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USDA Forest Service 
Objection Reviewing Officer 
EMC, RPC-6th Floor 
Attn: Judicial and Administrative Reviews 
1601 Kent St. 
Arlington, VA 22209 
 
Dear Sir: 
 
The plan revision I am commenting on is for the Idaho Panhandle National Forests 
Revised Land Management Plan.  The Responsible Official for this plan revision is Faye 
Krueger, Regional Forester, Northern Region, USDA Forest Service.   
 
The issue I am addressing concerns climate change.   
 
One of the most pressing and difficult issues resource managers will face in the future is 
dealing with the effects of climate change.  My objection to the plan revision is that it 
only mentions climate change rather sporadically and almost as an afterthought.  I think it 
would be more helpful and effective to deal with it as a major factor resource managers 
will face and provide some goals, guidance, and objectives for managers to focus on.  It’s 
a tough challenge to tackle, but how about having the revision include guidance which 
would promote practicing “climate-smart conservation”, a practice developed by the 
National Wildlife Federation and its partners that encourages resource managers to adopt 
forward looking conservation goals and to design conservation strategies and actions that 
address key climate impacts and vulnerabilities.  Another possible idea would be for the 
plan revision to set up a framework for implementing the “National Fish, Wildlife, and 
Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy”, a collaborative effort among federal, state, and 
tribal partners that provides a unified, science-based approach for reducing the negative 
impacts of climate change on wildlife and its habitat.   
 
As I mentioned above, tackling climate change for resource managers is going to be a 
very difficult challenge, if for no other reason than we’ve never really had to face an 
issue like this before as a society.   I hope my suggestions give you some ideas and you’ll 
be willing to consider taking the time to modify the revised plan to more directly address 
climate change.  It’ll mean using more time in the short run, but it could really prove to 
be a big help to future resource managers in the long run.   
 
The idea of directly addressing climate change and its effects in the plan revision only 
recently occurred to me and I didn’t cover this issue in my earlier comments on the draft 
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revised plan; my earlier comments covered proposed wilderness designations.  Therefore, 
I’m bringing this subject up now, but I thought I’d address the issue because of what I 
feel are the inevitability and potential drastic implications of climate change.  How can 
you not address them? 
 
My other objection is the refusal to extend recommended wilderness establishment and 
management for the Upper Pack River area of the Selkirk Wilderness.  The sense of 
spectacular geologic formations, solitude, and primitiveness in the Upper Pack River area 
should be recognized and preserved through wilderness designation and management.  I 
made this recommendation in my comment letter of March 16, 2012 to the plan revision 
team leader.   
 
 
Sincerely,   
 
John B. O’Brien III 
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