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District Ranger 

Newport Ranger District 

315 North Warren

Newport, WA 99156 

Transmitted via email--please acknowledge receipt!

Dear Betty M. Higgins: 

The following comments concern the Conger Timber and Fuels Management Projects and Forest Plan Amendment Environmental Assessment (EA) on behalf of The Lands Council and Selkirk Conservation Alliance.

Although we have recognized and assisted in fuel reduction projects within WUI planning areas for community protection, we are concerned about the extent of the proposed commercial treatments (up to 15,500 CCF removed), the relocation of the existing Management Area 1 (MA-1), the treatments proposed in the existing MA-1, and the 20.7 miles of road reconstruction.  

We have tried to organize our concerns into various subjects such as wildlife, roads, insects and disease, watershed, etc.

Wildlife

The area encompasses about 5,730 acres of land within the Trimble, Smalle, and Winchester Creek drainages, and includes Class 2, 3, and 4 Streams.  As remarked upon on page B-4 of the Biological Evaluation, “Endangered species are in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range.  Threatened species are likely to become endangered within a foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of their range (USFWS, 2005)…Within the vicinity of the project planning area, there is suitable habitat for bald eagles, gray wolves, grizzly bears, and Canada lynx”.  With the increase in population growth and the subsequent increase in existing structures in or near forested areas, limited habitat becomes increasingly fragmented, reduced in size and functioning capacity.  Wildlife habitat selection is almost entirely based upon existing conditions rather than the disturbance history of an area.  Forest Service data on how TES and MIS wildlife select habitat is extremely limited, so cumulative effects are difficult if not impossible to understand.  We hope that fuel reduction treatments are chosen that mitigate damage to these sensitive and limited ecosystems, and are followed by comprehensive monitoring and adaptive management.

State-of-the-art conservation biology and the principles that underlie the agency’s policy of “ecosystem management” dictate an increasing focus on the landscape-scale concept and design of large biological reserves accompanied by buffer zones and habitat connectors as the most effective (and perhaps only) way to preserve wildlife diversity and viability (Noss, 1993).

The FS has stated: “Well distributed habitat is the amount and location of required habitat which assure that individuals from demes,
 distributed throughout the population’s existing range, can interact. Habitat should be located so that genetic exchange among all demes is possible.” (Mealey 1983.)

The FS should firmly establish that the species that exist, or historically are believed to have been present in the analysis area are still part of viable populations. Since Forest Plan monitoring efforts have failed in this regard, it must be a priority for project analyses. Identification of viable populations is something that must be done at a specific geographic scale.  The analysis must cover a large enough area to include a cumulative effects analysis area that would include truly viable populations. Analysis must identify viable populations of MIS, TES, at-risk, focal, and demand species of which the individuals in the analysis area are members in order to sustain viable populations.

According to official FS policy, the FS “must develop conservation strategies for those sensitive species whose continued existence may be negatively affected by the forest plan or a proposed project.”  FSM 2670.45. Distributions of common wildlife species as well as species at risk encompass much larger areas than typical project areas (often referred to as “landscape scales”).  The FS has failed to tier the viability analyses for Sensitive species that would be impacted by the Conger project to a landscape analysis of Sensitive species viability that would allow for some assurances to the public that species viability is currently being insured in spite of continued habitat destruction and/or alteration.

Social and Economic Concerns regarding the Pend Oreille Community WUI Wildfire Mitigation Plan

We would like to know what the priority is of this area within the Pend Oreille Community WUI Wildfire Mitigation Plan.  Most of the fuels are in fire regime condition class 2, which describes a moderate departure from the natural (historical) regime of vegetation characteristics; fuel composition; fire frequency, severity and pattern; and other associated disturbances.  We are curious if there are other areas within Pend Oreille County with a fire regime condition class 3 and therefore an area of greater priority to the community.  With limited resources, we would hope that fuel reduction treatments are prioritized according to severity and the public input of these communities.  

Economic Concerns

We are curious if the agency can afford to use helicopter logging systems in the more inaccessible areas, and if it is necessary to cover the purpose and need of this project.

There has been a history of lost revenue through timber sales.  In 1997, the Colville national Forest lost over $342,000 on commercial timber sales—a figure that increases to $1,348,000 when administrative overhead and state/county payments are figured in (Appellants v. Forest Supervisor, 2003).

Proposed Commercial Treatments

While we are supported of various thinning and prescribed burning treatments, we are not supportive of even-aged stage management or extensive removal which would be seen in the various combinations of shelterwood, sanitation, and seed tree treatment prescriptions.  Without specific information on stand density, composition, and distribution of size classes across the landscape, it is very difficult to discern how extensive the fuel treatments will be.  It is unclear as to why such severe treatments are necessary, especially in areas previously designated as Management Area 1, which is managed for old growth ecosystems.  With 250 acres of regeneration timber harvest proposed for Alternative B, and the __________  acres of seed tree harvest, we would consider this amount of removal beyond the purpose and need of this project.  Such severe and aggressive treatments would not improve forest health …

Without the ratio goal of 50:50 cover/forage for winter range habitat (MA-8), we are curious as to why such aggressive treatments have been proposed.  We have seen (and been involved) in fuel reduction projects that reduce fire risk without severe canopy cover loss or even-aged stand management.  Without enough productive forage sites or quality thermal/snow intercept cover to meet Forest Plan Standards, less intensive timber harvest should be utilized.

We would like to know if there was a difference in treatments for cool-moist forest types and dry forest types, as the fire regime would be considerably different between these two ecosystems and should be taken into consideration.  We are also wondering if there is a distinction between areas within the WUI that would maintain an essentially artificial fire regime to accommodate the needs and desires of the community, versus areas within the WUI where the natural fire regime would be encouraged to exist.   Approximately 185 acres in a cool-moist Douglas Fir/Grand Fir forest type would move from a stand structure of SS7 to SS6 in the proposed action.  We are curious if this is necessary, and would like to know how extensive the treatments are within these cool-moist environments.  On page B-7 of the biologically assessment, it says, “Timber stands in the project area are predominantly western hemlock/western red cedar and Douglas fir/grand fir.  We would like to see how the current fire regime, forest type, and treatment prescription correlate.  We are also wondering how even-aged, aggressive management treatments would “promote old, single-stratum structure (stage 7) for drier, fire tolerant biophysical environments (BPEs) and multi-stratum old forest structure (Stage 6) for moist forest BPEs”.  This seems incongruous to the intent of the goals and objectives for this project.  Warm-dry Douglas fir/grand fir stocking ranges from 100 to 250 ft2 of basal area per acre in patches, and there are proposed treatments to reduce stands to a stocking level of 70-100 ft2/acre.  Much of this material is in the 10”-20” DBH tree size class and the removal of these trees would cause damage to residual trees and soil.  We strongly discourage the removal of trees in the 16”-20” tree size and the dramatic reduction in nutrients and canopy cover in these ecosystems.  

Seed Tree Harvest is proposed in stands 3017379, 9518248, 3017367, 9518102, 3017402,3116158, 3017450, 3017449, 3017464, 3017485, and 3017483.  The first six of these stands are in stand structure 5 (SS5) (multi-stratum without large trees) and the remainder is in stand structure 3 (stem exclusion, closed canopy).  Seed tree sanitation is also proposed in an SS5 stand 3017434.  We do not feel as if this level of treatment is necessary and would encourage less destructive practices on the landscape. 

Also, Hessberg and Lemkuhl (1999) question a common assumption that fuel levels are too high for prescribed burning to take place before thinning, and suggest that prescribed burning alone can be utilized in many cases where managers typically assume mechanical fuel reductions must be used. Their review also stresses the importance of larger level spatial and temporal issues, generally not well disclosed or understood in limited “treatment” proposals.

Roads

We are pleased that this proposal does not include any new road construction, but are concerned over the 20.7 miles of road reconstruction, especially the 11.2 miles of medium reconstruction.  The project area already contains approximately 23.3 total miles of road, with a total road density of 2.6 miles per square mile.  The current open road density is about 2.0 miles per square mile, and there are also approximately 4.9 miles of off-highway vehicle (OHV) trails in the northeast portion of the project.  These figures only include recognized Forest Service roads, and do not address the existence of illegal roads and trails within the project area.  We understand the limitations of agency resources to solve this issue, but feel that cumulative effects analysis is incomplete without addressing this issue.  

We encourage a decrease in road density across the forest and recognize that extensive road reconstruction can result in similar degradation of ecosystem functioning as new road reconstruction.  Although there is mention of some decommissioning (1.2 miles) and road closing, some of the most devastating effects of roads (sedimentation, daylighting of water, and the additional drainage system) are not changed by the simple closure of roads.  We are wondering if there has been analysis and consideration of full road obliteration for any exiting roads within the project area.   

Moderate reconstruction is proposed for roads 9518101, 9518245, 3116177, 3116177, 3116178, and 3116179. We would like to know what the existing road condition is for each of these, what would be done for each segment, and what would be done after project implementation is completed.  

There is also mention of all haul roads getting pre-treated with herbicides.  Although we acknowledge and appreciate the mitigation of noxious weeds, we are concerned how extensive herbicide application would affect the water quality of streams and the watershed.

As noted earlier, the current open road density is 2.0 miles per square mile.  In the biological assessment, it is noted that “In recent years, there have been several confirmed sightings of wolves on the east side of the Newport-Sullivan Lake Ranger Districts which likely dispersed from reintroduction sites in Montana or Idaho (USDA Forest Service, 2002)…The Conger project area is an important wintering area for deer and elk, the primary prey of gray wolves…To provide adequate seclusion habitat for wolves on National Forest system lands in northern Idaho and northeastern Washington, Hansen (1986) recommended that open road densities not exceed one mile per square mile. Road densities in the project area exceed these recommendations”.  Under the Forest Plan, road densities in Mas 6 and 8 should not exceed 1.5 miles of open road per square mile of winter range during the season of use.  Motorized use of motorized trails (mainly in the Batey-Bould Motorcycle Trail System) has never been documented in the winter.  Snowmobile use is also problematic, since the trail treads are narrow, twisty, and located in dense forest (USFS, 2006).  We would like to bring attention to these recommendations and concerns and ask that the road density within the project be minimized through road obliteration and the removal of roads from the Forest Service Atlas.

Aggressive commercial treatments are proposed in T33N-R43E, Sections 16 and 21, and a portion of T33N-R43E section 20 which is a roadless area around 1440 acres.  This area includes the East Fork Smalle Creek (Stream #16552; Class 2), Stream #16698 (Class IV), Stream # 16616 (Class 3), and stream # 16920 (Class IV) within the Upper Pend Oreille watershed.

Insects and Disease

The rationale and analysis of this proposal must look at the forest as an ecosystem with interrelationships coequal to timber production. Please use the ecosystem management approach to assess fungal and insect organisms as capable of operating in a self-regulatory manner and exist as beneficial organisms within the project area. Some species of trees, native insects, and disease organisms are often described by the FS as “invasive” or somehow bad for the ecosystem. For example, Harvey et al., 1994 state:

Although usually viewed as pests at the tree and stand scale, insects and disease organisms perform functions on a broader scale.

…Pests are a part of even the healthiest eastside ecosystems. Pest roles—such as the removal of poorly adapted individuals, accelerated decomposition, and reduced stand density—may be critical to rapid ecosystem adjustment 

…In some areas of the eastside and Blue Mountain forests, at least, the ecosystem has been altered, setting the stage for high pest activity (Gast and others, 1991). This increased activity does not mean that the ecosystem is broken or dying; rather, it is demonstrating functionality, as programmed during its developmental (evolutionary) history.

The FS often makes a case for logging as a way to reduce insect and disease damage to timber stands. As far as we are aware, the FS has no empirical evidence to indicate its “treatments” for “forest health” decrease, rather than increase, the incidence of insects and diseases in the forest.  Since the FS doesn’t cite research that proves otherwise in the EA, we can only conclude that “forest health” discussions are unscientific and biased toward logging as a “solution.” Please consider the large body of research that indicates logging, roads, and other human caused disturbance promote the spread of tree diseases and insect infestation. 

For example, multiple studies have shown that annosus root disease (Heterobasidion annosum, formerly named Fomes annosus), a fungal root pathogen that is often fatal or damaging for pine, fir, and hemlock in western forests, has increased in western forests as a result of logging (Smith 1989).  And researchers have noted that the incidence of annosus root disease in true fir and ponderosa pine stands increased with the number of logging entries (Goheen and Goheen 1989). Large stumps served as infection foci for the stands, although significant mortality was not obvious until 10 to 15 years after logging (Id.).

The proportion of western hemlock trees infected by annosus root disease increased after precommercial thinning, due to infection of stumps and logging equipment wounds (Edmonds et al. 1989, Chavez, et al. 1980).

Armillaria, a primary, aggressive root pathogen of pines, true firs, and Douglas-fir in western interior forests, spreads into healthy stands from the stumps and roots of cut trees (Wargo and Shaw 1985). The fungus colonizes stumps and roots of cut trees, then spreads to adjacent healthy trees.  Roots of large trees in particular can support the fungus for many years because they are moist and large enough for the fungus to survive, and disease centers can expand to several hectares in size, with greater than 25% of the trees affected in a stand (id.).  Roth et al. (1980) also noted that Armillaria was present in stumps of old-growth ponderosa pine logged up to 35 years earlier, with the oldest stumps having the highest rate of infection.

Filip (1979) observed that mortality of saplings was significantly correlated to the number of Douglas-fir stumps infected with Armillaria mellea and laminated root rot (Phellinus weirii).  McDonald, et al. (1987) concluded the pathogenic fungus Armillaria had a threefold higher occurrence on disturbed plots compared to pristine plots at high productivity sites in the Northern Rockies.  Those authors also reviewed past studies on Armillaria, noting a clear link between management and the severity of Armillaria-caused disease.

Morrison and Mallett (1996) observed that infection and mortality from the root disease Armillaria ostoyae was several times higher in forest stands with logging disturbance than in undisturbed stands, and that adjacent residual trees as well as new regeneration became infected when their roots came into contact with roots from infected stumps.

Precommercial thinning and soil disturbance led to an increased risk of infection and mortality by black-stain root disease (Leptographium wageneri) in Douglas-fir, with the majority of infection centers being close to roads and skid trails (Hansen et al. 1988).  Also another Black-stain root disease (Verticicladiella wagenerii) occurred at a greater frequency in Douglas-fir trees close to roads than in trees located 25 m or more from roads (Hansen 1978).  Witcosky et al. (1986) also noted that precommercially thinned stands attracted a greater number of black-stain root disease insect vectors.

Complex interactions involve mechanical damage from logging, infestation by root diseases, and attacks by insects. Aho et al. (1987) saw that mechanical wounding of grand fir and white fir by logging equipment activated dormant decay fungi, including the Indian paint fungus (Echinodontium tinctorium).

Trees stressed by logging, and therefore more susceptible to root diseases are, in turn, more susceptible to attack by insects. Goheen and Hansen (1993) reviewed the association between pathogenic fungi and bark beetles in coniferous forests, noting that root disease fungi predispose some conifer species to bark beetle attack and/or help maintain endemic populations of bark beetles.  

Goheen and Hansen (1993) observed that live trees infected with Laminated root rot (Phellinus weirii) have a greater likelihood of attack by Douglas-fir beetles (Dendroctonus pseudotsugae).  Also, Douglas-fir trees weakened by Black-stain root disease (Leptographium wageneri var. pseudotsugae) are attacked and killed by a variety of bark beetle species, including the Douglas-fir bark beetle (D. pseudotsugae) and the Douglas-fir engraver (Scolytus unispinosis) (id.).

The root disease Leptographium wageneri var. ponderosum predisposes ponderosa pine to several bark beetle species, including the mountain pine beetle (D. ponderosae) and the western pine beetle (D. brevicomis) (Goheen and Hansen 1993).

A variety of root diseases, including black-stain, Armillaria, and brown cubical butt rot (Phaeolus schweinitzii), predispose lodgepole pine to attack by mountain pine beetles in the interior west.  The diseases are also believed to provide stressed host trees that help maintain endemic populations of mountain pine beetle or trigger population increases at the start of an outbreak (Goheen and Hansen 1993).

Grand and white fir trees in interior mixed-conifer forests have been found to have a high likelihood of attack by the fir engraver (Scolytus ventralis) when they are infected by root diseases, such as laminated root rot, Armillaria, and annosus (Goheen and Hansen 1993).

More western pine beetles (Dendroctonus breviformis) and mountain pine beetles (D. ponderosae) were captured on trees infected by black-stain root disease (Ceratocystis wageneri) than on uninfected trees (Goheen et al. 1985).  The two species of beetle were more frequently attracted to wounds on trees that were also diseased than to uninfected trees.  They also noted that the red turpentine beetle (Dendroctonus valens) attacked trees at wounds, with attack rates seven-to-eight times higher on trees infected with black-stain root disease than uninfected trees.  Spondylis upiformis attacked only wounded trees, not unwounded trees (Id.).

We would like more information on the types of insect and disease issues that would justify sanitation treatments within the project area.

Existing MA1 Area and the Relocation of existing MA-1 Area

We are alarmed at the relocation of the existing MA-1 area, the proposed reassignment of a MA-6 designation, and the proposed treatments within this 640-acre roadless area that also includes stream #16929 (Class IV).  

The Forest Plan states, "To improve habitat, Management Area 1 boundaries may be adjusted or the unit moved to the nearest suitable location."  The EA does not include any analysis or information that indicates that habitat will be improved. Please share this analysis and provide an opportunity for public review and comment on it prior to making a decision to relocate the old growth allocation..

We support the identification of new MA-1 areas, and recognize that the proposed new MA-1 area includes 12.9 miles of Class 2, 3, and 4 streams. However, the relocation of the existing MA-1 area is a concern as there is not enough information provided regarding current old growth inventory in the existing MA-1 area or the proposed MA-1 area.  Stand structures are provided, but they do no provide enough data to show where reserves of old growth exist on the landscape.  The new MA-1 area is outlined by Forest Service road 3116178 to the east, and the Batey Bould Trail to the north.   We are wondering how an area designated for motorized travel would interface with the goals and direction of an MA-1 area.

We are also concerned that 329 acres of MA-6 and 163 acres of MA-8 may not be appropriate for a MA-1 designation.  We might be persuaded with current stand information and old growth inventory done in both the existing and proposed MA-1 areas, but until this information is provided, we will have to support the “no action” alternative (alternative A).  If 163 acres of the new MA-1 area, intended to provide essential habitat for wildlife species that require old growth components and contribute to the maintenance of diversity of wildlife habitats and plant communities, was under MA-8 designation that allows for timber removal, we are worried that the area may not be appropriate for an MA-1 designation.

If T33N-R43E Section 21 is currently designated as MA-1, then we are concerned about the proposed thinning in stand 301754, and the thinning/sanitation treatments in stands 3017526, 3017532, 3016578, 3017541, 3117544, and 3017543.  Two of these stands are in structural stage 6 (SS6), and an additional two stands are in structural stage 7 (SS7).  As noted, on page B-7 (appendix B) of the Biological Evaluation, “SS6 and SS7 stands may, or may not be classified as old growth stands (under the North Idaho Zone definition).”  

We would hope that the MA-1 area is not relocated for the commercial value of its existing timber.  This has been seen on other National Forests, and has had great consequence to water quality, wildlife habitat, and the health of the community.  We would encourage fuel reduction treatments to be limited to small diameter trees, and the least invasive removal as possible.  A “large” tree definition of 21” in DBH and over is an arbitrary measurement and might be irrelevant regarding current stand conditions.  Throughout the EA, there is language regarding a no-cut policy of trees with a DBH of 21” or over.  In an area where there very few or no trees of this size, an important stand could be essentially clearcut.   We would like to get a clearer understanding of the existing volume, structure, and distribution within size classes that would justify thinning/sanitation treatments in this existing MA1 area.

The EA provides no information on the precision, or amount of error, in the estimates of old growth, based on its inventory, neither in the project area old growth management unit nor forestwide. 

The definition, or minimum criteria used for old growth in the EA does not include important habitat characteristics needed by old-growth wildlife species. The FS assumes that forest areas meeting the displayed minimum criteria serve old-growth wildlife species, but this is an assumption that has not been sufficiently verified either at the site-specific project level nor forestwide. Block size of old-growth habitat, between-block forest integrity, and spatial juxtaposition are some important considerations ignored by the EA.

The EA does not disclose if all the areas to be logged or burned have been field surveyed for their old-growth habitat characteristics, or meet the old-growth criteria. Areas proposed for burning or logging may have old-growth characteristics that would be ignored simply because other areas have been designated for old-growth management.

Soils

We are concerned that project activities will accelerate soil erosion, increase soil compaction, and degrade soil productivity. Prescribed fires and mechanical treatments may adversely affect soil productivity. NFMA requires the FS to “not allow significant or permanent impairment of the productivity of the land.” [36 C.F.R. § 219.27(a)(1).] NFMA requires the FS to “ensure that timber will be harvested from National Forest System lands only where—soil, slope, or other watershed conditions will not be irreversibly damaged.” [16 U.S.C. 1604 (g)(3)(E).]

We are concerned with the detriment of soil productivity, as the common soils found in harvest areas are Newbell-silt loam, Aits loam, Bonner silt loam, Kiehl gravelly silt loam, Moscow silt loam and Inkler loam.  The compaction potential for these soils is high, and they may remain compacted for a long time.  We would encourage any Forest Service activities on these type of soils be done during the winter months, when soil compaction and erosion can be mitigated.  We are also wondering how erosion and sedimentation will be affected by the proposed treatments.  The EA lists a personal observation as evidence of “seldom found erosion in areas large enough or severe enough to meet the criteria for detrimental surface erosion”.  We are concerned that this is not an adequate assessment of this issue and request additional information, since the proposed treatments will dramatically expose surface soils, which in this area has a gravelly or stony silt –loam texture, susceptible to raindrop impacts, surface sealing and increased runoff.

Please disclose what inventory or monitoring information of soil functioning indicators the Forest has, including lichens, fungi, insects, etc. since these can and do define existing and probable future forest conditions, especially related to natural recovery following fire.  Lichens in particular, while capturing atmospheric nitrogen for later release to higher plants and trees, are sensitive indicators of atmospheric and ground conditions and cannot be ignored in attempts at ecosystem management. Fungi and insects indicate and largely drive forest condition. Those that act as antagonists or parasites to destructive forms like root disease fungi or bark beetles should be recognized, as should tree pathogens and pests.

The meaning of “soil productivity” in the terminology of NFMA is largely ignored. In FSM 2500-99-1 the FS claims “Soil quality is maintained when erosion, compaction, displacement, rutting, burning, and loss of organic matter are maintained within defined soil quality standards.” But even if the soil conditions of land outside proposed activity areas could reasonably be ignored, the FS still cannot assume that there has been no “significant or permanent impairment of the productivity of the land” as NFMA requires.

It is reasonable to expect that in order for the FS to assure that soil productivity is not or has not been significantly impaired, to assure that the forest is producing a sustained yield of timber, for one example, tree growth must not be significantly reduced by soil-disturbing management activities. Grier and others (1989), in a Forest Service General Technical Report, adopted as a measure of soil productivity: “the total amount of plant material produced by a forest per unit area per year.” (P. 1.) And they cite a study finding “a 43-percent reduction in seedling height growth in the Pacific Northwest on primary skid trails relative to uncompacted areas” for example. And in another Forest Service report, Adams and Froehlich (1981) state: 

Measurements of reduced tree and seedling growth on compacted soils show that significant impacts can and do occur. Seedling height growth has been most often studied, with reported growth reductions on compacted soils from throughout the U.S. ranging from about 5 to 50 per cent.

Watershed

Elevated peak flows contribute to downstream flooding and increase the magnitude and extent of flood damage. Elevation of downstream flows also increases downstream channel erosion and sediment transport. Even relatively slight increases in downstream flooding greatly increase downstream erosion and sediment transport because they are exponentially related to streamflow (King, 1989).  We are concerned that the proposed project’s Alternative B and C will continue the degradation of water quality and violate water quality standards.

There is already impaired water quality in Winchester Creek due to pollutants.  The Conger EA states “No baseline information on nutrient or trace element water chemistry is available for the Conger Analysis Area (USFS, 2006)”.  We are wondering why this is, and are concerned with drastic ecosystem modification without this type of data or analysis.  The EA also refers to increased peak flows from the construction of roads and relatively recent clearcuts.  Nearly all remaining checkerboard lands in private ownership east of the Conger Analysis Area have experienced timber harvest in the past.  Although these are governed by state regulations, it is unclear as to what type of monitoring has been done and how cumulative effects can be accounted for without this data collection and analysis.

We would like to support the recommendation for replacing a culvert on Graham Creek. It was found to be impassible to fish and is located on Forest Road 4300468. 

Heritage Resources

Four heritage sites are mentioned within the Conger EA, and have the potential to be impacted under Alternatives B and C.  We would like more information on these areas and maps of where they are located.

Conclusion

Although we understand the need for fuel treatments within some WUI areas near communities and structures to decrease wildfire risk to life and property, we feel that alternatives B and C include treatments that are unnecessarily excessive, and some of the proposed activity needs further clarification and information.

As a result, we would advise Alternative A, the “no action” alternative.

Thank you for your attention to these concerns.  Please us on your list to receive further mailings on the proposal. 

Sincerely, 

/s/

Tania Ellersick

The Lands Council

423 W. First Ave., Suite 240

Spokane, WA 99201

509.838.4912

And on behalf of:

Liz Sedler

Selkirk Conservation Alliance

P.O. Box 1809



Priest River, ID 83856 

(208) 448-2971
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