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1 

This Scoping Content Analysis Report includes comments received from the start of the scoping 
period April 30, 2002.   The “official” scoping comment period ended on May 30, 2003.  
Comments and/or emails continued to be received and personnel were gone on fire 
assignments so it was determined to include the letters that were received up until October 17, 
2003 in the Content Analysis process.   
In addition, letters and/or emails continued and most notably workgroup meetings started in 
Aug. 2003 in 12 different communities.  To best utilize “all” of the public comments and 
workgroup information in development of the DEIS and Proposed Revised Forest Plans, it was 
decided to include all of the comments received from 4/30/02 to 5/1/04 in the Content Analysis 
Process. Therefore, a Subsequent Content Analysis was completed for communications 
received after October 17, 2003 until May 1, 2004. 
All of the comments that are directly related to identifying issues from 4/30/02 – 5/1/04 were 
analyzed using the Content Analysis Process outlined below and are included in this Content 
Analysis Report and in the Scoping Issues/Concerns Summary.  In addition, comments from our 
June 2003 Community Meetings and Tribal Consultation are included in the Scoping/Issues/ 
Concerns Summary.    
The Workgroup Desired Condition statements and any letters and/or emails that addressed 
Desired Conditions will be included in the Desired Condition Summary and are not included in 
this Content Analysis Report or the Scoping Issues/Concerns Summary.  
Content Analysis Process: 

1. Develop Content Analysis Master Code List - Approved by both Forest Planners. 
2. Develop Communication Log – Number all communications sequentially as received. 
3. Code every communication received using the Master Code List.  Each communication is 

read by two different coders. 
4. Enter the comments by subject and category. 
5. Produce Subject and Category Comment Reports. 
6. Generate a summary with geographical and statistical information. 
7. Compile all categorized comments from June 2003 community meetings and COCA 

comment reports into a Scoping Issue/Concern Summary. 
 
Reports: 
Each comment within a subject and category is numbered sequentially.  The comments are then 
identified by communication number followed by the number of the comment within that 
communication letter.  These numbers provide the information for anyone to be able to go back 
to the Content Analysis database and find the specific letter and comment. 
 
Sequential category number 
 
 
 
1.  ... a no commercial logging alternative.  I also support an alternative that focuses on smaller 
timber sales, the logging of smaller trees, and the use of single tree selection management and 
no even age management.  (116/4) 
 
 
 Communication Number/Comment Number within that communication 



 

 

Project:  KIPZ Forest Plan Revision 
Project ID:  KIPZ 
Stage of Process:  Scoping  April 30, 2002 – October 17, 2003 & Subsequent Scoping October 18, 2003 – April 30, 2004 
 

CONTENT ANALYSIS MASTER CODE LIST 
 

SUBJECT CATEGORY DEFINITION SUB 
CODE 

CAT 
CODE 

COMMENT Thank you for your 
comment 

Thank you for your comment THY 99 

ALTERNATIVES Alternatives Alternatives ALTS 100 
 

ACCESS Access Access to public lands ACC 200 
 

AIR   Air Quality Air Quality AIR 300 
 

FISHERIES Fisheries  
 

Fisheries 
Amphibians 

FISH 400 
401 

FIRE Fire Fire Risk 
Fire as a Process 

FIRE 500 
501 

HERITAGE Heritage Heritage HERI 
 

600 

LANDS Lands Lands LAND 700 
 

LAWS & REGS Laws & Regulations Laws & Regulations LAWS 800 
 

MINERALS Minerals Minerals MIN 900 
 

MISC Misc Miscellaneous Comments MISC 1000 
 

MONITORING Monitoring Monitoring MON 1100 
 

NEPA NEPA 
 

NEPA Process 
 

NEPA 1200 
 

PUBLIC 
INVOLVEMENT 

Public Involvement Public Involvement PIV 1300 

RANGE Range Range RANG 1400 
 

RECREATION Wilderness 
Motorized 
Non-motorized 
Special Interest Areas 
Wild & Scenic Rivers 
Dispersed recreation 
Developed recreation 

Wilderness 
Motorized 
Non-motorized 
Special Interest Areas 
Wild & Scenic Rivers 
Dispersed recreation 
Developed recreation 

REC 1500 
1501 
1502 
1503 
1504  
1505 
1506 

 
RIPARIAN Riparian Riparian Vegetation 

Riparian Aquatic 
RIP 1600 

1601 

SUBJECT CATEGORY DEFINITION SUB 
CODE 

CAT 
CODE 

 
ROADLESS Roadless Inventoried Roadless Areas ROAD 1700 

 
SCENERY Scenery Scenery SCEN 1800 

 
SOCIAL  and 
ECONOMIC 

Social 
Economic 

Social 
Economic 

SOCE 1900 
1901 

 
SOIL Soil Soil Productivity 

Erosion/Slope Stability 
SOIL 2000 

2001 
TIMBER Timber Timber Production TMBR 2100 

 
TRIBAL Tribal 

 
Consultation 
Treaty Rights 

TRIB 2200 

VEGETATION Old Growth 
Research Natural Areas 
Weeds 
Terrestrial Vegetation 
T & E Species 
T & E Habitat 

Old growth 
Research Natural Areas 
Weeds 
Terrestrial Vegetation 
T & E Species 
T & E Habitat 

VEG 2300 
2301 
2302 
2303 
2304 
2305 

 
WATERSHEDS Watersheds Watershed Assessment & Condition 

Water Quality 
Water Rights & Beneficial Uses 
Watershed Restoration 

WTR 2400 
2401 
2402 
2403 

 
WILDLIFE Habitat 

Species 
Habitat 
Species 

WILD 2500 
2501 

 

 
 
KNF Approved By/Date ____________________________________               IPNF Approved By/Date __________________________________ 
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Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
1  Klatt Steve 
2  Leimbach Paul 
3  McEwan Dick 
4  Bass Rick 
5  Lilja Daniel 
6 Friends of the 

Clearwater 
McLaud Larry 

7 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of the 
Idaho Native 
Plant Society 

Atkisson Eileen 

8 Lincoln County 
Sno-Kats 

O’Neil Donna 

9  Caffe Mike 
10  Hossack John 
11  Patterson Steve 
12 Kootenai 

Environmental 
Alliance  

Mihelich Mike 

13  Baker Lang 
14  Harbuck John 
15  Wigren Carole 
16  Currie Cris 
17  Martinson Roger 
18  Orr Robert 
19  Schniper Matthew 
20  Schutt Chuck 
21  Sturgeon Stephen 
22  Sturgeon Sally 
23 Pacific Rivers 

Council 
Zukoski Lee 

24 Winter Riders, 
Inc. 

Berghan Stephanie 

25  Culbreath Albert 
26  Hadden David 
27  Sherman Roger 
28  Arnaud Isabelle 
29  Purcell Deborah 
30  Gilbertson Heidi 
31  Donofrio Mac 
32 Idaho Rivers 

United 
Eddie Sara 

33  Wigginton Jim 
34  Nobles Terry 
35  Zobel Conrad 
36  Currie Chris M. 
37  Latta John and 

Diane 
38  Weltzien Alan 
39  Bass Rick 
40  Pinkham Ryan 
41  McLeod Andy 
42  Anderson Lorraine 
43  Kessler Jeff 
44 Kootenai 

Environmental 
Alliance 

Mihelich Mike 

45  O’Connor Roy and 

Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 

Susan 
46  Glotfelty Cheryll 
47  Atamian Michael 
48  Guignard James and 

Philace 
49  Rauscher Conrad 
50  Atamian Crystal 
51  Keir Jerry 
52  Slovia Scott 
53  Heun Emily 
54  Ryan Terre 
55  Allen Bruce 
56  Doerr Anthony 
57  Branch Michael 
58  Butterworth Keen 
59  Casper Lawrence 
60  Kelly Katie 
61  Easterling Allison 
62  Wheeler Barbara 
63  Marieb Katherine 
64  Woodriff Elaine 
65  Zingg John 
66  Mrozinski Diana 
67  Odenthal Brain 
68  Colavito Dave 
69  Wyckoff Martha 
70  Hannon B 
71  Stubblefield William 
72  Brown Nancy 
73  Deysach Rebecca 
74  Hillis Lorena 
75  St John Brad 
76  Minette Steve 
77  Klyza Christopher 
78 Idaho State 

Snowmobile 
Association 

Mitchell Sandra 

79  Evaldi Suzanne 
80 Priest Lake 

Permittees 
Association 

Yandt Ron 

81  Ulrich Roberta 
82  AW Vaughn 
83  Griffin Robert and 

Rachael 
84 Militia of 

Montana 
Trochmann John 

85  Clements Rick 
86  Miller Stephanie 
87  Stokes Bill 
88  Battin Sharlot 
89  Lee Mike 
90  Hanson John 
91 Montana 

Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 

92  Love 
 

Glen 
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Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
93  Chilson Katherine 
94 Kootenai 

Environmental 
Alliance 

Mihelich Mike 

95  Carson GB 
96  Maitner Josh 
97  Peterson Lorne 
98  MacCarreall Lindsey 
99  Schmitz Nathan 
100  Hudson Jimmy 
101  McKenna John 
102 Friends of the 

Clearwater 
McLaud Larry 

103  Thompson Nathan 
104 The Great Bear 

Foundation and 
Sierra Club 
Grizzly Bear 
Ecosystem 

Peck Brian 

105  Jarzembowski Sarah 
106 Save Our World 

VT 
Leouar Marilou 

107  Smidt Scott 
108  Trickel Thomas 
109  Rickels Robert 
110  Turley Ken 
111  Putnam Stacy 
112  Vosberg Jean 
113  Richmond David 
114 Full Spectrum 

Tours 
Merithew Josie 

115  Colavito Dave 
116  Mannchen Brandt 
117 Capital Trail 

Vehicle 
Association 

Abelin Doug 

118  Johnson Tony 
119  Wattez Robert 
120  Finney John and 

Christa 
121  Linscott Mark 
122  Edmonds Amy 
123  Battin Sharlot 
124  Switalski Adam 
125  Johnson-

Schmidt 
Amber 

126  Schatz Greg and 
Deb 

127  Livingston Curt 
128  Kremers Carolyn 
129  Locke Mary 
130 PG&E National 

Energy Group 
Burke Michael 

131  Lyman Dave and 
Debbie 

132 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of the 
Idaho Native 

Atkisson Eileen 

Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 

Plant Society  
133 Western 

Watersheds 
Project 

Marvel Jon 

134  McCollom John 
135  Jones David 
136  Bass Rick 
137  McCabe Molly 
138  Barth Ellen 
139  Lauer Trish 
140  Thomas Kris 
141  McKenna John 
142  Janssen Sue 
143  Hudson Gary 
144  King Robyn 
145  Blum Scott 
146  Paruk James 
147  Taylor Jenny 
148  Reed Thomas 
149  Ellis Ron 
150  Kerekes Joe 
151 Yaak Valley 

Forest Council 
Beacham Randy 

152  Siefert Dan 
153 Kettle Range 

Conservation 
Group 

Knowles Derrick 

154 Idaho 
Conservation 

League 
 & The 

Wilderness 
Society  

Robison John 

155  Daily Scott 
156  Bass Rick 
157  Broberg Lee 
158 Owens & Hurst Finch Wayne 
159  Clark Bob 
160 The Lands 

Council  
Petersen Mike 

161 American 
Wildlands 

  

162 
(Same 

letter as 
154 

different 
format) 

Idaho 
Conservation 

League 
 & The 

Wilderness 
Society 

Robison John 

163 US 
Environmental 

Protection 
Agency 

Wardell John 

164  Swanson John 
165  Fuqua Pam 
166  Campbell Mary 
167  Beauchene Al 
168  Zadis Peter 
169   Emily 
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Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
170  Volk Jeff 
171  MacLean and 

DeLong 
Colin and 
Sharon 

172 The Ecology 
Center 

Bamford Sherman 

173 Scheffy’s 
General Store 

And Motel 

Scheffelmaier Melissa 

174  Nelson Gwen 
175 Fish & Wildlife 

Service 
Martin Susan 

176  Mitchell Mary 
177  Bushnell Ruth 
178 Montana 

Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 

179  Booth Steve 
180  Geist Darrell 
181 Linehan 

Outfitting 
Linehan Tim and 

Joanne 
182  Ellenberger David 
183 Back Country 

ATV 
Association 

Hogeweide Peggy 

184  Kabush Mark 
185 Coeur d’ Alene 

Tribe 
Javorka Ed 

186  Johnson Ann 
187  Broschet Bobbie 
188  Halpern Harvey 
189  Bishop Randy 
190  Lopez Camilo and 

Terry 
191  Carringer Nancy 
192  Leimbach Paul 
193  Baker Charles 

and Sheila 
194  Cuyle Johan and 

Nancy 
195  Paulson Steve 
196 Montana 

Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 

197 Predator 
Conservation 

Alliance 

Regnerus Shawn 

198  Bredevberg Patricia 
199  Weaver David 
200  Roberts Scott 
201  Troy Gail 
202  House Gerry 
203  Connors John 
204 Owens and 

Hurst 
Glover Keith 

205  Roesler 
Beagalle 

Mark 

206  Burkholder Robert 
207  Campbell Tim and 

Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 

Emily 
208  Ziegler Vern 
209  Dragoo Alan 
210  O Connor Roy 
211  Mannchen Brandt 
212 Environmental 

Protection 
Agency 

Potts Steve 

213  St John Brad 
214  Sentz Gene and 

Linda 
215  Peterson Lorne 
216  Lewis Tim 
217  Hutchins Judy 
218  Easterling Allison 
219  Woodriff Elaine 
220 JD Lumber Inc. Behimer Ron 
221 Stimson 

Lumber 
Company 

Opp Dwight 

222  Edwards Paul 
223  Seifert Dan 
224  Ray Janisse 
225  Hubbell Andrew 
226  Ledbetter Robert 
227  Palmer Barbara 
228  Bowen Asta 
229  Rana Paul 
230  Hadden Dave 
231  Delafi Hardy 
232  Miller Jim and 

Doris 
233  Jerome Sarah 
234  Orso Don and 

Geri 
235  Maux Donna 
236  Maux Thomas 
237  Marvin Judith 
238  Francis Robert 
239  Dendy John 
240  Goodman Jana 
241 Environmental 

Protection 
Agency 

Wardell John 

242  Manley John 
243  Johnson Cindy 
244  Munther Greg 
245  Hutchins Judith 
246  Gill Glen 
247  Toubman Sara 
248  Harless Dorothy 
249  Ferrell Doug 
250  Rosenkaolter Travis 
251  Johnson Mark 
252  Holloway Matt 
253  McLeod Pat 
254  Clark Robert 
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Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
255  Compton Elinor 
256  Blank Linnell 
257  Bigelow Phillip 
258  Brant Pike 
259  Borski Karen 
260  Lance and 

Posten 
Robert and 

Kathryn 
261  Adams Ella 
262  Nobels Terrill 
263  Smith Annick 
264  Wittner Camie 
265  Shacochis Bob 
266  Branch Michael 
267  Hakoy Bonni 
268  Cole Donna 
269  Payne Joanne 
270  Hampton Carol 
271  Storm Merlyn 
272  Lack David 
273  Goodhill Dean 
274  Zimmerly Chris 
275  Bodony and 

Ferer 
Jami and 

Ann 
276  Johansen Marie 
277  Newsom WA 
278  Bisharat Martha 
279  Godby Betty 
280  Doerr Anthony 
281  Maachling Philip 
282  Baitinger John 
283  Gowin Reg and 

Sandy 
284  Dagenais PM 
285  Clements Rick 
286  Smith Mavis 
287  Ray Janisse 
288  Alcosser Sandra 
289  Duncan David 
290  Jones Donald 
291  Henry Betsy 
292  Huser Verne 
293  Carr Tom 
294  Duncan David 
295  Andrews Joseph 
296  Sedler James 
297  Wheeler  Barbara 
298  Kremers Carolyn 
299  Lance Robert 
300  Breithaupt Dave 
301  MacCarreall Lindsey 
302  McCune Cal 
303  Sturgeon Kathryn 
304  Kessler Jeff 
305  Berg Douglas 

and Marcia 
306  Purcell Deborah 
307  Burnaby Sara 

Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
308  Carsello Rick and 

Donna 
309  Hancock John and 

Lynn 
310  Derning Alison 
311  Mrozinski Diana 
312  Locke Mary 
313  Osborn Sophie 
314  Husch Sue 
315  Heimooth Carol 
316  Zeigler Norm 
317  Francis Robert 
318  Backof Joanne 
319  Steinmuller David 
320  Love Rhonda 
321  Weltzien Alan 
322  Chatham Russell 
323  Smith Leah 
324  Orling Martha 
325  Secrest Lee 
326  Johnson Anne 
327  Branch Eryn and 

Michael 
328  Chatham Russell 
329  Andrews Joe 
330  Doerr Anthony 
331  Defazio  
332  Klare Susi 
333  de Lepper Fred 
334  Battin Sharlot 
335  Godby Betty 
336  Cole Donna 
337  Benjamin Jessie 
338  Baitinger John and 

Kathy 
339  Hanson John 
340  Johnson Marie 
341  Gilmore Barbara 
342  McCall Harold 
343  Kuechle Janelle 
344  Dalton Michael 
345  Lukomski Sharon 
346  Franklin Tom 
347  Bisharat Martha 
348  Kithedge William 
349  Chamberlin Greg 
350  Burnaby Sara 
351  Blades Michael 
352  Derning Alison  
353  Camerini Jane 
354  Dixon Candis 
355  Jenkins M 
356  Springer Lou 
357  Smith Anne 
358  Craig Katie 
359  Kurki Al 
360  Mead WR 
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Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
361  Prato Tony 
362  Locke Mary 
363  Lack David 
364  Giller Charles 
365  Ellis Ron 
366  Kremers Carolyn 
367  McCune Cal 
368  Blanchford Nathan 
369  Ray Janisse 
370  Francis Robert 
371  Kessler Jeff 
372  Bonifas Barbara 
373  Backof Joanne 
374  Zimmerly Chris 
375  Weaver David 
376  Tvaletab Alissa 
377  Breithaupt David 
378  Storm Patrick 
379  Carter Howard 

and Nancy 
380  Wright Keith 
381  Perlic Joelle 
382  Heck Karl 
383  Camerini Ugo 
384  Simpson Jim and 

Diane 
385  Washburn Sasha 
386  Spanier Sharen 
387  McCann Amy 
388  Van Kley Emily 
389  Cooper Linda 
390  Stitt Laura 
391  Holmes Tom 
392  Lehinger Susan 
393  Shillibeer Carol 
394 Yaak Valley 

Forest Council 
  

395  Quinn Mark 
396 Montana Fish 

Wildlife & Parks 
Vincent Dan 

397  Garrett Steve 
398  Deevy David 
399  Bond Marcia 
400 Lincoln County 

Sno-Kats Club 
O’Neil Donna 

401  Bass Rick 
402 Kootenai 

Environmental 
Alliance 

Mihelich Mike 

403 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of 

Idaho Native 
Plant Society 

O’Reilly Molly 

404 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

Cronenwett David 

405 Hill’s Resort Hill Craig 
406  Holmes Floyd 
407 Montana Hernandez Cesar 

Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 

Wilderness 
Association 

408 Montanans For 
Multiple Use 

Hodgeboom Fred 

409  Howells Len and 
Midge 

410  Toggle Brooke 
411 TIMBER Newman Steve 
412  Glover Keith 
413 The Lands 

Council 
Attemann Rein 

414  Breithaupt Paula 
415 Back Country 

Houndsmen 
Ellsworth Pete 

416  Flick Brian 
417 Friends of the 

Clearwater 
  

418  Sudnikovich Mike 
419 Defenders of 

Wildlife 
Robin Alexander 

420  Ryan Eric 
421  Hall David 
422 The Ecology 

Center 
Juel Jeff 

423  Macfarlane Gary 
424  Delafield Hardy 
425 Northwest 

Montana Gold 
Prospectors 

Hall Gary 

426 Alliance for the 
Wild Rockies 

Sedler Liz 

427 Bureau of Land 
Management 

(ID) 

Giannettino Susan 

428  Winkles Erin 
429  Pomeroy Mark 
430  York Marshall 
431  Bowen Steve 
432  Karpenko John 
433  Elsner Zelda 
434  Leidigh Charles 
435  Sieracki Paul 
436  Marshall Patrick S. 
437  Tanner Todd 
438  Howell Don 
439  Hildesheim Jeff 
440  Unknown  
441  Unkown  
442  Haught Lunell 
443  McCollom John 
444  Parker Julia 
445 The Brush 

Bunch 
Hildesheim Tom 

446  Finney John A. 
447  Adams Ellen 
448  Wigginton Jim 
449  Smith Stuart E. 
450  Price Bonnie 
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Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
451  Friebott IV George Dr. 
452  Davis Jerry 
453  Rice William V. 
454  Selle Brady 
455 Selkirk 

Conservation 
Alliance 

Sprengel Mark 

456  Hickey Robert W. 
457 Northwest 

Access Alliance 
Inc. 

Vig David H. 

458  Mills Ronnie and 
Mary 

459  Penner Christian 
460  Fish Jim 
461  Wagner Thom 
462  Nielsen Mike A. 
463  Whitley Parise 
464  Cooper Peter 
465  Castleberry Earl E. 
466  Kyllo Tim 
467  Piltch Art 
468  Hahn Tess 
469  Wigren Carole 
470  Bachelder Roy and 

Audrey 
471  Leidigh Cassia 
472  Moll Edward O 
473  Leidigh Camille 
474 Yaak Valley 

Forest Council 
Cronenwett David 

475  Righter John 
476 Sanders County 

Board of 
Commissioners  

Patton, 
Brooker, 

Laws 

Gail, Carol, 
Harold 

477  Gill G 
478  Williams Duane 
479  Clemets Tollak 
480  Gill G 
481 Lincoln County 

Board of 
Commissioners  

Konzen, 
Roose, 
Windom 

John, 
Marianne, 

Rita  
482  Hill Craig 
483 American 

Wildlands 
Broberg, Hitt, 

Oechsli 
Leonard, 

Nathaniel, 
Lauren 

484  Breithaupt PJ 
485  Wilson William 
486  Harrison Rebecca 
487  Speelman Edwin 
488  Pattie Judy 
489  Becquart Abe and 

Bonnie 
490  Lawson Brian 
491  Dolben Tom 
492  Lawyer Janet 
493 Virginia Forest 

Watch 
Wolf Christina 

Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
494  Daud Patricia 
495  Newhouse Ryan 
496  Moen Chris 
497  Ryberg Sandy 
498  Steward Sally 
499  Hammond Rhonda 
500  Drisbrow Rebecca 
501  James Davie 
502  Bertelsen-

James 
Jan 

503  Moen Shelly 
504  Pitman Molly 
505  Longgood Annette 
506  Ruble Darlene 
507  Steward Sally 
508  Cheek Cheryl 
509  Roberts Linda 
510  Garvey Lydia 
511  Scullin Jasen 
512  Donham Mark 
513  Dolinger Danny 
514  Kreilirk Jake 
515  Gerring Jay 
516  Heitker Susan 
517  Unknown  
518  Skar Rolf 
519  Flews Holly 
520  Meleski Vince 
521  Bennett Andrew 
522  Hesse Phil 
523  Markley Susan 
524 Yaak Valley 

Forest Council 
Cronenwitt David 

525 Wildlands 
Center For 
Preventing 

Roads  

Petersen Tom 

526  Geraldi Sarah 
527  Springer Sara Lou 
528  Riddle Mark 
529  Bass Rick 
530  Leach Michael 
531  Leach Michael 
532  Leach Michael 
533  Merrill Troy 
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Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
169   Emily 
261  Adams Ella 
447  Adams Ellen 
288  Alcosser Sandra 
55  Allen Bruce 
42  Anderson Lorraine 
329  Andrews Joe 
295  Andrews Joseph 
28  Arnaud Isabelle 
50  Atamian Crystal 
47  Atamian Michael 
82  AW Vaughn 
470  Bachelder Roy and 

Audrey 
318  Backof Joanne 
373  Backof Joanne 
282  Baitinger John 
338  Baitinger John and 

Kathy 
193  Baker Charles 

and Sheila 
13  Baker Lang 
138  Barth Ellen 
4  Bass Rick 

39  Bass Rick 
136  Bass Rick 
156  Bass Rick 
401  Bass Rick 
529  Bass Rick 
88  Battin Sharlot 
123  Battin Sharlot 
334  Battin Sharlot 
167  Beauchene Al 
489  Becquart Abe and 

Bonnie 
337  Benjamin Jessie 
521  Bennett Andrew 
305  Berg Douglas 

and Marcia 
502  Bertelsen-

James 
Jan 

257  Bigelow Phillip 
278  Bisharat Martha 
347  Bisharat Martha 
189  Bishop Randy 
351  Blades Michael 
368  Blanchford Nathan 
256  Blank Linnell 
145  Blum Scott 
275  Bodony and 

Ferer 
Jami and 

Ann 
399  Bond Marcia 
372  Bonifas Barbara 
179  Booth Steve 
259  Borski Karen 
228  Bowen Asta 
431  Bowen Steve 

Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
327  Branch Eryn and 

Michael 
57  Branch Michael 
266  Branch Michael 
258  Brant Pike 
198  Bredevberg Patricia 
300  Breithaupt Dave 
377  Breithaupt David 
414  Breithaupt Paula 
484  Breithaupt PJ 
157  Broberg Lee 
187  Broschet Bobbie 
72  Brown Nancy 
206  Burkholder Robert 
307  Burnaby Sara 
350  Burnaby Sara 
177  Bushnell Ruth 
58  Butterworth Keen 
9  Caffe Mike 

353  Camerini Jane 
383  Camerini Ugo 
166  Campbell Mary 
207  Campbell Tim and 

Emily 
293  Carr Tom 
191  Carringer Nancy 
308  Carsello Rick and 

Donna 
95  Carson GB 
379  Carter Howard 

and Nancy 
59  Casper Lawrence 
465  Castleberry Earl E. 
349  Chamberlin Greg 
322  Chatham Russell 
328  Chatham Russell 
508  Cheek Cheryl 
93  Chilson Katherine 
159  Clark Bob 
254  Clark Robert 
85  Clements Rick 
285  Clements Rick 
479  Clemets Tollak 
68  Colavito Dave 
115  Colavito Dave 
268  Cole Donna 
336  Cole Donna 
255  Compton Elinor 
203  Connors John 
389  Cooper Linda 
464  Cooper Peter 
358  Craig Katie 
25  Culbreath Albert 
36  Currie Chris M. 
16  Currie Cris 
194  Cuyle Johan and 

Nancy 
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Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
284  Dagenais PM 
155  Daily Scott 
344  Dalton Michael 
494  Daud Patricia 
452  Davis Jerry 
333  de Lepper Fred 
398  Deevy David 
331  Defazio  
231  Delafi Hardy 
424  Delafield Hardy 
239  Dendy John 
310  Derning Alison 
352  Derning Alison  
73  Deysach Rebecca 
354  Dixon Candis 
56  Doerr Anthony 
280  Doerr Anthony 
330  Doerr Anthony 
491  Dolben Tom 
513  Dolinger Danny 
512  Donham Mark 
31  Donofrio Mac 
209  Dragoo Alan 
500  Drisbrow Rebecca 
289  Duncan David 
294  Duncan David 
61  Easterling Allison 
218  Easterling Allison 
122  Edmonds Amy 
222  Edwards Paul 
182  Ellenberger David 
149  Ellis Ron 
365  Ellis Ron 
433  Elsner Zelda 
79  Evaldi Suzanne 
249  Ferrell Doug 
446  Finney John A. 
120  Finney John and 

Christa 
460  Fish Jim 
519  Flews Holly 
416  Flick Brian 
238  Francis Robert 
317  Francis Robert 
370  Francis Robert 
346  Franklin Tom 
451  Friebott IV George Dr. 
165  Fuqua Pam 
397  Garrett Steve 
510  Garvey Lydia 
180  Geist Darrell 
526  Geraldi Sarah 
515  Gerring Jay 
30  Gilbertson Heidi 
477  Gill G 
480  Gill G 
246  Gill Glen 

Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
364  Giller Charles 
341  Gilmore Barbara 
46  Glotfelty Cheryll 
412  Glover Keith 
279  Godby Betty 
335  Godby Betty 
273  Goodhill Dean 
240  Goodman Jana 
283  Gowin Reg and 

Sandy 
83  Griffin Robert and 

Rachael 
48  Guignard James and 

Philace 
230  Hadden Dave 
26  Hadden David 
468  Hahn Tess 
267  Hakoy Bonni 
421  Hall David 
188  Halpern Harvey 
499  Hammond Rhonda 
270  Hampton Carol 
309  Hancock John and 

Lynn 
70  Hannon B 
90  Hanson John 
339  Hanson John 
14  Harbuck John 
248  Harless Dorothy 
486  Harrison Rebecca 
442  Haught Lunell 
382  Heck Karl 
315  Heimooth Carol 
516  Heitker Susan 
291  Henry Betsy 
522  Hesse Phil 
53  Heun Emily 
456  Hickey Robert W. 
439  Hildesheim Jeff 
482  Hill Craig 
74  Hillis Lorena 
252  Holloway Matt 
406  Holmes Floyd 
391  Holmes Tom 
10  Hossack John 
202  House Gerry 
438  Howell Don 
409  Howells Len and 

Midge 
225  Hubbell Andrew 
143  Hudson Gary 
100  Hudson Jimmy 
314  Husch Sue 
292  Huser Verne 
245  Hutchins Judith 
217  Hutchins Judy 
501  James Davie 
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Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
142  Janssen Sue 
105  Jarzembowski Sarah 
355  Jenkins M 
233  Jerome Sarah 
276  Johansen Marie 
186  Johnson Ann 
326  Johnson Anne 
243  Johnson Cindy 
340  Johnson Marie 
251  Johnson Mark 
118  Johnson Tony 
125  Johnson-

Schmidt 
Amber 

135  Jones David 
290  Jones Donald 
184  Kabush Mark 
432  Karpenko John 
51  Keir Jerry 
60  Kelly Katie 
150  Kerekes Joe 
43  Kessler Jeff 
304  Kessler Jeff 
371  Kessler Jeff 
144  King Robyn 
348  Kithedge William 
332  Klare Susi 
1  Klatt Steve 

77  Klyza Christopher 
514  Kreilirk Jake 
128  Kremers Carolyn 
298  Kremers Carolyn 
366  Kremers Carolyn 
343  Kuechle Janelle 
359  Kurki Al 
466  Kyllo Tim 
272  Lack David 
363  Lack David 
299  Lance Robert 
260  Lance and 

Posten 
Robert and 

Kathryn 
37  Latta John and 

Diane 
139  Lauer Trish 
490  Lawson Brian 
492  Lawyer Janet 
530  Leach Michael 
531  Leach Michael 
532  Leach Michael 
226  Ledbetter Robert 
89  Lee Mike 
392  Lehinger Susan 
473  Leidigh Camille 
471  Leidigh Cassia 
434  Leidigh Charles 
2  Leimbach Paul 

192  Leimbach Paul 
216  Lewis Tim 

Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
5  Lilja Daniel 

121  Linscott Mark 
127  Livingston Curt 
129  Locke Mary 
312  Locke Mary 
362  Locke Mary 
505  Longgood Annette 
190  Lopez Camilo and 

Terry 
92  Love 

 
Glen 

320  Love Rhonda 
345  Lukomski Sharon 
131  Lyman Dave and 

Debbie 
281  Maachling Philip 
98  MacCarreall Lindsey 
301  MacCarreall Lindsey 
423  Macfarlane Gary 
171  MacLean and 

DeLong 
Colin and 
Sharon 

96  Maitner Josh 
242  Manley John 
116  Mannchen Brandt 
211  Mannchen Brandt 
63  Marieb Katherine 
523  Markley Susan 
436  Marshall Patrick S. 
17  Martinson Roger 
237  Marvin Judith 
235  Maux Donna 
236  Maux Thomas 
137  McCabe Molly 
342  McCall Harold 
387  McCann Amy 
134  McCollom John 
443  McCollom John 
302  McCune Cal 
367  McCune Cal 
3  McEwan Dick 

101  McKenna John 
141  McKenna John 
41  McLeod Andy 
253  McLeod Pat 
360  Mead WR 
520  Meleski Vince 
533  Merrill Troy 
232  Miller Jim and 

Doris 
86  Miller Stephanie 
458  Mills Ronnie and 

Mary 
76  Minette Steve 
176  Mitchell Mary 
496  Moen Chris 
503  Moen Shelly 
472  Moll Edward O 
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Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
66  Mrozinski Diana 
311  Mrozinski Diana 
244  Munther Greg 
174  Nelson Gwen 
495  Newhouse Ryan 
277  Newsom WA 
462  Nielsen Mike A. 
262  Nobels Terrill 
34  Nobles Terry 
210  O Connor Roy 
45  O’Connor Roy and 

Susan 
67  Odenthal Brain 
324  Orling Martha 
18  Orr Robert 
234  Orso Don and 

Geri 
313  Osborn Sophie 
227  Palmer Barbara 
444  Parker Julia 
146  Paruk James 
11  Patterson Steve 
488  Pattie Judy 
195  Paulson Steve 
269  Payne Joanne 
459  Penner Christian 
381  Perlic Joelle 
97  Peterson Lorne 
215  Peterson Lorne 
467  Piltch Art 
40  Pinkham Ryan 
504  Pitman Molly 
429  Pomeroy Mark 
361  Prato Tony 
450  Price Bonnie 
29  Purcell Deborah 
306  Purcell Deborah 
111  Putnam Stacy 
395  Quinn Mark 
229  Rana Paul 
49  Rauscher Conrad 
224  Ray Janisse 
287  Ray Janisse 
369  Ray Janisse 
148  Reed Thomas 
453  Rice William V. 
113  Richmond David 
109  Rickels Robert 
528  Riddle Mark 
475  Righter John 
509  Roberts Linda 
200  Roberts Scott 
205  Roesler 

Beagalle 
Mark 

250  Rosenkaolter Travis 
506  Ruble Darlene 
420  Ryan Eric 

Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
54  Ryan Terre 
497  Ryberg Sandy 
126  Schatz Greg and 

Deb 
99  Schmitz Nathan 
19  Schniper Matthew 
20  Schutt Chuck 
511  Scullin Jasen 
325  Secrest Lee 
296  Sedler James 
223  Seifert Dan 
454  Selle Brady 
214  Sentz Gene and 

Linda 
265  Shacochis Bob 
27  Sherman Roger 
393  Shillibeer Carol 
152  Siefert Dan 
435  Sieracki Paul 
384  Simpson Jim and 

Diane 
518  Skar Rolf 
52  Slovia Scott 
107  Smidt Scott 
357  Smith Anne 
263  Smith Annick 
323  Smith Leah 
286  Smith Mavis 
449  Smith Stuart E. 
386  Spanier Sharen 
487  Speelman Edwin 
356  Springer Lou 
527  Springer Sara Lou 
75  St John Brad 
213  St John Brad 
319  Steinmuller David 
498  Steward Sally 
507  Steward Sally 
390  Stitt Laura 
87  Stokes Bill 
271  Storm Merlyn 
378  Storm Patrick 
71  Stubblefield William 
303  Sturgeon Kathryn 
22  Sturgeon Sally 
21  Sturgeon Stephen 
418  Sudnikovich Mike 
164  Swanson John 
124  Switalski Adam 
437  Tanner Todd 
147  Taylor Jenny 
140  Thomas Kris 
103  Thompson Nathan 
410  Toggle Brooke 
247  Toubman Sara 
108  Trickel Thomas 
201  Troy Gail 
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Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
110  Turley Ken 
376  Tvaletab Alissa 
81  Ulrich Roberta 
440  Unknown  
517  Unknown  
441  Unkown  
388  Van Kley Emily 
170  Volk Jeff 
112  Vosberg Jean 
461  Wagner Thom 
385  Washburn Sasha 
119  Wattez Robert 
199  Weaver David 
375  Weaver David 
38  Weltzien Alan 
321  Weltzien Alan 
62  Wheeler Barbara 
297  Wheeler  Barbara 
463  Whitley Parise 
33  Wigginton Jim 
448  Wigginton Jim 
15  Wigren Carole 
469  Wigren Carole 
478  Williams Duane 
485  Wilson William 
428  Winkles Erin 
264  Wittner Camie 
64  Woodriff Elaine 
219  Woodriff Elaine 
380  Wright Keith 
69  Wyckoff Martha 
430  York Marshall 
168  Zadis Peter 
316  Zeigler Norm 
208  Ziegler Vern 
274  Zimmerly Chris 
374  Zimmerly Chris 
65  Zingg John 
35  Zobel Conrad 
426 Alliance for the 

Wild Rockies 
Sedler Liz 

161 American 
Wildlands 

  

483 American 
Wildlands 

Broberg, Hitt, 
Oechsli 

Leonard, 
Nathaniel, 

Lauren 
183 Back Country 

ATV 
Association 

Hogeweide Peggy 

415 Back Country 
Houndsmen 

Ellsworth Pete 

427 Bureau of Land 
Management 

(ID) 

Giannettino Susan 

117 Capital Trail 
Vehicle 

Association 

Abelin Doug 

Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
185 Coeur d’ Alene 

Tribe 
Javorka Ed 

419 Defenders of 
Wildlife 

Robin Alexander 

212 Environmental 
Protection 

Agency 

Potts Steve 

241 Environmental 
Protection 

Agency 

Wardell John 

175 Fish & Wildlife 
Service 

Martin Susan 

417 Friends of the 
Clearwater 

  

6 Friends of the 
Clearwater 

McLaud Larry 

102 Friends of the 
Clearwater 

McLaud Larry 

114 Full Spectrum 
Tours 

Merithew Josie 

405 Hill’s Resort Hill Craig 
154 Idaho 

Conservation 
League 
 & The 

Wilderness 
Society  

Robison John 

162 
(Same 

letter as 
154 

different 
format) 

Idaho 
Conservation 

League 
 & The 

Wilderness 
Society 

Robison John 

32 Idaho Rivers 
United 

Eddie Sara 

78 Idaho State 
Snowmobile 
Association 

Mitchell Sandra 

220 JD Lumber Inc. Behimer Ron 
153 Kettle Range 

Conservation 
Group 

Knowles Derrick 

403 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of 

Idaho Native 
Plant Society 

O’Reilly Molly 

7 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of the 
Idaho Native 
Plant Society 

Atkisson Eileen 

132 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of the 
Idaho Native 
Plant Society  

Atkisson Eileen 

12 Kootenai 
Environmental 

Alliance  

Mihelich Mike 
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Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
44 Kootenai 

Environmental 
Alliance 

Mihelich Mike 

94 Kootenai 
Environmental 

Alliance 

Mihelich Mike 

402 Kootenai 
Environmental 

Alliance 

Mihelich Mike 

481 Lincoln County 
Board of 

Commissioners  

Konzen, 
Roose, 
Windom 

John, 
Marianne, 

Rita  
8 Lincoln County 

Sno-Kats 
O’Neil Donna 

400 Lincoln County 
Sno-Kats Club 

O’Neil Donna 

181 Linehan 
Outfitting 

Linehan Tim and 
Joanne 

84 Militia of 
Montana 

Trochmann John 

396 Montana Fish 
Wildlife & Parks 

Vincent Dan 

91 Montana 
Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 

178 Montana 
Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 

196 Montana 
Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 

407 Montana 
Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 

408 Montanans For 
Multiple Use 

Hodgeboom Fred 

457 Northwest 
Access Alliance 

Inc. 

Vig David H. 

425 Northwest 
Montana Gold 
Prospectors 

Hall Gary 

158 Owens & Hurst  Finch Wayne 
204 Owens and 

Hurst 
Glover Keith 

23 Pacific Rivers 
Council 

Zukoski Lee 

130 PG&E National 
Energy Group 

Burke Michael 

197 Predator 
Conservation 

Alliance 

Regnerus Shawn 

80 Priest Lake 
Permittees 
Association 

Yandt Ron 

476 Sanders County 
Board of 

Commissioners  

Patton, 
Brooker, 

Laws 

Gail, Carol, 
Harold 

Communication Log (Alphabetical) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
106 Save Our World 

VT 
Leouar Marilou 

173 Scheffy’s 
General Store 

And Motel 

Scheffelmaier Melissa 

455 Selkirk 
Conservation 

Alliance 

Sprengel Mark 

221 Stimson 
Lumber 

Company 

Opp Dwight 

445 The Brush 
Bunch 

Hildesheim Tom 

172 The Ecology 
Center 

Bamford Sherman 

422 The Ecology 
Center 

Juel Jeff 

104 The Great Bear 
Foundation and 

Sierra Club 
Grizzly Bear 
Ecosystem 

Peck Brian 

413 The Lands 
Council 

Attemann Rein 

160 The Lands 
Council  

Petersen Mike 

411 TIMBER Newman Steve 
163 US 

Environmental 
Protection 

Agency 

Wardell John 

493 Virginia Forest 
Watch 

Wolf Christina 

133 Western 
Watersheds 

Project 

Marvel Jon 

525 Wildlands 
Center For 
Preventing 

Roads  

Petersen Tom 

24 Winter Riders, 
Inc. 

Berghan Stephanie 

394 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

  

151 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

Beacham Randy 

404 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

Cronenwett David 

474 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

Cronenwett David 

524 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

Cronenwitt David 
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Large Communications 
 
The following communications received during the scoping process were not coded due 
to content and size.  They were summarized by the Content Analysis Team in Salt Lake 
City.  A complete copy of the letter and the summary were given to the Revision team 
along with the other comment letters for consideration in the DEIS and PRFPs.  
 

N0 Author Content 
Attachment 
to 24 

Winter Riders Inc Back Country A Designation Who’s Time Has Come 

117 Capital Trail Vehicle Assn Reasonable Multiple Use Alternative 
154/162 
Same 
Letters 
different 
format 

Idaho Conservation League &  
The Wilderness Society 

Comments on all resources 

157 Lee Broberg KNF Uninventoried Roadless Grizzly & Elk Values 
160 The Lands Council  Forest Restoration Alternative 
161 American Wildlands Connectivity on the IPNF 
172 The Ecology Center Comments on all resources 

(Single volume) 
197 Predator Conservation Alliance Comments on all resources 
241 EPA Comments on all resources 
408 Montanans for Multiple Use Comments on AMS 
413 The Lands Council  Comments on all resources 
483 American Wildlands A river integrity assessment for western MT 
533 Troy Merrill A model Based Appraisal of Habitat Conditions for 

Grizzly Bears in the Cabinet-Yaak Region of 
Montana and Idaho 
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Alternatives - 100 
 
1. ... a no commercial logging alternative.  I also support an alternative that 

focuses on smaller timber sales, the logging of smaller trees, and the use of 
single tree selection management and no even age management.  (116/4)            

2. Western Watersheds is in support of the Forest Restoration Alternative that has 
been submitted by The Lands Council and ask that the Forest Service give 
equal weight to this alternative by using the same modeling and analysis 
methods used for all other alternatives drafted by the agency.  (133/3)                   

3. ... roadless areas in the Yaak if not all considered for management as 
wilderness.  (144/9)                                                                                                   

4. This forest plan revision should evaluate a full range of alternatives, including 
less commodity production and lower levels of recreation use in order to protect 
other resources.  (147/4)                                                                                           

5. The FS cannot manage effectively by comparing a snap shot in time with some 
proposed action.  There needs to be a risk assessment of the current condition 
if left alone.  (17/2)                                                                                                   

6. All alternatives proposed must meet the basic requirements of a FLPMA 
management plan.  This means each alternative must protect a wide variety of 
resources and uses and not favor any one use or group of uses of the land, and 
each alternative must follow the multiple use sustained yield dictate of FLPMA.  
(32/6)                                                                                                                         

7. Among the action alternatives in the EIS, the Forest Service should include a 
conservation alternative.  This alternative would place heavy emphasis on 
restoration of damaged lands and rivers and restoring declining fish and wildlife 
populations.  It would also prohibit approval of new resource extraction or road 
building projects unless the Forest Service establishes that it has adequate 
funding to monitor and/or maintain such projects throughout their lifetime.  This 
alternative should also especially emphasize river health including protection of 
riparian areas, wetlands, aquatic species, and water quality.  This includes 
prohibiting any activities that would harm sensitive, threatened or endangered 
aquatic species.  This alternative would also require the Forest Service to take 
specific actions to improve water quality on water quality limited stream 
segments and to maintain good water quality where it already exists.  This 
alternative would identify certain areas that should be targeted for special 
protection due to their ecological importance or their sensitivity.  . . .  This 
alternative would include separate, more prescriptive standards for mining 
operations that protect streams, roadless areas, fish, wildlife, and other resource 
values.  This alternative would place strict limits on the method and location of 
new road construction.  (32/29)                                                                                

8. Include an alternative that puts people to work restoring the Idaho Panhandle 
and Kootenai National Forests without subjecting these beautiful treasures to 
more commercial resource extraction.  (428/6)                                                        

9. Existing amendments to the Forest Plan need to be analyzed to assess their 
impacts and effectiveness.  (6/23)                                                                           
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Access - 200 
 
1. Road management is a contentious issue which should be given direction in the 

forest plan.  The public should be given the opportunity to help with this 
program.  (10/5)                                                                                                       

2. Support free basic access for all Americans.  . . .   The NF are presently being 
funded by taxpayer dollars.  Charging again for simply access would be double 
taxation.  (102/6)                                                                                                       

3. Minimize conflicts of use.  As more people are attracted to using the National 
Forest, conflicts of use will continue to grow.  One example is the use of 
motorized vehicles in areas also used by horse and foot traffic.  Sound access 
management needs to separate these uses to minimize conflicts.  (102/11)           

4. Claimed restrictions on road density are an illusion, and actual road densities 
are much higher.  Forest Plans must finally come to grips with this fact and 
institute restrictions that are effective, regularly monitored, and firmly enforced.  
(104/6)                                                                                                                       

5. ... unnecessary roads should be closed and decommissioned.  (107/3)                 
6. Rip unnecessary roads and prevent further road development.  (113/1)                  
7. We need to prohibit new road building in environmentally sensitive areas.  

(114/5)                                                                                                                       
8. All road closures and restrictions must be . . . effective and enforced.  (119/3)       
9. ... existing roads that are closed should be re-opened and maintained and that 

more roads should be constructed and maintained. . . .  (120/1)                              
10. ... all roads should remain open year round with no gating.  Why close roads 

that aren't in a wildlife refuge to snowmobiles in the winter?  (121/1)                       
11. Hundreds of miles of roads should be removed in these forests . . .  road 

removal should be considered in areas where large blocks of wilderness can be 
restored.  (124/2)                                                                                                      

12. This land should not be further debased with any new roads.  (131/2)                    
13. I prefer few to no permanent new roads, and as few temp roads as possible.  

Winter snow roads when possible.  (14/3)                                                                
14. Hundreds of miles of roads should be removed in these forests restoring aquatic 

and terrestrial resources as well as providing jobs for people.  . . .  The criteria 
for which roads should be removed should be a component of your Road 
Analysis Process.  (148/2)                                                                                        

15. Roads should be a separate issue. . . .  During the analysis for Forest Plan 
Revision we also request that the KIPZ team analyze current road conditions, 
including sediment source problems, restoration work needed, funds needed to 
carryout road maintenance and improvements. . .  (151/6)                                      

16. We also would like the KIPZ team to look at identifying and decommissioning 
key cherry stem roads between roadless and unroaded areas . . .  (151/12)           

17. The revised forest plan should, in the event of a human rescue situation, 
specifically allow emergency services unrestricted motorized access to all areas 
of the forest.  This should include snowmobile and helicopter access, as, most 
often, time is a critical element in accomplishing a successful rescue.  
Emergency services vehicles should also be allowed to travel behind road 
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closures in the event of a human rescue situation.  (152/16)                                   
18. ... the forests should develop and utilize their Road Management Plans for all 

projects that lead to unnecessary or damaging road construction or 
reconstruction activities.  Proper road maintenance is critical if sediment is to be 
reduced.  The Forest Plan should outline the maintenance plan for all roads.  . . 
.  all management activities should be restricted to existing roads as much as 
possible.  Where an essential road is adversely affecting a stream or wildlife, the 
road should be realigned and the old road obliterated.  (154/3)                               

19. Decommissioning all non-essential roads will save money, protect water quality 
and safeguard wildlife.  . . .  All culverts should be removed from obliterated 
roads.  (154/4)                                                                                                           

20. System road BMP upgrades - BMP features added to or improved upon must be 
designed to function without detracting from the intended use of the road at the 
posted or intended speed limit.  (158/16)                                                                 

21. Under the roads policy, the KNF must make a minimum road determination for 
the Forest road system. We urge the KNF to substantially reduce the number of 
roads retained on the system.  . . .  The plan should set targets for road removal 
for the plan period and provide for the ripping of the first quarter mile or more 
and removal of all culverts and restoration of stream channels when roads are 
put into storage.   . . .  The plan analysis should incorporate the value of 
restoration to the local economy.  (159/6)                                                                 

22. Keep roads closed to maintain grizzly core areas.  (165/9)                                      
23. Roads are important to people accessing the National Forests for recreation, 

and adequate transportation systems is a must to support management and 
harvesting of a healthy forest.  We urge you to retain and maintain an adequate 
system.  (173/1)                                                                                                       

24. I want to see the roads opened back up.  (174/1)                                                     
25. I am totally against closure of the national forest service to public access.  (18/1)  
26. Ripping out roads that do not belong and would play a role in connecting 

corridors  (180/6)                                                                                                       
27. Why shut more roads down when we need them for fire access.  (187/2)               
28. Please consider giving disabled citizens - other than hunters some 

consideration in your planning.  (194/1)                                                                    
29. While access and recreation have been identified as revision topics, no concrete 

commitment that a travel plan will be a product of the FPR has been 
forthcoming.  While it holds promise of being a thorny issue, it is one that never 
the less needs to be addressed.  Any travel planning will need to consider all 
seasons of motorized use.  (196/1)                                                                          

30. Please be upfront about restricted road access.  It is a result of managing to 
recover T&E species.  (2/2)                                                                                      

31. I do see a need for a travel management system.  The decommissioning of the 
only road accessing an area that could be considered for roadless status after 
the decommissioning is unacceptable.  . . .  It would be acceptable to 
decommission a road if a more acceptable location for that road accessing the 
same area could be found.  The open road density ideology needs to be revised 
to leave all existing roads in place.  (204/12)                                                            
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32. I see no need to develop access strategies by appropriate modes and seasons 
of use nor for a zoned recreation opportunity spectrum.  (204/13)                          

33. ... we do not want any more roads in our national forests.  In fact, we prefer that 
many of the existing roads be closed, even if it means that we will not be able to 
see as much.  And we do not want more roads into roadless areas.  (216/2)          

34. why not go with specific permits to use roads across private lands?  (220/2)          
35. Access to private inholdings through USFS lands must be made a higher priority 

at all levels of forest planning; failure to do so puts private lands at risk.  (221/3)    
36. Few, if any more roads, should be constructed for use in the management of the 

forest.  Certainly none should be built in or near the old growth areas that are 
already few and far between.  (226/1)                                                                      

37. We would like consideration of keeping the public lands open to all of the public.  
Wilderness and roadless designations restrict the usage of the land to those 
who are capable of hiking.  The elderly or disabled are not capable of using 
wilderness or roadless designated land.  (232/1)                                                     

38. Permanent, unyielding closure of areas and the accompanying road obliteration, 
especially for species where management has failed (primarily because these 
are fringe habitat areas rather than primary ranges) is unnecessary . . .  (24/5)      

39. I support the concern for road management access and its effects on wildlife 
and IRAs or areas of Old Growth. I support decreasing road access to the 
public. That means no net gain in ATV or snowmobile access over the next 15 
years. Actually, it would be more beneficial to reduce such current access by 10 
%.  (246/1)                                                                                                                

40. ... we urge the KIPZ team to implement the rules and standards from the 
Roadless Conservation Rule into the new plan, including no new roads or trails 
for motorized use and no logging.  (260/2)                                                               

41. The transportation policy should include aggressive decommissioning of 
unnecessary, unauthorized, or environmentally damaging roads.  It should 
require adequate maintenance of all existing roads and prohibit construction of 
new roads unless there is sufficient funding to maintain the new roads.  The 
transportation policy should also place strict limits on road construction and 
reconstruction.  . . .  The forest plans should also include direction on when 
existing roads should be decommissioned.  The Forest Service should also do 
travel planning right away during the plan revision process to ease user conflict 
and curb environmental damage.  . .   The forest plans should also require 
establishment of road decommissioning fund.  The final plans should include a 
travel plan revision schedule.  (32/11)                                                                      

42. Please limit your road closures.  (395/1)                                                                   
43. I am concerned about the areas that were mitigated for the Noranda project eg. 

gates and drainages outside the core area surrounding the Noranda project.  
For example the gates installed in the Miller Creek Drainage to mitigate for 
Noranda Project.  ... portion of the subject to be addressed in the new forest 
plan with the possibility of these gates to be removed and drainages that were 
mitigated to be reopened to the public.  (398/1)                                                       

44. ... the majority of road closures in the Yaak are not just ineffective; they show 
signs of consistent incursion.  (401/13)                                                                     
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45. ... does not believe the Forest Service needs to provide access for all the 
recreational machines and transportation modes available today, beyond some 
of those already open.  (403/6)                                                                                 

46. New roads and so called temporary roads should not be constructed.  (404/11)     
47. A study to ascertain the effectiveness of gates and berms should be 

implemented on the KNF/IPNF forests and appropriate measures taken to 
address the problem.  (404/20)                                                                                 

48. ... the forest should be managed for multiple use as much as possible.  I am 
against ripping up roads and closing them or berming them up or putting up 
gates.  (406/5)                                                                                                           

49. The KNF should make some recognition in areas that are seasonally opened for 
timber harvest and in others where there are opportunities to selectively remove 
accumulated fuels (firewood) to provide short windows of public access that do 
not interfere with ESA or other protective closure needs.  (407/7)                           

50. Administrative access into core areas identified as critical to the recovery of 
endangered species needs to be recognized and minimized.  (407/8)                     

51. KIPZ needs to adopt a forest plan that allocates road money on an equitable 
basis. New roads are not built any faster than they are deconstructed. That 
means no road is built unless an equally corresponding or greater number of 
road miles are obliterated.  (407/11)                                                                         

52. The AMS makes no mention of analyzing public road rights-of-way ownership 
for those public routes for which the Forest Service has no authority to restrict or 
obliterate.  These are publicly established and owned rights-of-way granted by 
Congress prior to the withdrawal of lands from the public domain for the 
National Forests  (RS-2477).    . . .  No Forest Plan can be revised without 
addressing this issue.  (408/3)                                                                                  

53. How does the FS determine which roads you will close?  . . .  A lot of roads that 
you're restricting in order to meet wildlife habitat needs don't need restriction.  
(409/5)                                                                                                                       

54. Decommissioning of roads why?  . . .   Why should the FS use funds that are 
already in short supply to decommission roads not needing it - use the funds in 
other areas needing funding.  (409/6)                                                                      

55. I would like to see more open roads into the forests.  (41/1)                                    
56. The forest plan allow as much access as is possible.  (415/3)                                 
57. We desire that any road that is hard surfaced be various opened year around or 

as long as possible to forms of motorized traffic.  (415/12)                                      
58. If it is necessary to decommission a road that the minimum is there be a horse 

access trail left on that site.  (415/13)                                                                      
59. All the special interest plans keep reducing access: Grizzly, Lynx, Caribou, 

Wilderness, Roadless, and etc. Most of these plans take the path, pun intended, 
of least resistance and just shut out mortised access and in some cases 
mechanical and human access.  Many times management decisions for one 
species caused problems for another. This creates a situation where reasonable 
recovery will never be accomplished. Thus our access has been limited for no 
reason!  (418/1)                                                                                                        

60. There needs to be greater consideration to those who are not able to walk 
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moderate or long distances. Our nation is graying. We need to accommodate 
our retired and disable Americans, they have earned it!  (418/3)                             

61. There needs to be an effort to reopen areas to recreational access, fire control 
and commercial use.  (418/4)                                                                                  

62. The FS must determine realistic budget expectations for road maintenance to 
help determine how much of the present road system can be kept on the 
landscape without continually exacerbating chronic watershed (press 
disturbance) degradation.  (422/2)                                                                           

63. Obliterate Unneeded Roads.  These include the Surveyors Ridge Road, the 
Gospel Hill (715) and Vanderbilt Hill (723) routes in the upper St. Joe as well as 
the plethora of logging roads in the St. Joe drainage  (423/7)                                  

64. The forest must remain open to the people.   Forest policy must be - open 
unless closed for site specific reasons.  (425/5)                                                       

65. Follow an "open unless specifically closed" policy  (425/14)                                   
66. No road building, logging and other resource extraction in any forests;  (428/3)      
67. ... remove the gates that have been put up, both legal and illegal.  (430/1)             
68. If it is your desire to obliterate any roads, just cease to do any maintenance to 

them, after a while they will become unusable.  (430/2)                                           
69. I also believe some of the gated roads should be opened at certain times of the 

year for ATV and snowmobile use.  And we don't need anymore gates on the 
roads that are open now!  (431/2)                                                                            

70. ... we do not want you to close these roads.  (436/1)                                               
71. ... no new roads should be built on the KNF until sufficient funding exists to 

maintain all our current roads in excellent condition.  (437/2)                                   
72. Access to huckleberry patches.  (441/5)                                                                   
73. ... we will need more trails and roads for access.  More shared roads for all 

types of vehicle use.  (445/2)                                                                                    
74. More handicapped access to the forest.  (448/5)                                                      
75. More access in the Little N Fork Cda River and N Fork Cda River drainages.  

(449/5)                                                                                                                       
76. Stop closing the ... roads.  (453/6)                                                                            
77. No new wilderness and no more closed roads.  (454/6)                                           
78. I am against all road closures or road removal  ...  all trails and roads should be 

multiple use ...  (456/1)                                                                                             
79. We need more area for motorized use . . .  (457/5)                                                  
80. Open roads let firewood cutters in to cut dead trees.  (459/4)                                  
81. We need more access.  . . .  What about the ones that can not hike or walk in?  

(459/6)                                                                                                                       
82. Please give some consideration to allowing people in to the National Forests 

instead of creating more large park like areas for rearing grizzly bears.  (460/3)     
83. Stop decommissioning roads - repair and open existing roads.  (462/2)                  
84. We need more access to USFS roads in the summer and fall, not just in the 

winter.  (462/3)                                                                                                         
85. Stop social engineering by using g-bear, lynx, caribou to prevent human access.  

(462/4)                                                                                                                       
86. Increase accessibility - open gates.  (466/6)                                                            
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87. If there are roads, open them.  If there are no roads in an area do not put any in 
except for selective logging.  (471/5)                                                                        

88. Open more roads for access to berry picking.  (473/6)                                             
89. I don't want to lose one trail or road that I have now.  Don't close our trials or 

roads!  (478/3)                                                                                                           
90. I'm against any road closure or removal of any roads.  (479/1)                                
91. Decommission unused roads.  (480/7)                                                                    
92. Human activities should be regulated and limited so that further damage is 

minimized.  (486/4)                                                                                                  
93. Do not close more roads and ungate the ones you gated.  (488/3)                          
94. Don't close any more roads.  (489/2)                                                                        
95. Don't need roads all over the place.  (491/2)                                                            
96. ... prohibition of new road construction, and creation of a comprehensive off-

road vehicle plan.  (493/3)                                                                                        
97. Stop road construction.  (495/3)                                                                                
98. . . .  please keep in mind the airstrips on Forest Service land and keep them as 

part of the forest travel plan.  (5/1)                                                                            
99. I do not want more road closures to occur.  I do not think closed roads should be 

destroyed.  (505/1)                                                                                                    
100. prohibit new road construction and create a comprehensive Off-Road Vehicle 

plan  (511/3)                                                                                                             
101. Additionally, road removal should be considered in areas where large blocks of 

wilderness can be restores.  The criteria for which roads should be removed 
should be a component for your Roads Analysis Process (RAP).  (525/2)              

102. Do not close roads to trailheads, including the Chicago Peak Road.  (527/2)          
103. Access can not be decided on demand alone.  Other needs such as wildlife and 

water quality need to be part of any decision on access.  (6/4)                                
104. No further road building should take place in the forest, roads should be 

removed via ripping and revegetation to have a density of less than 0.5 miles of 
roads/square mile of land in roaded areas, and road maintenance of existing 
roads should consider fish passage and runoff reduction before being approved 
for continued maintenance and use.  (63/3)                                                             

105. All existing forest service roads should remain open.  (67/1)                                   
106. You are not a transportation department with responsibility for roadway access 

everywhere.  (7/6)                                                                                                     
107. We urge you to use good science and not arbitrarily limit access because it 

seems like a good thing to do.  Every decision to limit the public's access to its 
lands should be backed by a comprehensive analysis and well defined need.  
(78/1)                                                                                                                         

108. When addressing the transportation system we urge you to retain and maintain 
an adequate system, recognizing that motorized recreation utilized many of 
these roads in the summer and winter.  (78/3)                                                         

109. Maintain present road system and develop additional roads for common sense 
management purposes.  (9/2)                                                                                   
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Air Quality - 300 
 
1. Air quality is threatened by increasing ATV/snowmobile use.  (401/16)                   
 
Fisheries - 400 
 
1. Protect the bull trout.  (113/2)                                                                                   
2. Protect rivers and the fish that inhabit them . . .  (113/4)                                          
3. Wee need adequate standards to protect and recover bull trout.  (114/4)                
4. The aquatic sustainability issue only addresses clean water and threatened and 

endangered fish.  It should be expanded to include common loons, western 
toads, other amphibians and aquatic wildlife.  (147/2)                                             

5. The Forest Plan should retain all INFISH standards and enhance them to 
protect bull trout.  (159/4)                                                                                          

6. Redband trout habitat needs protection  (165/4)                                                      
7. The new forest plans must include adequate standards to protect and recover 

bull trout and to ensure that bull trout are not jeopardized.  . . .  The Forest 
Service must consult with the Fish and Wildlife Service on bull trout as well as 
any other listed species that would be affected by the forest plans.  (32/8)             

8. The goal of native fish efforts should be to restore or maintain watershed 
conditions to support viable populations of native fish.  Maintain properly 
functioning habitat, including connectivity, and restore degraded habitat to 
contribute to the viability of native species, the recovery of listed species, and 
productive and diverse fish populations to met social needs.  (32/19)                     

9. The new forest plans must specifically address recovery of Kootenai River white 
sturgeon.  (32/20)                                                                                                     

10. INFISH was an important interim measure to maintain and protect aquatic 
resources until a long-term strategy could be developed.  This long-term 
strategy is needed and will be an important outcome of the revised forest plan.  
(396/2)                                                                                                                      

11. ... we would like to work with your fisheries biologists because in some 
instances it is desirable to maintain barriers at some crossing to protect native 
species from nonnative species invasions.  (396/5)                                                 

12. INFISH as a whole needs to be strengthened, particularly in widening the 
buffers in steep erosive areas.  Compromised buffer zones due to past roads 
and timber management need to be compensated for, as many existing roads 
are located within the 300-foot buffer zone.  Mitigation for this intrusion into 
buffer zones needs to be addressed.  (417/4)                                                          

13. The fish management indicator species (MIS) should be the most sensitive to 
habitat degradation.  Bull trout (in part because of their threatened status), 
redband trout and westslope cutthroat trout, should be the MIS in watersheds 
that currently or historically provided spawning, rearing and migration habitat for 
these species.  . . .  The Forest Plan therefore must identify these species as 
indicator species and insure the protection of existing good quality habitat and 
focus on restoration of degraded habitat.  (426/4)                                                   

14. Aquatic species should remain native only.  (434/5)                                                 
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15. Increase the functionality of lower Priest River as a linkage between Pend 
Orielle Lake and Priest Lake.  Consider modifying the dam at Outlet Bay to 
allow fish passage, have increased summer flows and reduce TEMI.  (435/8)        

16. You have over protected the bull trout already.  (450/4)                                           
17. We don't have to clear cut a hillside just thin it to make getting to the streams 

more accessible.  (453/4)                                                                                          
18. Watersheds and aquatic species will do better with fire danger down. . .  (459/3)   
19. Strive to protect diversity among aquatic species.  (472/6)                                      
20. Research stream conditions regularly.  Protect all fish and amphibians and 

reduce roads and logging to protect watersheds from erosion.  (472/20)                 
21. Stock Henry Lake, Fish Lakes and Haskins - NW Peaks, etc.  Stock with native 

cutthroat to help make more of them.  (473/4)                                                          
22. Decommission unused roads.  Discourage exotic fish species.  (477/7)                  
23. Discourage exotic fish species.  (480/8)                                                                   
24. Remove bull trout protection.  (489/1)                                                                       
25. Support building fish ladders as the tool for fish connectivity.  (527/5)                     
 
Amphibians - 401 
 
1. Need a better inventory of amphibians and reptiles.  (480/9)                                   
 
Fire Risk - 500 
 
1. Fire and fuels, management should be addressed in the plan.  (10/6)                     
2. I would like to know the policy on removal of dead trees to help prevent forest 

fires.  (112/1)                                                                                                             
3. Encourage thinning from below in urban interface areas.  (14/2)                             
4. Allowing or not allowing motorized access (including helicopters and other air 

support) and the use of motorized equipment in wilderness areas for firefighting 
needs to be clearly defined in the revised forest plan.  If such use is prohibited, 
a mechanism to prevent it from occurring needs to be in place.  If this use is 
allowed, the specific circumstances need to be defined in the forest plan.  
(152/25)                                                                                                                     

5. ... discuss how fire behaved historically in this region, what impact if any fuel 
loading will have on increased fire intensity or rate of spread, and how the 
Forest Service plans to restore fire's ecological role.  ... discuss the impact of 
various management actions on fire behavior, including but not limited to, 
logging, thinning, road building, residential development, grazing, fire 
suppression, and different types of prescribed burning.  ... discussion of current 
condition classes on the forest, the desired state, risk to communities and 
should provide guidance on when and where to direct efforts to reduce fire risk.  
(154/13)                                                                                                                     

6. ... complete a plan for wildland fire use for resource benefit (WFURB)  . . .  
should not predetermine the maximum size of Wildland Fire Use for Resource 
Benefit fires on the basis of land classified for timber, recreation, wildlife or other 
uses.   . . .  In the context of thinning for fuels reduction it is vitally important that 



Kootenai Idaho Panhandle Zone Forest Plan Revision 
 

 
Scoping Content Analysis January 2004 

25 

long term maintenance of fire regimes is incorporated.  (154/14)                             
7. National Fire Plan - with roughly 400 mmbf of annual mortality on the KNF this 

needs to be aggressively addressed in the revision.  (158/15)                                 
8. We support USFS work within this zone and within 500 yards of a community 

(more than one or two structures). Moreover, the KNF should plan to do 
prescribed burns to reduce fine fuels near communities with full safety 
measures. Finally, the KNF should offer information and resources to 
homeowners to protect their own homes.  (159/9)                                                    

9. Your only viable option now is to maintain low-risk areas around communities & 
important facilities, such as communication sites, lookouts, etc.  Forest fuels are 
rapidly building & will be reduced randomly thru natural & man-caused fires.  
(2/3)                                                                                                                           

10. Your proposed fire management units should be fuel management units that 
identify risks to communities and the environment.  Management of the fuels will 
greatly reduce the risk of catastrophic fires.  (204/14)                                              

11. Integration of National Fire Plan direction, including evaluation of the increased 
role of fire and other natural disturbance processes (e.g., insects, diseases and 
ecosystem processes (e.g., flows and cycles of nutrients and water) and their 
dynamics and smoke/air quality impacts and forest health in developing revised 
vegetation and fuels management strategies.  (212/4)                                             

12. I am highly skeptical of the cost efficiency of thinning or other vegetative 
manipulation, carried out with the goal of reducing fire danger.  The cost/benefit 
ratio on a per acre basis tends to be very high, when realistic assumptions are 
made of the value of projected reductions in fire damage.  (249/5)                          

13. Roadless areas and other areas that have not been subject to intense 
management or fire suppression in the past should not be subject to fire 
management efforts.  (32/16)                                                                                    

14. Reduce the possibility of catastrophic fire immediately.  (415/7)                              
15. ... people should realize the risk they are taking when they build homes very 

close to the national forest.  They need to be prepared to encounter fire and not 
expect the USFS to come to the rescue if fire does occur.  (420/2)                         

16. Combine a workable fire suppression plan with fuels reduction to manage the 
high risk of catastrophic wildfire.  Controlled burns should see only limited use.  
(425/10)                                                                                                                     

17. Urban interface treatment of fuels especially upwind from residences - vigorous 
small sales program to reduce fuels.  (434/2)                                                          

18. Fire prevention treatments should concentrate exclusively on small diameter 
trees and brush.  (437/6)                                                                                           

19. Keep enough roads open for fire prevention.  (439/1)                                              
20. ... fire risk ... slash and fire materials build up from loss of timber sales.  (445/1)    
21. Urban interface areas should be managed aggressively with mandatory 

greenbelt areas around homes next to forest land.  (447/1)                                     
22. Too much firewood build up because of a lack of timber management.  (449/1)     
23. Clean up dead logs and brush around homes, towns, etc.  Also give out small 

timber sales to better reduce over growth.  (452/1)                                                  
24. Logging and thinning must be done to reduce the fire risk.  (454/2)                         
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25. The amount of dead and dying trees and closing of roads into these areas.  
(457/1)                                                                                                                      

26. Fuel loading is increasing and the need for thinning is critical.  (466/1)                   
27. Allow salvage to reduce risk of wildfires.  (470/2)                                                    
28. We need more logging of dead timber to reduce fuels.  (471/2)                               
29. Promote prescribed burns and thinning of second growth and reduction of forest 

floor fuel.  (472/2)                                                                                                      
30. Reduce the fuel load near residences.  Clear out the undergrowth - leave old 

growth.  (473/2)                                                                                                        
31. Continue small sales and thinning projects around urban areas.  (477/4)                
32. Need to remove dead (most) and dying and thin your thick stands so when we 

have a fire it won't crown so easy.  (478/1)                                                               
33. Continue small sales and thinning projects around urban areas.  Perhaps a 

public program should be implemented to show private landowners how they 
can reduce the fire risk on their properties.  (480/4)                                                 

34. Fuels reduction in the wildlife urban interface, use of motorized vehicles, public 
recreation use, mineral and timber sales should be of secondary concern.  
(485/2)                                                                                                                      

35. Management policies of interface areas between human development and 
forested lands should include homeowner responsibility for removal of fire-prone 
debris.  (486/3)                                                                                                          

36. The concern is for fire prevention.  Timber reduction involving thinning, 
monitoring and logging is absolutely necessary for the protection of our forest 
and our people.  (504/1)                                                                                           

37. Another concept that needs to be addressed is the reduction of fuels, so that the 
build up is not so great that huge destructive fires burn the forest.  (507/2)             

38. We have done everything we can to protect our home from fire, but much more 
needs to be done on the national forest.  (508/1)                                                     

39. It seems evident that there will be available only enough funding to treat but a 
very small percentage of this vast project and planning area, and so I urge again 
a prioritization that focuses on the front country, the urban/wildland interface, 
and the existing roaded infrastructure.  I'd like to reiterate as well that timber 
values (and hence fuel loading potential, in many instances) are relatively low, 
in these distant, remote lands, and that proximity to private property or 
communities is fortunately not a concern.  (529/3)                                                   

40. Your Fire Risk Fear approach needs to be modified to fit the reality of the 
situation.  Protection private property should be your priority.  Structure defense 
is much more effective than trying to thin roadless areas, far from private land.  
(6/12)                                                                                                                         

41. The plan must also give emphasis to reducing fire risks by giving local loggers 
contracts to thin, where appropriate, small diameter trees near communities in 
areas where roads exist.  (97/5)                                                                               

 
Fire As A Process - 501 
 
1. Fire prevention should be developed to thin forest areas near population 
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centers.  (129/4)                                                                                                        
2. Fire management should be analyzed in the Forest Plan Revision from both an 

ecological and social basis, with an understanding that the Forest Service can 
never fully manage a forest for fire without allowing wildfire to play a role where 
possible.  (151/7)                                                                                                     

3. In regards to fire management in roadless areas, we request that the KIPZ team 
adequately analyze the benefit that will be derived from allowing natural 
processes to take place.  . . .  We also ask that the KIPZ team pursue 
prescribed burning in roadless areas to help restore or maintain historic 
conditions where needed.  (151/15)                                                                          

4. The actions proposed in the initial scoping materials for Forest Plan Revision 
seem focused on developing new fire classification systems for forest lands.  
The focus should, instead, be on how the fire management regime will 
implement their suppression and fuels-reduction programs on these lands once 
the classification system is in place.   . . .  Fuels and weather parameters and 
areas where natural burning will be allowed should be defined in the forest plan.  
"Hands-off" management areas such as wilderness, IRA's, and proposed 
wilderness should be allowed to burn freely, dependent on their proximity to 
homes and private lands.  (152/24)                                                                          

5. Fire management should focus on the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) zones, 
not in backcountry roadless and unroaded areas miles away from population 
centers.  . . .  The revised Forest Plan should consider the following goals in 
regards to managing wildfire . . .  ? Reduce the chance of a wildfire 
escaping onto private lands.  . . .  ? Protect homes and structures from 
wildfire ignition.  (153/7)                                                                                            

6. Thinning projects should be concentrated to communities at risk within the 
Wildland Urban Interface and should remove the most hazardous fuels instead 
of the most commercially valuable tree.  (154/15)                                                    

7. The current trend to restore the forest via increased use of prescribed fire is 
unfeasible and impractical.  (158/6)                                                                          

8. Controlled burns need to mimic what a natural fire would do.  (16/4)                       
9. i propose that the USFS follow its own recommendations; that every fire that 

occurs naturally on the Koontenai be regarded as a long overdue positive event, 
and be allowed to run its course except where it threatens people or their 
homes.  . . .  The USFS should provide ample up to date information through 
brochures and community meetings as to how citizens can fireproof their 
homes.  Further I propose that in almost all cases the landscape be allowed to 
recover naturally after fire.  (166/4)                                                                          

10. Does research actually show that fuels reduction undertaken after forest fires is 
effective in reducing the severity of future fires?  . . .  We also need to consider 
the value of large and or numerous standing dead trees after a fire, in shading 
the ground to preserve snow cover, providing shelter for new plants to grow, 
providing nesting/roosting habitat . . .  snags . . . as scenic elements in the 
forest.  (166/5)                                                                                                           

11. Certain areas should be allowed to burn, especially in roadless and wilderness 
areas when appropriate.  . . .  Burned forests should not be viewed as timber 
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going to waste.  Burns provide critical wildlife habitat.   . . .   Cavity nesting birds 
and mammals require dying trees and standing dead trees.  Fires are an 
excellent source of these snags.  Burned organic material is an important 
source of minerals and nutrients that sustain the soil.  If harvested, it is lost to 
the system.  (176/7)                                                                                                  

12. Restoring fire naturally to the ecosystem and learning from those natural 
processes . . .  (180/10)                                                                                            

13. ... you should consider rural fire protection interface zones.  Perhaps one mile of 
Forest Service property could be roaded and the vegetation intensively 
managed at the junctures of adjacent private land, as well as along heavily used 
roads wholly within National Forest boundaries.  (220/1)                                         

14. The Forest Service job is to protect the forest not protect homes.  (253/2)              
15. We believe that prescribed burning and fire suppression should only be 

conducted in urban interface areas; in all but the most extreme conditions 
natural wildfire in unroaded areas should not be suppressed. It's not feasible, 
economically or ecologically, for the FS to treat whole forests; we should return 
to allowing Nature to manage as she does so well.  (260/7)                                    

16. The primary goal of fire management policies must be to restore natural fire 
regimes and native vegetation types to the National Forests.   The goal must be 
to re-establish the ecological integrity of National Forest Lands by restoring 
natural processes, native species, full function, and resiliency to plant and 
animal communities.  (32/15)                                                                                    

17. We need to reintroduce fire to the landscape.  The build up of duff is choking the 
forests and robbing them of water.  (401/5)                                                              

18. ... we support the FS goal of restoring seral tree species to their historic 
habitats.  This includes allowing fires to burn naturally when possible.  (403/5)       

19. The fire issue should be understood to be one primarily related to the so called 
Wildland Urban Interface.  (404/5)                                                                            

20. The Forest Service should conduct a forest wide study to ascertain baseline 
conditions related to fire and other ecological systems before engaging in large 
scale timber related management activities.  (404/6)                                               

21. ... the relationships between contemporary wildfire and the network of roads and 
clearcuts must be addressed in the new forest plan.  (404/7)                                 

22. KNF has to conduct a forest-wide fire & risk analysis, with an eye on the 
historical record, then designate areas in roaded and unroaded that fire can do 
it’s thing within reason.  (407/2)                                                                                

23. A special fire policy for all Inventoried Roadless Areas needs to be developed 
that once again allows fire to become an integral part of this landscape.  (407/3)   

24. Current Fire & Healthy Forest Initiatives must also address the increased 
motorized access that will be facilitated by removing excess  (407/5)                      

25. A forest wide level program utilizing district level resources should be instituted 
that brings a curriculum of forest and fire ecology into the Science program of 
every high school.  (407/6)                                                                                        

26. The areas where logging is not feasible that fire be used to create more early 
seral habitat.  (415/5)                                                                                               

27. The St. Joe wildlands in the upper watershed (Mallard Larkins, Mosquito Fly, 
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Midget Peak, Meadow Creek Upper North Fork, and Stateline Roadless areas) 
as well as the Grandmother Mountain area represent an opportunity to have a 
natural fire plan.  The remoteness of these areas plus the fact that the 
Clearwater NF on the North Fork has such a plan makes this something that 
should be analyzed in the forest plan EIS.  (423/8)                                                  

28. Introduce fire as a functional tool on a large scale.  (435/3)                                    
29. Small prescribed burns should be used whenever possible for future fire 

prevention and/ or wildlife habitat rehabilitation.  (437/7)                                          
30. Wildfire - Whenever conditions permit, fire should be allowed to burn in a natural 

manner.  Fires should never be controlled in roadless  (437/12)                              
31. Reduce forest floor fuel, allow prescribed burns.  (472/10)                                      
32. Prescribed burns, removing dead trees and reducing floor fuel should be done 

at regular intervals.  (472/17)                                                                                    
33. Fire be returned to the KNF in a safe manner and one in which the natural 

resources of the KNF be used to pay for restoration.  (484/3)                                  
34. Fires should be allowed to burn in a natural manner and suppression should be 

a practice of the past.  (486/2)                                                                                  
35. The plant communities that dominate these areas have evolved with and are 

dependent upon fire and should be allowed to burn except where buildings 
would be directly endangered.  (490/1)                                                                     

36. No prescribed burns.  If something catches fire let it burn!  (492/1)                         
37. Develop a fire plan for wilderness and roadless regions.  (527/4)                            
38. ... this habitat preservation necessitates the allowance of natural fires to occur 

as fires have traditionally played a part in the ecosystem of the KNF.  (63/8)          
39. Zone fire prevention activities to concentrate protection in residential/business 

areas and, so far as possible, let fire resume its natural role in the backcountry.  
(81/4)                                                                                                                         

40. Fire management is another issue that needs its own space and perhaps the 
KIPZ is addressing it under fire risk?  However, under what circumstances and 
where, when and what fires will be fought needs to be determined.  (91/5)             

41. Some consideration should also be given to delineating high risk areas where 
local land management planning (zoning) decisions are currently underway and 
can offer the potential to alleviate the problem of a growing urban interface.  
(91/6)                                                                                                                         

 
Lands - 700 
 
1. PG & E Gas Transmission Northwest currently operates an interstate natural 

gas pipeline system that utilizes a Right of Way that traverses the Idaho 
Panhandle National Forest and other federal lands.  We would like to make 
certain that the revised forest plan recognizes and protects this important 
existing corridor and allows for continued maintenance of the existing system.  
(130/1)                                                                                                                      

2. Those lands that are not now in the control of the Kootenai Forest but might 
later be acquired either with an airstrip on them or with possibility to build one 
should not be excluded from consideration.  . . .  What we would like is for the 
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Kootenai to include our use in the plan so that we may have the opportunity to 
work with the Kootenai Forest to locate suitable opportunities that would of 
course have to adhere to further planning requirements.  (141/1)                            

3. Identification of biologically important private property tracts so that we may 
initiate or influence some type of conservation work for places of importance 
(e.g., conservation easements, fisheries rehabilitation projects, etc.);  (155/8)        

4. I would strongly suggest that you seriously consider exchanging out of the 
remaining KNF lands in the southeast corner of the forest.  (2/6)                            

5. ... land exchanges can be a good tool in accomplishing management objectives, 
the current processes involved should be re-evaluated so that this is a more 
viable option in the future.  (221/4)                                                                           

6. Another issue that has developed since the last Forest Plan is forest land 
ownership patterns.  FWP has made a significant investment in the Fisher 
River/Wolf Creek area to maintain big game habitat values.  We are also 
working with Avista, The Conservation Fund, the KNF, and others to protect 
Plum Creek lands on the Bull River-Lake Creek divide.  The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service has also made a significant investment in the Lost Trail National 
Wildlife Refuge.  We trust that the new KNF Plan acknowledges these important 
public investments and that the Forest will commit to maintain or increase public 
ownership in the vicinity of these important resource areas.  (396/11)                     

7. an inventory of private developable lands adjacent to National Forest should be 
made. The USFS should provide educational information to realtors with 
required distribution to ALL new private land purchasers adjacent to National 
Forest lands.  (407/4)                                                                                                

8. Standards and guidelines for land ownership adjustment need to be included in 
the Revision process.  Any new possible trades should have full disclosure, 
including appraisals, to the public before decisions are made.  (6/18)                     

9. Could the plan include an objective of acquiring inholdings with the aim of 
eventually eliminating the checkerboard effect?  (81/7)                                            

 
Laws & Regulations - 800 
 
1. Enforce and obey all of the pertinent laws.  The National Forests(NF) have not 

enforced or obeyed the pertinent laws in the past.  The Revision should direct 
the NF to find money for adequate enforcement of all the laws.  . . .  Second, the 
NF needs to obey the laws presently in place.  . . .  The Revision should direct 
the NF to follow the laws and if not, spell out what the consequences will be.  
(102/4)                                                                                                                       

2. US Forest Service Law Enforcement personnel should be protecting USFS 
resources and ensuring that the existing and future Forest Plans' goals and 
requirements are being met with respect to resource use and misuse.  (152/20)    

3. If the Forest Service would form a Reserve Police Unit as most of the City and 
County Law Enforcement Agencies have done it would give you a much broader 
enforcement base and the public appearance of having many officers in the 
field.  (20/1)                                                                                                               

4. The planning team needs to consider how the following proposals may affect 
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the new Forest Plan; the Planning Regulations of 2002, the National 
Environmental Policy Act Documentation needed for fire management activities; 
categorical exclusions and the National Environmental Policy Act documentation 
needed for limited timber harvest; categorical exclusions.  (204/6)                          

5. USFS Law Enforcement officers have not made enforcement of resource 
protection laws a priority.  USFS Law Enforcement officers should be out 
protecting forest resources and educating the public as to the rules and 
regulations that govern public and recreational use of USFS lands.  (223/3)           

6. Increase enforcement.  (435/7)                                                                                 
7. Trash and vandalism . . . enforcement needs to be seriously stepped up and 

penalties need to be increased and administered.  (458/8)                                      
8. Need more LEO's.  (477/11)                                                                                     
9. Need for more LEO's.  (480/16)                                                                                
10. Enforcement of all laws needs to be adequately funded.  Selective enforcement 

sends the wrong message to the public.  Ignoring some laws in favor of any 
special interest group is unacceptable.  (6/20)                                                         

 
Minerals - 900 
 
1. Stop the blank check given by current forest plans to mineral development and 

oil/gas exploration. . .  (119/5)                                                                                  
2. Areas that are formally withdrawn from mineral leasing should remain so.  

Mining efforts should focus on reclaiming abandoned mines and enforcing 
pollution standards on existing mines.  (154/19)                                                       

3. All wilderness and roadless areas should be protected as such and an 
aggressive law enforcement campaign needs to be funded and manned to 
protect these few remaining wild areas.  Mining should be banned in these 
sensitive areas.  (217/2)                                                                                            

4. ... the proposed Rock Creek Mine ... The KNF should revisit this issue, ... the 
hauling of tons of ore each day would significantly affect air quality in the 
wilderness area.  (401/18)                                                                                       

5. ... Rock Creek Mine... The Forest Service should oppose the mine as well as 
other ill conceived mining operations in the KIPZ.  (404/22)                                     

6. Prospectors need open roads to pursue their activities.  . . .  We need access to 
water.  We need reasonable, uniform fairly applied regulations that we can 
comply with while having some certainty that the rules will not change before the 
game is over.  We need a timely response from KNF officials to our applications 
and requests.  . . .  Miners must have reasonable access to their claims.  (425/2)  

7. The new Plan should accommodate small miners and prospectors who want to:  
(425/3)                                                                                                                       

8. Welcome and plan for miners large and small  (425/11)                                          
9. The BLM administers the Federal mineral estate on National Forest lands.  As 

such, we would like to suggest that you consider the development of leaseable 
energy minerals, specifically geothermal and oil and gas resources, in you 
planning process for the Ko;tenai and the Idaho Panhandle National Forests.  
(427/1)                                                                                                                       
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10. Mining - Due to the high risks and minimal benefits, no new mines should be 
permitted.  (437/14)                                                                                                   

11. Consideration ought to be given to a policy, stated in a revised forest plan, of 
encouraging fostering and aiding mineral exploration on a regular basis.  . . .  
restrictions on mining activities ... A revised forest plan ought to contain a policy 
statement disallowing this kind of linkage of such an arbitrarily deemed 
cumulative effect.  Past, present or future planned mining operations ought to 
have no bearing on a particular contemplated new operation.  ... Any future 
requirements that a mine operator purchase conservation easements on private 
land as mitigation for wildlife habitat security losses, ought to have a sunset 
provision and not be in perpetuity.  (487/1)                                                               

 
Miscellaneous - 1000 
 
1. I don't believe it is fair to the communities and people of the Kootenai National 

Forest to be lumped with the Panhandle Forest in the planning process.  ...  The 
Kootenai Forest should be a separate management plan.  (10/1)                            

2. Special interests have clearly ruled the national forests in the past.  . . .   The 
general public paid the price of private gain.  Decisions need to be made based 
on how the decision will impact all of the citizens.  (102/1)                                       

3. Educate the public on important issues such as water quality, the natural role of 
fire and biological integrity.  (102/10)                                                                       

4. Anticipate future changes and needs.   . . .  In the next 15 years we can expect 
more changes that will change impacts on our national forests.  (102/13)               

5. Set priorities for budgeting . . .  The past plan set no priorities for management. 
It assumed we could have it all, more timber cut, better water quality, more 
wildlife.  This view is not reality.  . . .  The revision needs to clearly tell the public 
what values and resources take priority over others.  (102/15)                                

6. ... the Kootenai National Forest would be well-served to work in closer 
conjunction with Canada on natural resource issues and land management 
policies, and that joint management strategies and reserves might be 
established--not just old growth larch, but permanent wilderness and core 
grizzly recovery and usage areas.  (156/15)                                                             

7. ... should be managed on a landscape basis rather than piecemeal as we do 
with the current MA classifications.  (158/13)                                                           

8. Re-examine all standards which are not based on law or peer reviewed science.  
(158/14)                                                                                                                    

9. The current forest plan precisely lays out what is permitted where . . .  But it's 
difficult to quickly grasp the overall intent on the whole forest in one bird's eye 
view.  . . .  I would recommend identifying at least three general categories of 
land on the KNF.  Those lands that are so environmentally sensitive, or highly 
valued by the public or already designated by congress to be protected, or so 
controversial that no public agreement can be arrived at for their use.    ... 
Protection Zones.. . .  Those lands where products and services can be (and 
have historically been) derived and are still suitable, economically efficient and 
environmentally appropriate.  . . .  Production Zones . . .  Those lands where 
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Mother Nature or man's use has resulted in ecological disruption, and where 
time and/or investment will be needed to restore the land back to its ecological 
integrity.  . . . Restoration Zones . . .  (192/2)                                                            

10. There is a need to make sure there is no possible way either forest could have 
projects halted because of an issue on the other forest through the litigation 
process.  (204/1)                                                                                                       

11. There is a need for the planning team to review the proposed 2002 Planning 
Regulations and to use this as a guideline for your Proposed Forest Plan.  
(204/2)                                                                                                                       

12. There is a need to review the Standards on Management Area 13.  Pfister and 
Others (November 2002) concludes, "Timber harvesting is inappropriate in 
designated old growth forests except for restoration in low to mid-elevation 
forests adversely affected by fire suppression and/or livestock grazing."  (204/3)   

13. There is a need to change the goals, standards and guidelines of management 
areas.  It makes sense to no have MA's so restrictive that natural disasters 
cannot be dealt with, particularly if adjacent MA's or private land are then at risk 
from that disaster.  (204/11)                                                                                      

14. The new forest plans should also include a program for user education.  (32/14)   
15. The Draft EIS must also indicate the methods that will be used as part of the 

Forest Plan revisions that will ensure the protection of streams and or creek 
areas that contain important fish species until eligibility determinations have 
been performed.  Information should be supplied that will indicate whether each 
forest possess historical fish information and data that indicated the existing 
uses that were present in 1975 in the streams and or creeks that require 
eligibility studies.  (402/4)                                                                                          

16. It is the cutting of timber that currently pays for restoration.  . . .  The Forest 
Service must seek direct appropriations from congress to pay for such large 
scale restoration activities as well as long term monitoring.  (404/2)                        

17. ... the values of quiet forest must be addressed in the new forest plan.  (404/19)    
18. Often "best available science" is miss used:  The misuse of "studies" by some 

individuals to further their personal agenda seems to be common. The 
extrapolationof "studies"  to be science is very common.   Many whom perform 
these "studies/research" set out with a predetermined goal and their conclusion 
illustrate this.  What can be done about the bias in these studies? Mix in the 
studies done by industry for a balance. In no way should any one special 
interest be the main source for research.  (418/2)                                                    

19. To the north of Panhandle/Kootenai plan area is Canada.  It is absolutely 
imperative that your plan demonstrates a cohesive strategy to incorporate 
conservations concerns currently, as well as looking to the future, being 
addressed in Canada.  (424/1)                                                                                 

20. Hold the environmental groups legally responsible for their actions.  (452/4)          
21. Hire more local people to fight fires instead of just shipped in forest service.  

(except the Indians)  (471/6)                                                                                    
22. Noise pollution is an increasing problem on IPNF.  . . .  Public places where only 

the sounds of nature are heard become more important in defining a quality 
natural experience.  (6/5)                                                                                         
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23. ... increased conservation of natural areas, corridors, and ecosystem processes 
are of immediate concern and should not only be addressed in the revised 
forest plan, but should be the main goal in the management of the KNF.  (63/1)     

24. We urge you to minimize your reliance on regulation and make maximum use of 
education and information.  (78/6)                                                                           

25. Any revision of the forest plan must correct the ambiguities that exist in the 
current plan and in particular, throughout the land management designations.  
(91/2)                                                                                                                        

 
Monitoring - 1100 
 
1. Provisions must be established to allow the monitoring of success or failure of 

all elements of the new forest plan for the Kootenai National Forest.  (110/9)         
2. Closely monitor the implementation of this new forest plan to see that it is 

closely followed, while determining how well or how poorly goals are being met.  
(149/7)                                                                                                                      

3. A primary goal of new monitoring efforts should be to incorporate existing 
historic data, studies, and plots whenever possible.  Before embarking on a new 
monitoring effort, the USFS should ensure that funding will be available in the 
future to continue monitoring long enough to allow the return of a valid dataset.  
(152/2)                                                                                                                       

4. ... consider development of a local community advisory group which could meet 
on a regular basis to review and or monitor implementation of the forest plan  
(158/20)                                                                                                                     

5. Keep track of what is happening on all fronts.  Money must be designated for 
watching over our actions.  (165/8)                                                                           

6. ... requirements clear, and closely monitor each job that is done, citing violations 
when necessary and not awarding future contracts to poo loggers.  (166/10)         

7. Make monitoring of the plan a high priority issue.  (169/5)                                       
8. Timber sales and other extraction activities should be closely monitored for 

compliance with federal laws and standards.  (176/12)                                            
9. Please be more upfront in how you present information on trends.  (2/7)                
10. There is a need for specific outcome-based objectives (i.e., measurable 

standards of performance) along with standards that set appropriate limitations 
on activities to help achieve desired conditions.  These standards need to be 
few, simple and better allow for adaptive management than the existing plan.  
(204/5)                                                                                                                       

11. Make monitoring of the success of the plan a high priority once it is created and 
in place.  (206/9)                                                                                                       

12. Make monitoring of the plan a high priority issue.  (207/5)                                       
13. ... monitor any activity, which occurs in these national forests.  (210/5)                   
14. The FS must implement an inventorying and monitoring plan that meets the 

requirements of the National Forest Management Act.  (211/9)                               
15. Strong monitoring and adaptive management programs, including support for 

watershed analysis, and monitoring and evaluation of BMP effectiveness and 
watershed restoration success.  (212/3)                                                                  
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16. Each part of the new forest plan needs to be monitored to ensure that the rules 
are being adhered to, and that the aims of the plan are being met.  (215/8)            

17. Monitoring is critical to make sure the timber sales are done properly.  And to 
make sure the all overall goals of the Forest Plan are being met.  (217/6)               

18. Once the forest plan is created, monitoring must become a high priority issue in 
order to determine that the plan is working and accomplishing its goals.  (219/9)   

19. In writing the plan I encourage you to establish clear, enforceable standards 
which are unambiguous.  In many forest plans monitoring is set as a goal, 
unfortunately this monitoring rarely occurs.  I expect you to ensure monitoring 
occurs, particularly to ensure natural resource (read not commodity) protection 
occurs and enforcement/protection of the environment is a priority.  (231/1)           

20. Establish clear, unambiguous, and enforceable standards.  ... Monitoring is an 
essential component of enforcement, and it needs to be utilized and funded.  
(240/2)                                                                                                                       

21. Make monitoring of the plan a high priority issue.  (243/5)                                       
22. The new forest and travel plan should establish clear, unambiguous, 

enforceable standards.  Monitoring is an essential component of enforcement 
and it needs to be utilized and funded.  (250/2)                                                        

23. The Forest Plan needs to have standards that will actually get enforced - they 
need to be funded, measurable, clear, and enforceable.  (256/2)                            

24. The Kootenai must keep up with its activities, must gauge on whether it is 
accomplishing its goals.  It must monitor and report its compliance with the 
revised forest plan.  (26/9)                                                                                        

25. The plans should also include enforcement provisions.  . . .  The forest plans 
should include a full discussion of how enforcement will be accomplished.  
(32/5)                                                                                                                         

26. The absence of monitoring and data continues to be a real liability  ... A 
concerted biological inventory, similar to the one recently conducted in Great 
Smoky Mountains National Park ... should be planned for the Kootenai and 
implemented as a regional pilot.  (401/20)                                                                

27. Recreational access via ORVs needs to be studied and monitored with more 
than a voluntary program. A uniform forest wide methodology of recording 
violations needs to be instituted as part of any monitoring program.  (407/9)          

28. If monitoring is to be the management control system for the Forest Plan (KNF 
R.O.D pg. 43) then actual / physical  monitoring has to occur.  Paper, electronic 
and theoretical analysis are limited in scope and cannot be substituted for actual 
data.  (407/25)                                                                                                           

29. There must be disclosure and evaluation of monitoring information item by item 
as contained in the existing Forest Plan.  Monitoring data or information is 
extremely scarce in the AMS and the few data that are disclosed has little or no 
evaluation.  (408/2)                                                                                                  

30. Monitoring of wildlife must be completed to show the trends over time of 
populations.  . . .   Monitoring and compliance must have serious enforceable 
legal consequences.  (417/5)                                                                                    

31. With this administration's unwise guidance, the Forest Service is pushing toward 
reducing measurable standards in forest plans and policies.  I think that an 
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unwise direction to go.  Without measurement, it is difficult for the Service to 
demonstrate that it is doing well when it is, and to know where it must improve.  
(421/2)                                                                                                                       

32. ... stronger monitoring requirements and clearer, stronger nondiscretionary 
standards regarding water and fish are needed in the new Forest Plans.  (422/9)  

33. Keep and improve measurable standards (for example, water quality and 
sediment measures)  (423/4)                                                                                    

34. Monitor species population, habitat and trend on the forest and have standards 
designed to protect species  (423/5)                                                                         

35. Implement a monitoring plan that is meaningful.  (423/6)                                         
36. In writing the plan I encourage you to establish clear, enforceable standards 

which are unambiguous.  In many forest plans monitoring is set as a goal, 
unfortunately this monitoring rarely occurs.  (424/3)                                                 

37. Require monitoring of all sensitive, threatened and endangered species for the 
purpose of determining the impact of management on population trends of these 
species;  (428/2)                                                                                                       

38. Be proactive and make sure the mandatory standards and monitoring 
requirements are stronger than those of the original forest plans.  (428/5)              

39. The KNF must keep up with its monitoring activities.  (495/2)                                  
40. The monitoring strategy that will measure appropriate indicators of ecological 

sustainability could help with out economy here, since it would allow for 
contracts, training and hiring of people to help evaluate the management 
practices.  (507/4)                                                                                                     

41. It appears that the original Forest Plan should be strengthened, not weakened, 
in terms of monitoring plant and animal species and maintaining protection to 
keep them viable.  (526/4)                                                                                       

42. Commit to monitoring its activities on a regular basis to see if the new forest 
plan is accomplishing its goals.  (73/9)                                                                     

43. Monitoring must be elevated to the topics and issues discussion list and it needs 
to be funded or else projects and outputs need to be put aside.  (91/1)                   

44. The new forest management plan for the Yaak Valley . . must contain some type 
of a monitoring program to ensure that all aspects of the plan are going as 
expected.  (96/6)                                                                                                       

 
NEPA Process - 1200 
 
1. When defining desired conditions, more weight should be given to scientific, 

peer-reviewed data that supports a particular definition.  Social desires should 
be secondary.  (152/1)                                                                                              

2. As part of the Forest Plan, the USFS should define the minimum requirements 
of NEPA and emphasize that only these requirements need to be done.  (152/3)   

3. ... we are adamantly opposed to the Forest Service's proposal to modify 
National Forest System Land and Resource Management Planning as outline in 
36CFR Part 219.  . . .  Standards for maintaining viable plant and wildlife 
populations must not be weakened and monitoring efforts must not be 
diminished.  Management plans must continue to have more than one 
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alternative and allow meaningful public input.  Changes to Forest Management 
Plans should still be scrutinized under environmental impact statements with 
scientific consultation and public collaboration.  (154/1)                                           

4. ... we need to establish some balance in the planning process between human, 
wildlife, water, soil, and biological needs.  (158/1)                                                    

5. When commenting on specific projects, groups or individuals must be specific in 
their comments.  (158/18)                                                                                         

6. . . . fulfill the goals of NEPA to inform the public and disclose all foreseeable 
direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental impacts of the LRMP revisions, 
and promote an improved decision making process for selecting among 
management alternatives.  The EIS should address to the maximum extent 
possible the environmental and public involvement requirements of State and 
Federal laws, Executive Orders and Policies. . .  (163/1)                                         

7. The FS needs to do a comprehensive cumulative effects study on local socio-
economic effects of all the various administrative, broad range, mid level 
decisions that impact the forest management and direction.  (17/1)                        

8. The new forest plans should be written in plain English with clear directives.  
(32/4)                                                                                                                         

9. Each EIS must also include a cumulative impacts analysis.  (32/7)                         
10. We request that all planning documents be specific to each official National 

Forest administrative unit, and that multiple forest planning documents are not 
written, bound or mapped together.  (408/1)                                                             

11. The Forests should seek ways to quickly harvest and reduce time of 
consultation, eliminate much of the consultation with other federal agencies.  
(415/9)                                                                                                                       

12. The Zone Planning concept cannot and should not be applied to multiple forests 
in one planning document. The decision to blend the IPNF and Kootenai NF's 
into one planning process is arbitrary and capricious unsupported by any facts 
in the AMS showing any necessity or public benefit.  (425/1)                                   

13. Abandon the Zone Planning concept  (425/6)                                                          
14. Eliminate the bias and pre-conceived notions evidenced in the AMS  (425/7)         
15. Public input in burn/salvage areas should be maintained.  (447/3)                          
16. Let the people hava a say in what happens.  (453/7)                                               
17. The appeal process must be simplified and sped up so more timber can be cut.  

(454/3)                                                                                                                       
18. We encourage the IPNF to gather the best science, the most accurate data, and 

the most public input possible to base future management guidelines.  . . .  We 
also encourage you to clearly define all terms, models and explain your rational 
for what you are proposing to the public.  (6/3)                                                         

19. The FSR materials need to be written at the 8th grade level for the population to 
understand.  (75/1)                                                                                                    

 
Public Involvement - 1300 
 
1. Include all of the owners in decisions.  In 1987 the involvement in the planning 

process was less than 1/100th of one percent of the owners.  Most that did 
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participate where usually local people with a special financial interest.  
Conservation groups often speak for the greater public interest.  (102/2)                

2. The public has a right to understand what the priorities are for public land and 
direct  uses.  The public needs to be informed on the consequences of all 
activities proposed on NF lands.  (102/14)                                                              

3. Please post comments received on web site during on going comment period so 
people can see comments being made by other people and can respond to 
each other's comments.  (13/1)                                                                                 

4. Working in conjunction with the established and growing conservation 
community presence, especially those groups with a high level of field 
experience and local knowledge of their home landscape, coupled with 
proactive insights.  (155/11)                                                                                      

5. It is our hope that since we represent such a large and diverse group, that you 
will include our group in the development of the proposed forest revision plan 
and that you will include all the activities mentioned  - hiking, OHV, fishing, 
hunting, snowmobiling, snowshoeing, skiing, rock climbing, water sports, horse 
back riding and mountain biking in the revision.  (397/1)                                          

6. Invite leaders of various organizations, governments, Tribes, universities, etc. to 
commit to participating in collaborative working groups to work with the Forest 
Service through the entire planning process.  These collaborative working 
groups should be formed in each major customer population center e.g. 
Fortine/Eureka, Libby/Troy, Thompson Falls/Trout Creek for KNF.  (408/4)            

7. There is way too much special environmental interest in the USFWS and USFS 
guiding the decision making process. There needs to be more balance. The only 
way to obtain balance in to include more local commercial and recreational 
interest in the decision making process. This need to go far beyond the 
occasional public meeting!  (418/6)                                                                          

8. ... we believe that it is important for the FS to hold meetings not just in 
communities within or immediately adjacent to the Kootenai National Forest. 
Many environmental groups in Missoula, for instance, have been involved in a 
myriad of issues regarding the Kootenai. It is important that citizens in Missoula 
get a chance to attend a public meeting without having to drive to Libby. Please 
arrange a meeting here this summer.  (422/11)                                                        

9. Due too the potential impact and consequence of the decisions made through 
this plan I urge you to strongly consider conducting adequate scoping, 
solicitation of comments and open house meetings in Canadian centers 
representative of citizens which may be directly or indirectly impacted by your 
decisions.  (424/2)                                                                                                    

10. There must also be an on-going process of public involvement in the overall 
design and aims of the forest plan, and in the carrying out of each element of 
the plan.  (97/7)                                                                                                         

 
Range - 1400 
 
1. I am not in favor of continued cattle grazing on national forests lands conducted 

as it has been in the past.  . . .  Remove the cows and bring back native wildlife 
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please.  (145/1)                                                                                                         
2. ... consider the cumulative impacts of grazing and associated management 

activities on water quality, soil conservation, ecosystem integrity, and fuels load.  
The impacts of any off site compensation for grazing such as moving livestock 
to other allotments needs to be assessed.  (154/18)                                                

3. Cattle grazing should be terminated.  (16/3)                                                             
 
Wilderness - 1500 
 
1. The new plan must include, and actively advocate for, substantially more 

wilderness acres than the 1987 proposal.  (104/8)                                                   
2. Additional wilderness designation recommendations.  (115/3)                                 
3. Wilderness areas should be afforded the level of protection intended by the 

Wilderness Act of 1964.  Mining, oil and gas drilling, timber harvest, road 
building, and construction of permanent structures are inconsistent with 
wilderness protection.   Proposed wilderness areas, such as the Scotchman 
Peaks area that straddles Montana and Idaho, should receive the same level of 
protection as designated wilderness.  (176/1)                                                          

4. Place a high priority on protecting native forests and recommend to congress 
that these remaining lands be designated wilderness.  (180/3)                                

5. Yaak, Cabinet, and Whitefish Ranges .... I would hope that the revision of the 
plan for the Kootenai Forest will maintain the recommendation to the Congress 
that the area be designated as Wilderness.  (229/1)                                                

6. I would hope also that the standards of conduct within the Wilderness Area 
would have imbedded in them some method by which common folks using the 
wilderness area could have at least a "Whistle Blowing" capability.  (229/2)           

7. With respect to the remaining roadless land base, additional lands should be 
recommended for Wilderness above those made in '86 for the current plan.  In 
addition, the balance of lands not recommended for wilderness should be 
permanently protected as primitive non-motorized and roadless.  (230/3)               

8. Please designate the following as recommended wilderness or manage to fully 
protect from roads, timber harvesting and motorized vehicle traffic.  Fund 
monitoring and enforcement.  Cabinets - Scotchman Peaks, Cabinet Wilderness 
Additions, Cataract Creek; Yaak - Gold Hill, Pink Mt, NW Peaks, Roderick; 
Whitefish Range - Ten Lakes Wilderness Study Area.  (235/1)                                

9. ... keep these areas primitive and non-motorized and recommend them as 
wilderness:  Yaak - Roderick, Pink Mtn, Northwest Peaks, Gold Hill; Whitefish 
Range - Ten Lakes; Cabinets - Scotchman Peaks, Cataract Creek.  (239/2)          

10. The Ten lakes Area should be designated as a wilderness area.  (248/2)               
11. We would like to see the following areas recommended for Wilderness:  all of 

the Cabinet Additions, Galena, Scotchman Peaks, Northwest Peaks, and Ten 
Lakes.  (249/2)                                                                                                          

12. Specific areas that deserve full, immediate and lasting wilderness protection, in 
order to protect their un-roaded characteristics are as follows:  Yaak - Gold Hill, 
Northwest Peaks, Roderick, and Pink Mountain; Cabinets - Cataract Creek, 
Scotchman Peaks, and Cabinet Wilderness Additions; Whitefish Range - Ten 
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Lakes Area.  (252/3)                                                                                                 
13. ... there is a real opportunity to protect as wilderness a layer of the last roadless 

lands along the US/Canada border, as well as removing the myriad stacking of 
roads in the headwaters regions along the border.  . . . ecological monitoring 
and conservation/preservation projects could and should be conducted in 
conjunction with Canadian counterparts, to help amplify and leverage ecological 
effectiveness.  (401/14)                                                                                             

14. Other roadless lands that should be considered for wilderness designation are 
the Mt Henry complex, which would include the Big Creek, Zula, and Gold Hill 
IRA's.  (404/16)                                                                                                         

15. I don't believe any more wilderness is needed in Idaho enough is enough.  
(439/3)                                                                                                                      

16. Give roadless and proposed wilderness areas wilderness designation to prevent 
further erosion of wilderness. . .  (447/6)                                                                  

17. No more proposed wilderness.  (449/4)                                                                    
18. We have enough wilderness now.  (450/5)                                                               
19. No more wilderness we have enough in Northwest Montana.  (453/5)                   
20. We support establishing as much wilderness/roadless areas as possible.  

(458/7)                                                                                                                       
21. No more wilderness we do not need it.  (459/5)                                                       
22. No more roadless and wilderness.  (466/5)                                                              
23. Preserve wilderness by reducing access roads.  (470/4)                                         
24. Keep the wilderness we have now but don't make any more wilderness.  (471/4)   
25. Keep the wilderness as quiet as possible - no motors on lakes, reduce or 

eliminate ATV's and snowmobiles.  (472/15)                                                           
26. No more wilderness.  (473/5)                                                                                    
27. We have enough roadless areas and wilderness.  (478/2)                                       
28. I am concerned about the proposal to change the Ten Lakes Scenic Area to a 

Wilderness Area.  (501/1)                                                                                         
29. ...  keep the Ten Lakes Area classified as a scenic area.  I do not want its 

classification to be changed to a wilderness area designation.  (502/1)                   
30. I would like to see all roadless areas protected as potential wilderness.  I would 

like to see the large roadless areas recommended for wilderness designation.  
(528/1)                                                                                                                       

31. As you know, the Forest Service (despite in the past recommending the 
Roderick complex for wilderness, as well as other areas for primitive 
backcountry management) has never succeeded in designating any wilderness 
in the Yaak...I believe firmly that, questions or wilderness aside(!) it makes fiscal 
and managerial sense to dedicate this remote land base to the wilderness 
preserve system.  (529/5)                                                                                         

32. Ensure that the remaining islands of roadless wilderness are managed to 
preserve wilderness options.  (73/1)                                                                         

 
Motorized Recreation - 1501 
 
1. Snowmobiles are, in fact, motor vehicles, and any approved routes they travel 
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must be added to access density calculations.  (104/5)                                           
2. Motorized use should be confined to designated system roads and should not 

be permitted on trail or cross country.  (115/6)                                                         
3. More trails and motorcycle/ATV routes should be developed and maintained.  

(120/2)                                                                                                                       
4. The forest plan revision process needs to include multiple use, including 

increasing recreation opportunities.  There is a major lack of any 
motorcycle/ATV access in the Sandpoint, Bonners Ferry and Priest Lake 
Ranger Districts.  (120/3)                                                                                          

5. There should be no reduction of the current levels of snowmobiling.  (120/4)          
6. I urge you to set aside three areas in the Stevens Peak as off limit to winter 

motorized travel.  These are the Boulder Creek, Lone Lake, and Stevens Lake 
drainages and sub-alpine areas of Stevens Peak Secs 1, 2, 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, and 15 T47N R5E.  (134/1)                                                                                 

7. I feel all backlogged road maintenance must be achieved as rapidly as possible 
and off road vehicle travel restricted to areas where they will cause no resource 
damage.  (135/4)                                                                                                      

8. ... I don't see any mention of water recreational craft, such as jet skis.  I think 
this would be a nice addition to the document as well as a statement showing 
concern about their potential negative impacts on wildlife.  (146/2)                         

9. Access and recreation - This issue needs to acknowledge the impacts of forest 
and lake recreation on a wide variety of wildlife species, and find management 
solutions which protect these species.  . . .  The forest plan should evaluate this 
and come up with a comprehensive strategy to protect native amphibians, eve if 
it means limiting recreation use and access in some areas.  (147/3)                       

10. ... better analysis and monitoring of the impacts of ORVs, signing of ORV-use 
areas, development and enforcement of a forest-wide ORV policy, and updating 
of recreation-zoning maps is needed. . . .  Forest-wide recreation 
mapping/planning and analysis is needed to reduce conflict between primitive, 
non-motorized recreationists and motorized users.  (153/3)                                     

11. The ecological capacity of the land should serve as the limiting factor for the use 
of motorized recreation.  The NEPA document for this proposal must thoroughly 
analyze this aspect of the proposal, including the following details:  the 
ecological and social impacts that result from each type of recreation, the 
landscape locations and habitat types most suitable and appropriate for each 
type of recreation ... Landscape locations and habitats in which particular types 
of recreation should not be permitted. . .  Recreation and travel should be 
planned so that motorized and mechanized users are not tempted to travel off 
trail....  The Forest should carefully examine the routes that are designated for 
motorized and mechanized use and minimize or eliminate situations that will 
entice users to pioneer new routes ... insure that uses on roads and trail are 
compatible with designated uses on adjacent public land units.  . . . no new 
motorized trail allocations or construction . . .   until the forest is able to 
adequately  enforce and monitor existing OHV use and maintain the existing 
motorized trail network to standard.  (154/5)                                                           

12. As part of the Forest Travel Plan no new areas should be opened or groomed 
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for snowmobiles in lynx habitat without consultation with FWS.  As with OHVs 
the Forest Plan should designate areas as being open, restricted or closed.  
(154/6)                                                                                                                       

13. The KNF should adopt a plan standard that limits ORV/snowmobile use to 
marked open trails and to the open road system.  In addition, limiting their use in 
sensitive habitats as noted above is very important.  (159/8)                                   

14. Water quality - prohibit 2 cycle engines on all waterways.  Prohibit 2 cycle 
snowmobiles in all watershed areas.  (16/8)                                                             

15. We believe that motorized recreation is growing at a large rate and must be 
allowed to use the public lands.  . . .  Good scientific, and good common since 
should prevail and not someone's belief that no person should be there because 
of some personal belief that only wildlife is expectable on public lands.  (167/1)     

16. I urge you to regulate ATV usage in the forest.  (168/3)                                           
17. Restrict and or limit off road vehicle access.  (170/4)                                               
18. Snowmobiles should be banned in the Ten Lakes or at the very least be kept 

out of the area in the spring when bears are emerging from their dens.  (171/2)     
19. ... sufficient roads should be accessible to motorized vehicles on a year round 

basis.  . . .  The difference between motorized recreation in the winter and 
summer should be recognized and addressed accordingly.  (173/2)                       

20. The Scotchman Peaks WSA resides within two different NF management 
jurisdictions.  The differing (KNF closed to snowmobiles/IPNF open to 
snowmobiles) management area objectives for this proposed wilderness need 
to be synchronized!  (178/1)                                                                                    

21. Wildlife and people who are not motorized recreationalists should not have to 
deal with the noise, pollution and other adverse effects created by motorized 
incursions.  The rules now governing said vehicles are not being properly 
enforced . . . this must change. . .  (179/1)                                                               

22. North Idaho should have a well defined ATV trail system with interconnecting 
trails, loop routes, and trails connecting communities.  (183/1)                                

23. ... please address the increasing intrusion of snowmobiles and ATVs into 
sensitive areas.  There is currently no real and enforceable rules to govern their 
use, and restrictions are sorely needed.  (184/1)                                                      

24. The ATV thing is out of hand. They are a minority of forest users, whose 
destruction is magnified beyond what is appropriate. The lands that are 
designated for their use needs to correspond to their actual numbers, not on 
their ability to spoil. And the new plan needs to discourage use of these 
destructive things.  (195/4)                                                                                        

25. The new impetus being given healthy forest and fires prevention pretend to 
create conditions that will facilitate more cross country travel by ATV's.  The 
KNF forest planning provides the opportunity to stay ahead of the curve and 
control it or fall behind and react to it.  The former preferable to the latter, 
especially where future conflicts with other laws (ESA) can be avoided.  (196/3)    

26. The existing road base should be left open for ATV's and snowmobiles.  (208/1)   
27. I would like to request that 4x4 trails be addressed separately form general 

access roads and ATV trails in this revision of the Forest Plans for the Kootenai 
and Idaho Panhandle National Forests.  (209/1)                                                      
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28. What is the current management area designation of areas adjacent to the Ten 
Lakes WSA and other WSA's and roadless areas on the KNF and IPNF?  Are 
there any areas designated non-motorized (such as MA-2 areas) that are 
currently being used for snowmobiling?  Have Forest Service personnel 
confirmed whether or not such use occurs in this area?  . . .  If this illegal use is 
occurring or could potentially occur, what is being done to prevent this?  I would 
request that both estimated and documented levels of illegal motorized use 
please be disclosed in Forest Plan Revision documents.  I would also like to 
request that this issue is fully addressed in the Forest Plan Revision process.  
(223/1)                                                                                                                      

29. Rather than maintaining a hands-off approach to managing snowmobile use 
across the Forests, in many respects, the Forest Service would be better off to 
designate some sort of snowmobile trail system to concentrate use along main 
corridors and in identified play areas.  Perhaps other concessions to wildlife 
could also occur, such as recreational closures near known grizzly dens in April, 
or closing some cirque basins to snowmobiling altogether?  . . .  Concentrating 
use in travel corridors or non-forested areas would eliminate many of the 
impacts to vegetation and decrease some of the pressure to various wildlife 
species.  (223/2)                                                                                                       

30. We would like to see more ATV areas in the northwest corridor of the Priest 
Lake area.  (232/2)                                                                                                    

31. We suggest your team members confer with the Bonner/Boundary county 
Groomer program committees and our club members for documentation and 
anecdotal evidence concerning the history of the sport in our region.  We 
suggest that GPS technology be utilized and USFS employees and/or citizen 
volunteers be used to further document the various far flung ranges that riders 
currently ride or have historically had access to.  (24/1)                                           

32. Access to trailheads depends upon adequately maintained roads to the 
trailheads, room for loading and unloading.  Since many snowmobile riders 
trailer their machines, drive through areas in the parking lots are always 
advisable.  (24/2)                                                                                                      

33. Restricting the use of snowmobiles to the existing roads and ending access at 
the Terriault Lakes would provide and adequate area for winter recreation and 
provide a small measure of habitat protection for wildlife.  (248/3)                          

34. Limit access of motorized vehicles in the forest.  (253/3)                                        
35. Motorized use should be prohibited in recommended wilderness areas to protect 

wilderness values and ecological integrity.  Motorized travel should be restricted 
to signed trails.  (32/12)                                                                                            

36. I support areas being left open for snowmobile use.  (33/1)                                     
37. Snowmobiling needs to be restricted to specific areas where its damage can be 

minimized and where effective enforcement can be accomplished.  This forest 
plan should clearly designate motorized from non-motorized winter recreation 
areas.  (36/2)                                                                                                             

38. Please add more off road vehicle trails.  (395/2)                                                      
39. Please don't add more restrictions for snowmobiling.  (395/3)                                 
40. We would like to propose more riding and access area in our forest for 
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recreational purposes.  We need larger parking areas for the new areas, and 
increased parking for the areas we ride and groom now.  For safety reasons we 
feel this should be addressed as soon as possible.  (400/1)                                    

41. Boaters are increasingly being required to take courses teaching appropriate 
use and safety.  OHV and snowmobiles using public lands should have the 
same requirement.  (403/7)                                                                                       

42. The new forest plan should limit ATV use to existing open roads, already 
drivable by passenger vehicles.  In addition, research should begin to inventory 
roads in sensitive habitats for removal and restoration.  Cross-country motorized 
use should be prohibited in the KIPZ region.  (404/17)                                             

43. Snowmobile use is increasing in the KIPZ region and should therefore require 
an EIS to determine effects on wildlife such as Canada lynx, wolverine and 
emerging bears in spring.  (404/18)                                                                         

44. Snowmobile use in ungulate winter range and known T&E species denning 
areas should be restricted. The forest should work with MT Fish Wildlife & Parks 
to develop a license identification system that is recognizable at distance.  
(407/10)                                                                                                                    

45. The KNF or KIPZ needs to state plainly and clearly that ATV use Is NOT 
COMPATIBLE with the designated trail system on the KNF. Cross-country ATV 
use is not allowed on the KNF.  The Forest needs to either require its own 
licensing of motorized vehicles or establish identification sizing requirements for 
ORV / ATV / snowmobile licenses.  (407/12)                                                            

46. Motorized access event requests must be predicated on NEPA documentation 
that takes into account grizzly bear needs as well as travel corridor protections. 
In all situation 1 lands, the needs of the bear must come first and such requests 
should not be accepted or denied.  (407/13)                                                            

47. The new threat to wildlife is motorization and cross-country access. It has two 
facets winter / summer and two avenues, wheeled and over snow. Both need to 
be considered, analyzed and scientifically evaluated for effects before the KNF 
makes major decisions concerning its forest wide access availability.  (407/22)      

48. The KNF needs to make some  definitive determinations about where 
snowmobile activities will be allowed and where they will be restricted.  The 
IRA’s are not areas to gamble with. Until such time as the science is in on the 
issue, snowmobiling in IRA’s should be restricted.  (407/26)                                    

49. Where roads must be closed to full-sided vehicle use for any period of time, we 
desire they be used as 4-wheeler trails and snowmobile trails.  (415/10)                

50. Motorized access should be reduced to help in recouping low game numbers in 
any area but once that species season is over, the maximum amount of 
motorized access should be allowed.  (415/11)                                                        

51. Stop making defacto "wilderness areas" within your Forests by not allowing 
motorized access.  (415/14)                                                                                      

52. Perhaps some already ruined landscapes can be set aside for those who are 
strangely driven to create hell on earth with their ignorance and their ATVs; and 
keep the ATVs on the roads everywhere else.  (416/1)                                            

53. ... , if motorized vehicle use is risking damage to a water source, it should be re-
routed to eliminate the problem.  Proponents of motorized use must recognize 
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the potential damage to this resource and work to find a compromise to the 
problem.  (420/5)                                                                                                       

54. ... concerned about the apparent proliferation of new guerilla quad trails 
everywhere.  Also the degradation of single track trails and the numerous 
instances where quads have built new trails around closed roads ....  (432/1)         

55. Eliminate motorized access into upper Priest Lake.  Consider ban on two stroke 
motors for outboards and jet skies on the lower lake.  (435/10)                               

56. Motorized travel ... should be restricted to designated roads and trails.  No more 
than 10% of the KNF's roads and trails should be open to year round, 
noncommercial motorized use.  (437/4)                                                                   

57. For motorized and non-motorized users, a better balance and more effective 
utility of all the forest is an imperative.  (438/3)                                                         

58. Segregate recreational usage of the forest into activities by season.  (438/6)         
59. Addressing a specific user area:  create a large geographic area for ATV use.  

(438/7)                                                                                                                       
60. Snowmobiling leaves no tracks and should have few constraints in mountain 

riding and trail riding.  (438/8)                                                                                   
61. Very concern with keeping motorized use areas open  (439/4)                                
62. Limit access to wilderness areas to all OHV's and motorized vehicles.  In the 

Ten Lakes area, now snowmobiles or other OHVs should be allowed past the 
Theriault Lakes. . .  (447/7)                                                                                       

63. Land erosion concerning motor vehicles on trail systems.  (449/6)                          
64. We want access with more ATV trails cross-country.  (465/1)                                  
65. Minimize ATV use, ban completely from wilderness areas.  Restrict 

ATV/snowmobile use to designated trails.  (472/7)                                                   
66. Reduce ATV/snowmobile access to forests - protect the wilderness!  (472/14)       
67. Wilderness areas should be the main concern.  Keep out access from ATV's 

and snowmobiles in the deeper, more wild parts of the forest.  (472/21)                 
68. Keep snowmobile and ATV routes to a minimum.  Don't build more routes or 

roads.  No motors on mountain lakes.  Limit to electric only - no gas.  (472/22)      
69. ATV ... current (1987) Forest Plan requires that the machines be used only in 

designated areas, it is our concern that the upcoming Plan could liberalize this 
kind of access significantly.   . . .  ATV sue be restricted to select, open roads in 
the KIPZ to safeguard ecological and quiet forest values.  (474/1)                          

70. No personal watercraft on Alvord or Kilbrennan Lakes.  They are for fishing.  
(477/10)                                                                                                                     

71. No increase in motorized access.  (480/12)                                                              
72. No personal watercraft on smaller lakes or Yaak River.  (480/15)                            
73. The use of motorized vehicles should be severely restricted and new roads 

should not be built.  (485/3)                                                                                     
74. Motorized vehicles, the prime cause of noxious weed infestation and pollution, 

should be restricted to already established trails and roads.  (486/6)                       
75. High impact recreation such as ATV use needs to be kept in limited areas ...  

(490/10)                                                                                                                     
76. Don't need snowmobiles routes all over.  (491/3)                                                     
77. No new ATV or snowmobile routes . . .  (492/3)                                                       
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78. We would also encourage and support any new airstrips with recreational 
potential in the forest.  And we would also discourage any overflight restrictions 
of any areas of the forest.  (5/2)                                                                                

79. ...  access to areas of the Ten Lakes Scenic Area.  ... the area should have 
specific areas for motorized vehicles and these activities should not be 
restricted totally.  However, the fragile high country area should be excluded so 
they are not destroyed by motorized vehicles, especially in the summer.  (506/1)   

80. This is where we are seeing ATV and off-road incursions, and it does appear to 
be a growing problem.  The usual problems of wildlife displacement, weed 
invasion and user conflict are the end results.  (524/1)                                            

81. Motorized access to the forest must be strictly controlled with roads closed 
unless signed open.  This goes for snowmobiles too.  (68/2)                                   

82. Limit motorized access.  (74/4)                                                                                 
83. The differences between motorized recreation in the winter and summer should 

be recognized and addressed accordingly.  (78/2)                                                   
84. Proposed wilderness or roadless status should not lead to blanket motorized 

recreation closures.  (78/4)                                                                                       
85. We would kike to see the Forest Service (KNF specifically) become proactive in 

its recreation program, snow mobile recreation in specific.  . . .  As conditions 
change the Forest Service needs to be flexible in maintaining and improving 
snow mobile recreation.  (8/1)                                                                                  

86. The Forest Service needs to maintain a healthy visible snow mobile recreation 
program.  Our snow mobile club and others have a major concern for the 
increased exclusion of snow mobile use in the forest.  (8/2)                                    

87. I hope the plan will include some outline that will limit ATV use, especially in 
areas highly susceptible to erosion.  (81/2)                                                              

88. The forest needs to have firm rules in place governing the use of motorized 
recreation for the protection of resources.  (91/4)                                                     

 
Non-motorized Recreation - 1502 
 
1. Encourage non-consumptive uses.  . . .   Non-consumptive uses include many 

forms of recreation including hiking, camping, whitewater floating and bird 
watching  (102/7)                                                                                                      

2. I am in favor of establishing non-motorized areas whereever possible.  . . . 
Please try to keep the motorized vehicles out of the wild areas.  Even the no so 
wild areas are a concern.  (11/1)                                                                             

3. Ensure the future of non-motorized recreational opportunities within our forests 
and on our waterways.  (114/7)                                                                                

4. Large areas need to be motor free for skiing, hiking, biking, horses, and 
paddling.  . . . Zones should be established for different types of use - not just 
individual roads and trials.  (16/1)                                                                             

5. I would like to see in the new forest plan more roads/trails reserved for non-
motorized recreation, both winter and summer.  (166/12)                                        

6. Set aside a few roads and trails for exclusive x-country skiing.  (171/5)                  
7. Recreation goals should emphasize non-motorized, low impact activities.  
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Roaded access to forest service lands is more than sufficient.  Motorized 
recreation should be curtailed to the extent necessary to protect soil integrity 
and water quality, to reduce disturbance to wildlife populations, to curtail air 
pollution, and to reduce ambient noise.  (176/4)                                                       

8. Making trails respectably . . .  (180/9)                                                                      
9. Encourage non -motorized use of forests and waters . . .  (180/11)                         
10. Existing and planned trail closures to mountain bike use should be examined 

and analyzed in the Forest Plan Revision process.  Recent closures to mountain 
bike access in the Ten Lakes WSA and any other areas should also be 
analyzed in the Forest Plan Revision process.  (223/4)                                            

11. I would request that site specific mitigation measures be developed for any 
planned or existing closures to mountain bike use on the KNF and IPNF  by 
funding and conducting additional maintenance to existing trails and road 
system.  (223/5)                                                                                                       

12. Recently, a proposal to close the 5 miles of road 756 (on the KNF's Fortine 
District) during winter months was made and rejected by local USFS personnel.  
This needs to be re-examined in the Forest Plan Revision process.  (223/6)          

13. Are there any plans to commence grooming part of road 756 as a ski trail 
again?  (223/7)                                                                                                          

14. ... the Forest Plan Revision needs to examine potential for preserving and 
enhancing non-motorized recreational opportunities across the Kootenai and 
Idaho Panhandle NF's.  I fully encourage the KIPZ revision team to preserve 
non-motorized recreational opportunities across both forests.  (223/8)                    

15. Recreation objectives and standards should include providing quality non-
motorized recreation experiences.  (32/13)                                                              

16. I would like to request that a non-motorized winter recreation area be 
designated in the St. Regis, Stevens Lake, Boulder Basin area.  (36/1)                  

17. ... we ask for the creation of a non-motorized winter recreation area on the 
Coeur d'Alene National Forest in the vicinity of the Idaho-Montana state line, 
referred to herein as the Idaho-Montana state line area specifically the Boulder 
Creek, Lone Lake, and Stevens Lake drainages and sub-alpine areas of 
Stevens Peak (Secs. 1, 2, 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 T47N R5E).  . . . We ask 
that the Forest Service reserve a relatively small area for non-motorized winter 
recreation.  We ask that the Forest Service ban the use of snowmobiles in the 
above area.  (37/1)                                                                                                    

18. Roderick country ... the Forest Service should not expand the trail network and 
should employ creative solutions to manage for recreational impacts.  (404/15)     

19. Under Land and Resource Use, why is horseback trail riding not mentioned?  
You need to figure riders into the equation.  (409/3)                                                 

20. I would like to see non-motorized activities be given priority for access in our 
forest.  (420/7)                                                                                                           

21. ... I would like to see non-motorized activities be given priority for access in our 
forest.  (420/8)                                                                                                           

22. ... we have some great skiing in this area.  I would like to see more access 
provided for this activity.  Our biggest conflict is with the snowmobile.  While 
skiing we are looking to experience great snow, great views, and serene 
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solitude.  The snowmobilers are also interested in this, but by there mechanical 
nature destroy the solitude.  (420/9)                                                                        

23. I would like to see some specific areas planned for backcountry ski use only.  
(420/10)                                                                                                                     

24. Provide guidance for vehicle use on the forest.  Currently there are far too little 
vehicle free areas.  (423/3)                                                                                       

25. I would like to see areas remain open for recreation such as hiking, biking, 
hunting, fishing and cross-country skiing.  (431/1)                                                    

26. Traditional non-motorized uses ... should be encouraged.  (437/3)                          
27. Kayaking campgrounds could be sited, constructed, and maintained by a public 

volunteer program.  (438/9)                                                                                     
28. Horseback trails, bicycle trails, and people trails all could be opened and 

maintained thru the public volunteer program administered by the Recreational 
Liaison Department.  (438/10)                                                                                  

29. Designate specific drainages for non-motorized winter recreation.  (443/1)            
30. ... trailhead planning so that access is continued when roads are closed.  

(468/2)                                                                                                                       
31. Trailer parking for equestrian use and others.  (468/3)                                             
32. Horse access, trailheads with horse trailer parking adequate.  (469/1)                    
33. Emphasize hiking trails and other minimally destructive (minimal impact) uses 

promote canoe/kayak usage on lakes and waterways.  (472/8)                               
34. Better signage and promotion of trails.  (480/13)                                                     
35. The hiking trails should be well maintained and not logged over.  (490/11)             
36. Build a trail for non-motorized river access on Bull River @ 5 miles above 

mouth.  (527/3)                                                                                                          
37. Provide for non-motorized recreation on forest trails while allowing motorized 

recreation on existing maintained roads and maintaining current camping areas.  
(70/3)                                                                                                                         

 
Special Interest Areas - 1503 
 
1. The S-393 land identified as Ten Lakes should be resolved to benefit the most 

numerous users and the adjacent communities.  Making it a National Recreation 
Area would be of the greatest benefit to the most people.  (10/4)                            

2. we request that the KIPZ team look at considering the following areas as special 
interest areas:  Little Mountain . . . Roderick Butte. . .  (151/19)                               

3. The twin humps of Roderick Butte, right in the heart of "downtown" Yaak, should 
be managed as a Special Area, as should the South Face of Hensley Mountain, 
for similar reasons.  (156/12)                                                                                    

4. Rock Candy Mountain should also managed as a West Fork Special/Natural 
Area, and as wilderness, due to its unique geological outcrops and fracture 
patterns.  (156/13)                                                                                                    

5. The Ten Lakes area is another highly contentious subject which will be 
addressed . . .  (158/19)                                                                                            

6. We would like to see the Coeur d' Alene Lake basin identified in the new 
forthcoming forest plan as a special management area of some kind.  (185/1)       
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7. ... will also be encouraging designation of numerous Special Areas ....  (39/4)        
8. I'd like to see the Yaak managed for wild and scenic values...  (401/15)                 
9. Special areas such as RNA's and SIA's need to be expanded and taken out of 

the suitable acres for logging.  RNA's need to include reference streams that 
can be used to compare impacts from development.  Reference streams need 
to be natural with little or no unnatural impacts and include all habitat types that 
development could take place in.  (6/16)                                                                  

10. Bernard Peak should be designated a Special Scenic Area.  (89/1)                        
 
Wild & Scenic Rivers - 1504 
 
1. Eligible rivers should be protected as wild and scenic.  (107/1)                               
2. Consider wild and scenic designation for all rivers in the Panhandle Forest.  

(113/5)                                                                                                                      
3. All rivers within the national forest should be reviewed for their eligibility for wild 

and scenic river protection and include adequate interim protection for rivers 
that are found eligible for wild and scenic protections.  (114/2)                                

4. Wild and Scenic River status should be recommended for the Upper Priest 
River, the Coeur d'Alene River, the Little North Fork Clearwater River, and the 
Pack River.  (153/9)                                                                                                  

5. The West Fork of the Yaak, with its series of waterfalls and occasional harlequin 
duck populations, and its thriving moose numbers, would be an ideal candidate 
for inclusion in the wild and scenic river system.  (156/14)                                       

6. Suitability studies should be performed on all eligible rivers prior to completion 
of the Forest Plan revision.  It must also address how eligible and suitable rivers 
will be managed to protect their outstandingly remarkable values until a final 
decision is made and management of designated rivers.  (32/24)                           

7. The Forest Service should perform comprehensive eligibility studies as part of 
the plan revision process.  It must perform eligibility studies on those rivers 
which have not yet been studied.  . . .  Specific rivers which should be studied 
for eligibility include, but are not limited to the Kootenai River, ... the Moyie River 
... Boundary Creek ... and West Gold Creek...   The Forest Service should also 
perform eligibility studies on any streams providing bull trout, westslope 
cutthroat trout or sturgeon habitat, streams whose corridors support important 
wildlife populations, and streams with significant roadless sections.  . . .   In 
addition to eligibility studies, the Forest Service should perform suitability 
studies on all currently eligible rivers.  (32/25)                                                          

8. IRU specifically believes that the Pack River should be protected as wild and 
scenic.  (32/26)                                                                                                         

9. The new forest plans must mandate not only protection of free flowing 
characteristics, but also specific protection for the outstandingly remarkable 
values (ORV) identified for each eligible or suitable river.  The new plans must 
also prohibit any activity that would lower the classification that a river is eligible 
for.  . . .  Interim protection standards should include a prohibition on any new 
water resource development in eligible or suitable rivers, not just dams and 
diversions.  The prohibition on water resource developments must also include 
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eligible scenic rivers, as well as eligible wild and recreational rivers.  (32/27)          
10. The new forest plans should also include direction on management of 

designated rivers.  Direction should address topics such as natural and 
prescribed fire, noxious weeds, habitat function and connectivity, tree disease 
and pest control, upstream/downstream hydropower, flood control, bridges, 
noise, motorized use on the river and in the river corridor, as well as other 
traditional topics like timber harvest, mining and road building.  (32/28)                  

11. The Draft EIS needs to provide expert agency comments and high quality 
information regarding the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and analysis of the 
streams and creeks on each forest that have outstandingly remarkable scenic, 
recreational, geologic, fish and wildlife values.  (402/1)                                           

12. The Draft EIS must indicate whether the failure by each forest to perform 
eligibility studies of important fisheries streams and/or creeks during the 
previous forest planning process indicates noncompliance with section 5 (d) of 
the Act.  (402/2)                                                                                                        

13. The Draft EIS must supply high quality information, accurate scientific analysis, 
and expert agency comments, ... regarding the number of streams and/or 
creeks on each forest that have had eligibility studies performed for potential 
inclusion in the wild and scenic river system.  (402/3)                                              

 
Dispersed Recreation - 1505 
 
1. Recreational use, from a funding and management perspective, generally has 

been a low priority for the USFS in this area.  If recreational use continues to 
increase, this use needs more pro-active management.  (152/19)                           

2. A multitude of new types of recreation could develop on National Forest lands 
and the most important effort put forth by the USFS should be on having 
qualified and well-funded personnel in place to deal with new types of recreation 
and how they interact with existing recreational use.  (152/21)                                

3. The EIS should address the potential impacts at campsites from human waste, 
camping fires, and incidental use.  (154/17)                                                             

4. Create within each USFS Ranger District a position for full time department 
titled Recreational Liaison Department.  (438/4)                                                       

5. Develop a volunteer program wherein the public could participate in forest 
health maintenance projects.  (438/5)                                                                       

6. As demand for quality outdoor recreation experiences increase, the supply 
continues to fall.  As more people go to fewer places, the quality experience 
declines.  Quality recreation experiences have greatly increased in value and 
should be valued accordingly.  (6/9)                                                                         

 
Developed Recreation - 1506 
 
1. It is very important that we be able to maintain the limited access we now have 

and we would like to create some additional opportunities that would not take 
some of the pressure off existing facilities but allow us some new opportunities.  
(101/1)                                                                                                                       
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2. I and many other club members strongly urge that horseback activities are 
considered - trails kept open and large enough parking provided at trailheads.  
(15/1)                                                                                                                        

3. Most recreational opportunities do not need to be further developed.  I would 
like to see all the amenities of living in this landscape preserved, including 
undeveloped recreational opportunities, such as backcountry skiing, mountain 
biking, hiking, fishing, hunting, and berry-picking.  (152/17)                                    

4. Do not expand the fee-demo program to traditionally non-pay recreation sites or 
to finance unnecessary improvements.  . . .  Any implementation of the fee 
demo program or major improvements at recreational sites should go through 
some form of the NEPA process to allow some public input.  (152/18)                    

5. ... no user fee programs should be implemented on either the KNF or IPNF 
forests.  . . .  If more funding is needed to sustain the recreational infrastructure, 
congressional appropriations for such projects should increase.  (404/21)              

6. I encourage the KIPZ Revision Team to heavily consider expanding areas for 
recreation, not limit or decrease these areas.   ... Specifically, the areas adjacent 
to the lakes' edge should be zoned recreation, expanded even further adjacent 
to commercial businesses on USFS property . . .  (405/1)                                       

7. No fees to access forest land or parking fees.  (434/6)                                            
8. I encourage the KIPZ Revision Team to heavily consider expanding areas for 

recreation, not limit or decrease these areas.  ... Specifically, the areas adjacent 
to the lakes' edge should be zoned recreation, expanded even further adjacent 
to commercial businesses on USFS property, . . .  (482/1)                                      

9. Fee demo charges should be limited to only activities that the IPNF is presently 
collecting fees for.  No expansion of fees to include other forest activities should 
be implemented.  (6/21)                                                                                            

10. Develop and improve trails.  (74/1)                                                                           
11. Create some campgrounds away from the highway.  (74/2)                                   
12. One subject I have not seen addressed in the preliminary material is the 

recreation residences.  I hope that the new forest plan will include those 
residences among the legitimate uses of the forest.  I also hope, as one of your 
permittees, that you continue regulations that have kept the west side of Priest 
Lake looking like a forest instead of a subdivision.  (81/1)                                        

13. The recreational and wildlife potential and future needs and impacts on the 
entire east side of the lake need to be seriously addressed to ensure compatible 
uses are ensured.  (89/2)                                                                                          

 
Riparian Vegetation - 1600 
 
1. Analyze riparian and drier site problems . . .  Money must be designated for 

restoration.  (165/7)                                                                                                   
2. Riparian areas should be afforded the highest level of protection possible. Many 

beneficial uses are associated with these areas including coldwater biota, 
salmonid fisheries, and drinking water.  Further, riparian areas in the west 
provide habitat for up to 90% of recorded bird species.   Grazing and timber 
harvest in or near riparian areas should be prohibited.  (176/5)                               
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3. ... remember that passive riparian management strategies will allow riparian 
vegetation to become unnaturally dense and fire prone, inevitably and 
unnecessarily predisposing both riparian and aquatic systems to destruction by 
catastrophic wildfire.  Reduction of fuel hazards through prescribed burning and 
silvicultural practices, including selective harvesting, is needed.  Selective 
harvesting in riparian areas, using long-line yarding techniques, has been 
shown to actually improve sediment trapping through addition of obstructions to 
the forest floor.  The complete prohibition of management activities within 
riparian areas will eventually result in poorer, rather than healthier, stream 
habitat conditions.  (204/8)                                                                                       

4. urge the development of a Wilderness Alternative  (529/1)                                      
5. Riparian protection from degradation and restoring damaged waterways is a 

very high priority.  (7/2)                                                                                             
 
Riparian Aquatic - 1601 
 
1. A recent study completed by the Forest Foundation entitled Forest and Salmon 

(August 1998) bears witness to the fact that management activities adjacent to 
steams is no all bas as some biologists would have us believe. . . .  Please 
consider this research as you develop the new plan. . .  (158/4)                              

2. Provide for riparian restoration to protect native fishes.  (85/3)                                
 
Inventoried Roadless Areas - 1700 
 
1. There are only 15 roadless areas that remain in the Yaak Valley.  . . .  We need 

to manage these roadless areas to preserve wilderness options in the next 
forestry plan and for generations to come.  (100/1)                                                 

2. Free roadless areas from the threat of extraction and degradation of natural 
resources.  (102/8)                                                                                                    

3. Keep the Yaak roadless and no more destruction of wilderness.  (106/1)                
4. ... roadless areas ... need to remain roadless.  (107/2)                                            
5. All 47 Inventoried Roadless Areas in the Idaho Panhandle NF and the 43 in the 

KNF need to be included in the National Wilderness Preservation System.  
(108/1)                                                                                                                       

6. ... work .. toward preserving the Yaak as roadless.  (109/1)                                     
7. ... design a forest plan that protects the last roadless areas in the Yaak Valley.  . 

. .  The new forest plan must be created in a manner that supports future 
wilderness designation for those portions of the Yaak that so desperately need 
it.  (110/1)                                                                                                                 

8. Scenic viewing, hunting, camping, and hiking are just a few of the opportunities 
that the roadless areas of the Yaak Valley provide to current residents.  . . .  
protect these irreplaceable forests from being taken over by development and 
the building of roads.  (111/1)                                                                                   

9. Protect all roadless areas from logging activity.  (113/3)                                          
10. Roadless and unroaded areas need to be permanently protected from logging 

and road building.  (114/3)                                                                                        
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11. Permanent protection of all inventoried and uninventoried roadless areas of 500 
acres or larger against road building and logging.  (115/2)                                      

12. I support the protection of all roadless lands of 1,000 acres or more. . .  (116/1)     
13. ... make our roadless areas wilderness in the Yaak.  (118/2)                                   
14. All areas that are currently listed as roadless must remain so until at least the 

next forest plan revision.  (119/1)                                                                              
15. The roadless areas analysis should include information that would indicate 

whether any historical information exists at the Supervisor's Office regarding the 
roads that were constructed into roadless areas on the IPNF during calendar 
years 1975 through 1987.  (12/2)                                                                              

16. All remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley including smaller areas of 1000 
acres should remain roadless and be managed in such a way that wilderness 
options are preserved.  (122/1)                                                                                 

17. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (123/1)                                               
18. Roadless areas 1000 acres or larger should be protected for biological diversity 

and conservation.  (124/1)                                                                                        
19. Keep our roadless Yaak roadless!  (125/1)                                                               
20. Manage all remaining 700,000 acres of roadless land as wilderness.  (126/1)        
21. Roadlessness needs to be maintained ...  (127/2)                                                    
22. ... the protection of roadless areas of 1000 acres and more ...  (128/1)                   
23. Preserve the last remaining roadless areas.  (129/1)                                               
24. I would urge you to manage all of the Kootenai's remaining roadless areas of 

1000 acres or larger as wilderness....  (135/1)                                                          
25. In the Yaak,  ... I ask that you protect the integrity of these 175,000 acres of 

roadless areas.  Protect them permanently.  (137/1)                                                
26. The Forest Plan should protect many, if not all, of the remaining roadless areas . 

. .  (139/1)                                                                                                                 
27. I prefer no new roads in roadless areas.  (14/4)                                                       
28. I prefer limits on ATV's.  (14/5)                                                                                 
29. I would like to address the Kootenai in terms of wilderness . . .  The Cabinet 

Mountains Wilderness is less than 100,000 acres.  Nearby there is almost 
700,000 acres of roadless area which could be protected.  Please consider 
protecting this last valuable remnant.  (140/3)                                                          

30. . . .  roadless areas ... including smaller areas of 1000 acres and up be 
permanently protected from future road building.  (142/1)                                        

31. I am strongly opposed to any additional road building in the KNF and IPNF.  . . .  
keep what few roadless areas we have left.  (143/1)                                                

32. Keep the roadless areas roadless and provide permanent protection for these 
areas!  (144/1)                                                                                                           

33. Roadless areas 1000 acres or larger should be protected for biological diversity 
and conservation.  (148/1)                                                                                        

34. ... protect the remaining fifteen roadless areas in the Yaak Valley so that they 
might be managed with wilderness options in mind.  (149/1)                                   

35. Keep the remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley roadless.  (151/1)               
36. ... we request that during Forest Plan Revision the ID team look at identifying 

unroaded 1000-5000 acre areas. . . .  We would like to see the KIPZ team look 
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closely at these unroaded areas to help identify possible connectivity and 
corridor areas.  (151/10)                                                                                          

37. ... keep the remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley roadless.  (151/14)          
38. West Fork Yaak Roadless Area ... should be expanded to include the intrusion 

of slash and burn units in the center of the roadless area that were worked on in 
the 1980's (T37N, R32W). . . . Additionally we request that the KIPZ team look 
at decommissioning road #747A that runs around Mt. Obermayer and including 
that area into the West Fork Roadless Area.  (151/16)                                             

39. Roaderick Roadless Area.  There are four spur roads below Sheepherder 
Mountain that are in poor shape because of the wetness of the area (roads 
472C, 472E, 6108C, 6108D).  We ask that the KIPZ team look at 
decommissioning approximately the last mile of each of these roads and 
expanding the boundary of the Roderick Roadless Area.  (151/17)                         

40. Robinson Roadless Area/Caribou unroaded area:  We ask that KIPZ consider 
decommissioning road #5807, 5807A and 5807B (Caribou Gold) and expanding 
the Robinson Roadless Area to include the Caribou unroaded area.  (151/18)       

41. All 47 inventoried Roadless Areas on the IPNF and all 43 inventoried Roadless 
Areas on the KNF should be recommended for Wilderness designation.  . . .  In 
addition, all unroaded areas of 1,000 acres or more that were not inventoried by 
the Forest Service should be recommended for Wilderness designation or 
should otherwise be preserved in an unroaded condition.  (153/1)                          

42. The following roadless and unroaded lands in the Washington portion of the 
IPNF are proposed for Wilderness designation or other forms of protection that 
will preserve their unroaded character and should be recommended for 
Wilderness designation in the revised Forest Plan:  (153/2)                                     

43. Shoreline roadless areas at Lake Pend Oreille, Priest Lake and Upper Priest 
Lake provide scenic beauty and critical habitat for lake fisheries.  These 
resources, in turn, support a thriving recreation industry and real estate 
economy, and priceless quality of life for the Inland Northwest.  All roadless and 
unroaded areas within sight of these and other popular recreation destinations 
should be recommended for Wilderness designation.  (153/4)                                 

44. Intact roadless areas are increasingly important to the region's economic well 
being and should continue to be protected.  (154/2)                                                 

45. ... secure protection for all of the KNF and IPNF roadless areas of 1000 acres or 
greater.  (155/1)                                                                                                        

46. ... absolutely critical the need to manage as wilderness the last fifteen 
inventoried roadless areas in the Yaak.  (156/2)                                                      

47. Another component in which I see the Kootenai lacking is the completion of its 
inventory of roadless areas. I suspect that numerous roadless cores in excess 
of 1000 acres are still uninventoried, an oversight that needs correcting as soon 
as possible.  (156/4)                                                                                                  

48. A roadless area standard also needs to be developed.  (158/11)                            
49. all remaining IRAs should be managed as proposed wilderness and to maintain 

wilderness character.  We would also encourage the KNF to develop special 
management for the uninventoried roadless areas identified by the report of 
Marieb and Broberg (2002)  (159/2)                                                                         
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50. All roadless areas should remain roadless.  Any IRA over 500-100 acres should 
become wilderness.  (16/5)                                                                                       

51. No roads in roadless areas.  Not motorized vehicles in roadless areas.  (165/2)     
52. ... preserve all roadless areas in their current unroaded unlogged condition. . .  

(166/7)                                                                                                                      
53. All roadless areas of the forest, 1,000 acres and larger must be managed as 

wilderness.  (168/2)                                                                                                   
54. Keep all roadless areas roadless.  (169/1)                                                               
55. Roadless areas must remain roadless, and those of significant size should be 

recommended for wilderness designation.  (170/1)                                                  
56. Manage all inventoried roadless areas as wilderness.  This is particularly 

important in the Yaak . . .  (171/1)                                                                             
57. No additional roads should be built in roadless areas.  Road building within 

private inholdings should be discouraged (e.g. private mining claims adjacent to 
wilderness), and if such activity threatens recovery of T&E species, watershed 
integrity, or other resources that the agency is mandated to manage, this activity 
should be precluded.  (176/2)                                                                                  

58. Please keep all roadless areas roadless.  (177/2)                                                    
59. The KNF and IPNF share nine contiguous inventories roadless areas . . . 

Providing uniform management across the two forests for each of these areas 
will maximize habitat security and facilitate recreation travel management and 
compliance.  In addition the following management criteria need to apply.  No 
ORVs or snowmobiles.  No timber harvest.  No mineral access.  (178/2)                

60. Certain IRAs have been recommended for wilderness designation.  They have 
languished in this category for the 15 year period of the current forest plan . . .  
The KIPZ process needs to commit to a recommendation of wilderness to 
congress on those IRA's that pass . . .  (178/4)                                                        

61. Keep all remaining roadless lands roadless.  (180/1)                                               
62. We would very much like to see the roadless areas in the Yaak Valley given 

special protection.  . . .  The roadless areas also provide much needed 
(desperately needed in the case of grizzlies) corridors of connectivity by which 
the big bears can travel safely throughout this western part of the state, northern 
Idaho, and into Canada.  (181/1)                                                                             

63. My hope for your magnificent forest would be to keep it wild and protect the 
fifteen remaining roadless areas - ideally as wilderness.  I am quite concerned 
about protection of the Yaak's carnivore and big-game populations - particularly 
the grizzly.  By protecting the grizzly bear and its habitat you will protect a host 
of native species who are imperiled across the West.  (182/1)                                 

64. Please manage all roadless areas in the Yaak as wilderness.  (186/1)                    
65. No more roadless areas are needed.  (187/1)                                                          
66. ... manage every last bit of roadless areas in the Yaak as wilderness.  (188/1)       
67. ... concerns about protecting all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (189/1)            
68. I want all of the Yaak's last roadless areas permanently protected.  (19/1)              
69. ... manage all roadless areas in the Yaak as wilderness.  (191/1)                            
70. Scarcity - I recommend . . . consider leaving intact in a roadless condition, at 

least, the average total roadless acreage currently existing . . Size - ... give high 
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priority to retaining all IRS's over 25,000 acres because of their higher wildness 
value.  . . .  (192/1)                                                                                                    

71. ... protect and manage the remaining roadless areas of the Yaak as wilderness.  
(193/1)                                                                                                                       

72. The process for preserving Roadless areas is equally appalling, and once again 
needs to include options for returning relatively low elevation areas to their 
roadless state to protect biodiversity.  (195/2)                                                          

73. ... manage all roadless areas in the Yaak as roadless.  (198/1)                               
74. ... protect the last public roadless lands ... support the roadless initiative.  

(199/1)                                                                                                                       
75. I recommend that any IRA with less than 50% suitable timberland be protected 

because it will be uneconomical to manage it for timber production.  (2/4)              
76. We need to protect the last stands of true wilderness in this country.  . . .  help 

save the last of the Yaak's roadless areas.  (200/1)                                                 
77. Please manage all roadless areas in the Yaak as wilderness.  (201/1)                    
78. Most of the Inventoried Roadless Areas need to be managed under the Multiple 

Use and Sustained Yield Act.  . . .  Ten Lakes Scenic Area  . . .  It should remain 
a Scenic Area at the proposed 26,000 acres.  The remainder should be 
managed under multiple use concepts.  (204/15)                                                     

79. Manage all roadless areas in the Yaak as wilderness until they can be 
permanently protected.  (205/1)                                                                                

80. ... build no new roads into roadless areas.  (205/3)                                                 
81. Do not allow new logging in roadless areas of the Yaak.  (205/5)                            
82. Keep roadless areas roadless.  (206/1)                                                                    
83. Keep all roadless area roadless.  (207/1)                                                                 
84. ... keep any roadless areas roadless.  (210/1)                                                          
85. ... all roadless areas must be protected.  (211/2)                                                      
86. In all your management efforts I see no area to be left alone as a base line 

comparison area.  The area north of Magee is currently designated roadless.  
This area could be left completely alone and used as a base line comparative 
area to managed areas.  (213/1)                                                                              

87. Please keep all roadless areas roadless.  (214/1)                                                    
88. ... it is utterly important to conserve and preserve roadless, wild forests. These 

last places of wildness must be kept free of any roads.  (215/1)                              
89. ...  keep the roadless areas roadless.  (216/1)                                                          
90. I suggest that all remaining roadless areas remain roadless.  (217/1)                     
91. ...  Yaak Valley area .... should be left as wild as possible.  No more roads, and 

reasonable harvest in the areas already available.  (218/1)                                     
92. Please keep the roadless areas roadless.  (219/1)                                                   
93. If it's roadless now, don't touch it.  (222/1)                                                               
94. ...  keep the forest's last roadless areas intact, unlogged and unroaded.  (224/1)    
95. Please create a management plan that will manage all of the Kootenai's 

remaining roadless areas as wilderness.  (225/1)                                                    
96. ... wilderness areas .... Please recommend that these areas be kept primitive, 

and establish clear unambiguous, and enforceable standards by which to 
monitor them.  (227/1)                                                                                               
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97. I strongly support maintenance of roadless areas for wilderness values.  (228/1)   
98. It is also essential that the KNF manage all remaining roadless lands for 

roadless benefits and attributes: wilderness, primitive  (230/2)                                
99. Within the plan are several unroaded areas which are important to native flora 

and fauna as well as non-motorized recreational uses.  I encourage you to 
consider as much as the area for designation and management as wilderness to 
maintain the primitive, non-motorized character of the specific lands.  The areas 
I am particularly interested in are:  Scotchman Peaks, Cabinet Wilderness 
additions, Cataract Creek; Gold Hill, Northwest Peaks, Roderick, Pink Mtn in the 
Yaak area; and Ten Lakes Wilderness Study Area in the Whitefish Range.  
(231/2)                                                                                                                       

100. ... protect all areas designated currently as roadless or recommended 
wilderness from any kind of motorized use. This includes areas in the Cabinets, 
Scotchman Peaks, and Cataract Creek.  (234/1)                                                     

101. .... support of protecting Yaak Valley's last 15 roadless areas.  Please give these 
areas wilderness designation.  (237/1)                                                                    

102. Protect the roadless areas in the Cabinet Mountain Country, Yaak wildlands and 
Whitefish Range.  (238/1)                                                                                         

103. ... protect all unroaded lands from ORV's roads, and timber harvest.  (239/1)         
104. The inventoried roadless areas need to be managed as backcountry, not 

wilderness.  (24/4)                                                                                                     
105. Protect unroaded wildlands from roads, timber harvesting, and motorized 

vehicle traffic.  Designate these areas as recommended wilderness or manage 
them to fully protect their primitive, non-motorized character.  (240/1)                     

106. Keep all roadless areas roadless.  (243/1)                                                               
107. Additions to the Cabinet Mountains Wilderness are vital as it is so narrow.  Also 

some of the lower, more accessible areas should be included in the Wilderness.  
Unroaded areas need to be protected from resource extraction and off-road 
vehicle use and protected for the endangered grizzly bear and the invaluable 
old-growth forests.  The Scotchman Peaks area .... The roadless lands in this 
area should be recommended wilderness and/or managed to protect their 
primitive, non-motorized character.  . . .  Other areas needing protections are 
the wildlands in the Yaak - Gold Hill, Northwest Peaks, Roderick and Pink 
Mountain and the Ten Lakes WIlderness Study Area in the Whitefish Range.  
(247/1)                                                                                                                       

108. The fifteen remaining roadless areas of the Yaak should remain roadless and 
protected.  . . .  These areas should be designated wilderness ...  (248/1)              

109. ... protect the Kootenai's existing roadless areas from road construction and 
motorized traffic.    We are not opposed to timber harvest, thinning or burning in 
roadless areas, as long as these activities can be accomplished without road 
construction.  (249/1)                                                                                                

110. I ask that wilderness preservation and wilderness recovery should be the top 
priority for the new plan.  That includes protecting the last 15 roadless areas in 
the Yaak Valley.  (25/3)                                                                                             

111. Do not sacrifice these roadless lands to industrial development.  The remaining 
wildlands of your district should be fully protected as wilderness under the 1964 
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Wilderness Act.  These areas include the Scotchmen Peaks, Cabinet 
Wilderness Additions, Cataract Creek, Gold Hill, Northwest Peaks, Roderick, 
Pink Mountain, and the Ten Lakes Wilderness Study Area.  If wilderness is not 
possible, then these areas should be managed of r their primitive, non-
motorized character.  (250/1)                                                                                    

112. ... all inventoried and un-inventoried roadless areas should be designated as 
permanent wilderness areas per an act of congress.  (252/1)                                  

113. In the new forest plan please protect the IRA and wilderness areas for non-
motorized recreation ....  (253/1)                                                                               

114. ... protect unroaded wildlands from roads, timber harvesting, and motorized 
vehicle traffic.  Please designate these areas so that their primitive character is 
preserved.  (254/1)                                                                                                    

115. The Cabinet Mt Country and the Yaak Wildlands ... I would like to see them 
preserved and classified as recommended wilderness.  Unroaded areas should 
be protected and should be managed as primitive areas.  No motorized traffic.  
(255/1)                                                                                                                       

116. Please implement enforceable protections for roadless areas.  They should be 
officially designated as recommended wilderness and protected from off -road 
vehicles, logging, and road building.  I am especially concerned about the Ten 
Lakes area and areas around the Cabinet Wilderness.  (256/1)                              

117. Designate as "Recommended Wilderness" roadless areas that directly surround 
the Cabinet Mountains Wilderness Area (AKA, the "Cabinet Wilderness 
Additions").   In the Yaak area, the following roadless areas should be kept 
roadless for the foreseeable future:  Gold Hill area, Roderick area, and Pink 
Mountain.  Northwest Peaks should be designated "Recommended 
Wilderness".  (257/2)                                                                                                

118. I want to see the roadless and wilderness areas grow larger.  (258/1)                     
119. ... manage all of the Kootenai's last remaining roadless areas as wilderness. . .  

(259/1)                                                                                                                      
120. All of the Yaak's remaining roadless areas should be managed to preserve 

wilderness options, in the next forest plan.  (26/1)                                                    
121. ... that keeping all the unroaded areas on these forests roadless should be of 

primary concern in the Plan Revision, especially so since the Roadless 
Conservation Rule has been upheld in the courts.  (260/1)                                      

122. ... please protect these remaining areas with wilderness designation.  (261/1)        
123. All of the Yaak's last remaining roadless areas should be managed to preserve 

wilderness options, in the next Forest Plan.   . . .   must be managed for 
wilderness.  (27/1)                                                                                                    

124. It is urgent now to preserve definitively the last roadless areas, to let them 
untouched.  (28/1)                                                                                                     

125. Please protect the Yaak's last roadless areas!  (29/1)                                              
126. Protect these remaining roadless areas before it's too late for the water and the 

wood and the grizzly to ever recover.  (30/1)                                                            
127. Please change all fourteen inventoried and one uninventoried roadless areas in 

the Yaak to designated wilderness.  (31/1)                                                              
128. In the planning process the Forest Service must also identify unroaded areas 
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needing special protections and lay out how those areas will be protected.  The 
Forest Plan should provide that all roadless areas, road building, logging, and 
other development and resource extraction activities should be prohibited.  
Road building should be allowed only to prevent loss of life or property, if 
needed for outstanding rights or reserved rights, for natural resource clean up 
actions required by federal law, and to prevent irreparable resource damage.  
The primary goal for roadless areas in the forest plan should be no loss of 
roadless areas.  (32/17)                                                                                            

129. Roads have a devastating impact on aquatic species habitat, so transportation 
policy and protection of unroaded areas and IRAs should be a high priority.  
(32/21)                                                                                                                       

130. A significant portion of the forest's roadless areas would be recommended for 
wilderness designation . . . Roadless areas not recommended for wilderness 
would be managed in accordance with the recently approved Roadless Area 
Conservation Initiative.  . . .  all resource extraction should be prohibited.  
(32/30)                                                                                                                       

131. Roadless areas are to be kept roadless.  (34/3)                                                       
132. set aside the remaining fifteen roadless areas in the Yaak drainage as 

wilderness preserves.  (38/1)                                                                                   
133. ... a plan that manages the last roadless areas in these forests as wilderness 

particularly in the thinly connected archipelago of wildlands in the Yaak ...  
(39/1)                                                                                                                        

134. Protect the last roadless lands in the Kootenai National Forest Plan Revison - 
manage for wilderness.  (394/1)                                                                               

135. . . . please manage the roadless lands as wilderness. . .  (4/1)                                
136. I say we protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas!  (40/1)                                   
137. ... need to protect the last few small unroaded areas. . .  (401/2)                             
138. Keep the roadless areas roadless, connect the fragments, engage in local and 

NGO restoration collaborative ventures.  (401/8)                                                     
139. Drastic action is needed in the forest plan not only to preserve what little 

roadless core remains in the Yaak, and its wilderness character, ....  (401/9)          
140. ... roadless cores such as the Saddle Mountain IRA and Roderick and Grizzly 

Peak ... should be managed as biological additions to the NWS, more so than 
the old school traditional recreational wildernesses.  (401/10)                                 

141. Warland Peak and other reservoir side IRAs should also be managed for 
wilderness . . .  (401/11)                                                                                            

142. All fifteen remaining roadless areas in the Yaak should receive wilderness 
designation, and be connected through protection of the smaller roadless cores 
between them.  Additionally, the KNF needs to complete its partial inventory of 
roadless areas.  (401/12)                                                                                          

143. We support maintaining inventoried roadless areas in their present state and  
managing them for natural values, with OHV excluded.  (403/8)                              

144. It is imperative that the Forest Service protect roadless lands, both recognized 
IRA's and smaller, uninventoried areas.  (404/14)                                                    

145. I believe we do need some roadless areas but not to close or gate off millions of 
more acres.  (406/4)                                                                                                 
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146. KNF needs to protect the status of its IRA’s. Moving as many of these areas as 
possible into the protective status of wilderness is warranted.  (407/24)                  

147. Please protect all the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (410/1)                                       
148. The roadless inventory needs to be updated and erroneous omissions changed 

as well as development that has occurred since 1987  (417/6)                                
149. Protect all of Yaak's last roadless areas.  (42/1)                                                       
150. I would like to see these areas maintained and even increased.  (420/6)                
151. ... all roadless areas should be kept roadless.  (421/1)                                            
152. Update the roadless inventory before the DEIS and release it to the public for 

input.  Since 1987, things have changed.  (423/1)                                                    
153. Recommend all roadless areas for Wilderness designation and manage them as 

such in the interim.  (423/2)                                                                                      
154. Within the plan are several unroaded areas which are important to native flora 

and fauna as well as non-motorized recreational uses.  I encourage you to 
consider as much as the area for designation and management as wilderness to 
maintain the primitive, non-motorized character of the specific lands.  The areas 
I am particularly interested in are:  Scotchman Peaks, Cabinet Wilderness 
additions, Cataract Creek; Gold Hill, Northwest Peaks, Roderick, Pink Mtn in the 
Yaak area; and Ten Lakes Wilderness Study Area in the Whitefish Range.  
(424/4)                                                                                                                       

155. We also incorporate by reference the comments submitted by Lee Broberg, 
PHD and the attachments to those comments, which include a report titled 
Kootenai National Forest Uninventoried Roadless - Grizzly and Elk Habitat 
Value by Katherine Marieb and Lee Broberg.  (426/8)                                             

156. Set aside all roadless areas for wilderness designation.  (428/4)                             
157. In the next Forest Plan, all of the few remaining roadless areas should be 

managed to preserve wilderness options.  (429/1)                                                   
158. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (43/1)                                                 
159. Integrate the conservation area design developed for the Y2Y project.  Do not 

log or road roadless areas.  (435/9)                                                                          
160. All current roadless areas should remain roadless.  (437/1)                                    
161. The Draft EIS should supply information and analysis that will answer the 

following questions.  Do either of the forests presently have GIS capability, 
including ARC View/ARC info to map roadless areas that are between 1,000 
acres and 4,999 acres in size?  If one or both of the forests have the equipment 
and software to map the roadless areas describe has this process been started?  
If the process has been started, what is the month and year the process was 
started?  How many roadless areas as described exist on each forest and 
where are each of these roadless areas located on each forest?  Will this 
information be located at each forest supervisor's office/  If one or both of the 
forests do not presently have the GIS capability to map the roadless areas 
described what other methods are being used to locate these roadless areas on 
one or both forests?  If one or both of the forests will not have accurate data 
regarding roadless areas as described the Draft EIS should indicate each of the 
reasons why there is incomplete or unavailable information.....  (44/1)                    

162. I am a firm supporter of the 15 roadless areas in the Yaak Valley of 
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northwestern Montana.  . . .  Please don't let this resource disappear.  (45/1)         
163. we don't need no more roadless areas. . .  (457/4)                                                   
164. ... express my strong support in protecting the Yaak's last roadless areas.  

(46/1)                                                                                                                         
165. I urge you to keep the remaining roadless areas in the Kootenai in tack!  Even 

1,000 acre areas need to remain roadless.  (47/1)                                                   
166. Maintain buffer zones around such areas.  (477/9)                                                  
167. Please protect all of the Yaak's last remaining roadless areas!  (48/1)                    
168. Expand roadless areas.  (480/11)                                                                             
169. Inventoried Roadless Areas should remain so and the recent administrative 

decision to ignore the need to identify additional IRA's should be repealed.  
(485/4)                                                                                                                      

170. Roadless areas and old growth forests should be left intact.  (486/1)                      
171. IRA's should be left roadless and no commercial extraction should be allowed in 

those areas.  (490/9)                                                                                                
172. ... protect all roadless areas in the forest.  (494/1)                                                    
173. ... protect the last fifteen roadless areas in the Yaak Valley.  (495/1)                      
174. I urge you in the strongest possible way to protect all remaining roadless areas 

in the Yaak, and to protect roadless areas as small as 1,000 acres.  (50/1)            
175. I'd like to express my support for preserving roadless areas in Montana's Yaak 

valley.  (52/1)                                                                                                            
176. Roadless areas 1000 acres or larger should be protected for biological diversity 

and conservation.  (525/1)                                                                                       
177. All roadless areas should be preserved as such  (526/3)                                         
178. Maintain roadless areas -- Elk Creek -- as roadless  (527/1)                                    
179. I'd like to voice again the observation that each of the fourteen roadless lands is 

linked to the other -- that they are a continuum, a line of stacked dominoes, or 
braided rope.  Protecting one calls for the adjacent one to be protected; injuring 
the wilderness capacity of one affects the wilderness capacity of the others.  
(529/2)                                                                                                                       

180. We also discussed how to initiate a review of roadless lands that might have 
been overlooked on the Kootenai.  In the near past, we have discovered areas 
such as Robinson, Saddle, and West Fork roadless areas that were not at that 
time included in the roadless inventory, despite meeting all the protocol and 
standards.  There are at least two areas --Marmot Mountain and Beetle Hill/Lost 
Horse--that may fall into this category...hydrologically neutral--that thinly 
separate the various components of this fourteen-island archipelago of 
wildness...with numerous alternative routes circumscribing with redundancy the 
affected area.  (529/4)                                                                                               

181. I urge you in the strongest possible terms to protect all remaining roadless areas 
in the Yaak, and to protect roadless areas as small as 1,000 acres.  (53/1)            

182. ...15 remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley.  (531/1)                                     
183. ...protection of the remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley.  (532/1)                
184. ...protection of the 15 remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley  (53D/1)           
185. ... I'm asking you to protect the roadless areas of the Yaak Valley.  (54/1)              
186. I urge you to work for protecting the roadless areas of the Yaak Valley.  (55/1)      
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187. I urge you to do whatever you can to protect the remaining roadless areas in the 
Yaak Valley.  (56/1)                                                                                                   

188. I urge you in the strongest possible terms to protect all remaining roadless areas 
in the Yaak, and to protect roadless areas as small as 1,000 acres.  (57/1)            

189. ... save the roadless areas to protect against habitat damage.  (58/1)                     
190. ... protect remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley.  (59/1)                               
191. . . . we encourage you to recommend all remaining roadless areas on the IPNF 

as wilderness.  (6/1)                                                                                                  
192. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  No new roads.  (60/1)                        
193. ... remaining roadless area should remain that way.  (61/1)                                     
194. Protection for the last 15 roadless areas in the Yaak valley.  (62/1)                         
195. The remaining unfragmented lands in the KNF should be conserved.  Both the 

current inventoried roadless areas and the large roadless areas that have not 
been inventoried by the roadless area program must be kept roadless and must 
have a hands off policy as far as timber extraction of any kind.  ...  1,000 acres 
or larger throughout the KNF that have somehow been ignored by the roadless 
area program.  (63/2)                                                                                                

196. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (64/1)                                                
197. All remaining inventoried roadless areas of 1000 acres or more need to be 

removed from any considerations for future logging, road building or motorized 
travel.  (68/1)                                                                                                             

198. Protect all the last roadless areas of the Yaak Valley.  (69/1)                                  
199. The Kinnikinnick Chapter does not believe the Forest Service needs to provide 

access for all the machines and transportation modes available today, beyond 
some of those already open.  (7/5)                                                                           

200. Maintain current roadless areas as roadless.  (70/2)                                                
201. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (72/1)                                                 
202. Please consider the McGee roadless area for wilderness designation.  (75/4)        
203. I strongly support the protection of the remaining 15 roadless areas on the 

national forest.  . . .  I urge the Forest Service to recommend these areas to 
congress for wilderness designation.  (77/1)                                                           

204. We urge you to look at your roadless areas with eyes that see more than 
wilderness as a management option.  (78/5)                                                            

205. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (79/1)                                                 
206. Let the roadless areas stay roadless.  (81/5)                                                            
207. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (83/1)                                                 
208. Keep existing roadless areas roadless.  (85/1)                                                         
209. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (86/1)                                                 
210. Protect all the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (87/1)                                                     
211. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas!  (88/1)                                                 
212. Keep people in the equation.  Pay attention to the voters in Northwest Montana 

who legally addressed roadless plans in an official general election.  (9/3)             
213. I urge you to protect the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (92/1)                                     
214. Protect all of the Yaak's last roadless areas.  (93/1)                                                
215. The Yaak Valley is 97% public land . . . It is extremely important that we 

preserve our roadless areas in this valley.  (96/1)                                                    
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216. Protect the last remaining roadless areas in the Yaak Valley and other wild 
forest places.  (97/2)                                                                                                 

217. All of the Yaak's last remaining roadless areas should be managed to preserve 
wilderness options, in the next forest plan.  (98/1)                                                    

 
Scenery - 1800 
 
1. Regarding scenery management, large openings created by stand-replacement 

wildfire are an unavoidable fact of forested ecosystems and should be 
accounted for in managing for scenery and/or aesthetics.  (152/14)                        

2. As you seek to identify how scenery management may be used in conjunction 
with ecosystem management objectives, we recommend that you utilize harvest 
units as opportunities to educate the public about good forestry and resource 
management.  (221/2)                                                                                              

3. Scenery Management has been in my experience an observation completely 
ignored in the Yaak.  ...Viewsheds should be honored.  (401/17)                            

4. ... concerned about the aesthetics of the designated areas because they do not 
appear to be providing a healthy area for the vegetation they are trying to 
protect.  (503/2)                                                                                                        

5. No mention of visual impressions of forest service actions are represented or 
considered.  (75/2)                                                                                                    

6. Scenic vistas are essential to the preservation of economic values to 
homeowners, marinas, and other lake related businesses.  (89/3)                          

7. The new forest management plan must take into account viewsheds, erosion 
weed dispersal and soil compaction.  (96/3)                                                             

 
Social - 1900 
 
1. Sustainable communities should be a high priority and not secondary to 

endangered species.  (10/3)                                                                                     
2. Define impacts on rural communities.  . . .  A real study needs to be done on 

what specific activities will generate what impacts.  (102/16)                                   
3. The new plan should recognize the impact of forest policy on local economy and 

culture to the extent that these considerations are given equal or pre-eminent 
place in the planning  (425/4)                                                                                    

4. Give equal consideration to the impact of forest policy on local culture and 
economy.   Ultimately the forests should be managed for the benefit of people, 
with the highest considerations given to those closest to the forest who will 
necessarily be impacted the most by FS actions.  (425/13)                                     

5. Social and economic factors need to be honestly assessed.  (6/6)                          
6. Forest planning should explicitly take into consideration the immediate and long 

term needs of wildlife and people.  (68/7)                                                                 
 
Economic - 1901 
 
1. The economic analysis which reflects the financial effect of the plan on 
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communities and residents should be a integral component of the plan.  (10/2)      
2. Fairly value all of the assets and products.   In 1987 this was not done.  

Extraction products such as timber were valued much higher than non-market 
products such as recreation days or elk.  The revision needs to take an honest 
and fair look at all values the forest provides.  (102/9)                                             

3. It is also imperative that we recognize the economic importance of protecting 
natural resources for the future.  (114/6)                                                                  

4. Expanded programs for restoration specifically directed towards local 
employment.  (115/5)                                                                                                

5. Consider a total view of the Kootenai ... lumber is only a small view.  (127/3)         
6. The Forest Service should do more to promote smaller timber sales for local 

and regional loggers, thus helping to create a more sustainable local economy.  
(139/3)                                                                                                                       

7. We would like to see the KIPZ team do a thorough economic analysis of timber 
supply in the two forests.  (151/13)                                                                           

8. When incorporating social and cultural values into the development of 
alternatives and desired future conditions, please consider that many of us live 
here for a multitude of reasons.  . . .  The USFS needs to strike a balance 
between preserving this landscape and in providing for local economies.  
(152/15)                                                                                                                     

9. Economics of timber sales should also be discussed in the Forest Plan.  
Specifically address the economic impacts of rollbacks and price reductions in 
the appraisal of timber, their impact on bid values, and the net impact to the US 
treasury . . . .  discuss the current and estimated volumes offered, sold and 
harvested stratified for both the stewardship and commodity timber sale 
programs over the last decade.  (154/8)                                                                  

10. There is a need in the new forest plan to develop some checks and balances to 
protect the social and economic needs of Lincoln County.  (158/8)                         

11. Please aid small economy and don't sell our resources to international mega-
corporations.  (19/4)                                                                                                 

12. The only way a N.F. can contribute to the local economy is by making a land 
base available for permitted uses.  ...  The main question the forest planner has 
to solve is what balance of these two drastically different types of land bases will 
you provide for?  (2/5)                                                                                               

13. Recreation is not just a value to be weighed against economic productivity, it is 
in and of itself a significant economic driver.  (32/9)                                                 

14. The desire to provide economic benefits to local communities cannot override or 
dictate that sustainability be the top priority of all forest planning.  (32/10)              

15. ... closing of specific areas for the Endangered Species.  Please use a common 
sense approach and seriously consider the economic impact these closures will 
have to the Priest Lake Basin.  (405/2)                                                                    

16. ... it is stated that the Spokane area has a large social and economic influence 
here.  How is the consideration of the Spokane area figured into the recreation 
analysis?  Is the type of recreation from this area important to know?  If not, why 
not.  I think that that would be important to know for economic and use impact 
on different parts of the forest.  (409/2)                                                                     
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17. ... keep in mind the sustainability of communities as well as ecosystems.  
(411/1)                                                                                                                      

18. Per capita personal income needs more in depth analysis.  For example the 
national trends for rural areas are not shown or explained.  Is  (417/2)                    

19. Not considering the economic opportunities lost due to reduced access in an 
area that desperately needs economic stimulus.  (440/1)                                        

20. Consider community stability in forest planning especially in timber dependent 
rural areas.  (444/2)                                                                                                  

21. ... economic and social portions of the AMS should stress the financial and 
social obligations the Forest Service has to rural communities. . .  (476/1)              

22. ... the closing of specific areas for the Endangered Species.  Please use a 
common sense approach and seriously consider the economic impact these 
closures will have to the Priest Lake Basin.  (482/2)                                                

23. The KNF give special status to the concerns and needs of the human population 
that live in the land that adjoin the KNF, when making plans of action within the 
KNF.  (484/2)                                                                                                           

24. implement a plan that will put those wonderful people to work restoring and 
caring for the forests without subjecting them to commercial resource extraction  
(526/1)                                                                                                                       

25. A fair analysis of the economic impacts must be presented.  The 1987 Forest 
Plan was unfair as to how it valued non-market goods.  (6/8)                                  

26. The IPNF needs to do a fair an honest analysis of the relationship between 
logging on the IPNF and the impacts on the local economy.  If the IPNF believes 
it need to make a positive contribution to rural economies, it should explore 
effective ways to make the biggest impact per taxpayer dollar.  (6/10)                   

27. Follow your guidelines of protecting our economy and our culture.  (9/4)                
28. The new forest plan must promote sustainable local economies.  (90/1)                 
 
Soil Productivity - 2000 
 
1. No fertilizers should be used near streams and wetlands.  (152/9)                          
2. Address the effects of logging and nutrient cycling particularly on potassium 

limited soils.  (154/10)                                                                                               
3. When soils are torn up with recreation, logging, etc. they should be closed to 

public access until healed.  Dead material needs to be placed on the ground for 
faster decomposition - it should not be piled up or burned and left to smolder.  
(16/6)                                                                                                                         

4. I suggest you drop the soil productivity issue.  You cannot make a significant 
increase in the fertility of the soil over the life of the plan.  Any recommended 
techniques for improvement can be incorporated thru forest wide mgmt. 
direction.  (2/1)                                                                                                          

5. I feel that to develop criteria to maintain and restore soil productivity on 
potassium and other nutrient limited solid is too site specific and should not be 
included in a forest plan.  This does not need to be addressed as there is a 
need to maintain or enhance soil productivity.  However, since it is a site specific 
issue, it should be addressed in and EIS or EA.  (204/9)                                         
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6. The Forest Plans must include a definition of "soil productivity" that can be 
measured and compared to baseline conditions.  (422/3)                                        

7. The FS must disclose the number of acres of detrimentally disturbed soils, 
broken down by the management action or actions that have affected each 
activity area within each watershed.  (422/5)                                                            

8. Impacts to soils in the last 15 years need to be disclosed.  What areas suffered 
loses due to higher than normal erosion in the past 15 years and why?  (6/15)       

 
Erosion/Slope Stability - 2001 
 
1. How are the cumulative effects of soil compaction and displacement being 

monitored and quantified? Given the increasingly mechanized nature of logging 
systems, the USFS needs to revisit soil compaction and displacement standards 
and ensure through diligent monitoring efforts that these standards are actually 
being met.  These standards need to be set at a level that will allow natural 
recovery to exceed additional displacement and compaction.  (152/10)                  

2. While current policy management allows up to 15% soil compaction on Suitable 
timberland, areas that are often overlooked are log landing sites and burn pile 
sites. Very few if any appear to receive any rehabilitation after timber harvest 
activities occur. These sites are in turn colonized by Weeds and then because 
of their location become vectors for the further distribution of weed seed in the 
interior forest. The KNF needs to address this issue.  (407/17)                                

 
Timber Production - 2100 
1. I strongly support the concept of alternative extraction of timber techniques that 

offer possibilities to reduce forest fuel loads.  The challenge will always be 
conforming to timber sale requirements, but alternatives such as Lake Face 
Lamb must be explored.  (1/1)                                                                                  

2. Salvage of fire damaged timber should be paramount in this programmatic EIS.  
(10/7)                                                                                                                         

3. A figure which represents the sustained yield of our timber lands should be our 
goal.  (10/8)                                                                                                               

4. A Salvage program for small operators should be initiated which allows salvage 
on any area which does not require road building to harvest timber which is 
dead, dying or has lost its life support system.  (10/9)                                              

5. Below cost timbers sales must not be allowed.  (102/3)                                           
6. The new forest plans must fundamentally change the long standing policies of 

accommodating extractive industry at the expense of the public's land and 
wildlife.  (104/2)                                                                                                        

7. The new forest plans must fundamentally alter the industrial scale commodity 
production course the forest have been on, replacing it with one grounded on 
the sound, scientifically based protection of the public land and wildlife resource 
first and foremost, followed by a commitment to real multiple use management, 
that is both ecologically and economically defensible.  (104/4)                                

8. The plan move away from the large clearcuts that have characterized its past 
and on going management.  It must be more sensitive to viewsheds, erosion, 
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weed dispersal and soil compaction.  (108/4)                                                           
9. Timber harvesting provisions in the new forest plan must focus on trees in the 

10 to 14 inch dbh size class.  (110/2)                                                                       
10. The new forest plan must exclude the practice of clearcuts.  (110/5)                       
11. . . .  no more large clearcuts should be permitted, especially in the Yaak Valley.  

(122/4)                                                                                                                      
12. The plan should focus on small scale logging of small diameter timber designed 

to protect around population centers.  There should be no logging in the 
roadless areas.  These contracts should support the local economy by 
encouraging small timber sales to local loggers.  The  (137/5)                                 

13. Also important is finding ways to provide sales for local loggers such as small 
diameter projects in already roaded areas to help toward fuels reduction.  
(142/5)                                                                                                                       

14. ... more emphasis should be placed on logging small diameter trees and leaving 
more of the large diameter trees for wildlife.  (142/6)                                               

15. New vision for this area should not just include but promote small timber sales 
near communities and already roaded areas targeted at the local economies 
and local fire suppression plans.  (143/4)                                                                 

16. Of particular concern are trees in the 10"-14" size class, which are easily utilized 
by the local mill.  The new Forest Plan must encourage the utilization of this size 
class, while protecting for once the last of the larger diameter trees ...  (144/2)       

17. Our new Forest Plan must reflect a move away from large clearcuts and be 
more sensitive to viewsheds, erosion, weed dispersal, and soil compaction.  No 
more large clearcuts.  (144/4)                                                                                   

18. Please create smaller sales that would employ our small local loggers instead of 
the giant logging units of the past.  (144/7)                                                               

19. The Forest Service should re-evaluate whether the earlier timber production 
projections are realistic and attainable, and develop new projections which 
protect the non-renewable resources of soil, water, wildlife and fish.  (147/5)         

20. Encourage utilization of the 10 to 14 inch class trees . . . are most likely to cause 
fuel loading and are most easily used by local mills while preserving the 
remaining stands of old growth trees . . .  (149/2)                                                     

21. Abandon large clearcuts in favor of an increased sensitivity toward viewsheds, 
erosion, weed dispersal, and soil compaction.  (149/3)                                            

22. Promote small sales for local loggers rather than awarding contracts to large 
logging units . . .  (149/6)                                                                                          

23. Design projects in roaded areas on a smaller scale . . . and that targets smaller 
diameter sized trees.  (151/2)                                                                                   

24. The YVFC would like to see an end to regeneration harvests in the Yaak, except 
for unusual circumstances such as an even aged forest close to private land 
that has been impacted by disease, blowdown or fire and is a fire threat.  
(151/8)                                                                                                                       

25. If, in the course of Forest Plan Revision, previously managed timber stands are 
deemed unsuitable for future timber production a mechanism needs to remain in 
place that will ensure that any planned or needed planting or thinning is still 
accomplished.  (152/11)                                                                                           
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26. Rather than defining a set numeric target, use a minimum and maximum 
approach to identifying timber sale volume targets.  (152/12)                                  

27. Any changes to timber sale volumes, grazing levels, and recreation use 
associated with each alternative should include a specific list of mitigations that 
will offset the effects of these changes to the environment, local communities, 
and specific sites and species affected.  (152/13)                                                    

28. ... firewood gatherers driving off-road or dragging firewood further across the 
forest floor.  Cumulatively, firewood gathering is probably resulting in soil 
displacement and compaction across the forest.  The increased difficulty in 
finding and gathering firewood also results in many wildlife-quality snags being 
unnecessarily taken.  The USFS needs to remedy this problem by allowing for 
some rotation of open and closed roads with firewood cutters in mind.  (152/22)    

29. The Fortine District of the KNF should be commended on their community 
firewood lot program.  This is a great service to the local community and a great 
way to improve timber utilization.  Efforts such as this should be a secondary 
benefit to the local community that is strived for in every timber sale on the KNF 
and IPNF.  I would suggest creating such a program for each Ranger District 
covered under the revised Forest Plan.  (152/23)                                                    

30. The revised forest plan should recommend fewer lands for timber production 
(the timber focus should be on thinning of small diameter trees in previously 
roaded/logged areas and along the WUI), and should propose more lands for 
ecological restoration, including prescribed fire and road removal, and 
Wilderness designation.  (153/5)                                                                              

31. Commercial logging efforts should be described as timber sales if that is the 
primary purpose of these projects.  ... be based on pre-existing road systems.  . 
. . state that road construction and logging will not be placed on hazardous land 
types.  Selective cutting should be preferred over shelterwood or seed tree 
cutting.  . . .  Logging efforts should emphasize the use of wheeled vehicles over 
tracked vehicles.  (154/7)                                                                                          

32. ... develop commercial uses for smaller diameter trees.  . . .  prescribed burns 
where and when appropriate will save associated costs with road construction 
and maintenance. . .  (154/11)                                                                                 

33. Identifying where local logging would work in the valley without further long-term 
habitat degradation, and the places outside of core areas that would ideally be 
classified as "off limits";  (155/9)                                                                               

34. Creation of value-added and small diameter opportunities, not only places to 
log, but ways to market the product.  (155/10)                                                         

35. I'd like to see the KNF (and Idaho Panhandle) shift their focus from frenzied high 
volume extraction of large diameter material and road building into a landscape 
where restoration is the dominant activity.  (156/7)                                                  

36. The 40 acre opening standard also needs to be revisited.  (158/2)                          
37. ... under natural conditions fire would have burned into and through some 

segments of streams, reducing fuel levels and revitalizing riparian vegetation.  
Management activities should emulate this natural process and standards 
should be designed to allow some levels of harvest in riparian areas.  (158/3)        

38. A standard should be developed which lays out a management strategy for the 
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timber management areas.  (158/7)                                                                          
39. The revision must address the need to act on catastrophic occurrences, such as 

wind, fire, insect, etc. in a timely manner.  (158/17)                                                 
40. Commercial logging should end in the national forest.  (16/2)                                  
41. No clearcuts or bare openings by any other name.  Make natural, odd shaped 

openings with no sharp edges.  . . .   Consider winter logging to minimize soil 
disturbances and weed invasions.   . . .  Are there ways the FS can encourage 
use of smaller timber?  (165/6)                                                                                 

42. Logging in the Kootenai should be mainly occurring in the lowlands next to 
existing roads and private lands, and should consist of thinning small diameter 
trees.  . . .  streams . . . 300' buffers within which no trees are taken nor ground 
disturbed.  (166/9)                                                                                                     

43. The Forest Service should not look for ways to approve every timber sale or 
proposed action that is seeking approval.  (176/11)                                                 

44. It is my sincerest recommendation that forest extraction practices assume a 
focus on conservational awareness in regards land impact.  (177/1)                       

45. ... we would like to encourage the KNF to incorporate smaller, sustainable 
timber sales for local loggers in the Yaak Valley and on the entire forest.  . . .  
Smaller diameter timber is becoming readily available and sales in that arena 
would do great things for the local economy and fire prevention.  We would like 
to see these sales take place by utilizing existing roads . . .  and would 
encourage winter logging whenever applicable.  (181/2)                                         

46. ... the new plan needs to take a hard look at no commercial harvest on FS 
lands.  (195/5)                                                                                                           

47. Areas ravaged by clear cutting decades ago remain as scarred and indelible 
tributes to logging techniques which should never again be tolerated.  Please  
monitor leased USDA projects with this as a prime goal.  (203/1)                            

48. There is a need to have measurable standards for timber sale volume 
(expressed in thousand board feet), grazing levels and other goods or services 
available from the forest.  Local businesses need this information for their 
planning and development purposes.  (204/10)                                                       

49. Focus harvesting efforts on trees that are 10-14" in diameter, leaving 
increasingly rare larger diameter trees and protecting the remaining last old 
growth forest.  (206/2)                                                                                               

50. Stop once and for all clear cuts . . .  (206/4)                                                             
51. . . . create small sale alternatives rather than giant logging units of the past.  

(206/7)                                                                                                                       
52. When timber sales are necessary, create sales that would employ small local 

loggers, rather than attract large outside logging companies who are less 
responsible with regard to the condition of our timber stands.  (207/7)                    

53. There are plenty of trees in the 10-14 inch class and that these can be utilized 
by the local mills.  Pleas concentrate any future logging in these areas  . . .  any 
future clear cutting limited to small areas only.  (210/3)                                            

54. I oppose clear cutting . . .  develop a management program that utilizes small 
group selection and single tree selection . . .  (211/4)                                              

55. With implementation of single tree selection and small group selection 
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management the FS should conduct small sales so that local persons can be 
employed.  (211/7)                                                                                                   

56. Keep timber sales small.  (214/6)                                                                            
57. The new forest plan also needs to protect all areas of large-diameter trees. It 

would be best to only cut trees with smaller diameters, of 10 to 14 inches, which 
would be used in local mills.  (215/2)                                                                        

58. Clearcutting must be stopped.  For those areas that have been damaged by 
logging, restoration should be implemented.  (216/4)                                               

59. Sales need to be designed with restoration and the future in mind and geared 
towards small local loggers.  (217/5)                                                                        

60. The new Forest Plan must reflect a move away from clearcuts and be more 
sensitive to viewsheds, erosion, weed dispersal, and soil compaction.  (219/4)      

61. Smaller sales must be created that would employ snall, local loggers.  (219/7)       
62. No more clearcuts, for any reason, ever.  (222/5)                                                    
63. None of these things would preclude logging, particularly of smaller trees in 

areas where this can be accomplished in an environmentally sensitive and 
sustainable manner.  Timber sales to small local operators could best 
accomplish this and, of course, provide much needed employment.  (226/3)          

64. I feel it is imperative for the KNF to seek a balanced forest plan. I feel the 
existing forest plan was heavily weighted to the interests of the timber industry 
and I would hope and trust that in the upcoming iteration, that this bias will be 
corrected.   .... It is essential that the NKF manage the developed lands so that 
they truly sustain long-term forest health, including water, wildlife, and fiber 
production.  (230/1)                                                                                                   

65. We need to continue logging and managing the forests for fire suppression.  
Proper logging (no clear cutting, prevent erosion and take precautions around 
stream and rivers) will not harm our forests.  (232/5)                                               

66. The Yaak area has been so heavily logged, at least what you can see from the 
road. Please protect Gold Hill, Northwest Peaks, Roderick, and Pink Mt.  We are 
having heavy logging south of 200 between Heron and  (234/2)                              

67. We do however, care about aesthetics so any logging practices that can help to 
keep the landscape pleasing to the eye should obviously be encouraged.  We 
also encourage the USFS's efforts to thin areas to promote the growth of 
desired species of trees.  (24/3)                                                                                

68. ... the forest should concentrate timber management activities on productive 
timberlands.  (249/3)                                                                                                 

69. ... the Allowable Sale Quantity will need to be modified in the revised plan.  It is 
my belief that sustainable harvests could easily exceed the volumes actually 
harvested in the past five years.  (249/6)                                                                  

70. Greatly reduced access by motor vehicle traffic and reductions in large-scale 
wholesale timber harvest should be high priority for any management plans.  
Except in emergency cases such as for management of epiphytotics, insect 
infestations, or as salvage operations after natural disasters.  (25/1)                       

71. I do not believe that clearcutting should be allowed on any forest service land.  
(25/2)                                                                                                                         

72. For the sake of both long-term local economy and immediate as well as long-
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term health of the forest, it is essential to harvest timber in small sales units 
instead of larger scale tracts.  The practice of clearcutting has no place in the 
normal management of national forest land.  (25/5)                                                 

73. Promote recreational use of the forest and small sustainable logging jobs with 
new roads being built.  (253/4)                                                                                 

74. Relax regulations on the logging of diseased or standing dead trees in 2nd 
growth forests.  Re-open certain areas that have been logged in the past (re-
open 2nd-growth forested areas to logging activity).  Refurbish certain old 
abandoned logging roads for logging activity.  Allow increased cutting of small 
diameter trees.  Allow increased thinning activities in 2nd-growth forests.  
(257/1)                                                                                                                       

75. The Kootenai National Forest must be kept in a condition that will sustain long-
term logging activities for the local economy.  A relaxation of certain regulations 
must be a part of the revised Forest Plan.  (257/3)                                                   

76. The Kootenai National Forest is the most cut-over, fragmented forest in the 
state.  It must move away from the large clear cuts that characterize its past and 
ongoing management.  (26/5)                                                                                  

77. Support local, small loggers, smaller sales.  Avoid large logging units (clear 
cuts).  (26/8)                                                                                                              

78. Due to past Forest Service management policies of unsustainable harvest, 
clearcutting of old growth forests and fire suppression, we are left with a forest 
crowded with trees mostly 17"dbh or less. . . .  . We would like to see the Forest 
Service design small, less intensive sales that take these smaller diameter trees 
and employ local loggers. The primary focus of these sales should be 
restoration of our forest with the added benefit of employing local people.  
(260/5)                                                                                                                       

79. Maximize the timber harvest on the Kootenai and Idaho Panhandle National 
Forest.  (3/1)                                                                                                             

80. When considering the sustainability of resource extraction activities, the forest 
plan must consider not just whether the resource being extracted can be 
sustained under the proposed activity, but also whether other resources being 
impacted by the resource extraction can be sustained.  . . .  When logging is 
proposed, the Forest Service must consider not just whether aquatic resources 
can withstand the impact of the logging activity in the long term and be 
maintained in healthy condition.  (32/3)                                                                    

81. I also support logging to clean up dead and infected trees.  This would greatly 
help fire fighting.  (33/2)                                                                                            

82. I'm asking that the new forest plan make the logical next step of focusing future 
extraction on the abundant supply of overstocked smaller diameter trees from 
the existing infrastructure of roads, rather than trying to chase down the last of 
the largest remaining trees . . . and that the Kootenai make the major transition 
from an extraction driven operation to a restoration driven forest.  (39/2)                

83. . . . prohibit large clearcuts (40 acres and larger) as they do not mimic fire of any 
severity.  (4/3)                                                                                                          

84. The type of timber, rather than board feet, should be paramount, as should the 
location.  The backcountry is a cost ineffective place to work in the Yaak, and 
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throughout the KIPZ and work should be focused on interface areas, and along 
existing open roads.  (401/6)                                                                                    

85. We support a strategy of identifying realistic, sustainable production in which 
timber harvest serves as a tool to achieve desired future forest condition. ...  
Although lacking in timber value, deciduous trees are important components of 
our mixed forests.  ... They and understory trees should be studied and planned 
for.  (403/11)                                                                                                             

86. ... a concerted effort at road removal and the abandonment of clearcutting in all 
of its forms must occur.  (404/4)                                                                              

87. Before the Forest Service attempts to identify more areas for timber production . 
. . they must study the cumulative effects of past and recent management on the 
forest as a whole.  (404/8)                                                                                        

88. The agency should develop science based, enforceable standards for forestry 
practices.  ... Technology requirements should be developed for some areas, 
such as using only smaller machinery, helicopter or horses to haul logs.  (404/9)   

89. Post fire salvage logging is ecologically indefensible the way it is currently 
practiced.  Naturally occurring disturbance such as fire, disease, insect 
outbreaks and windthrow should not be viewed as opportunities to design large 
timber sales.  (404/12)                                                                                              

90. ... we should increase the timber harvest but not the clear cutting of the past.  
(406/1)                                                                                                                       

91. Small sale opportunities of themselves or within the context of larger projects 
need to be considered the norm and not the exception.  (407/14)                           

92. A small operator scale fuel reduction program that emphasizes secondary 
material utilization should be instituted.  (407/15)                                                     

93. Suitable timberlands should be tied with soils, as not every inch of forest can 
grow a tree. Among limitations here are included riparian areas and steep 
slopes.  (407/16)                                                                                                       

94. I like seeing the areas, which have been selectively harvested.  (41/2)                   
95. The use of logging as the primary tool to manage the forest and return it to the 

center of its natural range of variability.  (415/4)                                                       
96. Outbreaks of diseased, wind thrown, fire damaged and stands of dying timber 

removed within 6 months to 1 year.  (415/8)                                                             
97. Use "temporary" (2 to 3 years) roads to assist in more timber harvest 

opportunities. These could and should be used within designated "roadless 
areas".  (415/15)                                                                                                      

98. A closer analysis of "suitable" lands in terms of economics is needed to clearly 
disclose what lands are available for timber harvest.  (417/3)                                  

99. If we don't maintain the health of our forest, via selective logging, we will do 
more damage in the long run, via forest fires, than environmentally friendly 
logging will ever do.  (418/5)                                                                                    

100. ... we need to continue to work towards smart use of our timber resources.  We 
need to balance economic needs with forest health needs.  I also think we need 
to continue to find the best practices for extracting timber in a manner that limits 
impact to the forest.  (420/3)                                                                                    

101. Please disclose what percentage of the "Suitable for Timber Production" acres 
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identified in Table 1-5 on page 39 of the AMS Technical Report were logged 
from the KNF and IPNF using regeneration-type methods in the time period 
displayed in Figures 1-23 and 1-24 on page 41.  (422/6)                                         

102. Utilize the timber resource instead of allowing it to be wasted through wildfire 
and disease.  (425/12)                                                                                              

103. ... no more huge clearcuts.  (429/2)                                                                          
104. There needs to be more opportunities opened up for selective logging.  (431/3)     
105. You need to consider above all that our lively hood here in the northwest 

depends on timber production . . .  (433/1)                                                               
106. Vigorous small sales program non-competitive green slips.  (434/3)                       
107. End all commercial logging on national forests except in the rare case when a 

ponderosa pine stand can be restored.  (435/1)                                                       
108. Eliminate timber production . . .  (435/4)                                                                  
109. Logging - sales should be kept small and designed specifically to increase local 

participation.  No old growth should ever be cut.  No clearcuts should be 
allowed.  Below cost subsidized timber sales should be eliminated.  Salvage 
sales should exclude living trees.  (437/5)                                                                

110. Firewood - the Forest Service should open some closed roads (on a rotating 
basis) for summer and early fall firewood collection.  Collection should be limited 
to dead trees within 100 yards of the road.  (437/9)                                                 

111. ... the forest should be better managed for fuels reduction and timber 
production.  (438/1)                                                                                                  

112. Timber sales increased to better manage the forest.  (439/2)                                  
113. ... more timber cutting, especially clear cutting in order to provide more and 

better wildlife habitat.  (441/3)                                                                                   
114. Preserve ecological sustainability and restoration in determining timber sales, 

prioritize small sales accessible to local logging companies.  (444/1)                      
115. Clean up dead and dying trees - thin and log for insect control.  (448/2)                 
116. Lack of sustainable log supply for area sawmills.  (449/2)                                       
117. No more frivolous law suits.  We need more logging of dead and burned timber.  

(450/2)                                                                                                                       
118. Start managing the forest by using private small and large folks that could 

actually farm the forests.  (452/2)                                                                             
119. There is too much dead trees and under growth that needs to be cleaned up 

and thinned out.  (453/1)                                                                                          
120. We need more timber sales to thin out the heavy growth of lodgepole (more 

green slip sales).  (453/2)                                                                                         
121. Faster process in the harvesting of burned timber.  (454/7)                                     
122. We need to harvest more timber. . .  (457/2)                                                            
123. We are concerned that fear of wildfires is being used as a political tool to 

promote the Bush Administrations pro-logging policies.  We are also concerned 
that wildfire prevention and forest health may be used to justify logging and 
clearcuts in healthy OG and environmentally sensitive areas regardless.  (458/4)  

124. We do not oppose sustainable, responsible logging in appropriate areas of the 
national forest.  We are concerned that some inappropriate areas of the forest 
may be included in future timber sales . . . We do not support subsidized 
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logging.  (458/5)                                                                                                        
125. Increase timber production to stop fire danger and put people back to work also 

to make forest healthy again.  (459/1)                                                                      
126. Lack of timber production will eventually cause loss of varied habitat.  (460/2)       
127. My main concerns in timber productions is responsibility.  I am concerned about 

roads and stream degradation as well as cutting in wetlands.  (463/3)                    
128. I believe that we need more stewardship type sales both large and small.  

(466/2)                                                                                                                       
129. Do not allow clearcuts.  Do not harvest timber at a rate that is higher than the 

forest mortality rate.  (470/3)                                                                                     
130. No more clear cutting.  (471/3)                                                                                 
131. Cutting only on sustained yield basis maintaining maximum diversity of tree 

species.  (472/3)                                                                                                       
132. Cut trees on sustained yield basis, protect old growth, no clear cutting causing 

erosion.  (472/11)                                                                                                     
133. No clear cutting, control erosion and limit logging roads.  Cut on sustained yield 

basis only.  (472/18)                                                                                                  
134. Focus on local loggers!  No more clearcuts -selective log taking small diameter 

trees.  Make many small sales to employ small companies and independent 
loggers.  (473/3)                                                                                                        

135. The 87 forest plan had a much larger ASQ than that projected for this revision 
with the forest potential for fiber production near 390 mm/year.  How will you 
address the increase risk of fire, I & D, and forage production with the lower 
harvest levels over a 10 year period.  (475/1)                                                           

136. ... management activities that could be accomplished under the stewardship 
programs.  We believe this type of program attainment could be of great value in 
accomplishing timber salvage especially if the categorical exclusion 
opportunities for small sales are implemented.  (476/2)                                           

137. ... we do not see where there is reference to the timber acreage base that will 
determine the annual sale columns to be offered by the Forest.  We feel this is 
of utmost importance to be displayed clearly so local industries can determine 
the annual timber yield or sale offerings so they can make reasonable 
investment decision.  (476/4)                                                                                   

138. Replant regeneration sites with more than 1 tree species.  Reduce the amount 
of skid trails.  Leave vegetative islands for wildlife cover.  Leave vegetative 
islands and snags.  Reduce the number and size of slash piles by having slash 
available for woodcutters.  Save as many snags as possible.  (477/5)                    

139. Replant regeneration sites with 2 or 3 tree species.  Reduce the amount of skid 
trails.  Leave vegetative islands for wildlife cover.  One means of this is to leave 
islands around large snags.  Reduce the number and size of slash piles.  Have 
contractor deposit larger dbh slash in areas accessible to woodcutters.  Save as 
many snags as possible.  More Aspen.  (480/5)                                                       

140. Loss of snags from woodcutting.  Provide firewood from logging slash to 
woodcutters in an accessible area.  (480/14)                                                           

141. Oversight practices should be established which include a field review of lands 
logged and utilized.  Evidence of a noxious weed infestation or misuse caused 
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by commercial companies should carry stiff penalties, as well as be cause for 
pre-activity bonds in the event that the company wants to pursue further activity 
on federal lands.  (486/7)                                                                                          

142. Let people get in  get dead and dieing out to keep the forest cleaned up so it 
isn't a fire hazard.  (488/1)                                                                                        

143. I hope a plan can be created that permits selective timber harvesting for the 
benefit of local businesses and loggers.  (49/1)                                                        

144. Production levels projected in the 1987 Forest Plans were unrealistic projections 
and haven't been met because of the heavy impacts logging has on other 
resources...  These levels should be set with a more realistic view of the 
unavoidable impacts.  (490/4)                                                                                  

145. ... commercial extraction has been biasly over emphasized . . .  This tendency 
needs to be honestly addressed and curbed, or commercial extraction on public 
lands needs to be stopped completely.  (490/5)                                                       

146. Don't cut any more federal trees.  (491/1)                                                                 
147. No cutting on or in national or state forests!  (492/2)                                                
148. ... elimination of commercial logging and other resource extraction...  (493/2)         
149. Stop clearcuts and cutting old growth.  (495/4)                                                         
150. Currently through a combination of management policies and an unprecedented 

onslaught of litigation, we are losing the economic base of our heavily timber 
dependent communities.  This is occurring throughout the Northwest and it 
needs to be addressed.  (496/1)                                                                               

151. ... concerned about the reduced timber harvest and the loss of habitat that 
results on the KNF.  (497/1)                                                                                      

152. The concept that the forests are a renewable resource seems to be forgotten.  
For a community that has little diversification from timber, this is not a good 
concept to forget.  (498/1)                                                                                         

153. As you rewrite the plan, please consider that many of the past management 
practices included a multiple use concept that allowed timber sales that were 
wise for the health of the forest and the community.  (498/2)                                   

154. I am concerned about the reduced timber harvest and the loss of habitat on the 
KNF.  . . .  If logging were allowed these areas would be opened up so that the 
vegetation could be reestablished.  (500/1)                                                              

155. Timber harvesting in our community is essential to the soundness of our forests 
and the survival of our community.  (504/2)                                                              

156. ... KIPZ should increase access for the logging community.  (506/2)                       
157. By taking the portion of harvesting timber out of the multiple use concept, the 

forest service would be crippling the economy of our community.  (507/1)              
158. The inclusion of management plans for insects, disease and weeds control 

sounds very important.  Included in that should be special considerations to 
allow for the harvest of trees that are damaged due to these problems, so that 
the timber is not wasted.  There need to be quick ways for small commercial 
harvests to get trees out before they decay.  (507/3)                                              

159. ... reduced timber harvest in the KNF  ... the impact on our diverse population of 
wildlife.  . . .  Timber harvest has become an integral part of providing habitat for 
our diverse wildlife populations.  (509/1)                                                                   
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160. eliminate commercial logging and other resource extraction  (511/2)                      
161. Set up more small timber sales.  (527/6)                                                                  
162. Be aggressive about forests thinning, particularly in the 'urban/wild interface.'  

(527/7)                                                                                                                       
163. Also a hard look at suitable acres on the IPNF needs to be revised in light of 

below cost timber sales.  If timber cannot be cut at break-even . . . then these 
acres should be designated as unsuitable.  (6/11)                                                   

164. No more cutting in roadless areas of any kind or cutting of later successional old 
growth forests should be allowed.  (63/4)                                                                 

165. No clear cutting should be permitted within the forest.  (68/3)                                  
166. Devise a timber harvest plan that protects water and air quality, the environment 

and wildlife habitat and is at a rate that is sustainable in perpetuity.  (70/4)            
167. ... small tract timber sales that would be attractive to and supportive of the local 

economy.  (71/2)                                                                                                       
168. No more clear cuts at all.  Do not disturb any more soil.  (72/2)                               
169. Encourage the utilization of trees in the 10" - 14' dbh size class.  Trees this size 

are most easily utilized by the local mill.  (73/2)                                                        
170. Move away from the large clearcuts that have historically characterized it 

management.  (73/5)                                                                                                 
171. Allow for more local small timber sales.  (73/6)                                                        
172. Can we keep the logging off the steep, easily erodeable slopes and away from 

Priest Lake?  (81/3)                                                                                                   
173. Develop a program of sustainable logging.  (85/5)                                                  
174. No more clearcuts.  (87/2)                                                                                        
175. Increase the timber yield, including small, dead and threatened or diseased.  

(9/1)                                                                                                                           
176. Fight to harvest fire killed timber in a timely fashion.  (9/5)                                       
177. The Draft EIS should contain a description of the computer software programs 

and GIS programs that are being used by each forest to arrive at accurate data 
regarding the number of acres of suitable timber base that currently exist on 
each forest.  . . .  The Draft EIS section that concerns suitable areas for logging 
should also describe the percentage of lands on each forest that have 
undergone field verification after 1987, and the most recent year the surveys 
were completed.  . .  .  There should also be information that would indicate the 
number of acres, if any, of forest lands on each forest that have been added to 
the suitable timber base since 1987.  (94/1)                                                             

178. Clear cut practices must be addressed responsibly in the new forest plan.  . . .  
The new forest plan must encourage the utilization of the 10"-14" size class 
trees that contribute to fuel loading.  (96/5)                                                              

179. There is a complementary need to encourage sustainable forest cutting that is 
done with care and respect for the ecology of the land.  (97/4)                                

180. What is of particular concern are those trees in the 10"-14" size class, which are 
easily utilized by the local mill.  In the new forest plan the utilization of this class 
must be encouraged, while protecting the last of the large diameter trees, so 
rare.  (98/2)                                                                                                               
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Tribal Consultation & Treaty Rights - 2200 
 
1. The Native American Tribes treaty rights must be respected.  (6/7)                         
 
Old Growth - 2300 
 
1. All remaining old growth be protected from logging.  (108/2)                                   
2. I oppose the harvesting of any remaining old growth trees.  (110/3)                        
3. Permanent protection of remaining old growth timber.  (115/4)                               
4. Please protect our old growth stands.  (118/4)                                                         
5. The Old Growth analysis for the Forest Plan revision should include information 

that will indicate which of the following databases:  FS-VEG, R1 Edit, or TSMRS 
are being used as part of the calculations that will be used to describe the acres 
of verified old growth on the IPNF.  The database(s) that are being used should 
be queried for data that would indicate the year of origin for each of the stands 
that contain verified old growth.  This information should be included in the old 
growth project files that will accompany the old growth analysis.  There should 
also be a detailed description of each of the areas on the IPNF that contain 
stands of verified and recruitment old growth cedar.  (12/1)                                     

6. Existing and potential old growth stands must be protected. . .  (122/3)                  
7. Protect areas of old growth and retain more old trees.  (126/2)                                
8. The plan should preserve areas of old growth timber and develop sustainable 

logging practices in areas that already have roads.  (129/3)                                    
9. I want to see old growth trees retained and funding provided for restoration 

work.  (131/4)                                                                                                            
10. I would like to see increased retention of old growth timber.  (135/2)                       
11. One of the most important issues I would like to see addressed is saving what's 

left of the old growth trees. (140/1)                                                                          
12. Overall, current old growth levels should be maintained and increased when 

possible through management decisions.  Spell it out in the Forest Plan that 
designated Old Growth does not remain as such in perpetuity.  (152/6)                  

13. We propose that there be no logging of old-growth under any conditions.  
(153/10)                                                                                                                     

14. Consider increasing the representation of old growth . . . old growth recruitment 
must be a top priority if the current standards are implemented in the revised 
Forest Plan.  Please consider excluding old growth stands from logging for 
commercial or stewardship purposes.  (154/12)                                                       

15. Protection of old growth reserves;  (155/6)                                                               
16. A standard requiring a certain percentage of a drainage be managed for timber 

would insure that indeed this will happen, and we are not currently just 
propagating additional old growth with the harvest prescriptions so in vogue 
today.  (158/10)                                                                                                         

17. Old growth criteria - the current standard is unrealistic and does nothing but 
prevention the harvest of old, large tree.  (158/12)                                                   

18. We do not believe that any further harvest of old growth can occur on the forest 
in the next 10-15 years. Indeed, if anything, restoration of old growth habitat is 
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necessary.  (159/1)                                                                                                   
19. Keep all existing old growth of all kinds . . . Designate logical replacement old 

growth to increase arbitrary 10% number.  (165/1)                                                   
20. All existing old growth should be preserved, and each drainage should be 

managed so as to eventually attain the historic proportion of old growth in the 
drainage, rather than the 10% currently managed for, which is arbitrary and 
inadequate.  (166/1)                                                                                                  

21. I propose and unbroken corridor of old growth extending from the Cabinets to 
Canada managed only by naturally occurring fires.  (166/8)                                    

22. I urge the retention of all old growth trees. . .  (168/4)                                              
23. Protect existing and potential old growth stands.  (169/2)                                        
24. Zero logging of old growth forest!  (170/2)                                                                
25. Conserve the remaining old growth trees.  (171/3)                                                   
26. No additional old growth should be harvested.  (176/6)                                           
27. ... protect old growth timber.  (177/3)                                                                        
28. Keep all intact old growth trees and forests from being logged.  (180/2)                  
29. Please end the logging of old growth ancient forests and stop using clearcuts as 

a management tool.  (182/2)                                                                                     
30. It is of the utmost importance that we spare our old growth timber in the Yaak, 

utilizing instead, stock from the 10 inch to 14 inch class.  (19/2)                              
31. ... Standards for Old Growth need to be propped up. The IPNF stinks in it's 

protection of biodiversity. New Standards need to include a process for bringing 
Old growth back into the picture in all the areas that the Forest Service has 
eliminated it, preferably without an alternative that includes commercial harvest.  
(195/1)                                                                                                                       

32. ... the Forest Service should not try to establish any baseline data for indicator 
species of old growth.  If this needs to be done, this data needs to be 
established by qualified agencies or scientists that have the time and money to 
do so.  (204/4)                                                                                                           

33. ... Pfister and Others (2000) concluded, "... the science of old growth is not 
sufficiently well developed at this time to provide clear directions for managers."  
Green and others (1992) suggests their criteria is useful to define Potential Old 
Growth, yet users have nothing better at this time as a general guideline to 
identify Real Old Growth.  This should be strongly considered when addressing 
Old Growth Habitat Characteristics and Management Guidelines.  (204/7)             

34. We must protect all old growth.  (205/2)                                                                   
35. Protect old growth stands.  (207/2)                                                                           
36. I would also like very much to see the old growth that is remaining kept 

remaining.  (210/2)                                                                                                    
37. I support the protection of all old growth forests and large diameter trees.  

(211/1)                                                                                                                      
38. ... protect all remaining old growth forests.  (216/3)                                                  
39. No old growth cutting at all unless a bombproof reason can be rationalized.  And 

an aggressive campaign of restoration needs to be started to protect remaining 
old growth and to create opportunities to protect replacement OG.  (217/4)            

40. Old Growth - the new forest plan must encourage the utilization of the 10-14" 
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size class trees, while protecting the last of the larger diameter trees.  (219/2)      
41. Leave the last big trees alone.  (222/4)                                                                     
42. To cut any more of the rare, precious old growth left in this country would be a 

sin, so I ask you to take steps in this revision plan that would protect and 
preserve old growth stands.  (224/2)                                                                        

43. please retain more old growth and large diameter trees in you new management 
plan . . .  (225/2)                                                                                                        

44. Protect existing and potential old growth stands.  (243/2)                                        
45. In addition, why stop at 10% old growth. Go for 20%.  (246/4)                                 
46. I strongly support the identification and protection of Old Growth at 10% of the 

forest area, as set forth in the existing plan.  (249/4)                                                
47. Public lands in an area like the Yaak can serve as a sustainable source of 

timber, and I realize that harvest of such natural resources may be essential to 
help sustain the local economy.  However, harvest should be selective, 
preserving all surviving old growth trees, and allowing significant development of 
old growth for the future.  (25/4)                                                                                

48. Any possible resource extraction that would damage old growth tree stands 
should be permanently and immediately halted.  (252/4)                                         

49. ... retain old growth and large diameter trees.  (259/2)                                             
50. Of particular concern are trees in the 10"-14" size class, which are easily utilized 

by the local mill.  The new Forest Plan must encourage the utilization of this size 
class, while protecting the last of the larger diameter trees . . .  (26/2)                     

51. All remaining old growth forest should be preserved, and sales should be 
conducted on unroaded, primarily second growth forest lands.  (260/6)                  

52. Retention of old growth trees is necessary.  (34/1)                                                   
53. I'm also hoping to see an increase in old growth management on these forests. . 

.  (39/3)                                                                                                                     
54. Please increase our percentage of large trees 15" DBH and larger, as they are 

more fire tolerant.  (4/4)                                                                                            
55. We need more interior old growth . . .  (401/1)                                                         
56. ... lack of baseline data ...  there is an arbitrary designation of old growth for the 

Kootenai.  How was this number arrived at?  Where are the studies and 
subsequent data findings that indicate the HRV for old growth on the forest?  
We propose that a comprehensive, forest wid survey to determine baseline 
conditions be conducted and included as an integral element of the new forest 
plan.  (404/1)                                                                                                            

57. The KNF should just stay out of these areas period, unless a site specific 
rigorous and scientific analysis demonstrates a compelling  (407/18)                      

58. Ancient Forests are rare on the Idaho Panhandle National Forests. Old forest 
reserves including ancient cedar groves, need to be established and held 
inviolate.  These areas must be free of development.  Recent scientific research 
suggests that the 10% figure  (417/8)                                                                       

59. Old growth forests should also be protected.  (421/4)                                              
60. Old growth areas should be left alone.  (447/2)                                                       
61. Protection of old growth forests.  (472/1)                                                                  
62. Increase old growth acreage and corridors by designating more og replacement 
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stands.  (477/1)                                                                                                         
63. Increase old growth acreage and corridors by designating more replacement old 

growth.  (480/1)                                                                                                        
64. We need to protect the larger old growth trees that still exist in this forest.  (49/2)  
65. Old growth forests should be off limits for logging, road building, and resource 

extraction  (526/2)                                                                                                     
66. We believe the IPNF is deficient in old growth across most habitat types.  

Putting all remaining old growth acres into unsuitable acres would be a first step 
of protecting present old growth.  Specific standards and guidelines need to be 
developed for old growth.  (6/13)                                                                              

67. Accurate data will likely show less than 10 percent old growth remains on the 
Forest.  If this is the case, then replacement old growth stands should be added 
to SIA's for future management as old growth.  (6/17)                                              

68. Protect old growth.  (60/2)                                                                                         
69. ... protect remaining old growth forest - no logging of old growth should be 

permitted.  (68/4)                                                                                                       
70. Protect the few remaining stands of old growth and larger diameter trees.  (73/3)  
71. The KNF should be managed to protect, restore, and enhance old growth 

forests.  Timber harvesting should focus on younger trees, in the 10"-14" dbh 
size class.  (77/2)                                                                                                      

72. Protect old growth.  (87/3)                                                                                         
73. Old growth stands in the Yaak Valley must be preserved in the new plan.  (96/4)   
 
Weeds - 2302 
 
1. The new forest plan must employ a management strategy that minimizes, 

reduces and eventually eliminates to whatever degree possible the spread of 
noxious, invasive weeds.  (110/7)                                                                            

2. The spread of noxious weeds.  (115/1)                                                                     
3. The FS must develop an exotic plant control plan and incorporate it in the forst 

plan to ensure that this human caused degradation is arrested and significantly 
reduced.  (116/3)                                                                                                       

4. Please implement management to fight noxious weeds.  (118/3)                            
5. The latest science in addressing the spread of noxious weeds should be 

implemented and logging should occur in winter when the likelihood of 
spreading non-native weeds is reduced.  (122/5)                                                     

6. Address the issue of noxious weeds in logging areas and along logging roads.  
(126/3)                                                                                                                      

7. Perhaps the greatest threat to the public lands of the western states is the 
spread of noxious weeds.  The forest service should consider this threat when 
planning timber harvest, road projects, and other public works.  (129/6)                 

8. I would further encourage you to seek increased funding for restoration efforts, 
concentrating heavily on stopping the spread of noxious weeds in current 
logging units and along logging roads.  (135/3)                                                        

9. One of the greatest threats we face to our forest health and ecological diversity 
is the influx of noxious weeds.  . . .The plan must include funding to support a 
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well thought out, thorough and extensive plan for remediation.  (137/2)                  
10. . . . concern with spread of noxious weeds.   . . .  We need especially to prevent 

spread into newly disturbed areas mandatory cleaning of logging equipment  
(14/1)                                                                                                                         

11. The logging roads are one of the major ways weeds spread.  Restoration of 
some of these roads could be part of a weeds program.  (140/2)                            

12. Much effort should be made to control the invasion of noxious weeds to protect 
native plant species that are so important as forages.  (142/4)                                

13. Combating current noxious infiltration is vital.  Regulation of logging and tourist 
activity must include preventative measures to stop replenishment of noxious 
seed sources.  (143/3)                                                                                              

14. The forest management practices of the past that have allowed hawkweed, 
knapweed, thistle and tansy ragwort to invade our vital wetlands and displacing 
our unique blend of native plants must be stopped. . . .  Spraying is not the 
answer.  . . .  The new forest plan must implement more winter operations.  
(144/6)                                                                                                                       

15. Noxious weeds were hardly considered for in the current Forest Plan and are 
not being adequately analyzed or monitored currently. . . .  (151/5)                         

16. Weed management should involve more that spraying thousands of gallons of 
herbicide and pressure-washing equipment.  I strongly urge the USFS to 
develop a certification program that would examine gravel and rock sources 
used to supply construction materials for noxious weeds and other undesirable 
non-native species.  (152/5)                                                                                      

17. The EIS needs to outline a strategy to both deal with current weed problems 
and prevent the spread of weeds by recreational and commercial uses.  
(154/16)                                                                                                                    

18. Noxious weed management that relies more on prevention and less on 
herbicides and cleaning up after timber extraction has been accomplished;  
(155/7)                                                                                                                       

19. ... the first-do-no-harm creed--rarely practiced, in my opinion, in the past, on the 
Kootenai--would serve us well, regarding the relationship between weeds and 
roadless areas, on the Kootenai. . . .  I'd recommend that we adjust our 
management as soon as possible to a schedule that maximizes winter logging.  
(156/5)                                                                                                                      

20. Noxious weeds need aggressive treatment.  (16/7)                                                  
21. Many kinds of weeds spraying.  . . .  Analyze, monitor and control carefully.  

(165/5)                                                                                                                       
22. An overall plan is needed with infestations of the major noxious weeds identified 

and mapped throughout the forest.  . . .  Spraying roadsides before logging 
operations is not enough spraying needs to extend into old cuts, along trails.  
(166/11)                                                                                                                     

23. Implement management practices that deter not enhance the spread of noxious 
weeds.  (169/6)                                                                                                         

24. Aggressively attack the ever growing noxious weed problem.  (171/4)                    
25. One of the biggest problems facing the KNF and IPF is the advance and 

proliferation of noxious weeds.  . . .  Please address this issue in a thorough and 
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effective manner in the next forest plan and please consider methods of 
prevention first, not just methods of taking care of the problem after it's out of 
control.  (181/3)                                                                                                         

26. It needs to close back roads and trails and spray places where weeds have 
gotten so completely out of control.  (190/1)                                                             

27. Change management practices, especially clear cutting, that have encouraged 
the growth of alien weeds . . . implement more winter operations.  (206/6)              

28. Implement management practices that deter not enhance the spread of noxious 
weeds.  (207/6)                                                                                                         

29. I support no spraying of herbicides to control invasive plant species.  Logging 
and other activities must be conducted so that invasive plant seeds are not 
introduced into the logged areas, roadsides, and forest ecosystems.  (211/6)         

30. Preserve old growth forests.  (214/2)                                                                        
31. In removing invasive plants, such as hawkweed, knapweed, thistle and tansy 

ragwort, it is highly important to create alternatives to herbicide spraying, which 
is harmful to wildlife. Invasive plants can be removed manually.  (215/7)                

32. A serious effort must be made to control invasive plant species.  (216/6)                
33. Weeds . . .  The plan must implement more winter operations and other 

practices to preserve out native plants.  Poisonous sprays should not be used.  
(219/6)                                                                                                                       

34. ... one of the greatest threats to the Kootenai is the explosion of noxious weeds 
into recent logging units.  (225/3)                                                                             

35. Restoration of the forest should be assigned the highest priority and funding 
should be secured that assures that this can be accomplished.  This would 
include the removal of noxious weeds that have sprung up as a result of human 
activity.  (226/2)                                                                                                         

36. Implement management practices that deter not enhance the spread of noxious 
weeds.  (243/6)                                                                                                         

37. We need stronger management/control of exotic species. Reduction or 
extirpation should be the goal of this target. We should heed the lessons of 
highly disturbed ecosystems that appear as if they are lost to the invaders. 
Starlings should be shot.  (246/2)                                                                             

38. Weeds are taking over vital wetlands, following the thousands of miles of 
logging roads.  The only real solution is conducting logging operations in winter.  
(26/7)                                                                                                                         

39. We are very concerned about the invasion and spread of noxious weeds on the 
Kootenai. Spraying herbicides is not an acceptable solution to this invasion ...  
(260/4)                                                                                                                       

40. Spraying herbicides or insecticides has so many unknown and questionable 
long term effects that is should be eliminated.  (34/2)                                              

41. Weeds, too, in my opinion, are a threat that is not yet fully acknowledged on the 
Kootenai.  (39/5)                                                                                                       

42. . . .protect against weed encroachment . . .  (4/2)                                                     
43. Noxious weeds are directly correlated to cutting units and roads.  We need to 

move to winter logging only, and no new roads.  Treating the forest with 
herbicides in order to continue below cost commercial timber harvest is not an 
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acceptable ... nor is unnatural fertilization of diminished soils to boost short term 
fiber production.  (401/4)                                                                                           

44. The losing battle against weeds to date on FS lands speaks to instituting 
innovative strategies, monitoring, research and renewed funding and effort.  The 
proposed weed strategy talks of treating them but not of preventing their spread.  
. . . We recommend adding a strategy for preventing the spread of noxious 
weeds.  (403/2)                                                                                                        

45. The invasion of noxious weeds . . .  The Forest Service must include substantial 
funding for research and an effective forest wide plan to manage for invasive 
species.  ... Restoration of forests for biodiversity and weed control must include 
road obliteration ...  (404/3)                                                                                       

46. All old growth and late successional forests must be protected from commercial 
timber harvest.  (404/10)                                                                                           

47. ... prevention not just treatment should be the dominant guidance policy of the 
KNF. . . .  The KNF needs to consider controlling their present noxious weed 
problem, while simultaneously preventing their further spread.  (407/1)                  

48. Noxious weeds are hard to control when lack of funding doesn't allow everyone 
to work together.  . . .  We have observed weed warning signs on pull-offs and 
road ends that are so small that the majority of people drive right up to them to 
read them and find out that they're warning you no to drive there.  Get larger 
signs.  (409/4)                                                                                                           

49. No more shortsighted, largely ineffective pesticide spraying.   ... more winter 
operations to deal with this serious weed problem.  No more summer and 
autumn road building and skidding through existing weed beds.  (429/3)                

50. Weeds - vigorous spraying and propane burner killing of weeds on FS roads.  
(434/1)                                                                                                                       

51. Noxious weeds - the KNF should develop an effective, environmentally benign 
weed treatment program for federal lands.  Specifically, noxious weed spread 
throughout the FS road system needs to be addressed immediately.  (437/8)        

52. Lack of noxious weed control.  (441/1)                                                                     
53. Minimize non-foot activity - weeds, non-native plants proliferation.  (442/2)            
54. Noxious weed control.  (448/1)                                                                                
55. ... get very aggressive in controlling noxious weeds.  (450/1)                                  
56. The weeds are taking over and need to be controlled with the use of chemicals.  

(454/1)                                                                                                                       
57. Noxious weeds are or appear to be spreading to previously unaffected areas.  

(458/3)                                                                                                                       
58. ... lack of weed control on forest lands. . .  (460/1)                                                   
59. Noxious weeds are also a big concern.  (463/2)                                                      
60. Encourage and restore native ecosystems within the forest.  Close roads to help 

weed control.  (470/1)                                                                                              
61. ... only spot spraying where you see weeds.  (471/1)                                               
62. Curtail use of insecticides/herbicides.  (472/9)                                                        
63. Continue the war on weeds.  (477/3)                                                                        
64. I'd like to see this weed program expanded.  (480/3)                                               
65. Noxious weeds should be managed by non-chemical means.  (490/2)                    
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66. ... use of pesticides should be banned completely.  (62/2)                                       
67. Noxious weeds must be kept in check and eradicated wherever is possible.  

(63/5)                                                                                                                         
68. Plans for the removal of weeds and re-seeding to restore forage for ungulates -  

particularly winter range - should be included.  (68/6)                                             
69. Weed control is exceedingly important.  This may involve restricting recreational 

or other access to sensitive areas.  Preventing invasive plants from entering is 
much better than controlling them afterwards.  (7/3)                                                

70. Address the problem of noxious weeds.  (85/4)                                                        
71. Protect the diverse plant and animal life of the forest lands by removing exotic 

invasive plants and restoring native lands, shrubs and trees.  (97/6)                       
 
Terrestrial Vegetation - 2303 
 
1. Regarding previously identified problems in maintaining terrestrial sustainability, 

were the acreages of plantations and previously managed stands that are 
currently dominated by fire-resistant ponderosa pine and western larch 
accounted for when determining that national forest lands are currently lacking 
in early seral tree species?  If the current species mix in these managed areas 
is projected for 50 years or to the end of their rotation, what will national forest 
lands still lack in early seral species?  (152/4)                                                         

2. We recommend that the revised Forest Plan consider the following restoration 
principles from the "Citizens' Call for Ecological Forest Restoration: Forest 
Restoration Principles and Criteria" report.  . . .  enhance ecological integrity by 
restoring natural processes and resiliency  . . . develop and employ the use of 
economic incentives that protect or restore ecological integrity . . .  make use of 
or train a highly-skilled, well-compensated workforce to conduct restoration . . .  
(153/6)                                                                                                                       

3. ... the planning process be ecosystem health-based rather than extraction-
based.  (155/2)                                                                                                          

4. Increased Restoration opportunities for both the biological community and the 
human economy.  (155/3)                                                                                         

5. ...  I continue to urge and favor the strengthening and implementation of a 
restoration component on the Kootenai--particularly in the Yaak. . .  (156/1)           

6. Given the current trend of a warming, drying earth, and the relative stability of 
old larch in such an environment--its fire tolerance, indeed, its fire affinity--I 
would like to see us embark upon an ambitious and active management plan to 
dramatically expand the old larch component of the Yaak . . .  (156/6)                    

7. We need to not get too carried away with the goal of forest health as too 
narrowly defined in terms of the health of individual trees.  . . .  I would like to 
see at least some areas in the forest where crowed conditions are allowed to 
remain and evolve and become whatever they become.  (166/3)                            

8. Declining forest types such as ponderosa pine and whitebark pine should be 
actively managed.  Prescribed burning and removal of competitive species may 
be required to maintain ponderosa pine communities.  (176/8)                                

9. Identifying and harvesting sustainalby from native plant communities to restore 
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their role in the ecosystem.  (180/7)                                                                          
10. Planting native trees and shrubs to reduce soil loss and depletion which fouls 

fish habitats.  (180/8)                                                                                               
11. Promote sustainable use of the rest of the forest.  (198/2)                                       
12. More attention must be given to removing invasive plants and to restoring native 

trees, shrubs and herbs. Restoration projects are best done on a watershed 
basis. Each project needs to be based on careful assessments of effective 
approaches for restoring the forests of each watershed. Such work would open 
up opportunities for work creation in the Kootenai and Idaho Panhandle.  (215/6)  

13. Decades of aggressive fire suppression and a nearly absent timber harvest 
program has resulted in decadent timber stands, disease and insect 
infestations.  The risk to terrestrial sustainability due to this continuing decline in 
forest health must be addressed.  . . .  How can forest management - including 
harvesting - be utilized to develop desired structure, composition and functional 
changes?  (221/1)                                                                                                    

14. , I support managing our vegetation back to the historic species composition. 
More Pine is a good thing in the naturally occurring xeric sites.  (246/3)                  

15. ... ongoing explosion of noxious weeds to recent logging units, up and down the 
thousands of miles of old logging roads.  (259/3)                                                     

16. The Forest Service's first priority in revising the forest plans must be to maintain 
or restore ecological sustainability of national forests and grasslands.  (32/1)         

17. I would like to see a Conservation Area Design commissioned to examine the 
feasibility and mechanics/logistics of establishing a Big Larch Reserve, utilizing 
existing mature and old forest stands of larch, along with appropriate 
soils/slope/elevation/aspect/moisture and viewshed factors.  (401/3)                      

18. ... the technical AMS vegetation section makes no mention of commercial 
harvesting of huckleberries, mushrooms, beargrass and other living resources.   
... It is important to include research and management of this multi faceted 
resource in the new forest plan.  (403/1)                                                                  

19. ... springtime burns may impact sensitive flora adversely.  Native plants are 
adapted to summer and autumn burning, but not springtime.  This concern 
merits research in our specific ecosystem.  (403/9)                                                  

20. ... natural variability over time.  It does not take the next step of quantifying the 
human induced variability of the last 220 years and modeling the cumulative 
impacts.  (403/10)                                                                                                     

21. A rigorous effort to catalog and study the biota of the region would help the 
agency development integrated, ecosystem based planning in a new forest 
plan.  (404/23)                                                                                                          

22. Restoration forestry within the context of the Healthy Forest Initiative needs to 
consider wildlife security and cover needs, especially in regard the urban forest 
interface where most projects are supposedly scheduled to occur.  (407/23)          

23. The concept of historic range of variability is good; however, the period of time 
you have chosen appears too bias.  . . .  this time frame of from 1880 back 2500 
years  . . .  Please reconsider this time frame.  (412/1)                                            

24. Create more both small and large openings in the forest canopy.  (415/6)              
25. The use of Historic Range of Variability (HRV) is not a holistic approach to 
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management and should be replaced with Natural Range of  (417/1)                      
26. ... in the future forest plan it is important to use the best science that we have 

available to preserve and maintain the vegetation of our forest.  It is also 
important to allow some flexibility for new discoveries to be applied to forest 
management later on in time.  (420/1)                                                                      

27. We question the use of "Historic Range of Variability" (HRV) in defining 
ecological sustainability. In looking at recent NEPA documents and project files 
for recent projects on these Forests, it is apparent that the Forest Service (FS) 
does not have enough valid, reliable information upon which to base 
comprehensive analyses of HRV.  . . .  Since HRV is presented as a number or 
range of numbers for various measures of the ecosystems, it is important for the 
FS to disclose the statistical reliability of the measures used. . . .  Additionally, 
the concept of HRV suffers from a failure to provide defensible criteria about 
which ecosystem factors' ranges should be measured (Frissell and Bayles, 
1996).  (422/1)                                                                                                          

28. What research has been done to determine how valid the use of VRU 
classifications are on these national forests for making predictions of ecosystem 
response to natural or human-induced disturbances? Or for making any 
management decisions, for that matter?  (422/4)                                                     

29. Abandon the unreliable and untested tenets of trendy science like conservation 
biology and return to a more proven scientific basis.  (425/8)                                  

30. Manage the forest resources for multiple use rather than eco-system 
enhancement  (425/9)                                                                                               

31. Plant only native species when re-vegetating.  (435/2)                                            
32. ... , plant trees and the use of genetically selected stock.  (435/5)                           
33. Reforestation - insect control.  (441/2)                                                                      
34. Are timber harvest areas really being replanted?  (458/1)                                        
35. Does replanting adequately address original native tree species and their 

recovery?  (458/2)                                                                                                     
36. I'm very interested in the fact that there is little consideration of vegetation other 

than trees.  There was also no mention of harvesting such things as 
huckleberries, mushrooms etc. on fs land.  (463/1)                                                  

37. What is the scientifically up to date information about water quantity as well as 
quality as determined by vegetation cover.  Do more trees, more debris of 
certain level of cover equate to more snow holding impurity, more sponge like 
holding capacity of the land to slow down water runoff and protect watersheds.  
(468/1)                                                                                                                       

38. Plant cedar trees in moist areas that don't have any now.  (473/1)                          
39. Manage for declining species of mature ponderosa pine, whitebark pine and 

aspen through thinning of doug fir and prescribed fire.  Plant more whitebark 
pine and open areas up for more aspen regeneration.  Manage for viable 
species of TES plants.  (477/2)                                                                                 

40. Do not thin vegetation along Yaak Highways that are not near structures.  
Maintain a mosaic of age classes and species diversity.  Manage for viable 
populations of TES plants.  (480/2)                                                                           

41. ... restore the ecosystems of the KNF to their pre-Columbian conditions using 
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best science based actions.  (484/1)                                                                       
42. Improving the health, habitat, animal welfare and watershed of the USFS KIPZ 

must be the primary concern of the USFS and its management plan.  (485/1)        
43. Restoring the historical nature of the KIPZ should be the direction the revised 

plan takes.  (485/5)                                                                                                   
44. ... emphasized environmental preservation, protection, wilderness designation, 

and restoration. . .  (493/1)                                                                                       
45. emphasize environmental preservation, protection, wilderness designation and 

restoration  (511/1)                                                                                                    
46. Regulate commercial harvesting of huckleberries, mushrooms, beargrass and 

any other living resource for sustainability and appropriate harvesting 
techniques.  (7/4)                                                                                                      

 
TES Species - 2304 
 
1. ... populations of sensitive and rare plants.  ... This is the time to include a 

strategy for maintaining and enhancing them in the two forest plans.  (403/3)         
2. Sensitive, threatened, and endangered plants should be respected; those with 

limited habitat should have their habitat designated off limits to logging, roading, 
mining, and similar disturbances.  (490/3)                                                                

 
TES Habitats - 2305 
 
1. We are concerned with survival, and opportunity to thrive, for the Forests' 

sensitive and rare plants.  This involves maintaining habitat for these 
populations and the larger community with which they interact.  As much as 
possible, forests that resemble as closely as possible those found before we 
began logging and managing for timber production will best nurture sensitive 
plants.  (7/1)                                                                                                              

 
Watersheds Assessment & Condition - 2400 
 
1.  The USFS needs to work more cooperatively with County and State 

governmental agencies to get roads up to Best Management Practice standards 
on all ownerships.  . . .  The USFS needs to improve BMP scores on timber 
sales and road construction projects.  . . .  Grazing, road-construction, 
recreational use, and USFS administrative site maintenance should all be held 
to the same watershed protection standards as logging activities.  (152/7)             

2. The USFS needs to set a programmatic method for responding to TMDL listings 
on the Kootenai and Idaho Panhandle National Forests.  (152/8)                            

3. The plan should contain standards to maintain the quality of high-quality waters 
on the forest and the restoration of water quality in other areas. . . .The plan 
should have a standard that the Forest will comply with state water quality 
standards. The plan should commit the USFS to participate and contribute to 
the achievement of TMDLs, both development and attainment. The plan should 
restrict timber harvest, grazing, road management and orv/snowmobile use in 
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listed water quality limited segments under section 303 of the Clean Water Act.  
(159/7)                                                                                                                      

4. Protect watersheds.  (214/5)                                                                                     
5. All forests undergoing the Roads Analysis process should fully address the 

connection between road management and the health of aquatic ecosystems.  It 
is important that the Roads Analyses establish a clear understanding of how 
and where the road system is hydrologically connected to the stream system, 
and how these connections influence water quality and quantity.  . . .  at the very 
minimum, intact and critical refugia should be identified and prioritized for 
maintenance and road decommissioning.  Not only should priority watersheds 
be identified at the forest level, but within each watershed, resources should be 
targeted in areas where the most ecological benefit can be achieved.  (23/1)         

6. There are a couple of watersheds on the central zone, particularly in the Silver 
Valley, that are used as municipal water sources.  The Forest Service is the 
primary land owner of a couple of these watersheds, such as Big Creek and 
Placer Creek.    ... need to consider this use of the land when developing the 
new forest plan.  The effects of a large, severe wildfire occurring in these 
watersheds needs to be considered, as well as management actions that could 
possibly reduce the probability of a large, severe wildfire, or the effects of such a 
fire.  Any management actions in these areas such as road building, road 
maintenance, timber harvest ( or lack thereof), or designation of critical habitat 
need to be considered in conjunction with the value of these watersheds as 
sources of clean drinking water for several communities.  (233/1)                           

7. Any resource extraction or road building that would damage watersheds, stream 
or river conditions, or fish health should be permanently and immediately halted.  
(252/5)                                                                                                                      

8. We support your proposal for a dual focus that maintains the current conditions 
in "properly functioning" watersheds, and restores conditions in "not properly 
functioning" watersheds and "functioning-at-risk" watersheds.  (396/1)                   

9. Well defined numeric standards are necessary to protect aquatic habitat  . . .  
There is now ample scientific literature that can and should provide a basis for 
numeric water quality and fish habitat related standards.  . . .  turbidity, cobble 
embeddedness, percent fines, pool frequency and volume, in stream levels of 
large woody debris, and riparian shade.  Standards should also include a limit 
on total road densities in order to protect water quality and fish habitat.  (426/1)     

10. Increased peak flows must be considered in watershed impacts analysis . . .  
The current KNF Forest Plan relies on the outdated and inaccurate Equivalent 
Clearcut Acre (ECA) model to determine increases in water yeild resulting from 
vegetative removal.   The results of the ECA model are based on arbitrary 
numeric correlations between the percent of canopy removal and increased 
water yield.  This model does not address instantaneous peak flows that occur 
during rain-on-snow events or acceleration of peak flows due to road 
compaction.  Furthermore the allowable thresholds for increased water yield are 
arbitrary and not based on monitoring actual increases after canopy removal.  
Other models utilized in watershed analysis include the WATSED and WATBAL 
which also do not consider instantaneous peak flows, and at best provide 
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estimates of increases in sediment and peak flows for comparison purposes.  
(426/2)                                                                                                                       

11. The revised Forest Plans must include more accurate tools for measuring water 
yield, peak flow and sediment increases resulting from logging and roads.  THe 
models should be based on information gathered through monitoring, as 
opposed to being theoretical.  (426/3)                                                                      

12. Stricter environmental standards and more exact scientific methods should be 
used in assessing water quality and aquatic species health.  (447/5)                      

13. I would like to know that planned cuts have some kind of thinking behind them 
as to how that cut will affect the watershed and streams.  (463/4)                           

14. Should be thinning in watersheds more to aid in watershed management.  
(466/4)                                                                                                                       

15. Protect watersheds from erosion.  (472/5)                                                                
16. Protect environment from erosion from logging and recreational vehicles.  

(472/13)                                                                                                                    
17. Protect land from erosion on watersheds.  (472/16)                                                 
18. The possibilities for managing the forest for enhanced water yield should be 

explored as should the varied benefits of increasing the edge effect through 
timber management for the benefit of wildlife.  (476/3)                                             

19. Work with developers and private landowners to maintain healthy water and 
watershed practices.  (477/8)                                                                                    

20. Work with private landowners and developers to protect watersheds from 
increased sedimentation or pollution.  No dams in the Yaak!  (480/10)                    

21. The 1987 Forest Plans set water quality standards that were later openly 
violated in the name of emergency salvage logging.  Regulations and standards 
should be adhered to despite economical pressures to violate them.  (490/8)         

22. We support permanently protecting the upper area of the St. Joe River 
watershed from development and restoring the lower area.  (6/2)                           

 
Water Quality - 2401 
 
1. Protection of water resources by reducing sediment, controlling erosion, and 

prohibiting waste water discharges that jeopardize beneficial uses should be a 
primary goal of forest management.  (176/10)                                                          

2. The new forest plans must provide adequate protection for water quality, aquatic 
species, riparian and wetland habitat, Wild and Scenic Rivers, roadless areas, 
and wilderness areas.  (32/2)                                                                                    

3. The Forest Service must collect information on water quality issues in the 
planning area.  This includes general trends in water quality, whether it is 
improving or declining.  It should also include information on what rivers are out 
of compliance with water quality standards, whether or not they are listed under 
section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act.  . . .  The new forest plans should include 
strong direction to protect water quality, based on this water quality inventory.  . 
. .  Direction in the plan should include requiring permit conditions to protect 
water quality and limiting or prohibiting activities that are causing water quality 
degradation.  (32/22)                                                                                                
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4. I believe that water quality has been degraded by clear cutting and perhaps 
poor choices in road building.  By making some changes this can be taken care 
of and I don't mean by the easy way of more road closures.  (406/3)                      

5. ... it is very important to me that water quality is maintained--both for 
recreational use and domestic water use.  (421/5)                                                   

6. Timber companies should be more responsible for water quality.  (470/5)              
7. Best Management Practices alone will not work in maintaining high water quality 

or recovering degraded streams.  Defining fully supporting beneficial uses to 
include a more complete definition than the state of Idaho would be helpful.  
(6/14)                                                                                                                        

8. Water resources must be considered and timber harvest, road building, grazing, 
and mining should not be allowed in watersheds that have 303 d listing or have 
sensitive or listed species in residence.  (63/6)                                                        

9. Protect water quality when harvesting timber and other resources.  (74/3)              
10. Watershed activities should be particularly limited where the water quality of 

Priest Lake can be affected.  (81/6)                                                                         
11. water quality and availability needs to be improved.  A comparison to historic 

stream flow needs to be done and standards raised on stream preservation.  
(89/4)                                                                                                                        

 
Water Use - 2402 
 
1. The forest plans should also provide direction on Forest Service participation in 

FERC hydropower licensing.  This includes requiring that the Forest Service use 
its authority under section 4(e) of the Federal Power Act to protect aquatic 
resources and other forest values and to ensure that any hydropower 
development is consistent with the forest plan and the purposes of the forest 
reservation.  (32/23)                                                                                                  

 
Watershed Restoration - 2403 
1. Restore damaged lands and streams to pre-development function levels.  

(102/12)                                                                                                                    
2. Include more watershed restoration analysis and then implement those 

prescriptions.  (108/5)                                                                                               
3. The new forest plan must incorporate watershed protection, analysis and 

restoration.  (110/6)                                                                                                   
4. The new plan should include maintenance or restoration of healthy, functioning 

aquatic ecosystems and native fish populations as primary goal.  (114/1)               
5. ... restore and protect our watersheds.  (118/1)                                                        
6. Watershed restoration should become a major priority.  (122/6)                              
7. Restoration of riparian areas is important to maintain plant diversity and 

preserve wildlife habitat.  (129/5)                                                                              
8. Restoring watershed function and restoring natural forest processes should be 

the next priority.  (133/2)                                                                                           
9. I ask that the new plan include funding to identify, prioritize and restore 

damaged riparian areas.  (137/4)                                                                              
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10. The Forest Service must ... repair the damage that industrial logging practices 
can do the area rivers and streams.  (139/2)                                                            

11. Work should be done to restore riparian areas back to a healthy status so they 
can support native fish.  (142/3)                                                                                

12. Our new forest plan must allow for the Forest Service to conduct more 
watershed restoration analyses and then implement these prescriptions.  
(144/5)                                                                                                                      

13. Conduct more watershed restoration analyses. . .  (149/4)                                      
14. ... increase the amount of restoration projects and restoration employment 

opportunities in the forest.  (151/4)                                                                          
15. The hard-logged and heavily-burned 4th of July drainage should be the recipient 

of intensive reforestation and watershed restoration work.  (156/11)                       
16. Restoration is needed on large scale.  Siltation/sedimentation problems need to 

be analyzed and repaired.  . . .  Keep wide buffers . . . 300 foot would be better 
than the present buffers.  (165/3)                                                                              

17. Restoration of damaged waterways should be a primary goal, with the first 
obligation being to do no additional harm.  (166/2)                                                   

18. ... additional funding for restoration and the creation of restoration industry jobs.  
(168/5)                                                                                                                       

19. Make watershed restoration the top land management priority.  (169/4)                  
20. Make watershed restoration and road decommissioning high management 

priorities.  (170/5)                                                                                                      
21. Restoration work is badly needed.  Try for more funding allocated to this 

important work.  (171/6)                                                                                            
22. We would also like to encourage the new forest plan to engage all gears, 

wheels, cogs, and cylinders toward watershed restoration.  (181/4)                       
23. Please curtail roadbuilding activities and focus on restoration and watershed 

restoration as the focus of your activities on this unique National Forest land.  
(182/3)                                                                                                                       

24. Please conduct more watershed restoration analysis, implement the helpful 
findings, and monitor the Kootenai once this new plan takes effect.  (19/3)             

25. Begin to restore watersheds already damaged. . .  (206/5)                                      
26. Make watershed restoration the top land management priority.  (207/4)                  
27. I support a greater focus on water shed restoration.  This includes erosion 

control, road obliteration, and restoration of the native forest ecosystems.  
(211/5)                                                                                                                       

28. BMPs for water quality protection; protection of riparian areas and wetlands; 
reduced water quality, fisheries, and wildlife impacts from roads; and 
maintenance and restoration of watershed health to achieve water quality that 
fully supports beneficial uses of surface waters in cooperation with State/EPA 
TMDL development and implementation efforts.  (212/2)                                         

29. Watersheds must be restored and protected.  (216/5)                                            
30. The Forest Service must conduct more watershed restoration analyses, and 

then implement those prescriptions.  (219/5)                                                            
31. Think watershed restoration, not roadbuilding.  (222/3)                                            
32. Make watershed restoration the top land management priority.  (243/4)                  
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33. The Forest Service must conduct more watershed restoration analyses, and 
then implement those prescriptions.  (26/6)                                                              

34. A goal of the new forest plans should be maintenance or restoration of healthy, 
functioning aquatic ecosystems.  The plans should require management of 
riparian and aquatic areas to emphasize restoration or maintenance of 
processes, functions, and habitats to meet riparian and aquatic needs and 
support terrestrial and social needs to the fullest extend possible.  . . .  The new 
plans must identify specific watersheds that are degraded or under threat of 
degradation and outline protective measures for those watersheds.  (32/18)          

35. FWP suggests a proactive watershed restoration effort where needed and 
appropriate.  Currently watershed restoration occurs in a drainage when a 
timber sale is planned in the vicinity.  It would be better if watershed restoration 
was prioritized based on fish and aquatic system needs.  (396/4)                           

36. Watershed restoration also needs to address decommissioning roads that cross 
sensitive landtypes; stormproofing roads that will not be maintained for a 
number of years; and implementing BMPs.  (396/6)                                                 

37. Protecting riparian areas from degradation and restoring damaged waterways is 
called for ... Road density in IPNF is known to be substantially higher than that 
recommended for healthy waterways; we support correcting that problem plus 
other efforts at watershed restoration.  (403/4)                                                         

38. Meaningful restoration will necessitate direct appropriations from congress and 
sources other than extractive industry.  ... It is time for the Forest Service to 
make riparian restoration a substantial part of a new forest plan.  (404/13)             

39. . . .  the new Forest Plans must therefore make watershed restoration an 
extremely high priority.  (422/10)                                                                              

40. Watershed restoration - please do not ignore the job opportunities in this area!  
(429/4)                                                                                                                      

41. Rivers & Streams - No commercial cutting or mechanized off-road travel within 
200 yards of year round rivers or streams, or within 100 yards of seasonal 
streams.  In addition, spawning habitat restoration work should be a priority.  
(437/10)                                                                                                                     

42. Restoring watershed function and restoring natural forest processes should be 
the next priority.  (493/5)                                                                                           

43. Restoring watershed function and restoring natural forest processes should be 
the next priority.  (511/5)                                                                                          

44. Watershed restoration and invasive weed control are serious issues deserving 
of serious consideration.  (68/5)                                                                                

45. ... suggest a redirection of allocated funding to watershed restoration projects  
(71/1)                                                                                                                        

46. Increase the amount of watershed analysis and restoration projects.  (73/7)           
47. Implement watershed restorations!  (86/3)                                                               
48. The plan must also focus on restoring the many rivers and streams that have 

suffered from careless industrial logging.  (97/3)                                                     
 
Wildlife Habitat - 2500 
1. Provide for habitat for all native species.  (102/5)                                                     
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2. ... status of grizzly populations . . .  it's clear that both forests are out of 
compliance with their forest plans and the law.  The new forest plan must 
address these failures, and move forcefully to reverse them.  (104/1)                     

3. Before any recovery area and its grizzlies can be considered recovered and 
ready for delisting, Habitat Based Recovery Criteria must be developed and 
accepted.  . . .  Neither forest has scientifically quantified and prioritized grizzly 
bear habitat based on Habitat Value, Habitat Effectiveness, or Resource 
Selection Function, and neither has an up to date valid Cumulative Effects 
Model ecosystem-wide for grizzlies.  (104/7)                                                           

4. The forests must move quickly to designate and provide binding protection for 
functional linkage zones for all listed carnivores.  (104/9)                                        

5. The plan address the issue of habitat connectivity: how species travel from one 
area to another.  (108/6)                                                                                          

6. The new forest plan must promote the establishment and preservation of 
corridors between roadless areas and other important habitat adjacent to the 
region affected by the plan.  (110/8)                                                                         

7. It is also very important to maintain, protect and create critical wildlife corridors 
from the Canadian Border down through North Idaho.  (114/8)                                

8. The Yaak Valley also serves as an important corridor . . . This linking ecological 
function must be protected so that the core reserves . . are open to migration, 
colonization, and re-colonization by plants and animals.  (116/2)                            

9. Work cooperatively with the USFWS and begin to immediately assess, 
designate and protect biologically functional recovery areas including linkage 
zones.  (119/4)                                                                                                          

10. Habitat connectivity between core reserves  . . . must be ensured .....  (122/2)       
11. Management of these forests should consider the big picture in which they 

provide connectivity form the Canadian Rockies in the north with the Idaho 
wildernesses to the south.  (124/3)                                                                          

12. ... need for more wilderness designation . . .  (127/1)                                               
13. ... linking islands of habitat to core areas via wildlife corridors.  (128/2)                   
14. Preserve important wildlife corridors.  (129/2)                                                          
15. I want to see more acres declared wilderness.  (131/1)                                          
16. Wildlife corridors should be protected and enhanced . . .  (131/3)                            
17. I ask that you include not only a goal of habitat connectivity in the new plan, but 

recommended means of supporting this objective.  (137/3)                                     
18. There needs to be an effort to link these roadless areas with tome type of 

corridors . . . . . .  (142/2)                                                                                          
19. Apply scientific facts to management of genetic diversity within and beyond this 

core region. . . .  wildlife corridors necessary. . .  (143/2)                                         
20. The new forest plan must begin looking at issues of habitat connectivity - how 

one species can travel from one roadless island to another.  (144/8)                      
21. Please add an issue or expand the terrestrial sustainability issue to maintain 

and improve biodiversity, and develop a strategy in the new forest plan to 
effectively monitor and manage sensitive and other rare wildlife species.  
(147/1)                                                                                                                       

22. Management of these forests should consider the big picture in which they 
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provide connectivity from the Canadian Rockies in the north with the Idaho 
wildernesses to the south.  (148/3)                                                                           

23. Review the importance of habitat connectivity in preserving the Yaak . . .  
(149/5)                                                                                                                      

24. Design the Forest Plan with an emphasis on identifying and maintaining 
ecological connectivity across the landscape.  (151/3)                                             

25. Please analyze ecological connectivity and opportunities for maintaining or 
restoring wildlife corridor areas during Forest Plan Revision.  (151/9)                     

26. ... a complete analysis of terrestrial sustainability cannot be accomplished 
without looking closer at the condition of forests in Canada north of the Yaak 
Valley and analyzing how the cumulative effects of forest management there will 
impact the terrestrial and aquatic viability in the Kootenai.  (151/11)                        

27. All grizzly, caribou, wolf, bull trout and other threatened or endangered species 
habitat should restrict roadbuilding, logging, mining, motorized recreation and 
motorized access to protect these species.  Such habitat Management Units 
should be reconfigured and/or changed to best protect T&E species.  Roads 
within these habitat units should also be obliterated.  (153/8)                                  

28. ... focus on protecting enough habitat for viable populations of all animal 
habitats, not simply single species management for game animals...  Protection 
for grizzly bear habitat needs to be expanded.  Woodland Caribou needs to be 
preserved, particularly all remaining old growth or early winter habitat.  . . .  
Critical habitat for bull trout needs continues protection under INFISH standards 
and possibly more restrictive guidelines on a site by site basis. . . Lynx habitat 
needs to be protected and populations monitored. . . .  The Forest Plan needs to 
detail habitat requirements, monitoring, and the effect of trapping for wolverine, 
fisher, and martin.  . . .  Predators such as wolves and mountain lions need to 
be managed in such a way the viable populations are maintained and 
monitored.  (154/20)                                                                                                 

29. ... consider recommending and managing the Selkirk Crest and the drainages of 
Long Canyon, Parker and Smith Creek as potential Wilderness.  . . . including, 
but not limited to Scotchman Peaks, Salmo-Priest, and the Mallard Larkin 
Primitive Area.  (154/21)                                                                                           

30. Megafauna, and mid range carnivore migration routes/ connectivity between 
core areas in the Yaak (i.e., roadless areas) as well as neighboring ecosystems 
(e.g., Selkirks, Cabinets, etc.)  (155/4)                                                                      

31. Permanent protection of core areas (i.e., zero-cut in regards to CORPORATE 
LOGGING and any road building in roadless areas 1000 acres and greater).  
(155/5)                                                                                                                       

32. There is a proven need likewise to connect all of these roadless cores, these 
areas of permanent security (particularly valuable to maternal and herd cultures 
such as those of both grizzlies and black bears, and elk, respectively), with 
secure corridors  (156/3)                                                                                           

33. ... , each of the Yaak's little 15 wild gardens should be managed as wilderness . 
. .  (156/9)                                                                                                                  

34. A study needs to be done on the Yaak's porcupine population.  (156/10)                
35. There has been a trend in the last several years to prohibit harvest behind gates 
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during hunting season.  This is an issue, which must be addressed at a forest 
level as some biologists are using this as a mitigation measure and its 
unwarranted.  (158/5)                                                                                               

36. The grizzly bear management strategy is another area of contention where we 
need a standard to protect the people's needs.  (158/9)                                           

37. The priority for management should be the benefit to wildlife.  . . .  Wildlife health 
needs to be the benchmark. Production and recreation should be secondary.  
(16/9)                                                                                                                        

38. I suggest each of the following areas be designated as wilderness:  (see letter 
as writing is hard to read)  (164/1)                                                                            

39. Our wildlife needs corridors . . .  (165/11)                                                                 
40. Our wildlife needs snags - not just a few . . . .  (165/12)                                           
41. ... planning for the future instead of applying minimum standards for snag 

retention for pileated woodpeckers . . . . the optimum nest/roost tree size be 
considered as 77-91 cm.  (166/6)                                                                             

42. The Yaak Valley must be managed for its wilderness values and as habitat for 
grizzly bears.  (168/1)                                                                                               

43. Address connecting issues between disparate habitat and core reserves, 
preserve grizzly bear habitat.  (169/3)                                                                      

44. Protect grizzly bear habitat.  (170/3)                                                                         
45. Diseased and dying trees, standing dead, and downed woody material are 

important for many species of birds, small mammals, and other vertebrate and 
invertebrate species.   Maintaining both old growth and burned areas are 
important, as is the protection of riparian habitat of all types.  (176/9)                     

46. The most important function roadless areas provide on the KNF, is core security 
habitat for grizzly bear, followed by their attributes as linkage zones.  These are 
the primary functions that must first be addressed regarding IRA's, all other 
issues must remain secondary.  (178/3)                                                                  

47. Restoring habitats for fish and wildlife.  (180/5)                                                        
48. We must protect the grizzly habitat and all endangered species.  (205/4)               
49. Protect the habitat of the dozen or so remaining grizzly bears in the region by 

honoring and protecting the roadless areas.  (206/3)                                               
50. Give priority to habitat connectivity and the creation of suitable wildlife corridors . 

. .  (206/8)                                                                                                                  
51. Address connectivity issues between disparate habitats and core reserves.  

Preserve grizzly bear habitat.  (207/3)                                                                      
52. ... please be aware in any future logging programs that you provide corridors, 

which connect various roadless and/or unlogged areas.  (210/4)                            
53. Wild protecting old growth. large diameter trees, and roadless areas that FS 

must connect these landscape elements with protected corridors so that animals 
and plants can disperse throughout the KIPZs.  (211/8)                                           

54. Protection of population strongholds and key refugia for listed or proposed 
species and narrow endemic populations.  (212/1)                                                  

55. Consider corridor connectivity to protect grizzlies and other wildlife.  (214/3)          
56. Prevent fragmentation of habitat.  (214/4)                                                               
57. ...  the new forest plan must preserve the habitat of Grizzly Bears. The Cabinet-
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Yaak grizzlies are down to a dozen bears.  (215/3)                                                  
58. ... the Forest Service must start focusing on creating connecting corridors 

between the various forests habitats. This will allow species to travel from one 
wild, roadless area to another.  (215/4)                                                                   

59. ... stop the clear-cutting of forests.  . . .  In allocating forest cutting, it would be 
much better to create many smaller sales to local loggers, rather than only 
making a few sales to large corporations.  (215/5)                                                   

60. Linkages for wildlife corridors need to be identified and protected to benefit 
endangered species such as grizzly.  (217/3)                                                           

61. The Forest Service must begin looking at issues of habitat connectivity so that 
species can travel from one roadless island to another.  (219/8)                             

62. In the Priest Lake area, we would like to see the grizzly habitat area reduced 
and because with increased grizzly habitat and grizzly numbers it will infringe on 
private property in that it is coming too close to populated areas.  (232/3)               

63. Address connectivity issues between disparate habitats and core reserves.  
Preserve grizzly bear habitat.  (243/3)                                                                      

64. Ten Lakes Area of the Galton Mountain Range deserves wilderness protection.  
(251/1)                                                                                                                       

65. The Forest Service must begin taking a look at issues of habitat connectivity 
between core habitats.  (26/4)                                                                                 

66. It is urgent to let corridors between each of the IRA's for the wildlife to move, for 
genetic diversity.  (28/2)                                                                                            

67. The plan should resolve potential conflicts between providing grizzly bear core 
habitat management and maintaining aquatic habitat.  (396/3)                                

68. Another major concern for FWP will be how the Forest proposes to balance 
forest stand conditions in areas that you may identify as urban interface areas or 
other "overstocked stands" when those areas overlap with important big game 
winter ranges for deer and elk.  (396/7)                                                                    

69. FWP hopes that your plan will find a way to maintain the forest habitat structure 
needed on many of these important big game winter ranges.  (396/8)                     

70. Measures that you plan to implement for grizzly bear security have provided 
sufficient elk security in most situations. However, as we identified in the May 
1998 FWP/KNF task force report for elk management, elk security in currently 
unroaded areas of the forest remains an area of conflict between the FWP Elk 
Management Plan and the KNF Plan.  We are currently working to revise our 
Elk Management Plan.  We will complete our Elk Plan before you complete your 
Forest Management so encourage your input on our planning effort as well.  
(396/10)                                                                                                                     

71. Transboundary cooperation with Canada on serving resource needs and 
opportunities  appears to be overlooked ... as is .... biological connectivity and 
genetic corridors.  (401/19)                                                                                      

72. I'd like to stress again the importance of tying together the Cabinets, the Yaak 
and the Idaho Panhandle. . . . This area represents the most critical linchpin of 
connectivity in what is already a bottleneck.  (401/21)                                              

73. ... protecting key summer and more importantly key winter ranges from the 
effects of human access is critically important.  Where there are opportunities to 
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improve winter range through burning or some mechanical manipulation (saws 
not machines) these opportunities should be assessed and taken advantage of.  
(407/19)                                                                                                                     

74. This revision process applies to national forests in Idaho as well as the Kootenai 
in Montana.  . . . the management of wilderness.  . . .  My concern is that we 
draw clear distinctions in this and other areas where conflicts inevitably will 
arise.  (411/2)                                                                                                           

75. The Forests plan should be as concerned about the long term effects as it is the 
short term effects of habitat management or the lack thereof.  (415/2)                    

76. Habitat for and population numbers of sensitive, threatened, endangered or 
other indicator species need to be set.  Measurable  (417/7)                                   

77. If the Forest Service is to help endangered and threatened species such as the 
woodland caribou, Canada lynx, and grizzly bear maintain viable populations, 
road density must be reduced.  (419/4)                                                                    

78. ... we need to do even more work to support wildlife.  I would like to see more 
efforts made to provide large corridors for animals to move around our 
obstructions.  (420/4)                                                                                               

79. Habitat for and populations numbers of sensitive, threatened, endangered, and 
other indicator species need to be set.  ... In  (421/3)                                               

80. The current plan standards for protecting wildlife habitat need to be 
strengthened and adhered to under any and all circumstances.  (426/5)                 

81. There also needs to be a concerted effort on the part of federal land managers 
to reduce the total road density of system roads, in order to reduce the impacts 
of roads on species and habitats that are negatively impacted by high road 
densities.  (426/6)                                                                                                     

82. Feed deer and elk in bad winters.  (434/4)                                                              
83. Acquire IDL (Priest Lake State Forest) as a park or forest service lands with 

emphasis on an endangered fish and wildlife species recovery.  (435/6)                 
84. Wildlife Habitat & Security - No logging of any sort in roadless areas.    The 

current road closure system should be kept in effect.  Mechanized  habitat 
improvement efforts have been poorly executed and  counterproductive.  Small 
controlled burns should be used wherever possible.  (437/11)                                 

85. ... the unrealistic concepts of wildlife corridor from Alaska to Mexico, no roads in 
bear country, no timber harvests, let it burn and lie, the lock out and lock up 
mentality are no longer rational imperatives for today's forests and today's life 
style of Americans.  (438/2)                                                                                      

86. Particularly interested in wildlife, but not to the extent of excluding citizens from 
the forest.  (441/4)                                                                                                     

87. Corridor preservation.  (442/1)                                                                                 
88. More emphasis should be placed on logging unroaded areas to help restore 

endangered species and other wildlife.  (447/4)                                                       
89. Maintaining wildlife habitat by connecting wilderness corridors is essential to 

protecting endangered species and other wildlife. . .  (447/8)                                  
90. Quit wasting taxpayer money on caribou reintroduction.  (448/3)                            
91. Remove grizzly bear from endangered species list.  (448/4)                                    
92. Limit wolf introductions, if not eliminate them altogether.  (449/3)                            
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93. You have more concern for wildlife already than you do for humans.  (450/3)         
94. Too much wilderness.  (452/3)                                                                                  
95. The wildlife will prosper more if you thin the forest and clean up all the blow 

down.  (453/3)                                                                                                           
96. The whole world can't stop turning because of endangered species  (454/4)          
97. Control the mountain lion population.  (454/5)                                                          
98. Don't back up more roads for the bears.  If we want more elk, deer, caribou 

don't bring in grizzly, also don't bring back the wolf.  (457/3)                                    
99. Destruction of habitat and fragmentation of habitat critical to 

endangered/threatened species . . . as grizzlies, wolves, and other species 
expand their ranges.  (458/6)                                                                                   

100. Wildlife will do better with logging and forest thinning - will help increase food 
supply for wildlife.  (459/2)                                                                                        

101. Stop use of bad science studies - bears - roads, vehicles and people can co-
exist and do so in many areas - this is social engineering.  (462/1)                        

102. Thinning will improve wildlife habitat.  (466/3)                                                          
103. Close more roads to encourage wildlife habitat.  (470/6)                                         
104. Protection of endangered species, support of reintroduction of former 

ecosystem components eliminated by man (grizzly, wolves etc).  (472/4)               
105. Protect all endangered and threatened species.  (472/12)                                       
106. At all costs protect endangered species.  Keep public access roads out of the 

more animal populated areas.  (472/19)                                                                  
107. Some species - griz, elk, were not native to this habitat.  An analysis needs to 

be completed where these species are not involved to determine both the 
financial as well as the social costs for managing these species.  (475/2)              

108. Analysis needs to be completed as to this plans impact on the local 
communities.  (475/3)                                                                                               

109. No new introductions of game species.  Increase take of European Starlings 
and Brown-headed cowbirds.  Manage for increased numbers of moose, 
mountain goat, elk.  Continue to manage for TES species.  (477/6)                        

110. Do not support any new or supplemental introductions of game species.  
Manage less for whitetail deer, and more for the other ungulates.  Determine 
and manage habitat for TES species.  (480/6)                                                         

111. The needs of endangered species, whose existence relies on intact, diverse 
federal and state ecosystems, should take precedence over human wants.  
(486/5)                                                                                                                       

112. ... grizzlies relocate way out where no one lives.  (488/2)                                        
113. Wildlife especially T&E species need to be given priority over commercial 

extraction and other high impact uses.  (490/6)                                                        
114. Road access within the Grizz recovery zone needs to be limited, especially 

during blackbear hunting seasons.  (490/7)                                                              
115. Recovery of Threatened and Endangered species should be the highest priority.  

(493/4)                                                                                                                       
116. ... how it will affect the wildlife population  . . .  designate certain areas of the 

forest as old growth and are then not able to go in and harvest the timber from 
that area . . .  The established old growth areas are not supplying the existiing 
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wildlife with enough resources.  (503/1)                                                                    
117. Recovery of Threatened and Endangered species should be the highest priority.  

(511/4)                                                                                                                      
118. Management of these Forests should consider the 'big picture' in which they 

provide connectivity from the Canadian Rockies in the north with the Idaho 
wilderness to the south.  (525/3)                                                                               

119. A clear guideline in regards to domestic animals needs to state wild animals 
have priority in management over domestic animals.  Any adverse impacts from 
domestic animals should not be allowed.  Any conflicts between wild and 
domestic animals should be resolved with priority given to the wild animals.  
(6/19)                                                                                                                         

120. Wildlife protection should be a priority in forest management.  Threatened and 
endangered species need extra protection including their potential habitat.  
Corridors for population connectivity need to be mapped out and protected.  
(6/22)                                                                                                                         

121. Value connectivity save important grizzly habitat.  (60/3)                                        
122. ...enough habitat to provide for viable populations of species such as grizzly 

bears, elk, cougar, wolves, deer, and other carnivores and large mammals must 
be preserved.  Riparian areas should be restored to their original state and no 
further degradation of these richly biodiverse areas should be allowed to occur.  
(63/7)                                                                                                                        

123. Preservation of and enhanced wildlife habitat.  (70/1)                                              
124. Utilize the precautionary principle in regards to the grizzly population in the 

valley.  (73/4)                                                                                                           
125. Address the issue of wildlife corridors.  (73/8)                                                          
126. Grizzly bear populations and habitat in the KNF should receive the highest 

consideration and protection in the next plan.  (77/3)                                               
127. Provide for corridors to link disparate habitats.  (85/2)                                             
128. Desist from large clearcuts!  (86/4)                                                                           
129. I hope you take into account all the species that thrive in the Yaak when the new 

forest plan is written.  (96/2)                                                                                      
130. I hope you will be making a forest plan that gives priority to creating, restoring 

and protecting wildlife reserves and the important wild forest connections that 
unite them.  (97/1)                                                                                                    

 
Wildlife Species - 2501 
 
1. The majority of the most widely accepted grizzly bear research has been done 

since the two forest plans and their associated cumulative effects analysis were 
approved in the 80's, and neither one includes this new work in their standards.   
. . .  The Purpose and Need statement in the new forest plan must include a 
clear commitment to bring forest into compliance with best available science for 
all listed species.  (104/3)                                                                                         

2. Forest wide mandatory food storage orders should be implemented 
immediately, with USFS leading the way at all of its facilities and backcountry 
sites within 3 years.  (104/10)                                                                                   
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3. Highest priority be given to preserving the Cabinet-Yaak Grizzly population.  
(108/3)                                                                                                                       

4. The new forest plan must take into account the imperiled Cabinet-Yaak grizzly 
bear population, and make every attempt to protect and preserve this 
endangered animal. . .  (110/4)                                                                                 

5. All motorized access route densities conform to the best available science for 
grizzlies form throughout the Northern Rockies Recovery Ecosystems -  not just 
the local area.  (119/2)                                                                                              

6. Institute comprehensive mandatory food storage orders within the next year.  
(119/6)                                                                                                                       

7. Recovery of Threatened and Endangered species should be the highest priority.  
(133/1)                                                                                                                       

8. I strongly urge you to monitor loons and to conserve their habitat.  . . . The 
Forest Service should also include provisions to evaluate the effects of shoreline 
development and water recreation modes especially jet skis and power boats.  
(138/1)                                                                                                                       

9. Our last dozen bears are super survivors and must be preserved in the new 
Forest Plan.  (144/3)                                                                                                 

10. I wonder if it is unreasonable to request putting some aspect of loon monitoring 
and conservation  in your plan?  (146/1)                                                                  

11. ... give more consideration to the preservation and enhancement of the 
Common Loon populations in the joint forst plan revisions . . .  We urge the 
Forest Service to monitor and conserve loons and their habitat, and do more 
habitat improvements.  We also suggest that the Forest Plan revision evaluate 
the effects of shoreline development and water recreation (boats and personal 
watercraft) on lons, and take actions to protect loons and increase their 
populations.  (150/1)                                                                                                

12. ... consider the impacts of logging on the Grizzly bear and Caribou habitat 
recruitment.  . . . consider the impact and cumulative effects of management of 
adjacent ownerships. specifically near borders with industrial forestlands.  There 
is currently a lack of large snags throughout these forests.  (154/9)                        

13. I'd like to see the KNF turn the corner dramatically, while there's still time, on 
recovering its shamefully long list of threatened, endangered, and sensitive 
species: certainly with the grizzly chief among them.  (156/8)                                  

14. The musical-chairs system of opening and closing existing roads on even a ten-
year basis is worse than break-even or ineffective, it constitutes in my opinion a 
taking, "luring" the maternal culture of grizzlies into teaching their cubs that an 
area is secure when all it really is a simmering fuse of a watershed, with the 
gates set to open in one, three, five, or seven years. Grizzlies need wilderness, 
they need the security of permanent protection.  (156/16)                                       

15. The Forest Plan should contain habitat standards to protect the endangered 
Cabinet-Yaak and Selkirk populations both inside and outside of the recovery 
zone. The grizzly bear habitat access standards recently proposed for the forest 
do not meet the need to restrict human access to grizzly bears habitat on the 
forest (see Sierra Club comments on this issue which are incorporated by 
reference here).  (159/3)                                                                                           
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16. In order to ensure that the KNF has a healthy, huntable population of elk well 
into the future, the forest plan should have strong standards for elk habitat 
protection and restoration.  (159/5)                                                                          

17. Provide space and good habitat for the grizzly bear.  (165/10)                                
18. Loons need help - platforms, peace and quiet.  (165/13)                                         
19. Activities that trend a species towards listing should be heavily scrutinized and 

rejected whenever possible.   Activities that preclude recovery goals should be 
prohibited.  (176/3)                                                                                                   

20. pay attention and prioritize the needs of native wildlife. . .  (180/4)                          
21. ... you are looking at lynx and Grizzly bear. The new plan needs to add 

protections for these and other rare TES species.  (195/3)                                      
22. ... species that are dependent on isolation form human disturbance (like the 

grizzly bear) will need consideration and protection from the effects of 
motorization.  (196/2)                                                                                                

23. ... protect the Cabinet-Yaak grizzly bear population.  (211/3)                                   
24. The Cabinet-Yaak grizzly population is in great danger.  Our last dozen bears 

must be preserved in the new forest plan.  (219/3)                                                   
25. It is your obligation to save habitat to save the grizzly bears.  (222/2)                     
26. The Caribou are non-existent in the Priest Lake area and should be deregulated 

for this area.  (232/4)                                                                                                
27. Maintaining diversity of species, genetic diversity within species, and age 

diversity both within and among species should be considered essential in both 
the overall forest plan and any plans developed for timber harvest.  (25/6)             

28. Any proposals, alternatives, plans, etc. that would not help sustain, or better yet, 
promote the dwindling population of grizzly bears in the Kootenai National 
Forest should be immediately and permanently banned from adoption or 
consideration.  (252/2)                                                                                              

29. Protect habitat for wolf, grizzly, bull trout and caribou.  (253/5)                                
30. The Cabinet-Yaak grizzly population is the most imperiled in the world.  

Preserving them must be the agency's high priority.  (26/3)                                     
31. Given the extremely endangered condition of the Cabinet - Yaak grizzly 

population every effort must be made to protect their habitats in the new Plan. It 
must address the habitat connectivity of all the grizzly populations on these 
forests extending across the Canadian border, preserve existing corridors and 
try to create new ones connecting the roadless cores.  (260/3)                               

32. It is urgent ot protect the ten or twelve grizzly bears left in Yaak Valley.  (28/3)       
33. We would also like to work closely with the Kootenai Forest in caribou 

conservation and restoration.  (396/9)                                                                     
34. I would like the agency to cooperate more with independent grizzly biologists.  

(401/7)                                                                                                                       
35. We need to look out for the threatened and endangered species but should not 

close millions of more acres than has already been closed.  (406/2)                       
36. The USFS needs to do a biological  analysis of winter-time motorized access on 

grizzly bears before it allows unrestricted snowmobile activity in recovery are 
drainages.  (407/20)                                                                                                  

37. If the US Fish & Wildlife Service will not then the KNF has to make an effort at 
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delineating core habitat for grizzly bears on the forest.  (407/21)                             
38. ... we object to the use of the word rare when grizzly and gray wolf are 

mentioned.  (409/1)                                                                                                   
39. We desire that there be key indicator species used on the forest. (The Forests 

should use these indicator species to determine any habitat changes needed for 
the management of all species including endangered species.)  (415/1)                 

40. Defenders urges you to incorporate management techniques that will 
discontinue the loss of old growth forests as well as all timber sales in all 
existing and potential caribou habitat.  (419/1)                                                         

41. ... all actions in lynx habitat that may effect lynx require formal consultation with 
the FWS until critical habitat is officially designated.  Defenders also urges the 
completion of a recovery plan for the lynx.  (419/2)                                                  

42. For the Grizzly Bear its most important that road and access management 
include sufficient areas that provide habitat security.  . . .  we urge you improve 
present habitat corridors which bridge the gap between isolated protected 
areas.  (419/3)                                                                                                           

43. ... the FS should disclose which species for which population trends are 
unknown.  (422/7)                                                                                                     

44. "Planning Question - What are the implications of continuing under current 
management direction for wildlife?" (p. 56.)  No answer is even attempted! This 
needs to be addressed before  public involvement is done on new Forest Plans.  
(422/8)                                                                                                                       

45. We hereby incorporate by reference all of the comments and reports submitted 
by AWR and Dr Lee Metzgar regarding the Forest Plan Amendments for 
Motorized Access Management within the Cabinet-Yaak and Selkirk Grizzly 
Bear Recovery Areas.  (426/7)                                                                                

46. Mandatory standards that will insure viability of all native wildlife, fish, and plant 
species;  (428/1)                                                                                                      

47. Predators - the KNF should support federal efforts to protect grizzly bears and 
wolves throughout northwestern Montana.  (437/13)                                                

48. Wildlife is omitted as a revision topic in the FSR.  Please include wildlife as a 
major consideration for FSR.  (75/3)                                                                         

49. Preserve the grizz!  (86/2)                                                                                         
50. Grizzly bear habitat and security have to be a prominent feature of this 

evaluation.  (91/3)                                                                                                     
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Scoping Summary 
 
• A total of 533 communications containing 640 signatures were received. 
 
• Communications consisted of letters, post cards, comment forms, emails, form 

letters, form post cards and a petition. 
 
• Respondent Types  

Business – 10 
Federal Entities – 5 
Groups or Organizations – 51 
Individuals – 569 
State Entities – 4 
Canadian Entities – 1 

 
• Communications were received from 41 states and 2 countries (Canada and 

France). 
 
• The majority of the communications came from the Montana, Idaho and Washington. 
 
• Issues/concerns from Tribal Entities were identified from meeting notes and included 

in the Scoping Issue/Concern Summary (Government to government consultation is 
ongoing). 

 
• Comments from the June 2003 Community Meetings were documented on 

spreadsheets and were included in the Scoping Issue/Concern Summary (1,500 
people signed in at the meetings). 

 
• All Scoping comments were included in the Scoping Issues/Concerns Summary. 
 
Summary of Substantive Comments Received from Scoping Communications 
 

Category Number of Comments 
Thank you for your comment 29 

Alternatives – 100 9 
Access - 200 109 

Air Quality – 300 1 
Fisheries – 400 25 

Amphibians - 401 1 
Fire Risk – 500 41 

Fire As A Process - 501 41 
Heritage – 600 0 
Lands – 700 9 

Laws & Regulations – 800 10 
Minerals – 900 11 
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Category Number of Comments 
Miscellaneous – 1000 25 

Monitoring – 1100 44 
NEPA Process - 1200 19 

Public Involvement – 1300 10 
Range – 1400 3 

Wilderness – 1500 32 
Motorized Recreation – 1501 88 

Non-motorized Recreation – 1502 37 
Special Interest Areas – 1503 10 
Wild & Scenic Rivers – 1504 13 
Dispersed Recreation – 1505 6 
Developed Recreation – 1506 13 
Riparian Vegetation – 1600 5 

Riparian Aquatic – 1601 2 
Inventoried Roadless Areas – 1700 217 

Scenery - 1800 7 
Social – 1900 6 

Economic – 1901 28 
Soil Productivity – 2000 8 

Erosion/Slope Stability - 2001 2 
Timber Production – 2100 180 

Tribal Consultation & Treaty Rights – 2200 1 
Old Growth – 2300 73 

Research Natural Areas – 2301 0 
Weeds – 2302 71 

Terrestrial Vegetation – 2303 46 
Vegetation TES Species – 2304 2 
Vegetation TES Habitats – 2305 1 

Watershed Assessment & Condition - 2400 22 
Water Quality – 2401 11 

Water Rights & Beneficial Uses - 2402 1 
Watershed Restoration - 2403 48 

Wildlife Habitat – 2500 130 
Wildlife Species - 2501 50 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
1  Mike  England 
2  Martin-Levoy Deborah 
3  Nordin Chris 
4  Buck Greg 
5  Capra Steve 
6  Reynolds Leigh Ann 
7  Cosby Glen and 

Greta 
8  Helvey Pat 
9  Bell Donna 
10  Carvey Lorn 
11 Montana 

Wilderness Assn 
Hernandez Cesar 

12  Daven Viana 
13  Bell Donna 
14  Leach Michael 
15  Leach Michael 
16  Leach Michael 
17  Soennichsen John 
18  Engel Margaret 
19  Engel David 
20  Bass Rick 
21  Emmett Jeffrey 
22  Limal Penny 
23  Poppino Geroge 
24  Reynolds Leigh Ann 
25  Steitz Jim 
26  Meleski Vince 
27 Kentucky 

Heartwood 
De Jong Perrin 

28  Booher Sam 
29 Wyoming 

Wilderness Assn 
Howell Liz 

30  Bird Bryan 
31  Keohler Matthew 
32  Smith Valerie 
33  Pippino Mary 
34  Steitz Jim 
35 Yaak Valley 

Forest Council 
Cronenwett David 

36  Reynolds Leigh Ann 
37  Fuqua Pam 
38  Janssen Sue 
39  McConnell W.V. 
40  Skroch Matt 
41  Canepa Sarah 
42  Campbell Mary 
43  Brillon Diann 
44 Yaak Residents 

for Healthy 
Forest 

Management 

  

45  Kingsley Anna Lisa 
46  Sherman Roger and 

Susan 
47   Rana Paul 
48  Jaqueth Scott 
49  Polley Benjamin 

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
50  Ellis Ron 
51  Tanner Todd 
52  Allen Bruce 
53 Yaak Valley 

Forest Council 
Johnson Tony 

54  Kays Jerry 
55  Hancick John and 

Lynn 
56 Wild Alabama Meleski Vince 
57  Swanson John 
58 Kinnikinnick 

Chapter of Idaho 
Native Plant 

Society  

O’Reilly Molly 

59 Woodland 
Management 

Lund Roger 

60 The Lands 
Council 

Attemann Rein 

61  Smith Stephanie 
62  Boswell Debra 
63  Coleth Travis 
64  Lindholdt Karen 
65  Picken Ellen 
66  Lambert Jeff 
67  Berg Douglas 

and Marcia 
68  Leivestad Tobo and 

Rusti 
69  Sherman Roger 
70  Mason Andrew 
71 Montana Native 

Plant Society 
Kruopat Elizabeth 

72  Rice Stephen 
73  Ryder Carol 
74  Salo Thomas 

and Jo Ann 
75  McLeod Charles and 

Pat 
76  Miller Jean 
77  Andreason Linda 
78  Guthrie Julie 
79  Perry Heidi 
80  Larkin Ben 
81  Reynolds Leigh Ann  
82  Robison Chelsey 
83  Thompson Mark 
84  Martin-Levoy Deborah 
85  Journey  Bud 
86  Wasters-

Barcomb 
Julie 

87  Smith Maura 
88  Sadowski Mary 
89  Berkeley Paula 
90    
91  Atchison Michael 
92  Schwedler Jon and 

Jennifer 
93  Bushnell Ruth 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
94  Brehm Joe 
95  Ranger and 

Siedentop 
Michael and 
Susie 

96  Park and 
Zimmerman 

Chris and 
Lizbeth 

97 F.H. Stoltze 
Land & Lumber 

Roady Chuck 

98 Lincoln County 
Insect, Rodent & 
Weed Integrated 

Pest 
Management 

Program 

Schauer Arthur 

99  Erickson Leslie 
100  Maxwell Jon 
101 Great Old 

Broads for 
Wilderness 

Egar Veronica 

102  Levitt Eli 
103  Mermel Zachary 
104  Lyons Eric 
105  Ryan Mike 
106  Mall Amy 
107  Steiner Audry 
108  Moritz Adam 
109  Arrache Sandra 
110  Adams Ella 
111  Bennett Bill 
112  Bridges Ben 
113 Coal Creek 

Properties 
Fuller Brad 

114  Weeks Margaret 
115  Costello Dana 
116  Russell J 
117  Interested 

Party 
 

118  Mohar Eric 
119  Hamacheck Louisa 
120  Rasmussen Lowell 
121  Rainier Liz 
122  Dawson Ronald 
123  Stembridge Matt 
124  Schrocder Leigh 
125  Drusia April 
126  Leier Kurt 
127  Biers Bryan 
128  Barth John 
129  Brash Gerry 
130  Kapums Karyn 
131  Gordon Dave 
132  Heflick Dave 
133  Curry Susan 
134  Golighty Christine 
135  Horning John 
136  Alford  Jess 
137  Garrick Dustin 
138  Interested 

Party 
 

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
139  Brown Alex 
140  Stade Kirsten 
141  Clavert Nicola 
142  Frazee Carloyn 
143  Edbolm Greg 
144  Chichizola Regina 
145  Reynolds Nancy 
146  Brown Courtney 
147  Spritz Randi 
148  Powers Elizabeth 
149  Damsell Sarah 
150  Cooper R 
151  Hoke Tom 
152  Kreilick Jake 
153  Jones Eric 
154  Langelle Jim 
155  Koehuer Matthew 
156  Rasmussen Pat 
157  Lillelso Tim 
158  Interested 

Party 
 

159  Scherzer Ernest 
160  Manley Jim 
161  Edwards H 
162  Rusnak Richard Jr 
163  Zimet Andrew 
164  Holst Ann 
165  Woodriff Elaine 
166  Shapiro Sheila 
167  Waldron Susan 
168  Reynolds Clark 
169  Johnson Mark 
170  Snow Donald 
171  Bauder Rebecca 
172  Diehl Singer Jackie 
173  Burgland Steve 
174  Schroeter Franklin 
175  Bangeman Johanna 
176  Sheets Mark 
177  Stein Bob 
178  O Brien Dan and 

Mary 
179  Young Kim 
180  Gregory Gary 
181  Deveny Christine 
182  Byrne Kerrie 
183  LaBelle Lon 
184  Wulf Julie 
185  Blank D L 
186  Gutowsky Peter and 

Sharon 
187  Clark Laura 
188  Fields Edwin 
189  Jennings Gerry 
190  Campbell Mary 
191  Fuqua Pam 
192  Egolf Babs 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
193  Singer Jackie 
194  Wandler Jerry 
195  Clark Robert 
196    
197  Rusoff David 
198  Flansaas Robert 
199    
200    
201  McLeod Pat 
202  Eggleston Ed 
203  List Kate 
204    
205    
206  Kidder Wade 
207  Taylor Robert and 

Linda 
208    
209  Scarabosio Dario and 

Mary Ann 
210  Carlberg Mike 
211  Gartner Marilyn 
212  Frederickson Harvey 
213  Urdahl John 
214    
215  Erickson Scott 
216    
217  Fox Sandra 
218  Davidson Guy 
219  Garrison Lory 
220  Alkire MaryBeth 
221  Carpenter Clyde 
222  Kelly Dan 
223  Ricke Joe 
224  Gilder Jeannie 
225 Cabinet 

Resource Group 
Hernandez Cesar 

226    
227  Goble Earl 
228  Garrison Glenn 
229  Gary Nancy 
230  Breeden Bernadette 
231  Leidigh Camille 
232  Leidigh Cassia 
233  Leidigh Charles 
234    
235  Youso Mark 
236 Montana 

Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 
 

237  Erickson Tom 
238  Stewart Jr Brian 
239  Lehnert Stacy 
240  Aarstad Kevin 
241        McNair Jason 
242  Maloney Jay and 

Laurie 
243    

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
244  Cronquist Patti 
245  Wozniak Alice 
246  Neuman Nancy 
247    
248    
249    
250  Pitts Brent 
251  Brown Timothy 
252  Oravez Toni 
253  Wilkins          Jaci 
254  Heuwinkle Ryan 
255  Grader George 
256  McLeod Lewis 
257  Bushey Doug 
258  Sherman-

Labrum 
Kim 

259  McCarthy Paul 
260  Cook Barbara 
261  Stein Daniel 
262  Grow Elaine 
263  Kordahl Tamara 
264  Ringler Diane 
265  Kuntz Laurie 
266  Goodhue Jacob 
267  Allison-

Bushnell 
Steven 

268  Gerrish Stephen 
269  Currie Chris 
270  Interested 

Party 
 

271  Boyle Robert and 
Francesca 

272  Quinn Lauren 
273  Reck Margie 
274  Cambiancia CarolRae 
275  Boyd Eric 
276  Craig Katie 
277  Kiehn Don 
278  Cady Beth 
279  Prato Tony 
280  Chisholm Bill 
281  Neuman Kevin 
282  Siewert Rae Ann 
283  Caires Victoria 
284  Hanley Joe 
285  StAugust P 
286  Greenup Mary 
287  Eggers Kim 
288  Van Ausdall Marci 
289  Peterson Vicki 
290  Shepherd Jasmine 
291  Stoltz Jim 
292  Longhart Fred 
293  Johnson Emily 
294  Beck Doreen 
295  Taylor Philip 
296  Hutcheson Brad 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
297  McDonald Susan 
298  Moore Shawn 
299  Weber Mark and 

Tracey 
300  Griffin Maurice 
301  Parker John and 

Natalie 
302  Anderlik Robert 
303  Kenney Katherine 
304  Oannon John and 

Barbara 
305  Frederick Jr John 
306  Dunham Janet 
307  Schmidt Thomas 
308  Crow Katherine 
309  Miller Pat 
310    
311  Bakenhus Diane 
312  Addy Greg 
313  Schmidt Willette 
314  MacKenzie Lora 
315  Eldredge Julie 
316  Douglass Richard 
317    
318  Nissl Jan 
319  Mattoon Jerry 
320  Schiess Tracy 
321  Lyons John 
322  Snider Adelaide 
323  Layne Joel 
324  Tucker Chris 
325  Sha G 
326  Bottner Rob 
327  King Marilynn 
328  George James 
329  Diller Kristina 
330  Adolay Peter 
331  Gariglietti Randy 
332  Clay Margaret 
333  Maples Janelle 
334  Collins Frances 
335  Eldredge Jeri 
336  Johnston Florence 
337  Lyons Emily 
338  Campbell Rick 
339  Britton Kelly 
340  Miller Judith 
341  Mikalson Claire 
342  Keur Dawn 
343  Roberts         James 
344  Spellman Cherise 
345  Steen Gretchen 
346  OConnor Susanne 
347  Ledereman        Leon 
348  Powell Tammy 
349  Campbell Robin 
350  Knpx Jodie 

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log (Numeric) 
No Organization Last Name First Name 
351  Klinger Melissa 
352  Moses Martin 
353  Powell Bryce 
354  Kruse Barb 
355  Long Kathy 
356  Williams Craig 
357  Ellenberger David 
358  Fries Ryan 
359  McFall Stacy 
360 North Valley 

Public Library 
  

361  Huttler Khalia 
362  Chamblin Kary 
363  Easterday Dave 
364  Childs George 
365  McGill Mark and 

Peggy 
366  Bass Rick 
367  McDowell William 
368  Funk Mike 
369  Winowiecki Leigh 
370    
371  Matthews Jonathan 
372  Marowitz Jenny 
373  Crane Sandra 
374  Everett Ken 
375  Chalgren Bill 

      
376 

 Townsend Darlene 

377  Hawley Daniel 
378  Couch Courtney 
379    
380  Mather Mary 
381  Maedje Rick 
382  Bass Rick 
383  Loyd Aaron 
384 Bighorn 

Botanicals 
Willis Rus 

385  Wilson Randy 
386 Kinnikinnick 

Chapter of the 
Idaho Native 
Plant Society 

O’Reilly Molly 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
240  Aarstad Kevin 
110  Adams Ella 
312  Addy Greg 
330  Adolay Peter 
136  Alford  Jess 
220  Alkire MaryBeth 
52  Allen Bruce 
267  Allison-

Bushnell 
Steven 

302  Anderlik Robert 
77  Andreason Linda 
109  Arrache Sandra 
91  Atchison Michael 
311  Bakenhus Diane 
175  Bangeman Johanna 
128  Barth John 
20  Bass Rick 
366  Bass Rick 
382  Bass Rick 
171  Bauder Rebecca 
294  Beck Doreen 
9  Bell Donna 

13  Bell Donna 
111  Bennett Bill 
67  Berg Douglas and 

Marcia 
89  Berkeley Paula 
127  Biers Bryan 
30  Bird Bryan 
185  Blank D L 
28  Booher Sam 
62  Boswell Debra 
326  Bottner Rob 
275  Boyd Eric 
271  Boyle Robert and 

Francesca 
129  Brash Gerry 
230  Breeden Bernadette 
94  Brehm Joe 
112  Bridges Ben 
43  Brillon Diann 
339  Britton Kelly 
139  Brown Alex 
146  Brown Courtney 
251  Brown Timothy 
4  Buck Greg 

173  Burgland Steve 
257  Bushey Doug 
93  Bushnell Ruth 
182  Byrne Kerrie 
278  Cady Beth 
283  Caires Victoria 
274  Cambiancia CarolRae 
42  Campbell Mary 
190  Campbell Mary 
338  Campbell Rick 

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
349  Campbell Robin 
41  Canepa Sarah 
5  Capra Steve 

210  Carlberg Mike 
221  Carpenter Clyde 
10  Carvey Lorn 
375  Chalgren Bill 
362  Chamblin Kary 
144  Chichizola Regina 
364  Childs George 
280  Chisholm Bill 
187  Clark Laura 
195  Clark Robert 
141  Clavert Nicola 
332  Clay Margaret 
63  Coleth Travis 
334  Collins Frances 
260  Cook Barbara 
150  Cooper R 
7  Cosby Glen and 

Greta 
115  Costello Dana 
378  Couch Courtney 
276  Craig Katie 
373  Crane Sandra 
244  Cronquist Patti 
308  Crow Katherine 
269  Currie Chris 
133  Curry Susan 
149  Damsell Sarah 
12  Daven Viana 
218  Davidson Guy 
122  Dawson Ronald 
181  Deveny Christine 
172  Diehl Singer Jackie 
329  Diller Kristina 
316  Douglass Richard 
125  Drusia April 
306  Dunham Janet 
363  Easterday Dave 
143  Edbolm Greg 
161  Edwards H 
287  Eggers Kim 
202  Eggleston Ed 
192  Egolf Babs 
315  Eldredge Julie 
335  Eldredge Jeri 
357  Ellenberger David 
50  Ellis Ron 
21  Emmett Jeffrey 
18  Engel Margaret 
19  Engel David 
99  Erickson Leslie 
215  Erickson Scott 
237  Erickson Tom 
374  Everett Ken 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
188  Fields Edwin 
198  Flansaas Robert 
217  Fox Sandra 
142  Frazee Carloyn 
305  Frederick Jr John 
212  Frederickson Harvey 
358  Fries Ryan 
368  Funk Mike 
37  Fuqua Pam 
191  Fuqua Pam 
331  Gariglietti Randy 
137  Garrick Dustin 
219  Garrison Lory 
228  Garrison Glenn 
211  Gartner Marilyn 
229  Gary Nancy 
328  George James 
268  Gerrish Stephen 
224  Gilder Jeannie 
227  Goble Earl 
134  Golighty Christine 
266  Goodhue Jacob 
131  Gordon Dave 
255  Grader George 
286  Greenup Mary 
180  Gregory Gary 
300  Griffin Maurice 
262  Grow Elaine 
78  Guthrie Julie 
186  Gutowsky Peter and 

Sharon 
119  Hamacheck Louisa 
55  Hancick John and Lynn 
284  Hanley Joe 
377  Hawley Daniel 
132  Heflick Dave 
8  Helvey Pat 

254  Heuwinkle Ryan 
151  Hoke Tom 
164  Holst Ann 
135  Horning John 
296  Hutcheson Brad 
361  Huttler Khalia 
117  Interested 

Party 
 

138  Interested 
Party 

 

158  Interested 
Party 

 

270  Interested 
Party 

 

38  Janssen Sue 
48  Jaqueth Scott 
189  Jennings Gerry 
169  Johnson Mark 
293  Johnson Emily 

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
336  Johnston Florence 
153  Jones Eric 
85  Journey  Bud 
130  Kapums Karyn 
54  Kays Jerry 
222  Kelly Dan 
303  Kenney Katherine 
31  Keohler Matthew 
342  Keur Dawn 
206  Kidder Wade 
277  Kiehn Don 
327  King Marilynn 
45  Kingsley Anna Lisa 
351  Klinger Melissa 
350  Knpx Jodie 
155  Koehuer Matthew 
263  Kordahl Tamara 
152  Kreilick Jake 
354  Kruse Barb 
265  Kuntz Laurie 
183  LaBelle Lon 
66  Lambert Jeff 
154  Langelle Jim 
80  Larkin Ben 
323  Layne Joel 
14  Leach Michael 
15  Leach Michael 
16  Leach Michael 
347  Ledereman        Leon 
239  Lehnert Stacy 
231  Leidigh Camille 
232  Leidigh Cassia 
233  Leidigh Charles 
126  Leier Kurt 
68  Leivestad Tobo and 

Rusti 
102  Levitt Eli 
157  Lillelso Tim 
22  Limal Penny 
64  Lindholdt Karen 
203  List Kate 
355  Long Kathy 
292  Longhart Fred 
383  Loyd Aaron 
104  Lyons Eric 
321  Lyons John 
337  Lyons Emily 
314  MacKenzie Lora 
381  Maedje Rick 
106  Mall Amy 
242  Maloney Jay and Laurie 
160  Manley Jim 
333  Maples Janelle 
372  Marowitz Jenny 
2  Martin-Levoy Deborah 

84  Martin-Levoy Deborah 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
70  Mason Andrew 
380  Mather Mary 
371  Matthews Jonathan 
319  Mattoon Jerry 
100  Maxwell Jon 
259  McCarthy Paul 
39  McConnell W.V. 
297  McDonald Susan 
367  McDowell William 
359  McFall Stacy 
365  McGill Mark and 

Peggy 
75  McLeod Charles and 

Pat 
201  McLeod Pat 
256  McLeod Lewis 
241        McNair Jason 
26  Meleski Vince 
103  Mermel Zachary 
341  Mikalson Claire 
1  Mike  England 

76  Miller Jean 
309  Miller Pat 
340  Miller Judith 
118  Mohar Eric 
298  Moore Shawn 
108  Moritz Adam 
352  Moses Martin 
246  Neuman Nancy 
281  Neuman Kevin 
318  Nissl Jan 
3  Nordin Chris 

178  O Brien Dan and Mary 
304  Oannon John and 

Barbara 
346  OConnor Susanne 
252  Oravez Toni 
96  Park and 

Zimmerman 
Chris and 
Lizbeth 

301  Parker John and 
Natalie 

79  Perry Heidi 
289  Peterson Vicki 
65  Picken Ellen 
33  Pippino Mary 
250  Pitts Brent 
49  Polley Benjamin 
23  Poppino Geroge 
348  Powell Tammy 
353  Powell Bryce 
148  Powers Elizabeth 
279  Prato Tony 
272  Quinn Lauren 
121  Rainier Liz 
47   Rana Paul 
95  Ranger and 

Siedentop 
Michael and 
Susie 

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
120  Rasmussen Lowell 
156  Rasmussen Pat 
273  Reck Margie 
6  Reynolds Leigh Ann 

24  Reynolds Leigh Ann 
36  Reynolds Leigh Ann 
81  Reynolds Leigh Ann  
145  Reynolds Nancy 
168  Reynolds Clark 
72  Rice Stephen 
223  Ricke Joe 
264  Ringler Diane 
343  Roberts         James 
82  Robison Chelsey 
162  Rusnak Richard Jr 
197  Rusoff David 
116  Russell J 
105  Ryan Mike 
73  Ryder Carol 
88  Sadowski Mary 
74  Salo Thomas and 

Jo Ann 
209  Scarabosio Dario and 

Mary Ann 
159  Scherzer Ernest 
320  Schiess Tracy 
307  Schmidt Thomas 
313  Schmidt Willette 
124  Schrocder Leigh 
174  Schroeter Franklin 
92  Schwedler Jon and 

Jennifer 
325  Sha G 
166  Shapiro Sheila 
176  Sheets Mark 
290  Shepherd Jasmine 
46  Sherman Roger and 

Susan 
69  Sherman Roger 
258  Sherman-

Labrum 
Kim 

282  Siewert Rae Ann 
193  Singer Jackie 
40  Skroch Matt 
32  Smith Valerie 
61  Smith Stephanie 
87  Smith Maura 
322  Snider Adelaide 
170  Snow Donald 
17  Soennichsen John 
344  Spellman Cherise 
147  Spritz Randi 
140  Stade Kirsten 
285  StAugust P 
345  Steen Gretchen 
177  Stein Bob 
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Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
261  Stein Daniel 
107  Steiner Audry 
25  Steitz Jim 
34  Steitz Jim 
123  Stembridge Matt 
238  Stewart Jr Brian 
291  Stoltz Jim 
57  Swanson John 
51  Tanner Todd 
207  Taylor Robert and 

Linda 
295  Taylor Philip 
83  Thompson Mark 
       

376 
 Townsend Darlene 

324  Tucker Chris 
213  Urdahl John 
288  Van Ausdall Marci 
167  Waldron Susan 
194  Wandler Jerry 
86  Wasters-

Barcomb 
Julie 

299  Weber Mark and 
Tracey 

114  Weeks Margaret 
253  Wilkins          Jaci 
356  Williams Craig 
385  Wilson Randy 
369  Winowiecki Leigh 
165  Woodriff Elaine 
245  Wozniak Alice 
184  Wulf Julie 
179  Young Kim 
235  Youso Mark 
163  Zimet Andrew 
384 Bighorn 

Botanicals 
Willis Rus 

225 Cabinet 
Resource 

Group 

Hernandez Cesar 

113 Coal Creek 
Properties 

Fuller Brad 

97 F.H. Stoltze 
Land & Lumber 

Roady Chuck 

Subsequent Scoping Communication Log 
(Alphabetical) 

No Organization Last Name First Name 
101 Great Old 

Broads for 
Wilderness 

Egar Veronica 

27 Kentucky 
Heartwood 

De Jong Perrin 

58 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of 

Idaho Native 
Plant Society  

O’Reilly Molly 

386 Kinnikinnick 
Chapter of the 
Idaho Native 
Plant Society 

O’Reilly Molly 

98 Lincoln County 
Insect, Rodent 

& Weed 
Integrated Pest 
Management 

Program 

Schauer Arthur 

71 Montana 
Native Plant 

Society 

Kruopat Elizabeth 

11 Montana 
Wilderness 

Assn 

Hernandez Cesar 

236 Montana 
Wilderness 
Association 

Hernandez Cesar 
 

360 North Valley 
Public Library 

  

60 The Lands 
Council 

Attemann Rein 

56 Wild Alabama Meleski Vince 
59 Woodland 

Management 
Lund Roger 

29 Wyoming 
Wilderness 

Assn 

Howell Liz 

44 Yaak 
Residents for 

Healthy Forest 
Management 

  

35 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

Cronenwett David 

53 Yaak Valley 
Forest Council 

Johnson Tony 
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Large Communications 
 
The following communications received during the subsequent scoping process were 
not coded due to content and size.  They were summarized by Susan Ague.  A 
complete copy of the letter and the summary were given to the Revision team along 
with the other comment letters for consideration in the DEIS and PRFPs.  
 

N0 Author Content 
225 Cesar Hernandez Cabinet Resource Group 
236 Cesar Hernandez Montana Wilderness Association 
381 Rick Maedje Montana State Representative 
 
Summary Subsequent Scoping Communication #225 Cabinet Resource Group (CRG) 
Cesar Hernandez 
 
CRG incorporates by reference the comments submitted by the Montana Wilderness 
Association and the Forest Restoration Alternative as amended submitted by the Lands Council. 
Citizen’s Alternative developed because planners have defined their decision space so narrowly 
arbitrarily eliminating new directions for forest management from consideration. Primary goal is 
the conservation of biological diversity at the genetic, species and ecosystem levels with a 
secondary goal encompassing social and economic sustainability. Forest managed to provide 
maximum human access and limiting access for machines (wilderness provides greater 
economic return and diversity than resource extraction and their importance to continued 
socioeconomic health of communities). 
 
The Cabinet Mountains Wilderness and all IRAs to remain unaltered and managed for non-
motorized recreational opportunities, protect corridors and restoration of surrounding lands. 
Wildlife habitat to be managed to maintain historical distribution and abundance of native 
species by restoring vegetation age classes and structure to levels within the forest’s historical 
natural range of variation. Motorized access route densities will be reduced forest wide within 
the constraints of the necessary road management system. 
 
Goals: 

1. Maintain native biodiversity at genetic, species and ecosystem levels. 
2. Maintain or restore historical distribution and abundance of all native species. 
3. Remove non-system roads in order to restore or protect water quality, aquatic species, 

consolidate currently roadless areas, provide additional wildlife security areas and 
secure grizzly bear habitat. 

4. Manage all IRAs to maintain their wilderness character by excluding motorized 
recreation year round. 

5. Maximize non-motorized recreational opportunities consistent with the goal of 
maintaining native biodiversity. 

6. Manage all lands within the recent distribution of Cabinet-Yaak and Selkirk grizzly bears 
to standards likely to promote recovery of the species. 

7. Achieve access route densities of less than 19% of the area with open road density 
greater than 1mi/mi2, less than 19% of the area with total road density greater than 2 
mi/mi2 and, 68% of the area designated core grizzly bear habitat in all areas where 
bears have been observed in the last 15 years. 
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8. Restore the diversity of age classes and vegetation structures to those within the forests 
natural range of variability. 

9. Develop a fire management plan for IRAs, wilderness areas and the urban wildland 
interface that protects homes and property while maintaining the role of wildfire in the 
ecology of the region. 

10. Involve local communities in restoration projects creating local economic opportunities. 
11. Purchase existing patented mining claims surrounding and adjacent to the Cabinet 

mountains Wilderness and withdraw USFS lands within wilderness study areas from 
future mineral leasing and development. 

12. Protect smaller (250 – 5000 acre) roadless areas in accordance with Montana 
Department of FWP elk security concerns, and to provide connectivity between the 
existing cores of larger inventoried roadless areas. 

 
Creation of 10 Roadless Area Complexes (RAC) (Delineated by drawing naturally defined 
boundaries around groups of IRAs) 
 
 
 Map 1  

• USFS lands shown in light green 
• IRAs shown in dark green 
• Diagonal hash marks and bounding dark line indicate the proposed RACSs.  

RACs will not achieve all 12 goals, but will provide best possibility for recovering T&E species. 
 
Map 2  
Mattson and Merrill determined the area outline in blue has the potential to support 100 grizzly 
bears. RACS will secure this area. 
 
Map 3 Mattson and Merrill surrounding area within current grizzly bear range is capable of 
supporting 230 grizzly bears FS should implement the NCDE access standards. 
 
Additional Comments 
 
Soils – threat from excessive construction of roads, memorandum on construction of new roads 
should be implemented until backlog of road maintenance and decommissioning has been 
accomplished and budgets should reflect this. 
 
Timber – work with small independent mills to establish their needs, and see where FS 
objectives coincide. 
 
Weeds – re-establish historical controls birds and fire, chemicals should be used as last resort. 
 
Fire Risk – fire’s natural role, urban interface preparation and safety, funding for fire education, 
controlled burning, fire fighting capability, and development of fire plans for all areas. 
 
Access – designated motorized routes, protect/restore traditional trails, reclaim damaged trails, 
no additional road miles – utilize existing system, wildlife habitat not suitable for motorized 
traffic, identify winter recreation areas for undisturbed wildlife habitat, no motorized use in 
wilderness study areas and IRAs. 
 
Watersheds – restoration a high priority, snowmobile pollution needs analysis. 
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Wildlife – insufficient resources allocate to monitor indicator species and their habitat, T&E 
species and indicator species habitat protected, human activities especially recreational 
analyzed for impacts, critical habitats designated within 3 years of plan, recreation activities that 
threaten or degrade habitat not allowed. 
 
Global warming – account for effects, contribute to mitigation, acknowledge greenhouse gas 
contributions of ATV/ORV’s. 
 
Summary Subsequent Scoping Communication #236 Montana Wilderness Association 
Cesar Hernandez 
 
Less than 2% of forests is actually protected as wilderness and less than 5% total is being 
recommended to congress for wilderness designation.  Areas on map to be protected as 
wildlands free from motorized activity and recommended as wilderness. 
 
Same additional comments as above and incorporates the Forest Restoration Alternative as 
amended. 
 
Summary Subsequent Scoping Communication #381 Montana Rep. Rick Maedje 
 
Asked by constituents to provide following comments on their behalf (represents roughly 9,000 
or the approximate 18,000 in Lincoln County and supported by 62%).  
 
Measure put on 2000 ballot asking for approval or disapproval of Clinton IRA plan – 9 out of 10 
citizens living in and around the KNF rejected road closures and mitigation of public access 
based on that election data. Citizens desire forest access and increasing economic uses, 
implement solutions that do not reduce or eliminate human interaction in the ecosystems 
nor reduces the public benefits including timber harvest and recreation. 
 
Restoration – not the desire of the public to restore the forest to a pre-European man as such a 
management goal would necessity focus on eventually eliminating modern human activity or 
modern uses of the forest.  Public has a concern that restoration for sustainability means far too 
much emphasis is placed on the reduction or elimination of human interactions, use of, and 
public enjoyment of the forest and as such is categorically rejected by the public as either a 
strategy, tactic, or goal. 
 
Weeds – Control for the sake of game animal forage or better forage for T&E species but not at 
the expense of a reduction of human uses or access. 
Solutions to mitigate the spread of noxious weed with the above taken into consideration: 

• Educate the public about the need to be weed wise – washing vehicles, using weed free 
certified products etc. 

• Education of timber workers on best manner to decrease and mitigate spread through 
their activities 

 
Vegetation –shift in tree species location – identify, harvest and replant those areas as suitable 
timber harvest zones for the future. Timber harvesting should be part of the restoration equation 
that benefits the ecosystems and should be identified as one of the higher priorities. Restoration 
strategy for T&E vegetation – use every scientific means to sustain human interaction, devise 
education programs to accomplish such plans and monitor their success rather than reduce or 
mitigate human interaction or use. 
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Fire Risk – very serious public concern, expressed desire for pro-active mitigation for fire risk 
and fuel overloads, use every means available to reduce the risk and create fire resistant forests 
that provide critical habitat and adequate resource extraction with the exception of any 
mitigation or elimination of human uses or interaction with ecosystems (Healthy Forests 
Restoration Act, Burns Rider, and support for maximum harvest of salvageable timber for the 
the economic benefit of the communities from the Roberts/Wedge Fire Salvage). 
Strategies for reducing fish risk: 

• Designation of areas with high intensity burn potential regardless of location and 
extraction of such by mechanical means first 

• If area designated does not have merchantable timber or firewood treat with prescribed 
burns 

Timber Production – Public desire to continue and increase suitable timberlands and actual 
harvest production that adequately meets the needs of timber use products and benefits timber 
dependent communities.  
 
Wildlife – access big game during hunting seasons, remedy lack of access for elderly persons. 
Data based on FWP in late 80’s-90’s incorrect assessment on the effect of vehicular access to 
big game habitat on big game populations, which resulted in less access; FWP is now being 
tasked with reducing overpopulations of big game because of that strategy. Predator 
populations and not human access controlling factor for areas with restrictions – big game 
populations. The public desires road access during hunting seasons, more proactive control of 
predation on big game, decreasing habitat for predators, especially wolves. 
 
Access –  
National Visitor Use Monitoring Results 2003 

• Most frequent use is via forest roads 
• Most frequent activity is hunting/viewing  
• 18 of the 26 use have less than 10% participation 
• Hiking, horseback riding 35% 
• Roadless/wilderness activities less than 1% (of the estimated 1.2 million visits less than 

1/10th of the 1% were to roadless areas designated wilderness) 
Public puts more value on vehicle access on forest roads as their primary means of enjoyment – 
visitor data does not exist to support controversy indicating public’s desire to reduce, mitigate or 
eliminate vehicular access. Public sentiment indicates a strong desire for more access not less. 
Revision should designate as a goal strategies to accomplish road maintenance, period opening 
of roads and not net loss of ORV uses.  
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NOTE:  In the Issues/Concerns Summary, all of these comments are identified by “SS”. 
 
Alternatives – 100 
 
1.  ... development of a Wilderness Alternative.  (20/1)                                                               
2.  ... Wilderness/Roadless Alternative...  (67/1)                                                                           
3.  ... creation of ... Wilderness alternative...  (6/1)                                                                       
4.  ... support the Forest Restoration Alternative that has been submitted by the Lands 

Council,,,  (61/5)                                                                                                                       
5.  Wilderness Alternative  (24/1)                                                                                                  
6.  ... support the Forest Restoration Alternative and ask that the Forest Service include this 

alternative as an Alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement while using the 
same modeling and analysis methods used for all other alternatives drafted by the 
agency.  (89/4)                                                                                                                          

7.  ... wilderness/roadless alternative.  (86/2)                                                                              
8.  ... support of the Forest Restoration Alternative...  (7/8)                                                         
9.  ... adopts an alternative that emphasized environmental preservation, protection, 

wilderness designation, and restoration, and eliminates commercial logging and other 
resource extraction, prohibits new road construction and creates a comprehensive off 
road vehicle plan.  (89/1)                                                                                                          

 
Access – 200 
 
1.  ... more roads be closed when possible ...  (100/3)                                                                 
2.  Roads not used are closed, and allowed to revert to a natural state...  (110/9)                      
3.  Grave Creek Road and other high use roads will be frequently oiled and graded to 

maintain air and water quality.  (110/11)                                                                                   
4.  Continue with the process of identifying and decommissioning the most damaging logging 

roads.  (190/12)                                                                                                                         
5.  All access management needs to take into account wildlife habitat, spread of weeds and 

damage to plant communities and soil structure.  .... Monitor landscape to discover any 
adverse effects resulting from access plan and adjust regulations accordingly.  (191/9)         

6.  ... keep historical access open (prescriptive right).  (198/5)                                                    
7.  Maintain roads and bring them up to standards  (202/3)                                                         
8.  More open roads  (209/8)                                                                                                        
9.  Open the roads you closed in the Yaak  (211/2)                                                                      
10.  ... increase access...  (238/1)                                                                                                   
11.  ... existing roads .. open to the public and not obliterated.  (232/3)                                         
12.  No new roads built.  (231/4)                                                                                                    
13.  No obliterating of existing roads.  (231/3)                                                                                
14.  ... decommission roads ...  (23/8)                                                                                             
15.  Keep accessibility open for handicapped hunting.  (227/3)                                                     
16.  Too many gates, too many roads are closed.  (227/1)                                                            
17.  ... better maintenance of open roads ...  (38/8)                                                                        
18.  Keep the roads open in the Yaak  (211/1)                                                                               
19.  ... road building should not be allowed...  (28/2)                                                                     
20.  ... no new roads.  (33/6)                                                                                                           
21.  Do not lock up public access for wolf grizzly bear or other species.  (368/4)                          
22.  Gated roads are good management tools.  All roads do not have to be open just because 

they exist.  On the other hand, obliterating roads does not make sense to me.  They may 
be needed in the future or for fire control.  Enforce road closures.  (368/5)                             
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23.  ... take down all your gates and let the people use the land for hunting, and fishing, 
snowmobiling, 4 wheeling etc.  (374/1)                                                                                     

24.  ... obliteration of problem roads...  (38/9)                                                                                 
25.  ... opening up at least half of what’s been locked up ....  (213/1)                                             
26.  ... against ... road closures...  (215/1)                                                                                     
27.  Additional handicap access and hunting areas will be designated.  (59/8)                              
28.  Decommissioning a road, however, is seldom necessary and all forest roads were built 

for some purpose... It does not make good business sense to erase the investments in our 
transportation infrastructure.  (97/5)                                                                                          

29.  ... create a comprehensive off-road vehicle plan.  (7/5)                                                           
30.  If new roads must be built ... avoiding the building of roads in lower elevation 

grasslands... should be as narrow as possible ... not bringing in foreign road materials ...  
(71/3)                                                                                                                                         

31.  The multiple use concept should be actually practiced.  (73/6)                                               
32.  Make every possible effort to provide access at the mouth of major drainages.  (73/7)          
33.  Divide the Yaak Valley roughly in half.  In the south half, motorized access and recreation 

would be combined with sustained yield logging, grazing, and other activities that impact 
heavily on the land. ... The North half of the valley would be left alone.  No treatments, 
thinning, prescriptions ...  (85/1)                                                                                               

34.  More roads are expected to be restricted for Threatened  species habitat... Rather than 
curbing all use, why not create areas where certain levels of use might be tolerated?  This 
could be done on a seasonal basis to ensure less use during the spring while roads are 
still soft and various wildlife species are giving birth.  (97/3)                                                    

35.  Neglect of maintenance is always more expensive than routine road repairs.  ... the 
Forest Service has historically spent a much higher cost per mile than the equivalent 
length of road built by the State of Montana or the private forest land owners.  ... Using 
more drain dips, less gravel, and fewer ditches, are only a few ways ... to save money on 
implementation of BMP;s and future road maintenance.  (97/4)                                               

36.  Roads and trails leading up to the wilderness study area will remain open to motorized 
recreation both winter and summer.  (110/12)                                                                          

37.  Increase the number of roads open only to foot traffic in winter.  (190/7)                                
38.  ... decisions on closing roads or restricting access need to be based on scientific 

information not best guess or hypothetical situations.  You should work with the fish and 
wildlife to find viable alternatives, demanding access when there is no proof that access 
would harm the threatened/endangered species.  (194/5)                                                       

39.  ... open the roads for fire prevention and game management.  (207/1)                                   
40.  ... want to be able to access forest lands...  (43/1)                                                                 
41.  ... do not want any further closure of the public land in and around the Yaak.  (48/1)             
42.  Do not reclaim any more roads in the Yaak.  (48/4)                                                                
43.  New roads ... should not be constructed.  (52/7)                                                                     
44.  Roads and trails as well as cross country snowmobile travel and areas will only be closed 

to use on a case by case basis.  (59/7)                                                                                    
45.  Let-s open certain roads that run through large lodge pole blow downs to seasonal 

firewood cutting.  (51/6)                                                                                                            
46.  No new road building.  (32/7)                                                                                                  
47.  ... no more forest roads...  (93/3)                                                                                            
48.  ... prohibit new road construction...  (7/4)                                                                                
49.  No new roads.  (51/3)                                                                                                              
 
Fisheries – 400 
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1.  Better enforcement of streamside regulations...  (23/9)                                                           
2.  Restock lakes with trout...  (231/8)                                                                                           
3.  Loggers must adhere to streamside regulations/boundaries.  (32/10)                                     
4.  Discontinue all activities including those ostensibly for forest healthy or fire protection, 

that could negatively impact the survival chances of bull trout and other threatened fish 
species...  (3/7)                                                                                                                        

 
Fire Risk - 500 
 
1.  Within and adjacent to the WUI active management will be practiced using most 

silvicultural methods.  (59/3)                                                                                                     
2.  Suppress only human caused fires...  (33/4)                                                                          
3.  ... Yaak GA ... we need major fuels reduction in the form of small sales and green slips, 

not clear cuts.  (232/1)                                                                                                              
4.  Allow natural wildfire to burn...  (32/4)                                                                                      
5.  Fuel reduction projects in identified critical areas must be allowed to lessen the risks and 

threats to communities associated with raging wildfires.  (365/2)                                            
6.  ... fuel reduction activities should occur in the urban interface areas and should consist of 

removing small diameter trees and excess brush.  (38/4)                                                        
7.  Roughly 15 times more timber is dying each year on the Kootenai than the Forest Service 

is cutting.  Forest planners must surely consider the hugely increased fire hazard created 
by non-management when establishing acres to treat during the new plan period.  (39/1)      

8.  ... wildland urban interface ... thinning treatments ... must be examined on a site specific 
basis and be ecologically and socially acceptable.  (52/9)                                                       

9.  ... any clearing for fire suppression should be limited to the immediate area surrounding 
settlements.  (70/1)                                                                                                                   

10.  Limit fuels reduction projects to lands adjacent to private property...  (190/3)                         
11.  Forest is thinned and aggressively manage in urban interface areas to minimize fire risk...  

(110/7)                                                                                                                                      
12.  Concentrate on thinning or brush removal near communities...  (174/6)                                 
13.  ... thinning, harvesting, and fuels reduction can reduce the threat of fire and should be 

used aggressively just like fire suppression.  (194/6)                                                               
14.  Fire Risk - having logging equipment and employees on hand to jump on a fire when it 

starts would help stop fires....  (198/2)                                                                                      
15.  ... increased, urban interface manipulation, use prescribed fires and motorized 

manipulation to reduce wildfire risks.  (202/17)                                                                         
16.  More thinning for fire protection  (209/5)                                                                                 
17.  Fire Risk addressed as being a problem .. because the management areas did not allow 

for deviation... How might this change in the upcoming Forest Plan?  Are the high risk 
stands likely to receive treatment now that their associated MA classification has changed 
on paper?  (97/10)                                                                                                                    

18.  Commercial thinning and subsequent piling would reduce fuel management costs on 
Federal lands and would most likely pay for itself if not produce a profit to the forest.  
Using stewardship contracts would help sustain local mills and help alleviate the backlog 
of road maintenance needs.  (97/11)                                                                                        

19.  Harvest timber and clean up fire hazard areas.  (207/2)                                                          
 
Fire As A Process - 501 
 
1.  Wildfires should be allowed to burn in wilderness and or roadless areas...  (73/3)                 
2.  Fire is allowed to rejuvenate the forest...  (110/6)                                                                    
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3.  ... wildfire is burning on the appropriate aspect in a species type that can benefit from fire 
as a thinning and cleansing process the wildfire should be allowed to burn but managed.  
(73/4)                                                                                                                                        

4. Thinning practices ... This management practice should be used only in urban wild lands 
interface or around wild lands residences.  (73/5)                                                                    

5.  ... support prescribed fire in the forest to help re-establish the normal ratio of old growth 
trees to new ones and early seral tree species.  (92/3)                                                            

6.  Fire prevention projects should concentrate on public land within a 1/4 mile of private 
property and or dwellings.  (51/10)                                                                                          

7.  ... forests are suppose to burn...  (23/4)                                                                                   
8.  I support fuels treatment near human settlements and communities ... generally within 

500 yards of communities, and leave larger trees and fire resistant species.  (115/3)             
9.  Allow wildfires to burn themselves out whenever/wherever possible particularly in IRA-s 

and PCA-s.  (190/11)                                                                                                                
10.  ... fires allowed to burn in wilderness, IRAs and PCAs.  (191/5)                                              
11.  ... geared toward wildlife habitat enhancement.  (38/5)                                                          
 
Laws & Regualations - 800 
 
1.  ... enforcement of regulations...  (23/13)                                                                                 
2.  Enforce regulations regarding ATVs and snowmobiles...  (33/13)                                           
 
Minerals - 900 
 
1.  elimination of other resource extraction ...  (61/4)                                                                    
2.  Maintain the following MAs 3,5,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,23,24  (202/7)                            
3.  Mine owners also need to be given the opportunity to prove that we can, in fact, utilize 

our mineral resources without compromising the environment.  (365/3)                                  
4.  ... eliminate ... resource extraction...  (7/3)                                                                               
5.  Maintain common variety minerals lands available on the Kootenai about 1,988,000 acres  

(202/8)                                                                                                                                       
 
Miscellaneous - 1000 
 
1.  All management activities should take into consideration the effects of drought and global 

warmings on the landscape...  (190/16)                                                                                    
2.  Manage some areas for wilderness, some as primitive, some as timber production and 

some as high public use.  (368/8)                                                                                             
3.  ... extremists should have to pay for delays and court costs.  (368/12)                                   
4.  ... taxpayer dollars are being used to litigate and pay the expenses of these groups when 

they win.  Something must be done at the federal level to stop wasting the taxpayer-s 
dollars on frivolous lawsuits.  (194/2)                                                                                        

5.  We need protection to stop environmental groups from interfering with legal action.  
(385/3)                                                                                                                                      

 
Monitoring - 1100 
 
1.  Closely monitor the implementation of this new forest plan...  (50/6)                                      
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Public Involvement - 1300 
 
1.  We need local control by our Forest Service offices to make decisions.  (385/2)                    
2.  Keep management decisions local so the local concerns can be heard.  (368/9)                   
 
Range - 1400 
 
1.  Eliminate open range grazing ...  (23/1)                                                                                   
2.  ... eliminate livestock grazing...  (33/2)                                                                                    
3.  No livestock grazing.  (32/3)                                                                                                    
 
Wilderness - 1500 
 
1.  ... designation of wilderness areas.  (61/2)                                                                               
2.  No wilderness designation anywhere  (209/1)                                                                           
3.  ... enforcement of existing wilderness designation needs to be taken more seriously.  

(163/2)                                                                                                                                       
4.  ... please include more acres of designated wilderness.  (171/1)                                              
5.  Wilderness designation for the Yaak Valley.  (167/1)                                                                
6.  Designate wilderness to connect the NW Peaks region with the cabinet Mtns wilderness.  

(162/3)                                                                                                                                        
7.  ... urge the passage of the Winton Weydemeyer Wilderness.  (172/1)                                     
8.  We can never have enough wilderness!  (32/11)                                                                      
9.  The proposed Scotchman Peak Wilderness should include the 55000 acres recommended 

by the Montana Wilderness Association and Cabinet Resource Group.  (73/2)                         
10.  ... protect the inventoried wilderness areas...  (75/1)                                                                 
11.  ... against the creation of more wilderness.  (91/1)                                                                    
12.  ... I urge the passage of the Winton Weydemeyer Wilderness.  (193/1)                                   
13.  ...proposed wilderness designation should be changed to IRA....  (194/3)                               
14.  ... do not need any more wilderness ...  (206/1)                                                                        
15.  ... promote immediate wilderness designation for Montana Wilderness Association-s 

proposed Winton Weydemeyer Wilderness in the Flathead and Kootenai forests, ... and 
wilderness in the Yaak and Scotchman Peak ...  (188/2)                                                           

16.  ... proposed wilderness areas removed from proposed wilderness...  (206/3)                          
17.  ... oppose anymore wilderness designations in the Yaak or anywhere else...  (212/3)             
18.  We have enough designated wilderness.  (227/4)                                                                    
19.  ... designated as wilderness areas should definitely be maintained and preserved as such.  

(360/2)                                                                                                                                        
20.  Forest Plan is out of the question because it is anti-wilderness...  (4/2)                                    
21.  The KNF should lobby congress for permanent wilderness protection...  (51/12)                     
22.  ... we need more wilderness areas.  (53/1)                                                                               
23.  Wilderness will be maintained inside the wilderness study area.  (110/13)                               
24.  ... more designated wilderness in needed...  (178/1)                                                                 
25.  ... designate the Yaak Valley or a large part of it as wilderness.  (166/1)                                  
 
Motorized Recreation – 1501 
 
1.  motorized recreation should not be allowed on public lands at all.  (80/5)                                
2.  ... ATV loop trail system should be closely examined for impacts on wildlife, ...  (52/1)            
3.  Designate off road vehicle routes based on specific ecological criteria...  (386/4)                    
4.  ... limiting the off road vehicle use.  (369/3)                                                                              
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5.  ... should not allow unrestricted or extensive use of ATV-s ...  (36/5)                                        
6.  Make cross country loop trails for snowmobiles.  (231/7)                                                          
7.  ... alternative ... in which ATV and snowmobile use will be regulated and monitored.  (69/2)   
8.  ... curtail off road vehicle use and prevent the unauthorized creation of de facto roads by 

off road vehicles.  (71/2)                                                                                                             
9.  ... stop motorized access in the Cabinet Wilderness and limit the access in inventoried 

wilderness areas.  (75/2)                                                                                                            
10.  ... snowmobiles ... studies on how they  affect lynx, wolverine and emerging bears in the 

spring should be implemented.  (78/6)                                                                                       
11.  ... request restrictions against ATV use in many forest areas.  (79/2)                                       
12.  ... rein in recreation ... close some roads.  (8/1)                                                                        
13.  ... ATV should be restricted to use maintained roads, or designated roads.  (99/1)                  
14.  northern Arizona the forest service and off road coalitions agreed to open all the closed 

roads but not allow any off road riding outside of designated riding areas. I hope that this 
type of planning can be used in the panhandle ...  (111/1)                                                        

15.  ... concerned that the increased use of snowmobiling in the wilderness study area impairs 
clean air and water, and jeopardizes the wilderness quality.  (110/1)                                        

16.  ... have loop trails for snowmobiles in the winter and motor cycles, 4 wheeler, etc in 
summer.  (232/5)                                                                                                                        

17.  ... limit ATV use on the National Forests generally, closing trails and roads to ATV use ...  
(3/2)                                                                                                                                            

18.  ... not support ATV related use ... which could be highly contentious ... big game winter 
range, cross country ski trails, bike trials, ... old growth stands and roadless lands.  (35/2)      

19.  ... play areas and loop roads be will defined and focused to minimize conflicts.  (35/3)           
20.   Any roads, whether closed or currently open which are proposed as part of an ATV Loop 

Trail System should be closely examined for impacts on wildlife, the potential for weed 
invasion, effects on other user groups, road safety and public approval.  ... an analysis of 
budget constraints for road maintenance, law enforcement, weed mitigation and other 
concerns related to the creation of such a trail system should be implemented.  (35/4)            

21.  Motorized access should be closely supervised and restricted to roaded areas.  (38/12)        
22.  ... more studies should be done on the effects of snowmobiles on wildlife and terrain.  

(38/13)                                                                                                                                        
23.  Permit off road vehicle uses only under conditions that protect natural resources, 

environmental values, public safety, and the experience of other forest users.  (386/1)            
24.  Analyze new recreational technologies/activities before permitting their use ...  (386/2)          
25.  Wilderness areas should be off limits to ATV-s.  (172/2)                                                           
26.  ... cars and other motorized ORV-s only be able to use the established road systems.  

(331/2)                                                                                                                                        
27.  ... we oppose the use of ATV-s in and near all Inventoried Roadless Areas and un-

inventoried roadless areas as defined in the Broberg study.  (35/1)                                          
28.  ATV-s, motorcycles and snow machines ... should be designated areas for their use.  The 

forest should not be open to their unregulated use.  (368/6)                                                      
29.  ... not allow unrestricted or extensive use of ATV-s ... recommends that ATV-s be kept on 

currently open roads.  (78/5)                                                                                                       
30.  ... consider the effects of ATV-s and snowmobiles on these delicate areas, and restrict the 

use of such vehicles.  (82/4)                                                                                                       
31.  The Koocanusa GA will designate areas for off road vehicle use; specifically for ATVs in 

the sand along the reservoir above the high water mark.  (110/15)                                           
32.  Hikers will have motorized access to trailhead signs only.  ... Non-motorized areas will be 

monitored and enforced.  (110/10)                                                                                             
33.  ... snowmobiles should be restricted from use of the lands in wilderness and roadless 
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study areas, and enforced.  (170/2)                                                                                           
34.  ... restrict snowmobile access in the Ten Lakes wilderness study area.  (173/2)                      
35.  Funds and personnel should be budgeted for monitoring and enforcement to keep the 

motorized public on authorized roads only.  (174/4)                                                                   
36.  Restrict motorized vehicles to established roads and designated trails ...  (176/4)                   
37.  Snowmobiles should be allowed to travel anywhere outside of the roadless areas except in 

critical wildlife winter range.  (176/5)                                                                                           
38.  ... limit motorized use to established roads...  (177/3)                                                               
39.  Move from a policy of allowing snowmobiling virtually everywhere on the forest to 

designating specific areas...  (190/6)                                                                                         
40.  No increase in opportunities for motorized travel except ... firewood cutting.  (190/15)            
41.  ... ATVs and snowmobiles ... wilderness areas should be off limits to these vehicles.  

(193/2)                                                                                                                                        
42.  ... proposed wilderness areas stay, then allow winter access by snowmobiles...  (194/4)        
43.  ... law is not being abided by the snowmobilers and the forest service is not maintaining 

the law insofar as illegally using the wilderness areas.  (246/1)                                                 
44.  ... snowmobile usage should not be allowed in roadless areas...  (246/2)                                
45.  ... motorized vehicles overall should not be allowed in roadless areas.  (246/3)                       
46.  ... work to keep areas off limits to the impacts of ATVs.  (182/1)                                               
47.  Motorized use should be restricted to roads and designated trails.  (185/1)                             
48.  ... prohibited from new routes, roadless areas, and wilderness study areas.  (185/2)               
49.  Motorized traffic must be restricted to already existing roads.  (187/2)                                     
50.  Snowmobiles must be denied access to wilderness study and roadless areas.  (187/4)          
51.  ... motor vehicles of any type should be limited to roads only.  (188/4)                                     
52.  The Forest Service either needs funds for snowmobile enforcement or gas tax funds used 

for grooming.  (188/6)                                                                                                                
53.  Restrict motorized use to established road systems and designated trails.  (189/2)                 
54.  Restrict snowmobile access in wilderness study and roadless areas.  (189/4)                         
55.  Restrict motorized use to existing roads and designated trails  (195/2)                                    
56.  Prohibit snowmobile usage in wilderness study and roadless areas  (195/4)                            
57.  ... restrict motorized use to established road systems and designated trails...  (203/2)            
58.  Snowmobile use in the Wilderness study Area should be restricted to the 25 miles of 

Grave creek Road, including the Terrialut Lakes and other existing roads in the Wilderness 
Study Area.  (110/2)                                                                                                                    

59.  ATVs should be kept on existing roads and snow machines confined to trails and play 
areas...  (115/2)                                                                                                                          

60.  Motorized vehicles need to be restricted to established road systems and to designated 
trails.  (159/2)                                                                                                                              

61.  .. no motorized vehicles in any wilderness area and to enforce such a rule...  (159/3)             
62.  Restrict motorized use to established road systems and designated trails.  (161/2)                 
63.  Restrict snowmobile access in wilderness study and roadless areas.  (161/4)                         
64.  Enforce and post the use of established roads and ORV trails.  (162/2)                                  
65.  Keep ATVs and ORVs our of our forests.  (167/3)                                                                    
66.  Strictly monitor and enforce snowmobile regulations.  (32/13)                                                  
67.  ATVs on roads only; no ATV use in roadless areas...  (33/10)                                                  
68.  ... restrict snowmobile access in the Ten Lakes Wilderness Study Area.  (169/2)                    
69.  ... restrict any motorized use to established road systems and designated trails...  (178/3)     
70.  True enforcement of regulations and limits on motorized vehicle use must be an important 

provision of the revised forest plan.  (179/2)                                                                               
71.  Monitor carefully ATV use in roadless areas...  (23/10)                                                            
72.  Monitor snowmobilers better...  (23/11)                                                                                     
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73.  ... some lakes where motors are prohibited...  (23/12)                                                              
74.  Designate roads and routes for off road vehicle travel through a full and public 

environmental analysis ...  (386/3)                                                                                              
75.  Permit off road vehicle use only if monitoring and enforcement are annually funded, 

implemented and used to determine appropriate levels of continued use.  (386/5)                   
76.  Forest Plan is out of the question because it is ATV-friendly...  (4/1)                                        
77.  Restrict motorized use to established road systems and designated trails.  (45/2)                   
78.  Restrict snowmobile access in wilderness study and roadless areas.  (45/4)                           
79.  ... restriction of motorized use to already established roads.  (47/2)                                         
80.  Off road recreational vehicle use ... should remain limited to certain open logging roads.  

(51/9)                                                                                                                                          
81.  The best science possible should be used to evaluate where ORV use will cause the least 

harm and expense and should be permitted.  (58/2)                                                                  
82.  ... ban snowmobiles from many areas...  (33/12)                                                                       
83.  No ATV use in roadless areas.  (32/12)                                                                                    
84.  More access for off road vehicles  (209/3)                                                                                 
85.  ... motorized access continue at its present levels.  (202/16)                                                    
86.  Roadless lands should be off limits to snowmobiles.  (188/5)                                                   
87.  ...keeping motorized vehicles on existing roads and play areas...  (250/2)                               
88.  ... keep motorized vehicles in designated places.  (191/8)                                                        
89.  ... all motorized vehicles should stay on open roads.  (174/3)                                                   
 
Non-motorized Recreation - 1502 
 
1.  Designate at least 10% of forest lakes as non-motorized.  (32/14)                                           
2.  Designate some forest lakes as nonmotorized...  (33/11)                                                        
3.  Protect horse use on trails and in backcountry areas.  (368/2)                                                 
4.  ... Treasure Mountain for recreational use as an expanded ski area beyond the current use 

for cross country skiing.  (113/1)                                                                                                
5.  Develop and maintain Therriault Pass Cross Country Ski Trail between road 7077 and 

7120 to the Therriault Pass Trailhead.  (110/14)                                                                        
6.  ... quiet be viewed as a forest resource...  (37/1)                                                                       
7.  ... limiting the amount of horses into the backcountry...  (369/2)                                               
8.  ... should also be more non-motorized areas that can be accessed close to towns and 

communities...  (179/5)                                                                                                               
9.  Develop and maintain a horse camp at Swisher Lake at the horse unloading area.  

(110/16)                                                                                                                                      
10.  Develop and maintain a safe parking area at the rock climbing wall on highway 37.  

(110/17)                                                                                                                                      
11.  ... quiet recreation...  (29/4)                                                                                                        
12.  ... trails are already in great need of more attention.  (91/2)                                                      
 
Wild & Scenic Rivers - 1504 
 
1.  Designate Yaak  Rivers as wild and scenic.  (32/15)                                                                 
2.  No wild and scenic river designation on the Yaak  (209/6)                                                        
3.  Wild scenic rivers - continue management for fire  (202/10)                                                     
 
Developed Recreation - 1506 
 
1.  ... improve trail heads without usage fees.  (232/6)                                                                   
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2.  No fees for parking at trail heads, scenic points or for camping ...  (231/9)                               
3.  ... provide additional recreational opportunities for the general public.  (238/2)                       
4.  No fees for recreating on public land.  (190/14)                                                                         
 
Riparian Vegetation - 1600 
 
1.  Maintain current standards.  (202/13)                                                                                        
 
Inventoried Roadless Areas - 1700 
 
1.   Protect what-s left of the Yaak.  (1/1)                                                                                       
2.   ... all roadless lands of 1000 acres designated wilderness.  (188/1)                                       
3.   ... roadless areas ... should remain roadless.  (96/1)                                                               
4.   ... roadless areas ... protected as wilderness.  (9/1)                                                                
5.   ... enforcing a motor free policy in roadless areas...  (184/2)                                                   
6.   Roadless areas should be designated wilderness.  (185/3)                                                    
7.   ... roadless lands in the Yaak ... managed as wilderness.  (186/1)                                          
8.   Designate any areas still roadless as such to protect them...  (187/1)                                    
9.   There should not be any motorized traffic in roadless areas.  (187/3)                                     
10.   Protect roadless lands by designating them as wilderness.  (189/1)                                       
11.   Keep roadless areas motor free.  (189/3)                                                                                
12.   ... remaining fifteen roadless areas in the Yaak geographic area as wilderness.  (19/1)         
13.   ... protecting roadless lands by designating them as wilderness.  (100/1)                              
14.   ... conduct studies on the proposed conservation areas in order to better protect their 

biodiversity.  (82/3)                                                                                                                   
15.   ... keep all of the inventoried roadless areas roadless, and then manage them as 

wilderness until they gain that designation.  (83/2)                                                                   
16.   The smaller proposed conservation areas should also be inventoried and managed .. 

potential to be vital buffer zones to larger core areas.  (83/3)                                                   
17.   ... all the roadless areas ... need to be protected as just that roadless or wilderness.  

(86/1)                                                                                                                                         
18.   ... prevent the construction of any further roads ... conserve the last small areas of 

wilderness in the Yaak...  (87/1)                                                                                                
19.   ... support for maintaining as many of the 91 IRAs as possible...  (92/1)                                 
20.   ... protect the 15 remaining roadless areas from road building and timber cutting.  (92/2)      
21.   ... wilderness designation...  (92/4)                                                                                          
22.   ... protect the inventoried roadless lands as wilderness...  (95/1)                                            
23.   ... encourage corridor connectivity...  (80/2)                                                                             
24.   ... protect all remaining roadless lands as roadless.  (77/1)                                                     
25.   ... protect all the roadless lands as wilderness ...  (72/1)                                                         
26.   ... roadless areas fully preserved.  (57/1)                                                                                
27.   ... 81% are against more roadless land in these counties.  (48/3)                                           
28.   Please protect the remaining inventoried and uninventoried roadless areas...  (40/1)            
29.   ... protect the roadless lands by designating them as a wilderness area.  (331/1)                  
30.   ... more roadless areas designated as wilderness ....  (246/4)                                                
31.   ... there are approximately 129,000 acres of uninventoried roadless areas that should be 

studied for ecological significance.  (80/3)                                                                                
32.   Yaak deserves wilderness designation.  (23/14)                                                                     
33.   Eliminate roadless areas  (209/2)                                                                                           
34.   ... protection of roadless lands...  (201/1)                                                                                
35.   Keep roadless areas motor free  (195/3)                                                                                 
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36.   ... roadless should remain roadless.  (180/2)                                                                           
37.   ... recommend ... roadless ... for wilderness designation!  (179/1)                                          
38.   ... protect numerous roadless lands by designating them wilderness.  (173/1)                       
39.   Protect the last 15 roadless areas.  (167/2)                                                                            
40.   Manage current roadless areas as wilderness.  (51/4)                                                            
41.   ... wilderness designation for all of the inventoried roadless areas...  (52/2)                           
42.   ... IRAs ... should remain free from industrial development...  (55/1)                                       
43.   ... roadless areas over 100,000 acres... wilderness designation...  (59/6)                               
44.   ... wilderness designation for all inventoried roadless areas...  (6/2)                                       
45.   ... to establish and protect wilderness areas and roadless status for the Scotchman Peak 

area as well as any other areas where there are currently no roads.  (68/1)                            
46.   ... wilderness designation...  (7/1)                                                                                           
47.   All currently roadless areas need to be designated as wilderness ...  (70/4)                          
48.   Protecting the last of the 15 roadless areas in the heart of the Yaak must be a priority.  

(72/2)                                                                                                                                        
49.   All fifteen roadless areas on the Kootenai should be protected.  No more roads should be 

built. ... criteria for wilderness protection.  (29/5)                                                                      
50.   ... ban altogether ATV use in all remaining roadless portions of these two National 

Forests.  (3/1)                                                                                                                           
51.   ... protect all the roadless areas remaining in the Kootenai and Idaho Panhandle National 

Forests...  (34/1)                                                                                                                        
52.   ... protecting roadless areas ... recommending them for wilderness designation.  ... 

especially ... Yaak Valley.  (358/1)                                                                                            
53.   Connectivity between roadless cores should be encouraged...  (36/2)                                   
54.   Smaller un-inventoried undesignated roadless lands should be inventoried...  (36/3)             
55.   ... preserving our roadless areas by expanding their protections to wilderness status.  

(369/1)                                                                                                                                      
56.   The roadless areas should be protected permanently from road building and logging and 

motorized access...  (38/10)                                                                                                      
57.   Some areas, such as Roderick Mountain and Pink Mountain, for example, should be 

considered for wilderness designation.  (38/11)                                                                       
58.   ... keep out vehicles and logging. ... Conservation values must be addressed in the 

revised plan.  (2/1)                                                                                                                    
59.   ... initiate a review of roadless lands that might have been overlooked on the Kootenai.  

(20/3)                                                                                                                                         
60.   Maintain at current levels with the exception of removal of approximately 1000 acres for 

Treasure Mountain Ski area.  (202/4)                                                                                       
61.   Allow for manipulation on certain roadless areas 121,000  (202/5)                                         
62.   ... protecting more roadless lands...  (203/1)                                                                           
63.   ... enforce keeping roadless areas motor free.  (203/3)                                                           
64.   All IRAs opened up for snowmobiles in winter...  (206/2)                                                        
65.   ... ensure that the roadless areas of the Yaak remain roadless...  (21/1)                                
66.   ... like to see much less roadless area in this yaak (212/1)                                                    
67.   ... Yaak-s last roadless lands ... dedicate this remote land base to the wilderness 

preserve system.  (20/4)                                                                                                           
68.   ... inventoried roadless lands ... free from industrial development ... IRA-s for wilderness 

designation  (36/1)                                                                                                                    
69.   ... alternative in which the Kootenai-s roadless areas will be managed as wilderness...  

(69/1)                                                                                                                                        
70.   Please keep industry from invading the Kootenai-s few Inventoried Roadless Lands...  

(82/2)                                                                                                                                         
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71.   ... support to protect all of the Yaak-s last roadless areas.  Please manage them in a way 
to preserve wilderness options.  (88/1)                                                                                     

72.   Until they reach wilderness designation they must remain roadless and motorized vehicle 
free...  (100/2)                                                                                                                           

73.   The IRAs ... should remain free from industrial development and with few exceptions, be 
managed as wilderness...  (115/1)                                                                                            

74.   ... Yaak ... protect all the roadless lands as wilderness...  (12/1)                                            
75.   ... roadless areas ... protected as wilderness.  (13/1)                                                              
76.   ... emphasis on preserving wilderness areas ... designate the roadless areas of the 

Yaak... Those roadless areas need to be preserved as roadless and should be designated 
as wilderness to bring that about.  (159/1)                                                                                

77.   Protect roadless lands by designating them as wilderness.  (161/1)                                       
78.   Keep roadless areas motor free.  (161/3)                                                                                
79.   ... protecting roadless areas by wilderness designation ...  (163/1)                                         
80.   ... protecting our roadless lands ... designated as wilderness areas and kept motor free...  

(164/1)                                                                                                                                       
81.   ... protect our roadless lands by designating them as wilderness.  (168/1)                             
82.   ... expansion of designated wilderness ...  (177/2)                                                                  
83.   ... protect many roadless lands by designating them as wilderness...  (169/1)                        
84.   ... Yaak ... wilderness area...  (17/1)                                                                                        
85.   ... roadless areas by recommending them for wilderness designation...  (170/1)                    
86.   ... Roadless Acres ... No boundary revisions. No management philosophy changes ... No 

Roads.  ... manage them as de facto wilderness.  (174/1)                                                        
87.   ... roadless areas removed from the timber base.  (176/1)                                                      
88.   ... larger roadless areas should be designated as wilderness...  (176/2)                                 
89.   ... smaller roadless areas should be kept motor free...  (176/3)                                               
90.   ... protection for all roadless areas ...  (177/1)                                                                         
91.   ... protecting roadless lands...  keep roadless areas motor free  (178/2)                                 
92.   Motorized travel routes through roadless lands should not be permitted...  (179/3)                
93.   ... secure ... inventoried roadless areas with wilderness status. ... Yaak Valley...  (18/2)        
94.   More emphasis must be placed on restricting motorized vehicles in roadless areas.  

(180/1)                                                                                                                                       
95.   ... protect our precious roadless area by designating them as roadless wilderness  (184/1)  
96.   Preserve all roadless areas on the Kootenai ... seek wilderness designation for those 

areas.  (190/1)                                                                                                                          
97.   Roadless areas and proposed wilderness ... manage them without roads and protect their 

quiet, wild state.  (191/7)                                                                                                          
98.   Retain roadless areas and designate them as wilderness  (195/1)                                         
99.   ... recommend the remaining roadless areas on the Kootenai National Forest for 

wilderness designation, and to urge you to conserve the roadless values of these areas 
pending a final decision by congress on wilderness designation.  (197/1)                               

100.  Forest plans should prohibit all motor vehicle travel... in all roadless areas...  (197/2)            
101.  We do not need any IRAs.  (198/4)                                                                                          
102.  ... protect the remaining roadless areas...  (22/1)                                                                    
103.  Do not designate any wilderness, but maintain roadless areas.  (231/6)                                
104.  ... roadless areas of the Yaak kept roadless but no wilderness designation given.  (232/2)   
105.  ... wilderness designation for all inventoried roadless areas...  (24/2)                                     
106.  ... Cube Ireon Silcos area.  ... designate this a wilderness area and keep it roadless.  

(245/1)                                                                                                                                       
107.  ... roadless areas in the ... Yaak Valley .. wilderness recommendation.  (250/1)                    
108.  ... Yaak Valley want their last roadless areas protected.  (28/1)                                              
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109.  ... protection of all remaining roadless areas  (29/3)                                                                
110.  ... please include permanent protection for the remaining roadless areas in the Yaak.  

(41/1)                                                                                                                                        
111.  ... existing roadless area in the Yaak Geographic Area be reduced by at least 50% ... so 

proper fuels reduction can be performed economically.  (44/1)                                                
112.  ... protect roadless lands by designating them as wilderness.  (45/1)                                     
113.  Keep roadless areas motor free.  (45/3)                                                                                 
114.  ... we need more wilderness... Yaak Valley ... The remaining roadless lands need to be 

strongly considered for permanent wilderness.  (46/1)                                                             
115.  ... designation of roadless lands as wilderness...  (47/1)                                                         
116.  ... Yaak Valley ... roadless protection ... managed as wilderness...  (5/1)                               
117.  ... protect the remaining fifteen roadless areas in the Yaak...  (50/1)                                      
118.  The present roadless areas ... be protected as uncompromised roadless areas.  (73/1)        
119.  ... protect all roadless areas ... as wilderness.  (74/1)                                                              
120.  all of the roadless areas ... protected as wilderness. (76/1)                                                    
121.  Please keep all of the inventoried roadless lands ... free from industrial development. ... 

recommended for wilderness designation...  (78/1)                                                                  
122.  Connectivity between roadless cores should be encouraged...  (78/2)                                   
123.  Smaller uninventoried, undesignated roadless lands should be inventoried for ecological 

significance...  (78/3)                                                                                                                
124.  ... keep all of the inventoried roadless lands ... free from industrial development.  (79/1)       
125.  ... hold the line on the few inventoried roadless area that are left...  (80/1)                             
126.  Protect WSA-s and Roadless Areas from motorized vehicles.  (162/1)                                   
127.  protection ... 15 remaining roadless areas in Yaak Valley.  (14/1)                                           
 
Scenery - 1800 
 
1.  Consider manipulation on visual sites to reduce hazards  (202/9)                                            
 
Social - 1900 
 
1.  ... social scientist be included in the planning team and that he/shed address the 

association between unemployment, especially involuntary unemployment, forced 
occupational change and social dysfunction with special attention to job loss caused by 
Forest Service non-management of the timber and other resources,  (39/3)                             

 
Economic - 1901 
 
1.  ... consider other factors in timber sales like the additional taxes derived from timber 

sales...  (202/15)                                                                                                                         
2.  ... try rereading some of the many economic studies ... Thomas M.Powers book "Lost 

Landscapes and Failed Economies” is a good place to start.  (3/5)                                           
 
Timber Production - 2100 
 
1.  ... no more clearcutting.  (93/4)                                                                                                  
2.  ...eliminate commercial logging...  (7/2)                                                                                     
3.  ... desire less logging...  (54/1)                                                                                                   
4.  Timber managers must be allowed to remove dead, dying and salvage timber to begin the 

restoration of our forests health. (365/1)                                                                                     
5.  Selective logging provides maximum forest health...  (110/5)                                                  
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6.  Continue even age management for improving wildlife habitat, including budgets for 
production.  (202/2)                                                                                                                     

7.  More logging with no size restrictions  (209/4)                                                                          
8.  Less restrictions for firewood gathering  (209/7)                                                                        
9.  ... need far more logging to control these fires.  (212/2)                                                            
10.  Need more logging for thinning not clear cutting.  (227/2)                                                         
11.  ... winter only logging...  (115/5)                                                                                                
12.  Contains no new clear cuts.  (110/4)                                                                                        
13.  ... over cutting of timber in the Yaak must stop.  (19/3)                                                             
14.  ... using trees in the 10"-14" dbh class...  (19/4)                                                                        
15.  More timber sales for local small loggers should be encouraged.  (19/6)                                 
16.  No more clear cuts or regen harvests on the forest.  (190/2)                                                    
17.  Post fire salvage logging should be extremely limited....  (190/4)                                              
18.  No logging should occur in IRAs or old growth.  (191/4)                                                            
19.  The current growth rate and harvest rate are at opposite ends.  Failure to increase harvest 

is to reduce forest health, or the opposite of the plan revision goal.  (194/1)                             
20.  Increase thinning on lands to improve health growth.  (202/11)                                                
21.  Reconsider lands that may now be economically feasible for suitable lands as a result of 

higher stumpage prices.  (202/12)                                                                                             
22.  ... sales on the forest with the restriction of buy it on the forest, mill it on the forest...  

(228/1)                                                                                                                                         
23.  Zero cut on the Kootenai for a minimum of 15 years...  (23/5)                                                  
24.  .... more small sales offers.  Selective salvage sales ...  (231/1)                                               
25.  ... there needs to be a variety of sale types offered to accommodate small businesses ... 

Direst sales should be used as a tool to facilitate this process.  (233/1)                                    
26.  No logging within federally established Grizzly Bear Recovery Areas.  (3/6)                           
27.  No more clear cuts!  (32/5)                                                                                                        
28.  Eliminate clear cuts; reduce heavy equipment impact to soil...  (33/5)                                      
29.  logging important ... forest health... fire danger lower ... provides employment ... provides 

business to surrounding area retailers.  (10/1)                                                                          
30.  No below cost timber sales.  (51/2)                                                                                           
31.  Abandon large clear cuts ...  (50/3)                                                                                            
32.  ... continue logging using good ecological practices in doing so.  (360/1)                                 
33.  Harvest timber only from existing roads.  (32/8)                                                                       
34.  No large clear cuts...  (231/2)                                                                                                    
35.  ... get back to sustained yield...  (198/3)                                                                                    
36.  ... emphasize winter logging...  (190/13)                                                                                    
37.  Logging must acknowledge wildlife values.  (188/7)                                                                  
38.  ... harvest units will be kept only as large as is necessary...  (59/4)                                          
39.  Harvest methods will favor long line skidding by either ground lead or skyline methods, but 

will also provide for various forms of tractor skidding...  (59/5)                                                   
40.  ... elimination of commercial logging...  (61/3)                                                                          
41.  No logging should be permitted under the guise of fire protection.  (70/2)                                
42.  Timber management should occur only in winter to discourage soil disturbance.  (78/8)         
43.  ... course of action for a forest plan is selective logging by prudent means ...  (93/1)               
44.  The demand has affected the supply but the opposite is not the case... Timber harvesting 

has not declined on private lands since the Forest Plan was written in 1987.  If anything, 
harvesting on private lands has increased to feed the mills and meet the demand that the 
Forest Service has failed to provide.  Most of the local mills ... were built when the output 
level of raw logs was much higher and it was reasonable to assume they might obtain 
much of their supply from federal lands instead of private.  Please make sure this is 
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clarified in the Draft EIS.  (97/6)                                                                                                  
45.  The upcoming DEIS will redefine appropriate benchmarks based upon a smaller number of 

acres suitable for timber management and more accurate growth and yield models.  Is the 
data that much better or are there far fewer acres due to other land use constraints and T  
species?  (97/8)                                                                                                                          

46.  The completion of the above table (Summary of Potential Suitable Timber Acres and 
Roadless/Wilderness - Acres of BMU with no forest management options, Acres Unsuitable 
due to location within the Urban Interface, Acres Unsuitable due to distance from riparian 
areas, Acres Unsuitable due to Lynx Habitat Requirements, Acres that remain in the 
Suitable Timber Base) is critical in allowing both professional forest managers and the 
general public to make a sound decision regarding your alternatives in the upcoming DEIS 
of the Forest Plan.  It is also critical for the Forest Service to be accurate in their estimate of 
new sustainable harvest level...  (97/9)                                                                                      

47.  Encourage utilization of the 10 to 14 inch class trees...  (50/2)                                                 
48.  Promote small sales for local loggers...  (50/5)                                                                          
49.  No more clear cuts.  (51/1)                                                                                                        
50.  Stop marking trees with blue, red or orange paint.  (51/7)                                                         
51.  No more timber sales in the guise of wildlife habitat improvement projects.  (51/8)                  
52.  ... study the cumulative effects of past and recent management on the forest as a whole.  

(52/4)                                                                                                                                          
53.  ... develop science based, enforceable standards for forestry practices.  (52/5)                      
54.  Naturally occurring disturbance ... not viewed as opportunities to design large timber sales.  

(52/8)                                                                                                                                          
55.  Annual allowable sale quantity will be existing timber growth on the capable and suitable 

lands.  (59/1)                                                                                                                              
56.  Timber management should occur only in winter ....  (36/7)                                                      
57.  Continue logging and thinning.  Stewardship and timber sales can be designated to make 

use of timber resources provide jobs and promote forest health.  (368/3)                                 
58.  ... common sense approach between harvesting all timber and locking up the land for no 

harvest.  (368/11)                                                                                                                        
59.  ... emphasis should be placed on selective logging practices primarily to remove small 

diameter trees to support fuels reduction.  (38/1)                                                                       
60.  ... dead standing timber, fallen timber and an overall waste of good resources... We need a 

much more aggressive stand on thinning and cutting trees.  (385/1)                                         
61.  We need more public access to obtaining firewood and removal of fallen and dead 

standing timber.  (385/4)                                                                                                            
62.  ... harvest at least 50% of the gross annual growth on suitable acres.  (39/2)                          
63.  ... for sustainable commercial logging in the Yaak.  (48/2)                                                        
64.  ...encouraging the processing of trees in the 10"-14" class...  (5/3)                                           
65.  ... no clear cuts  (211/3)                                                                                                            
66.  ASA 227 MMBF  (202/1)                                                                                                           
 
Old growth - 2300 
 
1.  ... protect the remaining old growth...  (82/1)                                                                             
2.  ... preserve all the remaining giant trees...  (29/1)                                                                     
3.  set aside areas of old growth in lower elevations, particularly along waterways...  (93/5)         
4.  The KNF currently manages the forest for 10% old growth.  That figure is way too low.  30 

to 40% of the forest should be managed as future old growth.  (51/13)                                     
5.  No more logging of old growth.  (32/6)                                                                                      
6.  All live healthy old growth should not be cut down.  (232/4)                                                      
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7.  ... harvest of large diameter old growth trees in roadless areas should cease.  (19/5)              
8.  ... maintain old growth stands ...  (33/3)                                                                                     
9.  ... old growth and late seral conditions occupied 20% of ... landscape historically.  These 

areas and locations were thought to have shifted regularly with frequent fire intervals.  Will 
the new Forest Plan develop a long term strategic outlook to account for forested acres to 
rotate into old stands by a certain time and replace the oldest stands?  Will some young 
plantations and stands be managed as potential old growth stands to replace the older 
stands some day? Or will the Forest Plan address only the next 15 years?  As all forest 
managers know, old growth does not remain old growth in perpetuity.  How will you help 
inform the general public of this fact so that you might gain more management options?  
(97/7)                                                                                                                                          

10.  Evaluate and manage for the amount of old growth in each drainage according to the HRV 
for that area as determined by science, drop the arbitrary 10% ...  (190/10)                             

11.  Leave all of the old growth areas un-logged.  (174/2)                                                               
12.  ... retain old growth...  (23/3)                                                                                                      
13.  Do not cut live and healthy old growth.  (231/5)                                                                        
14.  Logging projects should avoid old growth.  (32/1)                                                                    
15.  ...stop the removal of old growth trees...  (5/4)                                                                         
16.  ... old growth and late success ional forests must be protected form commercial timber 

harvest.  (52/6)                                                                                                                           
17.  Old growth forest is protected...  (110/3)                                                                                   
18.  Stands of old growth, ... should be promoted...  (38/2)                                                              
 
Weeds - 2302 
 
1.  ... non chemical weed control only..  (23/2)                                                                               
2.  ... must inventory the area for invasions and treat them immediately.  (78/7)                           
3.  ... address a strategy to manage specific species or groups of species.  (98/7)                       
4.  ... include an extensive weed management plan to combat invasive non-natives, especially 

Orange and Yellow Hawkweed.  (83/1)                                                                                      
5.  ... renewed effort regarding weed prevention ... more effectively address the invasive 

species threat, and continue to identify priority invasive species program activities.  (98/1)      
6.  ... increased emphasis in monitoring and evaluation.  ... The revised Forest Plan needs to 

specifically address what further action will be taken when these or revised variables are 
exceeded.  ... Specifically, how will the KNF respond to the current and expected increase 
of these three variables?  How will the forest maintain or reduce these variables in 
individual project areas?  (98/2)                                                                                                 

7.  ... increase commitment to on going weed management cooperatives.  (98/3)                        
8.  ... more actively manage weed species on high priority sites ...  (98/4)                                    
9.  ... need more intensive management of invasive species, inventories to determine where 

invasion is occurring,...  (52/3)                                                                                                    
10.  ... emphasis needs to be placed on noxious weed management.  (38/3)                                  
11.  Continue to monitor and try to keep weed infestations from taking hold.........  (191/3)             
12.  Please increase your efforts to identify and treat invasive species.  (115/4)                             
13.  We need a noxious weed program that works but that doesn’t involve toxic chemicals.  

(51/5)                                                                                                                                           
14.  ... inventory the area for invasions and treat them immediately.  (36/6)                                    
15.  Improve or expand your weed control.  (368/10)                                                                       
16.  Prevention of weed spread into big game winter ranges ... address restoration in big game 

winter ranges that are infested with weed species.  (98/5)                                                         
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17.  ... specific management goals of existing and expected weed infestations, especially 
priority new invader species.  (98/6)                                                                                           

18.  ... aquatic nuisance species ... How will the forest prevent these species from becoming 
established in bodies of water ...  (98/8)                                                                                     

19.  ... emphasize weed management in burned areas.  How will the forest provide for short 
and long term weed management in burned areas?  ... would like the forest to pursue 
funding commensurate with fire suppression in burned areas ...  (98/9)                                    

20.  ... invasive exotics. ... Preserving areas as roadless and closing some roads are the only 
ways we have to prevent the spread of damaging weeds.  (58/1)                                              

21.  ... limit road building as much as possible in order to protect biological diversity, sustain the 
economic values of weed free land...  (71/1)                                                                              

22.  ... research on new, less toxic methods such as the spotted knapweed based herbicide 
being developed at Colorado State University should be studied.  (78/9)                                  

23.  Focus weed control efforts on outbreaks in or adjacent to biologically intact areas, also 
river crossings/access.  (190/8)                                                                                                  

24.  ... gallfly and larva might help control knapweed.  Small patches of weed could and should 
be sprayed.  (198/1)                                                                                                                    

25.  Weed and insect control ... must not involve pesticides...  (33/1)                                              
26.  Avoid herbicides completely!  (32/2)                                                                                          
 
Terrestrial Vegetation - 2303 
 
1.  ... global warming ... considered and included in the proposed plan.  (179/6)                           
2.  Forest is restored by replanting after fires to maintain healthy watershed.  (110/8)                  
3.  ... the illegal harvest of Bear Grass from western Montana and northern Idaho. ... due to 

unsustainable harvesting practices fueled by an established price structure based on theft, 
employment of illegal immigrants who are not paid a fair wage, money laundering and free 
transportation the product to the west coast exporters.  This situation has made it 
impossible for local businesses who operate legally to compete in this market.  ... In 
Montana we are seeing a similar problem developing with huckleberries.  ... Another plant 
we have here with an established market demand that they are running out of in Oregon 
and Washington is Pipsissewa (chimaphila umbellata) used as a beverage and candy 
flavoring, medicinal tea and floral decorative.  ... recognize this problem and encourage 
sustainable management of special forest products.  ... Special forest products harvest 
permits should be issued to individuals and businesses who submit operations plans ... 
Stewardship contracts should be implemented ... public education will help implement 
sustainable management.  (384/1)                                                                                             

4.  Continue to monitor and protect sensitive species including mycorrhigal fungi associated 
with plant roots.  (191/2)                                                                                                             

5.  ... global warming ... should be developing long range policies that consider and cope with 
the problems resulting from this phenomenon.  (174/7)                                                             

6.  Determine historic range of variation and try to return landscape to this through controlled 
burns, non commercial thinning and some logging.  (191/1)                                                      

7.  ... to emphasize experiments and implementations in the roaded front country.  (20/2)           
8.  Appropriate silvicultural treatment will include all recognized systems and methods which 

protect the soil and water resource...  (59/2)                                                                              
 
Water Quality - 2401 
 
1.  ... consider the impacts of fire on water quality...  (202/14)                                                       
2.  Monitor streams ...  (33/9)                                                                                                          
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Watershed Restoration - 2403 
 
1.  Wetlands should be restored where appropriate.  (38/7)                                                           
2.  ... expand its stream restoration program.  (52/11)                                                                    
3.  .... restoring streams, wetlands and watersheds to a properly functioning status.  (191/6)       
4.  No logging or earth moving within 200 yards of any waterways, except for activity related 

to erosion control or habitat restoration.  (51/11)                                                                        
5.  Restoring watershed function and restoring natural forest processes ...  (89/3)                       
6.  ... offer more small incentive forest projects that put local individuals back to work, with an 

emphasis on restoration...  (93/6)                                                                                              
7.  ... watersheds and waterways should be top priority with more and broader protective 

measures taken to insure their continuity.  (93/2)                                                                       
8.  ... restoration of watershed function...  (7/7)                                                                              
9.  Protect our watershed resources.  (368/1)                                                                               
10.  ...protect the watersheds...  (3/3)                                                                                              
 
Wildlife Habitat - 2500 
 
1.  ... maintenance and enhancement of wildlife habitat.  (18/1)                                                    
2.  Review the importance of habitat connectivity...  (50/4)                                                            
3.  ... connect ... corridors...  (38/6)                                                                                                 
4.  Permanent, secure grizzly cores areas must increase substantially.  Connectivity with bear 

populations in BC ... should be studied and encouraged.  (36/4)                                               
5.  ... maintain wildlife corridors...  (33/8)                                                                                        
6.  KIPZ should also incorporate, as part of the Forest Plan, a program to accommodate full 

recovery of any T  specie so that associated restrictions may be lifted once recovery goals 
are met.  (97/2)                                                                                                                          

7.  ...crucial to seriously look at issue of corridors.  Habitat connectivity...  (5/2)                            
8.  ... connectivity and secure habitat ...  (52/10)                                                                           
9.  Permanent, secure grizzly core areas must increase substantially.  (78/4)                               
10.  ... strong protections for grizzly bear habitat...  (80/4)                                                               
11.  Access and use of roads within Bear Management Units must be addressed in this Forest 

Plan. ... Road density standards and road closure programs must incorporate seasonal 
habitat requirements of grizzly bears through a flexible rotating road closure program.  
(97/1)                                                                                                                                          

12.  Preserve sufficient habitat by closing roads to recover grizzly bear populations to a stable 
level...  (190/5)                                                                                                                           

13.  ... request that critical grizzly bear habitat designation be incorporated as a provision of the 
KIPZ Forest Plan Revision.  (11/1)                                                                                             

14.  Allow wildlife corridors...  (32/9)                                                                                                
15.  Protecting grizzly habitat in the Yaak should take precedence...  (29/2)                                   
16.  ... maintain undisturbed wildlife corridors...  (23/7)                                                                   
17.  More harvest areas to improve habitat for ungulates  (202/6)                                                   
18.  ... permanently exclude the onslaught of machines from the caribou habitat...  (192/1)           
19.  Protect all large snags in the forest.... needs to be addressed by updated snag standards 

replacing those currently in effect ...  (190/9)                                                                              
20.  ... develop corridors between large tracts.  (188/3)                                                                   
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Wildlife Species - 2501 
 
1.  Wildlife areas should be restored ... adequate and secure habitat...  (174/5)                           
2.  ... recovery and protection for threatened and endangered species should be the planners 

highest priority. (61/1)                                                                                                                 
3.  ... protection of secure wildlife habitat...  (179/4)                                                                       
4.  Give threatened and endangered species utmost respect...  (23/6)                                          
5.  protect threatened or endangered species ...  (3/4)                                                                   
6.  Give threatened and endangered species special concern...  (33/7)                                        
7.  Work with Montana Fish and Game to promote healthy wildlife populations especially elk.  

(368/7)                                                                                                                                        
8.  ... recovery of endangered and threatened species...  (7/6)                                                      
9.  Recovery of threatened and endangered species should be the highest priority.  (89/2)          
10.  Special efforts should be made to manage the forest for endangered species...  (70/3)          
11.  ... restoration of wolves to this part of Montana.  (19/2)                                                             
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Subsequent Scoping Summary 
 
• A total of 367 communications containing 444 signatures were received. 
 
• Communications consisted of letters, post cards, comment forms, emails, and form 

letters. 
 
• Respondent Types  

Business – 3 
County Entities – 1 
Groups or Organizations – 12 
Individuals – 130 
State Entities – 1 

 
• Communications were received from 26 states. 
 
• The majority of the communications came from the Montana, Idaho and Washington. 
 
• All Subsequent Scoping comments were included in the Scoping Issues/Concerns 

Summary. 
 

Summary of Substantive Comments Received from Subsequent Scoping 
Communications 

 
Category Number of Comments 

Thank you for your comment 25 
Alternatives – 100 9 

Access - 200 49 
Air Quality – 300 0 
Fisheries – 400 4 

Amphibians - 401 0 
Fire Risk – 500 19 

Fire As A Process - 501 11 
Heritage – 600 0 
Lands – 700 0 

Laws & Regulations – 800 2 
Minerals – 900 5 

Miscellaneous – 1000 5 
Monitoring – 1100 1 

NEPA Process - 1200 0 
Public Involvement – 1300 2 

Range – 1400 3 
Wilderness – 1500 25 

Motorized Recreation – 1501 75 
Non-motorized Recreation – 1502 12 
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Category Number of Comments 
Special Interest Areas – 1503 0 
Wild & Scenic Rivers – 1504 3 
Dispersed Recreation – 1505 0 
Developed Recreation – 1506 4 
Riparian Vegetation – 1600 0 

Riparian Aquatic – 1601 1 
Inventoried Roadless Areas – 1700 127 

Scenery - 1800 1 
Social – 1900 1 

Economic – 1901 2 
Soil Productivity – 2000 0 

Erosion/Slope Stability - 2001 0 
Timber Production – 2100 66 

Tribal Consultation & Treaty Rights – 2200 0 
Old Growth – 2300 18 

Research Natural Areas – 2301 0 
Weeds – 2302 26 

Terrestrial Vegetation – 2303 8 
Vegetation TES Species – 2304 0 
Vegetation TES Habitats – 2305 0 

Watershed Assessment & Condition - 2400 0 
Water Quality – 2401 2 

Water Rights & Beneficial Uses - 2402 0 
Watershed Restoration - 2403 10 

Wildlife Habitat – 2500 20 
Wildlife Species - 2501 11 
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