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 To: Appeal Deciding Officer 
 
This is my recommendation on disposition of the appeal filed by Jeff Juel on behalf of The Ecology 
Center, Inc. and Inland Empire Public Lands Council protesting the St. Joe District Ranger's Decision 
Notice (DN) for the Marble Mountain Mineral Material Sale on the Idaho Panhandle National Forests. 
  
The District Ranger's decision adopts Alternative C.  The decision will implement removal of common 
slab and flagstone rock using specified design criteria to address recreational and visual concerns and 
provide additional protection to other resources.   No rock would be removed from within the Theriault 
Research Natural Area.   Vehicle traffic on Roads 216, 1938, and 1936 would be limited to 6-ton 
capacity trucks.  
 
My review was conducted pursuant to, and in accordance with, 36 CFR 215.19 to ensure the analysis 
and decision are in compliance with applicable laws, regulations, policy, and orders.  The appeal record, 
including the Appellants' objections and recommended changes, has been thoroughly reviewed.   
 
SUMMARY  
 
The Appellants allege violations of the National Environmental Policy Act, the National Forest 
Management Act, the Forest Service Handbook, the Forest Plan, and the Administrative Procedures Act.  
The Appellants request the decision be remanded and an Environmental Impact Statement be prepared.   
 
An informal meeting was held, but no resolution was reached.  No Interested Party comments were 
received.  
 
FINDINGS
 
My recommendation is based upon the following evaluation: 
 
Clarity of the Decision and Rationale
 
The decision, which is clearly stated in the DN, accurately describes the action to be implemented.  The 
information provided allows a clear understanding of the process and rationale used in making the 
decision. 
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Critical mitigation and monitoring requirements are identified in the environmental analysis.  Maps and 
diagrams are legible and can be understood with minimal study. 
 
I find the DN and Finding of No Significant Impact are clearly written and easy to understand. 
Purpose of the Proposal and Comprehension of Benefits
 
The purpose and need for the action are quite clear; the relationship between the Forest Plan and the 
purpose and need is understandable. 
 
The consequences of the no-action alternative are well described in the EA,  but the DN would have 
benefitted by bringing this description forward.  The benefits of the selected alternative are stated in 
terms of the purpose and need but no comparison is made to the no-action alternative. 
 
I conclude that the benefits and purpose of the decision are well supported and easily understood. 
 
Consistency with Policy, Direction, and Supporting Information
 
The selected alternative is consistent with the Forest Plan goals, objectives and standards and with 
applicable laws.  Forest Plan direction provides the basis for the project purpose and need. 
 
The Finding of No Significant Impact is clear and supported by the analysis in the EA.  Both context and 
intensity are addressed. 
 
I find that the proposed project is consistent with all legal and regulatory requirements as well as current 
Forest Service policy. 
 
Effectiveness of Public Participation Activities and Use of Comments  
 
A good mix of techniques and tools was used to enhance public involvement in the project development 
process.  This included notices in the local newspaper, scoping letters and some interviews.  Issues were 
identified from information obtained from the public during scoping.  Public comments are reflected in 
the project design. 
 
Appendix E of the DN identifies the rationale for selecting issues for detailed review.  The Responsible 
Official clearly considered public comments in making his decision. 
 
My review concludes that the public involvement on this project was effective in providing 
opportunities for the public to participate in this project. 
 
Appeal Issues
 
The Appeal Record was reviewed with respect to the Appellants' issues.  Analysis and documentation 
are adequate and cover the appeal points raised.  It was determined that the District Ranger complied 
with law, policy, and regulations pertaining to the appeal points raised. 
 
RECOMMENDATION
 
I recommend the District Ranger's decision be affirmed and the Appellants' requested relief be denied.   



 
 
/s/ John T. Drake 
 
 
JOHN T. DRAKE 
Reviewing Officer 
Director, Recreation, Minerals, Lands, 
 Heritage, and Wilderness 


