
USDA Forest Service 
Objection Reviewing Officer 
EMC, RPC-6th Floor 
Attn: Judicial and Administrative Reviews 
1601 N. Kent St 
Arlington, VA 12209 
 
November 26, 2013 
 
RE: Objection Letter; Revised Forest Plan and FEIS, Idaho Panhandle National Forests 
 
Dear Sirs: 
 
We are backcountry skiers who have been actively involved in the forest plan revision process of the 
Idaho Panhandle National Forests (IPNF) for over twelve years.  We have asked for the creation of an 
approximately 6,400 acre non-motorized winter recreation area in the vicinity of Stevens Peak located in 
the IPNF (and adjacent portions of the Lolo National Forest) near the Idaho-Montana border (see 
attached Fig. 1 IPNF Forest Plan Revision Comments 4-16-12).  This area is proposed as the Stevens Peak 
Backcountry Area.  Due to its alpine character, ease of access to adjacent trailheads by car during the 
winter (the only such accessible area in the IPNF), and consistent snow pack, the area is one of the 
Inland Northwest region’s most important destinations for backcountry non-motorized snowsports.  It is 
visited frequently by backcountry snowboarders and skiers and snowshoers who reside in Spokane, 
Coeur d’Alene, Missoula and surrounding communities and likely sees more backcountry skier and 
snowboarder user days than any other area on the IPNF. 
 
Attached is a copy of the April 16, 2012 comment letter for the IPNF Forest Plan Revision, written and 
signed by the Spokane Mountaineers, the Winter Wildlands Alliance, Montana Backcountry Alliance and 
Inland Northwest Backcountry Alliance.  The letter recommended that the IPNF Revised Forest Plan 
should address the need for winter travel management, in particular in the proposed Stevens Peak 
Backcountry Area.  The impetus of this letter is the relative lack of easy winter access for human 
powered winter recreationists (particularly backcountry snowboarders and skiers) on the IPNF in 
general, and the increasing user conflict between the quiet winter recreationists and OSV users, in 
particular the Stevens Peak Backcountry Area.  Our goal is to engage the Forest Service to preserve the 
Stevens Peak Backcountry Area for quiet winter recreation.  The user conflict is results because of 
accessibility as self propelled winter recreationists are practically restricted to particular areas such as 
the proposed Stevens Peak Backcountry Area, while at the same time OSV use is growing exponentially.  
A looming threat to the intrinsic qualities of the Stevens Peak Backcountry Area is the proposed 
expansion of the Lookout Pass Ski Area and the effect it would have in increasing the nature of winter 
user conflicts. 
 
Our April 16, 2012 comment letter recommended that the IPNF should at a minimum apply a consistent 
management policy to the entire proposed Stevens Peak Backcountry Area (including all of the Willow, 
Boulder and Gold Creek drainages and adjacent areas immediately to the south along the Saint Joe 
divide as MA5.  The Willow and Boulder Creek drainages are the prime portion of the proposed Stevens 
Peak Backcountry Area!  Most importantly in our opinion, was our proposal that the IPNF consider 
designation of the Stevens Peak Backcountry Area as MA3 (MA3-DC-AR-02) a Recreation and Scenic 
Area given its intrinsic qualities.  Such a designation would allow the IPNF to manage the area for non-
motorized winter recreation and to maintain the area’s scenic qualities.  Furthermore, we asked that 
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until a comprehensive plan for the Stevens Peak Backcountry Area is developed, the proposed 
expansion of Lookout Pass Ski Area through a modified special use permit should not proceed, and that 
the designation of the large area adjacent to Lookout Pass Ski area as MA7 in the Revised Forest Plan is 
premature and unjustified. 
 
In this objection we would like to reiterate that these concerns be addressed by the IPNF Revised Forest 
Plan and FEIS.  We believe that the IPNF Revised Forest Plan and FEIS do not address any of these issues 
and are therefore incomplete. 
 
The Revised Forest Plan for the IPNF goes only so far as to recognize that backcountry skiers use the 
IPNF (Revised Forest Plan, Appendix C, p. 172).  The FEIS recognizes that there are user conflicts 
between non-motorized and motorized recreationists (FEIS, pgs.436 and 439).  Appendix G of the FEIS 
suggests that the winter recreation users are working together to come to a mutual agreement on 
winter travel management (see MA3: Category 757, Public Comment 167, Response E).  This is not the 
case.  Furthermore, it is unreasonable for the various user groups on their own to come to any mutual 
and binding agreements as suggested in the plan. 
 
The Revised Forest Plan and FEIS do not address the need for winter travel management in the Stevens 
Peak Backcountry Area.  The Plan does not consider the possibility that winter travel management will 
be required by future regulations during the life span of the plan's implementation; in particular the 
2013 Federal Court Ruling declaring the exemption of OSV in the Forest Service’s 2005 Travel 
Management Rule unlawful.   
 
Regarding the consideration of a designation of the proposed Stevens Peak Backcountry Area as MA3, 
Appendix G of the FEIS (see MA3: Category 757, Public Comment 167, Response E) states that “any site-
specific management proposal would be analyzed through a NEPA process that would include the 
public.”  Otherwise no consideration was given to any such management designation in the Revised 
Forest Plan. 
 
Considering the above comment, the IPNF Revised Forest Plan’s designation of the large area near 
Lookout Pass Ski Area as MA7 without following the NEPA process appears to be legally inconsistent.  No 
such analysis regarding this designation was made during the creation of the IPNF Revised Forest Plan. 
 
In Preferred Alternative B, adopted by the IPNF Revised Forest Plan, the proposed Stevens Peak 
Backcountry Area (see attached Figure 1.) is assigned three Management Areas, MA5 Backcountry, MA6 
General Forest and MA7 Primary Recreation Area.  We object that all of the IPNF land in the Willow 
Creek, Boulder Creek and Gold Creek drainages and the adjoining area to the south along the St. Joe 
divide, at a minimum, has not been included in the MA5 management area rather than MA6.  These 
areas along with Stevens Peak are the heart of and the area most highly valued by backcountry 
snowboarders and skiers.  We also object to the arbitrary designation of MA7 to the large area adjacent 
to the existing footprint of the Lookout Pass Ski Area. 
 
The IPNF must address the need for winter travel management, and we request that the IPNF prepare a 
Supplemental Draft EIS that includes alternatives for establishing the proposed Stevens Peak 
Backcountry Area as a winter non-motorized Recreation and Scenic Area under MA3.  We would like to 
stress that summer motorized travel according to the Coeur d’Alene Ranger District April 1, 2012 MVUM 
in the area is not being contended.  Such seasonal travel management is possible through designation of 
the area as MA3-DC-AR-02.   
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This objection letter is written in hopes that these concerns will be addressed and the Stevens Peak 
Backcountry Area will be recognized for its intrinsic characteristics and preserved for quiet self-propelled 
winter recreation.  As well the Revised Forest Plan and FEIS should address winter travel management 
on the IPNF. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
John Latta, Director 
Inland Northwest Backcountry Alliance 
808 W 26th Ave 
Spokane, WA  99203 
(509) 624-7120 
 
Cailin O’Brien-Feeney, Policy Director 
Winter Wildlands Alliance 
PO Box 6723 
Boise, ID 83702 
(208) 336-4203 
 

Adam Switalski, Director 
Montana Backcountry Alliance 
Missoula, MT 
 
Andrew Ashmore 
Conservation Chair 
Spokane Mountaineers 
Spokane, WA 
 
Eric Ryan, Backcountry Ski Chair 
Spokane Mountaineers 
Spokane, WA 

 
 
 
 
Attachments: 
IPNF Forest Plan Comments 4-16-12 
Fig. 1 IPNF Forest Plan Revision Comments 4-16-12 
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