
 
 
United States 
Department of 

Forest 
Service 

Region One 200 East Broadway 
P.O. Box 7669 

 Agriculture Missoula, MT 59807 
 

File Code: 1570-1 (215) 
#05-01-00-0039 

Date: September 13, 2005 
  
 
 
  
Michael Garrity 
Alliance for the Wild Rockies 
P.O. Box 505 
Helena, MT  59624 
 

CERTIFIED MAIL – RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
 

Dear Mr. Garrity: 
 
This is my decision on disposition of the appeal you filed on behalf of Alliance for the Wild 
Rockies; The Ecology Center, Inc.; and The Lands Council regarding the Cow Creek Timber 
Sale Project Decision Notice (DN) on the Kootenai National Forest. 
 
My review of your appeal was conducted pursuant to, and in accordance with, 36 CFR 215.17 to 
ensure the analysis and decision is in compliance with applicable laws, regulations, policy, and 
orders.  I have reviewed the appeal record, including your arguments, the information referenced 
in the Forest Supervisor’s August 18, 2005, transmittal letter, and the Appeal Reviewing 
Officer’s analysis and recommendation (copy enclosed).  The transmittal letter provides the 
specific page references to discussions in the Environmental Assessment (EA), the DN and 
project file, which bear upon your objections.  I specifically incorporate in this decision the 
appeal record, the references and citations contained in the transmittal letter, and the Appeal 
Reviewing Officer’s analysis and recommendation. 
 
The Appeal Reviewing Officer has considered your arguments, the appeal record, and the 
transmittal letter and recommends the Forest Supervisor’s decision be affirmed and your 
requested relief be denied. 
 
Based upon a review of the references and citations provided by the Forest Supervisor, I find the 
objections were adequately considered in the EA/DN.  I agree with the Appeal Reviewing 
Officer’s analysis and conclusions in regard to your appeal objections.  I find the Forest 
Supervisor has made a reasoned decision and has complied with all laws, regulations, and policy. 
 
In response to your concerns in your letter of August 31, 2005, about the “Smoked Fish” project 
in combination with the Cow Creek and Alder Creek decisions, I have reviewed the projects as 
well as the Fisher Landscape Assessment (Cow Creek/Alder Creek project file, Vol. O, Doc. 1).  
The Fisher Landscape Assessment describes numerous management opportunities in the 
Riverview subwatershed, but does not propose specific projects.  It is up to the District Ranger to 
decide how to proceed when presented with the various opportunities in a landscape assessment.  
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A landscape assessment is not a commitment.  Neither a specific project, nor a specific course of 
action is reasonably foreseeable based on the opportunities discussed in a landscape assessment. 
 
Both the Cow Creek Project and the Alder Creek Project Decision Notices (DNs) state that the 
respective decisions do not encompass all resource management practices necessary to fully 
achieve the desired conditions.  The DNs also state that additional activities, including timber 
salvage or harvest, that had not been identified at the time the Cow Creek and Alder Creek 
Decisions were signed, may be necessary to achieve goals described in the Forest Plan (see Cow 
Creek Decision Notice, pp. 1 to 2; see Alder Creek Decision Notice, p. 1).  Likewise, both the 
Cow Creek EA and the Alder Creek EA disclose that other assessments will be prepared for 
management actions in the Fisher Landscape Assessment area (see Cow Creek EA, p. 1-1; see 
Alder Creek EA, Chapter 1, p. 1). 
 
The Cow Creek and Alder Creek DNs were signed June 16, 2005, (see Cow Creek Decision 
Notice, p. 31; see Alder Creek Decision Notice, p. 22).  Two months later, the Libby Ranger 
District proposed the Smoked Fish Project in a letter to the public, dated August 19, 2005.  At 
the time the Cow Creek and Alder Creek Decisions were signed there was not enough 
information available about future activities, now named the Smoked Fish Project, to include 
those as a reasonable foreseeable project other than to say “[a]dditional timber salvage or harvest 
may be proposed…” (Cow Creek Decision Notice, p. 1).  Both the Cow Creek EA and the Alder 
Creek EA considered the other project in their cumulative effects (see Cow Creek EA, p. 3-3; see 
Alder Creek EA, Chapter 3, p. 4), and the Smoked Fish Project team will consider the Cow 
Creek and Alder Creek Projects in their cumulative effects analysis.  Given that the cumulative 
effects of all three projects will be analyzed in the Smoked Fish NEPA analysis, and that the 
Cow Creek and Alder Creek EAs considered all reasonably foreseeable actions in their analyses, 
there is no need, nor any requirement to remand the Cow Creek and Alder Creek EAs.  
 
After careful consideration of the above factors, I affirm the Forest Supervisor’s decision to 
implement the Cow Creek Timber Sale Project.  Your requested relief is denied. 
 
My decision constitutes the final administrative determination of the Department of Agriculture 
[36 CFR 215.18(c)].  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 

 

/s/ Kathleen A. McAllister  
KATHLEEN A. MCALLISTER 
Appeal Deciding Officer 
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