									September 22, 2002


Joe Hudson, District Ranger                                                                    


Fenn Ranger Station


HC-75, Box 91               


Kooskia, Idaho 83539





RE: Selway Road Reconstruction





Dear Ranger Hudson:





These comments, submitted by Friends of the Clearwater in response to the scoping letter on the Selway Road.  Please refer to earlier comments on this proposal (from March of 1999 by Friends of the Clearwater).  At the outset, we will again express our concern that the road work on 223 has been fragmented into separate analysis, one of them categorically excluded from NEPA.  





The proposal to pave the Selway River Road #223 is highly controversial.  It is something we oppose.  It is certainly premature to consider such a proposal without looking at the carrying capacity of the area.





This is a massive change that should be documented in an EIS.  In fact, the magnitude of  this proposal should indicate to the agency that the analysis be deferred until after the forest plan revision to have a benefit of that analysis in coming up with this decision.





The very brief comment period on a project of this controversy is a problem.  We urge you to either rescope this issue or provide a longer period for public review.





The adjacent Lochsa River, also designated a Wild and Scenic River, has paved access. The beauty of the Selway is that it provides both a wild river setting in the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness and a less developed, unpaved road access between O’Hara Creek and Race Creek.  Paving of the river road would end that unique recreation opportunity and make it no different than what can be had along the Lochsa.





Wilderness research shows that part of the wilderness experience is traveling to the trailhead.  Having a paved road go all the way up to Race Creek destroys the gradual feeling of wildness one has when one leaves the major highway, then the pavement and then finally arrives at the trailhead.





Paving this road is a major federal action.  It will have profound impacts on the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness.  Increased use will result from paving.  Current recreation use along the river will be displaced once the are becomes popular with large RVs and other vehicles.


A lower speed limit, limiting the number of vehicles on the road and more regular maintenance to keep the road in better condition should all be considered as separate alternatives or components of various alternatives.





The effects on water quality of road paving and upgrading should be considered.  The proposed action would have tremendous impact on water quality as it would involve placing material in the Selway River and work on fill.  The impacts to listed TES fish need to be addressed.





The effects of paving on wildlife need to be addressed. Faster speeds from a better road will result in much greater mortality of wildlife.  This is especially true for evening and early morning travel.  The ability of the Selway to function as a wildlife corridor could be lost by paving.  The NEPA document needs to address this in terms of various kinds of wildlife, from large to small.  There is a plethora of scientific studies which show the effects of roads and road upgrading/reconstruction on wildlife.





The upgrading of the road could also bring in more opportunity for wed dispersal.  Already, the Selway has problems with spotted knapweed.  A better road with more traffic on it will bring more weeds.





The impact of paving and road reconstruction on TES plants and the coastal disjunct refugium must be addressed.  the Selway and Lochsa are the only place where Pacific dogwood is found inland.  This plant has suffered from an introduced pathogen.  More traffic and development increase the possibility of more pathogens, human contact and negative effects on rare plants and rare plant communities.











 Sincerely,

















