ~ 

road  closures, b u t  t h e  t o t s 1  number o f  m i l e s  of unc losed  r o a d s  w i l l  
g r i l l  be somewhat c r e a t e r  t h a n  i t  i s  now. I d o n ' t  see hov more r o d s  ~~ - - - -  I____ - -  - ~. 
ran m a n  m o r e  e l k .  or m o r ?  anv thAng .  o t h e r  t h a n  asphal t  and e r o s i o n .  I 

30. Ye have generally been moving toward la rge  cont rac ts  f o r  the r.BLLBOn8 
you mentioned (many comentors are concerned about the n e t  cos t  of 
managing the timber program). Small sales w i l l .  however. continue 
because ce r t a in  types of stand treatment are a c c o d a t e d  be t t e r  by 
small sales than by large sales. 

A t  this t i m e  the fo re s t  has no plans to use herbicides for 
s i lv i cu l tu re  purposes. 
w i l l  not be incorporated in fu ture  t imber  mansgenent. 

BeFore any herbicide can be used an ana lys i s  i n  compliance with thhe 
Net iond  Envimnmental Policy Act vould be required. 
includee OpportmitieS f w  public review and comment. 

C s t t l e  grazing 1s a l eg i t imate  we of the Hationel forest. Grazing 
f ees  are es tab l i shed  by the President.  Open rater I s  g e n e r d l y  not  
sefe to drink myrrhere an the f o r e s t  because of the potential for 
(liardie siCkne98. 

Pmjee tcd  increases in elk hebitat potmtial will result f r o l  
pmviding a pmper balance or COMP. forage and security. n o t  F m m  
addi t iona l  mad comtmction. Cover and forage w i l l  be Pmvided 
thmugb scheduled timber harvest  Ifor which mad C-tmction is of ten  
nece?lsary) and d i m e r  habi ta t  impmvenentn auch w burning and 
seeding. Secur i ty  will be abundant in ~ m a d e d  -as and w i l l  be 
provided in maded habi ta t s  thmugh M agresaive mad mansgemem 
pmgrao. Even thou& the total amount of mads on the W r e s t  rill 
increase. the m t  of open mads w i l l  stay a b u t  the seme aa now. 

31. 
l%is does not mean that the use of chemicals 

Such an analysis 

32. 

33. 

3 4 .  Additional mads w i l l  be necessary t o  support the timber pmgram 
iden t i f i ed  in the Final Plan. 
reassessed &s the t r m s m p t e t i o n  Byatem 1s developed so that only 
those mads  neccss~~ry to manage the  Forest  are ever b u i l t .  
Plan include?, a goal to mirdmirs the m t  of mad eonstmfction. 
application of best available s o i l  and water conservation prac t ices  
coupled with application OF the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan should 
h u r e  t ha t  S t a t e  Water Quality Standards are met. 

'he need for mad8 w i l l  be Continually 

'he f i n a l  
'he 

35. In order t o  mximize the present n e t  d u e  OF an -11 mane@ for 
timber over thhe long t e rn ,  it m a y  be m c ~ s s a r y  to  bui ld  roads t h a t  
cost more than can be covered by the f i r s t  sale in the -e. 

-. 
I t h i n k  t h e r e ' s  p l e n t z  of roahs ana p l e n t y  of sed imen t  i n  creeks 

b u i l t .  Bane should be b u i l t  that a r e n ' t  p a i d  f o r  by s a l e s .  

- 
because of them a l r e a d y .  I ' d  r a t h e r  s e e  m o r e  r o a d s  c l o s e d ,  and L: 

+. 
P) 
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9 - 
%ere i s  one s a r t i c u h i  area an rhe f o r e s t  t h a t  I would l i k e  t o  
see l e i t  un ro ided  -- t h e  e a s t  a n d  wes t  Di-ancnes o f  t h e  s o u t h  f o r k  
cf  3ig Creek.  Tie ~ l a n  h a s  a l r e a d j  recog-::ized t h e  uniq.2enes.s of  
Fa:t cf t h i s  a r e a .  and d e s i s n a t e d  t h e  c r e e k  bot toms as >!A 21. 3 i o t t n m  
i b l c  li'h t h i s ,  w i t h o u t  a r&d  i n  i t ,  i s  a r a r e  t n i w  indeed :  I 
wculd l i k e  t o  s e e  t h e  U ~ ; B P  s1o;es remain unraaded ab w e l l .  The 
e:.:ire ares ,  n o t  j u s t  the  3ottoiTi. i s  unusual. I t h i n k  of i t  B S  t h e  
l a s t  S o u l  w i l d e r n e s s  -- t h e  mountain is a c t l ' i  naned. There is a ~ . "  
i c r . s l i n e s s  t o  i t ,  a w l l t n e s s .  t h a t  I h s v e  n o t  exzjecienced i n  t::e 
o ' c i c i a l l y  d e s i g n a t e d  " w i l d e r n e s s "  or1 : h i s  f o r e s t .  

I: is  n c t  a ? l a c e  tikat eve ry  h i k e r  would e::joy beinti in. Tnere are 
n c  vis :as ,  n o  g r e a t  a u t c r j i p i n g s  o f  rocks -- i t  i s  n o t  d r a r r a t i c .  I t  
i s  ;r .stead. a > l a c e  l;f s s o t l e n e s s ,  o f  n ; i s r e ry .  There are n o  b i %  
t r ; e s .  ?he e n t i r e  area i s  an a l n o s t  pure  s t a n d  o f  even a g e  l o d g e p o l e ,  
l a c a d  w i t h  wet  aeadows a t  m n y  e l e v a t i o n s ,  and i n  p:aces h a v i n g  an  
G s 3 e r s t . r ~  cf t h i c k  b rush .  Much of i t  1s a maze of small h i l l s  and 
m i n i - d r a i n a g e s  t h a t  l e a d  nowhere. Y i t n o u t  a coil.,?ass, d i s o r i e n t a t i m  
i s  unavo idab le ,  away froe t h e  c r e e k s .  B e n  compass r e a d i n g s  are 
s m e t i m e s  s u s p e c t ;  i t  s e e e s  t o  be an area of  magne t i c  anomal i e s .  
I t  i s  a p l a c e  much b i g g e r  t han  i t  a p p e a r s  on t h e  map. a p l a c e  where 
i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  s e n s e  how v a s t  and awesome was t h e  unbroken f o r e s t  
i n  t h e  n i l l e n n i a  b e f o r e  s e c t i o n  l i n e s  and r o a d  g r i d s  e x i s t e d .  

X o t  far  'below t h e  r i d g e  t o  t h e  e a s t  of Gold i i i l l ,  as t h e  moon p i e r c e d  
above t h e  h o r i z o n  i n t o  t h e  Sha rp  c l a r i t y  o f  an e a r l y  autumn evening. 
I once h e a r d  the howl of a w o l f .  I t  was c l o s e .  v e r y  close-- and 
sozewhere o u t  along t h e  r i d g e ,  s o u t h e a s t ,  toward B a n e f i e l d  Mountain,  
t n e r e  vas an answer. 

l h e r e  a p e  many stands of I 5  y e a r  o l d  l o d g e p o l e  on t h i s  f o r e s t .  If 
it  i s  t r u l y  economica l ly  sound p o l i c y  t o  c o n v e r t  them t o  mixed s t a n d s  
of sced1ins.s. t h e r e a r e  o t h e r  areas more s u i t a b l e  t h a n  t h i s  one.  HA l i  

~~ .... ~ ~ ~ ~ _ . .  ~~~ 

emzhasizes  n a t u r a l  r e a e n e r a t i o n .  S i n c e  v i r t u a l l y  a l l  t h e  seed trees 
are l o d g e p o l e ,  and s i i i ce  t h e  bu lk  of t h e  a r e a  i s - f a r  from e x i s t i n g  
roads .  and because  of t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  h i g h  and w i d e l y  d i s t r i b u t e d  per- 
~ e - t * ~ e  Of riDarian h a b i t a t  in t h e  a r e a .  I f e e l  i t  s h o u l d  be f a r  down 

~~~ ~~~ 
~~ 

on t h e  p r i o r i t y  l ist  of c o n v e r t i b l e  l o d g e p o l e  s t a n d s .  

Tiere are s e e d l i n g s  and e a p l i n y s  of o t h e r  s p e c i e s  b e g i n n i n g  t o  a p p e a r .  
The h a b i t a t  t y p e s  a r e  beg inn ing  t o  make themse lves  v i s i b l e .  Because 
t h e  area c o n t a i n s  e s s e n t i a l l v  e v e r y  a s p e c t  a t  e v e r y  a l t i t u d e  w i t h i n  ~. ~ 

i t s  range, on b o t h  wet a n d  n b t  so b e t  s i g h t s ,  i t  i s  a u n i q u e l y  i d e a l  
l a b o r a t o r y  i n  which t o  s t u d y  p l a n t  s u c c e s s i o n  and i n t e r a c t i o n ,  as t h e  
v a r i o u s  h a b i t a t s  reemerge from t n e  now d e c l i n i n g  l o d g e p o l e  s t a n d  
g e n e r a t e d  by t h e  f i r e .  
s t a s e s  o f  development  a p s r t i c u l a r  t y p e  o f  s t a n d  becomes d e s i r a b l e  
h a n i t a t .  for various  s c e c i e s  of w i l d l i f e .  Xore i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  more 

It i s  a n  exce l lent  p l a c e  t o  o b s e r v e  a t  what  

~.~~~ ~ ~~ 
..I .___. ... 
different t y p e s  oi h a b i t a t s ,  a n 5  haw they p r o g r c s s  from f i r e  t o  old 
growth,  c o u l d  be l e a r n e d  in a s m a l l e r  a r e a  h e r e  t h a n  anywhere e l s e  I 
ar aware of  

As t n e  a r e a  b e g i n s  t o  m a t n e  i n t o  s t e a d y  s t a t e  old growth.  i t  could 
bs  rczded and l a g g e d ,  g r b d u a l l y  'working i n  f r o m  t h e  e d g e s ,  bljt l e a v i n i  
a textbook p e r f e c t  core of over a thousand acres t o  p r o v i d e  maximum 
h a b i t a t  f o r  old growth r e l a t e d  s p e c i e s .  %cause o f  t?.e w r i e d  

36.  We wree that  the Lost Saul area has some desireable aspects. l i k e  
other areas on the Kwtenai;  but when YOU are trying t o  balance a 
timber issue with a madless issue. the Last Saul area Contributed 
mope to the "timber" s i d e  of the Solution.  
S i m i l a r  t o  the Lost Soul area. contributed more t o  the "roadless" Side 
of the so lut ion.  

Conversely. o t h q  areas. 

36 
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c c u l d  provide ur.eucel?ed s e c c r i t y  and reluge i3r $ig @me 
nt:>re o l  t h a  t e r r a i n ,  i r : i  tnc ,xny ~ . * ? c r a l  r i - z l ' i a n  o p c n i n s r ,  

r rLz which tney caul3 m v e  out and replecish s u r r o u n d i n g  area3. 

The ccmnen: d e a d l i n e  is h e r e ;  I :lave no time t o  go on and descr ibe  
w i k t  I would 1ib.e t o  see  ha;lper. op+ ever? par t  of  the f o r e s t  'with 

E-420 

ksponSe to Letter #287 - Bill Martin. page 2871 

We appreciate your thoughtful Comnents. 



Forest S u p e n i s o r  
Kootenai Xationai Forest 
Libby, MT 

bar Forest Supemisor: __ 
Thank you f o r  the opportunity t o  cmment on yow d r a f t  Forest Plan. 
I commend y o w  recommendation f a r  wilderness for the  Cabinet Mountain 
additions,  the  en iakes wilderness Study Area and eome of the 
Scotchman Peaks. 
deserving of equal wilderness protection. 
the e l k  fac tory  of the Kootenai-, and P e l l i c k  Ridge-valuable 
bighorn sheep and e l k  winter range. 

Your  pmsci-iption for old growth management is admirable. 
e ight  prcent is  hardly an acceptable portion of the old f o r e s t  t o  
maintain1 
vio len t  sborm o r  mineral devslopment. these -as could be l o s t  
Iorever. 

Despite the  web of roads t h a t  C ~ O B B B S  much of the Kootenai, it 
is still  b e a u t i f u l  for w h a t  remains. Please keep roadless,  and 
free from the  whine of motorized t r a f f i c ,  the  f o l l a i n g  areas: 
Roderick Mountain, Catarsct Creek. Canyon Peak, Norbhmst Peak. - 
Robinson Mountain. 

AS an a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  your poposed goal of 217 million board f e e t  p r  
year,  I suggestthat you leave y o w  prcduction a t  its present r a t e  
of 17J million. This would maintain l e v e l s  c loser  t o  sustained y ie ld  

Ieave some of the  Kootenai as it is, that we may continue t o  enjoy 
on in to  t h e  future.  the quie t  cmplexi ty ,  the  richness and d i v e r s i t y  
of an old-growth fores t .  
g rea t  an importance t o  you as they - t o  me and many other Americans. 

However. you have neglected two cruoia l  areas 
These are h o v t  Creek - 

- 
However, 

With any n a t u r a l  or --caused d i s a s t e r  such as fire.  

Keep a t  m i n i m u m ,  twenty p r c e n t  of the old growth. - 

c a p a b i l i t i e s .  - 

I know t h a t  these things are  of as 

- 

64 

u 
n o i i i e  Y. m t t s s o n  

E-421 
~ e s p o n s e  t o  Letter W69 - n a l l i e  Y. Matteson. f i r s t  page 

1. A s i g n i f i c a n t  portion of Fe l l ick  Ridge has been added t o  the Scotchman 
Peak wilderness recommendation (See the  Final Forest Plan Hap). Trout 
Creek was not recommended f o r  wilderness because Of the  m i n e r a l  
p o t e n t i a l  and t h e  key w i l d l i f e  values t h a t  can be enhanced through 
vegetative manipulation such as prescribed burning. 

2. The Fina l  Plan pmvides considerable more PPoteCtiOn t o  old-mouth 
dependent species.  
acreage (excluding lodgepole pine) has been removed f r o m  the regulated 
timber base. Included i n  t h i s  i s  over 90% Of the  land base 
inventoried as providing old-pPowth h a b i t a t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  

S igni f icant  potions Of all the  roadless apeas you mentioned have been 
designated as h a d l e s s  or i n  some otheP designation t h a t  precludes 
development. 

About 34% of the mature and overmature timber 

i 
3 .  

See the  Final Forest Plan Map. 

4 .  m e  timber harvest  l e v e l  of 173 mmbf represents an e a r l y  period of 
f u l l  ppcdution and B l a t w  period of low production i n  the wood 
pmducts industry for the  last 10 Y~BPS. ?he h a w e s t  leve ls  appear t o  
be on the increase and t h i s  trend is expected t o  continue. Because of 
t h i s  an t ic ipa ted  increase.  the f l e x i b i l i t y  t o  pmvide f a r  a higher 
timber sale l e v e l  is being retained. See the char t  below. 

KNF TIMBER CbT and SOLD b b f )  

F i s c a l  
Year c u t  Sold 

1976' 216 200 
i9i7 236 197 
1978 191 154 
1979 185 206 

176 1980 156 
1981 162 264 
1982 131 221 

245 1983 181 
212 1984 198 
224 1985 180 

Average 179 205 

* Includes the Transit ion b a r t e r  

5. 23% OF the Kwtenai Forest  w i l l  be retained i n  its na tura l  s t a t e  i n  
the Fina l  Forest  Plan. See the Final Forest Plan Map. 
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rest  P r M  Forest PLna; 

I@ 2 - Under "FLICII I~I~S, '  It states *rcad5 1 1 1 1  not be COnStrUCted for  surface 

Thls W 1 %  unsuitable for timber prcductlon but hawest 1s a l l w e d  for 
Insect or disease control and w l l d l l f e  management. Thls would seem t o  

land management purpcser." 

Maybe road5 shwld no t  be b u l l t  for w l l d l l f e  management el ther.  

rsqclre roads, and Contradicts the earlier msntloned "Fac i l l t les"  
statement. 1 

1 MA 3 -Would prefer any t l&W harvest be done uslng SeIBCtlVe cu t t ing  rlth 
slash cleanup where feasible. In order t o  malntaln natural appearing 
* " Y I r O M l d " t .  

HA 7 - Would I l k e  to  see m e  vwk planned t o  bv l l d  and malntaln tra115. 1 

I 
a l l d l l f e  wnaeemnt. 1 

M 8 6 9 - Would l ike  t o  see a higher percentage of o ld  growth mlnts ined, 
apprmiwte1y t55. 

I@ 10 - Would l i k e  t o  Insert  stat-nt preventlng r m d  bu l ld ing  prlmarl ly  for - 
MA 13 - Any replacBmBnt stands Should be as close as posslble t o  p c w l o ~ s  

stand5 and a c w r l d o r  p rw lded When possible to ann=+ the S t a M d  

Old grmth  deslgnatd stands should not be CIaSSltled as Sultable 
tlmber harvest. 

Wwld l i k e  t o  see a higher percentage of old groath preserved t o  al l -  

Prefer an 'umanaged' deslgnatkn. 

a l i t t l e  cushion - approximately 155 of each maJor drainage stand. I 
I llDnitar1ng - A l l  W'SF 

Budget sews inadequate for  msanlngful levels. 

Would I Ike t o  see a P r o p r t l o M l  Increase or &crease In a l l  WMgemnt 

Managerent and Budget: 1 - 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

6 a  

7 

8 

9 

E-422 

Response t o  Letter #198 - IMuglas L. and ShMon L. Miller. f i r s t  P B B ~  

1. Timber salvage has been eliminated in Iu 2 .  
permitted unless ~1 verified mineral developnent appears evident 

Selective cu t t ing  would be LI s t m n s  consideration i n  this M 

Plans are in existence foor trails but they w e  dependent on funding 

Ihe F i n d  Forest P l a n  will manage for 10% Of the land base in an 
old-mowtb t i m b e r  condition which is 91% of the inventoried old-gmuth 
t i m b e r .  

Roads w i l l  not be 

2 .  

3 .  

4. 

5. Ihe in ten t  of t h i s  Man-ent Area (MI is cleru'ly ?or wild l i fe  
man sgement. 
M adjacent n/L. 

Old-growth timber has been removed f m n  the reglllated base. 

Roads may be needed to  cmss t h i s  HA to  gain access to 

6. 

6s. See respnse 16. above. 

I .  The t o t a l  inventory Of old-gmwth t inber on the Forest is 11%. 
See r e s p ~ e  #4. above therefore a 15% level is not feasible.  

The budget levels have been revised. 
eyaluetion Plan. 

M g n q - t  rill flltCWlte with the rise Md f a l l  OF the budget level. 

8 .  See the Monitoring and 

9 .  

m 
c 
ry 
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#ildemess: 

Would l i ke  t o  588  PIIllck Ridge inc luded In  the Scotchmn Peak 
Hi I derness. 

I n  contrast, section 15 of adJoining land belonging to 1.1. ( p r W l O u s l y  
Pack R iver )  was i ~ g g e d  probably 10-12 p a r s  ago Uslog SeIBCtlYe 11 

it seems frm my point of v l e ~  t ha t  the select ive cu t t ing  prWided a 
far superlor result a5 far as wlldllfe (deer and elk1 benef i ts go, and 
It appears tha t  the timber l e f t  standing ha3 done 1811 tm. The bows 
we$ both the vi5uai impact reduction and a150 the inmediate use of the 
area by b ig  gam. 

It Would sew t ha t  seiect lve cu t t i ng  rlth slash rB1vIIaI OT salec*lVe 

mnagensnt t shn lque  When both llidllte and t i h e r  hawest must be 
Considered, than b l z k  clearcutt ing as Utilized i n  the Rlce Draw sale. 

1 M 12 - Speciftc stte: TZ6N R34W Sections 14. 22, 23 

i n  t h i s  area, m i l  clear  cuts have been used as the timber harvest 
and rlldllfe management techniques. 

cutt tng.  

cut t ing  using “whole tree” skidding ( t ree  length1 i s  a tar s u p r i a  -J 12 

Douglas L. and Shanon L .  Mil ler 
SR1, Box 10 
Heron, HT 59844 

E-423 
Response to Latter X198 - DouglBs L .  end Shanon L. Miller. page 198a 

10. A s igni f icant  Portion OF Pel l iek  Ridge has been added to the Scotchman 
Ped‘ Wilderness recommendation. 

‘me smdl clearcuts sere designed t o  provide for w i l d l i f e  forage. 
Logging O F  this sale is CurRntl l  
10 t o  12 ye- of recovery. we c&i expect these weas w i l l  equal or 
exceed the Forage provided on the Private land mentioned. 

Se lect ive  cutt ing has advantages i n  many s e a s  and is considered in 
the silvicUlturfL1 pregcription For an area. 

See the Fina l  F O P ~ S ~  Plan M B ~ .  

11. 
underray. When the ClewCUtS have 

12. 
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Response to Letter Ull2 - Blaine Mooe~s. page 112a 

1 .  A Significant POPtion Of the roadless area surrounding the Cabinet 
Nountain Wilderness have been recomendd for  addition to  the exis t ing 
wilderness. See the Final Forest Plan Hap. 

A Significant portion of the Ten l&es Montana Wilderness Study ARB 
has been rec-ended for wilderness. 

A significant portion of Pell ick Ridge has been recommended for 
wilderness in the Scotchman Peak madless area. 
Plan Map. 

Scotchman Peak w i l l  t o t a l  58.700 acres in Montana and Idaho. if 
Congress ~oneurs w i t h  the res-endation of the Kmtenai and Idaho 
Panhandle National Forests. 
Final forest  Plan Map. 

Trout Creek has been recommended f o r  madless management because of 
the mineral potential  and wildl i fe  values. 
have been recommended for roadless mmagement t o  coincide w i t h  the 
management on the adjacent Flathead National Forest. See the f ina l  
Forest Plan Map. 

la. 

lb .  
See the Final Forest 

1c. 

See A-dix C of the  Final EIS and the 

Id. 
Tuchuck and Thompson-%ton 

2. Significant portions of Roderick Wountsln. Cataract Creek. Canyon 
Peak. Northwest Peak and Robinson Mountain have been designated as 
madless o r  some other "on-development& management cetegory. 
Final forest  Plan Rap. 

See the 

2a. see re*poRSe I2. above. 

2b. See re8-0 62. above. 
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nesp~nse  to Letter l l l 2  - B l a i n a  Uwers. psge ll2b 

3 .  342 of all the mature and mematum timber (excluding lodgepole pine) 
has been placed in the unredlated timber category. 

The timber harvest level of 173 mmbf represents an early Peerid or 
f u l l  pmdution and a la ter  period of la p d u c t i o n  in the rood 
pmduct. industry for the 1-t 10 years. The harvest levels appear to 
be OD the increase and this trend is w e t e d  to C M t i n u 0 .  -ue Of 
this anticipated increase. the flaxibil i ty to prwide Io* LI higer  
timber sale level is being retained. 

4. 

see the chart b e l a .  

KNF T m W  ClJF and SOW (mbF) 

Fiscal 
Yeor cut Sold 

1976. 216 200 
19n 236 197 
1978 191 154 
1979 185 206 
1980 156 116 
1981 162 2611 
1982 131 221 
1983 181 245 
1984 198 

224 
212 

1985 180 

A w r y  179 2% 

* Includes the Transition Puarter 

5. No response needed. 

' 6 .  ?he Final Forest Plan pmposes 3.850 miles of new mad construction. 
See Chapter I1 of the Find  US. 

We are not BY- OF "y sediment predictions in the Foprest Plan OP 

US. 
7. 
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C h r i s  G. Yoritz Route 3 ,  Box 1150 E 
Libby, MT 59923 
Septcnbar 29, 1985 

Kootenal National Forest 

Libby, YT 59923 

G."tlernc": 

A f t e r  v i s i t i n g  here annually fo r  ths past 33 yea's. ID r e ~ . ~ t l ~  m D v d  
t o  Lincoln  Coun*y. Since *B own pvoporty that Is ulrtually surrounded 
b y  the Kootenai National Farest, l e  ape quite interested in ths long 

RR n 3, BOX 700 

P*"ge p1ms for the Forest. 

A s  landsc=pe arch i tec t  1 have bean involved in lend use planning 
thraughout my p'ofossional life and can appreciate the tremendous 
o f f o r t  put I n t o  the various alternatives nf the plsn. 1n my opinion, 
A l t ~ m m t i v e  J, the resommendsd al ternat lvc,  represents a well balanced 
progrsm and should be edoptgd. 

Therm sre j u s t  a few comments I s m u i d  like to mako: 

1. Thm suggested lend ornership exchange. sspesial ly in areas w i t h  

chscke*Oord ownership patterns, should be proaoted and conducted as 
r a p i d l y  8s P s e i b l s .  O t h e r w i s e  the best managcnent eFforte of tho Foreet 
could be CounterastEd i n  those -reas by privllee land owners. I t  should 
be in the i n t e r = a t  of a l l  parties concerned to s l im ina te  the nanagsmanr 
problems brought on by outdated omnership patterns. 

2. Tourism .I11 be gaining  i n  eommls lmpo?tancm i n  northwestern 
Yontsnll as t i n e  goes on. Wo d s f l n i t c l y  a t t rac tad  t o  t h i s  =rea by 
the landscape, still r e l a t i v e l y  undisturbed by the =stions of man. The 
timber Industry has i t ' s  ups and dnms nnd may dcsreose i n  impmrtqnse 
0"-r th- Y8ars. Tourism may gain and should be p?onntod =e a clrr-n a& 
ra let iv. l ly  stable industry. If tourism mi11 b s m w  Important, BS I 
antlclpmte it * I l l ,  i t  is mandatory t h a t  the visual q u d i t y  or the 
Forest th= t  SoY*Ps 7oX of Lincoln Counry Mt be degraded by t i n b s r  
hervs l t lng  OPETetions. Reducing timber harvest openings t o  40 ==res 
o r  less. as required by KNF pol icy,  should help maintain tha t  visual 
qual i ty.  El iminat ing s t r a i g h t  edges o f  clearcuts, giving them maximum 
per laotor v i t h  B natura l  mppemring out l ine,  emphasizing ths  kar lzon ta l  
dinDneiDn of c l e e r o l t s  along contour lines, rill oak= the openings less 
mtlsable frDn D distance end w i l l  help in ~rosion control.  

- 

- 

- 

- 

R ~ S ~ ~ ~ ~  t o  L e t t e r  123 - chris H a r i t r .  r imt page 

1. We w e e  and v i 1 1  be PuPsuing these OppaPtunitieS 

2 .  we exsect PeCPelltion a c t i v i t i e s  t o  gradually increase in the future. 
b u t  i t  is u n l i k e l y  that remeat ion  w i l l  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  displace wood 
p d u e t s  and mining 8s the foundation of the  local economy (see 
Appendix B of the FEIS far a more discussion on th i s  p a i n t ) .  

Each management -a on the Forest w i l l  be managed i n  accordance w i th  
a visual q u a l i t y  ob jec t ive  which is l i z k e d  t o  the v i s u a l  importance OF 
the mea and the goals the management -e is intended t o  achieve. 

A l l  of these techniques are being used Current ly and w i l l  continue to 
be used where appmpriate. 

3. 

4. 

1 

2 

? 
E 
N m 
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Page 2 
Kootenoi National Forest 
*spt. 29, 1985 

distributed throughout the drainage besins o f  the Forest. 

3. 

help maintain the diversity m t  only of wildlife, 
Tois ShOUIC 

1 5  

The Kootensi National Forest  1s to ba commended f o r  It's e f f o r t  

to preserve Old Growth Hebitat et a m i n i m u m  o f  6% O f  tne area, .e11 

diversity Of uegctaticn. 
but also the 

4. It is difficult to plan 50 years into the future. Could w e  have 
predicted I n  4935 how w e  are using OUP ~ B S D Y T C ~ % ~  today? There is One 

tnst b e n d l r  your forcastlng. I 9Uspect that the recreation dsmand figuTES, 

fecilitias, etc. still m i l l  be edequste in 50 years. l e  cmwgrounds in 
other formst. I n  the Western States ape filled, 
r e s o r t  to e reservation eyetern f o r  camping sites, denand will increase 1 6  set o f  figvrss tnat I question, wlthout having the trend infwmetion 

especially for developed recreation, are grossly under-estimated. 
cannot bslimve tnat the p'esent campgrounds. picnic ereas, 

M r m  end p~essurc for eddition.1 Fmdlities will build. 
and bet ta r  facilities -111 attract additional visitors, 
this an)* should p ~ o m d m  to diversify It's ~conmrny. 

51ncsrsly. 

and as National P a r k  

1 
hosting 

And t W n ,  mope 
a trend which 

6-429 

Response to Letter 123 - Chris Uoritr. page 23a 

5. We have gone further in this effort by increasing the Percentage of 
old-gmwth habitat maintained to 101 OF the area below 5.500 feet in 
elevation. A11 of this Old-gmwth habitat has been removed F P O ~  the 
regulated timber base so it will not be harvested during the life Of 
this plan. 

We reevaluated our recreation pmjeetiau based upon a Suggestion by 
the State of Montana (see letter 1305) and f o n d  our estimates to 
agree very well with those the State w u l d  have us use. There should 
be sufficient developed remeation sites available in the Forest 8s B 

whole. however. the pattern of use indicates that more Sites may be 
needed in the vicinity of M e  x o O c ~ ~ u s ~ .  The plan allows the 
flexibility to provide such sites and we are currently exploring some 
passibilities. 

See responses 12 and 16 above 

6 .  

7. 

f. 
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David Ohlrr 
Box I N 3  
Thompson F a l l s ,  ut. 
59873 

Koocenai Nar ioMl  Fareat 
Re: Proposed Koorenai National Forest Plan 

sirs, 

Over the  pa% several w e e k  I have been reviewing the proposed 
forest plno and would like 10 offer the following Commenti: 

wilderness and Roadleis Areas - 
I far1 that in orde r  t o  maioraio t h e  i n t e g r i t y  of wilderness and 1 

Ihis approach 
associated usage by wilderness-dapesdent w i l d l i f e ,  it is  Important 
' 0  provide the l a rgeo r  chunk of wilderness land possible .  
hopeful ly  w i l l  i nc lude  a l l  or most of the componento of t he  ecosystem 
needed for t he  use of w i l d l i f e .  I f e e l  it is of secondary importance 
a t  t h i s  time because of the ounber of wilderoe?ls areas we presen t ly  
have. t o  c ry  and o b t a i n  such things a8 a v a i l a b l i r y  t o  population. 
SeEOic Considerations L e .  v i sua l  qua l i fy .  e t < .  m e  maim focve a< 
t h i s  point  io rhe wilderness  system should be the  COmsOlidaLion of 
wilderness ecosystem. 
road le s s  areas be considered and reeo-nded for wilderness designat ion.  

1 .  scocchmar, peelis 

3. Cabinet Pace East 
4. Coue-ac &(ountain 
5.  UcKay Creek 
6. Chippewa Creek 
7. Rock Creek 
8. Galena 
9 .  Cat.IBCf 

Yich this io mind. I vovld srge t bc  f o l i o d o g  

2. CEibinet -Face West 

IO. Eerray ut. 
11. Willard/ take Eacel le  
12. Cvbr Iron 
13. Ieo takes - 

I would urge char Trout Creek road le s s  area he Painrained XoadlCSO 
v i t h  the  amphasis i n  t h i s  area on w i l d l i f e  concerns and r a t e r  qua l i ty .  - 

Timber 

In reading over t he  proposed plan.  I note that probably Lha biggesc 
area Of m ~ g e m e n t  t o  be impacted is water qualirg/fisherias. 
p r i n c i p a l  rei1800 being t h e  large increase of roads In a l l  of t he  alter- 
aarives. 
degrees proposa Limbbar harverr levels which exceed t h e  C Y ~ I C ~ ~  nil1 

I h e  

It is also nofed Thai all Of the a1Lernat ives  im earping 

- capac i ty  for uci1irarioo. 

E430 

Response t o  L e t t e r  1227 - David O h l s r  F i r s t  page 

1. He have Considered all o f  t h e s e  are- and reeommnded Mlar POrtiDhP 
of several OF them for Wilde rness  d e s i g n a t i o n  (see t h e  F i n a l  F ~ M  

Most or t h e  T m u t  Creek area has been designated UA 29 in r e c o g n i t i o n  
of t h e  c m b i n a t i m  of w i l d l i f e .  w i l d e r n e s s  M d  mineral value9 t h a t  
e x i s t  t h e r e .  

n a p ) ,  

2 .  

3. An a n a l y s i s  of t h e  t imber  s u p p l y  i n  t h e  area from all OvnershiPS 1s 
o u t l i n e d  in Appendix 8 of t h e  FEIS. 
expec ted  to be a t  or bela  h i s t o r i c  l e v e l s  Of h a w e s t .  

'Ihe o v e r a l l  supp ly  of t i s b e r  is 

n 
E 
w 
0 
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- 
F i r s t l y .  i t  s e e m  char any increase in timber y ie lds  On the forest 

which exceed m i l l  capaci ty  are naoagenenr efforcs wasted and detr imental  
to  o t h e r  Narional  Forest concerns. Secondly, the  historic timber 
purchases off t h e  Kmreaai have been wel l  below m i l l  capaci ty  and 
even below Limber offerings. I would rherefore  recommend tha t  timber 
management l e v e l s  nor exceed l o c a l  m i l l  cdpacicy. It is unlikely 
in t h e  next s e v e r a l  decades that timber is going t o  be as des i rab le  
a product as dur ing  the  past  s e v e r a l  decades. and harvest l e v e l s  a t  
m i l l  capac i ty  are l i k e l y  going t o  remain unsold and underut i l i red.  

Hainraing Limber macagemerit and harvest l e v e l s  at m i l l  capaci ty  
w i l l  a l low enhancement of ocher forest concerns svch as w i l d l i f e ,  
wafer q u a l i t y ,  f i s h e r i e s  maiotenace. and vilderoe../recreaci.n. 

emphasis ahovld be placed on timber production. These sites vill 
general ly  be the  most product ive f a r  timber growth. and a l s o  most 
responsive co management practices sveh as thinoing. 

Old Growth 

Within t h i s  framework of sires u t i l i z e d  far timber nanagemenr, 

- 

3 I urge an 82 retention of Rootenai forest lands be o l d  growth. 
These s tands  need noc be rmoved from the timber base so long as the  
8% old growth retention is minra ioed .  Thin would require  a l l  old 
growth atanda. existing or a n t i c i p a t e d ,  to  be placed on L 250 year 
rOtaCiOn. 

Lodgepole 

Lodgepole stands which are determined t o  be 
production. vNCh are e i t h e r  from the 1910 burn or mumfain pine bee t le  
threatend.  should be harvested if banrescing is a commercially v iab le  

includes r e s t r i c r i o g  timber managemeor t o  s i t e s  which are productive 
timber s i res .  and not t o  many of the  ~ . r g i n a l  s i t e s  on which management k 

proposi t ion.  limber harvest  in excess of the a l lovable  cu t  f o r  a 
&eo p a r  or decade should be done in CirC-fanCes such as exist 
on t h e  Kooceaai. N l o v a b l i  cur is M i d e a l  vhich does Dot always 
work in the  real world. Sustained y i e l d  should be a produec of the  
long term. 
much room XI needed to accomplish timber management C O O E ~ ~ O I I .  

p r a c t i c e s  have been attempted in the  past .  

I f e e l  i t  i a  imporrant that forest managers be given as 
This 

4 .  

4 5. 

6 .  

7 .  

5 

6 
8. 

7 

8 

E 4 3 1  
Response to Letter I227 - David Ohler  Page 227a 

As noted i n  response Y3 above. t h e r e  Should be s u f f i c i e n t  m i l l  
c a p a c i t y  t o  handle  volumes a t  t h e  maximum levels p o s s i b l e  under  t h e  
F o r e s t  Plan.  H i s t o r i c a l l y  all t h e  volume o f f e r e d  on t h e  K w t e n a i  has  
been s o l d  (see Chapter I1 Of the FEIS). 

This vas t h e  appmach taken  in t h e  Proposed Action 

Ihe F i n a l  Plan provides  cons iderably  more P r o t e c t i o n  t o  Old-growth 
dependent Species .  
acreage (excluding lodgepole  pine1 h a s  bean removed f r o m  t h e  regula ted  
timber base.  Included i n  t h i s  i o  Over 90% Of t h e  l a n d  base 
inventor ied  85 provid ing  old-growth habitat c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  

The lodgepole  p i n e  p o r t i o n  of the planned t imber  sell l e v e l  is 
es t imated  to be 98 MHBF/yr and is SimilaP to r e c e n t  sell l e v e l s  
experienced on the  K m t e n a i  F o r e s t  (See Chapter I1 i n  t h e  F i n a l  EIS 
For more d e t a i l s ) .  Actual  sale o f  r e g u l a t e d  timber i n  m y  y e a r  may 
exceed the Allowable S d e  P u a n t i t y  (ASQ) so long  85 t h e  lO-year 
average sale l e v e l  is a t  or bela  t h e  ASP. A s  d i s c u s s e d  i n  t h e  F i n a l  
EIS. a depar ture  fmm "on-declining y i e l d  w a s  n o t  determined t o  b e s t  
maximize the n e t  p u b l i c  b e n e f i t .  

Regulated t i m b e r  management occurs o n l y  on sites t h a t  are product ive .  
Management of the regula ted  t imber  base  is expected t o  genera te  a 
p o s i t i v e  present  n e t  v a l u e  over t h e  2 W  year a n a l y s i s  time frame. 

About 34% o f  t h e  mature and o v e m e t u r e  t imber  

sioeere1y. 

O m a u M -  
David L. Ohler 
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E-422 
Respame to  Let te r  #lo9 - Michael Ranger h Susie Sudentop F i r s t  Pase 

1. 

2. 

4. 3. 

me timber h m e s t  lev81 of 175 mmbl represents an ea r ly  period of 
Full  pmdution and s later period of lor pmdustian in the  d 
products industry fo r  the last 10 years. 
be on the increase and this t-d is expected to continue. 
this anticipated inereoae. the f l ex ib i l i t y  t o  pmvide f o r  a higher 
timber hale level is being retained. See the chart  below. 

m e  hervest levels Bppeap to  
Because of 

IMP TIWm and YILD Lmbf) 

Fiscal 
Year cut  Sold 

m 1976. 216 
iqn 236 197 
1978 151 154 

185 206 
176 
264 

:% 156 
1981 162 

221 1982 131 
245 1983 181 

IS86 198 212 
3 5  16.5 224 

Average 179 205 

* Includes the Tr-ition Quarter 

The " s t a t e  of the industry" is discussed i n  Appendix B of the  Final 
EIS and ind ica tes  tha t  adequate demand w i l l  be present fo r  the 
potential t i m b e r  vol- offerings OF the R w t e n a i  Final Forest  Plan. 
ply8 the offer- f m n  the three adjacent National Forests. The 
Final Forest Plan rill pmvide for the Continuation of the h i s to r i c  
l eve l  OF timber volume offerings which w i l l  be within the calculated 
sustained y i e ld  pmduction level based an the productive Capability Of 
the land. See Chapter I1 of the Final EIS fo r  more d e t a i l  on h i s to r i c  
timber sale offerings. 

see r.esponse to  Ul. &"e. 

The budget estimates 
pm~pams described in the Forest Plan. 

The Final Forest Plan designates 911 of the inventoried old-mouth 
timber habi ta t  and removes it fmm the regulated base. 

expected M be Sufficient t o  c a ~ r y  Out the 

See the following page fo r  respo- to items 6. 6 and 7 .  

Y 
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8-433 

Response t o  Letter XlW - Kichael Rmger 6 Susie Sudentop Page 1we 

5. The mad Construction i n  the  plan is an estimated e f f ec t  of the timber 
pmgmn ra ther  than a t a rge t  or goal. 
only the roads t h a t  we ac tua l ly  needed for manasement of the Forest 
w i l l  eve= be b u i l t .  
toad C O M t m C t i m .  

Much of the ares adjacent t o  streams has been designated as old-gmuth 
timber which w i l l  pmvide for streamside protection. I n  addition. the 
Riparian Area N d e l i n e s  and Forestvide Standards have been 
strengthened to  insure the protection Of water quali ty.  See the Final 
Forest  Plan document for more d e r e l .  

The estimated budget for monitoring and evaluation h s  been 
re-evaluated and is available For review a t  the Forest Headquarters 

Significant pDPtions of Pel l ick  Ridge (Scotchman Peak area). Cabinet 
Additions. and Ten Lakes have been recommended for wilderness. Trout 
Creek has been designated fo r  madless  because of mineral potential  
and wi ld l i fe  values. %chuck and Thompson-Seton have been designated 
for madless t o  coincide with the Forest Plan on the adjacent Flathead 
National Forest. 

?he Kmtemi Forest P l m .  in  our judgement. does nor show favoritism 
t o  mining i n t e e s t = .  The Charter oP the National FOCCS~I is to 
pmvide POP multiple-use Of the land which includes wilderness as well 
(15 mineral exploration. 

As timber sa l e s  me developed. 

The Final Forest  Plan projects 3.850 miles of "ew 
See Chapter I1 of t h e  Final EIS. 

6. 

6A. 

7. 

8. No response needed. 

v 
r 
w w 
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SCOn W. gl€D. A' ) iomq 0 4  LowlP 0 Box A i C a u r  d A I e n .  ldmh~,'lIOQI M - 2 1 6 1  

October  31 ,  1985 

Kootena i  N a t i o n a l  f o r e s t  

Libby. non tana  59923  
Route 3 Box 700 

Re: Kootena i  Timber p l a n  

Dear S i r s :  

T h i s  l e t t e r  is w r i t t e n  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h e  Hontana  
A s s o c i a t i o n  comment on t h e  K o o t e n a i  P l a n .  I am p e r s o n a l l y  
f a m i l i a r  w i t h  a f a i r  p o r t i o n  of your f o r e s t  a n d  t h e  endorsement  
is n o t  w i t h o u t  knowledge. 

l o u s .  I would hope YOU would adop t  what w i l l  e v e n t u a l l y  become 
t h e  C o n g r e s s i o n a l  d i r e c t i v e  t o  b u i l d  r o a d s  o n l y  where t h e  cost  2 a 
can be f u l l y  r ecove red  a t  t h e  t ime of c o n s t r u c t i o n .  

Peak  p r o p o s e d  w i l d e r n e s s .  Scotchman Peak h a s  been  on our 
for too many years t o  lose p a r t  of i t .  

T r o u t  C r e e k  s h o u l d  b e  l e f t  w i l d .  T h e  p e r c e n t a g e  of  
g r o w t h  wh ich  you p r o p o s e  t o  r e t a i n  is n o t  n e a r l y  enough. 3 
Srowth f o r e s t s  i n  our qenerel area a r e  few and f a r  between. 

P.s a vernber of 
S o c i e t y ,  I have  been made aware by some of  t h e  members from t h e  
S t a t e  of VTashington 
f o r e s t s  and I would  
p a r t i c u l J . r l y  g i v e n  t h e  l i s t  of b i r d s  and w i l d l i f e  i d e n t i f i e d  by 
t h e  !%!i lderness  A s s o c i a t i o n  as i n h a b i t i n g  t h e  o l d  growth  f o r e s t  
upon t h e  Eoo tena i .  

P l ann ing  f o r  an a d d i t i o n a l  11.000 miles of r o a d s  is r i d i c u -  2 3 
I s u p p o r t  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  P e l l i c k  P idge  a rea  and  t h e  S c o t c  

4 

Response to  letter #266 - Reed. Scott  W. € 4 3 4  

1. 

2. 

See the response t o  LettePs I231 and U O l .  

The Final fores t  Plan pr 'o~oses t o  construct 3.850 miles of new mad. 

2a. The f i n d  Forest Plan has designated those timber lands tha t  appear f0 
be the most cost  e f f i c i en t  fo r  pmducins t i m b e r  which includes the 
Cost OF mad Constmetion. 
discussion on mad costs and timber price Sensit ivity.  

See Appendix B i n  the Final EIS far more 

3. The Final fo re s t  Plan recommends a Significant Portion of Pell ick 
Ridge For wilderness. See the  Final Forest Plan Map. 

4 .  A s i d r i c a n t  portion Of Tmut Creelr w i l l  remain i n  a madless  
condition. 

Ira. The Old-grwth timber habitat  has been increased in the final Forest 
Plan. 
Lodgepole Pine) has been removed Fmm the regulated timber base. 

In addition. 34% of all mature and overnature timber (wc1udLng 

5. see response X4a. above. 

s>IP.:gs 

cc: von tana  Wi lde rness  n - s s o c i a t i e n  

Y c " c 
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217 million board feet. 

unaoceptabls. i ie sup-ort the  e u r e c t  l a r d  of t inber nrttinp; maintaining 

the  current l e i e l  1s mre responsible land mmqeneient than ymr pmiwsed 

Thin  increase from 173 m.b.f.  each year is 

E-435 

Response to  Letter YZM) - Joe Regan L Kathleen HCLBughlin FireL Peg- 

1. NO rewnse needed. 

la. We eppreciate Your recognition of the  need for bolonce. The Record of 
Decision explains how the Final P l m  met6 this need. 

2 .  The Fina l  FOreSt Plan W i l l  meet the S ta t e  Water Qua l i ty  Standards. 
See the Final Forest  Plan document. 

The Fina l  Forest  Plan does not p m w s e  t o  acce lera te  timber harvest  or 
road ConstNCtion. and r i l l  m e e t  the S ta t e  Uater Qual i ty  Standards as 
s t a t e d  in R2. above. The timber s d e  pm.ogpm w i l l  provide for 
h i s t o r i c s a l e  leve ls .  

The Riparien Area Guides have been c la r i f i ed .  
p lan  document. 

m e  Fina l  Forest  Plan w i l l  p ro tec t  streamside weas end meet the S t a t e  
water Quality Standards. 

See the EF'A letter 1'49 i n  Appendix E. 

3. 

See Chapter I1 in the  F ina l  EIS. 

3a. See the  F ina l  Forest  

4 .  
See the Final Fores t  Plan domment. 

5 .  

5a. we -e. 

6. The timber harvest  l eve l  of 173 mbf represents en ea r ly  period of 
f u l l  prodution and B l a t e r  period of la production in the uwd 

I h e  harvest  l eve l s  appear to 
be on the  increase and th i s  trend is expected t o  Continue. B~CBUSB of 
t h i s  an t ic ipa ted  increase.  the  f l e x i b i l i t y  to provide for B higher 
timber sale l eve l  i o  being retained. 
Chapter T I  in the Final EIS for -re de ta i led  figures. 

indus t ry  for the last 10 ye-. 

See the Timber Section in 

6 

roreat plans. v:e believe vater qua l i ty  I, a p i o r i t y .  

I ibis relater d i rec t ly  t o  t h e  projected annual timber s a l e  level of 
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- 2 -  

boonin. increase. - 
Plso, t h i s  i a  unacceptable because of the added 10,692 n i lea  of 

l aag in i  roads over the next tuo decades. 

FLk and bi: @me are  monetary RSOUTC~S. 

t o  mainteir t h e i r  po2ulations. 

b e d s  degrade wi ld l i fe  habitat .  

Cndisturbed habitat  Is crucial  

- 

- 
Far t t i a  mason, we su-isart roadless, non-notarized management ?OF 

there wild *lees i n  the i r  entirety:  Cataract Creek, Canyon Peek, Wbinson 

and Roderick ;<mmtains and ::ortivest ?eak. - 
Xe are enmurazed tha t  the d r i t  plan includes ulli.erness designation 

for t h e  Cabinets, Ten kkes m.2 Scotchmen P e d e  areas. 

important wild areas - Trout Creek and Pellick Fldze - are not included. 

Pell ick Contains b p o r t a n t  bigham and elk winter range, land t h a t  is cmcid  

t o  t h e i r  population levels.  

i r  an island of wilderness surrounded by clearcuts and roads. 

However, two very 

Trout meek's wi ld l i fe  value is vis ib le ;  it 

Let's include 

these areas. - 
Finally, Kootenai fores t  needs a more conserretive pel lor old 

growth forest. 

t h e  Kootend'r Old erovth forest .  

supports "B"J wildlife species tha t  are habitat-specific t o  old emrui 

fores t .  

separate fma the thbber base. resin, we support pennanent conservetion of 

t h i s  c f i t i c a l  h a t i t a t  and valuable natural  resource. 

We su~port pe-ent consemation of no less than 15% of 

This habi ta t ,  rirtudly irreplacesble.  

- 
lhre Old gmuth needs t o  rmin  on streams. l h i s  15% ?Jhould remain+ 

- 
'Bmk p u  f o r  your canslderation. We certainly hope o u r  concerns rlll 

be reflected in the  lootenai %rest  management a l a ,  and look f o n r d  to your 

find decisions. 

Sincerely, 

6 

1 

0 

9 

10 

11 

12 

12 8 .  

E-436 

Respo~e to  Letter X260 - Joe Regan & Kathleen Rclsughlin. page 260a 

1. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

The Final Forest Pl& pmposes t o  cons tmct  3.850 miles of new mad. 
and are hn estimate of the e f f e c t s  of managing a p a r t  OF the Forest 
f o r  t i m b e r  pmdEction. ?hi9 estimate of mads needed t o  Support 
timber pmduction has been reduced by over 640 miles from the Pr'aposeJ 
Plan because of a reduction in the acresee mansged for timber. Road 
needs w i l l  be analyzed repestedly I)S the Plan is implemented so that 
only the minimum mileage ac tua l ly  needed w i l l  eve? be b u i l t .  

Roads can degrade wi ld l i fe  habi ta t  i f  they are not managed. 
F o m s t  Plan rill have an aggressive mad closure program which w i l l  
r e t a i n  approximately the e x i s t i n g  mileage of open mads .  
roads constructed rill be closed. 

S igni f icant  p0l'tim.S OF all the madless areas you have recommended 
have been designated as madless  or some other non-developmental 
category. See the Final f o r e s t  Plan Hap. 

A s i g n i f i c a n t  portion of Pe l l ick  Ridge has been recommended For 
wilderness. 
because of the des i re  t o  enhance the wild l i fe  vdues you have 
mentioned. 

'Ihe Final Plan has included pmvisione for protecting o ld  g r o w t h  
stands emprieing 10% of the Forest acreage below 5.5W feet i n  
e leva t ion  (areas su i tab le  for repmduction of old-gmwth associated 
wi ld l i fe  species). mis is M increase f- the 8% displayed in the 
D r a f t  forest P l a n .  hre PPimarily rn fire his tory  on the ForeSt. and 
P a r t i c u l a r l y  the 1910 burn. c e r W  -I)S do not  have t N s  much 
existing Old gmuth. A b o u t  11% OF the forest belw 5.90 feet 
N r P e n t l y  meets the d e f i n i t i o n  of old mth. thus over 90% of the 
Kmtenai's old  mth f o r e s t  rill be retained. See the O l d  Growth 
Appendix to  the Porest Plan for def in i t ions  and further d e t a i l s .  

Management Area 13.  w h i c h  Focuses on maintenance of old  p w t h  
charac te r i s t ics .  has been removed fmm the = d a t e d  base. 

?he Final 

Host new 

Tmut Creek has been designated f a r  madleas  mnbgement 

See the Final Forest Plan Rap. 

m 
.e 
w 
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5ax 114 
iioxon. kt. 59C53 
October 13. 1985 

? o r e s t  Supe-xlsor  
Bootenal i i a t lona l  Fores t  

Libby, fit.  59923 

Dear hr. Bathbun: 

One of my g r e a t e s t  concerns of t h e  proposed Kbotenal 
Nat ional  F o r s a t  p lan  1s t h e  ezcess or newly planned roads. 
P l r s t  of all .  t h e s e  roads are  b u l l t  a lmost  a o l s l y . f o r ' t l m h s r  
harvsat .  The figure of 217 mmbffyr.'ln t b e ' n a t . d e c a d e  seema 
t o  be an u r c a l l s t l c  p r n j s c t l o n  as t h e  tlmber lndus t ry  1s in 
economical t r o u b l e  and the  demand for U.S. tlmber has decrease 
g r e a t l y .  The P.S. a l ready  has b l g  backlogs of timber sales- 
t h a t  have n o t  beea sold due to t h e s e  problems. when t h e  
tlmber sale p m j s c t l o n s  for t h e  n e s t  50 yaara were made. lt 
se~ms t h a t  the9 must have been based on 19741960 sales 
flgures. lhese flgu+ws have c-td a long  - M t h  t h e  changlng 
lumber ussage. Condomlnlums and apartments  a r e  becomlng ln- 
creas lngly  popular a d  Americans are n o t  bu i ld ing  a8 many blg  
homes. Wood technology 1s changing. I recamend t h a t  the- 
fores t  planners  completely r e p r o J s c t  t imber  s a l e s  based on 
c u r r e n t  f l y r e s  l n  t h e  tlmber indus t ry .  n m b e r  harvest  should 
be cons t ra laed  t o  170 mmbf/yr., and t h e  budget should be held 
I n  nceordanss wlth  t h l s  rlgurs. - 

*ads cause 80-905 of sedlffient problems I n  our waterways. 
The ?.s. has s t a t e d  i n  the  plan t h a t  t h r e e - f o u r t k  or t h e  new 
roads vlll be b u l l t  i n  the  next decade and t h a t  ca tchable  
t r o u t  w l l l  decrsase 55. 
clalms that t h e r e  w i l l  probably be an even l a r g e r  decrease  
than 5:. 
area. t h l s  1 s  a d r a s t l c  reduct lon.  me r u n o f f  rmm roads 
causes sdlc6nt b u l l d  up of  Spamlng grounds thus produclng 
a l o s s  of hatchlng ~ Y C C C S ~ .  aemovlng spawning barriers and 
b u l l d i n g  pools have n o t  been proven t o  o f f s e t  the  sedlment 
problem. I t  seems t h a t  4600 wtra mi les  of roads i n  our for- 
est would bs d s t r l m e n t a l  to o u r  f l s h e r i e s .  
s tanding  t h a t  degredlng our f l s h  populat ion In  t h l s  way 1 s  
against the  S t a t e  l a w .  
mat ter :  however. t h e  s t a t e  l a w  d o e s  read. "do increase In  
sedlcent t h a t  may prove harmful t o  f l s h  l i f e ."  A&+ 16.20.618 
( I )  31 cla6sif.?. 
erles mora than they a l r s a d r  have been i n  onier t o  b u l l d  
roads to harves t  u n p r o f l t a b l e  t lmber? 

liot only does t h e  sedlment Prom roads cause problems 
Tor f l s h  and t h e  whole a q u a t i c  sco-system. i t  a lso causes 
problems for human water u~eage. 3 0 t h  mvnlc lpa l l t l as  and 
l r r l e a t o r s  a r e  plagued with sedlment problema.vhen t M g  o f c u r .  
I recommena t h a t  II ton1 to rauas sedlment oroblams bs d s v l s e d  

TLW. mx 700 

- 

Jlffi Vashro of t h e  ? l s h  and tams 

Ylth t h e  l i m i t e d  amount of good f l s h l n g  In  t h e  Hoxon 

It 1 s  my under-- 

There 1 s  no s p e c l f l c  law on t h l s  

iihy a r e  you plannlng t o  d6gl e our f l s h -  

- 
Ld 

~~ .~ 
and a monltorlng p lan  be exp la ined  In  t h e  ?or& &an. And- 
of c o u s e .  the  mast l m p o r t a i t  t h i n e  t o  do Is t o  &lmlnata much 
Of t h e  problem by gr-tly decreasing the  amount of newly b u l l t  
roads. - 

E-937 
Response t o  Letter 654 - BOnnie Reishus - F i r s t  page 

1. The most d i r e c t  r ay  to reduce the needed mad miles is to  reduce the 

The Final Plan has reduced the  regulated 
size of the land base which is mansged w i t h  t i m b e r  pmduetion as B 

goal [the regulated base) .  
base fmm t h a t  show in the Draft  E=. 
d i rec t ly  reduces the quant i ty  of timber tha t  m a y  be harvested over 
t ine  under a non-declining y i e ld  schedule. 

Reducing the reguleted base 

2 .  The timber sale pmjec t ions  shorn in the  Draft and Final EIS are based 
on land pmduct iv i ty  po ten t i a l s  t ha t  can be achieved. depending on 
demand and bedgets. 

3. The timber harvest  l e v e l  of 170 nmbf represents an ea r ly  period of 
f u l l  pmduction and B later period Of low production in the v w d  
products indus t ry  fop the  last 10 yews.  The h8rve.t l eve l s  appear t o  
be on the increase and t h i s  t rend i o  expected t o  continue. Because of 
t h i s  an t ic ipa ted  increase. the  f l e x i b i l i t y  to pmvide f a r  the h i s t o r i c  
timber sale l e v e l  is  being retained. See Chapter I1 i n  the Final EIS 
for wre d e t a i l  on t i m b e r  hames t .  sale l eve l s  and sale offerings.  and 
Appendix B f o r  more d e t a i l  on t i m b e r  supply and po ten t i a l  demand. 

4. The projected timber harvest  and madbuilding leve l3  in the Draft EIS. 
if sustained. would r e s u l t  i n  some f i s h  losses  as calculated using the 
f i shery  model a t  our disposal.  
given watershed depends on the  SeMi t iv i ty  of  t h e  watershed i n  
question. its threshold l e v e l  of sediment. the r a t e  of recovery. and 
the degree of harvest  t h a t  is pmjee ted .  
r e l i a b i l i t y  of the sediment f i g u m  which are used. the  f i shery  lo s s  
cs leu la t ions  become very 8USpeCt. For this reason. the F ina l  Forest 
Plan has pnt the emphasis on the on-the-gmund determination of water 
qua l i t y  and f i s h  hab i t a t  parameten to insure t ha t  f i s h  hab i t a t  and 
the  f i shery  resource is not degraded (See the Wonitoring and 
Evaluation Plan and the  Forestwide Standards in the Final Porest  Plan 
document). 

The Fina l  Forest  Plan pmjectl i  3.850 miles of new road cons tmct ion  
which is a Peduction f r o m  the Draft EIS and recent experience has 
sharn tha t  the rate of  madbuilding is declining from the  proJections 
displayed in the Draft EIS. See Chapter I1 in the F ina l  EIS. 

The Fina l  Forest  Plan mandates tha t  the Sta t e  Water Qua l i ty  Standards 
w i l l  be met. 
and the use of the management prac t ices  outlined i n  the "Soil  and 
Water Conservation Prac t ices  Handbmk" [Forest  Service Handbaok 
12509.22) . 
See the  Monitoring and Evaluation Plan in the Final Forest  Plan 

The mount Of co lmla t ed  loss i n  a 

Because of  the low 

5. 
This w i l l  be accomplished by on-the-ground monitoring 

6 .  
document and response 64. abOM. 

? 
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I am p l e a s e d  w l t h  t h e  p l a n ' s  d e f l n l t l o n  of r l p a r l a n  
areas.  The f a c t  that r i p a r l e n  areas may lnclude g r e a t e r  
d l s t a n c a s  than  100 f e e t  I r o n  a q u a t l c  f e a t u r e s  depending 
on certain c h e r a c t e r l s t l e s , h s l p s  t o  p r o t e c t  thls import- 
M t  p a r t  of OUI. f o r e s t s .  One problem wl th  t h e  mbna@ment 
of t h e s e  areas Is that t h e r e  1s n o ' s p e c i f l e  amount of o l d  
growth t o  b e  malntalned i n  r l p a r l m  d e s l g n a t l o o s .  S l n c s  
o l d  growth s t a n d s  are a t h r e a t e n e d  end rare resource. I 
fee1 t h a t  a speclflc g u i d e l i n e  shou ld  be set f a r  lt. I 
s u g g e s t  r l p a r l a n  o l d  growth b e  given p r e f e r e n c e  8 s  o l d  
growth areas whlch are t o  b e  p r e s e r v e d  forest-wide.  o l d  
growth s t and8  th roughou t  t h e  r a r e s t  shou ld  be protected-  
wre than t h e  glans states. The o l a n  c a i l ~ f o r  83 of o l d  
growth t o  remain. 
low. 'de need a t  l e n s t  155 o f  o l d  growth i n  the fo re s t ' - . t c  
remain. Old growth shou ld  b e  removed from t h e  t imber base  
and should b e  d e d l c a t d .  +A 13 shou ld  be u n s u i t a b l e  for 
tlffibber p roduo t ion .  ' . - 

Under r l p a r l a o  management area ( P l n e r a l s .  011. and Gas 
k3. I t  states. !'Generally. d l s p o s a l  of common mlns ra l s  w i l l  
n o t  be permit ted."  C 3 n e r a l 1 y y "  l e a v e s  a giant loophole .  I 
s u g g e s t  o%eneral.ly8v b e  l e f t  o u t  o r  thls  statement. I can- 
n o t  see any J u s t i f i a b l e  reason why any d l s p o s a l  of c o w n  
minerals shou ld  O C C U I .  In r l p a r l m  a r e a g .  

f w e s t .  F l r s t  of al l .  t h s  P . S . ' s  &oh1 1s t o  m l n t a l n  a 

amblgwus. The p l a n  needs  t o  s t a t e  In  n o r s ' a x a c t . t s i &  ' . 
w h a t  ntnl~um p o p u l a t l o n s  would be malntalned. and these f i g -  
ures should b e  safe f l g u r e s  that would n o t  endanger any 
s p e c i e s .  I Cannot unde r s t and  how e l h  can b e  a s s t l s f a c t o r y  
b l g  game i n d l c a t o r  specles when h a b l t a t  Is so d i f f e r e n t  
for much Or t h e  b l s  5ame p o p u l a t i o n .  A l l  game species 
should be monitored. s p e c l a l  e f f o r t  s k u i d  be taken on- 
~ r l r r l y  mon i to r ing  and t h e  F.S. shou ld  f a c i l i t a t e  imple- 
mentation of ausmen ta t ion  program as soon as poss ib l e .  e 
t o t a l  bvdget  for w l l d l l f s  mon l to r lng  and e v a l u a t i o n  should 
be d i s p l a y e d  I n  t h e  plan. 

ness. P e l l l c k  Rldge s h o u l d  be Inc luded  I n  t h e  Scothhaan 
i l l d e r n a s s .  
iast s p r l n g  a p e t l t l o n  w h l c h h 4  over 200 signatures. was 
sent t o  our Congressffien I n  Yashlngton 3.2.  The p e t l t l a n  
stated that P e l l l c k  =d%e should be l n c l u d e d  tn t h e  Scotch- 
atan Wllderndss.  Also. I would l i k e  to see t h e  Trout C r e T  
area l nc luded  as w i l d e r n e s s .  

h l e g r a p h  Creek drainage. near my hone. is  an e l k  - 
w l n t e r  range. (.,A 10) Under " i lecreat lonsm i n  1.A io. I t  
states. " m t o r l z e d  a c c e s s .  l n c l u d l n g  snowmobiles is ~ e n e r a l l  
n o t  p e r m i t t e d  d u r i n g  impOrtMf w l n t e r l n a  periods." 
that word "6ene ra l lY"  again which l e a d s  to  loopholes .  I 
have been c ross -coun t ry  skllng I n  t h e  Telegraph d r a l n a g s  

This 1s a.bsrc'mlnl~&~and i ~ ~ d a n g e r o u s l :  

- 
i l l d l l f e  1s a n o t h e r  ex t r eme ly  l a p o r t e q t  p a r t  of o u r  

" v l a b l e "  POPUlatlon. Thls  1s a bare elnlZW M d  1% 18 t O O  

- 
I w u l d  l l k e  t o  5 e e  more acreage p r o t e c t e d  r o r  wllder-  

mere are many s u p p o r t e r s  for t h i s  proposal .  

&ere is 
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8.  

9. 

10. 

E-4% 
Response t o  Letter 154 ~ Bonnie Raishus - Page 56e 

mere is old-growth timber designeted in r ipar ian are89 and a l l  
desi@ated old-gmrth (MA 13) has been m o v e d  frm t h e  r e p l a t e d  
t i m b e r  base. To maintain divers i ty  in old-growth t imber .  f t  occurs 
f r o m  the ridge-top to the valley bottom. not Jus t  i n  riparian eree.9. 
See the Final Foreat Plan Man and the Forest Planning Re~ords. 

The Final Forest Plan pmvides for a minimum of 10% of a l l  the land 
srea below 5.5W Feet elevation to be maneged for old-gnwth timber 
habi ta t .  aod th i s  habi ta t  will not be suiceble for t i m b e r  pmduction. 
The Final Forest Plan r i l l  dm r e s u l t  in 34% of a l l  the m B t U r e  and 
over-ssture timber on the Forest (excluding lodgepole p ine)  being i n  
an unregulated (unsuitable) timber bwe. 

The term "disposal" refers t o  t h e  use OP sand. gravel. e t c ,  . found in 
riparian srees, not the placement of unwanted OF waste material i n  
r iparian *reas. 

11. The goal is to m i n t s i n  a viable population of a l l  vertebmte 
species. Many species. such 89 big game, r i l l  be managed well above 
the minimum viable level.  which is defined as 40% of populdtion 
potential .  
habitat  eonditions for the f u l l  range of species found on the 
Kootenai. and by monitoring indicstor species which are most subject 
t o  management ac t iv i t i e s .  By insuring the maintenance of indicator 
species. a l l  other Species Should remain above the minimum viable 
level.  See the revised list of Indicator Species i n  Chapter I11 of 
the Final EIS. 

More specif ic  information has been added to  Monitoring and Evaluation 
Plan describing gcizzly bear monitoring. Augmentetion will be LL toel 
that  w i l l  be considered in the recovery of the Grizzly bear. 

Viable papulationo w i l l  be insured by providing diverse 

l l a .  

l l b .  The t o t a l  estimated budget has been re-evaluated and is available for 
review st the forest  fleedquwtex-s in Libby. Montana. 

Additional area on Pellick Ridge. in t h e  Scotchman Pe& roadless wen. 
hBs been recommended for wilderness in the Final Forest Plan. See the 
f ina l  Forest Plan Map. 

12. 

12a. Trout Creek h a s  been recommended for non-wildeme%s because of the 
wildl i fe  and w t e n t i a l  mineral values. and w i l l  be primarily managed 
as a roadless aren w i t h  some land on the eastern edge desigmated for 
timber and rildliPe management. l h i S  W i l l  pPeserve the Option t o  
reconsider much of the T o u t  Creek 8-e for wilderness i n  the next 
mund of Forest Planning. See the Final Forest Plan Hap. 

9 
Y 

. .. 
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I dur lng  8ooe of  t h e s e  lmport8nt r i n t e r l n g  per lods when I 
have seen snovmobllers use thls area. The r e s u l t 8  may 
have been d l s a s t e r o u s  t o  e lk .  I do n o t  know If t h l s  is 
a t ra l l  t o  snowmoblle r o u t e s  a t  N g h e r  e l w a t l o h s  (one 
of t h e  o o e o t l o n s  t o  non-motorized use of t h e  area): how- 
ever .  r a n a r b s s  of whether I t  ls or not .  no anowmoblles \ 

i shouid b i  allowed l n  t h l s  w l n t e r  range durlng t h l s  c r l t l c a l  
t h e .  I t  should be more s p a c l f l c a l l r  s t a t e d  I n  the  p lan  
a s  far as Drohlb l t lne  use of v e h l c l e s .  As I t  stands now. 
snowrnobllers am quite free $0 use these areas. t 

14 

7 F l n a l l y .  t h e  F.S. plan Is reques t lng  a 205 Increase 
I n  budget. We all know that Congress 1s t r y l n g  to  c u t  
t h e  budget and a 20% l n c r e a s e  wlll not  be a r e a l l t y .  If 
t h l s  plan 1s based on tu8 lncrease and then does n o t  Pecelve 
It. t h e r e  rill have t o  be reduct lons  I n  t h e  plan. 'dhere 
wlll they be c u t ?  I have a f e e l i n g  that tlmber sale prep- 
a r a t i o n  and road bul ld ing  wlll be h u r t  the  l e a s t  and o t h e r  
=ea8 wlll suffer. If one area 1s reduced more than another .  
t h e  whole r o r e s t  p l a n  could be upse t .  I would llke t o  see 
exac t  vordlng l n  the plan t o  t h e  e f f e c t  that If the  budget 
;s n o t  m e t  or 1s reduced. all p a r t s  of t h e  f o r e s t  plan 
vlll be c u t  equal ly .  

anvironmsnt of t h e  forest. I understand t h e  need Por tlmber 
and rnlneral m-odueflon: however. I would llks for f u t u r e  ._ 

In conclusion.  my main concern lles r i t h  t h e  n a t u r a l  

generations t o  be able. t o  a l s o  use our n a t u r a l  resoupce8 
as w e l l  ab see t h e  n a t u r a l  beauty of t h e  f o r e s t .  

S incere ly .  

E-439 
Respame t o  Letter Y54 - BaMie Reishus - Page 54b 

13. me mad UP Pilgrim Creek Chat goes through the area allocated to  
MA 10 is largely an Private land. 
r e s t r i c t ed  t o  the mad or adjacent Private land by the s teep  
topagrnphy'and therefom the a f f ec t  to  wintering game should n o t  be 
s i m f i c a n t .  Should a r e s t r i c t ion  be found t o  be necess~py i n  the 
future i t  w i l l  be complicated by the f ac t  tha t  the mad is largely 
under the jurisdiction of Sanders County. 

See the Final Forest Plan document for d i rec t ion  in the event of 
inadequate budgets. 
than tha t  displayed in the Draft 61s. See the F i n d  EIS. 

Use of -a by amavmobiles is  

14. 
The Final Forest Plan ha6 B lower PPOpOSed budget 

15. NO response needed. 

BDnnls Relshua 
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To: + KCOteP..i t , r t21,  

K i .  : 1 c t  oi hard ucrk mi t im 'went i n t c  the  Root-"ai FOr-St 
Flan, an; there  are th ings  I l i k e  ahcut  it and some th ings  I d o n ' t  
l i k e  about it. I'm p i n g  t o  takk about the  th in$s  I d c n ' t  l i k e .  

-co-....-..9'- -. k . ~ i - - u  r w d  + T 

- 
The U. 5. doesn ' t  need a l l  the r o a d s  c a l l e d  f o r  i n s  t h e  Flan. 

t o  n a i n t a i n  t h e  roads we have. Like the  J a c k s '  Sulch road off of .- 
Elk Creek road out  o f  Heron. K t .  It is a major v e i n  t o  t h e  h e a r t  Of 
t h e  Coeur D'lene iliver country vi2 the  d i v i d e  road which connects  
all the  h%ck country from Fend O r e i l l e  Leke t o  Trcut  Creek. I have 
n o t i f i e d  the Trout Cre-k r a w e r  s t a t i o n  by l e t t e r ,  Fhone o r  i n  Ferson 
f o r  t h e  rsst 3 years t o  dump scme grave l  i n  the  h e l l i s h  holes  made 
by the  Fbrest  Serv ices '  o m  water pumper t ruck  and d r i l l  rig.(Thes& 
holes  ere now g r e a t l y  enlarged by hunter  t r a f f i c  and a r e  very  vexing) 
The F. S. t e l l s  me t h e y ' l l  be r i g h t  out  t o  look tt it. And look is 
all they do. "We d o n ' t  have the  money" they say.:';ell, t h e  deeded 
t i g h t  of wa_y thry. my lend  on t h a t  m a &  says  t h a t  t h e  road"shal1 be 
maintained. This year  the  F.S. r u t  a s i g n  up on t t e  road. "This road 
not neintained f o r  publ ic  use". I think you should p u t  a h i t  of money 
t o  the care  of the  roads we do have. (And n o t  grade t h e  t h i n g  l e a m g  
it raw t c  the  erosion t h a t  gutted it a f t e r  t h e  l a s t  t i n e  t h e  F.S. 
graded it. It needs some rock srread i n  s t r a t e g i c  places. some dra in-  
a<e Flaced here  and t h e r e ,  a few hundred d o l l a r s  work. n o t  a few 

i e  have l o t s  of roads.  m a t  we need i s  f o r  our mcney t o  be used - 

m i l l i o n , )  - 

1 
2 

3 

The U. S. d o e s n ' t  need 4n.nCC a.ore acres of roeds i n  t h e  Xootenai 
i t  needs the h i z h e s t  water  a u a l i t v  i t  can achieve  and the  e r a s i o n  1 

1 t h a t  will d e f i n i t g l y  o c c w  i r o n  rbaii b u i l d i n g  i s  too  much f a r  what 
remains of our f i s h e r i e s .  The Clark Fork is dead. A l l  it can suppor t  
i n  the  wav of f i s h  is Sauav f i s h  and B few Ferch. We f i shed  it i n t e n s e l v  
l a s t  summ&r.~we know. It' needs a l l  t h e  h e l p  it can get. We need t o  . I  

J monitor the-wa-tes  i n  t h e  rributary streams,  many 4 which a r e  s t i l l  
a l i v e ,  a n l  tn the  r i v e r  i t s s e l f  an< s t o  ell mamade i n f r a c t i o n s  of 
p u r i t y .  Montana needs ifs f i s h e r i e s  p&Z?-into p r i s t i n e  condi t ion.  

1 Montana is b e s t  a t  being j u s t  wild i n  many s p e c i a l  areas and I 
would l i k e  t o  see t k e s e  s o e c i a l  a r e a s  nreserved f o r  16st tha t - -  wildness  
As much gf Nontana as warbants t h i s  wiiderness  d e s i $ ~ a t i o n .  I wouid 
r i k c t a  see  so i7 labe led .  I th ink  the  Trout Creek and F e l l i c k  Ridge 
a r e a s  j u s t i f y  such p r o t e c t i o n  along with t h e  Cabinet. 10 Lakes. and 
S m t h e n  proposed addi t ions .  

Bird vatcherSover the  world would d i e  i n  ecs tasy  t o  s e e  o r  even 
h e a r  a Pi lea ted  woodcecker. Elack-backed and Northern 3-toeds are 
beyond t h e i r  ken, and h e r e  I am s i t t i n g  a t  home swathei  every day 
i n  t h e i r  primeval c r i e s .  I am t h i s  lucky because Montana is s t i l l  
w i l d  encuKh t o  have some old nrowth timber s t a n d s  s u f f i c i e n t l v  larrre 7 
ti SuppOrz t h e i r  needs. Old growth p r o t e c t i o n  i n  the  6 o t e n a r F l a n -  
is not  d e f i n i t e  o r  complete enough for my peece of mind. The 0.C. - 
des-ations should he d e f i n i t e l y  removed from t h e  timber base and 
should he given s p e c i f i c  d e f i n i t i o n  i n  t h e  EIS ardFlan as t o  age(200, 
400+r.) ,s ize  of a r e a ,  e tc .  and we need t o  have enough % ffi (15%) 
d e s l g m t e t o  ensure s u r v i v a l  i n  case Of f i r e ,  d i s e a s e  and o t h e r  pre--  
d i c t a b l e  mishaps. 'Ve need l a r g e  t r a c t  ares5 of CG and need them all 
th ruout  the  Fores t  and i f  wo des igna te  OC a long  creek bottoms, then  -i we're helping t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  f i s h e r i e s  from s i l t a t i o n ,  too. - 

And when t h e  budget gets  c u t ,  t h a t  c u t  should be spread t o  a l l  
a r e a s  of manasement and monitorind equel ly .  New roads an3 new losg ing  
always seem t o  g e t  funds while r e c r e a t i o n  and monitoring are s h o t  down 
h e l p l e s s .  is aaintenance an e x i s t i n g  roads ! )  

4 

5 

6 

I 
0 
9 
10 
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E-440 

Response t o  l e t t e r  #lo7 - Sue R i t t e r  h Rcdd Gallaway - f i r s t  Page 

1. The Final forest Plan h e  reduced the BmOUnt of nee mad 
construction. 

We agree with the description of the Jack's Gulch mad. 
Jack's Culch mad is scheduled fo r  reconstruction and Pa r t i a l  
relocation within the mt few years to pmvide a f a c i l i t y  that w i l l  
be mom easily maintained. 

See Chapter I1 i n  the Final EIS. 

2. However. the 

3 .  see n2. above. 

!I. The F i d  Forest Plan does not pro$ect 40.oW a c x s  of new roads and 
i t  w i l l  be required to meet the S ta te  Water Q u d i t y  Standards which 
should pmvide fo r  the maintenance of f i sh  habitat .  
the F i n d  EIS and the Final fores t  Plan document. 

Scotchman peak. including LL s igni f icant  portion of the Pellick Ridge 
area has been ree-dded for wilderness. as well as s igni f icant  
portions of Ten M e n .  and the Cabinet Additions. Trout Creek. 
although not recommended fo r  wilderness. has a s ign i f i can t  Wrtion 
designated for madless m a n a g e m e n t  which dl1 p m t e c t  i ts wild 
character.  See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

See Chapter I1 of 

5. 

6 .  

7. 

8. 

9 .  

10. 

11. 

see mB9ponse 17: bela. 

me Old-Gmvth Timber in the final Forest Plan has been m o v e d  fmn  
the - d a t e d  t i m b e r  base and the def in i t ion  of old-growth t i m b e r  has 
been changed. 

m e  Final Plan provides considerable more pmtec t ion  to o l d - p t h  
timber-dependent d l d l i f e  species. 
overmat- timber acreage (excludinB 1odSepole pine) has been removed 
f m a  the regulated tinber base. 
land base inventoried 119 pmviding old-growth hab i t a t  Characteristics. 

Because of past  f i r e s  md timber harvest. few large old-gmwth stands 
remain within the xgule ted  pDrtioM of the Forest. 
old-gmrth stands in maded m a s  are in the 9-100 acre sire range; 
hwever. a Fev of these are BS large as about 600 acres. Within the 
unregulated (primarily unmaded) apeas of the fores t .  "-my9 
old-gmuth stands in excess of 1 . W  acres exist. 
m u i t a b l e  for timber m e g e m a t .  their old--th s t a t u s  w i l l  be 
protected and they w i l l  contribute to the Forest 's  pal of maintaining 
10% old-gmrth timber habitat. 

#My of the Old-gmuth timber stands have been designated along Stream 
bottoms. as you suggest. 

See the next page. 

See the Final forest Plan doc-t. 

About 34% of the mature and 

Included in this is mer 93% of the 

Most existing 

Since these ~ p e  

See the Final Forest Plan P-%. 

T 
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_ I .  

h’c’n5ed m-30 ~ o m e  prctecting and i n y r o v i n g  of what we‘ve already 
gut. Keep Montan& special .  

hhat m e  U.S. needs m s t  is lor Kontana to remain Montana- 
the last stronghold of beauty end wildness and diversity in the lower 
48 states- special, I believe that condition will yield more value 
in the 
People who come here will experience excitement, relaxation. and= 
renewed mental health. Please keep Montana s p e c i a l .  

long run than the logaing roads and mining could ever 

E441 
Response to l e t t e r  #lo7 - Sue Ritter b Rodd Gallaway - Page 107a 

See the Final Forest Plm for direct ion in the event of budget 
reductions. 

11. 

12. No response needed. 
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8-442 Response t o  letter (261 - Nary C. Roeca - F i r s t  page 

1. No response needed. 

2 .  me Clark Fork Valley has  experienced a decline i n  sawmill employment 
because of' t h e  decline i n  available Privmte timber supplies.  Because 
of t h i s  Ongoing and anticipated future decline i n  pr iva te  timber 
supplies.  it appeaps t h a t  Sanders County. 8s vel1 as Flathead. 
Boundary and Bomsr Counties. w i l l  experience a continued decline i n  
available timber supplies while Lincoln County w i l l  not be a9 
sdvetsely affected.  
timber demand f o r  the 5-county area included within the Kwtemi 
Nstiansl  Forest  (Lincoln. Sanders. Flathead. &mer and Boundary) f a r  
the  last ten  years and the poten t ia l  timber supply tha t  rill be 
avai lab le  during t h e  next ten years. 

See Appendix B f o r  a description of the  actual 

? 
E c 
N 
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E-443 Response to  letter a261 - MaPY C. Roe- - Page 261a 

3. Ihe Final Plan pmvides coruiderable ware p m t e e t i m  t o  old--th 
dependent species. 
acreage (excludine lodgepole pine) has been r e m o v e d  f m  the * d a t e d  
timber base. Included in this is over 90% of the land base 
inventoried as providing old--th habi ta t  characteristics. 

An ecological definit ion Of old-growth timber habi ta t  has been 
included in the Glossary i n  the Final EIS and Forest Plan. 
showing the value of old-gmrth timber in maintaining ecosystem 
i n t e v i t y  ~ p e  cited in  Appendix 17 of the Final Forest  Plan. 

Any mineral development pmposal w i l l  be addressed in a sep~pate 
Envimnmentel Impact Statement t o  insure that S ta t e  Water W d i t y  
Standards are net. as re11 as visual quality and wildlife.  

A h t  342 of the mat- and overmature t i m b e r  

3a. 
Studies 

4. 

3 

3 -  

4 
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6 
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€444 Response to l e t t e r  11261 - Hery C. Rocso - Page 261b 

5 .  me Dmft  EIS did not mention 4 2 . W  milea of road necessary t o  
accomodate the Forest Plan. me Final Forest Plan pro jec ts  I) m a x i m w  
of 3.850 miles of new med?l. See Chapter I1 in the Final US. 

6 .  The Scotchman P e e  Area. including Pell ick Ridge. Tmut  Creek and the 
Cabinet Mountains rill all  have Significant POrtiollB preserved nS wild 
and undeveloped are- for future generations. 
Plan Hap. 

See the  F i n d  Forest 

7. me Final Forest Plan designates tha t  232 of the Kmtenai National 
Forest w i l l  be maintained in madless and undeveloped state +d 
pmvide for rrcreation opportunities. 
ex is t ing  Mdeveloped ape* on the Forest. 
US. 

mis is 881( of the t o t a l  
See Chapter I1 of the Draft 
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Response to letter 1261 - Mary C. Rocco - Page 261c ,. E-445 

8. m e  Final forest Plan. in our judgement. Pmvides for a balanced use 
of the forest and dlows for the continuation of existing industrial 
use as well as the growth and expansion of emerging uses as you have 

revieved and I‘eviSed.lF needed. to aceomdate the new use. 
suggested. II unforeseen conflicts O C C ~ L . .  the forest plan can be 

.I 
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S t a r  Route  2 .  Box 37-A 
Heron, Montana 59844 
November 1. 1985 

F o r e s t  S u p e r v i s o r  
Koa tena i  N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  
RR 3 ,  BOX 700 
Libby,  MT 5 9 9 2 3  

Dear S i r :  

The f o l l o w i n g  comments are i n  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h e  w i l d l i f e  management 
aspects of t h e  P roposed  F o r e s t  P l a n .  

I would a p p r e c i a t e  y o u r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h e s e  comments b e f o r e  
f i n a l i z i n g  the plan. 

1 

l a  

2. The ma in tenance  of w i l d l i f e  s p e c i e s  a t  "a v i a b l e  l e v e l "  i s  t o o  
low and  ambiguous as a management g o a l .  I b e l i e w i t  r e v e a l s  a lack 
of c o n c e r n  or serious commitment t o  w i l d l i f e  management. 
shou ld  c o n d u c t  a d e q u a t e  s u r v e y s  o n  enough  s p e c i e s  t o  be  r e a s o n a b l y  
c e r t a i n  of  de tec t ing  a t  l ea s t  major changes. e s p e c i a l l y  r e d u c t i o n s .  

The F o r e s t  
2 

r e d u c t i o n s  and s h a u l d  a v o i d  i n  a n y  management w i l d l i f e  s p e c i e s  p rac t l ces  now that  e x t a n t  d i r e c t l y  on  t h e  cause F o r e s t .  major  1 - 
3 .  
ment pracfice s h o u l d . b e  m o n i t o r e d  d i r e c t l y .  not t h r o u g h  use of e l k  

A l l  b i g  game species l i k e l y  t o  be  affected by a g i v e n  manage- 

as an i n d i c a t o r  s p e c i e s .  7 
4. 
or b e l i e v e d  t o  e x i s t  on  the F o r e s t ,  w i t h  es t imates  o f  numbers f o r  

The plan Shou ld  i n c l u d e  a list of a l l  w i l d l i f e  s p e c i e s  known- I .~ ~.~~ 
a l l  major s p e c i e s  a n d  c o n f i d e n c e  l i m i t s  on  t h e  e s t i m a t e s .  
s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  t h e  c a l c u l a t f o n  of c o n f i d e n c e  l i m i t s  i s  n o t  a v a i l a b l e , l  4 
steps s h o u l d  be  t a k e n  immediately t o  remedy t h a t h e  s i t u a t i o n  a n d  1 
t h e  plan s h o u l d  i n c l u d e  a d e s c r i p t i o n  of p roposed  Survey  a c t i v i t i e s .  I 
Meanwhile, the s o u r c e  of a n y  n o n - o b j e c t i v e  e s t i m a t e s  shou ld  be g i v e n . :  

If d a t a  

Tho P o r e d  s h o u l d  n o t  r e l v  "Don MDFW & P e s t i m a t e s .  e s p e c i a l l y  I 

E-447 
Response to letter 1273 - Roughton. Robert D. F i r s t  page 

1. The estimated budget For Monitoring and Evaluation has been 
re-evaluated and is available For review a t  the Forest  headquarters i n  
Libby, Montana. 

la. we w i l l  Continue to  use the most r e l i ab le  da ta  obtainable. me 
Montana S ta te  Department OF Fish. Wildlife and Parks has a keen 
i n t e r e s t  i n  obtaining poPulation estimates and r e  have the need to  
co-opperate w i t h  them. CenSYS OF B Secretive species. such as elk. i n  
B densely forested environment P e s Y l t S  i n  estimates of la, 
r e l i ab i l i t y .  Our primary obligetion is s t i l l  to insure tha t  the 
habi ta t  is provided to  allw the animal populations t o  thrive.  
includes the PmYiSion of adequate Security which can be Provided 
through mad C~OSUIPS. 

This 

2 .  The goal is to  maintain a viable population OF all vertebrate 
species.  Many species. such as big game. w i l l  be managed w e l l  above 
the minimum viable l eve l ,  which is defined as 40% OF Population 
potential .  Viable poPulationS w i l l  be insured by Providing diverse 
habi ta t  conditions For the f u l l  range of Species Found on the  
Kootenai. and by monitoring indicator species which ape most subject 
to  management ac t iv i t i e s .  By insuring the maintenance OF indicator 
species. all other species should remain above the minimum viable 
leve l .  

3. see response t o  xz. above. 

4 .  About 280 di f fe ren t  species of Wildlife OCCUPY the Kwtenai National 
Forest. 
be 8 mommental task and is u m e c e s s q  when managing by the indicator 
Jpecies concept. Indicator Species manwment is ta i lored  to  those 
*we& lik" species most sens i t ive  t o  Forest rnanwment ac t iv i t ieg  and 
which are representative of other species.  BY providing For the 
habi ta t  needs OF these species. the needs of all species are met. 

Addressing the  management of each Species individually would 

$ 
_ _ _ _  ..... ~ 

t h o s e  known t o  be  u n r e l i a b l e :  - 
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Fores t  Supervisor.  'mF. p . 2  

5 .  The means by which the projected 40% 
i s  t o  be achieved by the 5 t h  decade under 
should be s p e c i f i e d  m d  the  c a l c u l a t i o n s  
v a l i d i t y  f o r  t h i s  F o r e s t  should also be provided. 

As I mentioned i n  m y  note a few days am. these  comments may arrive 

S incere ly ,  

Robert D. Roughton 

.I 

€ 4 4 8  
Response to  letter U213 - UaU%htCS.. b k r t  D. Page 273- 

5. The projected increase in e lk  population is based on the mount of  
forage that will be provided. much or i t  through vegetative 
manipulation a$ LI pesult or timber hemest and prescribed burning. 
The deta i l s  of the calculations are available in the Forest Planning 
records in  the Supervisor's Headquarters. 
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Respme to  Letter U 2 C 5  - Keith Rush - F i r s t  P- 

1 

2 

2 a  

3 

1. The timber hsrves t  level OVBr the  l a s t  t en  YBBPS (173 mmbflyr average) 
r e p m e n -  M e a r l y  period of f u l l  pmduction and a l a t e r  period of 
lor pmduction in the rood pmduct8 industry.  The harvest  levels 
appear to k on t h e  increase and this trend is expected to continue. 
Becaws of this ant ic ipa ted  increase, t h e  f l e x i b i l i t y  to  pmvide for B 

higher ti=&= s a l e  level is being 4tLLlned. We agree that if no one 
w a n t s  the timber. if i t 's  t W  UPenSive to log or if we don't  have the 
per'somel to prepam the sales. they w i l l  not  be sold.  Our analys is  
and past  experience ind ica tes  that the f i P s t  two p i n t s  should not  be 
e problem. 
so the last point rill be dependent upon National p r i o r i t i e s .  

me mad piles shorn in the  U S  are ne i the r  tarsets nor goals. but 
estimates of needs given t o d w ' s  technology. The need for mads t o  
support the timber program will be  continually reassessed as t h e  
tr-pPtatiM system i a  developed so t h e t  only those mads  necessary 
to m a m @  the Forest  are ever b u i l t .  
regulated timber base acre- 80 the estimate of needed mad miles is 
about 640 miles fewer than ahOm in the  P-sed Action. 

m e  Final Plm includes a mal to minimize the amount of mad 
cons tmct ion .  In addition. the widenee  f o r  each managesent area 
includes d e t a i l s  an mad use r e s t r i c t i o n s  tha t  are designed to pmvido 
secure hab i t a t  and minimize the illpact of mads  on elk habi ta t .  me 
inpacts of msds IM disacuased in the BIS. 

ma timber OF co-reial Size curren t ly  hm some indications of 
beginning bark beetle ac t iv i ty .  C+mbining t i m b e r  harvest  with mad 
m m w n t  w i l l  pmvids vegetative d i v e n i t y .  thus enhancing t h e  game 
hab i t a t  over extended periods. Wilderness des ima t ion  does not  d l w  
far in ten t iona l  vegetative manipulation. 

Congress retains the author i ty  O V ~ P  Forest Service budgets 

2. 

me F i d  P l m  has a smaller 

2s. 

3. 
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E-450 

Response to Letter U205 - Keith Rush - Peqe 2O5a 

4. Mueh’of Pellick Ridge has been recommended for Wilderness designacion 
in the Fianl Plan. 

5. Most of the Trout Creek roadless area w i l l  remain roadless. The 
Combination of values (vildlife. Wilderness. timber. minerals. etc.) 
in the area leads us to the designations Shown on the Final Plan map. 

3 

5 
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160 Reservoir Road 
Whitefish, Montana 59937 
October 29, 1985 

Supervisor 
Kootenai National Forest 
Libby, Montana 59923 

Dear S i r ,  

I am writing t o  comment on the proposed Forest Plan. 

The western s t a t e s  have contributed more than t h e i r  share of 
wilderness and mad les s  recreation lands t o  the  res idents  of the  

I em disturbed t h a t  all of the  Forest Plans I have Seen i n  

I f e e l  t h i s  i s  a 
Region I seem t o  be pulling away from the multiple use concept and 
designating ce r t a in  a reas  t o  designated uses. 
mistake a s  it farc loses  fu ture  management options which a prudent 
manager might need t o  make i n  the  future. These designations a re  
usually p o l i t i c a l  i n  nature and do no t  take in to  consideration the 
economic and b io logica l  considerations which a prudent manager would 
consider i f  the  land i s  l e f t  i n  f u l l  multiple use s ta tus .  

as possible a s  it is the  economic l i feb lood  o f  Western Montana and 
Northern Idaho. 

closed through designated r e s t r i c t i o n s .  

tection. I would urge t h a t  these concerns be taken care of by 
careful layout and good logging prac t ice3  on a l l  timber sales.  

The a l t e rna t ive  t o  adequate and well designed timber sales i s  
l ike ly  t o  be e i the r  fo re s t  fires or bug epidemics. 

I strongly urge that the timber s e l l  program be kept as high 

I a l s o  urge that other economic uses of the f o r e s t  no t  be fore- Ii4 
The plan  seems t o  be unduly concerned w i t h  v i sua l  qua l i ty  

E-451 
Response to Letter ti48 - Royce Catterlee - Firs t  page 

1 .  NO r e s p o n ~ e  needed. 

2 .  Wilderness i s  one of the multiple-uses Of the National forests .  

3 .  No response needed 

4 .  We agree that the timber p ~ o g ~ a m  is  an important aspect of economic 
life i n  Western Montana and Northen Idaho. We a l so  feel that the  
Final Forest P l a n  has B reasoneble balance among a l l  the resoucces and 
uses desired by the many competing users of the fores t .  

5 .  The in tent  is t o  insure that B consistent approach is taken on a l l  the 
distcicts , .  over t i m e .  because Of the subject ive nature of an 
intangible  value Such 85 visual  qual i ty .  

., 
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I a3 n o t  concerned about the miles of road t o  be b u i l t  on t h q  
Forest other than I suspect there has been a real lack of planning 
a t  t o  what spec i f ica t ion  these road3 need t o  be i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  the 
DroDosed uses and the f a c t  t h a t  a high Dercentage of these roads 
G i l i  probably be closed in the  rUtur; t b  eliminite harassment 
pressures on b ig  game animals. 

I am aware t h a t  Congress i n  t h e i r  i n f i n i t e  wisdom have desi- 
a ted  wolves and Grizzly iears as endangered species and t h a t  you- 
a re  l imi ted  as t o  what you can do i n  some areas because of t h i s  
des imat ion .  I would uree that YOU do evervthine m s s i b l e  t o  keeo _ .  
this-from af fec t ing  othe; uses 02 the fo re s t .  

Thank you for the opportunity t o  coment on these  proposed 
actions.  

E-452 

R ~ S P O ~ S ~  t o  L e t t e r  ni ts  - satteriee - 1% 

6. me roads t o  be constructed in  the Final  Forest  Plan B L . ~  t o  be 
designed LO the  lowest s tandard possible .  while providing for safe ty  
and environmental p ro tec t ion .  The amount of open road mileage t h a t  
now e x i s t s  wfll probably rewin s t a t i c  o v e ~  the l i f e  of the  P lan .  See 
Chapter IV i n  the  Dra f t  EIS. 

me Fina l  Forest Plan has received a Dan-jeopardy opinion from the  
U.S. F ish  and Wild l i fe  Service.  which i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  the  Plan i s  
compatible with the  recowry goals  f o r  t h e  g r i z z l y  bear  and t h s t  the  
planned uses of  the Kmtenai  National Fores t  can proceed without 
c o n f l i c t .  

7 .  

i& ce Sa t t e r l ee  



Response to Letter U47 - Joesph C .  Schott - First page 

me F i n a l  Forest P l a n  provides for 520.000 acres of roadless 
protection which is 88; of a l l  the existing undeveloped land on the 
Forest. 
in  a roadless State. 

The Final Forest P l a n  ha5 reduced the Bmunr of planned mads by 640 
miles. See ChapteP I1 of the Final EIS. 

E-453 

1. 

This w i l l  result in  23% of the entire Forest being maintained 
See Chapter I1 of the Draft EIS. 

2. 
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E-454 Response to  Letter X47 - Joesph C .  SChott - Page ‘ l ia 

3 .  The Scotchman Peak recommended wilderness has been inceased to 58.700 
acres i n  the Final Forest Plan. See the final Forest Plan >lap. 



,297 
E455 

Response t o  Le t t e r  1297 - Linra Sheldon F i r s t  page 

1. Of the 51.900 llcres in the Kootenai portion of the Scotchman P e d s  
area we have recommended 36.200 acres f o r  Wilderness designation. 
Idaho Panhandle Nat imal  Fores t  has reammended an sddi t iona l  22.500 
acre8 fo r  Wilderneee designation (B t o t a l  of 58.700 acres on both 
Fores ts ) .  
Wilderness designation. The Tmut  Creek area is more than twenty 
miles arw from Scotchman PeaLa and is separated fmm Scotchman Pe&s 
by msds. B r a i l m a d .  the tan of Hemn. Cabinet Gorge Reservoir and 
severa l  developed drainages. 
rill renain madless. but i t  is not recommended for Wildemem 
designation because there are potent ia l ly  hi@ mineral values and 
i m p r t a n t  elk hab i t a t  in the m a .  
hab i t a t  w i l l  require planned manipulation (usually burning) from time 
to time and such PrLIctiCes a m  not permitted in Wilderness. 

Much or the imPOPtMt linter PMge on the South s i d e  of Pe l l i ck  Ridge 
as w e l l  as some old-mouth has been included in the Scotchman 
WilderneBs recommendation. 

With regard t o  the cedars. r e  assume you mean Ross Creek r a the r  than 
Rock Creek. 
and recommended Wilderness. 

The 

Much Of the  Pe l l i ck  Ridge area has been recommended for 

Uuch of the  T m t  Creek madleoa ares 

Waintenance Of high gulllity e lk  

2. 

3 .  
Thhe ROSS Creek Cedars are Preserved in Management Area 21 

4. Thhe Idaho Panhandle NP (in i ts  Pmmsed Action1 and the Flathead NP 
(in i t B  F ina l  Plan) both included p m g m e d  sale l eve l s  t h a t  were 
larger than their average Cut of the last ten ye&rs. 'Ihe pmjec ted  
allowable sale quant i t ies  for all the Forests in t h i s  area are based 
upon non-declining yield.  Thuo the "Cut it all..." approach is not 
used. 

We expect t o  see some some addi t iona l  res t ruc tur ing  i n  the local 
t i m b e r  industry as the location of avai lab le  timber supplies s h i f t  
(see Appendix B of the FEIS). but in t e r n  of harvested volume (which 
bottomed out i n  1982). recovery is already under vw (see Chapter I1 
in the Final EISI. 

Road building is an e f f e c t  of managing land for timber production. If 
timber is t o  be harvested then mads are n e c e s s a ~ . ~ .  The needed road 
miles shorn i n  t h e  various documents not " ta rge ts"  or "go819". but 
es t imates  of needs given today's technology. 
be continually reassessed as the t r m s p r t a t i o n  System is developed so 
t h a t  only those necessary t o  manage the land bsse ere ever b u i l t .  The 
land base managed for t i m b e r  in the  Final Plan is estimated t o  rewire 
about 640 fewer miles of mad than t h h e  Proposed Action. 
ind ica tes  t h s t  over the long term (200  years) the value of timber 
hauled over these mads  w i l l  WPB than o f f s e t  both the Construction 
and t h h e  long term maintenance costs. 

The Fina l  Plan has been m o d i P i e d  to  inevre t h a t  S t e t e  Water Quality 
Stands& rill be wt. 

5. 

6. 

The need fop roads rill 

Our analysis 

7. 

NJFXEX 8, 1985 

1 

2 

3 

.I 
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Response to  Letter X l l l  - Nancy E. Slacm € 4 5 6  

1. The Final Plan pmvides considerably more protection t o  Old-growth 
dependent species. especially along stream bottoms. See the Final 
Forest Plan Map. 
acreage on the Forest (excluding lodgepale pine) has been removed from 
the regulated timber base. 

About 34; of the mature md Overmature timber 

la. See response $1, above. 

lb .  See response # I .  above. 

2. The timber harveSt level of 175 mmbf represents an ear ly  period of 
f u l l  pmduction and a l a t e r  pericd of low pmduetion i n  the wood 
PmduCts indu5try For the last 10 years. 
be on the increase and this trend is expected to continue. 
t h i s  anticipated increase. the f l ex ib i l i t y  t o  pmvide for a higher 
timber sale leve l  is being retained. 

The harvest l eve ls  appear to 
Because of 

3. The Final Forest Plan has reduced the t o t a l  mount of new mad 
COnStNCtion, and w i l l  r e ta in  the majority of a l l  inventmied madless 
areas i n  8 madless condition. 
EIS. 

The Final Forest Plan increases the pmtection for water quali ty.  
the Riparian Area Ouidelines. the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan. and 
the Forestwide Stand& i n  the Final Forest Plan document. 

S igni f icant  POPtiOnS of Scotchman Pe& (including Pe l l ick  Ridge). Ten 
La*es. and the Cabinet Additions have been recommended f o r  
wilderness. Significant portions Of Trout Creek have been designated 
as roadless because of the minepal potential  and the big-game values. 

See Chapter I1 Of the Draft and Final 

4. See 

5. 
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Response to LetteP #I4 - R. E. Smith - FirSt page E-457 

1. No response needed. 

2. No response needed. 

3. No response needed. 

4. We disagree. 
recommended. For wilderness were pPimarily designated For roadless 
management. which would have Precluded any development Bnd provided 
for  the Security that is needed for elk management. 

The madless meas that were considered. but not 

5. No response needed. 

r/ ., 
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5 

6 

7 .  

8 

0 '  

10 

Response to LeLter Hi4 - R. e. smith - page 14a E-458 

6. No response needed. 

7 .  No x-esponse needed. 

8 .  See the designated madless area9 in  the Final Fomst plan compared to 
the Roadless Inventory displayed i n  the Draft EIS. 

9. No P ~ E P O ~ S ~  needed. 

10. NO response needed. 
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3. 

4 .  

Response t o  l e t t e r  #228 - Elaine Snyder First page E-459 

This F o r e s t  has produced large volumes of timber for many 
can cont inue t O  do 50 under thP Final  Plan. 
producing land  i s  managed t o  maintain and enhance w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t  
(see the ' s tandards  far Management Areas 11. 12 and 14 i n  the   ine el 
P l a n ) .  
diSCUSSed i n  t h e  EIS. 

and 
Much of the  timber 

The impacts of timber harvest .  both negat ive and p o s i t i v e ,  are 

The road miles shown i n  the  EIS are n e i t h e r  targets or goals, but 
es t imates  of the  miles  needed t o  log the  regulated timber base given 
todsy ' s  technology. 
8s t h e  t ranspor ta t ion  System is developed so t h a t  only those roads 
neces8r .y  t o  manage the  Forest  are eve= b u i l t .  
inc ludes  B goal  t o  minimize the  mount  of road Construction. 
addi t ion .  the  guidance for  each management area includes d e t a i l s  on 
road use r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  are designed to provide secure h a b i t a t  and 
minimize t h e  impact of roads an elk h a b i t a t .  
cons t ruc t ion  are discussed i n  the  €15. 

Host of t h e  apeas you mention are e i t h e r  recommended for Wilderness or 
included in Some o t h e r  m a d l e s s  designat ion (see the  F ina l  Plan map). 

The need for meds *ill be w n t i n u s l l y  reassessed 

The Fina l  Plan 
In 

The impacts of road 

Most of t h e  Breffi you mention w i l l  be maintained in t h e i r  roadless  
condi t ion  (see the  F ina l  Plan map). 

, 



5 .  ?he Final Plan pmvides considerably more P m t e e t i o n  t o  old-growth 
dependent species. A b u t  34% of the mature and w e m a t u r e  timber 
acre- lexcludiw lodgepole pine) has been removed Fmm the mrnla~e( 
timber base. Included in t h i s  is O V ~ P  90% Of the land base 
inventoried as Pmviding old-gmuth hsb i ta t  charac te r i s t ics .  
this m a  is along StPeams (sea the  Final Plan map). Much 
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Kootenai National FoPeSt 
Forest Plan 

Libby, UT 59923 
u t .  3, BOX 700 

Gentlemen: 

The l e a s t  threatening a l te rna t ive  ppepposed i n  the Forest Plan is 
Alternative N. 
withdraw close t o  200,000 additional acres frm possible mining 
ventwes which could help t h e  National economy. 
acmes would be i n  addition t o  t h e  95,000 ameS withdrawn i n  the  
Cabinet Hauntain Wilderness. 

One fac tor  which I highly favor i n  a l te rna t ive  N is t h a t  it w i l l  

ness7m-e i n  Montana than t o t a l  area Of sane eastern s t a t e s .  

- 
I say " leas t  threatening" because even it will 

These withdrawn 

- 
add no m ~ ~ l e  wilderness t o  o m  area. Ye almady have more wilder- 

Fnough i s  enough. - 
Plus, I do oot favor closing mads. As a m t i v e  ltontanrm and 
l iv ing  i n  Libby, I earn about 112 as much as a t m o b i l e  workers 
i n  eastem fac tor ies  and about 113 as much as c i t y  workers i n  
New 'fork City. P a r t  of t h e  peason I can subs is t  on larm Wages 
is because I =an get my c l y ~  m o d  fm winter heat, I can hunt and 
f i s h  t o  help-supply.:faod for the  family and possibly do a l i t t le  
prospecting on week ends. men you close r m d s ,  it becomes m m  
difficult to g e t  wood because there  i a  more canpetit ion on t h e  
few Femaining open r a d s  f o r  the  uocd. The sane holds true for  
hunting. 
(meaning hiking for days) nor can I a f d  t o  h h  a guide like 
t h e  out-Of-Statepa do and pack in .  
meat for t h e  tab le  and open mads p ~ o v i d e  m m  ~pption t o  hunt with 
much less hunter pressure i n  any one area. 

One l a s t  item, I do not favm transplanting grizzly beam i n t o  the  
Cabinets. TO do thaf iue t  adds one m m e  reason t o  close I.0ads 
and put our l i v e s  i n  jeopardy when we are on any outing on the  

I am not in te res ted  i n  you- so called "quality hunts" 

I an interested in obtaining 

L 

f~inges of Libby itself. . - 

1 

l a  

2 

3 

Response to Letter $208 - Lance Spooner E-461 

1. The Final Forest Plan will p r e s e ~ v e  the Option f o r  mineral e ~ p l ~ ~ ~ t i ~ n  
where the  mineral po ten t ia l  appears t o  be promising. 

Wilderness 'is one of the multiple-uses of the National Forests 

Road closures for big-game Species are Supported by the S t a t e  
Depaptment of Fish. Wildlife and Parks. and are fel: n e c e s a ~ y  t o  
maintain the big-game hunting 5ea5ons we have today. Many roads are 
closed only on e seasonal basis and ace open for public use. Such as 
modcutting. st other times of the year. The F i n a l  Forest Plan will 
provide for the  $ m e  mount of open roads 8s currently ex is t s .  
Chapter I V  in the Draft EIS. 

Grizzly hear recove~y will be one of the many uses tha t  the Kootenai 
National Forest Plan will be providing for .  
depend on the needs of the bear and the public SUPpoPt f o r  the method. 

la. 

2. 

See 

3. 
How that  is done will 
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mer s i r :  

Elcsvree i n  mnjunet ion r lzh a c a l l e d  r i l d l i r e  h a h i t s t  r o d  00 more g r i z z l y  

. ~ d 6 r d i o z  ft? B o t e c a i  Forest DrePt F1.n. I em i n  f e n r  oi 8 f i n s 1  €18" 
Chpt rill a:?ow f o r  ti.. =est tinLier hs rves t ,  =or* mining, l a 3 3  roc* 

beera. 

*hi* ham huge 1118~1 i n  r i ldarnoaa alrsady. Hervest the  matilre timber, 
s l s n r m t  bod plaot  apsio .  
f u t u r s  Len.=mtIoaa. 
t h a i r  o w  dnldsroeasrs  u s i n g  srseo t h a t  ham r o ~ m v n  f ron  our hsrso3tB.  

A n  fir madinp on t h e  BoTsoul. t h e  m r a  m a d s  the better. (Even mad. 
bec0.e Overemin I n  time f o r  fu tunt  wilderneaa). open roada a l l o r  more 
pooplo to yea the  f o r e &  and i s n ' t . t h e t  *hy the  Ulotional FOlll8tl mrs 
Eremted sod l a b r  mandared f o r  people ue.7 m a d s  &h.ould r e n r i o  open 
8 t h r t  people a re  diepparsd i n  tho mods,  ra ther  than orowdad onto a 
few vell?y b t t o m  m n d e  wlth no aide roads open. I P  mslnta in iog road8 
1. a pmblen, then d o a ' t  mslotain eldo madb-ev;otusl ly  they  dll  s l o w  
thmxsslvea, hit i n  t?e  meentima people will have been able  t o  u s e  them 
for  a o d  mtt:ng, berry plcldng, bird *etchlog, proapaeting, hunt log,  
p l m i s l d ~ g .  mOtarcycling a n d  Juat drivl- iog 00 t 3  see r i l d l l f e .  

The ns t ioos l  e c m m y .  all w l l  8 0  th. loca l  economy. wed.  i n h a t r i e s  to  
keep this eauntry p i n g .  
t h a t  the 5 0 i e a a i  Foreat  E B O  support. 
f i l l e a t  a i t a o t  i n  the final Foreat Plelr, and, cor ta ioly 
oPf f o r  gr izzly beers or addi t ions1 r i lderness .  

i n v i r o m e n t s l i s t s  p e r  OP wlidemeas for 
Plso t  the t r e s s  LID* smd future Lednsratimr can m a b  

- 
3 

Lumbering sod mining are t a  good i a h r a t i i s e  
They b a u l d  be wpportad t o  tha 

not be t rsded 

Thank you ?or i t i s  Opportuoity to  mmmsnt snd =r mrxl imeots  to  you Par 
your <ise a a c i e l o n  on  the  s r e r t  Northern s'd p m p o a a l .  

Response t o  le t ter  1199 - Robert Spooner E462 

-1. The F i n a l  Plan provides t h e  same allowable sale quant i ty  for timber as 
t h e  Pmposed Action. 
over t h e  last  ten years  and w i l l  allow f a r  increased harvest  in t h e  
fu ture .  me opportuni ty  f o r  mineral explora t ion  and development is 
re ta ined  i n  are- where p o t e n t i a l  mineral va lues  are considered t o  he 
promising. 

Road C ~ O S U P ~ S  for b i g  game spec ies  are supported by the  Montana 
Department of Fish. Wildl i fe  and Parks and are f e l t  t o  be necessary to 
maintain t h e  b i g  game hunting seasons we now enjoy. 
m e d s  are Closed only seasonal ly  and are open For publ ic  use the rest 
of the  year .  
Endangered Species  Act. 
ex is tence  o f  t h e  bear  is not  viable .  

The Fina l  Plan recommends that 78.5W addi t iona l  acres an the Forest  
he included i n  the Wilderness system. For t h e  most P a r t  these  
p m p o s a l s  involve lands that can not  he economically accessed OP 
logged. 

A b u t  1,263.000 acre3 Of t h e  Forest w i l l  be managed f o r  timber 
pmduct ion.  These acres vi11 be gradual ly  accessed. usua l ly  e l e a r c u t  
and then regenerated with trees. as YOU Suggest. 

'Rlis volume 18 l a r g e r  than the  average harves t  

la .  

Many of these 

Preserving t h e  k i z z l y  b e e  is requi red  by t h e  
Any Forest  Plan t h a t  would jeopardize the 

2. 

2% 

3. Road cons t ruc t ion  impacts b C h  the U.S. taxpayer and the  natural 
resources in this area. Foe these  reasons a goal of minimizing t h e  
miles of m a d  construct ion has  been i n c o w r a t e d  in the F i n a l  Plan.  
In  this w a y  only those mads needed to  m a n a g e  the  Fores t  rill ever be 
b u i l t .  

We estimate that there rill eventual ly  be over 4.3W miles of m a d  
a v a i l a b l e  for  year  -d u8e 0x1 the Forest  and many more miles 
e v a i l a h l e  far seasonal  use. 

4. 

l h i s  m o m t  of mading w i l l  pmvide  
B X t e n s I V e  access f o r  the uses you note. 

5. See response I1 abave. 

6. No resoonse needed. 

Robsrt J. ~ j o o n c r  



E463 Response t o  L e t t e r  ,232 -Bob Springer  

1. ' h e  F i n a l  Plan provides considerable more protect ion to  old-growth 
dependent species .  
acreage (excluding lodgePole Pi-) has  been removed r m  the reglllared 
t i m b e r  base. 
inventor ied  BS providing Old-growth habi ta t  c h m a c t e r i s t i C s .  

A s i g n i f i c a n t  port ion of the  Pellick Ridge %rea has been included 
wi th in  t h e  f i n a l  recommendation for  wilderness i n  the F ina l  Forest  
Plan. 

A b u t  34% Of the mature and Overmature timber 

Included i n  t h i s  is Over 90X Of the land base 

2 .  

See t h e  F ina l  Forest  Plan Map. 



E464 
R ~ S Q O ~ S ~  to lerrec x231 - ssra LOU springer. ~irst page 

1. The motorized use that may be allowed within Management Area 2 will be 
the exception and is displayed in Chapter Ill of the Final Forest 
Plan. 

2. A significant portion of Pellick Ridge has been added to the 
recommended wilderness area of Scotchman Peak. See the Final Forest 
Plan Map. 

Management Area 2 maintains the roadless Charactev of the Trout Creek 
area and the wilderness values can be PeasSesed when the Final FoPeSt 
Plan is revised. 

3 .  



4 .  

5. 

4 

5 6 .  

7. 

7a. 

Response t o  letter 1231 - Sara Lou Springer. Page 231a 

See the nevised Riparian A P ~ Q  =des i n  the F i n d  Forest Plan 
document. 

E465 

The projected timber harvest and mad construction levels.  i f  
sustained. would Pesult i n  some f i sh  losses as calculated using the 
fishery model a t  our disposal. 
given watershed depends on the sens i t iv i ty  of the watershed i n  
question. i ts threshold leve l  of sediment. the ra te  of r e e c o v e ~ ~ .  and 
the degree Of harvest that  is projected. 
r e l i a b i l i t y  of the sediment fiwres vhieh are used. the fishery 105s 
calculations became Very SUSPeCt. For this reason. the F i n d  Forest 
Plan has put the emphasis On the an-the-gmund determination of water 
qua l i ty  and f i s h  habi ta t  PerametePS to  inswe tha t  f i s h  habitat  and 
the f i shery  resouwe is mt  demedm (See the MonitOPing and 
Evaluation Plan and the Forestwide Stan lards in the F i n d  Forest plan 
document). 

No streams w i l l  be degraded under the Final Forest Plan because the 
Plan muires  tha t  the S ta te  Water Puality Standards w i l l  be met or 
the project or ac t iv i ty  w i l l  be modified or stopped. See the Final 
Forest Plan document. 

The amount Of calculated 108s i n  a 

Because of the low 

Old--th timber hss been 
the Final Forest  Plan. 

removed frnm the regulated t inher base i n  

Ihe Final Plan Pmvides considerable more Pmtection t o  old-gmwth 
dependent 8PeCieS. 
acreage (excluding lodgepole pine) has been removed Prom the regulated 
timber base. Included in this is over 90% of the land base 
inventoried 84 Providing old-gmrth habitat  Characteristics. 

Atout 34% of the nature and overn~fure timber 
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E466 
Oet. 21. 1965 
S t K  R t .  2,331 270 
h o u t  Creek. €bnt.aa 57 

Forest supervisor 
btenai National Forest 
E.R. #3. mx 7 M  

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

'7 

8 

9 

Response to Let te r  Y57 - Jeane t te  Stangl 

1. The Final Forest P l e n  is based on the pmdvctive Pa ten t i e l  of the 
Kwtenlli National Forest  and is dependent on a c e r t a i n  budget lwel t o  
achieve these p t e n t i e l s .  IF  the budgets m e  not Forthcoming. the 
Final Forest Plan w i l l  be adjusted or m i s e d  in ~~ccordance  w i t h  the 
suidelinea s t a t e d  in tho h i t o r i n g  and Evaluation Plan. 

A s e n s i t i v i t y  ana lys i s  "as done on ware recent  timber pr ices  and is 
displayed in Appendix B of the Final BTS. 

The Current Dicection (Alternative I )  and Al te rna t ive  F come very 
c lose  t o  your request. 
of Chapter TI. 

The Final Forest Plan pro jec ts  a m a x i m u m  of 2.370 miles in the First 
decade. See Chapter I1 OF the Final EIS. 

The Fisher ies  loss CBIculation~ are of low r e l i a b i l t y  and were 
presented in the  Draft EIS only For COmPBratiYe pu1.poae9. 
the  1- r e l i a b i l i t y .  the  Final Forest  Plan w i l l  r equi re  t h a t  the S t a t e  
Water pus l i t y  Standards be met FOP dl a c t i v i t i e s  and p m j e c t s .  

Hany Pipmian stands me now located within old-growth timber 
designations WA-13). 

Viable POPUlationS rill be insured by pmviding d iverse  hab i t a t  
conditions For the f u l l  range OF Bpecies Found on the Kootenai. and by 
monitoring the indicatm species which ere most eubjec t  to n w e n t  
a c t i v i t i e s .  BY insur ing  the maintenance of i nd ice t a r  species. all 
other species should remain w e l l  above the minimum v iab le  level. see 
Chaptep 111 in the Final EIS lor the f u l l  list OF ind ica tor  species t o  
be monitored. 

We agree t ha t  the number of o u t f i t t e r s  have increased s ign i f i can t ly  in 
recent y e ~ r . ~ .  
s t o p  i ssu ing  new day-use pe rn i t s  u n t i l  they can detern ine  how many 
OutFitterS m e  needed to adequately serve the public. The D i s t P i c t  
has  already es tab l i shed  a l i m i t  on the mtmtmr of O u t f i t t e r  camps. 

The estimated budget For the Honitoring and Evaluation Plan has h n  
re-evaluated and is ava i lab le  For review at the Fores t  Headquarters. 

2 .  
See Tho Final EIS and Table 11-24 at the end 

3. 

4. 
Because of 

5. 
See the Final Forest  Plan Map. 

6 .  

7. 
This is w h y  the Cabinet Ranger District has decided t o  

8. 

9 .  Honitocing rill be done M a Forestvide l eve l  to inmre comis tency  
with the in ten t ion  OF the Hansgement Area prescr ip t ions  in the Forest  
Plan document. 
allow the Flex ib i l ty  to  adapt to  new techniques and unforeseen 
po ten t i a l  Conl l i s t s .  
the individual Hanagement Area prescription. 

Wording. in many cwules. w a s  i n t en t iona l ly  general t o  

me i n t e n t  is to  m e e t  the pal and puppose of 



1 

1 

E- 4 67 
Response t o  Letter XI54 - Beverly Steiner 

1. The Final Forest Plan recommends a moderate amune of additional 
wilderness where the potential For wood-related jobs are low OP 
"on-existent. See the Final Forest P l a n  Map. 

Response t o  Letter t143 - Walter C .  Morkect 

. 

. ~. . .  

1. The Final Forest Plan attempts t o  maximize the mount of  timber 
hervest that  can be obtained i n  8 cost  effecienr manner. See the 
Final Forest P l a n  Map. 
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August 1. 1985 

Icotenai Nat1on.i Forest 
Rt .  3, Box 700 
Libby, U l  59923 

Dear S i r s :  

Please accept my c-nti, as. to1 IWS, concerning Dra f t  Eovlronmntal Impact 
Statwent - Proposed Forest Plan - Koatenat Natlonal Fmest. 

I have been acquainted wlth t h i s  National Forest for sevepal decades; and 
WntlnUB t o  re ta ln  the f l r m  opinion tha t  t h i s  Kwtenai  National Forest COntalns 
ovtstandlng WlIderness. a l l d l l f e ,  f l sh .  botanlc,scenlc and cu l tu ra l  rBSOUrCBS 
of csrta1n National slgnlflcance. 

An area tha t  p rw ldes  a v i t a l  and, as a 1 1  h e r l c a n s  hop, a last ing refuge for 
wn. and for a l l  I I f e ,  on th15 endangered planet. 
benefits man. and fully benef i ts a l l  I I f e  on t h i s  damaged Earth. 

I wish to advise of my Substantial - to  t h l r  M t lona l  Forest's 
proposed actlon - Proposed Fwest  Plan - as Such ~ 1 1 1  declmate surface and 
sub-surface resources and ~ 1 1 1 .  thus, destroy t h i s  very fraglle KoOteMI 
National Forest. 

I, then, f u l l y  r e c m o d  t h a t  as concerned h r l c a n  Clt12en5 we save t h l s  
Kwtenal  National Forest by establishing t h i s  National Forest as a permanent 
dedicated preserve. Wlth a l l  such Nat loMI Forest SyStw are- establlrhed as 
prmanent dedlcated preserves. Ais the purpose of the Forest ServIce, Unlted 
States Departaent of Agriculture, 1s t o  prsserve a l l  Of the Wllderness. 
~11d11fs. f lsh, botanlc - a l l  biologlcal resou~ces - scenlc and Cultural  
resources located on the Natlonal Forest Systen. 

U l th  each such preserve t o  protect ewsystms, preserve wtersheds, save and 
enhame a l l  c l l ld l l fe ,  f l sh  and botanlc hab l ta t  areas, protect and prDmote a l l  
BlologicaI Resources and t h e l r  dlverslty, preserve rivers. s t ream and creeks, 
restore and mcg~er  a l l  used and damaged areas t o  t h e l r  natural e m l r o m n t a l  
mndlt lon,  and t o  preserve. protect. strengthen and expand allderness. AS 
i l ldemess  16 the foundatlon of a l l  land and water reSMIrCeS. 

With the purpose of a l l  land and water resources plannlng and wnagensnt t o  
preserve, protect. strengthen and expand sllderness. I then f u l l y  urge t ha t  
each of the f o l i a l n g  area5 and acres I m i e d  on t h i s  Kmtenal  National Forest 
be f u l l y  c lassif ied and p m n e n t l y  protected as Nilderness; as emh such Ynlt 
features superb rllderness sttrlbutea, and to be Included I n  our Natlonal 
Wilderness Preservation SyStnT a t  t h i s  tim: 

An area, then, t ha t  fully 

2 

~~ 3 

Cabinet muntshs Robinson bwnta in  7,143 
Wilderness Addltlons, O n l y )  84.231 m u n t  ~ e n r y  27,302 
TUChUck 2,632 WWeX 22,117 
Thawson-Seton 24,112 Gold H i l l  24,593 
mrston Face 6.673 Zulu creek 6,881 
Le Beau 849 Rodsr Ick 27,354 
Ten Lakes 43.892 Grlzzly Peak 6.097 

4 

1. NO response needed. 

2. The purpose of the National Forests i s  t o  provide for multiple-uses. 
some of which do maintain and weserve the ex is t ing  scenic. Cultural. 
biologic. etc.. resources. 

3. No response needed 

4. Appendix C and Al ternat ive H in the Dra f t  EIS discussed the wilderness 
opt ion for most of these areas. 
mderate mount of wilderness and a s ign i f i can t  mount of madlesa 
designation for nost of the -85 that  you have outl ined. 

The Fina l  Forest Plan has proposed a 



Buckhorn Ridge 
kthmhrsst Peak 
Boundary Mountain 
Richards Mountain 
wolf Hauntain 
sat i re Hauntain 
Kenelty Mountaln 
Baroum Creek 
Hc Gregor Thmpson 
h . 1  Peak 
A I  Ian Peak 
Barren Peak 
M a y  Creek 
Rock Creek 
Galena 
Catanct 

24,934 
16,021 
6,809 

17,933 
2.998 

12,683 
8,779 

10.252 
7.166 
9;501 

27,316 
16.451 
14.536 

431 
18.951 
19,312 

Cube Iron 1.322 
Maple Peak 1,517 
Trout Creek 34.781 

East Fork Elk Creek 5.697 
West Fork Elk Creek 5.102 
Gaernmnt muntain 9.323 
Ch Ippewa 2;824 
Berray Mountain 9,502 

W I I  lard-lake Estel l e  19,873 

Flagstat  f 10.389 

Scotchman 56,174 

Roberts hbuntaln 8,219 

Saddle hbuntaln 5.437 

4 

of Wilderness t o  be located on t h i s  
KmtemI  Natlonal Forest - only - and t o  be Included I n  our National W I I d e r n e ~ ~  

To ban a l l  lnlnlng aCtlvlt lBS In the Cabinet Hountaln WIIderness SO as to S8YB 

To lnclvde r l v e r ~ ,  streams and cr&s In  the Nat loml W i l d  and Scenic Rivers 

PIUI. an addit ional  158.000 acres; lncludlng restcred. reavered acres. 

To secure a t o t a l  of 5- 

Preservetlon System a t  t h i s  time. 

t h l s  ~ m p r e s ~ t v e  and f r a g i l e  area. 

stystem. 

To classify t h i s  Natlonal Fwest  as a National U l l d l t f e  Blotogtcal 

5 

peregrine faimn, gray wit ,  caribou, and bald eagle and t o  establ ish t h i s  
forest area as 8 segnsnt of the G r l r z l y  b a r  Ib t lona l  Sanctuary System frm 

With t h i s  K m t e M l  Hat loMl  Forest t o  be establlrhed as a pernanent dsdlcated 
Natlonal Wllderness U l l d l i f e  B l o l q i c a l  Preserve and t o  5 e l W  the tallmlng 

a l te rna t l ve~  A l t e r m t l v e  Preservatlon U l l d e r n e ~ ~  Wl ld l l f e  B l o l ~ l c a l  Scenic 

National C r l t l c a l  Habl tst  Area t o  save a l l  I I fe ,  lncludlng grlrzly bear, 

Canada t o  MexICO. 

a I te rMt I ve  as t h i s  National Forest's pemnen t  planning and m a n a w n t  

Resources. 

To end c l e w  cutting, and t o  r e s t w e  t h i s  forest ar0a t o  a neessary n a t u r g  
em1m"mnt. 

8 

To r-e, Obliterate rmds as such are dsc lw t lng  t h i s  forest  area. I 9 
10 

11 

with no 0 1 1 ,  gas derelopnent as t h i s  a c t l v l t y  v I I I  cause profound land. wa ar  

TO ban a11  hydro a c t i v i t i e s  50 as t o  save t h i s  general areas' nater resou- 

and a i r  pOhtlDn probl-. I 

5. All mining a c t i v i t i e s  have been p m h i b i t e d  by Congpess except for 
v a l i d  e x i s t i n g  r i g h t s .  

The F i n a l  Fo res t  Plan recommends no add i t ions  t o  the Wild and Scenic  
Rivers System. b u t  t h i s  option is maintained for the f u t u r e .  

6 .  

7.  See ~esponse t o  $ 2 .  above. 

8. Evenaged management, including c l e a r c u t t i n g .  is a l eg i t ima te  
Si lviCUltUral  system. 

Roads are a legitimate t o o l  f o r  the management of a National  Fo res t  9. 

10. O i l  and Gas exp lo ra t ion  and development is B l e g i t i m a t e  use of  B 
National  Fo res t .  

11. me management of water. including s t o r a g e  f a c i l i t i e s .  is a legitimate 
use of t h e  Nat ional  Fo res t s .  



TO pWWneotly ban a l l  forms Of surface and Sub-SurtaCe L l C t l Y I t l e S .  d e v e l o p n e g  12 ' 

M a l l  Current,  proposed and potent ial  wilderness. 

No release of any ROddle55 Areas. 

TO acquire a l l  lnholdlngl dn a l l  Federal Imds.  

With no disposal O f  any Federal lands. 

I 13 

- 
For when 18 save our natural lands and waters. we save h e r l c a !  

13 b 
E410 

Response t o  l e t t e r  X13 - John Swanson Page 13b 

Siocsrel y, 

John R. Swanson 

12. Current wilderness has a C o n g ~ s s i a n a l  ban on a l l  mining. except where 
val id  r ights  e x i s t .  
to  the rights  outlined in the 1872 Mining Leu. 

Recommended and Wtent ia l  wilderness ace subject 

13. Roadless areas that a- not evenrually placed i n t o  wilderness by 
Congres8 w i l l  probably be released. 

14. See the Landomership Adjustment Plan i n  Appendix 9 of the Final 
Forest Plan document. 

I T y p d  f r a  w l g l n a l  le t ter  due to d l f f l c v l t y  I n  reading handlrritlng by M. 
Huss). 



October 24 ,  1985 

Mr. James F. Rathbun 
Forest Supervisor 
Kootenai National Forest 
Rt. 3 BOX 700 
Libby, Montana 59923 

Dear Mr. Rathbun: - 
The Forest Plan is deficient in many areas. I will outline 

the areas of disagreement. 

(1) The economics of the Forest Plan are very unsound for 
the communities within the Kootenai National Forest and also the 
surrounding communities, 

(a) The Forest Plan does not provide a good 
balance between recreational and industrial use of 

economic diversity which is a basic economic 
principle. The plan does not provide a good 
balance of dispersed recreation, developed 
recreation and logging. This plan allocates 9 0 t $  
of the land base to logging. ThiS is poor 
economic planning considering the condition of the 
logging industry and its future. ThiS plan will ' 
perpetuate one industry towns and will eventually 
be the demise for towns like Libby, Montana. 

(b) The Forest Plan exaggerates the returns to 
the government and jobs it will Create and is 
especially speculative when considering the future 

the land. In short, it does not provide for - 

- 

of the timber industry in the Northwest. - 
( c )  This plan perpetuates Costly road building 
and the selling Of timber below Cost. In short, 
adds to the deficit of the national budget. - 

In swnmary this plan should allocate more funds for 
- dispersed recreation and developed recreation. 

E-471 Response to letter X66 - STUART W. SWENSON First page 

1. No ~esponse needed 

2 .  We respectfully disagree. 
the Kootenai is expected to be able to Provide a l l  types of recreation 
in excess of anticipated demand for at least the next 50 years.. 
terms of land base. the Final Forest Plan designates lands for 
multiple uses as follows: 

As discussed i n  Chapter I11 of the DEIS. 

In 

DESIGXATION ACT(ES Z. OF LAND BASE 

Roadless Rec 315.000 14 

Timber Base 1.263.000 56 

Wilderness 206.000 9 

Motorized Rec 17.000 1 

5 

TOTAL: 2.244.000 100 

Big-Game Wtr.Rg. 112.oOO 
Other Nan-Timber- 

3 .  We have explored the effect of using timber price data from 1 9 5  to 
1984 as well as lower estimates of increases in the future and lover 
mad costs (as experienced in the last several years). 
upon rerums to the treasury is displayed in Appendix B of the Final 
U S .  

The INPLAN model. described in the DEE Appendix B. is a "snapshot" of 
the inter-industry relationships and efficiencies that existed in 
1977. Since that time sawmills have improved their efficiency so that 
fever jobs are needed to pmcess a given mount of timber. 
utility in these projections is in their relative comparability 
between alternatives rather than in the absolute number. thus no 
further d y s i s  is considered necessary. 

The effect 

The prime 

4. Certain timber sales developed in accordance with the Forest Plan will 
cost .ore to prep- and administer than they return to the U.S. 
Treasury. mis occurs because (1)  the Plan uses a long-term 
perspective "hemin B belowcost sale MW will allow numemus sale5 in 
the future which rill result in a positive Cash fla to the treasury: 
(2)  a kla-cost sale may be the most cost-effective w a y  of 
accomplishing another objective (such as fire hazard reduction through 
elimination of high-risk lodgepole pine); and (3) a certain harvest 
level will be needed to maintain the social fabric of locd 
communities. 

'me Final FOPeSt Plan projects budget needs to pmvide for the 
anticipated demand. 

5. 
See the Final EIS. Chapter 11. 
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Page 2 
October  2 4 ,  1 9 8 5  

There  s h o u l d  be  a n  unb iased  economic s t u d y  by an  economis t  
t h a t  has  no one p u l l i n g  s r r i n g s .  - 

* 2 1  
f i s h i n g .  

The s p e c i f i c  areas of d i s a g r e e m e n t  are h u n t i n g  and 

* l a )  Lack o f  a d d i t i o n a l  w i l d e r n e s s  t o  t h e  
C a b i n e t s  a s  recommended by t h e  Rod and  Gun Club ,  
a i  w e l l  as t h e  Chamber o f  Commerce. 

* lb l  
l n t e q r i t y  of t h e  Scotchmans Peak  p rvposed  
w i l d e r n e s s .  

The F o r e s t  P l a n  c o m p l e t e l y  d e s t r o y s  t h e  

Scotchmans Peak h a s  r e c e i v e d  more s u p p o r t  t h a n  any 
o t h e r  w i l d e r n e s s  in Montana. s t i l l  t h e  U n i t e d  
S t a t e s  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  c h o o s e s  t o  i q n o r e  t h i s  
i n p u t .  - 
The scotchmans  Peak Should  be  r e s t o r e d  to i t s  
o r i g i n a l  95,000 acres. 

131 P r o t e c t i o n  f o r  t h e  30,000f acres i n  t h e  T r o u t  Creek  
area. I t ' s  one o f  t h e  l a s t  areas l e f t  i n  Westem Montana where  
t h e r e  is q u a l i t y  e l k  h u n t i n g .  T h i s  area p r o v i d e s  for a q u a l i t y  
hun t  as w e l l  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  are no roads. - 

( 4 )  There  should be p r o v i s i o n s  for a major sk i  area on 
G r e a t  Nor thern  Mountain.  Four ( 4 1  years of s t u d y  by p r o f e s s i o n a l  
C o n s u l t a n t s  and  e x p e r i e n c e d  s k i e r s ,  as w e l l  as m a r k e t  s t u d i e s ,  
have  shown t h i s  area h a s  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  t o  be  one of t h e  f i n e s t  
s k i  areas in t h e  Nor thwes t ,  if n o t  t h e  best. However, t h e  
Koo tena i  F o r e s t  c h o o s e s  t o  ignore t h e s e  s t u d i e s  an8 use t h e i r  own 
p e o p l e  who have  no e x p e r i e n c e  as s k i e r s  or b u s i n e s s  people. 
a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  d a t a  t h e y  are u s i n g  is i n a c c u r a t e ,  c a n n o t  b e  
s u b s t a n t i a t e d  and  i n  some cases Out r i g h t  f a l s e h o o d s .  

areas l a y e d  o u t  by  e x p e r t s  and knowledgeable  p e o p l e .  

In 

- 
I51 The p l a n  does n o t  p r o v i d e  f o r  q u a l i t y  cross c o u n t r y  

- 
16)  The p l a n  s h o u l d  p r o v i d e  f o r  i m n r a v i n s  t h e  t r o u t  

f i s h e r y .  
Koo tena i  N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t .  
p o i n t  where it i 5  n o n e x i s t e n t  compared t o  y e a r s  past .  

I ha& s p e n t  38 ;ears i n  Lincoin County  a n d  t h e  
The t r o u t  f i s h e r y  h a s  d e c l i n e d  t o  t h e  

6 

7 

8 

9 

?O 

11 
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E-412 
~ e s ~ ~ ~ ~ e  to  letter X66 - SWART W. SWDiSON Page 66a 

6. NO response needed. 

7. Significant amounts OF wilderness has been recommended For addition to  
the Cabinet Mountain Wilderness Ama. and much of the remaining 
adjacent inventoried madless epee vas designated Paor roadless 
management which w i l l  preserve t h e  Option t o  reconsider wilderness i n  
the Future. See the Final Forest Plan Nap. 

Additional wilderness area hes been recommended For the Scotchman Peak 
madless area on Pellick Ridge. See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

Our records indicate 83.760 acres of National Forest Land i n  the 
Scotchman Peak Roadless Area. See Appendix C in the Final 6IS. 

The Final Forest Plan designates 22.500 acres OF roadless management 
on the Kmtenai side. i n  addition t o  the 4.800 acres OF madless 
management on the Idaho Panhandle s ide .  For B t o t a l  OF 27.3W acres of 
madless management to  pmvide FOP qual i ty  roadless recreation 
including madless hunting. 
Final Forest Plan l ap .  

. 

8. 

9. 

See Appendix C i n  the DraFt U S  and the 

10. me Gceat Northern Mountain S!d Area Pmpasal is a Separate issue 
wNch w e  handled outside of the FoFest Plan process. 
Case Fi le  on Great NOrthern Ikxntain For Further de t a i l s .  

See the Forest 

11. To the best OF our lolmledge. there is no leek of qual i ty  cms9- 
country skiing on the KWtenai Natimal Forest. 

12. Some species. particularly the westslope cutthroat t m u t .  do not 
compete we l l  w i t h  other t m u t ;  i ts tolerance t o  habi ta t  change is 
limited. it cross-breeds easily w i t h  rainbov t m u t ,  and i t  is quite 
vulnerable to fishing pressu=e. Ihe Final Forest Plan pmvides For 
the maintenance and inpmvement of the Fisheries resource. p r i m a r i l y  
through the provision OF acceptable xetep qus l i t y  by requiring that  
the Sta t e  water Ouality Standards be met on sll projec ts  and 
ac t iv i t i e s .  See the Final Forest Plan d o m e n t .  
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Page 3 
October 2 4 ,  1985 

3 I believe the Forest Plan violates the h’‘+tional Forest 
Policy Management Act. 
social impact upon the communities within the Kootenai National 
FOreSC.  

It does not address the economic and 
l 3  

This plan will be the demise for one industry town5 like 

uaemployment. 
Libby. 

business in general. 
It will and has lowered property values and hurt 

It will cost millions of dollars in welfare and 

*The positions to increase wilderness in the Cabinets and 
Scotchmans have been proposed by both the Libhy Chamber of 
Commerce and the Libby Rod 6 Gun Club. 

E473 Response to letter X66 - STUART Y. SWMSON Page 66b 

lj. Refer to Chapter I1 and 111. Bnd Appendix B in the Final US. 

14. We respectfully dis-e. In our judgement. the Find Forest Plan 
provides abalsnee that should pmvide the opportmity far traditional 
resource-based industries to Continue at their historic levels. while 
providing for new Opportmities and wtions for the future. svch as 
tourism. and recreation-based economies. etc. See Response X2. above. 
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Betty swift 
SE 206 Rme Iu. 
Haailton, Ut.  598bO 

W. 2R, 19R5 

- 
I do realiae,that because of Congressional actions, tkt you folks 
hare no dmiee i n  your -plan% ?racess, but to request c m n t s  
ITm t h e  public. 
t o  YOUT professional ba&pounds t o  have t o  ask us-1-n-what 
is r i s h t  m a m g  f m  f o r e s t  managemt. Y(xI ape the  p r o f e s s i m a l  
Faresters and TOO Should be m a k i n g  the&cisions on how bes t  t o  
loanaee ow public lands d e r  the WILTIPLE-IBE eoncellt, not %he 
roadless or Wilderness E O ~ E  To consider any more areas in 
this latter a t a t i s  is u n t d k e  for me. It3 my understanding 
t h a t  mery wilderness v i s i t o r  bas 20 square miles of pure so l i tude  
all t o  himself, and I thin* t h a t s  enough far any one i n d i ~ d u a l ,  
don't Yon? I think that wilderness is a s e l f i s h  w t e  of OUT resoura= 

%ut I t i i n k  the  process is a s h e  and B disgrace 

1 

mads inmYItrg supDlieS over hC% of 

Unfortunately, too fen of us get t o  v i d i t  o m  vast ailderness meas, 
being res t r ic ted  by health, age, finances o r  tine. 
t o  enjoy and use t h e  public fores t s  and its rcad system in - 
other aaYlJ--fis%ing, hunt-, rirter sports,  h i k b q ,  madgathering 
w d  most i q m t a n t  of all-fafYMOdS re la ted  j & s  t o  support our 
lccal Western b h s  counties and commit ies .  In o m  area, the  

and 1% a w e  its eveen higher in y n u  8 8 8 .  
R a r d l i  County economic base, 

Blrt R do pet 

&llar investment in both mads and mill operations, and they deserve 
at l e a s t  a qua-antee of enough timber base ina i lab le  t o  keep up t h e i r  

!lay negative t b s  (the recession, US. d%ar r d u e  and csnddian 
mmpit i t im)  hzue all e d r i b u t e d  t o  the  prcblems of the past fen 
yean .  Hopefully the  worse i s  behind us and there a re  b e t t e r  days 
ahead. I h m  you Ithe F m e s t  Service) v i l l  not fur ther  e m p l i c a t s  
things by l imited the  future timber base t h a t  w i l l  be mailable f o r  
timber harvest- operations. 

Dperjtions for t h e  next 20 years. Dur s c o n w  c m  not afford any 
more m i l l  closures and the  accomparolng losb of local jobs. 

h 2 e  been tough for OUT llrmter indust here in t h e  w e s t .  

The lumber companies have a huge 

E414 
Response LO l e t t e r  1156 - B e t t y  Swift 

1. 

2. 

Wilderness i s  one of t h e  Miltiple-Uses of the National FoL-~sCJ. 

me ~ i n d  Forest Plan w i l l  provide for approximately 4 . m  miles of 
open mads 'for the  enjoyment of the public. which is about the same 
mount as e x i s t s  on-the-ground now. 
pmvide FOP the Continuation Of forest-related job opportunities st 
the h i s t o r i c  level. 

Wood-related jobs account for over 70% of the economy in Lincoln 
County. 

The Final Forest Plan rill also 

3. 
See Chapter Ill of the Draft EIS. 

4. The Final Forest Plan provides for the cmt inus t ion  of the timber sale 
pmgrem a t  the  h i s t o r i c  level. 

Local jobs w i l l  continue to decline i n  severd of t h e  surrounding 
counties because of the diminishing supply of pr iva te  timber and 
continued m i l l  modernization. See the Section on "Timber Supply 
S i tua t ion  for the  5-County Impact Area" i n  Appendix B of the F i n d  
EIS . 

Sea Chapter I1 O f  the F i n d  EIS. 

5. 

6. Al temat ine  N. i n  our judgement. does not resolve many of the other 
issues 85 1.111 85 the  Final Forest Plan. See the section on Net 
P:blic Benefit i n  Chapter I1 of the Draft and Final EIS. 

in e i ther  roadless or w i l d m e s a  c l s s i f i c a t i o n .  
I ask tha t  You do not lo& M any more lands on theXOotenal Forest 

x of your new Xootenai Forest Plat. 
I SMD& Alternative 

? 
5 
-4 
5 
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Response t o  l e t t e r  U15 - TerPy L. Thompson F i r s t  page 

1. That is cor.pect. 
recrea t ion  t h a t  provide t h e  des i red  experience along with the 
t r m s i t i o n  t o  more developed uses. 

ResearCherS and expects  From t h i s  agency and t h e  U.S. Fish  and 
Wild l i fe  Service SUppoPt t h e  use Of timber management as a t o o l  For 
g r i z z l y  h a b i t a t  maintenance and enhancement. 
Evaluation Plan is designed t o  insure t h a t  our e f f o r t s  work i n  a c t u a l  
p r a c t i c e .  

The F i n d  Plan provides considerably mope protec t ion  t o  old-growth 
dependent w e c i e s .  
acreage (excludinp lodgepole Pine) has been removed fmm t h e  r e a l a c e d  
timber base. 
inventor ied 85 ppoviding old-growth h a b i t a t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  

Our i n t e n t  is t o  designate  areas f o r  roadless  

2. 

The Monitoring and 

3 .  
About 3UZ OF the  mature and ovemature timber 

Included i n  t h i s  is m e t  90% of t h e  land base 

4 .  Management A r r a  15 w a s  reduced From 315.000 etres i n  the Proposed 
Action t o  2MI.Mx) acres i n  the  Final  Plan. 





E-477 
Response t o  l e t te r  X149 - Sara Toubman first page 

1. mile si te s p e c i f i c  comments are very he lp fu l .  the mmments ,,au d f e r  
are also q u i t e  he lp fu l .  

I 

2. The F i n a l  P l a n  was t e s t e d  Using a d i f f e r e n t  se t  of timber values and 
roading Cost$ t o  b r i n g  them closer to Current experience. The r e s a l t s  
are descr ibed i n  Appendix B of t h e  FEIS. 

The Final P l a n  ~ e p r e s e n r s  an approach t h a t  maximizes t h e  o v e r a l l  n e t  
pub l i c  b e n e f i t  ( i nc lud ing  th ings  with d o l l a r  costs and values and 
th ings  t h a t  are s u b j e c t i v e l y  valued) .  The budget t h a t  is displayed 
i s  our best e s t i m a t e  of  t h e  budget t h a t  is needed t o  achieve t h a t  
overs11 n e t  b e n e f i t .  The Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has  been 
modified t o  l e a d  to a p p m p r i a t e  Changes (which could include an 
amendment to the Plan) i f  Punds are not ava i l ab le .  
r ep resen t s  8 s i t u a t i o n  with close t o  t h e  c u m e n t  budget. 

AS noted i n  response W2. above. t h e  Monitoring and Evaluation inc ludes  
p rov i s ions  to d e s 1  with reduced budgets. 

A l t e rna t ive  I 1 

3. 

2 

3 

II , 
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E-478 Response to l e t t e r  X149- Sara Toubman Page 149a 

4. The Final Plan estimates tha t  about 3.850 miles of additional mad 
w i l l  eventually be needed to  access the managed t imber  land base. 

The Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has been d i f i e d  t o  insure that  
S t a t e  WsteP Puality Standards w i l l  not be violated.  This apprwch 
Forces a t ten t ion  t o  actual performance ra ther  than estimates developed 
by mathematical models. 

The guidelines For riparian areas have been modified t o  prevent stream 
damage. 

5. 

5a. 

5b. The Forthcoming "Soil and Water Consemstion Practices Handbook" rill 
be used. 

The Final Plan provides considerably more pmtec t ion  t o  Old-growth 
dependent Species. 
acreage (excluding lodgepole pine) has been removed From the  regulated 
timber base. 
inventoried as pmviding old-gmuth habitat  charac te r i s t ics .  

It is expected to  include items such .w you suggest. 

6. 
About 34s of the mature and overmature timber 

Included i n  t h i s  i s  over 90% of the land base 

7. See response t 6  above 

8. See response 17 above. 

9. nDst OF the me85 you Suggest have been recommended For Wilderness 
designation (see the Final Plan map). The Hanagemat A r e a  29 
designation is retained in the Tmut meek Area because of the 
Combination of Wilderness. wi ld l i fe  and mineral values tha t  ex i s t  
there. From the wild l i fe  perspective. #A 4 permits some habi ta t  
manipulation. primarily through eontmlled burning. 80 t ha t  the 
existing elk herd can remain healthy. 

Y O S t  OF the areas you mention w i l l  remain Urvoaded (see the P i n d  Plan 10. 
map). 

, 
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E-479 
Page 149b Response to letter #149- Sara ~~~b~~ 

11. See res~onses to yourspecific comments. above. 



20 4 
U t .  1, Box 1333 C 

Libby, HT 59923 
October 31, 1985 

cent1enen; 

?>aa the polnt of Multlple Use of our Natlonal Forests. I believe 
- 

tha t  PlterMtlve ti Is the most logical cholce In the Forest Plan. - 
Creating more wilderness ln Lincoln County Is certainly not a 
multiple use aspect of the land you hold I n  steu&shlp for the 
Mtlon. Yllderness can only by used by an e l l t l s t   roup of people- 
mlnly  young adul t s  In excellent physical cordlt lon,  a feu horsetack 
r lde r s  ami sone Piddle-aged people, usually men (hunters). 
been I n  the wilderness several tlmes. sax only a couple people each 
t i ne  a d  none could have been over 30 years old. 
Kootem Forest should compare the number of recrea t lon ls t s  rho 
used the cmpgraurda and the ones rho visited M e  KOocamUSP tNS 
summer with t h e  number of people who used the wilderness and then 
see the t rue  ~ l u e  of wilderness t o  the fo re s t  use. 

In  addltlon to eul t lp le  w e  recreation. I believe multiple use 
also meam haruestlng t rees ,  allowing the minerals t o  be extracted 
from the fabulous lode that underlies the Cabinets. open forest 
roads f o r  people t o  t r a w l  on whether they are getting fuel r d .  
chrintms trees or j u s t  out for a sumiay afternoOD drlve. 

I have 

Perhaps the 

- 

- 
I resent the number of gated roads I see on the Forest. Thls year 
the t l e x f d  m s t r i c t  had 1.56 closed roads and I'm Bure other D i s t r i c t s  
equalzed thls'nunbeeri still the Koatenal FomBat Plan ~ o p o a e s  nms 
c lonnes  even in Alternative N. 
of the Ratlord Forests? 
on the plan. please remember what Congress decreed: multlplc E. 
In  varying llDoYntS In the a l te rna t ives  f o r  the plan. you spoke t o  
roadless areas. 
xllderness, should be desl-ted as roadless. 
roadless. 60 be it. But t o  '"deslgnats" roadless areas. only m a t e s  
another r o w  of vllderness ISSU~S In the future.  N s a  I do not 
believe In buffer sones. I t  should be spelled Out ard imprinted 
I n  black ard white--either d lde rne r3  or n[rt--and what's not r i ldcrness  
should be available f o r  multiple USE. 
Qizzllyos should not be transplanted anywhere on the Kootenal. 
t h a t  w e  here. leave alone8 the others. leave somewhere else. 

Uhy do JOU n n t  t o  keep people out 
Yhen you'are m d n g  the f i n a l  decisions 

- 
I do not belleve any area, other than already created 

If I t  happens to be 

- 
The ones 
d 

KooteMI NatloMl Forest 
R t .  3, Box 700 
Llbty. !IT 59923 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

E-480 Re~wnse to Letter U204 - Lane Wslen 

1. Wilderness is  one of the Multiple-Uses and Alternative N does not 
recommend any additional wilderness. 

2 .  One of the purposes of wilderness is t o  provide soli tude.  

3. The Final Forest Plan doer not recommend any wilderness where the 
timber and mineral values 1 1 4  s igni f icant .  
Map. 

Wildlife is one of the Multiple-Uses and big-ghme animals need 
secur i ty  during cer ta in  times of the year. The Final Forest Plan 
projects the same amount of open mads 8s now e x i s t  on the fo re s t  
See Chapter I V  of the Draft EIS. 

See the Final ForeSt P l a n  

4. 

5 .  Any area that  is actually "roadless and undeveloped" i n  t h e  next round 
of Forest Planning will be re-evaluated fo r  wilderness designation. 
It makes no difference whether i t  i s  designated 8s "timber" or 
"roadless". The Final Forest Plan does not designate any "buffer 
zones". 

The law requires tha t  everything possible should be done to help meet 
the recovery goal for the Grizzly B e a r .  This may require the need t o  
transplant some bears. This w i l l  be determined with public 
involvement to  insure public acceptance. 

6 .  



1. The road miles shown in t h e  EIS are n e i t h e r  t a r g e t s  or  goals. but  
estimates of needs given today’s  technalak/. 
be c o n t i n u a l l y  r eas ses sed  85 the  t r anspor t a t ion  System is developed so 
t h a t  only those  roads necessary to manage the Fores t  are ever b u i l t .  
”he Final plan estimates t h e  need for  an add i t iona l  3.850 miles of 
road as opposed t o  t h e  4.490 miles t h a t  would be needed under t h e  
Ppoposed i lc t ion.  Most of t h e  areas recommended for Wilderness in 
~lternarive H will remain m a d l e s s  in the  Final Plan (see t h e  F ina l  
P l a n  Map). 

over t h e  last seven y e a r s  t h e  volume of timber o f f e r e d  has  been 
e s s e n t i a l l y  equal t o  t h e  volume s o l d  (see Chapter I1 of t h e  EIS). 
v~llime harvested has  been t rending upward so t h e  F ina l  Plan r e t a i n s  
t h e  op t ion  to supply the same timber volume 85 t h e  Proposed Action. 

The need for roads will 

2 .  
The 
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4 
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6-4a2 
~ ~ ~ ~ o n s e  to letter 127 - Daniel Weinstein - Page 270 

3. Our analysis indicates that. over the lolls run. the a-as that are 
roaded will generate B posiriYe ~ e t u m .  
modified so that it will produce B positive net peWm to the C P e U Y E y  
in the First decade. 
drain on the treaswy (see Chapter I1 of the EISI. 

The Forest is very concerned with below Cost timbec sales. 
currently Focusing on ways to minimize them and to maximize the 
returns LO the treasury. 
the long term (up to 200 year51, it becomes apparent that certain 
investments now w i l l  more than pay For tnemselves in the future. 
Those initial investments may cause some Current sales to be below 
cost. 

Most of the Trout Creek area will remain roadless (see the Final Plan 
Hap). 

Much of the Cabinet Addition9 area and the Scotchman Peaks area has 
been recommended For Wilderness Designation (see the Final Plan Map). 

' 

The Final Plan has been 

The Proposed Action we5 estimated to be a net 

3a. We are 

hhen looking a t  management of a ForeSt Over 

4. 

5 .  
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Response t o  le t ter  #27 - Daniel Heinstein - Page 27b 

6 .  We c a r e f u l l y  revieNed t h e  minimum ro ta t ion  ages used i n  developing t h e  
F o r e s t  Plan and found them t o  be i n  accordance with d i r e c t i o n  provided 
i n  t h e  Nat ional  F w e s t  Management Act and i t s  implementing 
r e g u l a t i o n s .  Once t h e  minimum ages Yere es t ab l i shed .  the economics 
of  timber management coupled with a var i e r?  of environmental 
l i m i t a t i o n s  on harves t  ( e . g .  minimum management requirements)  l ed  t o  
longer r o t a t i o n s  Bs aPPPOpriate (gene ra l l ?  between 80 and 160 yeaFs). 

The Fores t  Plan does n o t  get i n t o  the d e t a i l s  of cross countrv ski 1 .  . ~~ 

t r a i l s  and s h e l t e r s .  
r e c r e a t i o n  S t a f f  Of f i ce r .  

Your Suggestion3 have been fowarded  t o  our 

7 c 
m w 
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24 Oct. IP85 

that, in sevsral areas you refused to actiaily State exact goals. I have 
no ur7e to r e a d  where YOU will 'try" to avoid logging in an area. That is 
a COI, -OU!.  I would l i k e  to see a new Forplan run in which timber harvest 
is istrained to a maximum of 170?lV bfjyr. I would like to see the 
bud;=t cnristrained to. a s  I said. S20nillion/year. and to see your budget 
more accurately specified so that I knov YOU w i l l  be spending as much on 
consertively maintaining the resources I care about: our wilderness, our 
game. and our water: as you will be snendino on timber management and 

Gentlemen: 

I am v r i t l n s  YOU i n  the hopes that this will reach you before the 
?lover:,er first deadline. !-'orking i n  Africa.as I a m  ( I  might add, soley to 
pas t o r  thl: privilaqe of living in northwestern Montana. . ) .  I find it quite 
difficu:: to remain as informed an certain issues as I would like to. Orie 
of those issues that has just come UP. for me. is your proposed Fares:. 
Service Plan for the Kootenai Yational Forest. 

: nust inform YOU that my views do not agree with yours on mite a 
? - \ .  Joints. I am against loqqing when it is done on a "production first" 1 
m i  9 .  I an against constructing any more roads than are absolutely nec- 2 
t-2- 7 in our forests. I am against the use of clear-cut logging and 
:..,->d prefer to see logging turned to the seleective logging that. ! "a''- 
seen practiced in Europe. 

5 

3 3/4 
I feel that our OLD GROLTH timber is a more valuable resource th 

you apparently do. I think your proposal to retain only 8% of our 01 
grok'th Is absurd. and though I am realist enough to know that even 50' 
is an unrealistic number. I would like you to preserve AS MUCH OF CC4 
GROWTH AS IS POSSIBLE. To recognize riparian stands a s  old growth o r  
o l d  growth replacement areas. 

6 Why do?. ' t  You folks Cut your budget? Keep it at current levels. p r e -  7 fer-ably $20 nillion or less, and you won't have to Cut so many trees. 

At this point in time, fiontana has Some Of the c1eane;t groundwater iH 
the U.S. I would like to think that before you took precipitate action 
where logging and rcad construction are concerned. :bat you had completed 
adequate studies. 7 f adequate i n  manpower spent. hi.: in years spent, - I 
that would reveal Z': effects of said construction. I do not believe that 
your studies adequattAy illustrate the problems and trends that face not 
only our wound water resource. but effects all of our game resources. a s  
well. 

For these Same reasons. I am totally against openinq any of  our wild 
ai :- to mining or drilling concerns. Gentlemen. I work i n  the oil i n -  

vironment. I would much rather see YOU add - aceraqe to our wildernes? 
areas. instead of opening them up to conceins that are exactly opposed to 

dustry. I can think of nothing more detrimental to our w i l d e r n e s s  en- 

the meaning of Wilderness. 3 
One thing that I noticed when reading your overview. was the f a c t 7  

9 

mining. I 
I worked to long fur t i e  Oregon State Forest Service, and walked to 

many miles in Oregons mountains to W ~ O L  t:at for fiontana. 
/e;lre //p4. ,spnere<uc "/..7., A-Ye 

1. 

2. 

3h4. 

5. 

9. 

uesponse to letter e230 - u t i l i -  A. Yetlee BY84 

No response needed. 

Only the mads needed for management of the FoPest are Constn2Cted. 

Unevenaged management is generally not prac t ica l  For the r e a m  
outlined i n  the Draft EIS (Chapter IV). 
research indicating unevenaged management is more beneficial  rtlan 
evenaged management even i f  such management could be accomplifihed. 
The management guidance i n  the Plan allows unevenaged managepent even 
though the assumption is tha t  evenaged management w i l l  generally be 
the prac t ica l  appmach. 

The Final Plan provides considerable m ~ e  pmtee t ion  to  o ld-gar th  
dependent species. 
acreage [excluding lodgepole pine) has been removed from the regulated 
timber base. 
inventoried as pmviding old-growth habitat  charac te r i s t ics .  

The 1985 actual budget w a s  S20.870.000 and repPeSentS the Current 
Direction (Alternative I )  i n  the Draft Us. The Final Forest Plan 
pro jec ts  a higher budget. but i f  Congress does not con-. I )  1-r 
leve l  rill be realized which is the case i l l u s t r a t e d  f o r  1985. 

There are no f ac t s  or data  tha t  tie timber harvesting and d 
constmction t o  gmundrater pallution. 
t ha t  the S ta t e  Water OuIllity Standards rill be met. See the Final 
Forest Plan d-ent. 

Hinerd development on mining claims w i t h  va l id  ex i s t ing  rights i n  the 
Cabinet Mountain Wilderness 14 a r igh t  granted by the Wilde-s Act 
of 19Q4 wd the &lining Lau of 1872. There are areas on the  F-st 
where o i l  and gas l eas ing  w i l l  not be allaed because of pot8tial  
Conflicts with other R S O U X ~ S .  In -89 where o i l  and gas leasing is 
allowed. r e s o u ~ e  protection measures w i l l  be incorporated into the 
lease. 

You have described the Current Direction (Alternative I) which is 
illustrated abwe in ~ 9 - e  Y6. and displayed in the Draft S E .  

There is B Paucity of 

About 342 OF the mature and overmature tinber 

Included in t h i s  is over 901 of the land base 

The Final Forest  Pllm mandates 
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b. Trv.99 Creek, which contains srucivl elk habitat  susceptible t o  dis- 

C .  Ten bkes WSA, as a buffer 0: wilderness against development; 

Puption by motorized development; 

d. Cabinet !lomt-s Additions, which a re  d l  essent ia l  t o  the  integrity 
of the  d e s i w t e d  wilderness and g r i z z l y  bear habitat; 

l 
e. Kmtemi  Side of the  Tmhwk and ThozpsonSetan are- (North Fork 

W i l d h n d s ) ,  as conplenents t o  the  Flathead side. J i d  
Roderick Momtain. Cataract Cre.X, Canyon Peak, Northwest Peak, and 
Robinson Ilountain. 72 

2. c o q l e t e  :ca&less (non-motohed) mnagemnt of we Polloving ape-: 

3. p r r a n e n t  protection anrl conservation of a t  leas'. 15: of old grnhh 
:crests t o  mint& the  richness of old growth-dependent rildllfe, 
especially i n  ripal-bn zone5j and renmal of old growth fores t s  from 
the t i abe r  base. 

~esponse t o  Letter 1262 - AI wells. f i r s t  page E-485 

1. A s ign i f icant  portion of Pellick Ridge has been recommended for 
wilderness in  the F i n d  Forest Plan. See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

la. A s igni f icant  portion of Tmut Creek has been designated as primitive 
recreation because of the important Mildlife and mineral potent ia l  
values. See the Final Forest Plan map. 

lb .  A Significant portion of Ten Lakes h e  been recommended for 
wilderness. 

l e .  A s ign i f icant  portion of the Cabinet Additions has been recommended 
for wilderness. See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

The Kmtenai s ide  Of Tuchuck and Thompson-Seton has been recommended 
for madless management to be compatible with the Flathead National 
Frmrest Plan. 

Significant pertion of these madless -a have been designated for 
madless management. 

'he  Final Plan pmvides considerable more pmtection to Old-growth 
dependent species. 
acpesge (excludine, lcdgepole pine) h e  been m o v e d  From the reglllated 
timber base. 
inventoried 09 pmviding old-gmrth habi ta t  characteristics. 

l d .  

See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

2. 
See the Final FOPeSt Plan Map. 

3. 
Abu t  30% OF the mature and Overnature timber 

Included in this is over 90% of the land base 

3a. nesponae 13. above. 

4. n e  timber harvest  level OF 173 mmbF r e p r e s a w  an early period of 
P u l l  pmduction and a l a t e r  period OF 1w pmduction in the w d  
p m d u e r ~  industry For the let 10 ye-. 
be on the increase and this t m d  is expected to continue. 
this anticipated -crease. the f l ex ib i l i t y  to pmvide For a higher 
timber sale level is being eetained. 

The harvest l eve ls  appear to  
Because of 

See Chapter XI in the Final €IS. 

'?. 
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Sincerely, 

Al wells 

5. 

6 .  

6a 

6b 

I .  

Response t o  l e t te r  t262 - A 1  Yells - Page 262a €486 

Pro jec t ed  inc reases  i n  elk h a b i t a t  p o t e n t i a l  w i l l  r e s u l t  from 
providing a proper balance of  cover. forage.  and s e c u r i t y :  not  from 
reduced road Construct ion.  Cover and foiage w i l l  be provided through 
scheduled t i m b e r  ha rves t  and d i r e c t  h a b i t a t  improvements. Such as 
presc r ibed  burning and seeding.  Secur i ty  h a b i t a t  w i l l  be abundant i n  
unroaded areas (25Z of  t h e  F o r e s t ) .  and w i l l  be provided i n  roaded 
h a b i t a t s  through an Bggressive mad  management program. Even though 
t h e  t o t a l  amount of  roads w i l l  i nc rease  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  t h e  amount of 
open roads w i l l  not chenge much from the p re sen t .  

We are n o t  aware Of any 50% i nc reases  i n  p m j e c r e d  sediment i n  the 
Dra f t  EIS or the  Fores t  Plan. The Final  f o r e s t  Plan is mandated t o  
meet t h e  S t a t e  Wafer Qual i ty  Standards. See t h e  f i n a l  Fo res t  Plan 
document. 

The pro jec t ed  t i m b e r  ha rves t  l e v e l s .  i f  sus t a ined .  would r e s u l t  i n  
some f i s h  losses as c a l c u l a t e d  using the f i s h e r y  model a t  our 
d i sposa l .  The amount Of c a l c u l a t e d  loss i n  a given watershed depends 
on t h e  S e n s i t i v i t y  of t h e  watershed i n  quest ion.  i ts threshold l e v e l  
of  sediment. t h e  rate of recovery. and t h e  degree o f  ha rves t  that  is 
p ro jec t ed .  Because of t h e  l o w  r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  sediment f igu res  
which ace used. the f i s h e r y  l o s s  c a l c u l a t i o n s  become very  suspec t .  
For  t h i s  reason. t h e  F i n a l  Fo res t  Plan has p u t  t h e  emphasis on t h e  
on-the-ground d e t e m i n a t i o n  Of water q u a l i t y  and f i s h  h a b i t a t  
parameters t o  insure t h a t  f i s h  h a b i t a t  and t h e  f i s h e r y  PBSOUPCB is not  
degraded (See the n o n i t o r i n s  and Evaluation Plan and t h e  Fores t r ide  
Standards in t h e  F i n a l  Fo res t  Plan document). 

me Riparian Area Guidance has  been c l a r i f i e d  t o  show t h e  i n t e n t  t o  
modify a c t i v i t i e s  t o  minimize t h e  impact w i th in  r i p a r i a n  areas. 

The K w t e n a i  Fo res t  P l an  r e c o p i z e s  r ec rea t ion  as an expanding use of 
t h e  Fores t  and the Opwctun i ty  f o r  expanding Fores t - r e l a t ed  r ec rea t ion  
use e x i s t s  i f  the c o m u t y  d e s i r e s  t o  promote it. The Fores t  Service 
w i l l  Continue to o m v i d e  i n f o m a t i o n  t o  t h e  o v b l i c  about oooortuni t ien .. 
on t h e  Fores t .  
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ON TRE KCUIFSAI NATIONAL FOREST 
MANAGZICWI PWT 

BY 
Winton Beydemeyer 

Fortine, Montana 

...... 
F i r s t ,  l e s t  you consider t h i s  l e t t e r  t o  be the views of an extreme 

environmentollat 05 vllderneaa sucwr te r ,  l e t  me i + y  myaeli as D 

Tree Farmer, l l f e  member of the American Forestry Association, and 

for several  years a member of the  Kootenai Forest  Advisory Council. 

To halance that, I am a member of t h e  Montana Blldemess Association, 

the Montana Wildlife Federation, and a l i fe long conservationist. 

1 1 
Why do we have t o  decide today how every acre of nntional fo re s t  

Land shall be managed during the nes t  two, three, o r  f ive  decades? 

BesorPce use and ooclety'e p r i o r i t i e s  chonge constantly. Aa a 

c o n s e m t l o n i e t  concerned aith the needs of future generations, I f e e l  

that we should l a v e  to them Borne decisions regarding resoume we. 

40 do this, we should leave mrdeveloped,land md other resources that 

we do not  m'g'ently need t o  provide reasonable l i v ing  stDndarde today. 

If we apply this concept t o  national fo rae t  Land, It means that we 

ohould leave undeveloped, In wlldernae and roadless mas ,  Land8 on 

d c h  use decisions eQll be -de in the future. 

1 Having l i ved  pract ical ly  allv long l l f e  in Lincoln ColmQ, 

I recognire ths important contribution made by the  timber indrtstry 

to the econor'v of the mea. I have been n pal% of it. I am &a0 nware 

that Umber hfuvesting baa long been given hi& p r l o r i v  in we8 of 

the  Kootenal H e t l c m a l  Foreat. Ifut  I do not thhk that this fo re s t  

De a s a w e d  rm mreaaonably hlgh 'quota" to offset  m l s h i n g  BapDliea 

elsewhere. 

1 3  
*times me a i n g .  It may be d i i f i c u l t  f o r  people Involved in 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

6-481 

F i r s t  page Response to letter #145 - Winton Weydemeyer 

The Forest Plan is designed to  be revised a f t e r  ten  to f i f t e e n  YeaPS. 
The revision pmcess w i l l  occur regularly in the future so t h a t  any 
new i s sues ,  v i ewoin t s .  Or other infOm(Lti0n can be used t o  ad jus t  the 
d i rec t ion  of Forest  Uanegement. 

As discussed i n  Appendix B of the DEB. the Proposed Action was 
designed Lo preserve fu ture  options as well as pmvide economic and 
social s t a b i l i t y .  Toward t h i s  end. auch of the ex is t ing  mad les s  area 
w a s  retained i n  madless  condition. but not recommended for Wilderness 
designation. I h e  Fina l  Plan enhances the theme of "presewation of 
fu tu re  Options" by re ta in ing  over 90% of ex i s t ing  Old-growth wi ld l i fe  
hab i t a t s  for the fu ture  and reaoving those stands fmm the su i t ab le  
timber base. 
recommended for Wilderness (thus rewving  some mineral opt ions) .  but 
t h i s  w a s  determined t o  be acceptable because Pecent da ta  ind ica tes  
t ha t  the mineral values there are not as high as once believed. 

The t imber  sale pmgmm of 202 PWFIyr ( l i v e  meen vo lwe)  and the 
t o t a l  planned sell of up t o  233 W F I y r  (including salvage volumes) 
t h a t  w a s  pmvided in the Pmposed Action is retained in the F i n d  
Plan. 
for t he . loca l  area wer the next CRI years without causing problems in 
fu tu re  decades. 

In the Pel l ick  Ridge area. addi t iona l  acreage rag 

This is seen (19 the bes t  r ay  ta pmvide a s t ab le  economic base 

(see Chapter I1 in the Final EIS for Allowable Sa le  
Quantit ies.)  

No "quota" has been assigned in development OF the Forest Plan. 
Rather. the allowable =%le quantity which marimires the n e t  public 
benefit  has been detemined  as described in d e t a i l  in the EIS and the 
Record of Decision. Year-LO-yeer harvest l eve l s  w i l l  f luc tua te  around 
the l eve ls  s h m  i n  the  F ina l  Plan. 

Increased emphasis on non-timber resou~ces (e.g. gr izz ly  beer habi ta t  
management. elk hab i t a t  mansgement. re ten t ion  of old-gmwth habi ta t s .  
re ten t ion  of large unmaded areas1 i n  the Final P l a n  F m m  the emphasis 
provided in the Unit Plans is evidence t h a t  times are indeed changing. 
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the timber adus try  to realize that "in the long nm" menagemat of 

the Koot-i N a t i d  Forest for "the greatest good for the greatest 

numbern r r i ~  require & m fnreat w pthd~ 

S?n a barvestina. 1. 
.I 

With this conviction in mind, I nave examined the list of alternative 

plans in the "Ovwiea" brochure. 

It aupats to me that t h e  "tradeoff" policy he.8 been carried to an 

extrome, pith major emphasis being placed on timber. Thus when an 

nlte%tive c d l s  for an incream in wilderness,  planned timber harvest 

on renuining landn is maximized by reduced protection for wildlife, 

recreation, and visual quality. 

4 

Because of their major emphasis on timber to the exclusion of any 

pilderness designation, I .~ cocld not suppcrt olternativee "An, 'Tu, 
T1 .%", or "N". My recornendation muat p l s o  rule out "D" because 
Of I t a  hi@ f-e for rood construction. %' w o u l d  cheat coming 

geoeratfons. Tho@ prguing for more pilaernres, I do not suppwt 

because values other than timber production on remaining h a  
would be greatly reduced. 

- 

. .  1 6 

5 

If n e c e s q  to choose unchanged one of the alternatives, it 

would be DG". Preferable would be a combinatfon of the rrildeqwss 

recoarmendation of %" md the high rating for visual q*iQ protection 

and total roadless recreation opportunity cf "O", dthout the lesa 

fovorable features of each!, 

The PI'oposal for nn eventual 10,690 miles of loa& 3n the Forest 

c h n m  me. T h i s  could only result in continuation o r  even 

intensiiicatim of the excessive emphasis on timber production-- 

a canclueion supported by the projected aubatnntial kcrease in 

timber sales. 

E-4iM 
Response to l e t t e r  1145 - Winton Wsydmsyer Pags 1450 

3. see PPeYi0"S page. 

4. In general VI) estimate that as the acream recommended for Wilderness 
designstion increases. the l i ve  &re%n timber s a l e  pmgrlU declines and 
the elk population increases. me falloaing table d i sp lwa  key 
output8 for the six alternktives that re designed to explore the 
tradeoffs of increasing Wilderness recomendations: 

Recommended Live Green 
ALT Wilderness Timber EUI Forage Potential  

(acres) MXBF/year (Elk population by decade 3) 

A 0 226 8.300 
B 63.900 =3 8.400 
C 81.300 225 8.400 
E 186.600 218 8.400 
0 304 1900 213 8;400 
H 403.700 208 8.600 

Alternative 0 stressed visual quali ty while retaining the recommended 
Wilderness of Alternative C and has a t i m b e r  sale pmgraa of 215 
%MBF/yr ( l i ve  green volume) and a b u t  8.500 elk by the third decade. 
In Contrast the Final Plan w i t h  it's appmach to  retaining options. 
h a s  a s l igh t ly  smaller Wilderness recornendation them Alternative C 

voltme) and eWUt 8 . m  elk by the third decade. 
Or total.unroaded management. the Final Plan f a l l s  between 
Alternatives E and 0. 

Fmr, your perspective. the Fins Plan would be the next most 
desireable a l ternat ive i n  terms of visual quali ty ( t o  Alternative 01 
and in terns of t o t a l  vnmaded recRatim opportunity ( t o  Alternative 
0 ) .  The Final Plan s t resses  visual quality more than most 
alternatives and retains  much of the medless acreage in a roadless 
condition. 

h e  Final Plan estimates that B t o t a l  system mileage of 10.050 miles 
w i l l  eventually be needed (6.200 miles existed as of January 19861. 
This estimate is linked to  the type of land that is included in the 
regulated t i m b e r  base. 

The road miles Show in t h e  EIS are neither targets OP goals. but 
estimates of the miles needed to  fu l ly  access the land base that w i l l  
be managed For timber production given today's technology. Thus. the 
mad construction pmgrao is e consequence of the timber management 
prograa rather  than vice versa. 

(78.500 acres) ,  II timber sale program of 202 m p / y r  ( l ive green 
Note that in te-9 

5. 

6. 

7. 

7 c 
0) m 
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?he u e m e n t  Area Map i l l w t r a t e s  the trenendoue amount of 

€40 acres  is camed into 88 uumy as six mauagment are-, it would seem 

that baa been involved in Uevelopmt of the  Proposed Forest Plan. 

I wonder if study has been eeessive.  m e r e  a eingle s e c t i m  of 

tbat the  paat time involved in the  process of determining wes ,  and 3 
tho future time that wil l  be involved in applying management to such 

detailed division, have been, end will  be, needlessly time eonsuning. 

But on the posit ive aide, the mapa indicate that the plmners u e  

aware of the  need to cmsider &J we8 of national fores t  land. 

The opportmlty to express personal views on the Plan is 

m a U y  apprcciatd.  

E489 
Response to letter 1145 - Winton Weydemeyer Page 145b 

8. No response needed. 

.Winton Weyddyer " 
Box 77 
Portine, xr 55918 

c ' 
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i. ,. ?OX 364 
~: :by*  Y'i' j ? ? Z j  
October 31 ,  l 5 G  
. . -  

1C: ?west ?la? Participants 

91:  Outlic caaxnt an Lootdnsi :iational Porest ?>an ( P r o p s e d )  

savin: been 012 oi very fw: 'who a:tende$ the Open 30"s. on the 
K l P  :3anajeier.t Flar. in Libby. 251 having read the Dvverview of 
the Drafx 7r.viromertal In;+ct Statement and P r o p m e d  ?>rest 
Plan, I will e&e my comments. 

of the 7 1 ~ ~ 2 1  3iesou:ze (a tuiat to the "piCturnS s?eak louder than 

with tinber harvest; road building; minerais, gas and= explora- 

Initiall;., i fa:m? it intersst:% that in the 16-?age CveNi5.4 
with sprnxinately i dozen  phorjs, only one phcto indicated uie 
of tt? ~ C E F ?  f o r  timber i)rJdi;:tion (photo 3f I a g g i n z  trAc.6). 
Tie najarity of the Others .xer? photos of the scenery, ,wildlife. 
and r?creatioi the ?arest provides.  Was this an 1oplernentatian 

words" concept )?  ?he " f i n e  prtnt", in contrast, bas alot to d o  

tian; e t c .  It s e e m  t o  me that the photos shoald have been more 
representative of tie Proposed ?orest ?lan. 2ecl-;s$ of Cnis 

sincerity of Forest proposa i s  to the public. 

1 

. .  
?.ijl-s:;r-i-?L-'-:~7_. i: C t s  to xy uneasiness of the authenticity 

2 

€490 
~esponse to letter X Z M )  - Dan h Lena Whitson. First page 

1. No response needed. 

2 .  See t he  Final Forest Plan for added emphasis on soil M d  water 
protection. 

'Encyclopedia Britannica, 1911, Vol. 20, p. 846 
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I t  has n o t  he ld  t x e  ir t h e  rest. as I have s e e n  excess ive  - - i l  ab- 1 
I 

. .  
13;s i n  t h e  ^,uart; Zcrek d r a i n a g e ,  2?.d have seer. many roads  i n  
t h e  ? o r e s t  s c a r r e d  by e r a s i o n .  I n  t h e  'Yestern News, J u l y  3,  1985, 
i t  is  s t a t e d  i n  t h e  i o r e s t  P l a n  a r t i c l e  t h a t  "The DEIS s t a t e s  ~~ ~~~ ~~~~ ~ ~~~ 

t h e  c a t c h a b l e  t r o u t  popu la t ion  w i i l  d e c l i n e  f i ve  p e r c e n t  i n  t h e  
next .43 ,ears because of  a d d i t i o n a l  road  b u i l d i n g . '  Why . r i l l  t h E  I 

I '  tr i lut po$.2atian d e c l i n e  i f  you a r e  a l s o  g o i n g  t o  accomplish 
p u r  E'orssr. Xanageae?t G o a l  t o  "19 .  ?:aintain or enhance l i s h . e r i e s  
h a b i t a t . " ?  Tivlber h a r v e s t i n e  an slo3es 'which a r e  t o o  s t e e o .  r o a d i n 8  
i n  u n s t a b l e  s o i l  c o c d i t i o n  areas, e i c s s s i v e  use of  heavy ipuipmsnt; 1 
l o g z i n g  ( p r i m a r i l y  c l e a r c u t t i n g )  a r e a s  LOO l a r g e  i n  a s i n g l e  d r a i n a g e  

mine i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  i a t e r s h e d  manajenent and s o i i  fOnsB-i t ioi . .  
and DOOP o r  slaw r Y g r w t h  i n  har?Ested areas ac5 a l l  concerns 

_.__, 

1 >.>>>..RCK 
I?. t h e  .naz-zins I s = e s L  I n d u s t z i e s ,  Feb rua ry ,  1985, i s  an a r t i c l e  
aboct t h e  wor'k of Jr. Aua t i f  Hassan. a f o r e s t  e m i n e e r .  Ber e f -  
f o r t s  now a r e  sized a t  young minds &d ne'# machinery concepts.  
Sh? s t a t e ? ,  "Peapl?  i n  a g r i c u l t u r e  have l o t s  of d a t a  on s o i l  
coj loact ion and t h e  e f i e c t  o f  machine t raff ic .  bu t  we d o n ' t  in 
f o r e s t r y .  We need i t  badly!"  Her work is n i t  done i n  a l a b o r a t o r y .  
b u t  w i th  S k i d d e r s .  f e l l e r b i n c h e r s .  s i t e  p r e p  implements o r  any 
of t h e  br0a.i rang5 of machines UCzd i n  l a g g i n g  o r  r e f o r e s t a t i a r . .  

a"".. '&at i n f l u -  2.:- _ 2 c /  .=,.- .. < -  ;+: i_ ... ~. i t .  ?.I;::O? - , ;?s t ions as: 
ence do t h e  b i 4  t i r e s - o f  v a r i o u s  i k i l d e r s  have an  rollim r e s i s t a n c e  
How do t h e y  a f f e c t  t h e  p u l l  c a p a b i l i t y  of s k i d d e r s ?  
t o  equ ip  t h e s e  machines w i t h  a c e n t r a l  t i r e  i n f l a t i o n  system? 
Cosld a n  a l l - t e r r a i n  v e h i c l e  be a c o s t  e f f i c i e n t  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  
some Dresent  machinery? Th i s  k i n d  of r e s e a r c h  c a n  l e a d  t o  b o t h  

Is i t  f e a s i b l e  

B i l v i E u l t u r a l  and economic b e n e f i t s .  
h a s  v e r y  l i t t l e  t o  do wi th  r e s e a r c h  and bow t o  improve forestry 
t echn ioues .  I thinlr  each f o r e s t  should do t h e i r  D a r t  i n  t h i s  

The PropoSed F o r e s t  P l a n  

impor t an t  a r ea .  I 

--I 5 

ROADS 
Another c o n t r o v e r s i a l  i s s u e  upon which I kau ld  l i k e  t o  comment 
i s  r o a d b u i l d i m .  P. cr i ter ia  f o r  t imber  h a r v e s t  seems t o  be more 
roads .  
Forest now has  miles o f  need les s  roads.  P r e s e n t  l o g g i n g  methods 
seem t o  demand roads.  b u t  I do hove t h i s  Dresent  l o m i x  method 

I n  my o p i n i o n ,  i n  i t s  p r e s e n t  state, t h e  Kootenai  N a t i o n a l  

I 
__ - 

w i l l  not  p r e v i i l .  Are we l o g g i n g  t o 3 2 1  as we d i d  f i f t y  years ago? 
No, and I would l i k e  t o  see advaxcements i n  l o g g i n g  t echn iques  
which w i l l  e l i m i n a t e  some o f  t h e  n r e s e n t  uroblems o f  s o i l  d i s t u r -  

r e s o u r c e  d e g r a d a t i o n  due t o  e f f e c t s  of road  c o n s t r u c t i o n .  I would I 
l i k e  t o  quo te  f r o m  an  a r t i c l e  e n t i t l e d  " 'High-tech'  logging:  just 
around the c o r n e r n  by S t a n l e y  0. Bean Jr. One ka rag raph  r eads :  
' h u i u m e n t  w i l l  be needed t o  h a u l  wood e f f i c i e n t l v  wi thou t  a road  
f o r  d i s t a n c e s  o f  up t o  10 miles. T h i s  equipment will have t o  I 

I o p e r a t e  w i t h  a minimum amount of damage t o  the  r o o t  system or 
compaction of t h e  ;oil f o r  a number or r e a s o n s ,  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  
i n c r e a s e d  Concerns t h a t  roads  cause  env i ronmen ta l  damaae. t a t e  
l a n d  o u t  of p roduc t ion  and a r e  expensive t o  b u i l d  and naintain."'- 

Response t o  letter #2W - Don h Lena Whitson Page 2Wa 
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3. The pro jec t ed  t imber  h e l v e s t  levels. i f  Sustained.  would r e s u l t  i n  
sone f i s h  Losses 85 ca lcu la t ed  using t h e  f i s h e r y  model a t  our 
d i s p o s a l .  
on t h e  s e n s i t i v i t y  Of  t h e  watershed i n  quest ion.  i t s  th re sho ld  l e v e l  
Of sediment. t h e  rate Of  r e c o ~ e l ' y ,  and t h e  degree Of ha rves t  tha t  i s  
p ro jec t ed .  Because Of t h e  low r e l i a b i l i t y  of  t h e  Sediment f i g u r e s  
which are used. t h e  f i s h e r y  loss c a l c u l a t i o n s  becore very suspec t .  
For t h i s  ~e8s.m. t h e  Final  Forest  Plan has  Put t h e  emphasis on t h e  
on-the-ground de te rmina t ion  o f  Water q u a l i t y  and f i s h  h a b i t a t  
p a r m e t e r s  t o  i n s u r e  t h a t  f i s h  h a b i t a t  and t h e  f i s h e r y  pesource i s  not  
degraded (See t h e  Monitoring and Evaluation Plan and t h e  Fores tv ide  
Stanndards i n  t h e  F ina l  Forest  Plan document). I n  add i t ion .  t h e  Final  
Fo res t  Plan mandates t h a t  the S t a r e  Water Quality Standards w i l l  be 
met. See t h e  F i n a l  Fo res t  Plan document f o r  t h e  S o i l  and Water 
Standards.  

The amount Of c a l cu la t ed  loss i n  a given watershed depends 

4. we agree.  

5 .  The POsd miles shown i n  t h e  EIS are n e i t h e r  t a r g e t s  OP g o a l s .  b u t  
estimates of  needs given today 's  technology. 
be c o n t i n u a l l y  reassessed 85 the  t r anspor t a t ion  System is developed so 
t h a t  only those roads necessary to manage t h e  Fores t  are ever b u i l t .  
The F i n a l  Plan inc ludes  a goal  to minimize t h e  m o m t  of  Mad 
Construct ion.  

Through our p m $ e c t  planning pmcesa r e  - at tempting t.0 design 
logg ing  systems which rill ninimize t h e  numbers of  miles o f  m a d s  t o  
be constructed.  
trpe o f  logging equ ipmen t  ava i l ab le .  

The need f o r  m a d s  w i l l  

6 .  

Economics and local Conditions gene ra l ly  d i c t a t e  the 

l a o r e s t  I S d m t r i e s ,  lebruary, 1985, p. 56 
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'#As:: 
Anotkr complaint of mine has been the extreme waste of wood p r r  
ducts during timber harvest. I recently read that "Several Forest 
5srvics studies have focused on developiiy efficient integrated 
sys'.2lrs to utilize more fully the avail b i e  wood, as have several 
mschznized harvesting systems studies."? -1 do hope this will not 
sizply remain in the study state, but will 6oon be implemented. 
the article continues, " O f  the combinations studied, the most 
pr3Zlt+?la one for irtsgrating the har'es? oE?rzLidn is coxcur- 
r?ct karvest of both sawloas and chius. where a truck located 
at the landing handles sorsed sawlog&.- The truck loader trans- 
fers s2'4timber tops to the chipper f o r  immediate.chipping."3 
A commter would be of tremendous helu also in evaluatim? each 
situation. 
qtiam consideration for site preparation and regeneration."f 
This is a considerably better Option in my estimation than the 
dozer Diling and burning or large broadcast burnine I see an the 

The residue left on the ground will be basex up0 the 

gootena: lia%ional 3arest. 
but we're running aut of big timber. "...tllere are not very many 
of the larae trees left that have characterized the western U.S. 

'de may no-2 be running o;t of timber yet. 

for the past 100 years. 
with mailer, second-growth trees on small parcels."5 I think this 
will demand change in harvesting methods in order to do it more 
efficiently. 
I also believe there must be a way to feasibly utilize or market 
the firexood On the Dorest, much of which is now wasted. 

This means that we are gain to be dealing 

I a l s o  

lxilderress, Winter 1984, Volume 48, Number 167, p. 45 
2Zorest Industries, February 1985, p.36 
??orest Industries, nebroary 1085, p. 31 
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7. The Fores t  is very concerned about below-Cost timber sales. Ye are 
Current ly  focusing on ways to minimize them and to increase the  
r e t u r n s  t o  t h e  U.S. T r e s u r y .  men looking at  management of a Fores t  
over t h e  long-term ( t h e  l i f e  of t h e  t r e e s ) .  i t  becomes epperent  t h a t  
c e r t a i n  investments now w i l l  more than pay for  themselves i n  the 
f u t u r e :  but  some of those i n i t i a l  investments  may cause some current 
allles t o  be b e l o w c o s t  or  " d e f i c i t " .  

8. The land des igna t ion  d r i v e s  t h e  road access needs. The larger t h e  
s u i t a b l e  timberland base. t h e  more miles of road needed and v i c e  
V ~ P S B .  The Final  Fo res t  Plan has a smaller s i t a b l e  timberland base 
and t h e m f o r e  Pequires f eve r  miles of new m a d  Construct ion than t h e  
Proposed Action. See Chepter I1 i n  the F i n a l  €IS. Emphasis w i l l  
Continue t o  be placed on t h e  main access r o u t e s .  c o l l e c t o r s  and 
Brtel-i.15. 

9 .  Ye h e w  been d i r e c t l y  involved with u t i l i z a t i o n  S tud ie s  f o r  r e s idues  
i n  t h e  last two yea r s .  "he r e s u l t  has  been t h a t  Current  economics. 
lack of  markers. and a l t e r n a t i v e  sou~.ces of supply have been the 
dec id ing  Factom prevent ing much promess i n  t h i s  area. 
purchaser  can ma*e a r rasonable  p r o f i t .  t h e  material will probably not  
be s o l d .  

Unless a 

9 

T 
E 

N 



1 a p g o s s  the ch+:ge io= fire-mod nw.9 ie?s.si  seeztn~ly bzcausc 
$'fr,? n f h i r  forests azs doing it". S o ,  . Y S ' V ~  h2 i  a yo03 dsal l o w  
e r o o j i ?  'hat's a g o c i  dsal? The meric21: taxps:rers a m  tr.e 
:laticnal Forests; sk-uli we be charged for xhzt t h e  r'orest 5erYiCe 
iails to utilize in timber harvest and -8hich may be atherwise 
rastsd? 

11 

12 

13 

1Q 

15 

through with thGir importance. - 
Although it is your desire to have specific comments' on specific 
management areas in the Proposed Forest Plan, I fail t o  feel quali- 
fled t o  comment thosly. I can sax. in gBrer31. Management Areas 
1: receive a big p l u s  from me. and that I don' lika t o  see t h e  
3uarte Creek drainage given a 1 5  designation, but of what value 
are all my comments, really? I don't have a degree in forsst 
management; I haven' t  researched or apont the time with o t h e r s  
in saecialized areas proposing a managagent plan. To support 
my vievs, I can only quote from s m o e s  decnrd more qualified 

3 :," 
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10. 

11. Budgets,are determined by Congress. The Forest Plan projects 

The fees f a r  firewood w i l l  be decided SePBPately from the Forest Plan. 

inCPeBSed budget needs to provide for the zeczeatian goal as outlined 
i n  Chapter 11. 
other national P r io r i t i e s  but i t  i s  s t i l l  our goal: and when the 
p r i o r i t i e s  change. hopefully the budgets w i l l  be Forthcoming. 

We agree tha t  the view from the end of the Upper Bear Creek Road is 
spectacular but diSagPee that t h e  Paad needs increased maintenance. 
Maintaining the Upper Bear Creek Road to  8 higher Stmdard t h a t  would 
a t t r a c t  increased motorized recreation use would be in conrradiction 
t o  the management Prescription fo r  the area (Management Area 2). A t  
the present time. the road is opened on B seasonai b a s i s  t o  Provide 
the  Peweation values t ha t  YOU have outlined. because of the public ' i  
des i re  to continue a his tor ica l  recreation use. An increwed use of 
the Upper Bear Creek Road could possibly r e s u l t  i n  grirrly/human 
encounters which would require the closing of the mad t o  reduce the 
Conflict. The exis t ing  mad standard is 6 compromise to  allow the  
h i s to r i ca l  use Pattern while monitoring the gr izz ly  bear ac t iv i ty .  

We may not achieve our goel every year because OF 

12. 

13. T ~ a i l s  ape developed as funds 8pe available.  

14. 

15. 

The T r a i l  Hap is updated about every f ive  years 

The Final Forest Plan r=zcognizes recreation use. which is linked to  
tourism. as en expanding use of the Forest. 
demand are d i f f i cu l t  t o  verify. but we estimate tha t  suf f ic ien t  
opportunity fo r  all tms of recreation w i l l  be available on the 
Forest during the foreseeable future. We f ee l  tha t  the OpportUnity 
fo r  expanding Forest-related recreation use e x i s t s  i f  the c-mity 
des i res  t o  promote it. The Forest w i l l  Continue t o  pmvide infomatian 
t o  the public about recreational OPPOPtmitieS on the Forest. 

Projections of  recreation 

16. No response needed. 

17. A s igni f ices t  portion Of the Quartz Creek drainage is designated t o  
Management Area 15 because of i t 's  productive Capability fo r  t i m b e r .  
but t h i s  does not meen that  O t h e r  values are not also comidered. 
the Final Forest Plan document and the Prescription fo r  Uanagement 
Area 15. spec i f ica l ly .  Other values have been recognized i n  Quartz 
Creek. such 85 msdless recreation end big-game * m e r  range for  elk 
(Management Area 2 and 12. Pespectively. 

See 
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P.O. Box 625 
Libby, M 59923 
Oct .  31, 1985 

152 

I(r. James h t h b u n ,  Forest SuperviJor 

Libby, M 59923 

Dear J i m :  

Bnviog reviewed your Draf t  Forest  P l a n .  I Yovld l i k e  t o  share  e w e  concerns and 
c o m n t n  with you. 

Kootenai Rational Foreat  . 

HA-13. Since the  objec t ive  is t o  manage about 8% of the  f o r e a t  i n  a s t a t e  t h a t  

proprlned f o r  timber hnrresr--even B 250 y r  rotat ion.  You w i l l  e i t h e r  f a l l  f a r  

out of  regular product ivi ty  classes LO be replacement etands when you harvest  

provides old-grovrh c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  ( loo+ t o  250 years  old)  and aince only 
about 812 he8 been el locared t o  t h i s  UA. I do not (lee how AnX Of it could be 

ahort  of the  82: re tained with "old-grouth c h a r m t e r i s t i c i "  or your timber 

the  HA-13 stands. 

product ivi ty  rill f a l l  ohorf Of projec t ions  s ince you would have t o  p a l l  land 1 

to  r a t s i n  Old-grouth e h e r a c t e r i a t i c s  i n f o  HA-13. 

cowermate f o r  c u t t i n g  on pr iva te  l a d s  t o  mi t iga te  f o r  CRITICAL resource^ such 
am Wafer I i e l d .  With the  checkerboard ownership 00 the Kooteoai, you must take 

My second concern i s  t h a t  I found no reference to  reducing harvest  t o  

l a t o  accoumc what your neighbor. l i k e l y  rill  do to t h e i r  lands i o  your 
p lsmiop .  I o  ignore thi. i n  determining the  allowable CY^ bur consider  i t  i n  
the mpeeifis D T  phoning  f o r  drsiniagel means shor t - fa l l s  i n  t i o b e r  targets. . 

t o  these HA's i f  accessed through more r e s t r i c t i v e  allocation.. 
f o r  recrea t iona l  use, but I do not .Upport i t  for  c d i f y  roov.1. 

'even i f  they haul  through Wildl i fe  lands. 

I mpparf t h i a  
Ia other  

be a b l e  t o  enforce your road closures. 

, M y  last C-enta are di rec ted  a t  your Ili1derae.e propoanl.: 
I would l i t e  to .ee more a l locac ioo  to Wi1derne.s i n  the  P i lchvct  Ridge area ~A - 

I # ~ p p ~ r t  then and 

1. 

2 .  

MA 13 has been removed from the  regulated timber base. 

Procedures f a r  dea l ing  with a c t i v i t i e s  i n  areas of intermingled 
ownership &re descr ibed under the  s o i l  and water s tandards in Chapter 
I1 of t h e  F ina l  Plan. 
develop estimates of the  allowable sale quant i ty .  
methematical models are ahStPactionS of r e a l i t y .  the  a c t u a l  s i t u a t i o n  
as determined i n  area Specif ic  planning must preva i l .  The key here  i s  
t h a t  t h e  management s tandards and guidel ines .  f a r  each Management Area 
and f o r  the  Forest  as a whole. cont ro l  Forest  Serv ice  a c t i v i t i e s .  I f  
some m u a l  sale g o d  can not he reached without v i o l a t i n g  those 
Standards. the  Monitoring and Evaluation Plan should be used t o  
d e t e m i n e  the  ePProBCh to  resolut ion.  
E plan leads  t o  rev is ion  Of the  Fomst  Plan. 

Where haul may be necessary through w i l d l i f e  areas, i t  can usua l ly  be 
Scheduled t o  minimize impacts. 

The Forest  Plan does not  spec i fy  the  manner i n  which motorized 
vehic les  w i l l  he excluded from spec i f ied  Management Areas. The annual 
Travel Plan w i l l  provide t h i s  s p e c i f i c i t y .  Both road and area 
closures can be used t o  manage of f -mad vehicles .  

S i g n i f i c a n t  acreage i n  the  Pe l l ick  Ridge area has been recommended f o r  
Wilderness designat ion.  

The Combination of roads. intermingled p r i v a t e  property and high 
mineral p o t e n t i a l  have l e d  us t o  designate  the Southern POPtion of t h e  
east face of the Cabinet Mountains 85 Management Area 2 r a t h e r  than 
recommended Wilderness. 

Mathematical modeling procedures were used to 
I n  as much as 

I n  c e r t a i n  s i t u a t i o n s .  the  M 8. 

3. 

4. 

5. 
See the  Final  Plan Map. 

6. 

ond the  south a d  of tbe  h o t  Cabinet Front .  
road. and pr iva te  lands from Leigh Creek d o m  CO Lake Cre& should 

I do not  chi& ther  

Wi1deroe.s opt ion.  

Sincerely your., 
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162 1. The Final Plan is designed t o  help maintain economic S t a b i l i t y  i n  the 
area by ma*ing 85 much timber 85 233 MMBF per year ava i lab le .  
compares t o  an everage of about 198 MMBF per yea= tha t  *as so ld  from 
1974 through 1983. 
sale program where it is economical t o  do so. 

FOP the most par t .  the are- recommended f a r  Wilderness designation ii. 
the Final Plan are areas which can not be econ~mics l ly  managed for  
timber. 

This 

Our in ten t  is t o  maintain emphasis on the  small 

2. I t  has been estimated that about 8% O f  Wilderness USBPS are between 
the ~ges of one Bnd f i f teen  and about 6,X are over age 56 (Handee, John 
C.  George H .  Stankey. and Robert C .  Luca8. Wilderness Mmeaement. 
M i x .  Pub 1365. u.S.D.I\ .  Forest Service, October 1978.). Thus. the 
d is t r ibu t ion  Of users is weighted more heavily t o  the middle age 
groups than the genersil population. but it i s  clear tha t  individuals 
of all ages can and do use Wilderness areas. Handee et  a1 repor t s  on 
only one study re la ted  t o  physical condition OF users. That study 
(Wiesner. Robert R .  and Brian J .  Sharkey. "Some Charac ter i s t ics  of 
Hilderness Backpackers" i n  Percemion and Motor S k i l l s  3 6 ( 3 ) .  19731 
concluded t h a t .  among the study gcoup, i n t e r e s t  was more C r i t i c a l  than 
lack Of physical a b i l i t y  i n  determining who used Wilderness areas. 
Obviously the  type and extent of a handicap along with the  d e s i r e  of 
the  individual w i l l  a f fec t  the  a c t i v i t i e s  tha t  person enjoys. whether 
It be using a Wilderness 011 any other area of the  Forest. 

As alluded t o  i n  respawe W1 above. mading the  areas which ape 
recommended for Wilderness designation i n  the  Final Plan would be more 
expensive than Wilderness management. 
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2. see preVioYS page. 

3. It is notpnusual that YOU have never Seen a grizzly bear. 
population is so small in this area that it is in danger of 
extinction. J u s t  like people. grizzly bears need food and shelter. 
If they are  deppived of these. they will eventually die. 
thrust of the Final Forest Plan is to avoid jeopardizing the 
population of bears by providing secure 811885 85 vel1 as improved food 
sources. 
best combination of these critical habitat components. 

Hunting licenses are restricted and penalties FOP illegal killing of 

The 

A major 

Timber management is used extensively to help provide the 

grizzly bears are in effect. 

4. see next page 

*. 
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4. We appreciate your attitude with regard to logging practices in areas 
that are important to wildlife. 
wildlife and much of the Forest (Management Areas 11. 12 and 14) will 
be managed'to take advantage of Chat fact 

We agree that logging can benefit 

' 

5. NO response needed 

" 
P 

a' 9 
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E-499 R e ~ p o n ~ e  t o  Letter 116 - Colleen Wolashun. F i s t  page 

James F. Rathbun, Fores t  Supervisor  
Kootenai Nat iona l  Fores t  
Rt. 3 BOX 700  
Libby, Montana 59923 

Dear S i r ,  

Thank you f o r  sending me t h e  FTaposed Forest Plan overview for  
Xoatenai Nat iona l  F o r e s t .  
t e r n a t i v e s  as you have determined them. 

none allowed f o r  the  maximizing of both wilderness  and f i s h  and 
w i l d l i f e  p r o t e c t i o n .  I cannot h e l p  b u t  be concerned t h a t  these 
two important  resource  uses a r e  played off a g a i n s t  each o ther  i n  
an e i t h e r - o r  manner. As such,  I cannot give SUPPOrt t o  any of t h e  
proposed a l t e r n a t i v e s .  

t i v e  J, I must t a k e  except ion s p e c i f i c a l l y  i n  four  areas. the  p lan  
$0 i n c r e a s e  t imber  h a r n s t  by 35s. i n s u f f i c i e n t  wilderness .  f a i l u r e  
t o  p r o t e c t  o l d  growth adequately and subordinat ion of the  i n t e r e s t s  
of f i s h  and w i l d l i f e  t o  t lmber  harves t ing .  

The document c l e a r l y  summarizes the  a l -  

I n  reviewing the  a l t e r n a t i v e s  I was disappointed t o  f i n d  t h p t  

I n  commenting s p e c i f i c a l l y  about t h e  proposed Plan, A l t e r m -  

- 
The i n c r e a s e  of h a r v e s t q u o t a s  by 3 %  is  unacceptable. m i l e  

I r e a l i z e  t h a t w i l d l i f e  does b e n e f i t  i n  p a r t  from t h e  d i v e r s i t y  of 
h a b i t a t  r e s u l t i n  from t imber  h a r v e s t ,  it is a l s o  harmed i n  o ther  
YSYS. n e w t i n e  22% of t h e  f o r e s t  ~ r i m a r i l v  t o  timber harves t ing  
c z - h a r z i y  be c a l l e d  a balance of ;esource-uses. During years  of 
p l a n t i n g  t r e e s  i n  t h e  Troy. Yaak and Libby Ranger D i s t r i c t s  I 've 
seen enough s i t e s  t h a t  were destroyed by overzealous c l e a r c u t t i n g  
and subsequent e r o s i o n  down t o  bedrock t o  make me l e a r y  of these 
ever increasine h a r v e s t  schedules .  I would a l s o  l i k e  t o  hear about . .. -.. 
more of t h e  sayes r e q u i r i n g  s e l e c t i v e  c u t t i n g  tQ preserve s o i l  end 
encourage self regenera t ion .  
owners of p r i v a t e  f o r e s t s  t o  manage and u t i l i z e  those  reQourCe8. 
This will n o t  occur u n t i l  c o v e r m e n t  subsidy of t imber  harves t ing  

I am s t r o n g l y  i n  favor  of encouraging 

.~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~ 

comes t o  a n  end on nat ionax f o r e s t  l ands .  
f e r  a ~-!-:? :. 1 change i n  d i r e c t i o n  away from t h e  t r e e  farm emphasis. - 

In reviewing t h e  map of mana ement a r e a s  I see  numerous a r e a s  
des igna ted  as roadless -pr imi t ive  $ 2 9 )  and roadleas-semiprimit ive (2) 
that I f e e l  would be b e t t e r  p r o t e c t e d  Thei r  designa, 
t i o n  i n  t h e  Pr6posed Plan preserves  them for t h e  opt ion  of timber 
a lone .  or they may as w e l l  be made wi lderness  now. 

I n  s h o r t ,  I would pre- 
- 

as wilderness .  

Enough land i s  
a l ready  be ing  des igna ted  f o r  t imber .  

c_ 

1. Fish habi ta t  w a s  not "traded off" as might have appeared. me 
epparent results we- displayed to  POrtPw differences between 
elrern+ves. The pmjected timber harvest levels. i f i u s r s i n e d .  
Would result  in some Fish 10SSes 85 CalCulated using the Fishery model 
a t  our disposal  which r e l i e s  heavily on Sediment calculations.  
Because of the low r e l i a b i l i t y  OF the sediment Fiwves which m e  used. 
the fishery loss Ca1CUlationS become very suspect. FOP th i s  reason, 
the Final Forest P lan  has put the emphasis on the on-the-ground 
determination of water quali ty and f i s h  habitat  ParametePs co i n s u ~ e  
that  Fish hebi ta t  and the Fishery resource is not degraded (See the 
Monitoring and Evaluation Plan and the Forestwide Standards i n  the 
Final Fomst Pllvl documentl. 

The Final Forest Plan preserves the option t o  maintain the h i s to r i c  
timber sale level t o  provide Far community s t a b i l i t y  while also 
providing For increased wilderness. Old-growth timber habitat  Bnd 
water qua l i ty  Protection For Fisheries. 
discussion OD N e t  Public Benefit. 

We disagree tha t  the Kootenai National Forest is emphasizing a tree 
farm. 
r e w l s t e d  management of timber along with other resou~.ces such as 
r i l d l i F e  snd v isua l  quali ty.  
designated to  various non-developmental uses such as wilderness. 
roadless management. special  8 4 8  management. and other wi ld l i re  needs 
(such 85 Old-growth timber-dependent species).  
Plan Map. 

Some of the areas designated 89 MA 29 and HA 2 have other values which 
a t  t h i s  time appear to  make a wilderness recornendation premature. 
For exemple: intermingled private ownership, mineral potential .  and 
wi ld l i fe  values (which requires periodic burning which is ppecluded by 
present wilderness leg is la t ion) .  
w i l l  be re-evaluated For wilderness i n  the next Forest Plm revision 
which is required within 10-15 years. 

2 .  

See the Final EIS and t h e  

me Final Forest Plan has designated 56% of the Forest to  the 

The remaining 441 of the Kwtenai is 

See the Final Forest 

3. 

A l l  of these MA 29 and MA 2 areas 

*. 
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The i s s u e  of o ld  growth f o r e s t  is important  because t h e r e  is 
8 0  l i t t l e  of it l e f t  and because i t s  importance t o  s e v e r a l  s p e c i e s  
of w i l d l i f e  i s  well e s t a b l i s h e d .  I would like t o  see a l l  o l d  growth 

In c l o s i n g  I would l i k e  t o  wish you goad luck i n  con t inu ing  t o  

1 5  
work on t h e  F o r e s t  P l an .  I know t h e r e  are many i n t e r e s t s  t o  take 
i n t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  and t h e  locai ones m u s t  be balanced w i t h  t h o s e  

~~~~ ~~ ~~ ~. ~~~~ 

if~all Americans nat ionwide t o  whom t h e  f o r e s t s  belong. 
will be a b l e  t o  a d d r e s s  some of my concerns.  

Please n o t e  t h a t  my a d d r e s s  has changed s i n c e  t h e  d r a f t  dacu- 
mentwas mailed.  Thank you. 

yours truly, 

CiLGLK-41- 
Colleen Loeven Yoloshun 

E-500 
Response to  Let te r  X16 - Colleen Woloshun. Page 16a 

4. The Final Forest Plan designates 91% of all the inventoried Old-Qmuth 
timber habi ta t  for old-gmwth timber-dependent species. 
pmvide for 186.Mo acres OF 10% of all the Forest land below 5.5W 
f ee t  elevation. 
over-mtum t i m b e r  (which includes the 186.000 acres mentioned above 
but excludes lodgepole pine) has been removed from the timber base. 
This should pmvide f a r  a s igni f icant  amount of old-growth for f u t w e  
generations. 

This w i l l  

As a fur ther  note. 34% of all the mature 8nd 

5 .  See the Final €IS and Forest Plan document including the Final Forest 
Plan map. 
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Response t o  l e t t e r  6150 - Charles Woods first page E-501 

1. The Final Forest Plan permits Bn average Sale l e v e l  O f  233 MMBF pep 
year compared to a past level averaging about 198 MMBF (1974-19831 per 
year. 

2. One MMBF i s  still one HMBF even though the  trees t h a t  make up tha t  
volume may be smaller and m m e  numerous. 
logging does vary by t r e e  s i z e .  

Your suggestions have been implemented over the l a s t  several years. 
As B conaeqiuence of nore appropriate road Standards and the changing 
economy. mad cos ts  have declined dramatically. 

Gates are used i n  many cases where the road c m  be available for  
public use during part  Of the year.  
of humps OP other semi-permanent b a r r i e r s  is qui te  expersive. 
Many of t h e  gates used here are manufactured l o c a l l y  and create jobs 
exactly like logging. 

The c o s t  per MMBF for 

3 .  

4. 
Repeated i n s t a l l a t i o n  and removal 

. I. 
. 0 
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~espanse t o  l e t t e r  1150 - Charles W h  Page 150.3 E-502 

4 .  see preYioUS page. 

5 .  see response H2 above. 

6 .  Both the Flathead and the Idaho Panhandle National Forests are 
proposing to  cut more timbeP in the future than they have i n  the 
Past .  For mom de ta i l3  on the total t i m b e r  supply s i tua t ion  i n  the 
area see Appendix B of t h e  FEIS 

For the most par t  the recommended Wilderness and adjacent roadless 
areas i n  the Final Plan c m  not  be managed to  economically produce 
timber. 

In ares9 managed For timber production mature trees will be harvested 
and other silvicultural practices will be Used Bs BppropPiate. 

I .  

8.  
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E-503 
Page 150b Response to letter WQ - Charles W- 

9 .  The Forest  Plan ean not. by l a w .  jeopardize the existance of the 
grizzly bear population. 
led to the current low popU1BtiM. 
consideration can not be expected t o  innpmve the s i tua t ion .  We have 
seen nothing to indica te  t h a t  the Current population is very l a rge .  
Since 1982 when the trapping pmgram began. f i v e  bears have been 
i den t i f i ed  and one of those ia noy known t o  have died. 

Studies of gr izz ly  bear behavior in this area are very imwrtant  
because these s tud ies  help us develop management appmaches tha t  are 
the most e f f ec t ive  fo r  the  bear and the least r e s t r i c t i v e  f o r  the  
human population. 

The gr i zz ly  g i t u s t i m s  are based upon bear populations and hab i t a t  
conditions.  which research has s h m  llpe important t o  gr izz ly  bears. 
not the whim of (I s ingle  b io logis t .  

The lack of Cowidmation fo r  the bears has 
Continuing t h a t  lack of 

10. 

11. 

m 
UI 
0 w 
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E-934 ResponSe t o  l e t t e r  #9 - Charles Woods F i r s t  page 

1. 
. 

We apologize for  the volume of materials. 
future course of management f o r  a National Fopest is complex and OF 
c r i t i c a l  importance to many people thus i t  is important that  a l l  t h i s  
information be made aveilable t o  t h e  public. 

The process OF developing a 

1 ’  . 
-T+ 

2 .  

3 .  

1 

The Ten L&es Wilderness Study area vas or ig ina l ly  excluded f m m  the 
Forest Planning proce95 because i t  vas being addressed separately 
under the  terms of the  Montana Wilderness Study A c t .  
Service reconmendation. as a r e s u l t  OF that  PPOCPSJ. was that  a 
s i g n i f i c a n t  portion OF the study *pea be made a p m t  of the N ~ r i o n a l  
Wilderness PPesePvation System. 

We have been closely examining road standards. 
years road Costs have dmpped EigniFicantly due t o  a combination OF 
changes i n  the economy and the Bpplicstion of nore appmpriate road 
standards. 
build them i n  a way that minimizes impacts u p ~ n  the  land and water, 
and build them so that they a re  safe For theiP intended use. lyly time 
we can build a mad a t  a lower cost while meeting these objectives.  ye 
w i l l  ce r ta in ly  do so. 

The Forest 

Dver the l a s t  several 

Our i n t e n t  is t o  build only the mads tha t  ere necessa~y. 



Response t o  l e t t e r  Y 9  - Charles Woods Page 9a E-505 

3. See previous page 

4 .  Road closures are c r i t i c a l  i n  permitting several  uses. Such as logging 
and wi ld l i fe  Security,  t o  occur on the same piece of ground a t  
d i f f e r e n t  times. Much of the habitat  improvement associated with 
logging i n  Management Areas 11. 12 and 14 would be l o s t  without B well 
defined road management program which includes road closures. 
roads m e  closed only t o  motorized vehicles. Anyone an foot.  
horseback or  bicycle can use these mads. 
vehicle on a closed road must have authorization fmm the  D i s t r i c t  
Ranger. 

Closed 

Anyone using e 

5 .  Under the Endangered Species Act. Forest a c t i v i t i e s  may not jeopardize 
the  existance of the gr izz ly  bear. With t h i s  i n  mind. the  Final Plan 
includes a se t  of management area designations tha t  do not  c o n f l i c t  
with gr izz ly  bear and i n  some  case^. such as UA 14. enhance gr izz ly  
habi ta t .  
papticularly i n  t e r n  Of s t a b i l i t y  in the local economy. 
end the Final Plan pmvides for timber sales up t o  233 W F  per year 
compared t o  the average of 198 WBF per year over t h e  1974 thrv 1983 

A t  the  sene time we rrcognire tha t  human needs are important 
Toward t h i s  

period. 

As in other  aspects of l i f e .  i t  is often necessary t o  balance 
individual r i g h t s  so t h a t  one pe~son's r igh ts  do not c o n f l i c t  with 
those of others.  
becoming e x t i n c t  or there would be no Endangered Species Act. 
also have a r i g h t  t o  expect continuing supplies of Limber from the  
National Forests or those pmvisions w u l d  not be included i n  the  
Multiple Use Sustained Yield Act or the National Forest Management 
A c t .  
balance of Forest Outputs and a balance in user "rights" t o  the  
Forest. mis requires cer ta in  use res t r ic t ions  such L)S the mad 
closures discussed above so that  one person doesn't  have t o  forgo all 
r i g h t s  in order to  p m t e c t  another's conf l ic t ing  r igh ts .  Those who 
Choose to ignore these balances face the peendties provided by law. 

Grizzly s i t u a t i o n s  I and I1 do not "lock up" the  Forest. I n  f a c t  the 
Forest plan include$ PmviSions for  logging. recrration and mining i n  
S i tua t ions  I and I1 and defines how i t  can be done without 
Jeopardizing the gr izz ly  bear population. 

The use r e s t r i c t i o n s  tha t  are intended t o  prevent the loss of the  
gr izz ly  population ape only being applied a f t e r  the lack of such 
r e s t r i c t i o n s  h a s  threatened the wpularion with extinction. 

People have a r igh t  t o  prevent the g r i z z l y  from 
People 

The Final Plan maximizes the net  public benef i t  by providing B 

6 .  

Y 
VI 
0 
VI 
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E-506 
Page 9b ~ ~ ~ ~ m s e  LO l e t t e r  19 - Charles Woods 

7.  AS mentioned i n  reswnse 15.  above. po ten t ia l  timber harvest  is a t  a 
l e v e l  designed to maximize the Forest cont?ibution t o  l o c a l  economic 
s t a b i l i t y ,  A more deta i led  discussion on timber supply from a l l  
9ources i n  the ares is pmvided i n  Appendix B OF the FEE. 

I" our Focus toward b e t t e r  f o r e s t  management. we have found tha t  many 
areas OF the  Forest can  not be maded (even a t  low standards).  logged. 

li.3. taxpayer. 
meas which will remain madless and rill not be managed for timber 
prodduction. 
For Wilderness designation can be reassessed in the fu ture  i F  econmic 
condition4 change. 

Intensive timber management. Such tls YOU suggest. m a y  require B 
pre-commercial th in .  f e r t i l i z a t i o n .  several  eomme~cial t h i n s  and so 
on. Because the Final hamest  is so Far i n  the Future the  benefits  
derived by t h a t  hamest  often do not ewer the Costs tha t  occur 
e a r l i e r .  Recently we have found tha t  i n  a commercial th in  the value 
OF t h e  trees *moved does not often C O Y ~ P  the  cost OF cemving then.. 
For t h i s  reason commercial thinning is not  expected t o  be B COmmOn 
prac t ice  i n  the future.  
i n  the future.  but not enough more t o  j u s t i f y  the  intensive manBgenMt 
you suggest. 
cost  e f f e c t i v e .  we expect t o  use them. 

and managed over a m t a t i o n  without losing money For the 
Nost of these areas have been assigned t o  management 

m e  large Portion of t h i s  area which i s  not recommended 

We expect people t o  be paying more for  trees 

Where PPaCtiCeS which enhance gmuth can be shown t o  be 
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E-507 Response t o  Letter d l j l  - Fdward J. Woods. F i r s t  page 

1. When roads are no longer  needed for management purposes. they are 
usua l ly  c losed permanently with e a r t h e n  b a r r i e r s .  HOWBY~T, many of 
OYP roads are only closed on a seasonal b a s i s  and are  open t o  t h e  
pub l i c  at c e r t a i n  L i m e s  of t h e  year. For example: a mad closed t o  
p r o t e c t  k i l d l i f e  Spring range may be open f o r  publ ic  wood c u t t i n g  i n  
t h e  f a l l  season. Gates m a k e .  t h i9  se8sona1 road use p o s s i b l e  while 
e l s o  being more Convenient and inexjensivei  r a t h e r  than having t o  
seasonally p lace  and remove e a r t h e n  b a r r i e r s .  

2 .  The i n t e n t  of t h e  f i n a l  Forest  Plan is t o  meet t h e  goal  of  t h e  G ~ i r r l y  
Bear Recovery Plan which is t o  remove the  b e a r  from t h e  t h r e a t  of 
e x t i n c t i o n .  The Threatened and Endangered Spec ie s  Act r e q u i r e s  t h a t  
a l l  Federal  Agencies eo-operate i n  t h i s  e f f o r t  fo t h e  f u l l e s t  e x t e n t  
of  t h e i r  a b i l i t y .  

I I  c 
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E-508 

Response to Letter Ul5l - award J. Woods. Page l5le 

3. Congress will determine i f  any uilderness w i l l  be added to the 
Kmcrenai National Forest. 

4. we agree. 

5. Wilderness is one of the Multiple-Uses. 

6.  In our judgement. Alternative N d e s  not resolve a l l  the issues 88 
well 89 the Final Forest Plan. See the discwsion an N e t  Public 
Benefit i n  Chapter I1 of the Draft and Final EIS. 



5 8  Response to letter d50 - George Wuerthner E-509 

1. The Final  Forest  Plan designates  91% of all the inventor ied Old-Gmwth 
t i m b e r  h a b i t a t  f o r  old-growth timber-dependent species. 
provide f o r  186,wO acres or 10% of a l l  t h e  Forest  land below 5 . 5 ~  
feet e l eva t ion .  b a further note.  34% of all t h e  mature and 
over-mature t i m b e r  (which includes the 186,000 acres mentioned above 
but  excludes lodgepole Pine)  has been removed from t h e  timber base. 
This should provide for a s i g n i f i c a n t  amount of old-growth for fu tu re  
generations.  

The mad m i l e s  shorn i n  t h e  EIS are n e i t h e r  t a r g e t s  OP goals.  but  
estimates of needs given today's technology. 
be con t inua l ly  reassessed as the t r anspor t a t ion  system is developed SO 

t h a t  only those mads necessary t o  manage t h e  Forest are eve= b u i l t .  
The f i n a l  Plan includes a goal  t o  minimize the amount of road 
construct ion.  
t o t a l  amount of road construct ion.  As a f u r t h e r  note .  r ecen t  
experience has  indicated that the amount of m a d  construct ion is 
diminishing i n  proportion t o  t h e  amount o f  timber harvested.  
Chapter I1 i n  t h e  Final  EIS. 

We ace not aware of any discussion i n  t h e  Draf t  FJS of a 50% inc rease  
i n  sediment l e v e l s .  
Water Qua l i ty  Standards w i l l  be met. 
document . 
Sign i f i can t  amounts of t h e  Scotchman Peak area ( including P e l l i c k  
Ridge) and the Ten Lakes area have been recommended f o r  wilderness. 
Trout Cpeeek. Northwest Peaks, and Roderick Mountain have been 
recommended for roadless management. pri-ily. because of  other 
values such as w i l d l i f e  and the need to  do prescr ibed burning which is 
precluded by wilderness l e g i s l a t i o n .  

All Alternat ives  displayed timber y i e lds  that were ca lcu la t ed  8s 
sustainable .  based an produc t iv i ty .  and result from land designat ions 
se l ec t ed  to meet multiple-use goals and object ives .  The Final  Forest  
Plan r e t a i n s  t h e  opt ion to provide For the h i s t o r i c  timber sale level 
to i n su re  community s t a b i l t y  as well BS Pmvide for o t h e r  resource 
uses Such ag wilderness.  madless areas. v i s u a l  q u a l i t y ,  recreat ion.  
old-grauth timber-dependent w i l d l i f e  spec ie s .  water q u a l i t y  and 
f i s h e r i e s .  g r i z z l y  bear  recovery. and mineral explorat ion.  

See a l l  of t h e  above responses.  

This w i l l  

2 .  
The need far roads w i l l  

The F ina l  Forest  Plan has  reduced the r a t e  and the 

See 

3. 
The F ina l  Forest  Plan mandates t h a t  the S t a t e  

See t h e  Final  forest Plan 

4. 

5 .  

6 .  

Box ?192 
nissoula ,  K t .  59807 

Supervisor 
Kootenai N.F. 
Libby, Montana k t .  22 ,  1935 

~ a a r  Kmtenai:  

I w a s  dismayed t o  learn about your prrokmsed f o r e s t  !?lan. 
The Kootenai Forest  is the only One in  KontJn3 with 2 substant ional  
amount of ve t ,  maritime f o r e s t  hab i t a t .  The Forest  Plyl only 
ta i ls  f o r  preservat ion of B% of t h s  o ld  p o u t h .  This is unzece?table. 
I 9upport a plan which would require preservat ion of 25.6 of t h i s  
unique f o r e s t  growth..Too many wi ld l i f e  s j e c i a s  depend on a ld  
growth fo r  a mere 8:; to be s e t  a s i d e .  1 

3 
1 

I n  a d d i t i m ,  the re  is t o  be too  m y  roads. 244 milcs a year  
19 too  much. The present road system is t o o  much. I support 
no  more a d d s i o n s  t o  your road system. The d r a f t  foreat plan 
est imates  that sediments would i i r f e a s e  in Kootenai Forest  
waters by 50;;. How can you al low th i s?  I s n ' t  water one o r  the 
na tu ra l  I ~ E O U I C ~ S  you're t o  p ro tec t ?  

7 4  

I support  wildernass desiQat ion for the followins areass: 
Scotchman"s peak inclvding t h e  Pe l l i ck  Ridge arca.  Trou t  C reek 
which is exce l l en t  e l k  hab i t a t .  I've hunted the re  myself. 
Also t h e  Sorthvest  Peaks area, Ten I a k e s  Wilderness j tudy Area. I 
Ecderick Mountain. I 

1 5  

1 -  
I would l i k e  t o  see the  timber harvest C u t  from the present 

l eve l s  which a ~ p  too high t o  t r u e l y  aus t a in  timber ye i ld s  as 
well as y e i l d s  of Other resoumes. The Yootenai Forest  i z  
supposed t o  p ro tec t  a l l  re3ources not j m t  timber resources. - - 

Fro tec t  ( laster qua l i t y .  Protect  old growth h-bitat .  P ro tec t  
roadless q u a l i t i e s  of i r e s e n t l y  roadless  amas. Keep r o d i n 6  
t o  present levels apd-<eecreese timber harvest .  

T 
\n c u: 
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COMMENTS THAT WERE SIMILAR IN NATURE AND COMBINED FOR PURPOSES OF BREVITY 

A. Comments primarily concerned with the position presented by the 
Montana Wilderness Association 

In addition to the letters to which individual responses were 
provided, we received many postcards which provided comments similar 
to those of the Montana Wilderness Association (See Letters #237 and 
#3Ol). 
position. Because of their close similarity, these comments are 
grouped below and answered once rather than repeatedly, in the 
interest of brevity. 

In Section B, following this section, are a group of comments which 
presented similar philosphical positions which are answered in a 
similar manner in the interest of brevity. 

Section C presents similar views which are representative of those 
stated by the Montana Women in Timber organization. They are also 
responded to in a group response in the interest of brevity. 

All of the original postcards are available for review at the Forest 
Supervisor’s Office in Libby, Montana. 

Some of those commentors specifically supported the entire MWA 

1. COMMENT: 

Where there are roads there is no recreation. 
to justify logging these areas. The Forest plan needs to include more 
Wilderness and/or roadless management (items a. through f. generally 
received support for Wilderness designation while items g. through k. were 
generally proposed for roadless types of recreation and not Wilderness): 

a. Scotchman Peaks including the Pellick Ridge portion. 
b. Ten Lakes including the Mt. Wam portion. 
c. Trout Creek 
d. Cabinet Additions 
e. Tuchuck (part of the North Fork Wildlands). 
f. Thompson-Seton (also part of the North Fork Wildlands). 
g. Northwest Peaks 
h. Roderick Mountain 
i. Robinson Mountain 
j. Canyon Peak 
k. Cataract Creek 

There’s no timber shortage 
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1. RESPONSE 
The Final Plan designated the above-mentioned roadless areas as follows: 

ACREAGE BY DESIGNATION /1/ 

KNF Total Roadless Other Other 
Roadless Recommended Recreation Without With 

Roadless Area Name Area Acres Wilderness (M 2 & 29) Harvest Harvest 
Scotchman Peaks (Total) 51.900 36.200 9,600 2.000 4.300 
- Pellick Ridge Portion 17,400 12,000 0 2.400 2,900 

Ten Lakes (Total), which 41,300 33.000 5,300 700 2,300 
includes the Contiguous 
Area outside the MWSA. 
- Mt. Wam Portion 5,500 0 5,300 0 200 

Trout Creek 31,400 
Cabinet Additions 84,800 
Tuchuck 2,300 

Northwest Peaks 13.400 
Roderick Mountain 24,800 
Robinson Mountain 3,000 
Canyon Peak (Galena) 15,500 
Cataract Creek 17,700 

Thompson-Seton 19,100 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

35,500 
22,500 
36.400 
2,300 
17, ooo 
8,800 
10,700 
3,000 
12,200 
13.800 

2,000 6.900 
1,800 10,800 

0 0 
600 1,500 

4.600 0 
1l;OOO 3.100 

0 0 
1.600 1,600 
2,100 1,800 

Totals 305,200 104.700 141,600 26,400 32,300 
Percent of Totals 100% 34% 46% 9% 11% 

/1/ Totals do not always agree exactly because of rounding. 

la. Scotchman Peak: This roadless area will have 88% of the total area 
designated as wilderness or roadless. 
Pellick Ridge is designated for the management of grizzly habitat and 
timber and represents 8% of the total roadless area and 17% of the Pellick 
Ridge portion. 

The lower slope on the north side of 

See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

lb. Ten Lakes: This complex roadless area consists of the 34,200 acre Montana 
Wilderness Study Area (MWSA). which is being addressed in a separate 
Report, and the adjacent Ten Lakes Contiguous Roadless Area portions which 
totals 7,100 acres. 93% of the entire combined acreage will be designated 
as wilderness o r  roadless. 
grizzly habitat and timber is  located adjacent to existing roads along the 
edge of the roadless area boundary. 

The 63 that is designated for the management of 

See the Final Ten Lakes Map. 

IC. Trout Creek: This roadless area includes a combination of wilderness, 
wildlife (particularly elk) and mineral values. 72% of the area is 
designated as roadless because of the desire to provide vegetative 
management for elk through the use of prescribed burning techniques which 
would be precluded by a formal wilderness classification. 22% of the area 
would be mananged to provide elk summer range and timber and is located on 
the eastern portion of the roadless area. 

- 

See the Final Forest Plan Map. 



E-512 

Cabinet Additions: This complex roadless area is a combination of s i x  
separate roadless areas surrounding the ex is t ing  94,300 acre Cabinet 
Mountain Wilderness. (The s i x  areas are: Cabinet Face West, Cabinet Face 
East,  McKay. Rock Creek, Chippewa, and Government Mountain.) 85% of t h i s  
combined acreage w i l l  be designated fo r  wilderness and roadless. 
percent w i l l  be designated f o r  the management of gr izz ly  and e lk  habi ta t  
and timber management. The southeastern s ide  of t h e  Cabinet Wilderness 
contains intermingled pr iva te  property and important mineral potent ia l .  
Because of these values, i t  was considered t o  be premature to recommend 
wilderness a t  t h i s  time. See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

13% 

I d  

le. Tuchuck: This roadless area is a continuation of a l a rge r  portion tha t  is 
The Kootenai portion is located on the adjacent Flathead National Forest. 

designated as  roadless t o  be i n  conformance with the management direct ion 
tha t  has been prescribed f o r  the Flathead Forest Plan. See the Final 
Forest Plan Map. 

I f .  Thompson-Seton: This roadless area i s  also pa r t  of a la rger  portion tha t  
89% of the Kootenai portion i s  adjacent t o  the Flathead National Forest. 

is designated as  roadless t o  be i n  conformance w i t h  the management 
d i rec t ion  tha t  has been prescribed for the  Flathead Forest Plan. 
Kootenai portion has been designated fo r  gr izz ly  habi ta t  and timber 
management. See the Final Forest P l a n  Map. 

8% of the 

lg. Northwest Peaks: This roadless area has been designated as a combination 
of Scenic Area and roadless management. 
the same as the  roadless area management which w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  100% roadless 
management for the  area.  

The Scenic Area managment w i l l  be 

See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

l h .  Roderick Mountain: 87% of t h i s  roadless area has been designated as a 
combination of roadless (43%) and big-game winter range (44%) .  
combination w i l l  provide benefi ts  for  big-game management similar t o  tha t  
mentioned fo r  the Trout Creek area i n  IC.. above. 
designated for e lk  summer range and gr izz ly  habi ta t  and t i m b e r  management. 
See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

This 

13% of the area has been 

li. Robinson Mountair.: The entire area has been designated as roadless. See 
the Final Forest Plan Map. 

lj. Canyon Peak: 79% of t h i s  roadless area has been designated as  roadless,  
while 10% has been designated for  gr izzly habi ta t  and timber management. 
See the Final Forest Plan Map. 

lk.  Cataract Creek: 
designated as roadless with 10% designated f o r  gr izz ly  habi ta t  and timber 
management. 

78% of t h e  Kootenai portion of t h i s  roadless area has been 

See t h e  Final Forest Plan Map. 

I n  summary, as can be seen from the preceding Chart, about 80% of the roadless 
area acreage of concern has been designated as e i t h e r  wilderness or  roadless,  
with about 11% designated t o  some form of timber management. 
note, 
w i l l  be retained as  e i t h e r  wilderness, roadless, or wilderness study. This is 
89% of the roadless acreage avai lable  and 23% of the Kootenai National Forest .  

A s  a fur ther  
of the 583,000 acres of roadless area on the Kootenai, 521.000 acres 
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2. c o r n :  
A t  l e a s t  10 or 15 or 60% of old-growth should be permanently conserved. 
Reduce old-growth cut t ing.  Preserve old-growth along streams. Remove 
old-growth from the regulated timber base. 
owl. lewis woodpecker and pine martin. 

This should help the screech 

2. RPSPONSE: 
The Kootenai National Forest has inventoried 210,000 acres of old-growth 
timber hab i t a t  t h a t  meets the cr i ter ia  for  old-growth timber-dependent 
w i ld l i f e  species.  This is 11% of the t o t a l  Forest land area below 5.500 
feet elevation. (The 5,500 feet elevation leve l  and below is considered t o  
be the area most useful f o r  the reproduction of these wi ld l i f e  species . )  
The Final  Forest  Plan w i l l  manage 185,000 acres ,  or 91%. of a l l  the 
inventoried old-growth timber hab i t a t ,  for  the benefi t  of these old-growth 
timber-dependent species.  
below 5,500 feet elevation. 
the regulated ( su i t ab le )  timber base and timber harvest and salvage w i l l  
not be permitted within these areas. 

Because only 11% of a l l  the Forest land below 5.500 feet elevation is i n  a n  
old-growth-timber condition tha t  meets the c r i t e r i a  f o r  the timber- 
dependent wi ld l i fe  species ,  a higher l e v e l  or percentage cannot be supplied 
today. 
along streams. See the Final  Forest Plan Map. 

As a fu r the r  note,  34% of a l l  the mature and over-mature timber (which 
includes the 185,000 acres  mentioned above but excludes lodgepole pine) has 
been removed from the regulated timber base. This should provide the 
opportunity f o r  a s igni f icant ly  higher amount of old-growth timber i n  t h e  
future .  

This w i l l  be 10% of a l l  the  Forest land area 
All of t h i s  185,000 acres  w i l l  be removed from 

Many of the old-growth timber areas tha t  have been designated a re  

3.  C0rmEN-r: 
Build fewer roads. I 
support logging roads only i f  the Forest Service makes a p r o f i t  on the 
timber sales. No more roads i n  c r i t i c a l  e l k  hab i t a t .  Roads would destroy 
c r i t i c a l  w i ld l i f e  habi ta t  and erode streams. Reduce mileage of ex is t ing  
roads by 25% by put t ing  them t o  bed or ob l i t e r a t ion ,  then use only 
temporary roads. No more roads. 

No more hard-packed gravel permanent logging roads. 

3.  RFSPONSE: 
Road building is an e f f e c t  of managing t h e  land for  timber production. If 
timber is t o  be harvested then roads are necessary. The t o t a l  road miles 
shown i n  the various documents a re  not "targets" or "goals", but estimates 
of the f i n a l  r e s u l t s  given today's technology. The need fo r  roads w i l l  be 
continually reassessed as the transportation system i s  developed so tha t  
only those necessary t o  manage the timberland base are ever b u i l t .  

For the most p a r t ,  the roads ca l led  fo r  i n  the Final  Forest Plan are t o  be 
constructed i n  areas tha t  a r e  not defined as "roadless". This means tha t  
while some roads e x i s t  i n  most of the timber-producing areas ,  addi t ional  
roads are still  needed if a l l  the ex is t ing  timber stands are to  be 
3arvested. 
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The most d i r e c t  way t o  reduce the t o t a l  road miles is t o  reduce the s i z e  of 
the regulated timberland base. 
regulated timber base by 124,000 acres, from tha t  shown i n  the Draft EIS. 
This was done by removing the old-growth timber management areas  
(Management Area 13) from the regulated base. This reduced the mount of 
required roads by 640 miles. 

Reducing the regulated timber base d i r ec t ly  reduces t h e  quantity of timber 
tha t  may be harvested over time under a non-declining y ie ld  schedule. I n  
the extreme, as  depicted i n  the minimum management benchmark i n  the Draft 
EIS, elimination of the regulated base w i l l  end a l l  timber harvest .  This, 
i n  turn,  w i l l  have severe e f f ec t s  on the economy and l i f e s t y l e s  of the 
region. Alternative F, as displayed i n  the Draft EIS, had a regulated base 
255,000 acres smaller than the Proposed Action and 900 fewer miles of road. 
This a l t e rna t ive  describes a r e a l i s t i c  low end of the timber harvest 
spectrum when a l l  impacts are considered. 

Recent experience has indicated tha t  the r a t e  of new road construction i s  
declining. This appears t o  be the r e su l t  of the concern t o  reduce the 
to ta l  miles of new road construction t o  protect  water qua l i ty ,  as  w e l l  a s  
the increased concern for  "def ic i t "  timber sales (timber sa l e s  where t h e  
road costs  have not been "paid" by the value of the timber i n  the sale).  
The following chart  indicates  t h i s  recent trend. 

The Final Forest Plan has reduced the 

Kootenai National Forest 

New Road Construction by Calendar Year (miles) 

Calendar Road 
Year Construction 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 

A s  can be seen from the above tab le ,  the road construction rate has 
declined s ince 1980. 
during the l i f e  of the Forest Plan than what i s  displayed i n  the Final EIS. 

If t h i s  rate continues, fewer roads would be b u i l t  
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4. COIamNT: 
Protect streamside areas. Do not fill streams with mud and debris. No 
roads or logging along streamside areas. 
sediments will increase 5O%, this is not acceptable. The EPA gave the KNF 
plan the worst rating out of Montana's ten Forest Plans. 
has the worst water quality of all Montana's Forests. 
and roading contributes to deterioration of water quality. 
sensitive sales is akin to setting off an ecological time bomb. 

The plan admits that stream 

I heard the KNF 

Logging in 
Excessive logging 

4 .  RESPONSE: 
The EPA said: 

"Your DEIS is rated EO-2 (environmental objections - insufficient 
information). The Agency believes that the potential for adverse 
water impacts is a significant environmental concern ..." 
(See Letter #49 in Appendix E in the Final EIS.) 

Because of their concern, the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan has been 
modified to insure that State Water Quality Standards will be met. 

Nowhere in the Draft EIS or Proposed Plan is there any mention of a 50% 
increase in sediment levels. 

The Final Forest Plan increases the level of water quality protection. See 
the Riparian Area Guidelines, the Monitoring and Evaluation Plan, and the 
Forestwide Standards in the Final Plan document. 

Many of the streamside areas are now designated for old-growth timber 
management which precludes timber harvesting. 
Map. 

State-of-the-art methods for predicting sediment delivery to streams are 
not very good so we have reduced our reliance on those models and focused 
on insuring that problems do not occur in the field. We have added items 
to the Monitoring and Evaluation plan and the Forestwide Standards to 
insure that State Water Quality Standards will be attained. 

See Response #3, above, on the amount of road construction anticipated and 
the recent trend in the amount of road construction. 

See the Final Forest Plan 

c 
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5. c o r n  
Favor sustained timber harvest at  the 173 (or 200) MMBF level .  Reta in  
current annual cu t .  I oppose "boom and bust". The annual cu t  should 
decrease ra ther  than increase. With your continued accelerated logging 
programs and road building there  i s n ' t  going t o  be any Forest t o  manage. 
Reduce timber sales. Too much emphasis on timber. Contracts are being 
canceled. Stop a l l  logging. 

5. RESPONSE: 
The timber harvest  l eve l  of 173 mmbf. as s t a t ed  i n  the Draft EIS, 
represents an ea r ly  period of f u l l  production and a later period of low 
production i n  the wood products industry f o r  the last 10 years.  The 
harvest l eve l s  appear to  be on the increase and t h i s  trend i s  expected t o  
continue. Because of t h i s  anticipated increase,  the f l e x i b i l i t y  t o  provide 
for a higher timber s a l e  l e v e l  is being retained i n  the Final Forest P l a n .  
See the chart  below for  more d e t a i l  on ac tua l  timber cut  and sold.  

KNF TIMBER CUT and SOLD (mmbf) 

- c u t  Sold 

216 200 
236 197 
191 154 
185 206 
156 176 
162 264 
131 221 
181 245 
198 212 
180 224 

Average 129 z5 
* Includes the Transition Quarter  

Reducing the Timber Sale leve l  s ign i f icant ly  below the h i s t o r i c a l  sell  
leve l  of 205 mmbf per year could eventually diminish t h e  amount of timber 
tha t  is current ly  under contract ,  which is about three years sell (605 mmbf 
i n  October, 1985, net  of Timber Buyback). 
s a l e s  is considered desireable t o  allow the industry the f l e x i b i l t y  t o  
respond t o  changing market conditions. 

A three-year l eve l  of timber 

7. COMMENT: 
Emphasize protection fo r  big-horn sheep and mountain goats.  

7. RESPONSE: 
The Final Forest Plan provides t h i s  protection. 
and Map. 

4 

See the Final Forest Plan 

c 
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B. Comments t h a t  were general and more philosophical i n  nature,  but were 
primarily of a maintain and preserve posit ion.  

Many of the respondents who sent  i n  postcards s t a t ed  general posit ions 
o r  des i res  on "How" the Kootenai should be managed. Comments such as; 
"Preserve the Kootenai for future  generations", "Keep the Kootenai as 
wilderness", "Don' t exploi t  the Kootenai" , "Appalled a t  the Proposed 
P l a n ' s  shortsightedness". "The Forest Service i s  supposed t o  pro tec t ,  
not degrade". are a few examples of some of these posi t ions.  Most of 
these statements can be summarized as a "GO SLOW" advice. 

8. COMMENT: 

Please pro tec t  and preserve the Kootenai fo r  future  generations. 

a. RESPONSE: 
The Final Forest Plan has attempted t o  balance out soc ie ty ' s  expressed 
needs f o r  today while maintaining as many options as possible fo r  the 
future .  Strong consideration has been given t o  the protection of the 
"basic building blocks" of water qual i ty  and s o i l  protect ion,  and wi ld l i fe  
habi ta t .  
Monitoring and Evaluation P lan  and the Forestwide Standards and Guidelines. 

Along with these "basics", t he  consideration f o r  loca l  economic s t a b i l i t y  
was a s t rong influence on the f i n a l  outcome. Specif ical ly ,  t h i s  resulted 
i n  the maintenance of the h i s t o r i c  timber sale leve ls  on lands tha t  appear 
t o  be economically su i ted ,  and the opportunity t o  explore fo r  minerals 
where the poten t ia l  appears t o  be the greatest .  This w i l l  provide fo r  
l oca l  job opportunuities while still  providing fo r  as many amenities as 
possible,  such as v isua l  qua l i ty ,  wilderness and roadless areas. Every 
attempt was made t o  reduce the amount of land needed fo r  timber production 
t o  reduce the poten t ia l  impact on water qual i ty  and f i she r i e s  hab i t a t ,  and 
t o  provide the largest amount of undisturbed land for the recovery of the 
gr izz ly  bear. 
retained i n  some form of roadless condition, such as wilderness, wilderness 
study area,  o r  roadless recreation. 
Kootenai National Forest being i n  a "preserved" s t a tus  fo r  future  
generations. 

Examples of t h i s  can be found i n  the Final Forest Plan 's  

Almost 90% of a l l  the ex is t ing  roadless lands w i l l  be 

This w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  23% of the 
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C. Comments primarily concerned with the position presented by the 
Montana Women in Timber organization. 

A number of comments were received on response forms provided by Women 
In Timber. Since these respondents expressed essentially the same 
views, a composite of their comments is provided below with our 
response. 
at the Forest Supervisor's Office in Libby. 

All of the original response forms are available f o r  review 

COMMENT: 
We need jobs, taxes and schools provided by timber. No more 
Wilderness or roadless areas. Remove land from Wilderness. Lands 
managed for multiple-use benefit more people than lands that are 
locked up. Support our timber industry. Alternative N is the best 
because it has more timber harvest and a higher present net value. 
Keep timber harvest levels up to support the local economy. Don't 
take any more land out of the resource base (timber). 
base is necessary to sustain this county and to insure a timber base 
for the future. 

A bigger timber 

RESPONSE : 
We agree that timber management provides many benefits to the local 
economy. Based upon many comments that we have received, we also see 
that many people are concerned about the options that future 
generations will have. The Proposed Action was originally intended to 
preserve options for future generations to decide between amenity and 
commodity uses. Toward this end most of the roadless area that could 
someday be economical to manage for timber was retained in a roadless. 
but not Wilderness, designation. Most of this area will cost more to 
road and log than the timber is currently worth. The only additional 
Wilderness recommendation in the Final Plan is the Pellick Ridge 
portion of Scotchman Peaks, an area which has very few options for 
timber management. 

We are also concerned about making the size of the land area managed 
for timber any smaller, but many people pointed out that retaining 
sufficient habitat for old-growth dependent species is critical if we 
want to retain wildlife options for future generations. The Final 
Plan does reduce the regulated timber base in order to retain these 
options. 
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We looked careful ly  at  the anticipated supplies of timber i n  t h i s  area 
from a l l  sources (see Appendix B of the FEIS). Our conclusion was 
tha t  the Kootenai National Forest should provide as much timber as  
possible while simultaneously preserving cr i t ical  options f o r  the 
future .  
the plan with declines i n  the future.  We concluded t h a t ,  w h i l e  t h i s  
may help the loca l  economy temporarily, future  adverse impacts would 
be in tens i f ied .  The Final Plan maximizes the allowable sale quantity 
(ASQ) during the l i f e  of the plan i n  a way tha t  w i l l  not require 
declines i n  the future .  It was found t h a t ,  even with a smaller 
regulated timber base, the allowable sale quant i ty  of the Proposed 
Action could still  be achieved. The large future  increases i n  ASQ 
t h a t  could have been possible under the Proposed Action are given up. 

Many people were under the impression tha t  the Flathead and other  
National Forests i n  t h i s  area were proposing d r a s t i c  declines i n  t h e i r  
timber sale programs. The following tab le  i s  based upon the Final 
Plans fo r  the Lolo. Flathead and Kootenai and the Proposed Action of 
the Idaho Panhandle. 

We looked a t  increased harvest during the ten-year l i f e  of 

I' 

NATIONAL FORFST TIMBER SALE PRCGRAMS 
PAST AM) FUTURE 

Source Average Sold Timber Sale  Program 
1976-1985 Quantity (Planned) 

Flathead 105 MMBF 108 MMBF 
Idaho Panhandle 246 MMBF 275 MMBF 
Kootenai 182 MMBF 211 MMBF ~~ 

Lolo 
TOTAL: 

.zd!EE 
606 MMBF 

-- 
122 MMBF 
738 MMBF 

This shows t h a t  when to t a l  volumes sold i n  the past  a r e  compared t o  
poten t ia l  sales under the Forest Plans, a l l  Forests have t h e  po ten t ia l  
f o r  increased timber sale programs. The poten t ia l  sale leve l  shown i s  
the "Timber Sale Program Quantity". This  includes both regulated 
( l i v e  green) and unregulated timber s a l e s ,  j u s t  l i k e  the s a l e  volumes 
from pas t  years. 

Our analysis  of timber supply (Appendix B of the FEIS) shows tha t  t h e  
t o t a l  timber volumes avai lable  for  harvest  ( i n  Lincoln, Sanders and 
Flathead Counties i n  Montana and Bonner and Boundary Counties i n  
Idaho) can remain constant even with harvest  declines of up t o  25% 
from pr iva te  property. 
have the smallest effect on Lincoln County because Lincoln County has 
the largest percentage of National Forest land i n  t h i s  five-county 
area. 
l eve l s ,  w e  can expect more jobs during the l i f e  of the plan, even a s  
fewer workers are required t o  produce a given volume of lumber. 
p r iva te  landowners can not maintain t h e i r  h i s t o r i c  harvest  l eve l s ,  we 
can expect declining job opportunities i n  the wood products industry.  

Any declines i n  pr iva te  harvest  l eve l s  would 

If pr iva te  land owners can maintain t h e i r  h i s t o r i c  harvest 

I f  
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