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This is my recommendation on disposition of the appeal filed by John P. Connors protesting the 
Northeast Yaak Timber Sale Record of Decision (ROD) on the Kootenai National Forest. 
 
The Forest Supervisor’s decision adopts Alternative C-Modified, which includes regeneration 
harvest on 241 acres, intermediate harvest on approximately 1,619 acres, 116 acres of fuel 
reduction intermediate harvest in old growth, precommercial thinning on 286 acres, fuel 
reduction activities on 350 acres, less than 1 mile of temporary road construction, BMP work on 
71 miles of haul roads, and watershed rehabilitation work. 
 
My review was conducted pursuant to, and in accordance with, 36 CFR 215.19 to ensure the 
analysis and decision is in compliance with applicable laws, regulations, policy, and orders.  The 
appeal record, including the appellant’s objections and recommended changes, has been 
thoroughly reviewed.  Although I may not have listed each specific issue, I have considered all 
the issues raised in the appeal and believe they are adequately addressed below. 
 
The appellant does not allege violations of any law, regulation, or the Kootenai Forest Plan.  The 
appellant requests that the decision to open Forest Road #746 be reconsidered.  An informal 
meeting was held but no resolution of the issues was reached. 
 
ISSUE REVIEW 
 
Issue:  Reconsider the reopening of Forest Road #746. 
 
Contention A.  There are hundreds of miles of closed and usable roads in the Yaak Valley.  
The petitions of local residents for more exposure to motorized venues for their hunting 
and firewood collecting needs will hardly be satisfied long term by opening only 4 miles of 
the Vinal Lake Road.  More or longer roads in remote and safe hunting areas away from 
private property would be desirable. 
 
Response:  The Forest considered opening other roads to allow for more motorized public access 
opportunities (EIS, p. 2-5).  Unlike the other roads that were considered, the Vinal Lake Road 
was built and maintained for passenger cars, would allow for a loop driving experience, and 
would not impact grizzly bear core standards (EIS, p. 2-14).  The road analysis process (RAP) 
concluded the Vinal Lake Road was of high recreational benefit, but low watershed impact (PF, 
Book 4, Vol. 15, Doc. 1, p. 77).  Other roads, such as the Turner Creek Road, did not have the 
same level of recreational benefits with low watershed and wildlife impacts (PF, Book 4, Vol. 
15, Doc. 1, p. 76), while providing for loop driving opportunities (EIS, p. 2-5).  
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Contention B.  The Vinal Lake “loop” would simply be unnecessary since an excellent 
“loop” providing similar opportunities exists ½ mile away in the form of the Yaak and 
Upper Ford Roads. 
 
Response:  As stated in the EIS (p. 4-7, Comment 1), the Vinal Lake road offers a different 
driving experience than these other roads.  Both the Yaak and Upper Ford Roads are high traffic 
roads (PF, Book 4, Vol. 15, Doc. 1, pp. 77 and 79).  High traffic rates do not allow for the 
recreational driving experience identified in the Purpose and Need (EIS, pp. 1-4 to 1-5).  
 
Contention C.  Logging trucks racing to and from the upper valley will likely choose Road 
#746 as the preferred hauling route since it is shorter by a mile or two than the other two 
roads mentioned above.  Such traffic will surely endanger both humans and wildlife 
considering the very narrow width of this section.  Their refusal to consider safer and less 
intrusive alternatives may pose significant liability issues for the Federal Government in 
the future should personal injuries and property damage or theft occur. 
 
Response:  The Forest Service has responded to safety concerns about opening the Vinal Lake 
Road, both in the EIS and in a letter to the appellant (PF, Book 1, Vol. 3, Doc. 22).  As discussed 
in the EIS (p. 4-4, Comment 1), there are two main causes of increased mortality rate associated 
with open roads, vehicle collisions, and hunting.  The Vinal Lake road is a wide road with an 
aggregate surface.  The width allows for greater sight distances, and the aggregate surface 
encourages slower travel speeds.  This will keep the potential for vehicle collisions low.  The 
decision also closes the road during the rifle hunting season (ROD, pp. 2, 13, and 14).   
 
Contention D.  Finally, through proper fuel management techniques the Forest Service 
manifests its legitimate concern for the protection and safety of individuals and property.  I 
have and will continue to maintain that there are certain circumstances of road 
management that deserve a similar attitude. 
 
Response:  As the District Ranger wrote to the appellant (PF, Book 1, Vol. 3, Doc. 22, pp. 7 and 
8),  

“How we mange land and roads adjacent to private land is controlled by the same 
laws and regulations that we manage all of the public land by.  There are no 
specific policies directing us to manage any differently adjacent to private lands.  
We certainly consider it in our analyses from a vegetation management 
perspective and often work with landowners to treat the public land in a way to 
help protect the adjacent private land from fires, insects, and disease concerns 
where we can.   
 
“However, most of your concerns appear to revolve around the Forest Service 
protecting your ‘security’ and other private property values.  The Forest Service 
has no obligation nor authority to manage public lands to protect landowner 
security nor expend funds to protect the security of private land or property.  
Thousands of individuals live adjacent to national forest land; we cannot make 
decisions based primarily upon their individual needs or desires around their 
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private property, but rather what is the best decision to meet management 
objective for national forest land in the area.” 

 
The Forest Supervisor appropriately considered whether or not to open the Vinal Lake Road.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
I have reviewed the record for each of the contentions addressed above and have found that the 
analysis and decision adequately address the issues raised by the appellant.  I recommend the 
Forest Supervisor’s decision be affirmed and the appellant’s requested relief be denied. 
 
 
 
 
/s/ Barry Paulson 
BARRY PAULSON 
Appeal Reviewing Officer 
 

 


