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This is my recommendation on disposition of the appeal filed by Jeff Juel on behalf of The Ecology 
Center, Inc.; Alliance for the Wild Rockies; Inland Empire Public Lands Council; and American 
Wildlands protesting the Wood Rat Timber Sale Decision Notice (DN) signed by the Kootenai National 
Forest Supervisor (Three Rivers Ranger District).   
 
The Forest Supervisor's decision implements modified Alternative E and a temporary Forest Plan 
Amendment.  
 
My review was conducted pursuant to, and in accordance with, 36 CFR 215.19 to ensure the analysis 
and decision are in compliance with applicable laws, regulations, policy, and orders.  The appeal record, 
including the Appellants' objections and recommended changes, has been thoroughly reviewed.   
 
Appeal Review Findings
 
The Appellants allege violations of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the National Forest 
Management Act, and RPA.  The Appellants request the decision be canceled, the project postponed 
until a national economic assessment completed for the national forest system logging program, and an 
EIS is prepared as well.  A certified letter was sent to the appellants offering to meet for informal 
resolution.  No response was received.  Interested party comments were submitted by Rick Bass. 
 
Objection 1:  The decison violates the NEPA standards for scientific integrity and high quality 
information in the analysis of effects on Old Growth. 
 
Response:  The District evaluated effects to old growth using the following criteria:  number of acres of 
vertical structure removed; acres of interior habitat made ineffective; acres of potential snag loss due to 
firewood cutting; and number of acres that may potentially be lost from wind events (EA, p. 3-84).   No 
harvest of reserved old growth stands (MA-13) will occur.  Prescribed burning (underburning) will 
occur in designated old growth.  Old growth stands were field-verified.  All of the MA-13 stands are 
high-quality old growth and contribute to good overall block size.  The District has utilized high-quality 
information in the analysis of old growth habitat. 
 
Objection 2:  The project violates NFMA by violating Forest Plan Standards for Open Road 
Density during project implementation. 
 
Response:  Open Road Densities (ORDs) were analyzed for all alternatives with all action alternatives 
designed to keep the ORD below 0.75 mi./sq. mile.  The ORD calculations  are found in the Project 
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Record (Errata #56) and explained in the response to comments (p. 21).  The selected alternative is 
consistent with Forest Plan standards for Management Area 12. 
 
Objection 3:  The project analysis fails to consider the impacts of pre-commercial thinning on lynx 
and lynx forage habitat. 
 
Response:  Effects of the project were analyzed for lynx in the Biological Evaluation (BE) (Doc. 177, 
Project Record).  Suitable habitat for lynx occurs in the project area but very few observations have been 
recently reported.  Proposed harvest would have very little effect on the lynx habitat components in the 
habitat (BE, p. 1-7).  All aspects of the selected alternative were considered in the BE.  The lynx was 
proposed for listing after the Decision was signed.  The Appellant contends that consultation on the lynx 
is required.  Formal consultation is not required for proposed species under the Endangered Species Act.   
 
Objection 4:  Cumulative effects of the Forestwide Blowdown EA activities in the Wood Rat 
analysis area were not considered. 
 
Response:  The EA identifies past, present and reasonably foreseeable activities in and near the Wood 
Rat project area on Forest Service and private lands.  Future harvest of blowdown trees, under the 
Forestwide Blowdown DN, is dependent upon past, present and reasonably foreseeable events and/or 
conditions and a review of these conditions by resource specialists and the District Ranger.  An analysis 
of cumulative effects would occur at the time of the proposed activity.  Any harvest of blowdown timber 
must meet the criteria developed in the Forestwide Blowdown DN which includes a cumulative effects 
analysis. 
 
Objection 5:  The analysis ignores the concerns raised about suitability of the area for logging and 
regeneration for soil and vegetation resources. 
 
Response:  The soils analysis is documented in the EA (p. 3-55 thru 3-59).  Results of soil monitoring 
are found in the Project Record (Doc. 191).  Management area direction was reviewed and suitability 
verified as part of the analysis process by the Interdisciplinary Team, as well as a certified silviculturist, 
and were determined to be suitable for harvest and capable of regeneration. 
 
 
Objection 6: The decision violates NFMA by impacting cavity-nesting habitat against Forest Plan 
standards. 
 
Response:  The EA analysis concludes, "All alternatives leave more than the recommended 40 percent 
of potential habitat necessary to maintain viable populations of cavity-nesting birds such as the pileated 
woodpecker."  Fifty-one percent of the project area is currently modeled as providing habitat.  This is 
above the 40 percent minimum thought necessary to maintain viable populations of birds such as the 
pileated woodpecker dependent on cavities for nest sites. 
 
Determination of NFMA Significance for the Project Specific Amendment:  "I have determined that this 
is a non-significant project-specific amendment for MA-10, Wildlife and Fish Standard #3 because of 
the minor number of acres (272 acres or less than 1 percent of the total MA-10 on the forest); and that 
cavity habitat will still be available to support cavity dependent species". (MA-10 Forest Plan 
Amendment Summary). 
 



Objection 7: The analysis fails to consider cumulative effects of habitat loss to the north in 
Canada. 
 
Response: The project would protect existing thermal cover,  improve the forage component of the big 
game habitat, and  increase the species diversity and sustainability of the timber stands in the area.  
Therefore, the cumulative impacts to the big game habitat, including Canadian lands, are expected to be 
beneficial.   In conclusion, "cumulative effects of the selected alternative and other past, ongoing, and 
reasonable foreseeable activities are not expected to be significant."  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
concurred with this finding. 
 
RECOMMENDATION
 
I recommend the Forest Supervisor's decision be affirmed and the Appellants' requested relief be denied.   
 
 
/s/ J. Doug Glevanik 
 
 
J. DOUG GLEVANIK 
Reviewing Officer 


