When the FS is doing a project that adversely affects a roadless area that may be significant but is not inventoried and may not qualify for consideration under the FS NFMA evaluation criteria, my response looks like this:


While it is true that the Forest Service does not have an explicit legal obligation to protect uninventoried areas (yet), the Forest Service does have a legal obligation pursuant to NEPA to describe the environmental consequences of logging and road building in ecologically significant areas. The Forest Service roadless EIS described several qualities of roadless areas that are not limited to those areas over 5,000 aces that happen to have been inventoried in the RARE process. The Forest Service may not rely on their overly restrictive roadless definition to dismiss public comments highlighting the need to do NEPA analysis of the impacts of their activities on ecologically significant uninventoried roadless. To fulfill its NEPA obligation, the FS must look at the ecological limits of roadlessness.





