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CONSERVE

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

1808 North Third
Coeur d' Alene, idaho 83814

Enclosed is the Flnai Amendment and Environmental Impact Statement for
lands in the Bureau of Land Management!s (BLM) Coeur d'Alene District,
The document analyzes alternative 1land use allocatlons, Including

wilderness sultabliility, for four Wiiderness Study Areas (WSAs) located In
the panhandie of northern l|daho,.

This Amendment/EIS is part of the decislon process but is not a decision
document, It satisfies a requirement of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act (FLPMA) which directs the Secretary of the interior to
review +those public lands which have wiiderness characteristics and
report to +the President recommendations as to the suitabllity or
nonsuitabllity of +the lands for preservation as wilderness. This
document contalns Information upon which the Secretary of the Interior
will base his recommendations,

On December 30, 1982, the Selklrk Crest WSA was eoliminated from further
conslderation as a Wilderness Study Area through a wilderness Inventory
decision amendment made by the Secretary of the Interior. This change
occurred after the draft EIS was published and its review period had
closed, Discussions pertalning to Selkirk Crest do not appear in this
final document,

We appreciate the time and effort spent by those who commented on the
draft Amendment/EIS and/or attended our public meetings and hearing.
Many of the comments resuited In a better assessment of the varlous
alternatives,

Thank you for your Iinterest and participatione.

Sipcerely yours,
Iy

L

yne Zifne,
District Manager

Save Energy and You Serve America!
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NORTH 1DAHO MFP AMENDMENT
AND
ENY IRONMENTAL [IMPACT STATEMENT

Draf+t (X} Flnal Environmentai Impact Statement
Type of Action: ( ) Administrative (X) Legisiative

Responsiblie Agencies:
a. Lead Agency: Department of the interior, Bureau of Land Management
b. Cooperating Agencies: None

Abstract: This document analyzes multiple use iand allocations, Including wiiderness
suitability for four Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs) In northern ldaho. These WSAs contain a
totai of 37,748 acres and range In size from 5,068 acres fto 17,129 acres.

For each WSA, a number of aiternatives have been developed. These aiternatives consider
ajlocatlons, wuse, and management options ranging from resource protection, inciuding
wilderness designation, to commodity resource production,

Comments have been requested and received from the following:
See Chapter 8 for a Itist of agencles, organizations, and Individuals who commented on the
draft Amendment/EIS,

Date draft statement made avaliable to EPA and the pubiic:
June 18, 1982,
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SUMMARY

INTRODUCT I ON

This document was prepared to fulfill two purposes. First, previously completed land use plans
for the Coeur d'Alene District (Management Framework Plans) did not include certain areas found to
be roadless during initial wilderness inventories, Since no land use allocations were made on these
areas, an amendment to the land use plans is necessary, Secondly, the BLM is required to review
public lands that contaln wilderness characteristics and make reccmmendatlons as to thelr
sultability for preservation as wilderness. This study assesses the envirommental Impacts of
alternative land use allocations Including wilderness.

I+ Is Important to note that this amendment EIS Is different from those currently belng
prepared by other BLM offices since it assesses a full range of multiple use allocations, not just
wilderness. As such, more alternatives are necessary to cover the full spectrum of land use
allocations,

ISSUES AND PLANNING CRITERIA

Through the public participation scoping process, Issues have been identified, These Issues,
some of which are environmental concerns and some of which are land use planning concerns, were used
to formulate planning criteria -- the basic foundation upon which the amendment was developed. The
major Issues identified are listed in Chapter 2.

The planning criteria used to guide the development of the amendment and to provide parameters
for analysis are listed In Chapters 2 and 5. Two of these criteria were required by the BWM
Wilderness Study Policy and formed the basis for consideration of an area as suitable or nonsuitable
for wilderness designation, These two criteria are:

1. Evaluation of wilderness values - the extent to which an area has wllderness value as
determined by mandatory wilderness characteristics (size, naturalness, and outstanding
opportunities for solltude or primitive recreation), special features, multiple resource
benefits, and diversity,

2. Manageability - the capabllity for an area to be effectively managed to preserve its
wilderness character.

ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT

Using Issues, criteria, and policy as a basis, a number of alternatives were developed for each
Wilderness Study Area (WSA). The following general range of alternatives was considered for each
WSA: All Wilderness, No Action, No Wilderness, and Partlial Wilderness. In additlon, since the
previously conpleted land use plans did not make any allocatlions for lands within the WSAs, the No
Wilderness alternative consists of a number of subalternatives which consider a range of allocation,
use, and management from commodity productlion emphasis to resource protection.

PROPOSED ACTION/PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

The following is a list of preferred alternatives for each WSA which forms the proposed
action:

S-1



WSA Preferred Alternative

Crystal Lake Alternative 3C, Mo Wllderness, OutstandIng
Natural Area deslgnation

Grandmother Mountaln AlternatIve 3C, No W!lderness, Outstanding Natural
Area and Research Natural Area deslgnations on portions
with Timber Emphasis on remalnder.
Snowhole Rapids Alternative 3A, No Wilderness, Recreation BEmphasls
Marshal | Mountaln Alternative 3B, No Wilderness, Mineral Potentlial (Thils Is a

change fram the draft document. ! recognlzes the current
and hlstorlc use of thls area.)

Descriptions of these alternatives and the others considered for each WSA are In Chapter 3, The
ratlonale for the selection of the preferred alternatlves Is in Chapter 1.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

The anal ysis documented in Chapter 6 of thls amendment and EIS revealed that no Individual or
cumulative significant Impacts would result from Implementation of any alternative. Although timber
values would be foregone under those alternatives with speclal designations (Wllderness, ONA, RNA)
and wllderness values would be degraded as a result of those alternatives favoring coammodity
product lon, none of these Impacts were deemed sligniflcant within the context of the reglon, Dus to
the smal! amount of lard under BLM admiInistration In the EIS area, no canmunlty or soclal value
dependency on BLM lands or programs was found Yo exist.



CHAPTER 1
I NTRODUCTION

PURPOSE AND NEED

Thls amendment has been prepared for two maln reasons. Flrst, the Management Framework Plans
(MFPs) prepared for the Coeur d'Alene Distrlict in 1981 (Emerald Empire MFP and Chlef Joseph MFP) did
not Include the lands designated as Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs). It 1s necessary, therefore, fo
amend the MFPs to Include the WSA units In the dlstrlict land use plans. Secondly, the Federal Lland
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA) requlires that public lands with wilderness characteristics
be reviewed and recommendatlons made as to thelr sultabllity or nonsultabl!ity for preservatlon as
wllderness. Thls amendment and envlrommental Impact statement (EIS) will satisfy thls requirement,

LOCATION

The General Locatlon Map, located on page v, shows the geographic disirlbutlon of the WSAs and
the acreages each contalns, The four WSAs are located In the panhandle of northern ldaho, an area
extendIng from the Canadian border on the north to the Payette Natlonal Forest on the south. Maps
1-2 through =5 show the speciflc locations of each WSA.

REQUIREMENTS FOR WILDERNESS STUDY

In accordance with FLPMA the Secretary of the Interior 1Is required to revlew areas of the
publlc lands that have been determined to have wllderness characteristics (WSAs) and to report to
the President the recommendatlons as to the sultability or nonsultablllty of each WSA for
preservation as wilderness. The Preslident must report the recommendatlons to Congress. A mineral
survey fo determine mlinerals values, I1f any, will be conducted by the U. Se. Geologlcal Survey and
Bureau of Mlnes for any area recammended as sultable., Congress makes the flinal declsions concerning
wilderness since only they can deslgnate an area as wllderness,

During the perlod of thls review and until Congress acts on the President's recommendatlons,
the Secretary Is required to manage the WSAs so as not to Impalr thelr sultabllity for preservation
as wilderness, subject to certaln exceptlons and conditlons. Each WSA has been studled through the
BLM multlple-use planning process to analyze all values, resources, and uses within the area. The
findings of the wlliderness study, Including publlc participation, determined whether these areas
were recommended as sultable or nonsultable for deslgnatlon as wilderness. Determining an area's
sultability or nonsultabllity for preservatlon as wllderness means determinlng whether the area Is
more sultable for wllderness designation or more sultable for other uses.

PLANNING PROCESS

Thls amendment supplements the Management Framework Plans for the Coeur d'Alene District. It
has been prepared using the Bureau's Resource Management Plannlng process,

Initial steps of the Resource Management Plannlng process include ldentiflication of Issues and
development of planning criteria. Issues were ldentifled through the recelpt of public comments.
The primary Issues Jdentlfled were published In the Federal Reglster on December 17, 1981, Plannling
criterla was developed from the Issues, A more detalled dlscusslon of lIssues and criteria Is
contained In Chapters 2 and 5.



CONFORMANCE STATEMENT

The alternatives Includlng the proposed actlon assessed in this amendment and EIS ars not In
conformance wlth existing land use plans (MFPs) because wilderness sultabflity was not considered In
their multiple use anal yses,

RATIONALE FOR SELECTION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVYES

Selectlon of the preferred alternative for each WSA was based on envlirommental analysls, public
Input, and application of planning criteria and quality standards. Felleowlng is a summary of the
ratlonale for selection of the preferred alternative for each WSA:

CRYSTAL LAKE WSA
This WSA is recommended nonsul tabte for wilderness designation for the followlng reasons:

1. Its ecosystem (Columbla Fforest Province; western spruce-fir forest) Is currently
represanted In nlne designated wilderness areas and twenty-three administratively endorsed areas,

2. Designation of this WSA as wllderness would Iincrease the concentration of wlilderness [n
t+ha Rocky Mountaln reglon rather than balance the distribution on a natlonal or reglonal basls.

3. Long=term management as wllderness would be Impractical due to anticipated degradation of
naturalness and solitude resulting fram Increased visltor use, lack of sufficlent vegetatlon and
topographic screening, and Increased incampatible uses of adjacent non-BLM lands.

The proposed deslgnatlon of thls WSA as an Outstanding Natural Area (ONA) would protect the
area's special wildllfe and ecologlcal features and provide a dlversity of recreatlonal
opportunlties. Most wilderness values would be protected under an ONA designatlion.

GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN WSA
This WSA |s recanmended nonsultable for wllderness designation for the followlng reasons:

1. Its ecosystem (Columbia Forest Province; cedar-hemlock-pine forest) dees not need
additional represantatlion withln the Natlonal Wilderness Preservatlon System (NWPS). Incluslon of
this WSA In the NWPS would not expand the dlversity of natural systams and features.

2. Inctusloen of this WSA In the NWPS would Increase the concentration of wllderness In the
Rocky Mountaln reglon rather than balance the distributlon of wilderness throughout the Unlted
States.

The preferred alternative for this WSA would protect those areas wlth high wlldaerness values,
Thls would be accamplished through ONA and Research MNatural Area (RNA) designations. Those areas
wlth lesser wilderness values would be al located for other uses, Including timber management,

SNOWHOLE RAPIDS WSA

For the following reasons, the Snowhole Raplds WSA [s reccmmended nonsuftable for wilderness
designat lon:



1« The addition of this WSA to the NWPS would Increase rather than balance the geographic
distribution of wilderness areas.

2. Management of this WSA as wlilderness would not be feasible In the long-term because
sollitude and naturalness would be adversely affected by activities on adjacent lands; anticipated
increases in rlver use and the concentratlon of this use in areas with Inadequate screening would
degrade opportunities for solitude; and, management controls to preserve the wilderness values of
the WSA would be Impractical due to the uncontrollable (by BLM) nature of boat use, including power
boats, on the navigable river flowing through this WSA.

The preferred alternative would protect most wilderness values and special features of the
area. These special features include cultual resources and anadromous fish habitat,

MARSHALL MOUTNAIN WSA

This WSA is recammended nonsuitable for wllderness designation for two maln reasons:

1e Inclusion In the NWPS would not expand the dlversity of natural systems and features. The
ecosystem represented by this WSA Is currently found in four designated wilderness areas and two

administratively endorsed areas.

2. Designation of this WSA as wilderness would Increase the geographic Imbalance of
wllderness areas throughout the country.

The preferred alternative would provide a diversity of recreational opportunities while
recognizing the mineral potential of the area as evidenced by its curent and historic use,
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CHAPTER 2
ISSLES AND CRITERIA

MAJOR 1SSUES

The process of Identifying Issues began In March 1981 when comments concerning land uses,
rasource needs, and resource development were sclicited fram the publlc, other federal agencles,
state and local governments, and Interest groups. Uslng this Input, along with information supp!ied
by district resource specialists, a |Ist of issues was developed. The major Issues were publlished
in the Federal Reglster on December 17, 1981. The followlng Is a summary of fhe major 1ssues
Identlfled to date:

e How would wilderness designation affect the potenflal for energy and mlneral resource
devel opment?

2. Would livestock grazing be affected by wlilderness deslgnation?

3. How would wilderness deslgnation affect current social and econamic comditlons of !ocal
communitles?

4, What ef fects would tIimber management activlties have on ofher resouwrce values such as,
alr, soll, water, vegetation, wllglife, cultural, visuwal, recreation, grazing, and
wllderness?

5. How would tImber values be affected by the alternatives?

PLANNING CRITERIA

Followlng the [dentlificatlon of major Issues, plannlng crlferia were developed to help deflne

the genera! scope of the planning process. They guide amendment develcopment and provide parameters
for anal ysis and declsion maklng.

The BIM Wllderness Study Pollcy requires that two primary planning criteria be used in all
amendment/E{Ss which conslder wilderness sultabltiity. These are, "evaluatlon of wilderness values,”
and "manageability.” In addlitlon to these criterla, slx quality standards are used for analysls,
These criterla and qual 1ty standards are discussed In Chapter 5.

Basldes the two planning criteria required by the Wilderness Study Pollicy, additional criterlia

were developed for this amendment and EIS due to its multiple use nature, These additlonal criterlia
include:

1. The study should consider a wide range of protective designations for areas requiring
protect lon.

2. Social and economic effects of all land use allocatlions should be considered.

3. The amendment and EIS should consider canmodity resource values {timber, minerals) which
could be foregone due to resirlictive land use al locations.



4,

5.

6.

7.

Wildlife, both terrestrial and agquatic, should be maintained at reasonable levels,

Threatened or endangered species of plants and wlldiife should be protected under all
alternatives, Protection of unlque vegetative types should be considered,

Cultural resources should be protected under al! alternatlives.

The ef fects of the alternatives on scenlc quality should be conslidered,

A canplete IIst of the Issues and planning criterla used In the development of thls document
¢an be obtalned from the BWM, Coeur dfAlene DIstrict Offlce.



CHAFTER 3
ALTERNATIVES INCLUDING THE PROPQSED ACTION

The four Wilderness Study Areas {(WSAs) described and analyzed In thls document are scattered
over a large geographlc area. In additlen, the slzes of the WSAs vary conslderably, ranging from
5,068 acres to 17,129 acres. These differences In location and slize have made 1t appropriate to
develop speclflc alternatives for each WSA, Detailed descriptions of these alternatives for aach
WSA follow the general alternative assumptions outlined below.

ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT

For all BiM resource management planning, alternatlives are to provide a range of choices, fram
those favoring resource protection to those favoring rescurce productlon, There must also be a
"no-actfon® alternative which proposes continuation of present levels of resource use and man=
agemant, The following general range of alfternatives has been considered for each WSA and Is
raflectad in this document.

1. Al Wllderness., A!l lands wlthin the WSA would be recommended as sultable for w!lderness
deslgnation,

2. No Actlon, Resowrce use and management would be In accordance with exlIstling Management
Framework Plans {(where completed plans ex1st) or management decisions on swurrounding lands when
these lands are similar to those In the WSA,

3 No Wilderness. MNone of the lands withln the WSA would be recammended as sultable for
wilderness deslignation, Slnce recently completed Management Framework Plans (MFP) dld not include
any of the lands withIn the WSAs, the No Wlilderness alternative consists of a number of sub-
alternatives which consider a wide range of resource allocations, use, and management., The sub-
alternatives have been indlvidually designed for each WSA and consider a range of management from an
emphas|s on resource protection to an emphasls on resource production.

Analysis of the No Wilderness alternative for each WSA will assess the probable Impacts to
wllderness values whlch could result from a nonsuitable recommendat lon.

4, Partlal Wllderness. A portlon {or portions) of the WSA would be recommended as suitable
for wllderness deslgnation whlle the remainder would be al iccated for other uses,

PROPOSED ACTION DEVELOPMENT

The proposed action for thls study 1s a combinatlion of Individual WSA preferred alternatives.
The preferred alternatlive for each WSA was selected after reviewing the Issues and selectlon
¢riteria (descrilbed In Chapter 2) and followlng an analysis of envirommental, Including socfal and
economic, Impacts. Figure 3-1 shows indlvidual WSA alternatives and *the resulting proposed actlion,
Indlvidual WSA preferred alternatives are also ldentlfled In the next sectlion of this chapter.
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ALTERNATIVES CONSICERED FOR EA

Flgure 3-1

CH WSA, PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES AND RESULTINO
PROPOSED ACTICN

WSA ALTERNATIYES .
CRYSTAL LAKE 1 2 3A 38 3c
81-10 Atl Mo Actlon No Wliderness Ho Wilderness No Wilderness
Wiiderness {Timber) {Timber/Wiidll fe) omalsy
GRANDMOTHER 1 2 3A 38 c » 3E 4 |
HOUNTAIN Al Na Action No Wilderness No Wllderness No Wllderness No Wllderness No Wlldarness Partlal Wiider- |
61-15 Wil dorness {Timber) (Tlmber/RNAafi {T imber /ONA/RNA) {ONA/RHA) (Wlidilfe) ness l
]
|
SHOWHOLE RAPIDS 1 2 3A 3B
62-1 All No Actlon No Wiiderness . No Wliderness
Wildorness (Racreat lon) “(Widi]te)
MARSHALL MOUNTAIN i 2 3A 38 3G 4
62-10 Al No Act lon No Wilderness No Wildernaess HNo Wliderness Partial Wiider-
Wliderness (TImber) (Mlnerai) (Wlidiife) ness

Boxes wlth heavy borders contaln Preferred Alternatlves for each WSA,
Proposed Actlon for this study Is the resulting comblnatlon of Preferred Alternatives (Crystal Lake-3C, Grandmother Mountaln-3C,

Snowhole Raplds~3A, Marshall Mountaln=3B)

A oma - Outstanding Natural Area
2/ RNA - Research Natural Area



DESCRIPTIONS OF SPECIFIC ALTERNATIVES BY WSA

This section descrlbes the alternatives considered for each WSA. Included with the written de-
scriptions is a table showing resource allocatlons and, where appllicable, resource outputs for each
alternative. Dascriptions of activities which would occur under varlous allccatlons {(wilderness,
timber management, etc.) follow the WSA alternative descriptlons.

CRYSTAL LAKE WSA (Unlit 61-10)

Alternative 1 = All Wllderness

Under this alternative 9,027 acres would be recommended as sultable for wilderness deslgnatlon
{sse Table 3-1 and Map 3-~1). The entire area would be managed according to the BLM's Wilderness
Management Pollicy described in the next sectlon of this chapter. In additlon, this alternative
includes the continued leasing of 1,320 acres for domestic livestock grazing.

Alternative 2 = No Action

Under Alternative 2 the area would be managed under the directlions prescribed In the Rochat MFP
(BIM 1971)., Major provislons Include:

1. Intens!{valy manage tImber on 4,931 acres,
2. Contlnue leasing 1,320 acres for damestlc llvestock grazing.

3 Dovelop areas for wlinter recreation, Including cross couniry skl tralls, snowmobile
staging areas, parking areas, eic.

4, Allow vehlcle use, Including off-road recreation vehicles, throughout the unlit,

Alternative 3A = No Wilderness (Timber Emphasis)

Under Alternative 3A the area would be managed to maxImlze commodity resource productlion.
Environmental constraints would be applied; however, the major thrust would be the enhancement of
commodity resources, in thls case timber., Major provislons of thls alternative Include:

T. tntensivel y manage ali 4,931 acres of productive forest lands for timber production,

2. Continue leasing 1,320 acres for domestic |ivestock grazing.

3. Manage for Visual Resource Management (VRM) Classes 11l and (V.

4, Allow vehlcle use, Including of f-road recreational vehlcles, throughout fthe unit,

Alternative 3B - No Wilderness (Timber and Wlldl1fe Emphasls)

Under Alternative 3B some portlons of the unlt would be allocated for timber management while
other portlons would be reserved for wildiife habitat enhancement purposes. Major provislons
Include:



1. Intens Ively manage 3,700 acres of productive forest lands for timber production.
2, Continue leasing 1,320 acres for domestic livestock grazing.
3. Manage for VRM Classes !Il and Y.

4, Al low vehlcle use, Including of f-road recreational vehlcles, on 5,507 acres. Close 3,520
acres to vehlcle access to protect wildllfe habitat values.

' 5, Manage the upper portions of the Latour Creek dralnage to enhance wildlife habitat,

Alternative 3C - No Wllderness - (Qutstandling Natural Area)(Preferred Alternative)

An ONA Is an area of unusual natural characterlistics where speclal management ls necessary to
preserve those characteristilcs, The management objectives of an ONA are to provide the maxImum
amount of recreatlon use wlthout damage to the area's natural features. The area may not be used In
any way that would unnecessarlly detract fram the quality of [ts natural features,

The headwaters of Latour Creek, Includlng Crystal Lake, and the elevatlon change within the
area (3,000 feet), provide an ecological and recreational dlverslity that has been almost untouched

by man's Influence, These features would qualify for an ONA deslignation. The major provislons of
Alternative 3C Tnclude:

1. Prepare a detailed management plan for the ONA.

2. Establish parking areas and trailhead facilitles at Sheep Springs, near Latour Peak and
near Kootenal Peak, on the boundary of the area,

3« Close the area to RV use.
4, Develop plans for a hiking trall along Latour Creek,
5, Prohiblt timber harvest.

6. Allow recreation facllitles only when use of the area was affecting natural values, At
that tIme, conslder minimum facifltles (pit+ tollets, primitlve campsites, etc.).

Te Allow mineral entry, Mining actlvities would not be ailowed To unnecessarily detract from
the area's natural features. Minlng activitles would be regulated by 43 CFR 3809,

8. Continue grazing of |lvestock,



Table 3-1
ALLOCATIONS/OUTPUTS FOR
CRYSTAL LAKE WSA ALTERNATIVES

| | ] | AltT 3B |
| | | At 34 INo Wilderness| Alt 3C
RESOURCE ACTIVITY (Units) | Abt 1 | Attt 2 |No Wilderness| TImber/ | No Wllderness
|A11 Wiltderness|No Actlon Timber I Witdilfe | ONA (Preferred
| | Alternative)
Wllderness [ |
Sultable (acres) | 9,027 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0
Nonsuitable (acres) 0 9,027 9,027 ] 9,027 | 9,027
Timber Management |
Intenslve-Extenslve {acres) | 0 | 4,931 | 4,931 3,700 0
Custodlal (acres) | 0 0 0 1,231 4,931
Annual harvest (mbf) 0 8§30 830 622 0
Livestock Grazlng (acres leased) 1,320 1,320 1,320 1,320 1,320
AUMs 36 36 36 36 36
Recreatlon Opportunlty Setting
Primitive (acres) 4] g 4] 0 0
Seml-primltive Nonmotor)lzed (acres) 9,027 0 0 3,520 9,027
Seml-primitlve Motorlized (acres) 0 7,132 3,612 3,612 0
Roaded Natural (acres} 0 1,895 5,415 1,895 0
Seml~urban and Urban (acres) | 0 | 0 l 0 0 0
Visual Resource Management
Class | lacres) 9,027 0 0 0 0
Class |l (acres) 0 0 ] 0 | 4,941 N 9,027
Class 11l (acres) 0 3,027 7,132 4,080 0
Class IV (acres) 0 Y 1,895 0 0
Vehlcle Management | | |
Open to all vehlcles (acres) 0 9,027 9,027 [, 5,507 J o
Restrlcted use (acres) 0 0 0 | 0 | 0
Claosed to all vehicles (acres) | 9,027 | 0 | 0 | 3,520 | 9,027
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GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN WSA (Unlts 61-15a and 61-15b)

Alternative 1 = All Wilderness

Under this alternative 17,129 acres would be recommended as sultable for wllderness designatlon
{see Table 3-2 and Map 3-2), The entire area would be managed In accordance with the BIM Wilderness
Management Pollcy. Major provislons of this pollcy are summarized on pages 3-20 and 3-21,

Alternative 2 = No Action

Under Alternative 2 the area would be managed under the dlrectlons prescribed In the Ban-Sho
MFP (BLM 1973). Major provislons Tnclude:

1. Management of 15,329 acres as "backcountry" for [ts primitive characterlstics and mountain
lake alplne scenlc qualitles.

2. Management of 1,800 acres In the Orphan Polnt-Lund Creek area as a Research Natural Area
(RNA), The vegetative habltats of climax mountaln hemlock and wetland ecosystems would be
preserved for sclentlfic observatlon and study,

3 Devel opment of two recreatlion sites along tThe Freezout Saidle Road and recreation sites at
Fish Lake, lLost Lake, and Little Lost Lake,

Alternative 3A = No Wllderness (TImber Emphasis)

Under Alternative 3A the area would be managed fo maximize cammodlty resource production,
Environmental constralnts would be applled; however, ‘the major emphasis would be the enhancement of
commodity resources, In thls case tlImber. Major provislons include:

1. Intens lve management of 10,000 acres of productive forest lands.

2, Al low vehicle use, includling off-road vehicles, on most of the area. Only areas of
critlcal hig game winter range or important watershed protectlon areas would have vehlcle

restr lctlons,
3. Manage for VYRM Classes Il and IV,

Alternative 3B - No Wilderness (TImber and RNA)

Under Alternative 3B one level of balance between resource productlion and resource protection
would be achieveds A portion of the area would be designated as an RNA while the remalnder would be
al located for intenslve timber management. Major provislons of thls alternative Include:

Te Intenslvely manage timber on approximately 8,480 acres.

2. Deslgnate 2,905 acres In the Orphan Polint - Lund Creek area as an RNA, An RNA Is an area
that 1s established and maintalned primarlly for research purposes, The Lund Creek area,
in the Grandmother Mountaln WSA, contalns old growth stands of mountaln hemlock and
subalpine fir. The area also contalns aguatic areas of lakes, bogs, wet meadows, marshes,
and streams. These natural features and the diversity of the area qualify It as an RNA.



Lund Creek has been endorsed as an RNA by the idaho Natural Areas Coordinating Committes. This
group, made up of respected experts from academic Institutions and private indusiry, has worked with
BLM since 1974 In the deve!opment of Inventories, study procedures, and land use allccations to
ensurs the protection of the unique floral and faunal populations of the area. The Ben=Sho
Management Framework Flan recanmended an RNA designation for this area In 1975,

If Lund Creek Is designated as an RNA, a plan would be prepared detailing the management
activities in the area. The major provisions of this plan would be as fol lows:

a., Close the RNA fo vehlcle use.
be Prohlbit vegetative manipulation, Including timber harvest.

c. Allow ftrail construction only when the natural values for which the RNA was
deslgnated are unaffected.

d, fncourage sclentlsts and educators to use the area for study purposes. Such use
would be of a nondestructlve manner,

e. Buffer the RNA with a zone containing approximately 400 acres. The 280 acres of
productive forest lands withln this buffer would be managed in a custodlal manner.

Alternative 3C = No Wilderness (Timber, ONA and RNA)( Preferred Alternative)

Under Alternative 3C another level of balance between resource production and resource
protection would be achleved. Portlons of the area would be allocated for intensive tlimber
managemant while other portlons would be designated as an Outstanding Natural Area (ONA} and a
Ressarch Matura! Area (RNA). Major provislons of this alternative include:

Ta Intensively manage 2,941 acres of productive forest lands In the western porticn of the
unlt,

2. Designate 9,684 acres as an ONA to protect wildllife values and the wetland ecosystem while
providing recreatlon opportunlties for the appreciation of those natural values. The
Grandmother Mountain WSA contains a wide varlety of ecoleglcal features. The alpine-type
country consists of mountaln hemlock forests and talus slopes, Steep brushy slopes
recelve heavy summer use by blg game wildlife species, primarlly deer and elk. The
topography is broken by a varlety of pothole lakes, streams, and bogs. The oufrstanding
diversity of the area quallfles 1t as an ONA. A management plan would be prepared
detalling the management actlvities in the area, Major provisions of this plan would be
as follows:

3. Restrlict ORYV use during critical wlldllfe seasons. The Grandmother Mountain Trall
would be closed until trall eroslon was stabllized.

be Establish recreation faclliltles only when use of the area was affacting natural
values, At that time, minimum faclllities (pit tollets, primitive campsites, etc,)

would be considered,

c. Allow Ilvestock grazing.



de Prohlbit commercial timber harvest,

a, Manage the scenlc quallity of the area under YRM Class [ constraints. Simllar
management on adjacent Natlonal Forest land in the upper Marble Creek area would be
necessary to optimlze ONA values.

f. Allow mineral entry, Mining activities would not be al lowed to unnecessarily detract
fron the area's natural features. MIning activitles would be regulated by 43 CFR
3809.

e Implement wildlife habitat projects, Including brush cutting and controlled burns,
under strlct constralnts,

3e Deslgnate 2,905 acres In the Orphan Polnt-Lund Creek area as an RNA as descrlbed In
Alternative 3B,

4. Manage the RNA and ONA under VRM Class | and Cliass || consfralnts, respectively. Manage
the Intensive timber management areas under YRM Classes |11 and 1V,

5. Allow vehicle use, Including off-road recreational vehlicles, In most sectlons of the
Intensive t+Imber management areas and the ONA, Some resirictions would be applled 1n
critical watershed and big game winter range areas. Vehicles would not be permltted in
t+he RNA.

Alternative 3D = No Wilderness (QNA and RNA)

Under Alternatlive 3D one portion of the area would be deslgnated as an RNA whlile the remalnder
would be deslgnated an ONA. Major provislons of this alternative Include:

1. Deslgnate 2,905 acres In the Orphan Pelat-Lund Creek area as an RNA as described In
Alternative 3B,

2. Deslgnate 14,224 acres as an ONA to protect wlidllfe values and preserve the diversity of
the wetland ecosystems., Provislons of ONA management are contalned in Alternative 3C.

3 Prohlbit vehicle use In the RNA but allow 1t In most of the ONA, Some restrictlons would
be applied In critical watershed and blg game wlinter range areas.

Alternative 3E - No Wilderness (WlldlIfe Emphasis)

Under Alternative 3E the area would be managed for the enhancement of blg game wlldlIfe
habitat, Major provislons of this alternative Include:

1. Malntaln the area in a road!ess condltlon.
2. Imptement contrelled burning and brush cutting projects to increase big game forage.

3 Harvest timber In some areas by hellcopter or other methods which would not require roaded
access.

9



4.

5.

Fol low YRM Class |l constiralnts,

Restrict vehlcle use in the area during ¢rltical seasons,

Alternative 4 - Partial Wilderness

Under this alternative 12,589 acres would be designated as suitable for wilderness. The re-
maining 4,540 acres of land on the west side of the Freezeout Saddle-Cornwail Point rldgellns would
be al located to Intensive timber management. Major provisions of thls alternative Include:

I.

2.

3

4,

Manage the wilderness area In a manner consistent with the BIM Wl!derness Management
Policy. See pages 3-20 and 3-21 for detalls,

Manage the area reccammended as sultable for wilderness under YRM Class | constralnts and
provide a seml-primitive nomotorized recreatlon setting.

Manage the 2,941 acres allocated for Intensive tImber management In accordance wlth VYRM
Classes |1] and 1V.

Prohlbit vehicles In the wilderness area.

3-10
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MOUNTAIN WSA ALTERNATIVES

Table 3-2
ALLOCATIONS/OUTPUTS FOR GRANDMOTHER

I | I | | At I | I |
| | [N Wilderness | |
RESOURCE ACTIVITY (lhlts) AlT 1 | At 2 Alt 32 | At 38 |Timber/ONA/RNA Alt 3D At 38 | ara |
|a11 Wilderness|No Action|No Wilderness{No Wilderness|(Preferred Alter— |No Wilderness|No Wilderness| Partial |
T Imber T Imber /RNA natlve) ONA & RNA Wildilfe | Wilderness
|
Wil dernass | I | I I I I | I
Sultable (acres) 17,129 0 0 0 0 0 0 12,589 |
Nonsultable (acres) 0 17,129 17,129 17,129 17,129 17,129 17,129 4,540
Timber Management l
Intenslive—~Extensive (acres}) | 0 0 10,000 8,480 2,941 0 0 2,941 |
Custodlal (acres) 0 10,000 0 280 0 8,760 10,000 0 |
Annval harvest (mbf) 0 | 0 2,100 1,780 617 0 i 0 617 |
Livestock Grazlng (acres leased) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
AUMs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |
Recreation Opportunlty Setting | | | l [
Primltive (acres) | 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 |
Seml-primltive Nonmotorlzed (acres) | 17,129 16,029 0 2,905 2,905 ] 2,905 0 12,589 |
Seml-primitive Motorlzed {acres) 0 740 0 | 9,684 9,684 | 14,224 17,129 0 |
Roaded Natural (acres) 0 360 17,129 4,540 4,540 0 0 4,540 |
Semi-urban and Urban (acres) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |
Viswl Resource Management |
Ctass | (acres}) 17,129 0 0 2,905 2,905 2,905 0 12,589
Class k1 (acres) 0 15,969 0 (! 9,684 14,224 15,969 0
Class 111 _(acres) 0 1,160 | 14,569 11,664 1,980 0 1,160 1,980
Class IV (acres) 0 0 2,560 2,560 2,560 0 0 2,560
Veh icle Management
Open to all vehilcles (acres) 0 | 17,129 | 17,129 14,224 | 0 0 | 0 4,540
Restricted use (acres) 0 0 0 0 14,224 14,224 L 17,129 0
Closed to all vehlcles (acres) 17,129 0 0 2,905 2,905 2,905 I 0 12,589
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SNOWHOLE RAPIDS WSA (Unit 62-1)

Alternative | ~ All Wilderness

Under Alternative 1 all 5,068 acres would be recommended as suitable for wilderness designation
{ses Table 3~3 and Map 3-3). The entire area would be managed in accordance with the BLM Wilderness
Management Palicy. Major provisions of this poiicy are swmmarized on pages 3-20 and 3-21,

Atternative 2 = No Action
Under Alternative 2 the area would continue to be managed under the direction of the

Salmon/Snake MFP completed in 1973 to primarily provide semi-primitive nommotorized recreation
opportunities, Major provisions of this alternative Include:

1. Restrict recreational vehicles to established traitls,
2. Continue leasing for livestock grazing on the entire unit (356 AUMs},

3. Manage the area in a manner tfo protect scenic quality similar to current VRM Class 1}/
constraints.

Alternative 3A - No Wilderness (Recreation Emphasis){Preferred Alternative)

Under Alternative 3A the recreational opportunities of the area would be managed Ia a manner
which would conform with management of the river corridor above and below the unit, Major

provisions of this alternative include:

. Manage the river corridor for semi-primitive motorized recreation opportunities.

2. Permit domestic ilivestock grazing of 299 AUMs in the unit in accordance with the Northern
ldaho Livestock Grazing EIS (BLM 19813,

3, Manage the area under YRM Class || constraints.
4, Restrict recreational vehicie use to existing traits,

Alternative 38 - No Wilderness (Wild!ife Emphasis)

Under Alternative 3B primary emphasis would be ptltaced upon protection of aquetic wildiife
values, Major provisions of this alternative include:

1« Manage the unit to protect anadramous fisheries habitat.
2. Permlt livestock grazing (299 AUMs).

3. Manage the area for semi-primitive nommotorized recreation opportunities.The area would be
closed to motorized land vehicles. Metorboats would be permitted on the river.

4, Manage the area under Class }| VRM constralnts,



Table 3-3
ALLCCATION/OUTPUTS FOR
SNOWHO LE RAPIDS WSA ALTERNATIVES

| | | Ar3a l

] | INo Wilderness| |

RESOURCE ACTIVITY (Units) | Alt 1 | At 2 |-Recreation | Alt 3B l

[At] Wilderness|MNo Actlon|{Preferred |No Wiiderness]

|[Atternative) | Wildlife |

|

Wilderness E i ; l
Sultable (acres) 5,068 0 Q 0
Nonsuitable {acres) 0 5,068 5,068 5,068

Timber Management I

Intensive-Extensive {acres} 0 Q 4 0 f

Custodlal {acres) 0 0 0 0 |

Annual harvest {(mbf) 0 0 0 Q }
Livestock Grazing {acres leased} 5,068 5,068 5,068 5,068
AlMs 299 356 299 299

Recreat lon Opportunity Classes

Primitive {(acres) Q 0 0 0
Semi~arimitlive Nomnmotorlzed (acres) 5,068 4,568 G 4,898
Semi-primitive Motorized {(acres) O I 330 4,898 t]
Roaded Natural (acres) 0 170 170 170
Semi=-urban and Urban (acres) 0 0 0 0

Visual Rescurce Management ! i

Class | (acres) 5,068 0 0 0 i

Class |1 (acres) 0 5,068 5,068 5,068 !

Class |11 (acres) 0 ! 0 | 0 0 !

Class IV (acres) 0 0 0 0 ]

Vehic le Management (land based) |

Open to all vehicles {acres) 0 0 g | 0 |

Restricted use {acres) 0 5,068 5,068 4] E

Closed 1o all vehicles {acres) 5,068 0 0 5,068 |
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MARSHALL MOUNTAIN WSA (Unit 62-10)

Note: This WSA contalns 6,524 acres of BLM adminlstered land within 1ts boundaries, W%hen Con-
gress established the River of No Return Wilderness area In 1979, 720 acres of the Marshal | Mountain
WSA were included withlin the borders of the wilderness area, Further descriptions and analyslis of
thls WSA will | exclude the 720 acres already designated as wilderness,

Alternative 1 - All Wllderness

Under this alternative, 5,804 acres would be recanmended as suitable for wilderness designation
(see Table 3-4 and Map 3-4)., The area would be managed In accordance with the BLM Wilderness
Management Policy. Major provisions of thls policy are described on pages 3-20 and 3-~21.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

Under Alternative 2 the area would continue to be managed In The same manner as exlsted before
the wilderness review. A comprehensive land use plan has not heen previously campleted for the
area; however, the emphasis of past management includes:

Te Custodial management of 3,920 acres of productlve forest land due to lack of access.

2. Contlnue "post and pole™ salvage logging operations.

3. Contlnue {lvestock grazing on 150 acres.

4. Provide seml=primitive motorlzed recreation opportunities.

5. Al low vahlcle use In the entlre area,

Alternative 3A - No Wllderness (Timber Emphasis)

Under Alternative 3A the area would be managed to emphasize cammodity resource production,
Ma jor provisions of this alternatlve Include:

Te Intensively manage all 3,920 acres of productive forest land for timber productlon,
2, Continue livesfock grazing on 150 acres (8 AUMs),

3 Provide roaded natural recreatlion opportunitles.

4. Manage scenlc quality under VRM Class |11 constralnts.

5 Allow vehlicle use in the entire area.

Alternatlive 38 - No Wllderness (Mineral Potential) {(Preferred Alternative)

The major provlsions of Alternative 3B include:

1. Recognize the mineral potential of the area and encourage legal exploration and
devel opment of mineral s.
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2.

3.

4.

5.

Mapage productive timber lands In a custodlal manner due to the lack of econamical ly sound
access. Contlnue "post and pole™ salvage logging operatlons,

Continue |lvestock grazing on 150 acres (8 AUMs).

Manage about one-half of the area for seml-primitive nonmotorized recreatlion opportunities
and the other half tor semi=primitive motorized opportunlities.

Manage the area under VRM Class Il| constralnts.

Alternative 3C - No Wllderness (Wildilfe Emphasls)

Under Alternative 3C the primary emphasis would be on the protectlon and enhancement of
wildllfe habitat, Major provislons of this aiternative [nclude:

—_

2.

3.

4,

e

Maintalin the area In a roadless condltion,

Manage productive forest lands In a custodlal manner,

Proh1bit livestock grazing.

Manage the entire area for semi-primltlive nonmotorlzed recreation opportunities.

Malntaln scenlic quallty under YRM Class |1 constraints.

Alternative 4 - Partlal Wllderness

Under thls alternative, 1,680 acres In the northern portion of the unit adjacent to the River
of No Return Wilderness area would be recommended as suitable for wilderness designation, Major
provisions of this alternative Include:

1-

2,

3'

5'

6.

7

Manage the area recommended for wilderness deslgnation (1,680 acres) In accordance with
the BLM Wllderness Management Policy,

Intensively manage timber on 2,280 acres as access becomes available.
Continue livestock grazing as currently authorized,

Manage the area designated as wllderness for semi-primitive nonmotorized recreation
opportunities and protect scenlc quality under YRM Class | constraints,

Manage the area outslide the wilderness for seml-primitive nonmotorized and motorized
recreatlion opportunities,

Protect scenic qualfty In fhe arsa outside the wilderness area with VRM Class |11
constraints,.

Close about one=half of the unit to recreatlcnal vehicle use and allow the other half to
be open to vehlcle use,



B1-¢

Table 3-4
ALLOCATIONS/OUTPUTS FOR
MARSHALL MOUNTAIN WSA ALTERNATIYES

| At 38

i |
| At 3a |Mo Wiiderness | |
RESOURCE ACTIVITY (Uhlts) Alt 1 Alt 2 |No Wilderness|Mineral Potentlal| Alt 3C | At 4
|A11 Wiiderness|No Actlon| Timber (Preferred | Mo Witderness |Partial Wild-
Alternative) | Witdllfe erness
Witderness
Sultable (acres) 5,804 0 0 0 0 1,680
Nonsultable {acres) 0 5,804 5,804 2,804 5,804 4,124
Timber Management
Intenslve-Extensive (acres) 0 0 3,920 0 0 2,280
Custodlal {acres) 0 3,920 0 3,920 3,920 0
Annual harvest (mbf) 0 ] 724 0 0 421
Livestock Grazing {acres leased) | 150 150 | 150 150 0 150
AUMs | 8 8 8 8 0 8
Recreat lon Opportunity Classes I
Primltive (acres) | 0 0 | 0 | 0 ] 0 | 0
Seml-primitive Nonmotorized {acres) 5,804 Q 0 2,790 5,804 [ 2,790
Seml-primitive Motorized {acres) 0 5,804 0 3,014 0 3,014
Roaded Natural (acres) 0 0 5,804 0 0 [¢]
Semi—urban and Urban (acres) 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0
Y¥isual Resource Management
Class | (acres) | 5,808 | o 0 | 0 0 1,680
Class Il (acres) 0 5,804 0 0 5,804 0
Class 111 (acres} 0 Y] 5,804 5,804 0 4,124
Class IV _(acres) o 0 0 t] 0 0
Vehicle Management
Open to all vehicles (acres) 0 5,804 5,804 3,014 0 3,014
Restricted use (acres) 0 o 0 0 0 | 0
Closed to all vehicles (acres) 5,804 0 | 0 2,790 5,804 | 2,790
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DESCRIPTIONS OF ALLOCATIONS

This section describes the actions or constralnts which would occur under variocus land use
alternatlves. For oxample, the actlions and/or constraints detalled for wilderness deslgnation,
+imber management, etc., would apply to any alternative where lands would be designated for these
USes,

WILDERNESS DESIGNATION

A Wllderness Study Area {WSA) designated as "WIilderness" by Congress would be managed accordling
to the Bureau's Wllderness Management Policy, published in September, 1981, A copy of the full
polley Is avallable from any BIM offlce. The followling is a brlef summary of the management
pollicy.

General Policy

T. BIM wilderness areas would be managed so as to preserve their wilderness character in a
manner that would leave them unimpaired for future generatlons,

2. Some uses of wilderness, such as mining, grazling, and motorized travel, do not conform to
the phifosphy of wilderness but are speclifically permltted by the Wilderness Act of 1964, These
nonconforming but accepted uses would be managed In a manner that would prevent umnecessary and
undue degradatfon of the area's wllderness character,

Speclfic Policy Gulidance

Presarvation of Wllderness Character

BLM would foster a natural dlstribution of native flora and fauna, Fire, Insects, and dlseases
would be allowed 1o play a natural role In the ecosystem except where those activities endanger
human 1ftfe, property, or high value resources on adjacent nonwi!lderness lands.

Visltor Use

If visltor use threatens to Impalr the area’s wilderness character, actlion would be taken to
prevent impairment through direct or Indirect methods. There are Instances where visitor use would
be curtailed or elIiminated to protect +the wllderness resource, Management would favor those types
of visitor uses that depend on a wilderness setting.

Non=Conforming Uses

Yaiid Existing RIghts, Private rights existing before the date an arsa was designated as
wlldarness would be recognized.

Alrcraft and Motorboats. Use of alrcraft and motorboats may be permitted to contlnue where
such uses were establlished before designation,

Mining Law Administration. Hoiders of unpatented mining claims valldly established before
wllderness designation would be given the rights established by the U.5. mining laws. Holders of
unpatented mining claims validly established after wllderness designation would be given simllar
rights subject to provislons of the Wilderness Act. All clalmants must camply with reasonable
conditions for protectlon of the wllderness rescurce. Minlng activitles would be regulated by 43
CFR 3809.
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Timber on mining clalms may be cut only for the actual devel opment of the claim, All timber
harvest would be designed to minImize adverse ef fects to the wllderness resource,

A bond may be required to ensure that all reasonable measures have been taken to reclalm
disturbed lands as soon as posslble after operations cease,

Wlthdrawal, Subject to valld existing rights effective January 1, 1984, the mlnerals In a
designated wilderness are withdrawn from all forms of approprliation under the mining and mlneral
leasing laws. All mineral activitlies would be gulded by the Interim Management Policy (BLM 1980}
and 43 CFR 3809 regulatlions untlil a wllderness determination was made.

Access to Non-Federal Land, Owners of non-federal land completely surrcunded by wllderness
shal | be glven reasonable access to thelr land, |[f that access would be detrimental to wilderness
values, BLM would attempt to acqulre the inholding by purchase or exchange before granting access.

ExIsting Structures. Exlsting structures would be removed unless they have hlstoric
slgnlficance or are necessary for maragemenT of resources wlthin the wilderness area.

Buffar Zones. No buffer zones would be created around wilderness areas to protect them from
the Influence of actlvitles on ad]acent lands.

Grazing. Grazing of |lvestock would be permitted to contlnue when established before
wilderness designation If it Is In canpliance with the wilderness management policy.

Forestry. No cammercial cutting of trees woutd be permitted. If campsite or cooking flres are
permitted, fuelwood cutting would be limited to dead and down materlal,

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

| ntensive=Extensive Timber Management

tands allocated for Intensive-extenslve tImber management would be managed to maximlze tImber
preduction on a sustained yield basls, Timber harvest would be the primary goal of management
activitles on these lands.

Timberlands placed In the Intensive-extenslve category are sultable for continuous tlimber
production with reasonable assurance of successful results from the application of timber management
practlces, Generally, these [ands are Timber Production Capabllity Classlflcation (TPCC) rated
rnon=-probtem” or "resiricted productive" and would satlsfactorlly respond to thlnning, fertillization
and planting. (TPCC s an Intensive timber inventory which classifles tIimber productlon sltes.)

Any harvest method, Including clearcutting (removal of the entlre stand in cne cut}, would be
permitted on northeast, north, and northwest aspects, where not restricted by TPCC. On all other
aspacts (west, south, and east), only partlal or selective cutting methods would be used, Seed trae
and shel terwood systems would be the most cammon harvest methods on these aspects.

Indlvidual tfree selection would be used as requlred on TPCC restricted areas., Indlvidual tree

selectlon removes only selected ftrees from the stand providing for continucus regeneratlon of the
forest,
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Mortal Ity salvage (removal of indlvidual dead or dying trees while they stll| have commercial
value) would usually be done In conjunction with a timber sale or sold under a *Imber sale contract
where merchantable quantities of material are present.

On non-problem and problem reforsstatlon sites, as determined by TPCC, with slopes less than 35
percent, any acceptable yarding system, site preparation method, and slash dlsposal method would be
permitted,

Where slopes exceed 35 percent or on TPCC identifled problem sltes, any acceptable yarding sys-
‘tem except ground based (l.e., tractors and rubber ¥ired skidders) would be used. Slash would ba
dlsposed of by lopplng and scattering, hand pilling, burning, or yarding. Site preparatlon would be
done by hand or controlled burns.

All flInal harvest and reforestation planting projects would be designed to meet stocking
standards, Species to be favored would be based on factors such as habltat type, elevation,
Indusiry preferences, and ablility to obtain quality seedling stock. Species diversity would be
encouraged on al! areas where possible,

All clearcut areas would be planted. Partlal or selectively cut areas would raly on natural
regeneratlon when acceptable and desirable seed sources exlst; otherwlse, they wou'd be planted,

Fortillzer would be applied according to soll tests which would determine If appllcatlon of
phosphorus, potassium, or other trace elements are needed and the rate at which they would be
applied.

Custodial Management

Lands classlfied for custodlal management would not be managed for timber productlon and would
not be Included In allowable cut camputations, Timber would be removed when necessary to protsct or
enhance adjacent forest lands or other resource values. Any tlmber removal would be done In such a
way as to afford maximum protection to the site or to accamp!lsh other resource objectives,

For detailed descriptions of timber management operational camnponents, please refer Yo the
North [daho TImber Management EIS (BLM 1981),

DOMESTIC LIVESTICK GRAZING

Livestock grazing cwrently occurs withln the Crystal Lake WSA, Snowhole Raplds WSA, and
Marshat ! Mountain WSA, This use would continue under most alternatives. Levels of use {AUMs) for
each alternative are based on the analysis presented In the Northern ldaho Grazling Management EIS
(NIGME!S) (BWM 1981). No significant changes In current use are proposed, See the Individual WSA
Allocatlons/Qutputs Tables 3~1 through 3-4 for the acreage and AUMs proposed for domestic |lvestock
use under each alternative. For Information on grazing systems, seasons of use, and other detalls
concerning livestock grazing, refer to the NIGMEIS,

MANAGEMENT GUIDELINES

The goal of the following guidellnes Is to mitigate adverse environmental Impacts to the lowest
possible level., They were developed during the MFP prsparation process and have been adopted as
standard operatling procedures for the Coeur d'Alene Dlstrict. These guidelines would be applied,
where approprlate, To any actlons proposed under the alternatives.
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THREATENED OR ENDANGERED SPECIES

In accordance with law (Endangered Species Act of 1973), no actions would be taken which would
adversely af fect the continued existence of any federally-listed threatened or endangered animal or
plant species. The BLM also camplies with |daho laws pertaining to state-Ilsted species Including
neensitive" species. A threatened/endangered speclies clearance would be part of the site-speciflc
envirommental assessment (EA) prepared for any acTlvity. If any listed threatened/endangered
species or critlical habitats are located that would be affected, formal consultatlon with the U,S.
Fish and Wild!llfe Service would be inltiated by BLM as prescribed by Sectlon 7 of the Endangered
Specles Act.

CULTURAL RESOWRCES

Speclal surveys and clearances are required to protect cultural resources. A Class |11
{canplete survey) cultural resources Inventory Is requlred of all areas Yo be subjected fo ground
manipulation actlvities. The results of thls inventfory are used to generate a cultural clearance,
in addltlon to the clearance procedure, the cultural review provides cultural resource Input for
consideration In a slte=speclflic EA.

Buweau projects possibly affecting areas of hlstorical value wlll be preceded by a search
through the cultural and historlical site I|istings currently on flie with the S5tate Historic
Preservatlon Offlcer, The BWM wlll consult wlth the Idaho State HIstorlc Preservatlon COffice
concerning the soligiblilty of any site located and the possible effects on 1t fram any proposed
actlons. Such consultations have occurred for the Skitswish Monuments In the Crystal Lake WSA and
numercus sites In the Snowhole Rapids WSA. In cases where there may be an effect from proposed
activitles, BLM wll1 comply with Sectlon 106 of the Natlonal Historlc Preservation Act (BLM policy,
Natlonal Historlc Preservation Act, NEPA, Executive Order 11593, 36 CFR Part 800).

If any archaecloglcal resources are encountered during ground disturbing actlivitles, operations
will cease at the discovery site and a professional archaecloglist wil! be consulted to determlne the
slgniflcance of the materlal. Dopending on Thls determination, activities would be resumed,
modifled, or curtalled,

WILDLIFE PROTECTION
Blg game (deer, elk} habltat would be protected by road closure in critical and important
winter range from December ! to March 30 each year. Roads would be closed through the use of

vehIcle barriers or gates.

The guidelines of the Elk Habitat Coordinating Requirements will be followed for all actlons.
See Appendix 2-3 of the North Idaho Timber EIS (BIM 1981) for a summary of the requiraments,

The district snag management guldelines would be followed in timber management areas to provide
habitat for certaln wlldllfe specles,.

Cutting wits where more than 60 percent of the cover (s to be removed would be shaped so that
adequate hlding cover Is avallable wlithin the cutting unlt,

All dead-end roads and roads with an expected duration of BLM management use of 5 years or less
would be closed. New roads remalning open followling harvest would be buf fered by vegetation,
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BUFFERS

The distrilct buffer guldeilnes would be followed fo provide stream and streamside vegetation
buf fers to protect water quality, aquatic habitat, and wildlife habitat In the district. The
guidel Ines have been developed fram varlous sources based on protection needs and effects by
particular actlons, The proposed revislons of the ldaho Forest Practices Rules develioped by the
State 208 Non-Point Source Pollutlon Control Program (IDHW 1979) are consldered as the minlimal
guidelines, Speclflc widths must be estabilshed on a case-by-case basis. Table 3-5 {temizes buffer
locations, wldths, and types.

Within the buffer strips, management activitles would minimize wlldlife and stream habitat
disturbance and protect the soil and vegetative cover to reduce Infroductlon of sediment Into the
streams, Soll dlsturbance and removal of undergrowlh vegetation would be kept fo a minlmum within
the buffer zones, Yarding within buffer zones would be kept to a minlmum and yardlng through stream
channels would be avolded,

VISUAL (SCENIC) RESOURCE VALLES

A visml rescurce contrast rating would be conducted for all proposed actlivitles. Projects
which would reduce scenlc quallty below established Vlisual Resource Management (VRM) guldellnes
would be modifled, relocated, or abandoned, 1f nacessary (BLM Manual 8430).

RECREATION OPPORTUNITY SETTINGS AND CLASSES

All acreage In the WSAs has been categorized Into various recreatlon settings through the
recreation Inventory, Areas where recreatlon needs have been identlfied require axpliclt recreatlon
management, These needs are based upon Indicators such as use confllcts or resource degradation,

In those areas where there Is a need 1o manage for recreatlon, such as in the Snowhole Rapids
WSA, varlious "recreatlon opportunity classes" are establlshed under the alternatives. Management
actIvitles whlch would alter an established opportunlty class would be modifled, relocated, or
abandoned to meet identifled demands for specitic recreation opportunitles,

For those areas where no recreatlon needs are ldentifled, BLM does not speciflically manage for
recreatlon, but provides only opportunlities for recreation to take placs.

WATER QUALITY

Water quallty on BWM adminlstered lands would be malntained equal to or above any federal or
State of ldaho legal water quality criteria.

FLOODPLAINS

To the extent practlcable adversa Impacts assoclated with floodplalns would be avolided (BLM
Manual 7221; Flocdplaln Management Guldelines for Implementing Executive Order 11988, Federa!
Register, Volume 43, No. 29, February 10, 1978).

WETLAND~RIPARIAN AREA PROTECTION
Pract [cal measures to minimize adverse [mpacts fo wetland=-riparfian areas shall be lncorporated

Into all actions which could affect these areas (BLM Flnal Guidelines fo Implement Executlve Order
11990, Federal Register, Volume 45, No. 25, February 5, 1980, and BLM Manual &740).
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TABLE 3-5
BUFFER GUIDELINES

Locatlon Width Type
Lakes 500 ft. (min.) Wildlife and scenic

Improvement

Major rivers 500 ft+. (miln.) Wildlife and scenic
Improvement

Class | Streams-
a, Thermal zone Tallest tree helght Wildllfe, fthermal and scenlc
or 75 ft., (mln,) Improvement
b. Sediment zone 4 X slope (%) + 50
outslide thermal ft, or tallest tree
zone helght + 25% (mln,) Sol! protection
Selected Class || Streams-
a. Thermal zone Tallest tree helght
or 50 ft (mln.) Wildll fe thaermal cover
b. Sediment zone-
outslde thermal
zone 2 X slope (%) + 25 ft. Soll protectlon

Class I}l Streams-

Genera! protectlion 75 ft. (37 1/2 f+t.
gach side of stream) Wildll fe and thermal! cover



BURN I NG

All burning would be done to meet specific goals and objectives. Constralnts would be
prescr lbed to assure maximum protection of site quallty. All burning would be planned 1n
conjunction wlth the local Forest Protectlon Districts. Prior fo burning, weather condltlons would
be checked; the Divislon of Environment, |daho Department of Health and Weltare, would be Informed
of the planned burn; and a burning permmit would be obtained framn the local Forest Protecticn
District.

FIRE PROTECTION

Flre protection activities In the dlistrict are currently under contract wlth both the Idaho
Department of Lands and the Forest Service, Current fire planning provides adequate resource
protectlon for most areas of the district, In those areas whers a speclal deslgnation Is
recommended {wilderness, ONA, RNA), fire plans would be amended to protect the values for which The
areas weore designated,
ROADS

See Appendi{x 2-4 of the North Idaho TImber Management EIS (NITMEIS)(BLM 1981).

INTERRELATIONSHIPS

WITH BLM PLANNING

This amendment Is an outgrowth of the BIM!'s land use planning process which seeks to futlfll]
BLM's obligations to manage public lands fo serve a varlety of purposes. Federal policy directs
that the foliowlng resource values receive conslderatlon: watershed, wild!lfe, recreatlon, scenlc
quality, wilderness, range, and forests,

The planning process begins with an Inventory of baslc resources known as Unit Resource
Analysis (URA) and progresses through the management declsions developed In the Management Framework
Plan (MFP), As dlscussed in the Introductlon, the recently canpleted MFPs for the Coeur d'Alens
District did not Include the areas designated as "roadiless" during InTtfal wllderness inventories.
This Amendment/EIS covers those roadless areas whlch became Wllderness Study Areas (WSAs). All
planning documents may be reviewed In their entlrety at the BLM Couer d'Alene District Offlce,

WITH FECERAL AGENCIES

U.S5. FIsh and Wildlife Service

Cooperative wild!ife study projects and threatened/endangered specles (Endangered Specles Act
of 1973) consultations are coordlnated through the U,S. Fish and Wildiife Service.

U.5, Forast Service

The Y.S. Forest Service admlnisters approximately 57 percent of the land wlthin the reglon,.
Since most of this land borders BLM administered lands, mutual cooperation benefits both agencies.
The Forest Service also provides flre protectlon for some BIM adminlstered lands.

Planning goals and objectives are coordinated between the agencles slnce both have the same
bas [c management goals.,
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National Park Service

The National Park Service {NPS) has been assigned responsibilities for conducting studies of
most proposed wild and scenlc rlvers relative to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. NPS also reviews
env irommental documents for adequacy In regard To Impacts on proposed and designated wild and scenic
rivers,

In addltlon, NPS is responsible for inventorylng the best remainlng rivers and river segments
stiil in a relatively natural, undeveloped conditlon., This inventory serves several purposes,
Including recommendat lons for additions to the lists of study rivers [Section 5(a)l and potentlal
rivers [Section 5{(d)] under the Wild and Scenic Rlvers Act. Probable impacts te these rlvers are
documented In management plans and environmental statements after consultatlon with the Matlonal
Park Service.

Environmental Protectlion Agency

The Envirommental Protectlon Agency (EPA) has been given Initial responsiblilty for
Implementing Sectlon 208 of the Federal Water Follution Control Act Amendment of 1972. Under this
act and Executlve Order 12088, BIM Is requlred to control water poltutlon that orlglnates fram large
areas of publlc land {non~point source pollutlon)s The EPA Is working through area-wide water
qual Ity management agencies and local 5Sofl Conservatlon Service offlces to complete plans for
controlllng water poilution In problem areas. Once these plans are flnallized, BLM wlll take
whatever measures necessary to comply with their requlrements,

Soll Conservatlon Service

The Seol!l Conservatlon Service (5CS) Is contacted during the development of coordinated grazing
plans on Intermingled public and private lands. They also provide valuable solls Inventory
Informatlon.

WITH STATE ORGANIZATIONS

| daho Department of Flsh and Game

The flsh and wildllfe program and vegetative manipulation projects are coordinated with the
{daho Department of Fish and Game.

|dahe Department of Water Resources

The ldaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR) sets minlimum standards for protecting waterways
where culvert, bridge, or channel relocation is contemplated. Coordination of these activitles Is
maintalned. In additlon, all water rights, Includling those on BLM administered lands, came under
the purview of |DWR,

|daho Department of Lands

The Idaho Department of Lands Is Involved with BLM for land use planning on adjacent state
tands. The BLM adheres to the provislons of the ldaho Forest Practlces Act which was developed by
the Department of Lands.

State Fire Protectlion Districts provide flre protection for much of the BLM-adminlistered land.
Slash work on some timber sale areas Is also campleted by the Flre Protection Districts,
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Idaho Department of Health and Welfare

The BIM entered Into a cocperative agreement In September, 1979 with the |daho Department of
Health and Weifare with a common objective of protecting water and air resources within *he state,
The agreement provldes for Informatlon exchange and agency coordination in solving state water and
alr quality problems,

|daho State Historlc Preservation Officer (SHPD)

The BLM consults with SHPO to determline the signiflicance of cultural/historical sites and the
ellglblllty of any site for inclusion on the National Reglster of Historic Places.

REQUIREMENTS FOR FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS

Slte-speclflc envirommental assessments (EA) wlll be prepared for all proposed management
actlvities, These assessments will be tlered to this EIS to enswe that all pert!nent actlions and
probable environmental Impacts are assessed, Should an EA dlsclose significant adverse Impacts
which cannot be readily mitigated or which involve sensitive Issues, a recammendatlon to prepare ap
EiS on the. project may be appropriate.

RELATIONSHIPS OF ALTERNATIVES TO NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA) GOALS

The alternatives (Including the proposed action) conmsidered In thls amendment and EIS all
achleve the requlrements of NEPA and other environmenta! laws and pollclies, Each of the
alfernatives 1s designed to use practicable means to create and malntaln conditlons under which man
and nature can exIst In productive harmony. In this context there are no significant differences
among the alternatives belng considered,

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The envirommental Impacts summarized on Table 3-6 and discussed in Chapter 6 of this document
are presented for each WSA. The cumulatlive Impacts of Implementing varlous alternatives have been
anal yzed on a regional basls. |+ has been determined that no significant cumulative impacts would
result from any comblnatlon of alternatives, This Is due malnly fo the widely scattered geographic
dlstributlon of the WSAs and the l!imited Influence any Individual WSA has on the locallzed
envronment, incltuding econamlc and soclal conditions.

SUMMARY OF [MPACTS

See Table 3-6,
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SUMMALY OF IMPACTS BY ALTERNATIVE

TABLL =&

[Rafer To Chaptur & for dotalled disusaions ot lspacts)

CRYSTAL LAKE WSA

Alternstive | | Attarnative 2 Aiternativa 3A Mtornative 30 | AiTernsrive 3¢
EMYIRONMENTAL COMFONENTS All Wil wrneas | Ho Actlon No Wil dorneas No Wildwrness | Ho Wiidernass
(T lmbar) (TimberAildilte) {OMA) Preferrod AlYT,
Alr Quatity Nogiliglible Siight short=term Some a3 Alt, 2 Semo a3 AlT, 2 tisgilgibie
Ingreases Ia
particulate ievels,
Solha |
Less {fons ovar » 10-ysar perlod} Neglligible 844 a4 830 Negliglble
Caompactlon {acres over a [d-ysar parlod) Neqgllglble &8 1] 47 Hagilglbie
watar:
Water Vieid Increass (acre fost/war) Negilglble % 25 b Negligibie
Sodimsnt Ylaid |ncreass {tons/lo-ywars) | Megilgible 576 376 432 Noglliglbie
Vegotation: . l
Eilmlnate Productivity (acres/10-yenrs) | Ho Impact 46 48 -1 NG |mpact
Damage/Destruct ion {acres/10-wars) | No fmpact 114 114 I 1] Na |mpact
|neressed Growth iscres ftertlilzed/10~years) | He Impact | 153 153 114 Mo lmpact
w(ldil fae i |
Losa of Hatltat [ocres/10=-years) | ]
Eik Ho changs, roatiess | 34 b1 % Seme as Alt, |
W te-Taljad Desr nuturs would kesp 24 kL) 8
Mysle Deer humsn pressure (ow, ] 29 22
Black Bear 35 38 n
Snog-dependent Specles 118 e [t

Cuiturnl Resources:
Patentlial for Damage/Destruct lon

Nagllgibie

Soll disturbing activ-
tes would Incresse
potential tor damage/
dastructton,

Some B3 Alt, 2

Soxe as Alt, 2

Negllgibie

Viswi Rasources

Malntaln scenic
guailtys

Lavel of quailty
raduced on 4,931 acres,

Sama an Alt, 2

Levei of quaiity
reducad on 3,700 acras,

Maintaln scenlc quallty.

Recrsation Favor primitive Favor motar|zed Sems as Alt, 2 Primltive recreatian Sama as AlT, 1
racreation throughour recreatlon on entirs ' favored on 3,320 acres;
WSA, M3A. motorized on 5,207 scres.
Grazing Na mpact No_ impaet No Trpaet No _[xpact No [mpact
Energy and Minerals Hew axpioration/ No Impact Ho impact No Impact Na Impact
development torsgons.
All harvest/develapment | Sustalned anmual Same as Ait, 2 Sustained annual Samm a3 Alt, |

Timber Mansgeoont

oppoctuni¥les forsgonae.

¥iidernass Yalues

Yulues palintalned.

harvest of 830 MBF.

harvest ot 527 MBF.

Yaiues lost an 4,931
JCT'a%,

Same as AlT, 2

Yalme lesT on 3,700
ACrBE ,

Valyas maintalined.

Econcaicy Nagiiglbie Potentia [ncrease of Same as Ait. 2 Potentlat Increase of Neaglliginie
& Jobs and $173,40Q . 5 Jobs and £94,200 fn
In waged. ges.

Soclal ¥aiyes | Negllgiblse Negliglale Negllgibie Negilgible Negllgible




TABLE %8, Continuml
QUMMARY OF 1MPACTS @Y ALTCRNATIVE
{Rater to Chapter & tor detalied discussions of Impacts)

GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN WSA

Altarpative |

} Atternative 2

Alternat ive 3A

Alternative 38

Alternative G

A{ternative 1D

Alternative 3t ° i

Alternativa &

|
WY IRCHMENTAL, COMPOMENT S | At} ¥ilderness Ho Actlan Ho Wlidsrness No Wi|durnueet No Wilderness | No Witderness No ¥ildernees | Parties I[
(Tlebor) 4T ) mbwr /RHA) (T mbmr /UNASRNA} | toNAmNAY [CIIE TR ! Wildernaiy |
Preferrsd Alt, | | i
] | ! ]
Ir Quality Neyliglibie Negligible Slight slort=term | Some as Al1, M Same a3 AIT. 3A | Neglirgibie | Nealigibie | some as ait, 34 |
Inerease In par= |
tlcuinte jovais.
Solia
Loss (fons over a |0-year B
pariod) Nagilglibte Negilgibie 1,707 | 1,445 son Hegilgibie Negilgitle 509
Compactlon tacres/i0-yrs) Negilgibie Negilglbie 178 108 38 Noggligihile Negligible 38
ater: l
Watwr Tlield |Beresss . .
tac. M NT) Heg i 1410 b Hegilgisie 50 43 15 - Negiigibie Negllglble 5
Sallmant Yisld increass ’ .
(ma!lo—zurl! Megilgibie Negiiglbile 1,168 987 pol ] Negilgible Nagilglbim Ma |
mfll'lum. T
Ellmiante Productivity I
{ee./10-yaars) No Impact No mpact [r3 T ] Mo lwpact No lmpact 2]
Jomage /Tes truct lon
(ac ./ 10=ywars} No lmpact Na Impact 1 196 69 Mo |mpact Short-term to 5%
| 346 wcres. |
Increased Growth tec, 1
tortlilzad/10-yaars) No_lmpact No_impsct 309 281 92 No Impact No_[mpact |_s2
wildilta: {
Loss of Habftat (ac./10-yrs} |
Eik No change, Sams am Alt, 1 T » 2 Same an Alt, 1 Forege |ncreass i 21
White=talled Deer | road iess naturs | L] (1] -] on M6 acres, 5
My & Deer | would kaep human 58 45 17 17
Black Béar | praasurs low, 7 6! 2 n
Snag=depamdent Species 59 202 i | 71

ulturai Resources:
Fotentlal for Dasage/
Dmtruct ion

Negilgibile

Nagilgible

Sofi disturbing
wctivitles would
increasa potentinl
for damage/
destruction.

Same an AlT. A

Same an Alt. 3A -

Negilgibie

Negligible

Some a9 AlT, 3A

Isual Resources

Halntaln scenle
queilty on entirs
WSA.

Sama a8 Alt, 1

Loval of quallity
redyced on 10,000
SCTES.

Lavel of quallty
reduced on B,480
Bcras.

Maintaln scenlc
quallty on 12,989
BCT 3.

Sane as Alf, |

Tamporary change
on & acres.

Sama as Alt, X

Recreation Favor primltiva Same am Ait. 1 Matarized recrea— Matorized recres— Sama 83 AIT. 3B San0 a5 Alt. 38 Potentlal for Favor primltive
recreatlon on Tlon fovored on tlon fevored on allight btaneflt recresatlon on
antlre wia, 10,000 acres. most of WSA o huntling | 12,589 acres.

{14,224 acres}, opportunltiss.
razing N/A H/A N/A L74.) N/A N/A N/A N/A
Enwrgy ant Minerais haw exploration/ No |mpact N lampact No |mpact No impact No lepact . No impact New sxpioration/

developmant fore~
gone on entlre
WSA,

davelopmant fore—
gone an 12,589
acred,

Indvar Mansgemsnt

All harvest/

devel cpment oppor-
Tunities toregons.

Sawe as AT, 1

Sustalned annuai
harvest of 2,100
MEF .

Sustelnoal enmual
harvegt of 1,720
MaF.

Sustoined snmuai
harvest of 617 MBF.

Soma as Alt, 1

Sama us Alt, 1

Somm as Alt, 3C

¥iiderness Yal ues

¥alves oalntained,

No change from

All valves sty

All values leaT on

All vaiuesy [t on

Somm a3 AlT. 2

Yalyes malntalned

All volues msin=

Soil tude enhancay | present, 14,224 acres, 4,540, most maln= - ocapt for tained on 12,589
by vehicle talned on 12,389 teaporery dagrad— | scrss, lost on
cioaure, - scres. atlon of natural- | remainder of WSA.
Neds on 346 acres. |
Econanlcs Negiigible Mo Impact Potentisl Increasa| Potentlsl Incrsase| Potantisl Increase Negliginla Negilglbie | Seme =3 AlT. 3C
of 18 Jobs and of 13 jobs and of 3 Jobs amd
$302,400 [n wagea,| 5248,950 In wages,] §94 500 In waqes.
oclal Yeiues Negilgibie Hegligibte Negilgibie Nagliglble Negllglble Neqgilgtbie Negiltgible Negilglible




TADLE 36, Cuntlinued

SUMMARY OF jMrACTS HY ALTERNATIVE

- {Roler to Chapter 6 fur setslled dlscussions of fmpacts)

SNOMHOLE RAPIDS WSA

Alternative | Altecnative 2 AlTernative JA ] Altarnative 38 *
ENY |RONMENTAL COMPONENT S ALl Wil derness Na Actlon No Wl darnemy | Mo Wil dernes
) {Recreation} lidil te)
Proterred Ait.
Alr Quallty Negllglbis Negllgibie Naqlinibie Naqllglbis
Sall Slight benatit from redyced Yo (mpact Same as Ait, I Some as AlT, |
LIvestock usage.
ater Stight benef |t correspond= Ha (mpact Silght water quailty Same as AlT, 1
Ing to sall conditlon degradation from shoreline ]
Improvement, dlaturbance. |
'gﬂ'uf‘lnn Nogligibie Neilgibls Negllglble Neqilglbla
Ailditte MNegilginle Nugilgible Nagligibie Neqilgibie
Cuitural Resources No change antlclpated. Samo as Alt. | Same as Alt. 1 Same as Alt. |
¥isuni Resources No Impact. No 1mpact. No Impact, No Impact,
Racreat lon Fowor primiTiva torms of No [mpact, Slight sdwerse impact on Sams am AlT, |
. , recrsation, prialtiva forms of
racreation, |
Gratim Reduction of 57 AUMS wouild Mo fmpact. Same a3 Ait. | Same as AlT. |
causa siight |mprovement in
rangs conditlon,
Energy and Minerals No_|mpact No_impact No _|mpact No_|mpact
Jlaber Manzgesent NFA N/A H/A HN/A
Wligerresy ¥oiuas Values malntalned. Neqligible Negilglble Vaiues malantalned,
Econom|cy Megiigibls No Impact, Hegilgible Neglligibie |
Saclai Yalues Negiigibla Heqilgibia Negilglible Neqliglbia t

ENV IRDHMENTAL CUMPONENTS

MARSHALL MOUNTAIN WSA

Altarnative 1

Alternative 2

| Alternative 3A

| Alternarive 38

Alternative 3C

Alternative 4

I All ¥liderness No Action | o Wiiderneas | Mo Wlldornes No ¥llderness Partlal
| | (T imber) (MInsral Potentlsl) (Wiidiife) WIdarness
1 Pratarred Alf.
| L
Alr Quality | Negilgible Negilgibie SiTgnt sharrt=tarm Negtlgible Negiigible Seme a3 Att, 3A,
Increass In
) pacticuiate levei. L
Sall:
Loss {fons ower 3 10-ysar perlod) Negliglbie Negligibie | 673 Hegllgible Negilgibie 3|5
__Cospaction {scres/10-ysara] | Hegilgibiae Negilglbis | 20 Hegliglbia Neqllgibls 29
Voter: I
ater Yield |ncreasa {ac, ft./year) | negliglbie Negllglibis 20 NeglligTble Negllgibie 11
Sedimen? Y'eld ircrease {tons/10-ysars) Neqilgibie Negilgible a1 Nogliglbie Negitgibie 63 L
Yegetatlon;

Ellalnate Productivity {ac,/10=-yrs,) Ho Impact No lepact 3 Negligible Ha Impact 2

Damage/Destructlon (ac./10=yrs.) Mo |mpact No [apact L 2] Negliglbla Mo [(mpact 52

Increased Growtn (se, fortliized/10~yrs.) | Mo bmpact No_[mpact 122 Nagliglble No Impect 70 +

Wildil te:

Loss of Habltat (acres/10-yri.) |
Eik No chamge, roodless No Impsct r Nagiiglbie Slight beaet 1t to 6 |
Muls Desr naturs woyld kaep Mo [mpact 23 Hagilgltile wildite popule— 131 I
Blach Beor humen pressure |ow, No Impact 28 Negilglbis tlons and habltat, 16 |
Snagudep t Species Ho Iwpact 94 Negllglble 34 1

Cuiturnl Resources: |
Potent|al for Oomage/Destructfon’ Nagilgibim Hegllgible Sall aisturbing Negilgible Negllgible Same as Alt. 3A |
activlties would |
Increasa potentisl tor|
. damage/destruction. | 1
Visupl Resowrces Holntaln scenic Same as Alt. 1 Lavel of quailfy | Negilgible Sawmn am AlT, | Lavel of quaiity |
quailty on entire reduced an 3,920 reduced on 2,280 |
W5A, ] acros. acres, |
Recreation Favor primitive | Favor mororlzed Same a3 AlT, 2 Neg ligibie Sams 8w Alt. 1 Hegliglble |
recrestion opportun= recraation,
Itles, 1
Graz!ng No lmpact No lmpact Mo mpyct Ko |mpact Neagilglaie ~ 8 AM Mo mpact
reductlon,
Energy amd Minerais Naw axploraf (an/ Mo lapact No impact No |wpact o |apact Ro lapact
develpmant foregone
on_entlre WSA, ' . +
Timber Mphigesent Ab) harvest/deveicp= Sams ae Alt, 1 Sustained wamal Some as Alt, 1 Same an Alf. 1 Sustalnal anmal
. mnt ooportunities harvest of TZ4 MEF. harvest of 421 MOF.
foragone. .
Miidarness Yalye Values maintained. So il Tude reduces by All valuey iast. Semm as Alt, 2 Potential minerai Yalues mainfalned on
| mtorized vehicies. | davelcpmant increass | 1,680 acres, last o
| Potential mintng : sould degrede remsindar of WA, 1
actIvity Increass = values. |
would degrede
natursiness and
salltude. b ' -
Ecesom | cs Negilgibie Neglliglibie Potant|nl Inrcreasa of | Negjigtble hegiiglbie Potentiai Increasa
3 Jobs and $90,%00 3 Jobs ang §54,500
in wanes, In wagna,
Social Yaiuss Honilqgible N_ngl_lglhll Megilgibis Hagllglble Nailqlble Negilylble




CHAPTER 4
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

INTRODUCT 10N

The Amendment/EIS area Is basically the northern panhandle of Idaho, extending fram the
Canadlan border on the north to the Payette Natlonal Forest on the south. This area contalns a
topographic profile ranglng fram rlver canyon areas with elevations less than 1,000 feet above sea
level to mountain peaks with elevations exceeding 8,400 feet. The region includes some of the most
varied geolcagy In Idaho. North of Coeur d'Alene, the area is dominated by the Kaniksu Bathollith to
the west and the Precambrian Belt Supergroup to the east. Much of thls northern area has been
heavily affected by glaclation. South to Llewiston, the geolcgy consists primarily of the
Precambrian Belt Supargroup with some Columbia River basalt along the western part of the state,
Further south, the Columbla River basalt flows have covered most of the area.

The majorlity of land In the EIS area, 77.3 percent, [s In forest use; 11,3 percent is In
range-land use; 9.5 percent Is in agricuitural use; and the remaining 1.9 percent Is [n urban use,
Despite the large federal ownershlp of land In the area {61 percent), the WSAs contaln less than .3
percent of the total land area. These WSAs are widely scattered throughout the area. Because of
the Intermingifng with prlvate, state, and Natlonal Forest jands and due to the absence of large
blocks of land under BLM management, It Is unllkely that any particular soclal system or |ifestyle
Is primarlly deperdent on BIM land for survival.

The climate of the Coeur d¢'Alene DIstrict Is associated with the scutherly and easterly drift
of weather systems that develop In the northern and central Paclfic Ocean. In the winter, storms
pass over the reglon causing a distinctly wet climate., Durlng summer, however, storms pass farther
north causing a relatively dry clImate, In general, the eastward movement of The marine air keeps
temperatures moderate aexcept when continental high pressures reverse the general flow to a westerly
directlon., Thils bring periods of hot, dry alr In the summer and cold weather In the winter,

Topographlc features create locallzed mlcroclimates through the districts The wldely ranglng
elevations, the rapldiy changlng orientation of the mountalns and rivers, and the Invervening
topographic barrlers al! add to the climatlc varlatlons. The Clearwater Rlver basin, for example Is
so orlented that molst Pacli+tic alr enters the lower basin and [s subjected to vertical i1fting, As
the alr moves over the mountalns, considerable preclpitation Is produced. Another example 1s the
highly variable surface winds caused by the dlffering tfopography.

Dus to the scattered nature of the WSAs within the E{S area, the affected enviromment wil! be
discussed Individually for each WSA with the exception of alir quality, This component can be
general ized over the entire area.

AR QUALITY

In general, the alr quality within the district meets amblient alr quallity standards. Northern
Idaho is part of two federal Alr Quality Control Reglons (AQCR), Reglions 62 and 63, MWithin these
reglons, therse are twe nomattalinment areas, the Silver Valley and lewlston, A non-attalinment area
Is a deslgnated area that does not meet alr quallty standards. MNone of the alternatives for any WSA
within the EIS area would affect elther non-attalmment areas.



in the Idaho State Implementation Plan for alr quallty (IDHW 1980}, fthe statewlde emlsslons
inventory Identifles the principal air polluflon emlsslon sources and estimates their contributlons,
Primary impacts of management activitles would be included in the Inventory's "mlscel langous area
sources" group under the categories of prescribed burnling and unpaved roads. Only particulate
emissions are estimated under these categories. Statewide, miscel laneous area sources account for
99,6 percent of the particulates wlth unpaved roads the major source (60.2%) followed by wlildfire
(20.0¢), agriculture (17.7%)}, and prescrlbed fires including slash burning (1.7%) (IDHW 1980).
Activitles on BIM adminstered lands acocunt for less than ons-half percent of +total statewide
particulate emissions.

SOCIAL VALUES

In a2 statewlde survey of Idaho households (Card and Carlson 1979) respondents were asked
whether they agreed or dlsagreed wlth the statement, "We have enough area legally designated as
wilderness In |daho." Of the 1,410 responses recelved 673 agreed that there Is enough legally
designated wllderness In lIdaho, with 15§ neufral and 18% dlsagreelng with the statement. Further
analysis shows that those respondents llving In the area fram Idato County to +the Canadlan border,
responded to +this same question as follows:

70% agree there is enough wllderness;
11% nelther agree nor disagree; and
193 dl sagree that there is enough wilderness,

The regional opinions are almost exactly the same as those held statewide and are felt to be
represantative of Idahoans Ilving In The study arsa.

Based on thls informatlon it appears that in spite of polarity of opinion betwsen those
favoring or opposling additlonal wllderness deslignatlons, that the majority does not favor additlonal
wilderness designation. Further, llvestock operators are concerned that Ilvestock grazing may be
curtailed or halted under a wilderness designatlion, or at best, more diflcult because of the
axcluslon of mosT motorized operations wlthin the wllderness area normal |y assoclated wlth ranching
operat lons, Ranchers are also concerned about how wllderness deslignatlon would affect the
Implementation of future ramge Improvements within the areas. Recreation users feel that the
quality of outdoor experience now available should be protected for future use.

It is unlikely that the proposed acticn or any of the alternatives would measurably ef fect the
social systems of the area. (n vlew of this, there will be no further discussion of soclal Impacts.



CRYSTAL LAKE
INTRODUCT 1 ON

The Crystal Lake WSA (refer to Map i-2) Is located 10 miles northeast of St, Marfes. The W3A
contains approxlimately 9,027 acres of publle land.

The northern border of the wit Is formed by private land and a portlon of the Twin Crags Road.
An Irregular pattern of private land and portions of the Rochat Road defline the western and southern
borders. Portlons of the Reeds Gulch and Pine Creek roads, and private land constl|tute the eastern
boundary.

The Rochat Road (s a good quallty, gravel surfaced route. The remalning roads are of lesser
guality with natural surface.

The wnlt contains a landscape of varled character. Bare talus peaks descend sharply to latour
Creek some 3,000 feet below Reeds Baldy, the highest peak in the unlt., The slopes In the upper
dralnages are predaminately vegetated with a thin to moderately stocked mixed conlferous stand.
Toward the lower end of the unlt the denslty of this stand steadily Increases.

The unit contalns the major portion of the Latour Creek dralnage Including 1ts headwaters at
Crystal Lake. Bare areas of talus material are cammon in the upper end of the dralnage. The basin
bel ow Crystal Lake contalns the slte of a past fire and now supports a dense brush cover,

S0ILS

There are three major soll assoclations In the WSA. The Dlvers-Brickel Assoclation makes up
about 45 percent of the area. This Is a deep, well-dralned soil that occurs on 45 to 75 percent
slopes. It has moderate permeablllty with low to very low water capacity. Surface runoff Is very
rapld and the erosion potentlal Is very high.

The Huckleberry-Ardenvolr Assocliatlon covers about 30 percent of the area and occurs on 35 to
60 percent slopes. This soil 1Is moderately deep and well dralned wlth moderate permeabl!ity. Sur-
face runoff Is rapld and 1ts eroslon potential Is very high,

The Brlckel-Rubble Land Assoclatlon covers about 25 percent of the WSA. Thls assoclatlon con-
slsts of shal low solls on ridge tops along wlth areas of stones and boulders. The solis have mod-
erate permeablllity. The avaliable water capacity is very low with rapld runoff, The eroslon
potentlal 1s very hlgh.

WATER RESOURCES

The WSA contalns the headwaters area of Latour Creek and adjoinlng areas of Pine Creek, Reeds
Gulch, Ahrs Gulch, and Rochat Creek, Annual prec!pltatlion ranges from 40 to 60 !nches with water
ylelds of 20 to 30 inches,

Watershed conditlons vary greatly [n the unit due to the varlety of topography and land
treatments (both natura! and man-made). The uppar portion of the WSA was extensively damaged by the
1910 flre and has been slow to recover., The water quality of the unlt is consldered Yo be very
good, A smail portlon (less than 50 acres) Is Included In the Rochat munlcipal watershed,
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Being headwaters, the streams are very small except for Latour Creek, and siream stabllity is
rated good to falr. Latour Creek originates from Crystal Lake. The upper part of the stream !s of
good stability. At 3,500 feet the stream enters a meadow area. This area has a great deal of ag-
gregatlon and stream migration with active beaver dams, resulting In a falr stabllity rating.

VEGETATION

Table 4-1 summar!zes the vegetatlion for thlis unit, There are noc known state-listed rare, or
foderal ly=11stad threatened - or endangerad plant species In the W3A,

TABLE 4-1
CRYSTAL LAKE VEGETATONM

Habltat Type Serles Acres Seral Primary btrush,
tree specles grasses, and forbs

Grand fIr 2,570 Doug las-f1r, western pachistima, western meadowrue,
larch, ponderosa pine, Cotumbla brome

lodgepole plne

Subalpine fir 410 white plne, menziesla, pachistima, beargrass,
Englemann spruce honeysuckle

M‘Sunfaln heml ock 4,757 white plne, subalpine beargrass, menzlesia, slk sedge,
flr, Englemann spruce shodendron, honeysuckle

Dougtas fIr 660 ponderosa plne, nlnebark, oceanspray, ceancthus,
western larch bl uegrass, aster

Western hemlock 630 white plne, wastern pachistima, blueberry, western
larch, grand fir meadowrue, Columbia brome

WILDL IFE

MaJor terrestrial wlldllfe specles that occupy the WSA are ealk, mule deer, black bear,
songblirds, cavity (snag) dweltfers, forest grouse, and small mammals. Bobcat, a sensitive specles,
may also occur In the area, No other sensltlive, threatened, or endangered wildlife specles are
known to Inhablt the area.

The WSA contains about 500 acres of Important elk summer range and nearly 1,500 acres of
Important deer summer range, Areas designated as Important range are necsessary for the malntenance
of vlable populations, Approximately 12 fawnlng/calving and rutting areas have been found In the
WSA.

No data is avallable regarding density of current wild!lfe populations In the area but habitat
Is In good comditlon, The roadless nature of the area makes It valuable for wildllfe because of
reduced human pressure.



Latour Creek, which originates at Crystal lake, drains the unit. Both the c¢reek and the lake
are flsh habitat. A 1977 inventory of Latour Creek found the siream to be habitat for brook trout,
cutthroat trout, and sculpin, The stream was classified In good to excel ient habltat condition,

Crystal Lake is about 12 acres In size., |t is planted with about 5,000 one-inch cutthroat
trout on a biannual basis by ldaho Department of Fish and Game. The lake ts In a near-pristine con-
dition, Both Crystal Lake and latour Creek are of local Importance in terms of fishery habltat,

CULTURAL RESCURCES

Only a very limited Class !l| cultural resource Inventory has been conducted on the WSA;
howevar , naticnally signlflcant cultural resources are known to exlst. The major cultural resource
which has been [dentifled is the Skitswlsh Monuments, a group of plts and rock structures used In
religlous practices of the Coeur d'Alene Indlan Trlbe. These monuments have been determined to be
eligible for namination to the Naticnal Reglster of Historic Places.

Cultural actlvitlies which are known or speculated to have taken place In the WSA are plant
col lectlon, camp sites, mineral collection, and religious activitles,

VISUAL RESOURCES

The visual resources Inventory for this WSA Indicates that 1+ contalns scenlc values which are
rated high when compared to other aras In northern ldaho.

RECREAT I ON

Roaded natural (20%), semi-primltive motorized (40%), and seml-primitive nonmotorlzed {(40%)
recreatlon settings are avallable within the wit. A hlgh diversity of landscape elements exlst In
the entire area, as evidenced by the "A" class scenlc quality rating.

The only special atiractlon In the area s Crystal lake, There are no developed recreation
facllltles within the unlt that would serve to attract use, The wnit's ablllty to sustain seml-
primitive opportunlties is low due to the lack of roads and tralls In the area to disperse use and
its small slze, Current recreation use 1s estlmated to be 690 visitor days annually,

GRAZING

The current grazing lease In the wnit provides for 36 AUMS between June 15 and October 1 each
year, The area leased (1,320 acres) Is In good range condItion,.

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESCURCES
No energy resources are known to exist In the area. There are no known mlneral values for
elther locatable or leasable mlnerals, Fault zones within the wnlt and favorable host rocks on the

lowar Belt Supergroup are simllar to those In the Coeur d'Alene Mining Distrlct. Thess conditicns
will probably lead to greater demand by exploration companies as new technliques are developed.
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There are no |eases or pending applicatlions for leasable minerals. There are no mining claims
located withln the unit but there are abandoned adits [ocated west and north of the WSA that were
explored In the 1930s,

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

The approximate average age of the timber in the area is 70 years. The standing volume of the
4,931 acres of productive forest land is 45.8 milllen board feet, For the +Imber productlon
capabllity of the area, refer to Table 4-2.

W1LDERNESS YALLES

During the wilderness Inventory, the WSA was found fo exhiblt the wilderness characteristics of
slze, naturalness, solitude, and primitive recreatlion, it also contains special values of
oducational and historical interest. For an evaluation of these wllderness characteristics refer to
Chapter 5.

ECONOM ICS

The primary counties which would be affected by any activitlies within thls WSA are Benewah and
Kootenal. Total 1980 eamployment In these countles was 18,190 with 1lumber related employment
accounting for 2,905. Total wages In the countles for that year were $217,134,700 of whlich
$57,176,000 were |lumber sector related (lIdaho Dopartment of Employment 1981),

An annual harvest of 392.6 mlltlon board feet of timber is necessary ‘o maintaln current (1980)
fevels of lumber related employment,
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TABLE 4-2
TIMBER PRODUCTION CAPABILITY CLASSIFICATION - 1979
WSA (Acres)

Crystal Lake Grandmother Min, Snowhole Rapids Marshall Mtn,
Category (61-10} (61-15) (62-1) (62-10)
Productive forest lands available for management
Nom-problem sites! 2,062 . 1,414 67 3,920
Restricted use sitesZ 2,869 4,830 0 0
4,931 12,244 67 3,920
Productive forest lands excluded from
management- 756 1,856 0 0
Nom=product Ive forest tands? 0 1,483 219 1,884
Non-forest lands? 3,340 1,546 4,782 0
Total lands administered by BIM 9,027 17,129 5,068 5,804

! Non-problem sites are productlve forest sites characterlzed by stable solls and bedrock, They can be logged by normal ground

based and cable practices, and reforestation can be established within 5 years after flnal harvest using normal technlques.

2 Restricted use sites are productive forest sites that need speclal logging practices or retorestation technigues to preserve
soll productlvity or ensure reforestation of the site within 5 years after flinal harvest,

3 Productive forest lands excluded fram management are productlve forest lands where the applicatlon of speclal loggling
practices or reforestation technliques would stll| result Tn degradation of the site or fallure of the areas to reforest withln flve

years after harvest, These lands are not Included In the allowable cut base.

4 Non-product ive forest land Is not capable of producing 20 cublc feet of wood por acre per year or |s only capable of
produclng non~-ccommerclal specles of frees.

7 Non-forest lands are Tncapable of belng 16,7 percent stocked with forest trees or are lands developed for nontlimber uses.



GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN

INTRODUCT ION

The Grandmother Mountaln WSA (refer to Map 1-3) Is located 12 miles sast of Clarkla. The WSA
contalns a total of 17,129 acraes of public land with 10,339 acres In unl+ 61-15a and 6,790 acres In
unit 61-15b. Thess two unlits are separated by the USFS adminlstered Marble Creek dralnage. There
are an additlonal 160 acres of private land and 160 ares of land administered by the Forest Service
wlthin 61-15b,

Area 61-15a Ts bordered by a cambination of Natlonal Forest, private, and state lands. The
Freezeout Saddle Road forms +he southern boundary of this portion of the WS A, Area 61-15b Is
bordered by a more Interming led pattern of Natlonal Forest, private, and State lands on alt sides,
This Intermingled pattern results In a narrow and Irregular conflguration,

The terraln within 61-15a varies fram heavily forested dralnages to bare peaks, There area
numerous small dralnages and severai high mountaln lakes |ocated throughout. Elevatlon ranges fram
6,800 feet on Widow Mountain to 4,600 feet In the Lund Creek drainage,

The terralin and vegetatlon of 61-15b Is simllar to that of 61-15a., Thls area, howsever, does
not contain the varlety of features found In 61-15a. In the Placer Creek dralnage, ailevation ranges
from 4,800 fest to over 6,300 feet.

There are several hlking tralls whlch cross both portlons of the WSA, All| are administerad by
the Forest Service or BLM,

SOILS

There are three major soll assoclations within the WSA.  The Huckleberry-Ardenvolr Assoclatlon
makes up about 10 percent of the area. The DIvers—Bricksl Assocliation covars about 60 percent of
the area, and the remainlng 30 percent of the WSA Is covered by the Bricke!-Rubble Land Association.
For a general description of these soils, refer to the previous solls discusslon for +the Crystal
Lake unlt.

WATER RESQURCES

The WSA Is located along the major hydrolcglc divide of the Clearwater and Spokane River
dralnages and contalns many headwater streams, The annual prectpitation averages about 50 Inches
per year and water yleld ranges between 20 and 50 Inches,

Stream condltions vary greatly in the unit, The watershed of t+he entire WSA Ts rated as good
(1978 stream survey) with one exceptlon., The rocky area below Lookout Mountaln (approximately 200
acres) 1s rated as falr,

The lands In the unlt are hydrologica! ly Important becauss they are in very high water yleld
zones. The elevatlion of the area provides high stream flows for an extended perfod due fo the large
snowpack. Water quallty Is rated as very goed throughout the unit,

YEGETATION

Table 4-3 summarizes the vegetation of this WSA., There are no known state-listed rare,
or federally-listed threatened or endangered plant specles In the WSA,
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TABLE 4=3

GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN VEGETATION

Habltat Type Acres Seral ftree Primary brush,

Series specles grasses, and forbs

Grand fir 1,220 Douglas~fir, western pachistima, western
larch, ponderosa plne, meadowrue, Columbia

hrome

Western red cedar 320 wastern white pine, pachistima, blueberry,
western larch, grand gueencup beardslTlly,
fir Columbla brome

Subalplne fir 10,359 western white pine, menzlesla, sltka alder,
Engltemann spruce, honeysuckle, pachistima,
lodgepole pine beargrass

Mountaln hemlock 5,230 subalpine fir, white beargrass, menzlesla,

plne, Englemann spruce

elk sedge, honeysuckle,

shodendron

WILDL IFE

Major terrestriat wildllfe specles that occupy the WSA Include elk, mule deer, white-talled
deer, moose, black bear, songbirds, cavlity dwellers, forest grouse, and sma!l mammals. Wolverine
and Canada |ynx, both sansitlve specles, may also occur In the area,

The entlre WSA Is classifled as elk summer range. Approximately 9,600 acres have been
identlfled as Important summer range. About 500 acres In the Flacer Cresk portion of the unlit are
elk winter range. Mule deer and black bear occupy the entire Grandmother uwnit. Moose habitat,
total ing about 1,000 acres, occurs In the Little North Fork and LIttle Lost Lake dralnages of the
wnit. This habitat Is primarlly summer/fall range,

The roadless nature of the wit makes [t valuable for wlildilfe because of reduced human
tntruslon, Desplte the lack of speclfic Inventory data, BLM wildlife biologlsts belleve that this
WSA contalns high quallty habitat and supports a large number of anlmals.

The WSA contalns two lakes and elght sireams that support fisherles.
CULTURAL RESOURCES

Class |11 cultural Inventorles have been conducted on 3,300 acres (19%) of this WSA. Based on
these inventorles, professional archaeolcgists belleve that temporary camp sites exlIst near the
springs, lakes, and streams In thls wit., Thick underbrush prohlbits the determlnation of fthe

precise location of these sites., Because of the distance of this unlt fram major rlivers, it 1s not
expacted to contaln a major settlement.

4~9



VI1SUAL RESOURCES

The visusl resources inventory rates the scenic values of this WSA as high with 92% of the unit
rated as A class scenery and 8% as B class.

RECREATION RESOURCES

The WSA primarily provides a semi-primltive nonmotorlzed recreation cpportunity setting (93% of
the area), Roaded natural (3%) and seml~primltive motorlized (4%) settings exist primarily around
the roaded boundary on the southern portion of the wnit. Although most of the trall systems withln
the WSA are sultable for motorized uses, they are presently |ittle used for this activity.

A high diversity of landscape elements exist In the area. Speclal features that attract
recreatlon use include the extenslve trail system, Fish Lake, Lost Lake, and Crater lake,.

Recreation use of the arsa 1s estimated to be 2,500 visitor days annually, The recreatlon
opportunity setting avallable wlithin the unit can also be found in other areas. The lack of
recreatlon confllcts Tndicates that there Is no current need for recreatlon management.

GRAZING

There are no curent grazing leases within the wlit; mowever, a cooporative grazing management
plan for 3,250 acres in the southwest portion of the WSA 1s belng considered by tha BLM, Forest
Service, and private landowners,

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES

There are no known energy resources In the wmit, In addltion, no known mineral values for
leasable minerals ex!st in the area. Subeconamic resources of aluminum In anorthoslte have been
ident{fled, but the mlneral Is classified as a submarginal resource., The entire wmit has Identlfled
undiscovered resources for garnet, asbestos, and refractories. There are no mining clalms within
the wmit.

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

The approximate age of timber In the area is 120 years. The standing wvolume In the 12,244
acres of productive forest land |s approximately 157 mllllon board feet, For the timber production
capabllity of the area, refer to Table 4-2,

WILDERNESS VALLES

Durlng the wilderness Inventory, the WSA was found fo exhibit the wilderness characteristlics of
slze, naturalness, solltude, and primltive recreation. I+ also contalns speclal! values of
ecologlcal Interest., For an eval wtlon of these wll derness characteristlics, please refer to Chapter
SI

ECONOMICS
Shoshone County woulid be the county primarlily affected by actlons In this WSA. Total 1980
empioyment was 7,439 wlth lumber related employment accountling for 194, Total wages wers

$131,010,900 (ldaho Department of Employment 1981).

An annual timber harvest of 26,6 ml!llon board feet I|s necessary to maintaln current (1980)
levels of lumber related employment.



SNOWHOLE RAPIDS

{ NTRODUGT I ON

The Snowhole Raplds WSA (refer o Map 1-4) Is located 8 miles scuthwest of Cottonwood. The WSA
contains 5,068 acres.

Prlvate land forms the border around the majorlty of the wnit. Approximately 2.5 miles of
natural surface roads form small portions of the border at both ends of the WSA, The unlit Is
approximately 20 miles in length but averages only 0.5 mlle in wldth., Within this configuration,
the Salmon River and the steep canyon walls which surround [t are found. The majority of the unlt
Is confined to these walls, Only at Mahoney Creek, approximately mldway fthrough the area, does the
un it extend any appreciable dlstance fram the river, At this polnt the boundary extends cne mile
south of the rlver. In contrast, the wmit narrows to approximately 330 feet 1.5 mlles downstream,

The canyon walls within the unit are steep and highly broken due to eroslonal forces, Numercus
perenniai and Intermlttent dralnages further diversify the terraln. Elevation ranges froem 3,800
feet in the Mahoney Creek dralnage to 1,200 feet at the Salmon River.

The vegetatlon within the wit Is more wniform in nature than the topography. Grasses daminate
the landscape where adequate soil 1s present, However, scattered locatlons throughout the unlt do
support frees, shrubs, and herbacecus species, Mast of these locatlons are along the dralnages that
flow I[nte the 3almen River, The most extenslvely vegetated area Is found in the Mahoney Creek
dratnage.

S0ILS

There are two major soil assoclatlons wlthin the WSA. The Bluesprin-Rock Outcrop Associatlon
covers about 80 percent of the unlt. This [s a moderately deep and well drained soll that occurs on
40 to 90 percent slopes. The soll has moderately low permeabllity and low water capacity. Runoff
is very rapld. The hazard of erasion Is very high.

The Bluesprin-Kllckson~Rock Cutcrop Assoclation covers about 20 percent of the unit. This
assoclatlon 1s also moderately deep and well drained with 40 to 90 percent slopes, It has moderate
permeabllity and modorate water capacity. Runoff is very rapld and the ercsleon hazard Is very high.

WATER RESCURCES

Tha steep canyon walls In +the unit limlt watershed capability but watershed conditions are
generally good., The streams emptylng Into the Salmon River have a stabllity rating of falr to gocod.
The larger streams wlth a more moderate gradlent have the better stream stabillty ratings. The
water quallty in the streams sampled has been found 1o be relatlvely good. The water quality of the
Salmon River Is rated good and has not changed for several years.

The canyon area has a mean annual precipltation of 10 to 15 Inches. The average annual water
yleld is very low (5 Inches or less) although occaslonally heavy rains can raesult in a very hligh
yleld due to the stesep topography.

VEGETAT ION

The high variabllity In solls, slcope, aspect, and past use has resulted in a mosalc of plant
communitles within the study area. The vegetation Is caomposed almost entirely of grasslands,
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Timbered sltes occupy only 286 acres In the Snowhole Rapids unlt, The grasslands are comprlsed
of fthree habitat types: Idaho Fescue/Bluebunch Wheatgrass, Bluebunch Wheatgrass/Sandberg Bluegrass,
and Bluebunch Wheatgrass/Plains Prickiypear,

The timbered areas are classifled as a Douglas-flr/MNinebark hablitat type., This type is found
in pockets on north and east faclng slopes with moderate to well developed solils. Douglas=fir and
pondercsa plne form the upper canopy layer wlth ninebark domlnating the understory vegetatlon,
Grasses and forbs Increase where openings In the t+imber canopy occur,

There are no known state-ilsted rare, or federally-llsted threatened or endangered plant
spacies In the WSA.

WILDLIFE

Mule deer are the dominate big game species In the area, About 250 deer use the area as part
of thelr winter/spring range. About 100 deer use the area for part of thelr summer/fall range.
White-talled deer total Ing about 125 head winter near Wicklup Creek.

The chukar partridge Is the most abundant upland game specles and has a preferred habltat of
canyon grasslands; populatlons are high; habltat condltion Is good, Other upland species Inctude
Hungarlan partridge, grouse, mourning doves, mountain quall, and valley qualil,

A fow Bald Eagles (an endangered specles) may winter In the area, but the habltat 1s not good
due to a natural scarclty of food.

Six sensitlve species occur In the area -- Columbla tiger beetle, bobeat, osprey, mountaln
qualil, rlver otter, and whlte sturgeon. Tiger beetles were once thought to be extlinct due to dam
construct lon which flooded their known range downstream. Thelr preferred habitat is sand bars along
the river. Bobcats and otters are common In the area; osprey and mountain quall are not,

One river and two creeks in the unlt have flsheries vaiue ~- the Salmon River, Teicher Creek,
and Burnt Creek, The Salmon River 1s affected only In a very minor way by BLM management actlivities
In the Snowhole area and will not be dlscussed further,

CULTURAL RESOURCES

The lower Saimon River, Including the WSA, contains abundant evidence of prehistoric and
histor [c activity, The earllest evidence of occupatlon dates back to the Windust phase (9,000 B.C,
te 6,000 8.C.) for the general Salmon-Snake River area, Until approximately 2,500 B,C. there were
no permanent vlllages estabilshed along the river, so habltatlon Is characterized by evlidence of
small, temporary camps, Early Inhabitants were dependent upon salmen runs, a |ifestyle that
continued through 1800 A.D., The river was heavliy utllized by miners !n the 1880s to early 1900s,
Evidence of thelr activity Is still visible at many polnts along the rlver corridor.

There are many prehistoric and historlc sltes of Natlonal Register quallty aleng the river.
The rlver corridor ls belng considered for nomination as an Historlc District on the Natlonal
Reglster of Hlstorlc Places.
YISUAL RESOURCES

The visual resources Inventory for this WSA Indicates that [+ contalns scenlc values which are
rated high when compared 1o other areas In northern Idaho,



RECREAT ION RESOURCES

The unit provides a semi-primltive nommotorized recreatlon setting. Although powerboats do use
the river, their contact with other floathoaters Is Infrequent or for a short period of time, The
lower Salmon River provides natlonal ly recognlized whitewater rafting opportunities, Based upon a
percentage of the WSA area fo the total river corridor, recreatlon use for 19B0 within the WSA Is
ostimated at 1,732 user days. Commercial outfltters account for 56 percent of the user days,

GRAZ NG

All 5,068 acres of the WSA are leased for llvestock grazing., Refer fto Table 4~4 for a summary
of range condition., There are 11 allotments within the wit with a total of 356 AUMs authorized,
Livestock operators with publlc grazlng leases In the unlt recelve 1.5 percent of their annual
forage requirements fram these lands. For a complete descriptlon of aliotments, range frend, and
current productlon for the area, pleass refer to the MNorthern ldaho Grazing Management EIS (NIGMEIS)
(BLM 1981),

TABLE 4-4
SNOWHOLE RAPIDS WSA
RANGE CONDITION

Rangse Condition Acres
Excel lent 1,621
Good 1,667
Falr 1,182
Poor 51
TImber 286
Rock (waste) 261

Total 5,068

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESCURCES

There are no ldentifled energy resources within the WSA and no known mineral values for
iocatable or leasable minerals. Saleable minerals In the area such as sand and gravel are found In
terrace deposlts in a few locatlons along the river, Due to limited access, these deposits are not
cwrently economically slgnlflcant,

Gold-bearing gravels are reported to occur along the Salmon River; however, the most productive
deposits are many mlles fram the WSA.

There 1s no current producticn of locatable, leasable, or saleable minerals. There are no
mining clailms located within this unit,.

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

The standing volume of TImber in the 286 acres of forest land Is approximately 536,000 board
feet, For the timber production capablllty of the area, refer to Table 4-2,



WILDERNESS VALUES

During the inventory, the WSA was found to exhiblt the wilderness characteristics of size,
natw alness, solitude, and primitive recreatlon. |t also contains special values of ecologlcal and
historic Interest. For an evaluation of these wilderness charateristics, refer to Chapter 5.

ECONOMICS
Any Impacts which would result fram actlons iIn this WSA would affect Lewls and Idaho counties.

Total 1980 employment In these counties was 3,925, Commercial rlver gulding and outflitting
aperations camprise a small portion of this total.



MARSHALL MOUNTAIN

I NTRODUCT ICN

The Marshal| Mountain WSA (refer to Map 1-5) 15 located 22 miles sast of Rigglns., The WSA
original!ly contained 6,524 acres of public land, but approximately 720 acres of the WSA have been
designated as wllderness as part of the River of No Retfurn Witderness Area,

The Payette Natlonal Forest forms the boundary along the north and east side of the WSA.
Natural surface roads, an ldaho State sectlon, and other parcels of pubilc land form the remalning
borders. This intermingled pattern results In the WSA's narrow and [rregular conflguration,

The topography of the area Is mountalnous and frequently broken by perennlal and Intermittent
drainages. The land 1s heavlly covered by a mlxed-con!fer forest, This forest cover Is
occaslonal 1y broken by talus slopes and rock outcrops, Elevation ranges fram over 8,400 fest at the
summit of Marshall Mountain to 3,600 feet In Long Tam Creek,

SOILS

There are two major soll assoclatlons within the WSA. The Jughandle-Suttler Associatlon covers
about 70 percent of the unit, It Is a deep and excesslively dralned soll wlth moderately rapld
permeability, The available water capaclty I|s moderate. Ruwunoff is very rapld, and the eroslon
hazard 1s very high.

The Nazaton-Suttler Assoclation covers about 30 percent of the unit, The soil 1s very deep and
wel l-drained wlth a moderate water capaclty. Runoff Is very rapld and the eroslon hazard Is very
high.

WATER RESOQURCES

All streams In fhe unlt eventually flow through the River of No Return Wliderness and drain
Into the Salmon River, a deslignated WIld and Scenlc RlIver system component. The mean annual
precipltation Is about 27 inches per year with a water yleld averaglng about 10 inches. The
watershed condltion of the WSA Is rated as good to fair. Water quality In the unit 1s consldered to
be good.

YEGETATION

Table 4-5 summarizes the vegetation In the Marshall Mountaln WSA, No state-llsted rare, or
federally-listed threatened = or endangered plant specles have been identlfled In the wnit,

TABLE 4-5
MARSHALL MOUNTAIN WSA VEGETATION

Seral Pr imary Brush,
Habitat Type Serles Acres Tree Specles Grassos, Forbes
Doug las-fir 414 ponderosa plne, ninebark, oceanspray,
westeorn larch bluegrass, ceanothus
Grand fir 1,400 Doug las~fir, pon~ western moadowrue,
derosa plne, Columbla brome, sweet
western larch scented bedstraw
Subatpine fir 3,990 white pine, beargrass, menziesia,
Englemann spruce e{k sedge, shodendron
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WILDLIFE

Elk and muie deer use of the area Is |ight. An estimated fTotal of 100 animals occasional ly use
the area as summer and fall habltat. The wmit provides good black bear habitat, but numbers are not

known .
Both spruce and blue grousa are found In the conifer habltats.

No erndangered or threatened wlldlife speclies are known to occur in the area. Sensitive species
including wolverine, Canada !{ynx and bobcat may use the unit as part of their habitat,

The primary fish habitat values In the Marshali Mountain area are associated with the lakes,
Upper Twin Lake has no potentlal for natural spawning. It is in good condltion amd contains
sultable unoccupled frout habltat., Lower Twin Lake does not contalin spawnlng habltat but s stocked
wlth ralnbow trout. Debblie Lake also contalns ralnbow trout,

Because of the lack of natural spawning potentlal [n the lakes, fish populatlons would
experlence a downward frend without supplemental flsh planting. Because of high gradient and
mlgration barrliers, the streams in the area do not provide fish habltat,

CULTURAL RESOURCES

This unit has not been Included in a Class 11| cultural resource Inventory,. Some |Imlted
Inventorles have been conducted In the adJolning areas and cultural resources are known to be
present on the edges of the unit.

The known cultural resources In the Marshal| Mountaln area are related to historic prospecting
and mining operations. At the present tIme, very little Is known about the prehlstorlc utillizatlon
of the unit,.

YISUAL RESGURCES

According to the visual resources Inventory, this WSA contalins Class A scenic quallty,
RECREAT ION RESCURCES

The unit primari!y provides seml=primitive motorized recreation opportunity setftings.

Speclflc recreation atiractions in fthe area Include the varlous historlc mining structures and
mowmtaln lakes, There are no developed recreatlon facllltles to attract use, ExIstlng use Is

estimated at less than 30 user days per year. It Is assumed any recreation that does occur s In
conjunct lon with use of adjacent lands.

GRAZING
There Is one permit for grazing sheep in the wit. The lease covers 150 acres for 8 AlUMs,
ENERGY AND M| NERAL RESOURCES

A 1977 USGS map titled "Land Valuable for Geothermal Resources™ Indlcates thls area may be
valuable for geothermal resources, The Department of Energy's ™Energy-Resource Evaluatlon of
Wilderness Study Areas" (USDOE 1981) mentfons that numerous hot springs occur In the vicinity of the
WSA wlth temperatures rangling fram 30°C to 60°C. In order to use low-temperature thermal waters
(less than 90°C) they must be available from a spring or a shallow well, nelther of which exlst
within the WSA, There are no known mlneral values for alther leasable or saleable minerals.
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The area has been classifled as having Identified undiscovered resources for base metals, gold,
and sllver, There are over 1% mine sites within 10 miles of the WSA,

There are no leases or pending appllcations for leasable minerals, According to 8IM's minlng
claim records there are approximately 150 lode mining claims and 2 mill sltes within the unit, There
are no permits or pending appllcatlons for saleable minerals., There is a large inferred demand for
mineral production or exploration within the unit based upon the number of mining claims,

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

The average age of timber In the area Is 95 years. The standIing volume on *he 3,920 acres of
productive forest land 1s estimated at 57 mll!ion board feet, For the timber production capabllity
of the area, refer to Table 4-2.

WILDERNESS VALLES

Durlng the wilderness inventory, the unit was found to exhlblt the wllderness characteristics
of size, naturalness, solltude, and primitive recreation. For an evaluation of these wllderness
characteristics, refer to Chapter 5.
ECONOM ICS

The primary county of Impact related to thls WSA would be Idaho County. Total 1980 employment
was 3,086 with the lumber Industry accounting for 969. Wages in the county *otalled $38,155,400

wlth $17,635,400 related to the lumber industry (ldaho Department of Employment 1981).

A total annual tImber harvest of 130.9 milllon board feet would be necessary to malntaln
current (1980) levels of !umber industry related employment.
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CHAPTER 5
OTHER DATA OR ANALYSIS REQUIRED - WILDERNESS CRITERIA AND QUALITY STANDARDS

The Bureau of Land Management's (BLM) Wilderness Study Pelicy establishes two criteria Yo be
considered In determining whether a WSA 1s nore suitable for wilderness or more suitable for ofther
uses. They are 1) evaluatlon of wilderness values, and 2) manageabllify. In addition, six gquallty
standards are to be used for analysis.

CRITERION 1 - EVALUATION OF WILDERNESS VALUES

The amendment and EI5 must consider the extent to which each of the following components
contributes to the overall value of an area for wllderness purposes:

1. Mandatory Wilderness Characteristics: The quality of the area's slze, naturalness, and
outstanding opportunities for solitude or primitlve recreation.

2. Special Features: The presence or absence, and the quality of the following optlonal
wilderness characteristics == ecologlcal, geoiogical, or other features of scientiflec, educational,
scenic, or historical value.

3. Multipte Resource Beneflts: The beneflts to other multipie resource values and uses which
oniy wllderness designation of the area could ensure.

4, Dlversity In the National Wilderness Preservation System: Considers the extent to which
wilderness designation of the area under study would contribute fo expanding the diverslity of the

National Wliderness Preservation System fram the stamdpolnt of each of the factors listed below:

aa Expanding the diversity of natural systems and features, as represented by ecosystems
and tandforms.

b, Assessing the opportunities for solitude or primitive recreation within one day's
driving time (5 hours} of major populatlon centers.

Ce Balanclng the geographic dlstributlion of wilderness areas.

CRITERION 2 ~ MANAGEABILITY

The capablilty for an area to be effectively managed to preserve Its wilderness character must
be considered,

QUALITY STANDARDS

Tha Wilderness Study Pollcy atso dlrects that the followlng six quailty standards be used for
analysls and documentation.

1. Energy and Mineral Resource Values: Recommendatlons as to an area's sulfablilty or
nonsultabltity for wliderness designatlon wlll reflect a thorough consideration of any ldentifled or
potentlal energy and mineral resource values.

2. impacts on Other Resources: Conslder the extent to which other resource vaiues or uses of
the area wouid be foregone or adversely affected as a result of wilderness designatlon.



3 Impacts of Nondeslgnation on Wilderness Values: Consider the alternative use of [and
under study [f the area Is not designated as wilderness, and the extent to which the wilderness
values of the area would be foregone or adversely affoected as a result of this use,

4, Publlc Comment: In determing whether an area Is suitable or nonsultable for wllderness
designatlon, consideratlions wlll be given to comments recelved from Interested and affected publics
at all levels--local, state, reglional, and national. The BLM will develcp [ts recommendations by
considering publtc comment in conjunction with a full analysls of a wilderness study area's multiple
resource and social and econamic values and uses.

5. local Soclial and Econamic Effects: In defermining whether an area s sultable or
nonsultable for wllderness designation, the BLM will give special attention to any sligniflcant
soclal and econamic effects, as I[dentified through the wilderness study process, which deslignation
of the arez would have on local areas.

6. Conslstency With Other Plans: In determining whether an area Is suitable or nonsuitable
for wilderness deslgnation, the BIM will fully conslder and document the extent to which the
recommendat ion [s conslstent with ofticlially approved and adopted resource-related plans of other
federal agencles, state and local governments, and Indlan trlbes (and the policles and programs
contalned In such plans).

The remalnder of this chapter will discuss wilderness criteria and quality standards
speclfical ly applied to esach WSA,

CRYSTAL LAKE (61-10, 9,027 acres)

CRITERION 1 - EVALUATION OF WILCERNESS VALUES
Mandatory Wllderness Characteristics

Naturalness: While the unit Is In an essentlal ly natural state, there (s one human [mprint
whlch may reduce the subjectlive quallty of thls natural appearance. This Imprint Ts a "way" whlch
stretches for 1.5 mlles in the extreme eastern portion of the W5A, The way Is now overgrown and
Impassable., Natural revegetation has reduced the visual Impacts of the road cut, though 1t does not
signiflcantiy |Imit the way's visibllity.

The way Is vislble only fram certaln areas wlithln the southern portlon of the WSA, This area
encompasses approximately 2,000 acres and contalns Crystal Lake. Crystal Lake recelves most of the
use wlthin the WSA., Reeds Baldy, a praminent peak, [s also located here. These two features, along
with ease of access, serve to make thls area the focal point of use in the Crystal Lake WSA.

There Is one other way within the WSA, a 1/2-mlle route In the northeast corner of the unit,
This way would not signlflcantly affect the percelved quallty of naturalness since it Is difficult
to see as It is well screened by topography and foraest.

This WSA [s vulnerable to management practlces on adjacent non-BLM land, Thls Is particularly
signlficant outside of the northwest portlon of the area where an intermingled pattern of state and
private land exists. Timber harvest and other land-altering activities are viIsible from many
portions of the WSA. Depending upon the Intensity of future actions, the ef fect may be signiflcant
upon user perceptlons of naturalness. This same sltuatlon exIsts to the south and west of the WSA.
Actions withiln thls area are viIslble from fewer locations wlthin the WSA and wili therefore
constltute a less sligniflcant Impact.



Solitude: Under cond[tlons of moderate and dlispersed use, the heavily forested areas
{(approximately 3,700 acres) withln the WSA provide an outstanding opportunity for solitude due to
vegetative screening. The tremd of Increased visitor use would make 1t more difficult fo Isolate
oneseif from the sights and scunds of other users due fo the relatlve small size of the WSA and
|imlted vegetative and Yopographic screening.

Actlvitles on adjacent lands (see naturalness dlscussion) could diminish outstanding
opportunities for solltude available to users In the Crystal Lake WSA,

Primitive and Unconfined Recreation: The Crystal Lake WSA offers a dlversity of possibla
actlvitles, The more praminent among these are flshing, cross-country skiing, hiking, hunting, and
nature study.

The range of landform and vegetatlion, from bare peaks to heavlly forested creek bottoms,
provides a broad base whlich can meet fthe needs of these varied actlvitlies. Flshing opportunities
inglude both stream and lake. Cross—country skling withln the WSA accommodates a wlde range of
skill levels. The varlety of environments malntain visual Interest for both the hlker and those
ITnvolved Tn nature study.

Special Features

The Crystal Lake WSA contains features which have both cultural and educatlional values. These
features consist of the Skitswish Monuments |ocated along the ridges surrounding the majority of the
area, The Skitswish Monuments are assoclated with the religlous ceremonles of the Coeur d'Alene
Indlans,

Multiple Resource Beneflts (beneflts to other multliple resource values whlch only wllderness
deslgnatlon of the area would ensure)

After considering ail the management alfernatives for this WSA, no multiple resource beneflts
which depend soiely on wilderness designation have been identifled,

Diverslty In the Natlonal Wilderness Preservatlion System

Expanding the dlverslty of natural systems and features, as represented by ecosystems and
landforms: The Crystal Lake WSA Is located withIin the Columbla Forest Province; western spruce-fir
forest. The ecosystem Is currently representad In nine deslignated wllderness areas, twenty-three
areas whlch have been adminlsiratlvely endorsed as wllderness, and seven aresas which are under
study.

Expanding *the opportunltles for solltude or primltive recreation wlthlin one day's driving time
(flve hours) of major population centers: Conslderation must be glven to the opportunitles for
solltude or primitive recreation within one day's driving time (5 hours) of major population
centers, The populatlon centers used iIn thls analysls are Spokane, Bolse, Cosur d'Alene,
Moscow-Pul lman, and Lewiston-Clarkston, All of these cltlies are withln one day's drive of at least
one of the four WSAs. Spokane and Boise are Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs). An MSA Is
deflned as a population center of at least 50,000 inhabltants,

A flgure of 200 miles Is being used to represent a day's drive of 5 hours. Dlstances used are
alr mlles with the assumption that in most cases thils figure will equte to approximately 5 hours of
driving time.

Table 5=1 depicts the opportunities avallable wlthin 200 miles of weach population center.
Areas considered were those currently In the NWPS, those administratively endorsed as wilderness,
and those areas under study for Incluslon within the NWPS, The number of areas and an approximation
of the total acreage are shown for each category.
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TABLE 5-1

SOLITUDE OR PRIMITIVE RECREATION OFPORTUNITIES NEAR POPULATION CENTERS

NWPS Endorsed Study

areas/acres areas/acres areas/acres
Boise (MSA) 10/4.3 Million 26/1.5 mlllion 147/5.1 milllon
Spokane {MSA) 14/4.6 mll1ion 30/2.6 mii!lon 25/400,000
Cosur d'Alene 18/6,8 milllen 34/2 millon 36/800,000
Moscow=Pul Iman 16/5.9 million 37/2.3 miltion 39/t mllllon
Lewl stor=C larkston 12/4.3 mllllon 36/1.4 mlllion 48/1.4 mllllon

Opportunities for soiltude or primitive recreation are currently prevalent wlthin one day's
drive from all the major population centers conrslidered. The potentlal exists for more than a
+hreefold increase In these opportunities as a result of those areas already administratively
andorsed as wilderness, Consldering the exlsting and potential supply, there 1s no need to Increase
opportunities withln one day's drilve of these population centers,

Balancing the geographic distribution of wllderness areas: Inclusion of the Crystal Lake WSA
within the NWPS will| not serve fo further the objective of thls factor, The Northern Rocky Mountaln
reglon contalns one of the largest concentratlons of designated and propesed wllderness areas within
the country. The additlon of thls WS5A fo the NWPS wll] Increase this concentratlon Instead of
batancing the dlsfributlon of wilderness,

CRITERION 2 -~ MANAGEABILITY

If the current tevels of use within thls WSA were maintalned and 1f current levels of activity
on adjacent non-BLM lands were to continue, the Crystal Lake WSA could be ef fectlvely managed as a
wilderness area, However, two factors would adversely affect BLM's ability to effectlvely manage
this WSA as wliderness In the long-term. First, usage of this WSA Is Increasing each year. These
Increases will reduce user perceptlions of naturalness and affect outstanding opportunities for
solTtude slnce adequate topographlc and vegetative screening Is not avallable to [solate users from
the sights and sounds of other users, Secondly, actlvity on ad]acent non-BLM tands Is Increasing.
This Increase In activity Is most evident on those state and private lands northwest of the WSA
where tImber harvesting activities are occurring. Loeng range plans for these adjacent lands
Indlcate that non-camplimentary activities wlil increase In the future.

Management actlvitles could be designed to ameliorate the problems assoclated with Increased
usage, however, actlons on adJacent lamds are not under the control of BLM even tThough they
adversely affect the malntenance of wlilderness characterlstics In this W5A,

QUAL ITY STANDARDS
Energy and Mineral Resource Yalues

No known energy or mlneral resource values exlst In this WS5A. There are no mlnlng clalms,
leasas, or pending applicatlons for leasable mlnerals. Undiscovered resources of mineral-bearing
material (silver, lead, zlnc, copper, etc,) are surmised to exist in this WSA on the basis of broad
geologle knowledge and theory. The fault zones within the unlt and favorable host rocks of the
lower Belt Supergroup are simllar to those in the Coeur d'Alens Mining District. These condltlons



will probably lead to a greater demand by exploration companies as new techniques are developed.
Exploration and potentlal development opportunities would be foregone as of January 1, 1984, or the
date of designatlon {(whichever is later), should this WSA be designated a wllderness area, However,
development may continue on ex!sting valld claims.

impacts on Other Resources

Wilderness designatlon of thls WSA would cause no signlficant adverse impacts to alr gquatllty,
soll, water quallty, vegetation, wlldlife, cultural resources, scenic values, or recreation,

Livestock grazing: Wilderness deslignation of this WSA would cause no adverse Impacts on
Ilvestock grazinge.

Timber management: Wilderness designation of this WSA would eliminate all opportunities for
timber management. This WSA contalns 4,931 acres of productive forest land supporting a standing
volume of 45.8 mll!lon board feet.

Impacts of MNondes!gnation on Wllderness Values

The preferred alternative (No Wilderness - Cutstand!ng Natura! Area) would not adversely affect
witderness values. Under ONA management, the area would be managed szo that no actlons which would
detract from the quality of Its natural features would be permitted. The area wouid be closed to
motorized vehicles and timber management actlvIties would not be allowed,

Under the other No W!lderness alternatives considered for this WSA, all wllderness values would
be lost on those areas allocated for Intensive timber management,

Publlic Comment

Written comments ralative to this WSA were recelved In response to revlew of the Draft MFP
Amendment/E|S. Oral comments were recelved at the public meetings and formal publlic hearing. Of
the 66 respondents who speciflcally commented on thls WSA (efther In writing or orally), 33 favor
wllderness designation while 33 prefer no wilderness for thls area. Six other commenters oppose any
wilderness designatlons regardless of the area. Three people mentloned thls WSA In testimony at the
publlic hearing. All three favored no wilderness.

Three government agencles submitted wrltten canments concerning this WSA. The Bureau of Indian
Affairs urged continued coordination with local tndlan tribes and the State of ldaho Department of
tands expressed an opinlon concerning future land use allocations wlthin This WSA. The Idaho
Department of Flsh and Game supperts our preferred alternative for thls WSA,

Letters of comment and our responses to them are located In Chapter 8 of this document.
local Soclal and Economlc Ef fects

Deslgnatlon of this WSA as wilderness would not cause any slgnificant soclal and economle
affects on the local area. A potentlal annual harvest of 830 thousand board feet of tlmber from
4,951 acros of commerclal forest land would be foregone.

Cons|stancy With Other Plans

The preferred alternative Is consistent with other offlclally approved and adopted
resource-related plans.
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SUITABILITY/NONSUITABILITY SUMMARY

Our evaluation Indlcates that the Crystal Lake WSA Is nonsultable for wllderness designation
for three reasons:

1« Although thls area does contain wilderness characterlstics, its ecosystem Is currently
represented in nine designated areas In the NWPS and In fTwenty-three areas which have been
adminisiratively endorsed as wllderness,

2. The additlon of this WSA to the NWPS would Increase the concentration of wilderness In the
Rocky Mountaln region rather than balance the distributlon of wilderness on a natlonal or regional
basis.

3 Under current conditions, wllderness managemaent of thls WSA would be feaslible. However,
effectIve long-term management as wilderness would be Impractical, largely due to Increasing levals
of man's actlvities on adjacent non-BLM lands which adversely affect user perceptlions of naturalness
and solltude,

GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN (61-15, 17,129 acres)

CRITERION 1 - EVALUATION OF WILDERNESS VALUES
Mandatory Wllderness Characterlstics

Naturainess: Evlidence of human activity fram [Imited +tImber harvest is found In several
locations within the WSA, Stumps are scattered throughcut the area with no major concentratlons in
any one l|ocatlon, and harvest activity Is hardly notlceable due to avergrowth. Snow-covered skid
fralls are visible fram higher elevatlons due to the contfrast from the more heavlly forested areas.
Under any circumstances, these skid tralls have insignlificant impact upon the natural character of
the area,

Evidence of human activity outside of the WSA boundary is plentiful, The location of this
evidence ranges fram near the border fo several mlies away., These activitles conslist primarily of
past and on-golng timber sales. Clearcuts of fer the most signiflcant visual evidence., Numerous
roads are also visible.

Whether or not these Impacts are visible wll| depend upon the user's location wlithin the area
and the extent To which screenlng is present. AT least scme of these impacts will be vislble near
the HWSA boundaries and fram most peaks and rldges. VYiews of outslide Impacts are more widely
avallable In the westernmost portlon of the wnlt, This Is largely a resutt of this area's narrow
conf Iguratlon,

Estab|Ished trails withln the Grandmother Mountaln area are predeminately found along
ridgellnes. Use of these tralls will therefore axpose users to the presence of outslide Impacts,
Destinations within the WS5A are more Ilkely fo be lccated off the ridges where these Impacts are
l[argely unnotlceable,

¥isitors to thls WSA spend more time at destinations than on travel routes, This would
indlcate that outside [mpacts, though at times vislbte, may not play a slignificant role In shaplng
user perceptlons of naturalness In the majority of the WSA. Within the westernmost portlon of the
unit, these Impacts may be more significant, This is due to the widespread pressence of outslde
Impacts and few features which serve as destination polnts,
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Solitude: An outstanding opportunity for solltude exists In Unit 61-15a, The area Is heavlily
vagetated, and the terraln Is frequently broken by small drainages. The resultant screenling affords
an almost unlimlted opportunlity for users to Isoclate themselves from one ancther. Unllke 61-15b,
the opportunitlies within 61-15a are not dependent upon adjolning land 1o be considered
outstanding., The effect of outside Impacts upon tThe perceptlon of scllitude within 61-15a Is
minTmal,

Unit 61-15b (see Map 1-3) Is spilt by the rldgeline whlich rums northeast from Grandmother
Mountaln and passes through sections 22, 23, 14, and 11,

The configuration of Unit 61=15b, which contains 4,540 acres, is extremely Irregqular and narrow
as a result of an Intermingled land ownership pattern, This sitwtion conflnes users to a narrow
corrldeor, lIncreasing the chance of encountering other users. The screening avallable fran both
topography and vegetatlon cannot offset the Inherent !Imitatlon of this conflguatlion,

Evidence of human Imprints outslde of the WSA plays a signlficant recle In the perceptlion of
solltude In 61-15b., Thls evidence conslists primarlly of timber harvests, Clearcuts offer the most
visual evldsnce of man's occupation, though numerous roads are also vislble from this area, Much of
the land bordering the area has been used for fimber productlon. Thls pattern of devel opment Is
expected to contlnue and spread. The amount of existing visible evidence is sufficlent to preclude
the perceptlon of this area as a lonely or secluded place., Additional Impacts can only Intensify
thls feellng,

Continued outstanding opportunitles for solltude on those portlons of thls WSA which border
National Forest lands are dependent upon the management of those tands. Thls Is especlally ftrue for
+the 2,250 acres of 61-15b east of the primary ridgeline. A final management plan has not been
canpleted for the National Forest lands In this area which essentlally separats units &1-15a and
61-15b. The draft plan contalns an alternative which would protect the naturalness and
opportunities for solltude In this area.

Primitive and Unconflned Recreatlon: Unlit 61-15a offers a dlversity of possible activities.
The more praminent among these are hlking, hunting, flshing, cross-country sklling, primi+ive
camping, and nature and witdllfe observation. The range of landform and vegetation, fram bare peaks
to dense forest, provides a broad base which can meet the needs of these varled activitles,

The varlety of environments malntaln visual Iinterest for both the hlker and those Involved in
nature study, Hunting opportunities exist for elk, deer, moose, bear, and uptand game. FIshing Is
avallable In the area's elght lakes and numerous small sireams. The large amount of snow and the
relatively lnaccesslible nature of the area durling the winter provide a challenging setting for the
crass-country skler,

The opportunitles avallable In 61-15b are comparatively less than those In 61-15a, While the
same activitles may be purswd In each area, the quallty of the experlience Is less than that In
61-15a, Those factors which lImit the quality of experlence are a lack of features whlich would
enhance primltive recreation activities, the confining confliguration of the area, and the exposure
of outslde impacts.

Opportunities within the 2,250 acres east of the ridge and +rall running northeast from
Gramdmother Mountaln are dependent upon the adjacent MNational forest,
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Speclal Features

The Lund Creek drainage, 2,905 acres In the southeastern portion of the WSA, s Important
because of [ts vegetatlive diversity., 0Old growth hemlock and subalplne fir forests constitute the
major interest, but equa!ly important are the aquatic enviromments of wet meadows, marshes, sphagnum
bogs, and streams. In recognitlon of this diversity of vegetative canmunitfes, this area has been
proposed for Research Natural Area designation for over ten years by BLM, the University of Idaho,
and the |daho Natural Areas Coordinating Committee.

Another special feature of this WSA Is the Little North Fork of the Clearwater Rlver, one and
one~half mlles of which, including its headwaters at Flsh Lake, are wlthin the Grandmother Mountain
WSA. This rlver 1s currently under study for Incluslon In the Natlonal River System, These speclal
features would be protected under the preferred alternative.

Multiple Resource Beneflts (benefits to ofther multiple resource values which only wllderness
designation of the area wouid ensure)

Aftar considering all the management alternatives for this WSA, no multiple resource benefits
whlch depend solely on wilderness designatlon have been ldentifled,

Llversity In the Natlonal Wllderness Preservation System

Expanding the dlvers{ty of natural systems and features, as represented by ecosystems and
{andforms: The Grandmother Mountaln WSA [s located within the Columbla Forest Province,
cedar~heml ock-pine forest, This ecosystem Is currently represented in one designated wllderness
area and seven areas whlch have been administratively andorsed as wllderness. This ecosystem Is not
In need of addltional representation within the NWPS.

Expanding the opporfunlties for solltude or primitive recreation within one day's driving time
(five hours) of major populatlon centers: WIthin a flve hour drive (200 alr mites) of the closest
major population center, the Spokane area, opportunitles for sclitude and primltlve recreaticn
cuarently exist In 14 designated wilderness areas encompassing 4.6 milllon acres of land.
Consldering the existing supply, there [s no need to Increase opportunlities for solitude or
primitive recreatlon, Refer to Table 5-1, page 5-4, and the accompanylng narrative,

Balancing the geographlc distribution of wilderness areas: Inclusion of thls WSA In the NWPS
would tend to add to the geographic imbalance of wllderness areas In the United States,

CRITERION 2 - MANAGEABILITY

Most of the Grandmother Mountaln WSA could be managed as wllderness. The primary exceptlon
would be the western portlon of wnit 61-15b (4,540 acres) which is very vulnerable fo The adverse
Influences of land-altering activities on adjacent nomBWM lands, The Irregular, narrow
configuration of thls wmit forces visitors To use areas from which actlvities outslde the WSA are
visible, The pattern of develcpment on the adjacent non-BLM lands Is expected to continue and
spread. This trend, when combined with the configuation of the western portion of the WSA, would
make long-term preservation of opportunities for solltude and primltive recreatlon impractical.
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A small portlon of 61-15b (2,250 acres east of the Grandmother Mountain trail) would be
dependent upon wllderness—compatible managsment of the adjacent Natlonal Forest lands In the Marble
Creek drainage fo ensure effective long-term management as wilderness.

The remainder of the WSA {10,339 acres) could be managed as wilderness wlthout conslderation of
actlons on adjacent lands, Compatible management of these adjacent lands would, however, enhance
long=term wilderness management, Although the National Forest lands In the Marble Creek dralnage
have been designated non-wilderness through the RARE || process, the draft plan for *the area
contalns at teast one alternative which proposes wllderness-canpatlible management.

QUALITY STANDARDS
Energy and MIneral Resource Values

No known energy or mineral resource values ex[st In this WSA. There are no mining clalms,
leases, or pending appllcatlons for leasable mlnerals. The entire WSA has Iidentifled undlscovered
resources for garnet, asbestos, refractories, and arorthosite.

At the present time there Is an Increased emphasls toward U.S5. productlon of strategic and
critlical minerals, Some of these minerals have been Identified within the wmlt, and as new
exploration technlques are developed and other deposits are depleted or became uneconamlc, there
will be a greater demand for exploration.

Exploratlon and potentlal development opportunities would be foregone as of January 1, 1984, or
the date of designation (whlchever 1s later), should this WSA be deslignated a wilderness area.
However, development may contlnuse on exlsting valid claims.

Impacts on Other Resources

Wllderness designation of the Grandmother Mountaln WSA would cause no signiflcant adverse
Impacts to alr quallty, soll, water quallty, vegetation, wlldlife, cultural resources, scenic
values, recreation, or livestock grazlng,

TImber management: Wllderness designation of this WSA would ellmlnate all opportunities for
+Imber management, Thls WSA contalns 12,244 acres of productive forest land supporting a stand Ing
volume of 157 mlllion board feet.

Impacts of Nondesignatlon on Wllderness Valuwss

The preferred alternative (No Wilderness - Timber, ONA, and RNA) would adversely affect
wilderness values on the 4,540 acres al located for Intenslve timber management. Timber management
would Impalr the naturainess of the area and the opportunities for solltude and primitive
recreation, These Impacts would be campounded by the timber management related impacts on the
adjacent non-BLM lands. Meost wllderness values would be malntained on the remalning 12,589 acres,
however, naturalness and oppertunitles for solitude could be slightly affected by mineral
exploration activitles, In addition, opportunities for solltude could be adversely affected on the
9,684 acres designated as an OMA since motorlized vehicles would be permitted In most areas. Current
mineral exploratlon and motorlzed vehicie usage of this WSA 1s very |Imlted.

All wilderness values would be |ost under the other No Wllderness alternatives considered for
this WSA on those lands al located for Intenslive timber management.
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Public Comment

Written comments refative to this WSA were recelved In response to review of the Draft MFP
Amendment/EIS. Oral comments were received at the public meetings and formal public hearing. From
the canments recelived, th!is WSA appears fo be the most controversial of the four studled.

Timber campanles and relatad interest groups are total ly opposed to any further wilderness
deslgnations or any other forms of restrictive designations for this WSA. Environmental groups fes|
the Grandmother Mountaln WSA is the [ast vestige of wilderness In a sea of clearcuts and
destruction. They fes! the only real protection for this area [s through wilderness designation,
These two factlions are very determined and vocal.

0t the 89 respondents who specifically commented on thls WSA (elther In writing or oral ly), 47
favor wllderness designatlon, 38 prefer no wilderness for tThis arsa, and 4 prefer partlal wllderness
for this WSA, SIx other ccmmenters oppose any further wilderness designations regardless of the
area, Al! six of the speakers at the publlc hearlng fawored wllderness deslignation. The Idaheo
Department of Flish and Game supports our preferred alternative for this WSA.

Publlc Input recelved throughout the study process was consldered durlng the development of the
preferred alternative,

letters of comment on the Draft E!S and our responses to them are focated In Chapter 8 of this
document.

Local Soclal and Econamlc Effects

Designation of thls WSA as wllderness would eliminate the potentlal for econamic gains whlich
would occur If the entire area was managed for tImber productlon. A potentlial annual harvest of 2,1
mlllion board feet would be foregone., Designation would not cause any signlficant social effects on
the local area.

Conslistency With Other Plans

The preferred alternative Is consistent wlth proposed plans on non-BiM lands. There are no
offlcial ly approved and adopted resource-related plans In place.

SUITABILITY/NONSUITABILITY SUMMARY

Qur evaluation Indlcates that +the Grandmother Mountaln WSA Is nonsultable for wilderness
deslignation for the following reasons:

1« The ecosystem present In the Grandmother Mountaln WSA 1s not In need of additlonal
representation within the NWPS, It Is currently represented In one designated wilderness area and
seven administratively endorsed arseas. Inclusion of this WSA In the NWPS would not expand the
diversity of natural systems and features,

2. The addlitlon of this WSA to the NWPS would Increase the concentration of wilderness In the
Northern Rocky Mountain reglon rather than balance the distributlon of wllderness throughout the
Unlted States. Opportunitles for solltude and primitive recreation are currently prevalent within a
one day's drive from all major populatlion centers In the area. Additlonal wllderness deslgnations
are not necessary to ensure continued opportunities for solltude and primitive recreation within a
reasonable distance from major population centers.
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3. While the above listed reasons are the primary reasons for a nonsultable determination for
this WSA, long-term manageabl|ity of wilderness values would be Impractlcal on the western 4,540
acres of this WSA, Refer to the Manageabllity dlscussion for further details.

SNOWHOLE RAPIDS (62-1, 5,068 acres)

CRITERION ! = EYALUATION OF W|LDERNESS YALLES
Mandatory Wilderness Characteristics

Naturalness: Evidence of human actlvity Is present throughout the WSA, This evlidence Iis
largsly the result of minlng and domestic livestock grazing activities.

Within the WSA, there are no heavy concentrations of Impacts which might Impalr the feellng of
belng In a natural enviromment. Whitehouse Bar contalns most of the Impacts within the WSA.
Several old cabins are found along elther side of the rlver, An old road, suitable only as a pack
trail, extends down to the rlver on the scuth bank. None of these features constitutes a
slgniflcant Impact upon naturalness,

Cther Intruslons withln the WSA conslst of widely scattered, small talllngs plles and small
rock siructures. These Impacts are the result of Chlnese mining activity whilch cccurred between
1860 and 1880.

¥isitor use is centered around the river and Its immedlate banks. Infrequent use occurs beyond
this narrow corridor, Froamn certaln locatlons aleng the river, outslde Impacts along the rim of the
canyon can be sesn, Activitlies which occur on land adjacent tc the WSA have had Ilttle effect on
users within the area, However, anticlipated Increases In activity on ad]acent lands could adversely
Impact user perceptlons of naturalness within the WSA,

Solitude: At current use levels, an outstanding opportunity for solitude exlsts within the
Snowho le Raplds WSA. Primary use of the WSA is recreational actlvity centered around boating on the
Salmon Rlver, Tha river banks, where suitable, are only used for campsites or for short stops,
Since visltor use Ts generally !Imited to a narrow corridor, opportunities for encountering other
users Increase,

The cutstanding opportunity for solitude can be maintained under conditions of low and evenly
distributed use. However, use on the lower Salmon River has more than tripled within the past five
years., A continuetlon of this trend would result in diminished opportunities for solitude,

Power boat use of the rlver withIn the WSA detracts from user perceptions of solltude. To date
thls use has not played a signiflcant role In reducing the overal | opportunities for solltude In
this WSA; however, frends of increased use Iindicate that signlflcant reductlons In opportunitlies for
solitude could result,

Primitive and Unconflned Recreation: The Salmon River [s widely recognlzed as an outstandIng
whitewater rafting river. Activitles assoclated wlth rliver rafting may Include fishing,
slghtseelng, and hiklng.
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Special Features
Hlstoric evidence of man's perlodic occupation of the area Is prevelant,
The Salmon River Is also an Iimportant passage route for anadramous fish,

Multiple Resource Benefits (beneflts to other multiple rescurce values which only wllderness
deslgnat ion of the area would ensure)

After considering all the management alternatives for thls WSA, no multiple resource benefits
which depend solely on wlldarness deslignation have besn ldentifled.

Diversity In the Natlonal Wilderness Preservatlon System

Expanding the diverslty of natural systems and features, as represented by ecosystems and
landforms: The Snowhola Raplds WSA is located wlithin the Palouse Grassland Provincs;
wheatgrass-bluegrass, Thls ecosystem Is not represented by a designated or administratively
ondorsed wllderness. There are flve other areas under study for wllderness which contain this
ecosystem, The WSA can meet the objectIve of this criteria by representing thls ecosystem In NWPS.

Expanding the opportunities for solltude or primitive recreation within one day's driving *ime
(flve hours) of major population centers: Tabfle 5=-1, page 5-4, deplicts the availlabllity of
opportun Ities for solltude or primitive recreation near population centers. Consldering the
exlsting supply, there Is ne nead to Increase such opportunities.

Balancing the geographlc distributlon of wllderness areas: Inclusion of the Snowhole Raplds
WSA within the NWPS will not serve to further the objective of thls factor, The Northern Rocky
Mountain region contalns one of the largest concentrations of deslgnated and proposed wilderness
areas within the country, The addition of this WSA to the NWPS wil!l increase thls conceniratlon
Instead of balancing the distributlon of wilderness,

CRITERION 2 - MANAGEABILITY

long-term management of this WSA as wilderness would not be feasible. Increased actlivity on
ad jacent non-BLM lands would reduce the naturalness quality of thls area. The opporfunities for
solitude would be reduced signlflcantly If the trend of Increased use of the Salmon River continues
as It has since 1975,

While effectlive means 1o control wilderness value degradation through visitor use management
aro available for most upland wllderness areas, technlques (both Indlrect and direct) to minimlze
visitor encounters and Interactlon would not be practical for this WSA. Thls is due to a number of
factors: 1) the river canyon configuration of this WSA concentrates users In a narrow corrlidor; 2)
use of this WSA 1s centered around one major activity {(boating and rafting); 3) tfopographic and
vegetative screening is Insufficlent In the corrldor of high use; 4) use of thls navigable river Is
basical ly unmanaged both upsiream and downstream of the WSA; and 5) power boat use of the river Is
an established nonconforming use that, by its very natura, Intrudes upon opportunitlies for solltude,
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QUALITY STANDARDS
Energy and Mineral Resource vValues

No significant energy or mineral values exist In this WSA. There are no mining claims, leases,
or panding appllcations for leasable mlnerals.

At the present t!me there [s an increased emphas!s foward U.S. production of strateglc and
critical minerals. The area is Identified as an undlscovered resource for base metals, namely gold
and sllver, With these conditlons there wll! be a greater demand for exploration as new
technologles are developed and when other deposits are depleted or became uneconanic,

Exploration and potential development opportunities would be foregone as of lJanuary 1, 1984, or
the date of designation (whichever Is later), should thls WSA be deslignated a wllderness area,

Impacts on Other Resources

Wil derness deslgnation of the Snowhole Raplds WSA would cause no signlficant adverse impacts on
other resource values.

Impacts of Nondeslgnatlon on Wllderness Val ues

Under the preferred alternative (No Wllderness - Recresation Emphasis), and the other No
Wilderness altarnatives consldered for this WSA, wllderness values would be susceptible to the same
degradatlon potential as would likely occur under the All Wllderness alternative. Opportunities for
solitude wouid be diminlshed to a slightly greater extent through Implementation of either the
Preferred Alternative or the No Action Alternative since motorized vehlcle use would be permitted.

Public Comment

Wr[tten comments relative to thls WSA were received In response to the Draft MFP Amendment/ElS.
Oral comments were recelved at the public meetings. No camments speclfically dlrected to this WSA
were made at the public hearing.

Of the 31 respondents who speclfically commented on this WSA (either In writing or orally), 19
favor wilderness designation whlle 12 prefer no wilderness for this area. Six commenters oppose any
further wllderness deslignations regardless of the area. The |daho Department of Flsh and Game
submitted a letter supporting our recammendatlon for this WSA. No other government agencles
commented speclflcal ly about this WSA., The Nez Perce Indlan Trlbe cammented that they had all
rights fo the waters of the Salmon River and that this WSA should be returned to thelr control,

Public Input received throughout the study process was consldered during the development of the
preferred alternative.

Letters of comment on the Draft EIS and our responses to them are located In Chapter 8 of this
document, ‘

local Soclal and Econamle Ef fect

Designation of thls WSA as wllderness would not cause any signiflcant soclal and econamlc
effacts on the local area.
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Cons istency With Other Plans

The preferred alternative 1s consistent with other offlclally approved amd adopted
resource—realated plans.

SUITABILITY/NONSUITABILITY SUMMARY

Our evaluwation Indicates that the Snowhole Rapids WSA Is nonsuitable for wilderness designatlon
for the following reascns:

1. The addltlon of this WSA to the NWP5 would Increase the concentration of wilderness in The
Rocky Mountaln reglon rather than balance the distributlon of wilderness on a natlonal or regional
basls.

2, Long-term management of this WSA as wilderness would not be feaslible, This concluslon Is
based on three major factors:

Ae Increasing activity on adjacent non-8LM lands (s visible fram the river and many
other points in the WSA and tends to reduce user perceptlons of naturalness and solitude. The
Incldence of these visual Intruslons wlll Increase over the long-term,

B. Since 1975, use of the Salmon Rlver by recreatlonlsts has tripleds Thls ifrend is
continuing and results In reduced opportunitles for solltude since almost all the use of this WSA lIs
concentrated In the narrow rlver corridor where topegraphlc and vegetative screenlng Is Insufflclent
to [solate users fram one another.

C. Indlrect or dlirect management technlques deslgned tfo dlsperse visitor use and
minimize user encounters wlth each other would not be practical since use of the navigable river
which flows through the WSA could not be controlled to a polnt where wilderness values would not be
adversely Impacted by [ncreased use, Thls Is compounded by +he concentration of visitor use along
the rlver, unmanaged segments of the river both upstream and downsfream of the WSA, and the
nonconforming al lowable use of powsr boats, [T would be Impractlical to stop river users at the
boundary of the WSA simply because the carrylng capaclty necessary to ensure the preservation of
wllderness values has been exceeded.

MARSHALL MOUNTAIN (62-10, 5,804 acres)

CRITERION 1 - EVALUATION OF WILDERNESS VALLES
Mandatory WIllderness Characteristlics

Naturalness: The Marshall Mountaln area appears to be In an essentlally natural conditlon,
There has been extenslve prospecting In the area, much of 1t occurring 30 to 50 years ago. However,
most prospecting Involved small test holes or other activitles that teft very Ilittle Impact on
naturalness.

There are a few abandoned mines and prospects scattered throughout the area, most of which have
a taillings plle In the vicinity of the entrance., These have been found In sectlons 18 and 22. The
Impact on naturalness from these mines and prospects Is very local ized due to the heavy forest cover
that screen them., They are definltely safety hazards.
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Solltude: There is a cherrystemmed area (see Glossary) In the Bear Creek drainage contalning
several active minlng operatlons. Frequent fruck tfravel occurs along the Bear Creek road. Heavy
equi pment and alr compressors offen accompany these mining operations, The nolsa of thls equipment
Is toud and [nescapable In much of the Bear Creek dralnage., When In range of these nolses, it Is
impossible for a visitor to feel alone or removed fram habltations. The loss of opportunlties for
solftude In Bear Creek occurs In portlons of sectlons 8, 9, and 10 and encampasses about 450 2cres,

There 1is ancther actlve mining operation in the Southwest Quarter of sectlon 23, This
operation Is just outslde the WSA boundary on National Forest land. The loss of opportunities for
solltude as a result of this mine occurs In sectlon 22 and encanpasses about 50 acres.

The remaining 5,304 acres of the WSA currently contaln outstanding opportunities for solitude.
The broken, mountalnous landscape offers many opporfunitles for visltors to isolate themselves fram
others, Dense forests that cover much of the area ef fectlvely screen visitors from each other,

Increased mining activity, both withln and outside the WSA, would adversely affect naturalness
and solltude values.

Primitive and Unconfined Recreation: The outstanding opportunity for primitive and unconflined
types of recreation [s centered arocund the unit's sultablility for backcountry camping activities,
Recreatlon opportunitles Include hlking, backpacking, hunting, wildlife observation, photography,
and slghtseeing. The diversity of these activitles is considered outstanding.

Speclal Features

Thls WSA s part of the historic Marshall Mowntaln Mining Dlstrlct, According 1o BLM records,
there are two mlll sites and over 150 lode mining claims wlthin the WSA, Thls area also contalns
valuable anadromous flsh habltat.

Multlple Resource Beneflts (beneflts fo ofther multlple resouwce values whlich only wllderness
designatlion of the area would ensure)

Wilderness designation of +hls WSA would benefit soil, water quality, wildliife, and visual
quality by preventing potential adverse Impacts resulting from possible Increased mining activity,

Diversity In the Matlonal Wilderness Preservation System

Expanding the dlversity of natural systems and features, as represented by ecosystems and
landforms: The Marshall Mountaln WSA s located within the Columbla Forest Province; grand
fir-Douglas fir forest. Thls ecosystem Is currently represented in four deslignated wilderness areas
and two areas whlich have been administratively endorsed as wllderness. Thls ecosystem Is not In
need of additional representation within the NWPS.

Expanding the opportunities for solltude or primitive recreation within one day's driving time
(five hours) of major population centers: Table 5-1, on page 5-4, deplcts the availablllty of
opportwmities for solitude or primltive recreation near population centers. Consldering the
exlsting supply, there [s no need to increase such cpportunlities.
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Balancing the geographic dlstribution of wllderness areas: Inclusion of the Marshall Mountaln
WSA withIn the NWPS will not serve to further the objective of thls factor, The MNorthern Rocky
Mountaln reglon contains one of the largest concentrations of deslgnated and proposed wilderness
areas withln tThe country, The addltlon of this WSA to the NWPS wil! Increase thlis concentration
instead of balanclng the distributlon of wilderness,

CRITERION 2 - MANAGEABILITY

With the exception of those areas discussed In the Solifude section, this WSA could currently
be managed as a wilderness area. The abllity to manage this area for wllderness In the long-term [s
questionable, In the Marshal | Mountain area, gold and other mlnerals have been econcuically mined
in the past. For this reason, the WS5A Is saturated with minlng clalms (over 150). Should the price
of these mlnerals escalate and/or new cost-effective technolagjles beceame avallable, i+ wil! bacome
eccnomical ly feaslble for many clalmants to actlively pursue or resume minlng operations In this WSA.
The Impacts associated with numercus active mining operatlons would degrade wi!deness values, The
severTty of this degradatlon would be dependent upon the magnltude, Intensity, and Incidence of new
or resumed mining operations.

Mining actlvity In the vicinlty of the WSA Is currently depressad due to the high costs of
productlon relative to the market value of the minerals, Should this WSA be designated a wilderness
area during thls time of depressed mineral development, the potentlal for further degradation of
wllderness values would be ellminated and the area would be manageable In the long-term as
wllderness,

QUALITY STANDARDS
Energy and Mineral Resource Yalues

According to the USGS map, "lLand Valuable for Geothermal Resources", this area may be valuable
for geothermal resources, There are no known mlneral values for leasable or saleable minerals;
however, this area has been classlfled as having [dent[fled undiscovered resources for base metals,
gold, and sliver, There are numerous active mines near or adjacent ‘o the WSA. There Is a large
Inferred demand for mlneral production or exploration within the WSA based upon the number of minling
clalms,

Exploratlon and new development resulting from that exploration would be foregons as of January
1, 1984, or the date of designatlon (whichever is later), should this WSA be designated » wilderness
area, However, development work, extractlon, and clalm patenting wll! be allowed to continue on
valid clalims,

Impacts on Cther Resources

Wilderness designation of the Marshal! Mountain WSA would cause no signlficant adverse impacts
to air quality, soll, water quality, vegetation, wlldlife, cuitural resources, scenlc val ues,
recreation, or llvestock grazing.

TImber management: Wllderness designation of this WSA would ellminate all opportunitles for
timber management. This WSA contalns 3,920 acres of productive forest land suppoorting a standing
volume of 44 milllon board feet.
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Impacts of Nondeslgnation on Wilderness Values

The preferred alternative (No MWilderness - Mlneral Potential), as well as the other No
Wilderness alternatives, would allow mineral development throughout the WSA. The potentlal exists
for significant adverse Impacts to wllderness values ({(naturalness and solitude} resulting from
mining and assoclated actlvities. In additlon, opportunitles for solltude could be adversely
aftected on 3,014 acres where motorized vehicles would be permitted undar the preferred alternative.

Wllderness values would be lost on those lands allocated for Intensive timber management under
Alternative 3A, No Wilderness (Timber).

Publ ¢ Comment

Written comments relatlve to this WSA were received In response to the Draft MFP Amendment/E{S.
Oral canments were recelved at the publilc meetings. No ccamments speciflcal ly directed to this WSA
were made at the public hearing.

Of the 31 respondents who specifically commented on thls WSA (either In writing or orally), the
majorlty, 27, favored no wilderness for thls WSA while 4 iIndlcated a preference for wllderness
deslgnation. Six commenters oppose any further wllderness designatlons regardless of the area. The
ldaho Department of Flsh and Game submitted a letter supporting our preferrad alternative for this
WSA. No other government agencles commented speclflcally about this WSA, The Nez Perce Indian
Tribe commented that they had all rlghts to the waters of the Salmon Rlver and that thls WSA should
be returned to thelr contro!l.

Publlc Input received throughout the study process was consldered during the development of the
preferred alternative,

tetters of comment on the Draft Ei{S and our responses to them are located In Chapter 8 of thls
document,

local Social and Economlc Effects

Designation of this WSA as wilderness would eliminate the potential for economic galns whlich
would occur [f the 3,920 acres of productive forest lands were managed for timber productlon., A
potential annual harvest of 724 thousand board feet would be foregone, In additlon, potentlat
revenues from mineral production would alse be foregone.

Deslgnation would not cause any signiflcant soclal effects on the local area.
Cons Istency With Other Plans

The preferred alternative 1s conslstent with local, state, and federal plans.

SUITABILITY/NONSUITABILITY SUMMARY

Our evaluatlon Indicates that the Marshall Mountaln WSA 1ls nonsultable for wllderness
designatlon for the following reasons:

1. Although +this WSA does contaln wllderness characteristlics, its ecosystem cwrently is
represented In four deslgnated wlilderness areas and two administratively endorsed areas. Inclusion
of this WSA In the NWPS would not expand the diverslty of natural systems and features,



2, The additlon of thls WSA to the NWPS would increase the concentration of wliderness In the
Northern Rocky Mountain reglon rather than balance the distributlon of wilderness throughout the
United States, Opportunities for solitude and primitive recreation are currently prevalent within a
ona day's drive from all the major population centers In the area. Addltional wilderness designa-
tions are not necessary to ensure conTlnued opportunities for solltude and primltive recreation
within a reasonable distance from major population centers. Exceptional opportunitles to enjoy
wilderness experlences are currently avallable in close proximity fo Thls WSA as It adjoins the
Rlver of No Return Wllderness Area.

The questlon of manageability was not considerad as a ratlionale for the nonsuitable
recanmendation for this WSA since any loss of wilderness management capabilltles would result only
¥ certain uncontrollable variasbles Interacted at the proper tlme 1o renew Interest In mlneral
production activitles, There Is no way to assess the probabllity of thls occurring.



CHAPTER 6
ENYIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

INTRODUCTION

Thils chapter describes and anal yzes the probable envirommental impacts of the alternatives
Including the proposed actlicn. The analysls is deslgned to be commenswate with the expected
magnitude, intensity, duratlon, and Incldence of Impacts. The quantiflcation of Impacts resulting
fran tImber management activitles Is based on historlc averages and accepted methodologles,
Supplemental informatlon regarding the Impacts resulting fram tImber management practices, Including
associated road constructlon, Is avallable In the North |daho Timber Management EiS (BLM 1981),

This chapter also portrays the relatlonship between the short-term use of man's environment and
long=term productivity and identifles any Iirreversible or Irretfrievable cammltments of resources
Involved Tn implementing the alternatives. A camparative summary of Impacts is presented in Table
3-6 1n Chapter 3,

AIR_QUALITY

The Silver Yalley and Lewlston areas, the only two non~attalmment areas within the EIS area,
would not be affected under any alternative. The BLM WIllderness Management Policy specifies a Class
11 Air Quallty Standard for wliderness areas. MNone of the actions proposed under any alternative
would exceed this threshold.

Alternatlves which prescribe intensive tImber management practices and/or wildlife hablitat
Improvements would result in short-temm lincreases In partliculate levels due to road constructlion,
vehIcle exhaust emlsslons, and burning. These particulate levels would be Insigniflcant when
canpared to the totals developed in the |daho Health and Welfare State Implementation Plan (|DHW
1980).

MINERAL RESOURCES

There Is a possibllity of mineral entry and mineral leasing activitles occurring In any of the
un [ts except Snowhole Rapids, which Is currently withdrawn fram mineral entry. Such activitles are
usually Initlated by publlc demand, which 1s ftotaliy beyond Bureau control, A discusslon or
predlctlon of Impacts resulting fram mining or mineral l[easing would be purely speculative slnce
there Is no way to predict the number and natwe of future clalmants or lease applicatlons,

locatable mineral mining actlivities on public lands are authorized by the United States mining
laws., Surface management [s adminfstered under regulations contalned In 43 CFR 3802 and 3809.
These regulations provide for mineral entry In a manner so as to prevent unnecessary degradation of
other resource values which may result from operatlons authorized by the mining laws and also
provide for reclamation of disturbed lands. Mineral leasing proposals would be analyzed 'n reglonal
and/or slite-specific emvirommental assessments,

For any alternative not Tnvolving a wllderness recammendatlon, there would be no Impact to
mineral resources except when an area [s withdrawn from mineral entry. For those alternatives that
contaln a suitable wllderness recammendation, mlineral resources would be impacted since new



axploration tor locatable minerals would be foregone after 1983 and no mineral leases would be
issued after that date, However, development may contlnue on exlsting valld ¢claims.

ENERGY CONSUMPTION

Implementatlon of any alternatlve which proposes Intensive +tImber management would be
considered an intenslve energy investment because of the types and amounts of equlpment Involved,
The actual senergy Investments required wunder any alternative cannot be determined until
site-speclfic activity plans are developed, It |s assumed that all energy consumed would be In the
form of fassil fuels,

An energy conservation credit for residual fuel (bark and sawdust) resulting from the
conversfon of sawtimber to wood products would be ylalded, The amount of this conservation credit
is unknown slnce BLM has no coatfrol over private mill practices and because practices wlith respect
to the disposition of residuals are varisd., Some credlt would also result fram use of slash for
fuel wood.

NATURAL/DEPLETABLE RESOURCES

Natural resources would be conserved under all alternatives. Likewlss, conservation would
occur through the application of distrlct management guldelines. No depletablse resources wou!d be
af fected by the Implementation of any alternative.

CRYSTAL LAKE WSA

SOILS

Alternative 1 - All Wllderness

No change to the solls resource wou!d be antlcipated under management for wllderness.

Wildfires, should they oceur, would be more Intense In areas where the vegetation 1s allowed To
attain cilmax condltlon (self sustalnlng plant community}. This situation would create a potentlal
for aroslon. Conversely, the likellhood of wlldflres starting In areas managed for wllderness would
be less than under other management prescriptions where more access and human use would occur,

Livestock grazing would continue on 1,320 acres of thls WSA. Overall Impacts from grazing to
soils would be of such a small scale they would be negllgible., For further details concerning these
impacts, refer to the Northern Idaho Grazing Management EnvIronmental Impact Statement (NIGME1IS){(BLM
1981).

Alternative 2 - No Actlon

Under thls alternative 4,931 acres would be Intensively managed for +tlImber. The primary
Impacts to the solls resource resulting fram timber harvest practices are soll loss and campaction,
Both these factors affect soll productlvity.
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Over a 10-year period, approximately 844 tons of soll would be lost as a resuit of road
construction and maintenance, ground based and cable yarding, slash disposal, and debris burning.
Of thls total, 799 tons wouid be lost due to road construction and malntenanca.

The estimated erosion rate for undlsturbed land in the Coeur d'Alene Distrlct Is .033 tons per
acre per year (21 fons per square mile per year). Construction of logging roads would lIncrease
ercslon 220 times (Megahan 1972) to 7 tons per acre per year (about 28 tons per mlle of road)., This
rate wouid diminlsh to the approaximate rate for undlsturbed {and in 4 years.

Under thls alternative, approximately 68 acres wouid be compacted by vyarding and heavy
equlpment opsration.

Alternative 3A = No Wliderness (TImber Emphasis)

Impacts to soils within the 4,931 acres of productive forest lands slated for Intenslive tIimber
management would be the same as those dlscussed for Alternative 2.

Aiternative 3B = No Wllderness (TImber and Wiidilfe Emphasis)

Under Aiternative 3B, 3,700 acres of the productive forest lands wouid be managed Intensively
for tImber. The remalning 1,231 acres of productive forest lands would be aliocated to custodlial
management,

Approximately 630 tons of soll would be lost over a 10-year period as a resuit of road
construction and malintenance, ground-based and cable varding, slash dlsposal, and debrls burning.

0f this totat, about 600 tons wouid be [ost due to road construction and maintenance.

On about 47 acres, soll compactlon would occur as a result of yarding and heavy eguipment
ocperatlon,

Alternative 3C ~ No Wilderness (Qutstandling Natural Area) (Preferred Aiternative)

Under Alternative 3C, the entlre WSA would be designated and managed as an OQutstanding Natural

Area (ONA), The tImber lands wouid be managed In a custodlial manner. Seli foss and campacticn
resuiting from permitted activitles under custodial management wouid be minimal. Blg game habltat
Improvement actions wouid be expaected to result in some soil loss, though Insignlficant.

As the vegetatlon attalns climax condition, There would be a greater potential for eroslon
should wildfires occur,

Conciuslon: The implementation of either Aiternative t or 3C would result In the Jeast adverse
Impacts to the soli resource since Intensive timber management actlvitles are not prescribed and the
entlras WSA would be closed to vehlcies, Aiternatives 2 and 3A would resuit In adverse Impacts of
the greatest magnitude and intensity. Livestock grazing (ali aiternatives) would resuit In
negilgible Impacts. No significant beneficlal or adverse [mpacts to the soll resource would occur
through implementation of any alternative.
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WATER RESOURCES

Aiternative 1 = Al]l Wiliderness

Management of thls WSA under wlidernass designation wouid do [iTtie to alter the water resource
condltlons of the area, Water yleid would decrease silghtiy as vegetation progresses toward climax
conditlon, at which stage it wouid stabiiize. Increases In water yleld and sedimentation and a
decrease in water quallty wouid occur in the event of wlidfires,

Alternative 2 - No Action

The primary Impacts of Intensive timber management practices on water resources would be
increased water yleld dus to vegetation manipulation and Increased sedIiment yleid (scil reachling a
water channel) due to land disturbances. Increased sedimentation results In furbidity, It aiso has
adverse ef fects on fisherles and other water-related resources., Other water quality Impacts such as
changes In nutrient and chemlical constituents are caused by vegetatlon changes, burning, and
introduction of fertlilzers.

Water yiaeid would [ncrease from those lands disturbed by road constructlon, timber harvest,
yarding, and siash disposai and would be reduced by fertliization and planting. Increases In water
yleid decrease eoxponentlally with time, and the rates vary by habitat types,. Under +hlis
alternative, water yleld wouid Increase an estimated 25 acre feet per year.

Increased sedimentatlion would result from surface erocsion caused by road construction, yarding,
silash disposal, and mechanicail scarliflcation. Roads are the major source of soll erosion and
subsequent sedimentation in forested areas, Implementation of this aiternatlive wouid result in a
sediment yieid Increase of approximately 576 tons {reachling sireams and rivers) over a 10-year
periocd.

Road construction, timber harvest, yarding, slte preparation, and siash dlsposal would affect
the quality of runoff water through Increased ercslon and leaching of nutrlents and chemicais from
the exposed solls and piant residues. Burning of piant residue would accelerate the [ntroduction of
nutrients and chemicals by <changing the form of the reslidual materlai. Fartlilzatlon could
indlrectiy introduce nutrlents and chemicals into water courses.

Vehicle use could create addltional water quality Impacts by causing soli eroslion and
compactlon wlth a corresponding Increase In surface runoff. These Impacts are currentiy minor and

are expected to remain so.

Alternative 3A = No Wilderness (Timber Emphasis)

Under Alternative 3A, the impacts to water resources from 4,931 acres of productive forest
iands prescribed for Intensive timber management wouid be the same as those described in Ajternative
2-

Alternative 38 = No Wlldernaess (TImber and Wildiife Emphasis)

{ntens ive timber management on 3,700 acres would produce impacts on water resources in the same
types as those descrlbed under Alternative 2. Under this aiternat!ive, water yleid would Increase
approximately 19 acre faet per year. Sediment yleld would increase an estimated 432 fons over a
10-year perlod.
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Alternative 3C - No Wiiderness (Outstanding Natural Area)(Preferred Alternative)

Designatlon and management of the entire area as an Qufstandlng Natural Area wouid yieaid only
siight water quality Impacts since the forested lands wouid be allocated for custodlai management
and the entire area would be ciosed to vehicular use,

Water yleld would decrease slightly as vegetatlon progresses toward climax condltjon, at which
stage 1t would stabilize.

increases In water yleld and sedimentation and a decrease In water quallty wouid occur in the
event of wlldflres,

Conciuslon: The least adverse Impacts to water resources would occur under Aiternatives 1 and 3C.
Alternatives 2 and 3A would resuit in adverse Impacts of the greatest magnitude and Intensity.
Llvestock grazing (ail alternatives) would result In negiigible water related Impacts. No
signiflcant impacts to water resources would result from Impiementation of any alternative.

YEGETATION

Alternative 1 = Ail Wllderness

Wllderness designatfon and management would maintaln the status quo of the vegetatlon existing
In the WSA., No Iimpacts would be anticipated.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

On the 4,931 acres of productive timber Jands slated for intenslve timber management, the
followlng general impacts wouid be expected to result fram timber harvest and development practices:

Road construction wouid elimlnate biological productivity {(Including timber production) on any
newly constructed runnling surface. Approximately 46 acres wouid be affected. Subsequent
ma Intenance of these roads wouid temporarlily eliminate any early successlonal plant development.

New roads would provide opportunitles for additional pubiic access. Thls could resuilt In
removal or damage of vegetative material through flrewcod harvest, unauthorlzed cedar removai, or
of f=road vehliclie use. Additlonal access would improve capablilities for fire protectlon, Insect and
di sease abatement, and other vegetative management activities,

Ground-based yarding would damage and destroy vegetation on about 79 acres. Cable vyarding
wouid be less destructive affecting approximateiy 35 acres.

The removal of ftrees creates openings In the forest cancpy, which allows more [Ight *o
penetrate to lower forest strata. Timber harvestlng Inltlates secondary piant successlon similar to
that caused by natural dlsturbances. Differsnt cutting practices open the forest canopy *to
dif ferent degrees, thereby Influencling the plant compesitlon and duratlon of the plant communities
differentiy,

Forest deveiopment practices such as precommercial and sanitation thinnings would remove
selected trees from the stand canopy, reieasing the remalning trees from competition for [lght,
moisture, and nutrients, thereby Increasing growth on the remaining trees. Understory plants would
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be damaged during these operatlons, The resultant change In Ilight, water, and nutrlent avallabliity
would aiter The composltion of the undarstory. Fertll izatlon wouid Increase the growth of all
vegetation within the treatment area of approximately 153 acres.

Alternative 3A -~ No W!iderness (TImber Emphasis)

intenslve timber management of 4,931 acres would yleld the same Impacts to vegetation as those
for Alternative 2.

Alternative 38 -~ No Wiiderness (Timber and Wiidlife Emphasls)

Impacts to vegetatlon wouid be reduced from those dlscussed in Aliternative 2 corresponding to
the reductlon of acres under intenslve timber management. Under thls alternativae, approximately 34
acres would be elimlnated from bloilogicai productivity due to road construction. Tlimber yardirg
would damage and destroy vegetatlon on about 85 acres.

Fertilizatlon would Increase vegetatlon growth on approximately 114 acres.

Alternative 3C - No Wiidernsess (Outstanding Naturai Area)(Preferrad Alternative)

No Impacts wouid be anticipated.
Conclusion: Vegetatlon would be affected the ieast under Alternatives 1 and 3C. Alternatives 2 and
3A, which prescribe high jevels of Intensive timber management, would cause the most Impacts to
vegetatlon. However, none of the impacts from any alfernative are deemed signiflcant.

WILLDLIFE

Alternative 1 - Ail Wilderness

Management of the Crystal Lake WSA under Ailternatlve 1 would beneflt terrestrial and aquatic
wlidil fe spacies by malntainlng the roadiess nature of the area, thereby Iimlting human pressure.

Because the vegetatlon would be aliowed to malntaln Its natural succession In the ecosystem
wlthout +Imber management activitles occurrling, those specles favored by a climax vegetative state
wouid beneflt, On the other hand, opportunitlies to enhance wildilfe habltat through vegetative
man fpulation would largely be foregone.

The current water quailty conditlons would be protected to ensure the contlnuation of aquatic
wiidiife habl+at.

Alternative 2 =~ No Action

Of the 9,027 total acres In the WSA, 4,931 would be intenslively managed for timber production,
TImber harvest and deveiopment practices wouid be expected to affect the wlidiife in the WSA as
follows:

Road construction would alter wiidiife habli+at, and road use would decrease habitat quallty
through disturbance, Some destructlion or quality degradatlon of blg game habitat, rlparlan areas,
old growth habitat, habitat for cavlty-dependent species and aquatic habltat could resuit, but this
would be substantialiy reduced through Implementation of district management guideilnes,
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Poss ible Increased use of vehlcies In the WSA could adverseiy affect terrestrial and aquetic
wiidlife through habltat degradatlon and Increased human pressure, Vehicular use could influence
stress levels, distribution, and abundance of wiidilfe in addlitlon to their habltat,

Impiementation of this aiternative would result In the following {csses of wildlife habitat
(estimated acres over a 10-year perlod): eik, 34; white-talled deer, 24; muie deer, 29; black bear,

35; and snag dependent specles, 118.

Contlnued ilvestock grazing on 1,320 acres of the WSA (all alternatives) wouid not repressnt a
change and would, therefore, not Iimpact wiidllfe beyond current conditlons.

No significant adverse [mpacts to the bobcat, a sensitive species, are anticipated.

Ajternative 3A - No Wliderness (Timber Emphasis)

Impacts to wlidilfe resuiting fram management activities and land use alliocatlons wouid be
substantlaily the same as those discussed In Alternative 2,

Alternative 3B = No Wilderness (Timber and Wiidilfe Emphasis)

Reduction in Intensive forest management acres wouid result in a corresponding decrsase In
impact magnitude and Incldence to wlldilfe. The foliowing estimated habitat losses would resuit
from Impi{ementation (acres/10 years): elk, 26; white~-taiied deer, 18; mule deer, 22; black bear,
27; and snag dependent specles, 89.

Reduction of about 3,500 acres open to vehicular use would aiso decrease Impacts to wildlife to
leveis below those In Aiternative 2.

The upper reaches of Latour Creek would be managed to enhance wildilfe opportunitles under this
aiternative, benefiting elk and deer,

Aiternatlve 3C - No Wliderness {Qutstanding Naturai Area)(Preferred Aiternatlive)

Impacts to wliidllfe wouid be the same as under Alternative | wlith the exception that forested
lands wouid be allocated for custodial management, While timber harvest activitles are not expected
to be Intense or large in magnitude and probably would be very Infrequent, the possibiiity does
exist that they could occur In reaction to other resource needs. Under this ailocatlon, one of the
primary reasons for conducting timber harvest actlvitlies would be to enhance other resources (such
as wildilfa} or to protect these resources from damage or destruction. |In these cases custodlal
management activitles could result in both beneficlal and adverse Impacts fo wlidiife but not at
significant {evels in either case,

Concluslon: Wildlife populatlons and habltat woulid be affected the least through Implementatlon of
Alternatives 1 and 3C. Insignlflcant losses of habltat would occur under Alternatives 2, 3A, and
3B,

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Alternatives 1 through 3C

The Skitswish Monuments, a nationaily signiflcant cultural resowce dlscussed In Chapter 4,
would be protected under any alternative. The potential for damage or destructlon to cuituraij
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rasources varies between alternatives. Soil disturbing activities resulting from intensive tImber
management, livestfock grazlng, and vehlcuiar use wouid Increase this potential. No slignificant
Impacts are antlcipated,

¥1SUAL RESOURCES

Alternative 1 = All Wilderness

Under wilderness designatlon and management, the high quality scenlic values of the WSA wouid be
preserved.

Alternative 2 - No Actlon

Scenlc quality would be adverseiy affocted on the 4,931 acres of productive forest lands slated
for Intensive tImber management due +o landform and vegetation modifications. These Impacts would
not exceed the visual resource management thresholds estabilshed for lands al located to Intensive
TImber management.

Cther management activitlies In the WSA prescrlibed under thls alternative are not expected to
significantiy Tmpact the visual resources.

Alternative 3A - No Wiiderness (Timber Emphasls)

The Impacts to the visual quality of the WSA resulting from intensive timber management would
be the same as those dlscussed under Alternative 2.

Alternative 3B - No Wlilderness (Timber and Wiidiife Emphasis)

Scenlc quaiity would be adversely affected on the 3,700 acres of productive forest lands slated
for Intenslve t+Imber management,

Alternative 3C -~ No Wliderness (Outstanding Natural Areal(Preferred Alternative)

Custodial management and closure of the area to vehlcuiar use would resuit In minimal [mpacts
to visual quaifity,

Concluslon: The outstanding scenic quailty of this unlt would be protected and preserved under
elther Alternative | or 3C, Scenlc quallty would suffer degradatfon on areas allocated for
fntensive timber management under Alternatives 2, 3A, and 3B, However, this degradatlion wouid not
exceed eostabllshed visual resource management thresholds developed for each aiternative, No
signiflcant Impacts are antlcipated.

RECREATION

Alternative | = All Wilderness

Management of the Crystal Llake WSA as wllderness would close the entire area to motorlzed
vehlcie use. This would favor primitive forms of recreation, Vehicle dependent activity
opportunltles wouid be foregone.
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Alternative 2 - No Action

This alternative wouid maintaln the current recreatlon opportunlty settings, thus thers wouid
be no impacts.

Alternative 3A ~ No Wilderness (Timber Emphasls)

Under Alternative 3A, about 60 percent of fhe WSA would be managed for a rcaded natura
recreation opportunity setting. This wouid adversely affect ex[sting opportunitles for primitive
forms of recreation. Conversely, motorlzed recreation would be enhanced.

Alternative 38 = No Wliderness (Timber and Wildilfe Emphasis)

Since 3,520 acres would be ciosed to ali vehlcles, those recreatlon activities dependent on
vehicies wouid be ellmlnated.

Alternative 3C - No Wilderness (Qutstanding Naturai Area)(Preferred Alternative)

Impacts to recreatlon under this alternative wouid be the same as those under Alternative 1,
Concluslon: Recreation opportunities would not be signlflcantly enhanced or degraded by
impiementation of any alternative. Primitive forms of recreation would be favored by Alternatives 1
and 3C, whereas, motorlzed recreatlon pursuits wouid be favored under Aiternatives 2 and 3A.

GRAZING

Alternatives 1 through 3C

There would be no impacts to I[lvestock grazing under any alternative because no change In the
curraent grazing lease 1s anticlpated.

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES

Alternatives 1 through 3C

No Impacts In addltlon to those described in the Introductlon sectlen of this chapter are
anticipated from any of these alternatives.

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

Alternative 1! -~ All Wilderness

Under this alternative ail timber harvest and development opportunitles would be foregone.

Alternatives 2 and 3A

Under these alternatives, Intensive tImber management would sustalrn 830 MBF of annual harvest
fran the 4,931 acres of productive tlImber lands,. In additlon to harvest, forest development
freatments could enhance timber production for long=term gains In productivity,
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Alternative 3B = No Wllderness (Timber and Wild!ife Emphasis)

Under this alternative, 3,700 acres of productive forest land would be managed under intenslve
timber management with the balance of 1,231 acres allocated for custodlal management. There would
be an annual harvest yleld of 622 MBF,

Alternative 3C - No Wilderness (Outstanding Natural Area)(Preferred Alternative)}

All of the productive tImber lands would fall under custodial management, TImber management
actlvities wou!d be !Imited to those described for custodlial management in Chapter 3, There would
be no commercial timber productlon under this alternatlive,

Conclusion: A potentlal annual sustained yleid harvest of 830 MBF would be foregone under
Aiternatives 1 and 3C. Thls potential could be real l1zed under Alternatives 2 and 3A. In a reglonal
context, these Impacts would be Insigniflcant.

W!LDERNESS VALLES

Alternative 1 = All Wilderness

All wilderness values would be maintained under this alternatlve. Solltude and primitive
recreation opportunities would be enhanced by the closure of the WSA o off-road recreational
veh icles. '

Alternatives 2 and 3A

The wilderness values of naturalness, solitude, and primitive recreatlon would seventually be
fost In 4,931 acres of the unlit due to the gradual encroachment of timber management actlvities.
About 4,000 acres of the unlt would retain thelr wilderness values, although the sights amd sounds
of timber managemant actlvities would lessen the feelIng of naturalness,

The scolagical and hlstorical values would be unaffected.

Alternative 3B « No Wllderness (TImber and Wildllfe Emphasls)

Impacts to wllderness values would be substantlally the same as those In Alfernative 2,
Closure of 3,520 acres to ail vehicles would enhance the values of solltude and primitive
recreation,

Alternative 3C = No Wllderness (Qutstanding Natural Area)(Preferred Alternative)

All wilderness values would be malntained under thls alternative,

Concluslon: Obvious!y, wllderness values would be maintained under Alternative 1. They would also
be preserved under Alternatlve 3C. Tlimber management actlivities prescribed under Alternatives 2,
3A, and 3B would significantly affect wilderness values within the WSA in the long-term, However,
these Impacts would be Insignlflcant In a regional context,
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ECONOM ICS

Alternatives 1 through 3C

This WSA could support a potentlal annual timber harvest of 830 thousand board feet with a
corresponding potentlal gain of 6 Jobs. This lIncrease would represent 0,03 percent of the total
employment and 0,005 percent of the total wages In Benewah and Kootenal counties.

These potentlal econamlc gains would be foregone under Alternatives 1 and 3C, The ef fects
would be Insignificant Yo the econamnies of the two countles or the reglon.

GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN WSA

SOl LS

Alternative 1 = All Wllderness

Impacts to soils under Alternative 1 would be minlmal.

Wildfires, should they occur, would be more Intense In areas where the vegetation is allowed to
attaln climax conditlon, This sltuation would create a potentlial for eroslon. Conversely, the
likelihood of wlildtires starting Tn areas managed for wilderness would be tess than under other
management alternatives where more access and human use would occur.

Alternative 2 = No Action

Altowing vehicular use would result In a negligible Increase of impacts to solls over those
levels resulting fram Alternative 1,

Alternative 3A - No Wllderness (Timber Emphasis)

Under this alternative, 10,000 acres of productive forest lands would be allocated for
Intensive timber management.

The primary Impact fo solls fram *Timber harvest activities would be soil loess and soll
canpactlon. Both these factors affect soll productivity, 0f the actlons that would occur In
conjunction with timber harvest, road construction and maintenance would be the major cause of
eroslon and subsequent stream siltation.

Over a 10-year perlod, approximately 1,707 tfons of sol! would be lost as a result of road
construction and maintenance, ground-based and cable yarding, slash dlsposal, and debrls burning.

0f thls total, 1,617 tons would be lost due to road constructlon and maintenance,.

Under this alternative, approximately 128 acres would be compacted by vyarding and heavy
aquf pment operation.
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Alternative 3B - No Wilderness (Timber and Research Natural Area)

The types of Impacts to solls resulting from Intensive tImber management would be the same as
those dlscussed under Alternative 3A; however, the magnitude and incldence of Impacts would be
proportionately less since 1,520 fewer acres are proposed for intensive timber management,
Approximately 1,446 tons of soll would be lost over a 10-year perlod dve fo timber management
activities, 1,369 tons of whlch would be attributable to road construction and maintenance.

On about 108 acres, soll compaction would occur as a result of yarding and heavy equipment
operatlon,

Impacts to solls within the Research Natural Area (2,905 acres) would be the same as those
descr Tbed for Alternative 1,

Alternative 3C - No Wildernaess (TImber, ONA, RNA)(Preferred Alternatlve)

Types of Impacts resulting fram Intensive timber management would remain the same as
Alternative 3A; however, 7,059 fewer acres would be managed for timber production, The estimated
solf loss from timber management activitles would be 509 Yons for the decade. OFf this total, 482
tons would result fram road constructlon and maintenance. Yarding and heavy equipment operation
would campact sell on about 38 acres.

Impacts for those areas desfgnated as ONA and RNA would be substantlally the same as those
discussed under Alternative 1,

Alternative 30 - No Wilderness (ONA, RNA)

{impacts to solls under Alternative 3D would be substantially the same as those under
Alternative 1 except for a negliglble soll loss atiributable to vehicular use of establlshed tfralls,

Alternative 3E - No Wilderness (Wlld!ife Emphasls)

A negligible amount of soll loss would result from brush cutting and burning (wildll fe habitat
Improvement actlvitles) on about 346 acres.

Alternative 4 -~ Partlal! Wllderness

On the 12,589 acres recammended for wilderness, impacts fo solls would be the same as those
dl scussed for Alternative 1. On the 2,941 acres proposed for Intenslve timber management, Impacts
would be the same as under Alternative 3C.

Conclusion: Consldering the magnitude, Intensity, and incldence of adverse Impacts to solls, the
alternatlves would rank as follows (ln order of least to greatest Impacts): 1, 3D, 3E, 2, 4, 3C,
3B, 3A. None of the alternatives would result in signlficant impacts,
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WATER RESOURCES

Alternative 1 = All Wllderness

Impacts tfo water resources would be minor due to the protective aspects of management under
this alternative,

Water yleid would decrease sllghtly as vegetatlon progresses toward climax comndItlon, at which
stage it would stablllze. Ingreases In water yleld and sedimentatlon and a decrease In water

qual [ty would occur In the event of wildfires.

Alternative 2 = No Acticn

Impacts to soll (ercsion and campaction) resulting fram vehlcle use could impact water quality
through Increased runoff and subsequant sedImentatlon. This Impact would be negliglible,

Alternative 3A - No Wilderness (TImber Emphasls)

Water yield would Increase from those tands disturbed by road constructlon, timber harvest,
yardIng, and slash dlsposal and would be reduced by scarlficatlon, fertllizatlon, and planting.
Increases In water yleld decrease exponentfally with time, and the rates vary by habitat types. It
Is estimated water yield would lncreass approximatsly 50 acre feet per year through Implementation
of this alternative,

Increased sedimentation would result from surface erosion caused by road construction, yarding,
and slash disposal. !n forested areas roads have been found o be the major source of soll eroslon
and subsequent sedimentation. Under thls aiternative, an estlmated Increase !n sediment yleld of
1,166 tons would result in a 10-year period,

Road consfruction, tImber harvest, yarding, site preparation, and slash dlsposal would affect
the quallty of runoff water through Increased erosion and leaching of nutrients and chemlcals from
the exposed solls and plant residues. Burnlng of the plant residues would accelerate the
Introduction of nutrients and chemicals by changlng the form of the residual materlal,
Fertil Ization could Indlrectly Tntroduce nutrlents and chemlcals Into water courses.

VYehicle use could create some minor additional water quality Impacts by causing soll eroslon
and campactlon with a corresponding increase In surface runoff, These ef fects would be negligible,

Alternative 3B - No Wilderness (Timber and RNA)

The types of Impacts to water rescurces from tlmber management would be the same as those
dlscussed under Alfernative 3A; however, the magnlitude and Incldence of impacts would be
proport lonately less since 1,520 fewer acres are proposed for Intenslve tlimber management. Under
this alternative, water yleld would Increase approximately 43 acre feet per year. Sediment yleld
would Increase an estlmated 987 tons over a 10-year perled,

On the 2,905 acres proposed for Research Matural Area designatlion, Impacts to water resources
would be Inconsequential due to the protective nature of RNA management.
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Alternative 3C - No Wiliderness (Timber, ONA, RNA)(Preferred Alternative)

The types of impacts from timber management wouid remalin the same as Alternative 3A; however,
7,059 fewer acres would be managed intensively for timber production. [t is estimated that water
yield would lincrease about 15-acre feet per year through Implementation of this alternative,
SedIment yleid would Increase an estimated 348 tons over a decade.

On the areas proposed for CONA and RNA designation (a total of 12,589 acres) Impacts to water
resources would be negliglbie.

Alternative 3D - No Wilderness (ONA, RNA)

Impacts to water resources would be negllglble.

Afterantive 3E - No Wiiderness (Wlidilfe Emphasls)

Impacts to water resources wouid be negilgibie.

Alternative 4 - Partlal Wilderness

On the 12,589 acres recommended for wildernaess, Impacts to water resources wouid be the same as
portrayed for Alternative 1, On the 2,941 acres proposed for Intensive timber managemant, impacts
would be the same as Aiternative 3C: 15 acre feet per year water yleld Increase and 348 ton decadal
sedIment yield Increase.

Conclusion: Impacts *to water resources of the greatest magnitude would occur with +the
Imp lementation of Alternative 3A. These Impacts, however, would be insligniflcant In the context of
the study area. Altaernative | would produce the ilowest levels of water resource related impacts.

VEGETATION

Alternative | = Ail Wilderness

Impacts to vegetation resuiting fram primitive recreatlon activities would be negliglble. The
vegetative communlties wouid contlnue to deveiop toward thelr natural climax conditlon, In the
ovent of fire, old growth timber communltles have a greater potentiali for destruction due to higher
fire intensity and the Increased dlfflcuity of suppresslion,

Aiternative 2 = No Actlon

Since timber harvest under custodial management I[s extremely unlikely, no Impacts are
antlclipated.

Alternative 3A - No Wilderness (Timber Emphaslis)

Intens lve timber managemant of 10,000 acres would result in the followlng Impacts:
Road construction wouid eliminate blological productivity (lInciuding timber production) on any

newly constructed runnling surface. Approximately 92 acres would be affected. Subsequent
ma intenance of these roads wouid temporarily elIminate any early successional plant development.
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New roads wouid provide opportunitles for addltional publlc access, This could result In
removal or damage of vegetative material through flrewood harvest, unauthorized cedar removal, or
of f-road vehlicle use, Additlonal access wouid improve capabillitles for fire protection, Insect and
disease abatement, and other vegetative management activities,.

Ground-based yarding would damage and destroy vegetation on about 160 acres., Cable yarding
would be less destructive affecting approximately 71 acres.

Forest devejopment practlces such as precommercial and sanltation thinnings would remove
selected trees from the stand canopy, releasing the remaining trees from campetition for light,
moisture, and nutrlents, thereby Increasing growth on the remaining trees, Understory plants would
be damaged during these operatlons. The resultant change In [lIght, water, and nutrient avaliabiiity
would alfter the compositlon of the understory to some degree, Fertilizatlon wouid Increase the
growth of ali the vegetation within the treatment area of approximately 309 acres.

Alternative 3B - No Wllderness (TImber, Research Naturai Area)

Impacts to vegetation on the 2,905 acres proposed for RNA designatlion would be negilgibie.

TImber management of 8,480 acres would produce the same types of Impacts described In
Alternative 3A wlth a corresponding decrease In magnitude. Approximately 78 acres wouid be
ellminated fram blological productivity due to rcad constructlon. Timber yarding wouid damage and
destroy vegetatlon on about 196 acres. Fertilization would Increase vegetation growth on
approxImately 261 acres,

Alternative 3C - No Wliderness {(Timber, ONA, RNA){Preferred Alternat|ve)

The vegetation withlin the ONA and RNA wouid be aliowed to progress toward climax condition with
Impacts the same as those for Aiternative 1,

The Impacts to vegetation on 2,341 acres allocated for Intensive timber management would be
simliar to those discussed under Alternative 3A. Approximately 28 acres would be elimlnated from
bloleglcal productivity due to road constructlon, Timber vyarding wouid damage and destroy
vegetation on about 69 acres, Fertiiizatlon would accelerate growth on 92 acres.

Alternative 3D - No Wiliderness (ONA, RNA)

Impacts to vegetation wouid be negilgible,

Alternative 3E = No Wilderness (Wiidllfe Emphasis)

Yegetatlon on about 346 acres prescribed for wildilfe habltat Improvement wouid be damaged
through cutting or burning. Thls wouid temporarlly Interrupt the affected piant communities?
progression towards climax (seif sustalning piant cammunity),
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Alternative 4 - Partlal Wllderness

Impacts to vegetatlon on 12,589 acres managed for wlilderness would be the same as those
described In Alternative 1, impacts on 2,941 acres subjected to Intensive timber management
pract ices would be the same as those described In Alternative 3C,

Concluslon: Alternatives which prescribe high fevels of timber production (3A and 3B) would produce
greatest adverse impact magnltudes, though not slignificant, Negliglble Impacts would occur under
Alternative 1.

WILDL IFE

Alternative 1 = All Wllderness

Malntainlng the roadless nature of the area through wliderness designation would benefit
resldent game species, namely deer and elk, by lImlting human pressure and maintaining securlty
areas, Populatlons from adjacent roaded areas would also beneflt from the securlty thls island of
road less habltat would offer. Reduced opportunitlies for human Intrusion would partlcularly beneflt
two sensitive specles, the wolverine and Canada |ynx.

Preserving the undlsturbed nature of thls area would benefit resldent populations of black
bear, songblirds, cavity dwellers {(such as squirrels, bats, owls, and woodpeckers), forest grouse,
and smal | mammats. On the other hand, opportunitles fo enhance wild!lfe habltat through vegetatlive
manlpulation would be foregone,

Not al lowlng ground dlsturbing activities would benefit high quallty fish habltat.

Alternative 2 - No Actlon

Impacts would be the same as described for Alternative 1.

Alternative 3A — No Wllderness (Timber Emphasis)

Timber harvest and devel opment practices on 10,000 acres of productive forest lands would be
axpoctad to affect wildlife In the WSA as follows:

Road constructlon would alter wlid!lfe habltat, and road use would decrease habltat quality
through dlisturbance. Some destructlon or quallty degradation of blg game habltat, riparian areas,
old growth habltat, habitat for cavlity-dependent species, and aguetlc habitat could result. in
addition, wlidlife stress levels, dlstributlon, and abundance could be affected. These Impacts
would be substantlally reduced through I[mplementation of distrlct management guidelines.

Implementatlon of thls alternative would result (n the following losses of wildilfe habltat
{estimated acres over a 10-year parlod): elk, 70; white-talled deer, 49; mule deer, 58; black bear,
72; and snag dependent specles, 239.

No sligniflcant adverse Impacts are expected fo affect bobcat and Canada lynx, two sensitlive
species,
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Alternative 3B - No Wllderness (Timber, Research Natural Area)

The roadless and undisturbed nature of the 2,905 acres proposed for RNA designation would
benef |t terrestrial and aquatic wildi{ife In a manner simllar to that described for Alternative 1.

Impacts to wildlife caused by Intensive timber management of 8,480 acres would be simliar to
those discussed under Alternative 3A. The following losses of wildlife habltat would result
(estimated acres over a (0-year perlod): elk, 59; white-talled deer, 41; mule deer, 49; black bear,
61; and snag dependent specles, 202.

Alternative 3C - No Wllderness {T!mber, ONA, RNA)(Preferred Alternative)

Cn the 12,589 acres proposed for ONA and RNA designations, the Impacts to wlld![fe would be the
same as those under Alternative 1,

intensive timber management of 2,941 acres would result In adverse Impacts of the types
descrlbed for Alternative 3A with a corresponding reduction In magnitude., Estlimated habitat !osses
over a decade would be: elk, 21; white-talled desr, 15; mule deer, 17; black bear, 21; and snag
dependent specles, 71,

Alternative 3D - No Wllderness (ONA, RNA)

Impacts to wlldl}fe would be simifar to those under Alternative 1.

Alternative 3E = No Wllderness (Wlldllfe Emphasls)

Impacts to wlidlife wouid be largely the same as thoss under Alternative 1; however, additlonal
benef | ts to blg game would occur as prescribed habltat improvement actions are Implemented,

Alternative 4 - Partial W!lderness

Impacts to wildlife on 12,589 acres to be managed as w!lderness would be the same as those
described In Alternative 1, Intensive t!mber management practices on 2,941 acres would yleld the
same !mpacts descrlbed under Alternative 3C.

Concluslon: Wildlite populatlons and habitat would be favored through Implementation of
Alternatives 1, 2, 30, and 3E. Net adverse Impacts would resutt from Alternatives 3A and 38,

Beneflclal and adverse Impacts would balance under Alternatives 3C and 4,

The Impacts which would result from Implementation of any alternative would not be sign!ficant
In fthe context of the study area.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Alternatives 1 through 4

The potential for damage or destruction *to cultural resources varies between alternatives,
Soll disturbing actlvitles resulfting fram Intensive tImber management and vehlcular use wou!d
Increase thls potentlal, Mo signiflcant Impacts are ant!lc!pated.
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VISUAL RESOURCES

Alternative 1 ~ All Wilderness

Management for wliderness would preserve the high qualilty scenic values of the WSA.

Alternative 2 =« No Actlon

Due to the management emphasis of this alternative (backcountry recreatlon and custodiai
management of the forested lands) only negliglbie Impacts ars anticipated.

Alternative 3A = No Wllderness (TImber Emphasis)

Intens ilve timber harvest and develcpment practices wouid occur on 10,000 acres, Clearcutting,
road constructlon, and most other timber management practices change vegetative patterns, alter
spacies camposition, and dlsrupt the land surface, thereby causing visual Impacts. These !mpacts
wouid not axceed the visual resource managsment thresholds estabilshed for lands ailocated to
intens [ve t+Imber management.

Alternative 3B = No Wllderness (Timber, Rasearch Natural Area)

Impacts to visual resources wouid be the same as under Alternatlve 3A for 8,480 acres subjected
to infensive tImber management, High scenlc quaiity wouid be preserved on the 2,903 acres
prescribed for RNA deslignation,

Alternative 3C = No Wilderness (TImber, ONA, RNA)(Preferrad Aliternative)

The current scenlc values of the ONA and RNA would be preserved (12,589 acres).

Impacts described under Ai{ternative 3A resulting from Intensive tImber management wouid be
appllcable to 2,341 acros of this WSA under Alternative 3C,

Alternative 3D = No Wilderness (ONA, RNA)

No adverse impacts are antliclpated,

Alternatlive 3E = No Wliderness (Wiidllfe Emphasis)

Scenlc quallty on and around the 346 acres siated for wlidiife habltat Improvement would be
adversely affected by the vegetative modlflcatlons resutting fram brush cutting and burning. This
short term Impact would be Inslignlf[cant,

Alternative 4 = Partlal Wiliderness

The high quailty scenlc vaiues of the 12,589 acres proposed for wilderness designatlion would be
preserved,

Scenic quality would be adverseiy affected on the 2,941 acres siated for Intensive timbar

management due tfo landform and vegetatlon modlflcatlons. These Impacts wouid not exceed vlsuai
resource management thresholds estabilshed for lands allocated for intensive timber management,
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Concluslon: The outstanding scenlc quatity of this WSA would be protected and preserved under
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3E, Scenlc quailty would suffer degradatlon on areas al iogated for Intenslve
timber management under Aiternatives 3A, 3B, 3C, and 4, However, this degradation would not exceed
estabilshed visual resource threshoids developed for each alternative. No significant Impacts are
antlclpated,

RECREATION

Alternative 1 = No Wllderness

Management of the Grandmother Mountaln WSA as wlliderness would prohiblt the use of vehicies In
a semli=-primltive nommotorized recreation setting. This setting would faver primitive forms of
recreatlon whlle eilminating opportunities for motorized forms of recreatlon.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

Management under Alfternative 2 would largeiy maintaln the current recreation setting. Impacts
would be simijar to those under Alternative 1.

Alternative 3A - No Wlldernaess (Timber Emphasis)

The entire WSA would be managed for roaded natural recreatlon setting. This would favor
vehlcle depesndent actlvitles and adversely affect exlsting primitive recreaticn opportunitles on
about 58% of the WSA over a 10-year period.

Alternative 3B - No Wllderness (Timber, Research Naturai Area)

Impacts from management of the 2,905 acres slated for RNA designation wouid be the same as
those under Aiternative 1, Impacts from management of 4,540 acres for a rocaded natural setting
would adversely affect primitive recreation opportunitles on 26% of the WSA. The remaining 9,684
acres would he managed for a seml-primltive motorlzed recreatlon setting, largely maintalning the
status quo.

Aiternative 3C - No Wilderness (TlImber, ONA, RNA)(Preferred Alternative)

Impacts to recreatlon wouid be the same as those descrlbed under Alternative 3B,

Alternative 3D - No Willderness (QNA, RNA)

Management of +the 2,905 acres within the proposed RNA would favor primitive forms of
recreatlon, Management of the remalnlng 14,224 acres, under this alternative, would resuit In no
appreclable change In existing recreational opporfunities.

Aiternative 3E - No Wllderness (Wildiffe)

No adverse Impacts are anticlipated. Beneflclal impacts to blg game popuiatlons resulting fram
habitat Improvement projects wouid slightiy benefit hunting opportunities In the area,
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Alternative 4 = Partlal Wilderness

Impacts to recreation In those portions of The WSA managed as wliderness (12,589 acres) would
be the same as those glven for Aiternative 1. The ramalning 4,540 acres would be managed in a
roaded natural recreation setting which would adversely affect primitive recreatlon opportunities on
268 of the WSA.

Concluslon: Recreation opportunities would not be slgnificantly enhanced or degraded by
Impiemantatlon of any of the alternatives. Primitive recreation opportunitles would be favored In
Alternatives 1, 2, 3D, and 3E. Motorized recreational pursu!lts would be favored under Aiternatives
3A and 3B, Alternatives 3C and 4 would maintaln opportunities for both primltive and motorlzed
forms of recreation,

GRAZ ING

Aiternatives 1 through 4

Livestock grazing Is not currentiy authorlzed In the WSA., Should llvestock grazing be al lowed
In the future, there would be no signiflicant impacts to it under any of the alternatives,

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES

Alternatlives 1 through 4

Please refer to Introduction of this chapter,

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

Alternatives 1, 2, 30, and 3E

Under these aiternatives, all fimber harvest and devseiopment opportunitles woulid be foregone.
A potentlal annuai harvest of 2,100 MBF woulid not be reallzed,.

Alternative 3A - No Wilderness (Timber Emphasls)

Under Alternative 3A, Intensive timber management wouid sustain an annual harvest of 2,100 MBF
of timber, In additlon ‘o harvest, forest development treatments could snhance tIimber productlon
for long term galns in productivity.

Alternative 3B -~ No Wilderness (Timber, Research Naturai Area}

Impacts to tIimber management wouid be the same as those given for Alternative 3A except that
the annual harvest would be reduced to 1,780 MBF due to a reductlon In acres managed intensiveiy for
+imber, This wouid be 85% of the sustained yieid potential for thls WSA,.

Alternatives 3C and 4

Anmuaj timber harvest would be 617 MBF, 29% of fuil sustalned yleid potential for thls WSA,
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Conclusion: TImber productlon would beneflt most from Alternative 3A. Management opportunities
would be foregone under Alternatives 1, 2, 3D, and 3E. Regional ly, these Impacts would be
Insignlflicant.

WILDERNESS YALUES

Alternative 1 - All Wllderness

All wllderness values would be malntalned under Alternatlive 1, Sotltude values would be
enhanced due to the ellminatlon of recreational off-road vehicles. This enhancement would be
minimal due to the current and projected low levels of (RY use in the wnl+,

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

Opportunitles for solltude would be adversely affected by cont!lnued low levels of wvehlcle use
on establlshed tralls. '

Alternative 3A -= No Wilderness (TIimbsr Emphasls}

All wilderness values would eventual ly be elImlnated under Alternative 3A as forest management
activities are InTtiated.

Alternative 3B - No Wilderness (TImber, Research Natural Area)

Wilderness values would eventually be lost on 14,224 acres as forest management actlivities are
inltliated, In the 2,905-acre RNA, the values of soiltude, primltlve recreation, and naturalness
would be maintalned. The special ecologlcal values would also be maintalined,

Alternative 3C -~ No Wllderness (Timber, ONA, RNA){Preferred Alternative)

Wil derness values would be eventually lost on 4,540 acres as tImber management activitles are
initlated. Most wllderness values would be malnfained on the remalning 12,589 acres, however,
opportunlties for solltude could be adversely affected on the 9,684 acres deslgnated as an ONA since
motorlzed vehlcles would be permitted in most areas.

Alternative 3D - No Wllderness (ONA, RNA)

Wlth the exceptlon of the adverse effects motorized vehicles could have on opportunitles for
solitude In the ONA, thls alternative would preserve most wllderness val ues,

Alternative 3E - No Wllderness (Wildlife)

Soliftude, primltive recreation, and speclal ecological values woulid be maintained. Naturalness
would be mederately Impacted fram habltat improvement projects Including controlled burns and brush
cutting. These Impacts would be locallzed on about 346 acres,

Alternative 4 - Partial Wilderness

All wllderness values would be malntalned on the 12,589 acres recommended for wllderness, All
wllderness values would eventually be lost on 4,540 acres as timber management activities are
initiated.

6-21



GRANDMOTHER MOUNTAIN/SNOWHOLE RAPIDS

Conciuslon: Wil derness values would be malntalned throughout the WSA by Implementation of
Alternative 1, The most degradation to wllderness values would result frcem Implementation of
Alternative 3A. This degradatlon would not be slignlficant in a reglonal context.

ECONOM ICS

Alternatives 1 Through 4

The potentlal annual harvest of timber In thls WSA would range from 0 to 2.1 mllllon board
feet. The highest potential econamic gain would occur under Alternative 3A where the potential
annual harvest of 2,1 mllllon board feet wouid support 16 lumber rslated jobs wlth 3302,400 In
corresponding wages, This would represent 0.2 percent of the fotal employment and wages for
Shostone County,

The preferred alterpative, Alternative 3C, would produce a potential Increase of 5 lumber
related Jobs with $94,500 In corresponding wages. This would represent 0.06 percent of the total
employment and 0.07 percent of the total wages in the county.

Any potential economlc galns would be foregone under Aiternative 1, 2, 3D, and 3E. Reglonally

and withln the county's econamlc contaxt, these Impacts would be Insignificant.

SNOWHOLE RAPIDS WSA

SOILS

Alternative 1 - All Wilderness

Under Alternative 1 a sllight beneflclal Impact to solls Is antlclpated to result from the
downward adjustment of 57 AUMs for !ivestock grazing as prescribed In the Northern [daho Grazing
Management E15 {(NIGMEIS)(BLM 1981), Other than thls neglliglble Impact, no changes resuiting from
management under this alternative are anticipated. For a complete discusslon of the [mpacts of
tivestock grazing to solls, refer to NIGMEIS (BIM 1981),

Alternative 2 - No Action

Management under Alternative 2 would essentlally maintain the status quo with no Impacts
expected.,

Alternative 3A - No Wilderness (Recreatlion Emphasis)(Preferred Alternative)

Impacts to solls would be substantial Iy the same as those under Alternative 1.

Alternative 3B - No Wllderness (Wildlife Emphasis)

Impacts to solls would be substantlal ly the same as those discussed under Alternative 1,

Concluslon: A slight beneflcial [mpact to soils would result fram the downward adjustment of 357
AUMs for |lIvestock grazing prescribed under Alternatives 1, 3A, and 3B,
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WATER RESOURCES

Alternative 1 - Aill Wllderness

Under Alternative 1, slilght beneficlal impacts to water quality would correspond to Improved
soll condltions, There would be a slight Improvement to watershed conditions resulting fram reduced

lvestock grazing.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

No changs 1s expected In water quality. No impacts are anticipated.

Alternative 3A - No Wiiderness (Recreatlon Emphasls)(Preferred Alternative)

Impacts under Alternative 3A would not substantiaily differ from thosa discussed under
Alternative 1; however, Increased recreational use of the Saimon Rlver could cause sllght adverse
Impacts to water quaiity resuiting from shoreilne disturbance.

Alternative 3B = No Wliderness {(Wlidilfe Emphasis)

Impacts to water rasources would be substantlaily the same as those described under Alternative
1.

Concluslon: Beneflcial and adverse impacts resuiting from any alternative would be negligibie.
YEGETATION

Alternatives 1 through 3B

Actions under any of these alternatives are not expected to result In signlflcant adverse or
benef iclal Impacts to vegetation. In addition, Impacts to vegetation batween alternatives would not
be substantial iy different. For detalied descriptions of Impacts resulting fram {lvestock grazing,
please refer to NIGMEIS {(BLM 1981),

WiLDLIFE

Alternatives 1 through 3B

Impacts to both terrestriai and aquatic wlidiife wouid not be substantlaily different between
alternatives, Actlons under any of the alternatives are not anticlpated fo result In any
slonlflcant beneflclai or adverse Impacts to wildllife or wiidilfe habltat, For detal led
descriptlons of impacts to wlldilfe resuiting from livestock grazing, please refer to NIGMEIS (BLM
19811,

Sensitlve, endangered, or threatened specles wouid be protectively managed by appllcation of

district management guldellnes contained In Chapter 3, No significant impacts are anticlipated under
any aitarnative.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

Alternatives 1 through 3B

The potentlal for damage or destruction of prehistoric or historic cultural sites or materlals
would not c¢hange substantial ly between alternatives. Actions under any alternative would not
signlficantly Impact cultural resources of the WSA given the appllcation of district management
guidel ines and other pollicles discussed In Chapter 3,

VISUAL RESOURCES

Alternatives 1 through 3B

Scenlc quallty would not be affected by the Implementation of any alternative.
RECREAT 10N

Alternative 1 = All Wllderness

Management as wllderness would favor primltive forms of recreatlon except that the use of
powerboats on the river would be allowed to the extent provious!y established. The area would be
managed for seml~primitive nommotorlzed recreatlon opportunlities, This would adversely affect
jand-based motorized recreatlon pursults. These Impacts would be Inslgniflcant,

Alternative 2 = No Actlion

No Impacts are antlclpated.

Alternative 3A - No Wilderness (Recreation Emphas!s){Preferred Alternative)

Under Alternative 3A, the area would be managed for seml-primitive motorlized recreatlon
opportunities., Primitive forms of recreatlon would be adversely affected by the use of motorized
veh lcles, however, these Impacts would be negligible since motor{zed vehicle use would be limited to
exlsting tralls.

Alternative 3B = No Wildernass (Wildllfe Emphasis)

Impacts would be substantial ly the same as those descrlbed under Alfternative 1,
Conclusion: Alternatives 1 and 3B would favor primitlve forms of recreation whlle Alternatives 2
and 3A would allow |Imited motorized vehlcle use, Implementatlon of any alternative would not
result in signlficant Impacts to recreatlon.

GRAZ ING

Alternatives 1, 3A, and 3B

Under these alternatives, a downward adjustment fram 356 AUMs of livestock forage autherized to
299 AUMs would occur as prescribed in NIGMEIS (BLM 1981)., This reduction of livestock grazing use
is not consldered significant., Range condltion would be enhanced, though not significantly.
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Alternative 2 = No Actlon

No changes are anticipated., The current allocation of 356 AUMs of livestock forage would
continue,

ENERGY AND Mi{NERAL RESQURCES

Alternatives 1 through 3B

Refer Yo Introduction of this chapter for a statement concerning Impacts to {ocatablie and
leasab le mineral resources, Impacts to saleable mineral materlals such as sand and gravel would be
negilgible under any aiternative because thelr current sub—economic Insignificance, largely due to
itmited access and iow demand, is not antlclpated to change In the foreseeable future.

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

Alternatives 1 through 3B

0f the 286 acres of forest lands, 67 are classifled by the Timber Production Capablilty
Classlfication (TPCC) as productlve forest lands excluded from management and the remaining 219
acres as non-productive forest lands, In keaplng wlth the criterla of TPCC, no harvest or
deveiopment practices wouid occur under any aiternative, This would represent no change and,
therefore, no Impacts,

WILDERNESS VALLES

Alternatives 1 and 3B

Wil derness values would be preserved under these alterpatives,

Alternatives 2 and 3A

Under these ailternatives solitude wouid be affected by the limited use of motorized vehlcles.
Thls impact wouid be localized In effect and negilglble to soiltude vajues in the area as a whole.

ECONOMICS
None of the alternatlves considered for this WSA would effect the econamies of Lewls and |daho
countles or the reglon,
MARSHALL MOUNTAIN WSA
SOILS

Afiternative | -~ All Wilderness

Impacts to solls under wliderness management of thls WSA would be minimal and, due Yo the
prescribed ciosure to CRY use, long-term soll condltions wouid probably Improve.
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Wildflres, should they occw, would be more Intense In areas where the vegetation is allowed to
attain climax condltion., Thls sltuation would create a potentlal for erocslon, Conversely, the
ilkallhood of wildfires starting In areas managed for wilderness wouid be less than under other
management alternatives where more access and human use would occur.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

Silght adverse impacts to solls, in terms of soll loss, would contlnue at current rates shouid
mineral prospecting and mining actlvity remain at existing levels. The potential exists, however,
for lIncreased mlneral related activity predicated on favorable market condltions and/or new
technolog lcal developments. Should they occur, an Increase in soil loss would be anticlpated.
Adherence to management guldelines and regulations would prevent these impacts from reachlng a
slgnlficant level, Other management activitles and land uses prescribed under thls alternatlive
would result in minimal Impacts to solls.

Alternative 3A - No Wllderness (TImber Emphasis)

Under thls alternative, 3,920 acres of productive forest lands would be managed under Intensive
+imber management guidellnes,.

The primary Impacts to soils from timber harvest practices are soll loss and compactlon. Both
these factors affect soll productivity, Of the actlons that would cccur in conjunction with tImber
harvest, road construction and malntenance would be the major cause of eroslion and subsequent stream
slltation.

Over a 10-year perlod, approximately 675 tons of soil would be lost as a result of road
constructfon and malntenance, ground-based and cable yarding, slash disposal, and debris burning,
of thls total, 635 fons would be lost dus to road construction and malntenance,

Under thls alternative, approximately 50 acres would be compacted by yarding and heavy
equlpment operation.

Other management actlvitles and land uses occurring on the WSA such as contlnued Ilvestock
grazing and vehicle use are not anticlpated fo result [n significant impacts In the foreseeabls

future.

Alternative 3B - No Wllderness (MIneral Potentlal)(Preferred Alternative)

Impacts resulting fo solls under Alternative 3B wouid be substantlally the same as those under
“Alternative 2,

Alternative 3C - No Wilderness (Wlldlife Emphasls)

Impacts would be substantial ly the same as those under Alternative 2. Closure of the area to
veh icular use would have a minor beneficlal impact to solls,

Alternative 4 ~ Partial Wllderness

Under this alternative, 1,680 acres would be managed as wilderness, Impacts to solls within
thls acreage would be the same as those under Alternative 1,
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Impacts *o soils within the 2,280 acres allocated for I[ntensive tIimber management would be
essontial iy the same as those under Alternative 3A except that thelr magnitude and Incidence would
be proportionately iess due fto the acreage difference. Approximately 385 tons of soll wouid be [est
over a decade due to tImber management activities, 365 tons of which wouid be attributable to road
construction and meintenance. On about 29 acres, soil compactlon wouid occur as a result of yarding
and heavy equlpment operaticn.

Conclusion: For this WSA, the soll resource would beneflt fram wllderness management under
Alternative 1. The greatest magnitude of impacts would occur through implementation of Alternative
3A, Slgnificant [mpacts fo the soli resource are not anticipated from any alternative.

WATER RESOURCES

Alternative | = Ali Wilderness

Wilderness management of the entlre WSA would resuit In negllglble Impacts fc the water
resources.

Water yield would decrease silghtly as vegetation progresses toward climax condition at which
stage It would stabllize.

Increases In water yleid and sedimentation and a decrease in water quailty would occur In the
event of wlidfires.

Alternative 2 = No Action

Shouid mineral related activity acceierate In response fo more favorable market conditions, a
corresponding increase In adverse I[mpacts to water resources (water yleld and sedimentation) would
occur. Application of management guideiines and reguliatory requirements would prevent these Impacts
from reaching signlflcant fevels.

If the exIsting trend of {Imlted mineral related activity were to contlinue, adverse Impacts to
water resources wouid remain at a negligible levsl,

Other iand uses and management practlces under this alternatlve wouid cause minimal Impacts to
The water resources,

Alternative 3A - No Wliderness (Timber Emphasls)

Under thts aiternative, 3,920 acres would be Intensively managed for sustained +tImber
productlon, The primary Impacts of Iintensive timber management practlices on water resources wouid
be [ncreased water yield due to vegetative manlpuiatlon and Increased sediment yleld (soli reachling
a water channej) due to jand disturbance. It Is estimated water ylald would Increase approximately
20 acre feet per year through Impiementation of this alternative. Sediment ylield Is estimated to
Increase 461 tons over a 10-year perlod.

Poss ible Increased vehicie use could cause some minor addltlonai water quality Impacts by

causing soll ercsion and campaction wlth a corresponding increase In surface runoff., These effects
would be inconsequential,
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Alternative 3B - No Wiiderness (Mlineral.Potential)}{Preferred Alternatlive)

Impacts under Aiternative 3B would be substantially the same as those under Aiternative 2.

Alternative 3C - No W!lderness (Wlidiife Emphasis}

Impacts fo water resources undser Alternative 3C would be essentlialiy the same as those under
Alternative 2. Closure of the area to vehlcles would have a minor beneflclal effect,

Alternative 4 - Partiai Wlliderness

Management of the 1,680 acres as wliderness would resuit in the same impacts as those described
under Alternative 1.

Intensive timber management of 2,280 acres would result In an estimated water yield Increase of
about 11 acre feet per year and an Increase In sediment yleid of approximately 263 tons of soll over

a |0-year period.

Other land uses and management practices on the 4,124 acres not managed as wilderness would
cause minimal adverse affects to water resources,

Conciuslion: Impacts to water resources of +the greatest magnltude would occur wilth the
Impiementatlon of Alternative 3A, These Impacts would be Insignificant In the context of the study
area, howavar. Alternative 1 would yleld the lowest levels of impacts to water resources.

VEGETATION

Alternative 1 - Ali Wilderness

Management of this area as wliderness would allow the vegetative communities Yo progress
through natural successlon fo a ciimax conditlon, In the event of fire, old growth timber
commun Itles have a greater potential for destruction due to higher flre intensity, and the increased
difflculty of suppression.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

Management actlvitles and land uses prescrlbed In this aiternative wouid result in negiigible
Impacts to vegetation,

Alternative 3A -~ No Wliderness {Timber Emphasls)

Intensive timber management on 3,920 acres of productive forest lands would result In the
followlng Impacts:

Road construction would elimlnate blologlcal productivity {(Including timber productlcn) on any
newfy constructed running surface. Approximately 37 acres would be affected, Subsequent
maintenance of these roads wouid temporarlly eliminate any early successlonal plant development,

New roads would provide opportunities for additlonal pubilc access. Thils couid result In
removal or damage of vegetative materiali through flrewood harvest or vehlicle use. Addltlonal access
would Improve capabilitles for fire protection, 1nsect and disease abatement, and other vegetative
management activitles,
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Ground-based yarding would damage and destroy vegetation on about 63 acres. GCable yarding
would be less destructive affecting approximately 28 acres.

Forest development practices such as precammercial and sanitatlon *thlnnings would remove
solected frees from the stand canopy, releasing the remainling trees from compatitlon for Ilight,
molsture, and nutrlents, thereby increasing growth on the remaining frees. Understory plants would
be damaged during these oparations. The resultant change in |ight, water, and nutrient avallability
would alter the camposltion of the understory to some degree. Fertllization would increase the
growth of all the vegetation within the treatment area of approximately 122 acres.

Alternative 3B - No Wlldernass (Mlneral Potentlal){Preferred Alternative)

Negliglble Impacts would rasult from Implementatlon of *+hls alternative,

Alternative 3C - No Wilderness (Wildlife Emphasis)

No Impacts are antliclpated,

Alternative 4 = Partlal WIlderness

Wilderness management on 1,680 acres would result In Impacts the same as those under
Alternative 1.

TImbor management of 2,280 acres would produce the same types of Impacts described In
Alternative 3A with a corresponding decrease in magnitude, Approximately 21 acres would be
eliminated fram blofogical productlvity due to road construction. Timber yarding would damage and
desiroy vegetatlon on about 52 acres. Fertllization would Increase vegetatlon growth on
approximately 70 acres.

Concluslon: Adverse effects of the greatest magnlfudes would occur under Alternative 3A,
Implemantat lon of Alternatives 1 and 3C would Impact vegetatlon the least. No signiflcant impacts
are anticipated,

WILDLIFE

Alternative 1 = All Wllderness

Maintalning the roadless nature of the area *through wilderness deslignatlon would beneflt efk
and mule deer by !Imlting human pressure, providing fravel corrldors, and malntalning security
arsas. Populatlons fram adjacent roaded areas would also beneflt fram the securlty this island of
roadless habltat would offer. Reduced opportunities for human [ntruslon would partlicularly benefl+t
three sensitive specles, the bobcat, wolverine, and Canada |ynx.

Preserving the undisturbed nature of this area would beneflt resldent populations of black
bear, songbirds, cavity dwellers (such as squlrrels, bats, owls, and woodpeckers) forest grouse, and
smal | mammals. On the other hand, opportunlties to enhance wildllfe habltat through vegetative
man fpulation would be foregone.
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Alternativa 2 - No Actlon

Management activities and land uses under this alternative are not antlcipated Yo result in
significant Impacts fo wildllfe,.

Alternative 3A - No Wllderness (TImber Emphasis)

Of the 5,804 total acres In the WSA, 3,920 would be I[ntensively managed for timber production.
TImber harvest and development practices would be expected to affect the wildlife In the WSA as
follows:

Road construction would destroy wlldllfe habitat, and road use would decrease habltat quality
through dlsturbance, Same destructlion or quallty degradatlon of blg game habitat, rlparlan areas,
ald growth habltat, habitfat for cavity-dependent specles, and aquatlc habitat could result, but thls
would be substantlally reduced through Implementatlon of district management guidelines,

implemontation of +this alternative would result In the followlng losses of wildllfe habltat
(estimated acres over a 10-year period): elk, 27; mule deer, 23; black bear, 28; and snag dependent
species, 94,

No significant adverse Impacts are expected to affect the bobcat, wolverine, and Canada 1ynx
which are |isted as sensitive specles.

Alternative 3B = No Wilderness (Mlneral Potential){Preferred Alternative)

Impacts to wildllfe would be negligible under thls alternative.

Alternative 3C = No Wllderness (WlidlIfe Emphasis)

Impacts to wi!diife would be essantlal |y the same as those described for Alternative 1| wlith an
additfonal slight benefit resulting fram the ellminatlon of competitlon for forage on the 150 acres
excluded fram llvestock grazing.

Alternative 4 = Partlal Wllderness

Impacts to wlldlife and wild!ife habitat in the 1,680 acres proposed for wl!derness management
would be the same as those descrlbed under Alternative 1,

intensive tImber management of 2,280 acres would result in adverse Impacts of the types
described for Alternative 3A with a corresponding reduction In magnlfude. Estimated habltat |osses
{(in acres) over a decade would be: weik, 16; mule deer, 13; black bear, 16; and snag dependent
specles, 54,

Conclusion: Wildlife populations and habltat would be favored +hrough Impiementation of
Alternatives 1 and 3C. tmpacts of greatest magnitude would occur under Alternative 3A. No
signiflcant impacts are expected fo result to wildlife, Including sensltive species, fram any
alternatlive.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

Alternatives 1 through 4

The potentlal for damage or destruction to cultural resources varies between aifernatives,
Soll dlsturbing activities resuiting fram infensive timber management and vehlcular use would
Increase this potentiai., No slignificant Impacts are anticipated.

VISUAL RESOURCES

Alternative 1 = All Wllderness

Under wliderness deslgnation and management, the hlgh quality scenic values of the WSA would be
presarved.

Altarnative 2 = No Action

No adverse Impacts to scenlc quality are anticlipated.

Alternative 3A - No Wliderness (Timber Emphasis)

Scenlc quaiity wouid be adversely affected on the 3,920 acres of productive forest lands siated
for Intenslve timber management due to landform and vegetatlion modlflcations. These Impacts would
not exceed the visual resource management thresholds estabilshed for iands allocated to Intensive
timber management.

Other management actlIvities in the WSA prescribed under thls alternative are not expected to
slgnificantiy Impact the vIsual resources.

Alternative 3B - No Wlliderness (Mineral Potential){Preferred Alternative)

Impacts to visual resources under Alternative 3B would be the same as those under Alternative
2-

Alternative 3C - No Wilderness (Wlidiife Emphasls)

Wlidiife habitat Improvement proJects couid aiter the vlsual quality of the WSA for a
rejatively short duration (1 to 5 vyears). Impacts from other management practices would be
negiigibie,

Alternative 4 -~ Partlai Wliderness

High quality scenlc values would be preserved on the 1,680 acres proposed for wliderness
designation,

Scenic quallity wouid be adversely affected on the 2,280 acres of productive forest lands siated
for Intensive t1mber management due to [andform and vegetation modiflcations. These impacts would
not exceed the visual resource management thresholds estabilshed for jands al loated to Intensive
timber management.

Other management activitles In the WSA prescribed under this alternative are not expected to
significantiy impact the visual resources.
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Conciusion: The outstanding scenic quality of this WSA would be protected and preserved under
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3B, Scenlc quality would suffer degradation, though not significant, on
areas allocated for intenslve timber management under Alternatives 3A and 4.

RECREATION

Alternative 1 = All Wilderness

Management of the entlre WSA In a semi-primitlve nonmotorized recreatlon setting wouid favor
primitive forms of recreation and prohiblt the use of vehlcles,

Alternative 2 - No Actlon

Under +*hls alternative a semi-primitive motorized recreation setting would be provided.
Primitive forms of recreation wou!d be adversely affected by motorlzed vehicle use,

Alternative 3A - No Wllderness (Timber Emphasls)

The enflre WSA would be managed for a roaded natural recreation setfing. An essentlally
natural setting would exIst. Primitive forms of recreation would be adversely affected by motorlzed
vehlicle use.

Alternative 3B -~ No Wilderness (Mineral Potential)(Preferred Alternative)

impacts resulting from the management of 2,790 acres for a semli-primitive nonmotorized
recreation setting would be the same as those under Alternative 1.

Impacts to recreation on the remainder of the WSA would be the same as those under Alternative
2.

Alternative 3C - No Wllderness (WIlldlIfe Emphasls)

Impacts to recreatlon under Alternatlve 3C would be the same as those described for Alternative
le

Alternative 4 - Partlal Wllderness

Impacts to recreation on those lands to be managed as wllderness would be the same as under
Ajternative 1. In the remainder of the unit, Impacts would be essentlally the same as those under
Alternative 2,

Conclusion: Primltive forms of recreation would be favored In Alternatives 1 and 3C, and to some
extent in Alternatlive 4, Motorlzed recreatlonal pursults would be favored in Alternatives 2 and 3A.
Recreation opportunities would not be signlflcantly enhanced or degraded by implementation ot any
alternative,
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GRAZING

Alternatives 1, 2, 3A, 3B, and 4

Mo change in grazing use of 150 acres of the WSA wouid resuit from Implementation of any
alternative,

Alternative 3C - No Wildernass (Wiidlife Emphasis)

Under Alternative 3C, the current grazing use of 8 AUMs on 150 acres would not be al fowed,
This would be a negligible adverse impact.

ENERGY AND MINERALS RESCURCES

Alternatives | through 4

Refer to the introductlon of this chapter,

TIMBER MANAGEMENT

Alternative 1 = All Wilderness

Timber productlon opportunitles from 3,920 acres of productlive timberland would be foregone as
a result of implementation of Alternative 1. A potentlal annual harvest of 724 MBF would not be
reallzed.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

The Iimpacts described under Aiternative 1 would apply fo Alternative 2,

Alternative 3A - No Wllderness {(TImber Emphasis)

Intenslive tImber harvest and development practices on 3,920 acres would provide a sustalned
annual yield of 724 MBF,

Alternative 3B - No Wllderness {(Mineral Potential)(Preferred Alternative)

Impacts would be the same as those described under Alternative 1,

Alternative 3C - No Wllderness (Wildl!fe Emphasis)

Impacts would be the same as those for Alfternative 1.

Alternative 4 - Partlal Wilderness

Under this alternatlve, 2,280 acres of productive timberland would provide a sustained annual
yleld of 421 MBF, 58% of full sustained yleld potentlal for this WSA.

Conclusion: Timber production would beneflt most from Alternative 3A. Management opportunltles

would be foregone under Alternatives 1, 2, 38, and 3C, These I[mpacts would not be slglficant,
reglonal ly.
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WILDERNESS VALUES

Alternative | = All Wllderness

All wllderness values would be malntalned under Alternative 1.

Alternative 2 = No Actlon

Opportwnitlies for solitude would be adversely affected by vehlcle use of the WSA. Increased
mining activity, both within and outside the WSA, would adversely affect naturalness and solltuds
val ues.

Alternative 3A = No W!lderness (TImber Emphasis)

All wilderness values would eventually be eliminated as forest management actlivitles ars
Inftiated.

Alternative 3B - No Wilderness {Mineral Potential ){Preferred Alternative)

Impacts to wllderness values would be substantial ly similar to those In Alternative 2,

Alternative 3C - No Wllderness (WlldlIfe Emphasis)

Impacts would be substantlally the same as In Alternative 2 with one exceptlon. Solltude
values would be enhanced due to the ellminatlon of recreational off-road vehlcles, Howsver, thls
aeffect would be minimal due fto *he current and projected low level of ORV use,.

Alternative 4 = Partial Wllderness

All wilderness values would be malntalned on 1,680 acres under thls atternative. Wllderness
values on the remaining 4,124 acres would eventual!y be ellminated as forest management actlvitlies
are initiated.

Concluslon: The most degradatlon to wiliderness values, though insigniflcant on a reglcnal basls,
would result fram Implementation of Alternative 3A, Wllderness values would be malntalned by
Alternative 1.

ECONOMICS

The potentlal annual harvest of timber In thls WSA would range fram 0 to 724 thousand board
feet., The highest potential economlc galn would occur under Alternative 3A where the potential
annual harvest of 724 thousand board feet would support 5 lumber related jobs wlth $90,900 In
corresponding wages. Alternative 4, with a potential annual harvest of 421 thousand board fest
would support 3 lumber related jobs with $54,600 in wages. These potentlal econamic benefits,
although Tnslgnificant In the context of the Idaho County and reglonal econcmles, would be foregone
under al |l other alternatives, Incliuding the preferred al ternative.

6-354



§¢~9

Conslderation

TABLE 6-1

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE AND
ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY AND THE IRREVERSIBLE OR IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES

Short-term Use
{(Within 10 Years)

Alternative

All Wilderness Optimize protectlion and
preservation of publlc
lands In thelr natural
conditlon,

No Actlon Malntaln status quo.

No Wilderness
Commodity Emphasis Emphas!ze productlon

of timber.

Protection Emphasis Optimlze protection and
enhancement of natural
environment,

Partlal Wilderness

Long-term F‘rn:)duc:‘i'lvf't‘yI Irreversible

{10+ Years) Commitments
Wilderness values would be None
preserved for future generations

Maintaln wood flber productivity, None
Malntaln llvestock forage and

wildllfe habltat.

Increase wood flber productivity, None
Alter wildlife habitat. Decrease

visual quallty. Increase motorized
recreation opportunities,

Decrease wood fliber productivity. None

Enhance wildii fe habltat. Decrease
motorized recreation opportunlties,
Maintain vlsual quallty. Some wilder-
ness values would be ma)ntalned.

other alternatives would apply to the remaining area.

1 As compared to present slituatlon or trend,

Irretrievable
Comm] tments

Short-term timber harvest potentlals
would be foregone.

loss of soll whlch would reach rlvers

in the form of fine sediments, Potential
destruction of cultural sites. Potential
destruction of threatened/endangered
plants. Investment of energy.

Loss of soll., Potentlal destruction of
cultural sites. Potential destruction of
threatened/endangered plants, |Investment
of energy. Some wilderness values would
be foregone,

Loss of soil. Potentlal destruction of

cultural sites, Potential destruction of
threatened/endangered plants. Investment
of energy.

Discussjons pertinent to All Wllderness alternative apply to those lands so deslgnated, while appropriate dlscusslons from



CHAFTER 7
COORD|INATION, CONSISTENCY, AND PUBLIC PARTI[CIPATION

COORDINATICON PRIOR TO THE AMENDMENT AND EIS PREPARATION

Prior to the preparation of thls amendment and EIS, the Coeur d' Alene Distrlict conmducted
extensive consultat!lon and coordination with the public durlng the Management Framework Plan process
and the inventory phase of the Bureau's wilderness review program. These early efforts were wlidely
advertised 1n an attempt to reach the affected publlcs and establish Involved and Informed public
contacts,

As part of this consultation and coordination process, public planning workshops were held to
ldentify signlficant problems and !ssues to be addressed during the planning process, These
workshops were conducted at Grangeville, Rlggins, Lewiston, Elk Clty, Wallace, Sandpolnt, S5t.
Maries, and Coeur d'Alene durlng 1980,

Durlng this same pertoed of t+ime, meetings were held to gather lnput concerning the Dlstrict's
wilderness Tnventory program at Coeur d'Alene, Moscow, Lewlston, Grangeville, and St, Maries. These
meetings also ldentlfled Issues and publlc concerns.

Prior to the commencement of the amendment and EIS, small group meetings were held with
industry representatives, publlic of flclals, and public land user Taterest groups to discuss land use

al locatlons and related toplics.

CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION DURING THE PREPARATION OF THE AMENDMENT AND EIS

With the previous public Involvement effort as a foundatlon, the Coeur d'Alene District con-
tinued its consultation and coordinatlon efforts as out!ined In the MFP Amendment Pubiic Par-
t1¢lpatlon Plan, As part of the contlnuing EIS scoplng process, approximately 800 letters were sent
to a wilde variety of Interest groups, agencles, and !ndividuals in March, 1981 to sollcit comments,
suggestions, and oplnlons concerning Issues to be discussed and analyzed In thls amendment and EIS,
In addltion, a Federal Reglster notice and news releases were 1ssued requesting that anyone with
information pertinent to the amendment/ElS contact the Coeur d'Alene District Offlce. The Input
recelved was used to develop the Issues and planning crlteria discussed in Chapter 2 of thls
documant, Follow-up letters were sent to all those who responded to requests for informatlon In
July 1981,

CONS ISTENCY WITH OTHER RESOURCE PLANS

Consultatlion wlth other agencies and govermments, Includlng Indlan Tribes, Ind!cates that this
proposed MFP amendment s consistent with thelr offlclally approved or adopted resource related
plans, Land use plans for most of the Natlonal Forest lands which border the WSAs have not been
comp leted, Ongolng coordlination Is contlnulng with Forest Service planners fo ensure fthat
campatibla land use alternatives are developed,
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CHAPTER 8
RESPONSE TC PUBL IC COMMENT

During the preparation of the draft Amendment/EIS the Coeur d'Alene District Issuwed news releases,
sent out [nformation packets, and made personal contacts to describe the process and reguest the
contributlon of interested individuals and groups. Prior to this, the district conducted numercus
wllderness inventory meetlings and land use planning meetlings with Indlviduals and agencies To gather
Information, opinions, and suggestions,

The draft Amendment/E{S was flied with the Envlrommental Protectlon Agency on Jure 18, 1982 and
approximately 650 coples were distributed for publlc review. The review period ran from June 18 to
August 30, 1982.

During thls review perlod, three public meetings were held: July 20 in Grangevilie, Juiy 22 in St.
Marles, and July 27 In Moscow. On July 29 a formai public hearing was held In Coeur d'Alens. Of
the 52 people who attended the public meetings, 25 presented oral comments. Aimost all of these
cammenters submitted written comments also, At the pubilc hearing, 14 people were In attendance
with 6 presenting oral testimony,. Durlng the review perlod 79 written comment letters were
rece [ved,

On December 30, 1982, the Seikirk Crest WSA was eilminated from further consideratlon as a
Wliderness Study Area through a wilderness Inventory decision amendment made by the Secretary of the
Interlor, Thls change occurred aftér the draft €IS was published and its review period had ¢losed.
References to the Selkirk Crest WSA and comment letters addressing [t have, therefore, been
elimlnated from the document,

Comments From the Public Meetlngs and Hearing

Grangoviile = Thera were 12 pecple In attendance at this meeting. Those whe presented oral comments
wore malniy concerned with the Marshail Mountain and Snowhole Rapids W5As. A number of speakers
stated that they were miners and opposed any attempts to constrain the pursuit of thelr occupation,
especlally In the Marshali Mountain area. They Indicated that this area Is a mining district and
should be left aiocne. Those who spoke favored the No Actlon (nonsultable) aiternative for Marshal|
Mountaln, One speaker supperted the No Wllderness alternative for Snowhole Raplds.

S$t. Maries - Thls meeting was attended by 13 people, malniy loggers or representatives of timber
companies, Those who spoke Indlicated a strong desire to see the Crystal Lake and Grandmother
Mountain WSAs allocated for nonwllderness uses. While supporting our No Wllderness reccmmendation
most opposed any attempts by BLM or the Forest Service to constraln Intensive timber management of
these areas tThrough scenlc area, natural area, or research area aliocations.

Two speakars expressad a deslre to see more nommotorlzed recreation areas developed and one speaker
expressed concern about the protectlon of the Skitswish Monuments In the Crystai Lake WSA without
wliderness deslgnaticn.

Moscow - Twenty-seven pecple attended thls meeting. Most of the people who spoke at this meeting
favored wliderness deslgnatlon for the Crystal Lake and Grandmother Mountaln WSAs. They felt that
these areas were Important since they contalned some of the last unspolied federal lands In an area
of Intense tImber harvesting and assoclated road constructlion. A few speakers fawored natural and
research area designations for these WSAs,



Two speakers represented timber interests and opposed any timber management constraints in the
Crystal Lake and Grandmother Mountain WSAs.

Coeur d'Alene (Public hearlng) - Six people testified at thls hearing. One speaker requested
wliderness designation for the Grandmother Mountain WSA. The other five speakers favored no further

wilderness deslgnations and no further constraints on timber management for the WSAs,

Written Comments

Letters of comment were recelved fram 79 agencles, groups, or Individuals during the review pariod
and have been divided Into three groups: those requliring a responsa, those not requiring a
response, and those recelved after the close of the comment perlod (having a postmark after August
30, 1982). Those requlring a response questloned a statement made In the Draft document, asked for
clariflcatlion, or offered new [nformation. These letters and BLM's responses are presented on the
fol iowlng pages of this chapter, The pertinent comments within the letters are Identified by a
verticai ilne in the left margin of each letter and a comment number corresponding to that letter
number. BLM!s response to each comment lmmediateiy foilows each letter,

Letters not requlring a response generally offered oplnions about the wliderness Issue or BLM's
proposals, They did not question the data or analysls contained In the draft document, nor did they
of fer new Tnformatlon whlch wouid necessltate modiflcatlon of the document.

Five letters were received after the close of the comment perlod. These letters did not provide
Informatlon which would require modlficatlon of the anaiysis or ralse concerns not expressed In
other letters of comment,

The letters not requiring response and those recelved after the close of the comment perlod are
avallable for review at the Coeur d'Alene District Offlce,

The foliowing Is a IIst of comment letters recelved con the draft Amendment/E1S. They are llsted In
the order in which they were recelved., An asterlsk fidentlfles those jetters for which responses
appear In this document,

Letter Number Commenter
1 Olin W, Rose Jr.
2 Idaho Environmental Council
3 Bureau of Indlan Affairs
4 George and Anita Davis
5 State of ldaho, Department of Lands
* 5 Don L. Crawford
7 Kenneth M. Goidsmlth
8 Dan Cook
9 Terry Eckwright
10 Gall Z. Eckwright
11 Earth Flrst
12 Re M. Gormiey
13 Federal Highway Adminisiration
14 Cynthla M, Glassford



* M oW

Written Comments (Cont'd)

Steven W, Koehler
James Gehrlng
LeRoy Shaw

St. Joe Val lay Assoclation
Dennls Lightfleid
Lynn C. Norris
Charles A, Weliner
Karen Buxion
Murray A. Glbas
Eric L. Jensen
Paul Chand ter

Bob Kuip

Mary Kirkwood
Forest D, Krelsher
James A, Buli
Cheryl Kolibeck
Wiillam A. Warren
Blil Cord

Henry J. Fablan
Fred W. Rabe
Donaid R. Johnson
Jo B. Sowel |
HAVLAH Group
Cralg D. Rabe
Jerry Wegman
POTLATCH Corp.

Ea Le Wiliiams
Margaret Dibble
Bernard Romain
David A. Kudrna
R. C, Hackett
Shiriey Horning Sturts
Ruth E. Buil
Lawson C, LeGate
Ben E. Cummlngs
Giadys Romaln

S$t. Marles Chamber of Commerce

l.Wshe local 3-361
Wliliam H. Baliey
Mrs. Henry Slndt

F. Bradford Rabe
Ronaid E. Young

Mary E. Reed

Donaid C. Yost

BN Timberiands Inc.
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2.1

2.3

2.4

P.O. Box 1760
daho Falls, idaho 83401

ldzho Environmental Council

28 June 1982

Ted Graf, BLM
1808 North Jjrd Screet

Coeur d'Alena, ID 81814 HORTH IDARO WILDERNESS DRAFT EIS COMMENTS

Dear Mr. Grafi

On behalf of IEC, I wish to comment on the North Idaho Wilderness EIS, but
before I do that, I trust that the final EIS will elininate an error on page 1-3
of the draft. An area cannot be allocated "For multipla uae” as opposed to
Wilderness, for they are one and the same, both in law as well aa in reality.
Wilderness is merely one form of multiple use, and is in facr often more
“multiple" that many of the timber operations seen on public land. In any avent,
what 18 at issus here is not in any way wilderneas va, multiple use, and this
unfortunate turn of phrase needs elimination from this page,

I wish to object most strongly to two of your recommendations--that for Snowhole
Rapids and especlially, that for Grandmother Mouatain,

In the case of Snowhale, 1t im unclesr why, on page 1-3, a conclusion is reached

that this ares would be unmanageable ss wilderneas. There is no doubt at all that

it 1s suitable, and there is equallly no doubt that the public would strongly

oprose reoad bullding or any form of change in this stretch of the lover Salmom.

The Cottonwood office of BLM maintaina 8 fine river patrol on the lover Salmon,

aod when Wild River classification Einally comes to this reach of the tiver, it will
have to enforte that particular law. At the least, the final EIS must include details
on just why this ecreage cannot be mansged as Wilderness. It has always looked wild
to me on oy ctrips with John Barker in the area and 1 doubt that much money or

effort wvould be needed to "manahe" 1t as it ovow 1a.

1t is {a the case of Grandmother, however, that your argumente are weakest of all.
They omit any diacussion of the great carity of the values now present there. The
BLM staff has, I know, looked many times from thie #rea on the misery and
destruction painfully visible on nearby USFS and private land. Grandmother Mtm.

1s a tiny Iittle remnant in a vest sea of plunder and pillage, amd puny remnant of
natural values long eliminated on adjacent holdings. It is a rare and valuasble
place, attributes only mentioned in passing in the EIS. Tt is also popular as it
now 1a, Your estimate of 2500 vislecor daya ie far too low., As many pecple ee that
drive by .ite every year on tha Preezeout Road, looking to the left at its treasures
after buzzing for miles through the destruction caused by other land ownmers.

While ONA deaignation for ar least part of it appesrs to offer respite from the
bulldozer, the history of the BIM and other federal agencies in offering

permanent protection adminiastratively to such areas is a dark one, not designed to
offer much hope for the Euture. Scmeone, somevhere, always has a plan in hand to do
something to such places. While Administrator A way in fact say NO to auch people,
what of Adminiserator B, or €, let alone X, Y, AND Z, It is no surprise that
Potlatch and other firms often favor thie type of “protection” Instead of
Wilderness—~they made much of their money in the toilet paper buainess, awd kind of
paper about as flimsy and permanent as ONA designation. In fact, only fools and

the hopeleaaly naieve would have any faith at all in this echeme, egpecially

when the foxes back in Washington hava alresdy opened the door of the hen house.
James Watt administratively "ptotecting" any place? You've got to be kidding?

2.5

2.8

2.7

2

Thers ara alsc some Teal problems with the alternatives developed for Crandmother
Mountain. None offere any protectlon at all for the popular trail system that Tuns
to the top of both Grandaother and Grand{ather Mountaina. Even 1f this quite high
country ware to erronecusly {as you propose) be allocated to timber harvest,
something at least ocught ta be doune to keep loggers and roads off this traill system,
or even from crossing ir. By allocating this whole ridge, rather than just Iics
wveat slopes, to developsent, you are needlessly sasaulting the fineat single and
moat popular feature of the wear end of the roadless area--its trall system. At
the least, the boundary of the sres not recovmended for Wildernezsa (or to the
misgrable ONA statua befng proposed) ought to be downslope from the ridge line.
The current propceal finvites stronger opposition that might otherwise be expected
in. 1ts uslesa and gratuitous attack on this trail system.

The EA is alsa defective in thar it contains no economic analysis at all. Since I
have seen such analyses fn other BIM documents, 1 am confident nor only that the
agency has hesrd of such a thing, but has even proven itself able te complete one.
Since treea are somewhat mcarck in the Grandmother Men. area, but primicive values
there represent an extremely rare commodity, a acholarly economic analyaks that
fully considered irreversibly changing and eliminating scarce rescurces would prove
intereating. 1 am sure that the Flnal EIS will include one, as is required by lawv.

The decision concerning Grandmother Mtn. i{s also is error in yet another way. It
appears that the authora of the document belleve that there 48 other wilderness
geographically close at hand. Where? Grandmother Men. is only 1%-2 houra from its
numerous users in Lewiston, Moscow, Pullman and St. Marles, Tp the east lies

a maybe vilderness along the St. Joe-Clearwater Divide, but it takes 5-7 hours of

hard and expensive driving to reach that area, and the USFS is of course already hard
at work reducing their pitiful recommendations there. The facts are just the opposite.
Unleas you have a timber company helicopter to fly around in, thie would be the closest
wilderneas of all to much of North Idaho and would offer a rare and popular resoufce
to a populace devolid of the same. Your logic im not recommending this area for
Wilderness is sad and cpeclous and makes about as such sense as calling rain sunshioe.

In short, this EIS is a flawed document unwieely recommending that the citizens trust
the Interlor Department to do what ie best. 1 trust them all right--trust them to
pander to corporate greed and probably to even offer the whole of BLM land

in north Idaho to private companies, or vorse, to the Forest Service . What a wretched
Fate that would be for these lictle wild jewels.

Sincerely,

\
kﬁ)gﬁp- ES}::.;Jug:D
Dennis Baird
birector, IEC .
P.0. Box B787

Moscow, 1D 81843
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Responss to latter Ho, 2
Taut has basn changed.

Although this ares possasass wlldernsss characteristics srd 118 ecasystem Is currently mot
reprasanted Ia the Matlonal Wilderness Fressrvation System, managessit of this WSA a1 »
wlidarness 13 not remtily schlevable. The contlnuing tremi of Iacreased use of This ares may
Jead 1o » sitwtlon whers solltude would only be passible durlng fimes of low use uniess
manogamant Intervensd #o |lmit sccess to thls wmit, This would be very dithiculf since &
navigale rliver flows the full length of This ¥SA.  In sdditlon, the use of motorized Jet
boats In thls WSA fs Bn historle and conflnulng use which doas not complement o
wlldornes-typs stparisnce,

Infurmatlon on pages 37, 38, 48, 4-10, 6, %7, 50, and 5-21 recognlzes the rars valwos
of the WSA,

Tha astimate of vislior use for thin area Is bassd on svaliabls data Including tleld
abservation and statt estlsates as documented In the Management S|tuntlon Anniysls for this
wWSA

The majority of tralls In this W5A 1I‘u|ﬂ|ln the proposed DNA and RNA sreas. The propoued

boundary betwsen the ONA and the tlmber ssnegemant srao Ja west of the Marbla Creek trall,
tharoby jncluding 1t within the OMAL

We regard tha irall systes In this WSA to be quite veluable for recrestlonal use. Shauld
tlaber mansgesent activitles be prascribed for the western portion of the WSA, eppropriate

_com lderation of these valusd would ba made through site specifle snvirommantal ascessmants,

pPlcusslons of sconomic lmpacts are tound I chapter & tor sach WSA, The econmlic snniysis of
each WSA tound that thers wora no slgnlticant fmpacts sswclated wlth any of the alternatives,

Using the asteblished criterta for “nearness to populations centersd,” thers currsntly exists
16 deslignated witderness arsas encompsssing %9 mliilon ecres of dand within a day's drive of
the Moscow-Pul lman srea. These Include the Selwsy Blttercot, Gospsl Hump, Halls Canyon and
aothar ulld.rnul‘ areas,
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

memorandum R Response 1o 'letter Mo. 3

JUK 25 1332

Branch of Lend Services - Portland Area Office -

smxsr [Review of North Idaho WP Amendment and Environmental Impach Statement

3.1

_Draft

« - Bureau of Land Management, Coeur d'Alene, Idaho -

Attention: Ted Graf

As requested we have reviewed the subject statement end offer the

following comment:

We recommend direct cméultatlon with representatives of the Nez Perce
and Coeur d'Alene Tribes of Indians and the Bureau of Indlan Affalrs at

the Northern Idaho Agency for information on cuitural use of the lands )

under conslderation. wilderness designation of lands ‘and water support
the intent of the American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978 (P.L.
95-341) An that additional protectlon to the natural environment occurs.

The subject plan should contain information on consultatlon with tribal

representatives to determine applicatlon of the Religlous Freedom Act to

the proposed action.

PRI XY |
Acling Asslstent Area Director
{Economic Development)

cc: Superintendent, Northern Idaho Agercy
Envirommental Quallty, Code 204
Chairman, Nez Perce Tribal Executive Committes

\v‘?\aimﬂ. Coeur gd'Alene Tribal Council
ed-Graf;MJ0. P Amendment EIS Teem Leader

3.1 Comultation snd coordinstion with these tribes wili continue.

. MR)Im-ns

3128 {T008)
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Rural Boute

Clark's Road

Essex, New York 12936
June 30, 1982

Wayne Zinne, District Manager
Bureau of Land Management, USDI
1808 North Jrd Street -
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814

Dear Wayne:

We have teviewed the draft "North Idaho MFP Amendment and Eaviron-
mental Impact Statement."

As you know, we are personally familiar with the Selkirk Crest,
Crystal Take, Grandwother Mountain and Snowhole Rapida WSAs, We
are not familiar with the Marshall Mountain WSA and will not comment
on it, Our comments on your preferred alternatives for the four
areas we are familisr with follow:

Selkirk Crest
We support your recommendation for wilderness designation
{alternative 1} and sincerely hope the Forest Service sees fit to
follow through with a wilderness recommendation on the remainder of
Long Canyon.

Crystal Lake and Grandmother Mountain

We belleve all of the Crystal Leke WSA and the eastern two-
thirds of the Grandmother Mountain WSA should be recommended for
wilderness designation. In other words, we prefer alternative 1 for
Crystal Lake and alternative 4 for Grandmother Mountain, We can find
no physical or blologlcal resource justlfication for recommending
othervise wherzas the case for such designaticns could be made very
strongly ~ particularly if the Forest Service would reconsider its
non-wilderness recommendation For upper Marble Creek at some future
time. The reasons for your preferred alternatives must, therefore,
be strictly political. We can accept your compromise providing the
ONA3 and the RNA are not further compromlsed,

Snowhole Rapids

We are troubled by your recommendation here for three primary
reasons. Firat, 1t contradicte the recommendation of your BLM
advisory board, Second, and more important, we desperately need the
Falouse Province: Wheatgrass-Bluegrass ecoasystem represented in the
Natfonal Wilderness Preservation System. Recently the Forest Service

7

¥

Letter to Wayne Zinne -2~ June 30, 1982

dropped further wildernese consideration of the only candidates
they had in this ecosystem. And third, river corridor wilderness
designationa will provide future generationa with a particularly
unlque educational, scientific and recreational resource.
Although we recognize the management challenges 1t might create
for you, we urge you ro reconsider and support alternative 1,
wilderness deslgnation for Snowhole Rapids,

Even though just last week we asked to be rewoved from the
District's mailing 1ist (1) would you be sure we get this fipal
EIS.

We've only been here 10 daye and greatly miss Coeur d'Alene but
wve are in a beautiful corner of the world and look forward te
getting settled in, Hope all’s well with you and your family.

Best personal regards,

< 15,;~""ﬁ:‘
Anita L. Davis eorge D. Davis

PFormer BLM Advisory Board Member Land Use Consultant

ce: Clair M. Whitlock

Response To letter Wo, 4

4.1 Please refer fo page 5-14 for & susmary of the rotknals upoa which the somsultable

recansandation for the Snoshole Roplds WSA was based.



Oi-8

Tl Yef

' _ - rH-1982
B.&-I.M {ama’ /J’/M-qg.tmd .
1109 N.3.d B, _

Csewun d'afz—»*, b TIZM .
bmﬂlm-qu: . L L .
e f ct? be adils T b/ 2 Paocew, cld, haonizy on The
DE LS Wl lloho w%mmdm?.oﬂm,-r%, swhnitty,
MMWMHZU and ask + #Qﬂ&‘:ﬂﬂl‘-i”‘r\-

e pubbe ruerel and adduasald o H .,DJ-”J ETs,

. 2
Alhiike Cust | Gryodal Mewiliin  omed HromddHor Meuritiin
 Cuait (72 %0ensa), Hortves) e ho b

Acommindidane

fr CpTil DT ot Lilee (1037 s00se) amol Hrandrathos M,

(73 129 ocera) Mu‘:ﬂﬂ‘lﬂiﬂﬂt % pustA Hore atsen.
%Awmu?.-/ﬂa a-difim»&'a malie of Coplall ME.

JMH rl-ﬂ—r-fn-«"-‘ﬂ=bm‘) Pe piling ave. e Mo O’N-ﬂ { O uStTnls
T chtfvlap )’iraa) c&:ﬂd’ ?li bl el Mhickea | dﬂuﬂﬂﬂ?.‘f
iy TR, ; SRy SOy awdﬂtﬁf{j&’w#ﬁe.-m Atae 8‘"‘,
O e g uite = Db o ar adsrimididoe pt ot .
Thet cusn a&afpum/ p-deh«/ BLm dah,u ‘s aﬂp{a. Tf:tﬁ(j :
pm«'m;r\ Ga widdissam ohodef be guww
ONA dariondemy Apoipan e by rone, ZLI'“—E"-S_',M, len't wan.
A aa a top-ewt B peltz.f prossan %.:-m Yoy boaa —

Gl 15

Nt watt! L , _

. Tl ai vmmape wrt your 44‘1«4973:::&) .
AocornmindZiir. fo Srandmatlon 175 allflod How
ez Ealds
(oo mmm\.ﬂ- a QQGSWW_J :
izl ansec, @ hane AesnTo Hin hish aboration.

8.1

8.2

\ e RO 2
,%Jdm-n’fi—?
jb’v%-v.uu

dlrawn hattngen. He ONA d He ance b

‘ (fgqq oNH diltin 15 amn achrentidiog /iz?f:}_-%-

; :..Té A p«.cM e (widdinmin o twbicia.
Frandmitloa MG, Th o lewid be peilding: o
r.EEE-u'_‘;J M}u..;éﬂ.—;.)- TL&t& .L-’ ﬁ.f’&ocg
1o sowch odarnags & F Ao 7‘2.:?.'[:, Gafm. Ceaiheco! 4
DEV'S )47‘?. -Jomq’) 7ia _.-V.u\- P Eﬂ-"ﬂ-
L cpivedd .
md,éowof A re cenceted . kb fcaue_ JD{Q it
C‘f !JOYLL )jﬂéﬂolm'ﬂb\. cW\J/&?dnt(fiﬂ-q /mm,rncfvd‘;:r’,:,
Hore T Frieosowt Seddbe &«65—1‘ i})‘ﬁ{
_. J
LWwiong, The OMNA oliwtd Hos frer | be frlongeed 4
ﬂ( M.‘-Qo—f.L MJ imm C_J.Mty'J ”;..—:J-'df;,,,.,;,,,_-:‘

- L)

N adorinistiod ho e Frat Fires ) omi? ha cmoreyid
} L}Lé-) % el ’)u—f- d{'f?j L«:‘{latl( a/:bfrwyﬂlifc AN ar)._;r»'—u'é
P""d‘“ﬂ' muaa'/' ba- /—nﬂ—g/) anrel 7,&4- o 4u‘f‘ p&gm

F‘Pv\ﬁl%, o P < Y Mankbe cul
o—nlj -y pmﬁ;\ , c‘JﬂW)A . RPN a Ul-w écmP‘L‘-‘J"-Cad—

-/ Te Shiamctone o AT k-’iﬁlﬁmoa_v Ths past n-s bined
b hilead Ha Morbls sl el ars furd FE a g it
upsticem . The ek auma claia. and cobd iuin o

Ha bridse acrean cik

STath e TAa D £7% #a.g ﬂ..., o

Z of He ONA ok b prasil

a"na Mmm\vwa,j_a_ elacd Awnt ot mecks trchornsacd wath
e FM’I‘ -ogﬂbw-é-m. The %Maﬂ EZS aust E_Z_L_._Qj: _r.(:f:aq;}
28t Madls ek wn HoAe prtats,) QU«;(OT‘IC/
C—P L —';\M'H-E ,)’H'clj,b mft/ﬂ‘fc_%«_)‘ Q a;a[:‘n:;nl:

qwm wth e Foust S'ua,u.uw'u-u it sm et



'6.

Response to istter No, &

ovenn crmrerticved oo Fha b/}nj% ETS _ia .ﬂ’t /w#um:‘ 6.) Plsase ses responss 2.9,

_ﬂew} q—w /QM_/_ a_,ﬂ‘p«¢6 [« PN _,Qem A 6,2 The BLM and Forest Sor.vlco coordinate land use plans wharever possible, This EIS doss not
. , - (} contala detalls ot the Forast Service land use plan for this ares since that pisn Ig stiil In
TLQ p'fr:v &'J a. h m_u-a‘é ﬂ\avr\?h o S-QW'L . ‘-ijd"‘ . . the preparation stoge,

o w;\)h-ﬂ‘: tha Chmr}ap hio ecvsnsad abpri | P
. canrt OAAWWTL Yerain J;trﬂ'v:: /ﬂﬂ ONH )
dm.‘wm. ch unqg e I Aocansicles et ohart= sey bt/
chorce of samuatidice puitedoon (wmidoguato i bourdi
..ﬂ,——u I apotns e ﬂtth) e botl dives o oﬂu%
Axowt—ta caf' ol enm cbﬂyn“:ﬂm, b AWM]
. Fhandma i M, ) o palicedsn | B b G aisa el
e Pplhsnis | o il mnd Loldlifa . cOL THA
WW L,p P P p_fi:ry that L«J‘aa ) MJJmulirqn- -
cottres B puch fr Conpusscond ol Th dviprats
am mg_unﬁ% Learge handm\ B N, oddsrass.
o .85 Camas T
e Meocew, cldaha 83343




PLEASE TDENTIFY ANY SPECIFIC UNTTS THAT ¥OU MAY BE COMMENTING ON.

NAME
APDRESS P. 0. Box 41

KRN

B R
N oy
Steven ¥, Koehler i

Grangevitle, Idaho B3530 “u,

Befow ane my comments on the araft Woath Idaho Plan Amendment/EIS for §ive
wildeancds study arcas in the Coeun d'Alene Distrief,

15.1

TL-9

15.2'

15.3]

"natural condition and that mipe adits have been found in sections 18 and 22.

.

These comments are directed at the draft of the North Idaho MFP Amendment
& Environmental [mpact Statement put out by the USDI-BLM, Coeur d* Alene District
and dated 1982,

15.3

Hy comments are about the Harshall Mountain Area only.

In general, a large amount of readily available informatfon about thls area
has not been utilized in evaluatina this WSA. . '

The section titled Naturalness on paae 5-9 1s an examnle of what I am talkina
about. This section states that the Marshal) Mountain area appears to be in essentia}ly
By merely
looking at the U. S. feclogica) Survew's toponraphic map of the Buradorf Ouadranale
you would see that such statements are grossly absurd, This maps shows there are
mine vorkings in sections 8, 9, 17, 20, 21, 28, 29, and 34. In addition the map shows

there are 30 buildings and 20 miles of roads tn this WSA.

The Naturalness section also states that there has been extensive nrospecting
in the area, hovever, most prospecting involved small test holes. 1In realtity there
has been mining in this area (as opposed to just prospecting). If you need a reference
on this matter you shoyld consult; Lorain, S.H., 1938, Fold minina and m111ing 1n ldaho
County, Idaho: U. S. Bureau of Mines Information Circular 7039, 90 p. The holden
Anchor was an important mine in this area and 1s the subject of another government
report: Lorain, S. H. and Davis, W. Buford, 1938, M{ning and mi1ling methods and costs
of the Galden Anchor Mining Co., Burgdorf, Idaho: U. $. Bureaw of Mines Information
Circular 7024, 15 p.

In the Primitive and Unconfined Recreation section on page 5-10 1t states that
recreaticnal opportunities incTude hiking, backpacking, hunting, wildlife observation,
photography, and sightseeing and that the diversity of these activities Is considered
outstanding. I admit that you can do these activities in this ¥SA but they certainly
are not outstanding. These kind of activities can be carried on just about anywhere
in ldaho County. Again, by simply Tooking at the Burgdorf fuadranale topoaraphic map
and airphotos of this area you could see that much of this area has 30 - 40 percent
slopes which are not very conducive to your stated activities, There 1s about 5 miles
worth of trails in the entire area (not counting roads) and these trails are nowhere
near streams where one could get drinking water, Dense vegetation along streams does
not make them desireable places to go hiking.

With regard to Special Features on page 5-10 | question 1f anadramous fish
migrate up the streams into the WSA. Do they?

Hith regard to the managment alternatives on pagnes 3-18 and 3-19 there is nothing ,
mentioned about mining or mineral potential in any of the 6 alternatives, The obvious
tack of consideration for minina as a use of public lands has contributed areatly to
the faulty analysis of this draft EIS. The section on Energy and Mineral Resources on
page 4-24 is very inadequate. There is nothinn mentioned about Marshall Mourtain beina

. cont.

15

Steven i!. Koehler

P. 0. Box 41
Grangeville, ldaho 83530
Page 2

a recoqnized mining district as indicated 1n Idaho County courthouse records or
U.S.B.1%. Inf, Cir. 7039 mentioned on pane 1, There s nothing mentianed about
Marshall Mountatn mining district beino on the Florence = Stibnite mineral belt,
the laroest mineral belt 1n north-central Tdaho (Reference: Creen, HWilliam R.,
1972, Delineation of Mineral Belts of Morthern and Central Idaho: Idaho Bureau -
of *ines and Geolooy Information Circular No. 22, 8 p.}. In addition there are
many unpatented and numerous patented minino claims in this ¥SA. A man showing
the Tocation of the privately held oround in the YSB would be helpful in your
analysis of this area and such a map is already available from the BLM office

in Bolse. Also the computer printout of the unpatented minino claims in the V<&
(also available from the BLM in Boise) would give you some idea of the extent

of mineralization 1n the area. In addition to base metals, oold, and silver,

the mineral scheelite (an ore of tunasten) has been found in the ¥SA. I think

by stating the minerals (and the ores they represent) that occur in the study area
and 1isting the number of claims that accur in each section of the HSA would help
put the mineral resources of this area in proper perspective. Such inforration

represents smple hard facts without any speculation or comslicated calculations
or formulas, - .

In summary, 1 feel that you would have a more thorouoh and better quality
EIS of this WSA if you used readily availatle published information in your reoort.
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15,1

3.2

15.3

Responsa to Istter Ho, 13

The mine workings in sectlons 8, 9, 17, 20, 21, 28, 29, snd M Including sssociated bulidings
and roeds are mot withla the boundarles of fthe WSA, These sress wers dropped Irom WSA
consldaration In 1980, The Intemslive lnventory makes tha following ststemsnta raegarding
natursiness:

"Thera are Three places In the roadlass srea that hove had nJar'I-padl on naturainess and
have baen delated from the Inventory, Ons that contsins 14 acras was deletad dus to recentiy
wipanded mining activities on Bear Creek, Another area ot 781 ecres was deisted because tha
cumulative impacts of mining activitiss were Judged to signlticantly lapact the area's
natursiness, The Impacts Inciude thres mining cemps, alne-assoclated machinery, talllings
pltas, and Two sccass routes cut Into the mountala slde that cbvlously are the result ot man's
activitias In tha arsa. Malthar access route maets tha Bureau's *"road® definitlon, but they
are lopacts on naturalnass that would not be overloched, Almost hall of the deletad arsa
overtooks tha Kimberly, Golden Anchor, and Sherman Howe minas, Whille Yhess mines lls outsldae
the roadless area, they signiticantly lmpact naturalnass when viewad from within the ares,

A third srea of 17) scres was deletad In the southesstern corner of the roadless sres bacause
of the cumulstive lmpact of minlng sctivitles on the sres's noturalness, Minlng impacts
Iaclude tha Tuttie alning coperetions, several mine shalts, talllegs plles, bulldings, and
abandoned rosds, Thers Ia a substantial Imprint of man's work on the daleted area,® :

Our tlsld Inv-"lgaﬂnnp Indicate that stesp gradients, low [(lows, and aigretlon barclers
currently prevant tish algration Into the WSA,

The Asendeent/ElS recognires the Importance and historte usa of this area for mining, The
preterred altsrnstive will not advarsely atéect this uss, In recognition of this currant and
historic use the name of the preferred alternative for this WSA has been changed +o Mo
Wildernasy-Mineral Potential, ' ’

17.1
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Bentlenant
I am responding to vour Environasental Imaract Statesent on WSA
Studw Araa Unit ¢42-]1 Snowhole Rarids and $#462-10 Harshall
Hountain. Let me address each area individually,

Snowhole Rarids, I asree with the BLM recommeadation of a
recreational desidnation. In view of the fact of current and
future whitewater rafting and rFouerboating orrortunities on the
Lower Saleocn and the need for soderale motorized vehicle ases I
feel that any tuee of wilderness desidnation will have a adverse
effect on the economic and socisl well beind of the area. hlso
to be considered is the fact that ever with Lhe most liberal
restrictions on the river arear the use of motorized vehicles
excert on the river itself will alwavs be very linited because of
the lack of roade and rotentials for the same.

Raftind companies by nature are verw interested in the wilderness
aspect of the river, While being realistics 1 do nat feel the
use of rowerboals have any real adverse effect an the
semi-wilderness exrerience snd thews can bhe a resl assetl in case
of an eaerdencuy. Adain I adgree that this area should be manased
for recreation.

Marshall Mountain, I disadree with the recomsendatian to manage
this area for recreation and recommend the alternalive of either
winind or multirle use.

This area has been an estéblished mining district for many wsears
and by all means shonld remain sa. Several individuals and saall
minind cowranies have established claims in Lhis area which
emrlous several reorle., Also there are numerous other msines in
the same area which also helr the economic and social stabilitw .
pf the surrounding towns. Havind lived in the Riddins area all
my lifer 1 am verw much awvare of the imrortance of a realislic
manadement Flan and the tromendous effect a misdesidnated or
mismanaded plan can have on a swnall toun such as Riddins.

As 8 desidnated minind area the timber indusiry would also have
more orFfFortunities as well as livestock dArazind while Lhere are
st1ll many recreational orrortunities with fishing in the lakes
and huntind of which reither mining nor losdding has anu
tremenndons effect uron.
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As stated on rade 1-3 of the Iarsct Draft: this ares is not
suitable for a wilderness designation. Ua fea]l that the
recreational arportunities in this area are soaswhat liaited and
would not be adversely effected with - a »lan desisned to
gcconmodate winind and lodging,

In closinay mas I commend wou on vour realistic arrroach to
these areas. Just because an area 1ls tg be studied does naot mean
it shauld be a wilderress., In these tiaes as [‘m sure vou're
very much avare of) we need to be very careful not Lo cut our
threat for the sake of one more wilderness area. Thaere are manu
resources to be considered besides salitude,

In Riggins with the sawwill burnt doun and mavbe not ecanomically
feasible to rebuild and the economy in deneral so roor there are
very few ather .obs In the arear 1 feel anwy area which has a
Froven resource with economic value should be carefully
considered or we nav find we can’t even afford Lo enJow the
wilderness we have.

Thank wpu.
Sl G

LeRoy Shaw

Responss to Jetter Mo, 17

11.1 Plase refar fo response 15,3,
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“Working for environmental quality und economic security™
St, Maries, Idaho 83861

P.0O. Box 163
8t. Maries, ID H3861

Joly 27, 1982

Mr. Ted Graf

Fortlhi Idaho MFF Amendment ETS Team Leader
Bureau of _la.nﬂ Mapagement

1808 Morth 3rd Street

Coeur d' Alene, ID 8381k

Subject: BIM Wilderness Study Areas '

Grandmother Mountain - 17,129 Acrea ‘
Crystal Peak - 9,027 Acres

Dear Mr, Craf:

‘The Board of Directors of the S5t. Joe Valléy Assoclatlon, meeting on July 27

with quorum present, unanimously oppose the BIM preferred alternatives.

The Association, belleving that "environmental quality is poasible with economic
security” surports the timber alternative in both areas. We are of the cpinicn
that the abllity to administratively create “Outstanding Natural Areas™ and
"Research Matural Areas", thereby avolding the legitimate process of ereating
vilderness, is an abuse of authority by the BIM,

The crzation of further wilderness in Idaho, efther defacto or congreacsionally
mandated, {s unacceptable to the 5t. Joe Valley Asasoclation and the people it
represents. The Assoclation will openly oppose mny effort to further lock-up
our public timber in this area.

Additionally, what ebout private land involved in the erea, and vill the area b‘e
enlarged to Include U.S.F.5. Land? If so, we would be strongly ooposed to sueh
action on the part of the U.5.F.5.

For the Board of Directors of the St. Joe Valley Associstion

| pan Fvnseer

Don Green
Presidant

zc:  Eenator Symms
Senator McClure
B.U.I. .
Diemond International

.Potlatch Corp.
Harold Wadley

18,2

Aesponse to letter No, 18

Outstanding Natural Area end Ressarch Hatural Ares designations are legitimsts ilamd use
allocatlons, The BLM doss not conslder managesent under these designations ms detacto
wllderness managemant, Early land use plans (57 these aress, preparsd prior to sny wildernass
inventories, recommended protective status for thesa mits,

WEth the axception of one parcel of prlvete land whlch Is totslly surcounded by federdl land,
monagoment activities on BLM iands within the wSAs should not adverssly attect activities om
prlvata lands, Wherever practical, BLM and ¥ne USFS s1rive 10 coordinate Thelr land usa
plans, It is antlclpated that frhe plans tor the subject areas wlll be compatible,
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PLEASE 1DENTIFY ANY SPECIFIC LINITS THAT yOU MAY BF COMMENTING ON.

NAME Lyrn C. Norria

ADDRESS  Univ. of Idaho Library

Moscow, ID 83843

Belav ase my commonts on the draft Noath Tdaho P.um Anmnd.nentlfls for five
wildenncss study areas in the Cocun d*Alene Ristrict.

Grandmother

411 17,020 acres should be recomnended for wilderness. Marble Creek and environs have
alreajy been wrecked too much. The little remnant that is left now should be permanently
be kept as it is. Your OKA area s too small and offera no permanency. This whole area
has =ome nice trails and other recreaticonal features that deserve protect lon.

Cryezz1 Lake
A good propoeal, bub should alsoc be wilderness. Why put places like this under the
continuous jeopardy of administrative whim,

Selkirks
A fine idea. Ralph Kizer reeds this xind of heat. It will build come character in him.

all-¥tn.

flan, Too many miners here to do much else.
Lnowhole
There is not a single resource conflict in thils area and therefore no reason uhy it
should not be wildernezs. There are also perlodic plans to put a dam on the lower
Za)mon and wllderness classificaticn might at least slow up such insanity.

3

flangonsa to ldtter Mo, 20

Resource confi{icts exist In this area mainty Involving motorized vs monmctorized recrestica,
Wildernses designetion would not resclva these contllcts since both types of recrestios sre
sconpted historic uses snd would continua, The continulng trend of Incressed use of this WSA
soy lend 1o o sltuation where solitude would only be posulble durlng times of Jow use unlms
managoment Intervensl tuo limlt access, Such sanagemant latervention would be very difficult
to Imptement, Management of this ¥SA as wilderneas Is naf readlly achlevable,
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PLEASE TDENTIFY ANY SPECIFIC UNITS THAT YOU MAY BE COMHENTING ON,

NAME ,glu, /ﬁ.ﬂo LT
woxess 113 (Enmn
5}_ :'t‘ﬁ:nfl

[ Ao

Below are my comments on the araft Nonth Tdaho Plan Amendment/EIS for {ve
wildeaness study aneas in the Coeun d'Atene District, -

CAKL
M GOMTA 0 —

CRYsrae
GRano TETHE

g ¢ orom i C/

MNOT LisT

T oo
' E (.5 - A
32.1 ok . . RECREATI BLAL A s
: S ot
Soctat V*”'—“":‘ er ConsipeRADLE
o A L BFu @E‘: ' | L )
® )17 Cif K . o LE 2500 Arac
Ari0 ore L ES
pronuecTIVE oo LAND ™ T8
oF 1%
A ANCAD ANALYS U T
N Garp 4 s '
THANK S = a : o X
T omA /JH Alooc A0S
fomy -
I gk_lf -
) 1313.25?6'?;;%
TH A ,éi} .?553921 %
& osiia H2
R Sydof r
, 5@ N #g
W, son 4
‘3’2’, v

32,1 Pleass refer 1o responss 2,8,

Responss to letter No. 37
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1808 North Third Street
Coeur d’Alene» Tdaho 83814

Centlemen:

I aepreciate the orrortunitu 4o srovide input to gour public
camment on the Drart EIS. My comments rertain to the Marshall

ML TS0 LT

first, gour EIS 5tgtw-ent iarnors the fact that the Harshall Lake
Hining District was not included in the Forest Service Lands set
aside far National Forests when the Forest Service was cresbed.
The Marshall Mountain lands would not even be under tne cantrol
of the BLH if iL was not 3 wining dietrict a3t the incertion of
tho Forest Seevice.

wnen wow attemrl Lo establish the arpropriate use for these lands
ror rlanning rurrosesr why not keer it as a MINING DISTRICT and
tet miners do Lheisr thilag?

Tbe rMarshall Mountain lands da not fualifs as » Wildernesse Study
arga, Qualification criteria stsies that WSA lands must be aruas
uheore man bas been a vicilor and nut a Feraanent resident, The
narshall Lake Mining Uistricl h3s had larde numbers af refmengnl
tanghitants from its Jiscovery (lale 1B%0s) wuntil the 19505 when
Yhe rrice of dold became low rrlelive to the cost of mining it.
Even Lhens the Johnsuns Wwere rermanent residents at Bear Lake far
Yuur years in the 1970s.
uebinn 2rg that the BLA

It is an a3area Lhat has
of dolds
zirconium snd

1 nighly recomactid gour ‘do wabhins'
rznage the area for mining Purwapes!
arstoricsliy been @ minind @rea and Do Proven JJerosits
z1lvers ami schesxlite and rolerljial desnsits of
strtnite.
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All that is needed is for the rrice of sold to do to $14+000 ser
ounce and the district would become verw active. I wouls thirk
the BLA would eprefer to avoid all the Fotential conflicls wilh
the public and miners by wanading the ares for wining.

Sincerclyur

Abdd @ Y oogrn

Gerald P. Koovers
General Fartrner

GFK/1b

¥

37
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37,1 Aress with evidence of axtemive mining sctivities, such as the dwel lings, rosds, eic, In the ! f&; »:-*i‘,‘f": '.,;'\.b Z Potlatch Corporation N

Bear Laks aren, were excluded from the N5A, Plsass ses response 13,1, ; 'E q"i.'é-\v‘p(“.p‘j, - Wood Products Wegtera Divisies
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i August 4, 1982

Mr. Ted Graf

North Idaho MFP Amendment EIS Team Leader
Bureau of Land Management

1808 North 3Ird Street

Coeur 4' Alene, ID 8381k

Subject: BIM Wilderness Study Areas
Deer Mr. Graf: ’ T ' !

The intent of this letter is to verify and reemphasize oral testimony presented.
by myself for Potlatch Corporation at the Coeur d4' Alene meeting of July 29,
1982 concerning the above referenced subject.

In reviev of the Draft Envircnmental Impact Statement we are in disagreement
that the selection of the preferred alternatives for the Grandmother Mtn,
and Crystal Leke areas by the BIM are representative of the input we .
witnessed at previcus public hearings. We are of the opinion that by far
the majority of people in North Ideho are egainst any further withdrawal

of acres from the timber menagement lend base. Py classifying areas
"Outstending Natural Arsas” and "Research Natural Areas” you ere effectively
administratively removing areas from the land base es surely es if Congress
had designated these areas "Wildernesa".

Further, the affect of your coordipation with the Idaho Panhandle National
Forest has jecpardized timber management on some 5,600 acres in the Marble

Cr. drainege near your Grandmother Mtn, proposal. This Forest Service

. 40. 1 area has an old history of log production, and was allceanted to tizber manegement
) during thelr RARE II review. Your preferred alternative lists this arem as

not suitable for wilderness, and ve were surprised that you did not follow

the Forest Service lead and develop a timber managemept rlat complirentary to

, the Foreat Bervice RARE TI decision.

) [ Potlatch Corporstion recommends that in the Final Environmentel Irpact Stetement
' the preferred alternative for Crystal Lake be changed to Alterpative 3A: No
: . Wilderness, Timber Fmphasis; and the preferred alternative for Grandmother

Mtn. be changed to Alternative 3A: No Wilderness, Timber Papchasis. In both
40-2 areas, the color coding on the maps should be revlsed so that green 1s used
on only the acres allocated to Intensive-Extensive Timbter Management. Tn
Crystal Lake this would amount to only h,931 acres; end in Grandmother Mtn.
it would be 10,000 acres. The balence should eontaln a different coler code
and explanation, ’

. : We further would oppoae claselification of eny mcreage in the Grandmother Mtp.
‘l.’ area ad "Research Natural Area" without a much better Justification then
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BIM Wilderneas Study Areas
Page 2
August h, 1982

exists in the Draft EIS. The desoription of the area and 1td characteristice

do not varrant wvithdrawal. Most certainly the referenced endorsement by
the ldaho Natural Areas Coordinating Committee must be placed in proper
perspective with confirmed analysis that there is truly unique habitat
requiring 2,905 acres in & set aslde category.

The economical impact analysis is virtually non-existent for both arean.
The references on pages b-12, L-17, 6-1l, and 6-25 are inadequate. In
Grandmother Mtn, the employment distribution of Shoshone County 1s
uninportant. The majority of wvorkera that would be effected by non-timber
managexent alternatives originate, or are located in Benewah, Kootenai, anpd
Latah countlea. The econcmical effect of withdrawal alternatives must be
elearly shown in your Final EIS.

We cannot egree with your analysis of Timber Alternatives in Chapter 6,
Environmental Consequences. The entire section leaves one with the
impression that timber management would have disastrous effects on soils,
vater resources, vegetation, wildlirfe, visual resources, and wilderness
values. We disagree vith many of your statements when considering the
present state of the art in road construction, logging systema, and access
management. Given good management, there would be minimal effects on all
the rescurce values,

We are guite concerned about the direction the BLM has taken in the Draft .

Statement. "We were surprised to ‘find that only one small area out of the
five study ereas was recommended Ffor timber management. Thia does not

seem consistent with your stetement on page L-3 concerning more wilderpess
in Idaho. We must point out that since 1979, consilderable additional
acreage has already been designated wilderness in this State. You may find

‘far more than 70 would say we have enough wilderness today.

Potlatch Corporation appreciates the opportunity to make comment. We will
remain involved in the process through final determination of land menagement
alternatives. :

Sincerely,

4

Bi11 Mullig
Logging Manager

BM:sh . .

xe:. Jim McAdoo
Carl Deward

4.1

40,2

40,3
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40.3

40,6

Response 1o letter Ko, 40

Specific lamd use llocatlons wers not mode for this srsa foilowing fhe RARE |1 revies
process. Specitlc slloaatlons wlll be made In the Forest Plan shich 1a et ¥o be pubilshed,

The color toded waps In the EIS are genersilzed to show progrss emphasis, The scops of this
docucant dows not require site spacitic dellnsation of tiebar stands sultable tor Intessive of
extansive finbsr management, Detalled maps with this Informetion shown arae avallable for
roview at the dlstrict of fice.

Suiflcionf anniysls of this ares has besen made to suppor! & Fesearch Hatural Ares dusignatlon,

Since these sreas hove nat been allocoted previcusly for Infemsiva of extensive +lsmber
management the economlc Impacts from allocatlons to non-tlmber uses sre exprassed In terms of
potentlal Increases which would be toregons. The amcunt of acreage curreatiy al jocated for
timber managemant would not be reduced, .

Factering The potentiml Increases In tlober relsted esployment and Income whilch cocld be
goeneratad by Infensive or sxtanslve timber management of Thete Twoe WA lato the current
soployment and Incawe data avallabie for Banewah, Kootenul, and Lateh countlas shows anm
InsIgnificent benetlicisl af fect.

Pega $-2 states that Impacts from niteratives favoerlng cowmodity productloa would be
Insignificant within a reglonal centext. HNumerous statements throughout Chapter § conclude
that the adverse Impacts troa timber mansgement woufd be Insignificant assusing the uss of
diafrict mansgesent guldalines and current state of the art methods for timber harvest and
assoclated activities. The Horth Idaho Tlabar Managoment EIS (198() 18 referencad In Chapter
6 and contalnt a rore dotalied discusslon of lapacts, both aiverse and teneficlai, wnlch could
resuit froa tlabsr management.

This study Is an mmendment to previously campleted land use plans for the Comur d'Alens
Districts The mafority of commarclal forest lsnds In thae disTrict have bmen aliocaTed for
tichar manageméat,
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Donald ¢. Yost & fal
301 wall St. /& 3

‘ 0
Desar Mssrs., Zinns and Graf, \‘iﬂEﬁﬁﬁéﬂ}

I was unable to attend the publio meetings and hearing
you held concerning the management of public lands in five
wilderness study sareas. I have, however, thoroughly read
your EIS and visited each of the WSAs and would like to
offer my comments, Before I do that, I'd like to shara
with you my views on public meetlngs. Although I was out
of the state when you held yours in July I have attended
nurerocus BIM planning and wilderness public meatings in Idaho,
Oregon, and Colorado--and deapite different geographic loc-
atlons and different facea in the crowd, the dialogues are
a1l the sams, BIM planners usually present an overview of
the planning or wilderness study then open up the meeting to
receive 'pubilc comments”™, That's when you can't tell one
meoting from another and where 1 often wonder what good all the

. rhetoric does you as public land managers. I know that BIM trles

to notify everyone that a meeting will take placa but only a:
certain ‘core of individuals show up to make a comment. Where
is averyone elss? I sincerely hope that you don't put alot of
welght on what ls sald at these public meetings because I
really don't think you ever hear from the average clitlzen in
that type of forum,

There always seams to be two distinct factiona at land uee
planning meetinga: the development oriented puhiic'land user
(usually a miner, llveatock grazer, or timber induatry typa) who
rant and rave about over-regulation, economie fallure, too much
wilderness, communistic plots, and generally try to glve the im-
pression that everything and everyone would be better off if the
feds would stay out of thelr way and let them manage the landas
becauge they "know what's right for Amerlica.” Commenters from
this group alwayas fall to state that they are often timea heavlly
subsidized by the rest of us taxpaysrs so that they can continue
living the lifestyle they want., Instead of blaming thelr woes on
the current poor economic climate of the U.8,, elected officials,
the low value of gold and silver, the low return on livestock

investments due to oversupply, the high unemployment in the timber

2 - 5t
industry due to the depressed bullding industry, snd just poesibly
thelr own mismanagement, they try to convince us that the BILX or
the Porast Servica 1s once agaln driving them to the brink of bank-
ruptcy. I've talked with some of these individuals privately
and have learned that they know exactly what they're doing--
uaing federal land managers as scapegoats. A neo-miner in !
Colorado mentloned to me one time that the worse thing the BLN
could do would be to let him do whatever he wanted-no contrel
over roads, talling plls locations or anything. He maid that
if that happened he would no ldnger have anycne to blame for
his inabllity to make money and he couldn®t milk his California
investors anymore. He also admitted that a number of soc called
‘miners’ only use their claims as summer homes and fight any
BIM management actions becauss they are afraid their zood deal
will be closed down should their claim be examined. A logging
manager for Weyerhauser Corp. in Oregon told me after & Forest
Sarvice meeting that hlis company may become interested In
federal timber sales because his company had so badly mis-
managed thelr own lands that it would take 50 yeare before
they could cut timber from much of thelr holdings.

The other faction at public meetinge is the hard line
environmentalists (or so they think of themselves), O(ften timen
this group is represented by ldeamlistle students or ather acadeale
members who see their causs as a devline mission. They extoll the
values of solltude and wilderness designeatlion yet don®t have an
understanding of the total subject past what they read in Sierra
Club environmental alert mallers. They blame anything they can
on the current administration, evidently forgetting that the
adminlstration dildn*t get to Waahington by magic. Anyone who is
80 nalve to think fedsral land managers can ignore the desires
of the adminlstration that is running the show nesds to weke up
to reality.

I once asked a salf-proclaimed environmentalist why ha was
80 interested in seeing a certain portien of central Colorade
made a wilderness ares. He told me thet although he had never
sat foot in the area he felt an obligation to support what his
local club presldent wanted, It turned out that the local
president had never seen the area elther but felt that he needed
to fight for wllderness protection anywhere he could.



58.1

58.2

58.3

58.4

58

3

I guens I*m trying to illustrats the falllicy of uaing the
input you recelvs at publie meetings for any subatantial land
use decislons. The motives of the commentars are many times
sslfigh at best and down right subversive at worse,

I'11 get off my B0ap box now and glve you my comments
on your RIS,

1. The map on pege vi shows 38,468 acres 1in your study yet I
renegbar a mall out from you showing ébout 54,000 acres under
study. W¥hat happened to the other 15,000 acrea?

2. In chapter 2 you mention that protective designatlons were
recommended by respondents to your request for input regarding
issues., Did a high percentaze of those who reaponded feel these
areas naed soms gort of protection?

J. Your preferred altarnative for Selkirk seems appropriate in
light of the USPS study of that area. I don't think thers is

much you can do with that ground, anyway,

4. Ths Crystal Lake arsa la truly outstanding for scenle and
recreatlonal values, Why would this area not contribute to
diversity in the wilderness syastem? Although this area containg
some excallent timber in the western portions I don't think the
glight increase you would accrus ln-four allowable cut outwaigha
the impacts that would result from road bullding in the watershedn,
I seem to recall that most of this araa containg highly erodibls
golls and ORY use should not ba permitted,

5. The Grandmother Mountain urea seem to be a real problem for

8 land manager. I had thought it should be deslignated as wild-
erness for a long time but I recently hiked the area extangively
and now don't think wilderness dezignation is appropriate, From

& clinical viewpolnt, it won't add to the aoosystem diveraity of
the aystem and further designations would actually akew the gao-
graphic diveralty of wilderness areas even more toward the Northwest.
However, this is a very unique area from and ecological, scenie,
and historical standpoint. The Lund Cresk area has been proposed
88 a atudy area since the late 60's and the upper Marble Creek area
was at one time being considerad for Historie Distriet deslgnation,
These, along with your own wilderness inventory and wsa deslgnation
point out the high quality of this Area. I agree with your ONA

8.8
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and RNA proposals as long as the trail that runs through the
area where the proposed timber management area meets the
ONA is on the ONA mide, I cannot tell where it is from your
emall map,

Prom anj economic standpoint T fesl that protectlon
of the ONA and RNA areas definitely outwelghs intenalve
ticber management for these areas. Your analysia shows your
praferred alternatlve increases local employment potential
by 5 Jobs, whereas the timber alternative would increase
employment by 16 joba. With economic conditions the way
they are, I seriously doubt am any lncreased job potentials
could be utilized by the timber industry in the foreseeabls
futurs. I do economle consulting for a number of large lumbar
and timber organlzations and our projections indicate a six Year
recovery period for the timber indusiry to get back ta 1980
employment levels., Jobs are vitally important to community
stability and the local economy but searching for potential
Joba which would result from sllocating more lands for tinber
managemant 1s not only impractical but la economically in-
appropriate, All futurs economic projections clearly show that
the country‘'s lumber needs will never gurpasa the levals of
1979-80. Obviously we don*t need more land for timber managemant,
we naed the federal govermment, etate government, and private
timber companies to better manags what they have now.

I do question your estimate of 2500 annual visitor days
for the area tpage 4-16)., A state recreation/tourist survey
completed & few years back showed that over 7200 vipitor days
were used in the Grandmother area. Although this included
quite a bit of state and PS land I'm sure the majority of visitors
spent gome time in your wWSA. If 5000 vislitor days are spent
in the WSA each year, You're looking at a direct annual income
of between $300,000 and $500,000 {depending on the use, of course).
Applying the standard multiflier effect you come up with a
million dollar a year industry. Plus you avoid most agpectes of

This is very important - the facts

environmental degzradatlon,

" Just don't support a need for more land devoted for timber

management. As Thomas Jerferson sald, *"More does not always
mean bettar, in fact it usually doeesn't even mean more,"

6..I've floated through your Snowhola Rapids area at
least a dozen times. I have never understood why it was con-
sidered a wsa, Sure, 1t 13 a neat area but the terrain and
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river wlll always liait access and development. Solldtude is
only found in those streiches whers canygn walla obscure one's
peripheral view. In the open areas you could easily think

you were fTloating down portions of the Spokans River~ not
wilderness quality by a long shot. Even though there appears
to be no conflicts which would prevent this from Bain; desig-
nated a wilderness, such a designation would smack of tokeniem.
Since powerboata have a preexieting right, they would be per-
mitted in a wildernesa. I personally can't visuallze a wild-
erness setting that includes jet boata, Let's be practical

and go nlongwith your preferred alternative.

7. I question your "recreation emphasia® name for your pre~
ferred alternative for Marshall Mountain. Why not admlt

that mining ¢lajms would hamper any serious recreation man-
agement and call the alternative "mining emphaqis' or something
similar. Since miners ere pérnittad access to thelr claims at

‘all times, would your proposed seml-primitive nonmotorized

recreation prevent a miner from crossing that ground in a Jeap.
or whatever to work his claim? I thilnk that miners have a law-
ful right to pursue thier trade on public lands. However, I
would hops that the BLM would start an aggressive drive to
ensure that clalm agreements are being maintalned, Thes purpose
of a mining claim is not to provide a home site or recreational
property to someone who almply files a claim. Alot of that
goes on the the Marshall Mountain area.

I ipnlogize for tﬁe length of thie letter. 4 couple of
other minor pointa, I'm glad you recognized the needs for
protection of amenity resource valuea but didn't try the fantasy
of attaching dollar values to them, I've seen over 50 differsnt
methpdologles that try to show how one acre of wilderness is
worth anywhere from $100 to $19,000, None of these studisa has
stood up to careful scrutiny. I'm happ’ to see that both BLM
and the FS have dropped thage phon1 economic analyses.

A1l in all, I think you did a very good job in your analysis
and its documentation. C swerg 3 and 4, and 6 ars easy to follow
and contain alot of paertinent information. It is evident that
you condldered all avallable information before you selactad
The preferred alternatives,

I will ba in Bra;li'untll November but I will look forward

to geeing your final BIS when I return to Spokan
Sincerely MQ- ?’t
Eco ¢ Conzulitant

54,3
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38.3

0.0
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Response to letter No, 38

in March 1981 we senf cut a malier requesting public Input regardinmg planning Tssues for
53,452 acres of roadiess public lands; This Amsndment/E£1S document midrasses the 37,748 axes
which were classifled as Wilderness Sfudy Arsas, Land use sliomtlons for the resalaing
13,704 acras of romiless land wlll be made and sneslyzed through an envircrmsntal ascessasnt I
1983,

A high psrcantage of those wha responded felf that ¥ruly wilque or outstanding aress need some
form of protection, alther by deslgatlon or through sppllation of appropriate managessnt
constralnts. 1
Although this area doss confeln wilderness characteristics, 1ts scasystes 1§ currently
reprassnted In numercus areas of the WPS, Alsoc, the additlon ol thls WSA to the HWPS would
Increass the concentration of wliderness Im the Rocky Mountain regloa rathsr than balaoce the
distribution of wiidernass on & netlonal or reglensl basls,

The preferred slternative, It !mplomentod, would aot permit road bullding or (RY use. Please
refar fo paga 3-4.

Please ses responss 2,5,
Planss sss rasponss 2.4,

FPleoce sea rasponse 15.3.
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BNTimberlands

Rociey Mountain Dhsmct
Auguat 24, 1982

Mr. Wayne Zinne

Discrice Manager

Bureau of Land Management
1808 Norcth 3rd Street
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814

RE; North Idaho Management Framework Plan Amendment (Plan)
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)

Dear Mr. 2inne:

BN Timberlands Inc. (BNTI1)} is interested in the above documant bacguse we
manage approximately 2,200 acres of land bordering twd of the study sreae
analyzed in the DEIS, i.e., Grandmorher Mountain and Cryatal Lake. We have
reviewed the Plan and DEIS and offer the following comments for your con-
sfderation.

On numerous occasions, we have requested in writing that BiM, in its plan~
ning process, respond to the plans and needs of adjacent private landowners
especlally regarding access. Unfortunately, the BLM has failed to address
our concerns In this Plan. We believe the goals In the Plan will not be
achievable unleas BIM examines and seeks to resolve the impacts which ita
proposal cbuld have on adjacent landowners.

BLM'g land planning ie directed by the Federal Land Folicy and Management
Act (FLPMA). This statute states that the BLM's land use plan shall "assist
in resolving to the extent practical, inconsistencles between Federal and
nop~Federal government plans,.." and the process shall provide "early public
notice of proposed decislons which may have a significent impact on non-
Federal lands." [P.L. 94-574 Section 202 G(9)]. These requirements have
pot been met in the BLM planning process.

Our comments and recommendations aspecific to the Plan and DEIS are listed
below:

1) Pages 3-27 & 3-28. Under the proposed altermative for the Grand-
mother Mountain and Crystal Lake areas, BLM proposes to limit or restrict
vehicle use 2nd prohibit timber harvesting within these two areaa. BLM
also encourages the U.S. Forest Service Lo manage 1ta land adjacent to
Grandmother Mountain similar to the BIM propesal. This restrictive mansge-

~ment is inconaistent with BNTI's plan to access and intensively manage its

700 5ol Avere Wed  Rssoula, Montara 59801-8097 408 724-6550

.59.4

59.7

50.8

59.9

Mr. Wayna Zinne
August 24, 1982

Page two

adjacent timberlanda. According to a conversation with the EIS team leader,
Mr, Ted Graf, it is not tha BIM's intent to reatrict access to private lands.
We request the Plan clearly state this intent.

The BLM will not be able to effectively preserve the character of the
proposed Grandmother Mountain and Crystal Lake Outstanding Natural Area (OKA)
unless it acquires, through exchange, BNTI's adjacent landa. FLPMA, section
206, provides for land exchange where the public Interest will be served.
Since the BLM intends to manage the ONA exclusively for recreation while
restricting foreat management, we belleve a land exchange 18 in the public
interest and should be supported in the Plan.

Listed below are the BNTI lands we desire to exchange out of:

Portion of Section 1, T43N, BLE Portion of Section 17, T43N, R4
”n ”n n n n n L1}

1, n i, , L] "
n u n 5, n " n " " 13, " L]
n n n 7, n n " " 1] 21, T47N, RIE
n " L T n " " " n 27, n n

Section 29, 7 "

We are not fawmilliar epough with the BIM lands available for acquisition
but are prepared to meet with your agency for the purpose of developing a land
exchange plan. This plan should then be incorporated into the final EIS for
public review. .

2) Papge 3-28. The visual management criteria should be defined so the
public is informed ae to what effects the Visual Resource Managewment Clase IL
will have on timber management. The BLM ghould also make {t clear to the
public that private landowners are not required to manage their lands under
the BLM visual guidelines.

3) Page 3-30. Under wildlife protection, the DEIS should state thar the
BLM road closures will not preclude sdminletrative use of the road by anyone
with valid righte.

4) Page 3-33. Under roads, we request fhal: the.BIM state its intent to
coordinate transportation planning with affected private landowners. :

5) Page 3-33, Under interrelationships, the BLM does pot address the
need to coordinate its planning with adfacent private landownera. We recom—
mend the BLM glve adequate conalderation to rhese landowners in the Plan.
Thie effort will attempt to resolve conflicts which resulc because of land-
owners' different management objectives.

In conclusion, we bhelleve implementation of the BLM Plan ia possible omly

1if the BLM addresses the objectives and needs of adjacent private landowners,
especially in regard to access in mixed ownership situationz. Only then
will the BLM be capable of meeting its own land management objectives.
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Page

Please let us know when and where it is conveniant for you and your etaff
to meet with us to discues land exchange.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

three

Sincerely,

Judy

iﬁﬂ&@

arker

Diatrict Supervisor

Land

Planning

JAB /mc

cc:

Ralph D. Kizer

29,2

38,3

9.4

39.3

59.6
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Responis 1o letter Mo, 39

Tha genersl issum of the meed tor accass by adjecent land owners was consldersd durlag
alternative development and analysis. In thls context, no significant beneflclal or adverss .

lapacts 1o wdjacent land owners wers pntlcipatel To result from

Implenantation of the

proterred alifarnative, Site specific access plent from adjacent landownsrs wers not weallable

tor analysls.

Whiis the prefarred alternatives for the Crystsl Lakae and Grandmofher Mountaln WSAs moy differ
adjocent non-ledersl lands, Thete
alternatives are not Incons istent nor Incampatibie with the e prassed anrnsgement saphasis for

in emphasis fros the general menagesant

thass non-lederal lands,

intent of

it i3 nalther tha Intent nor pallcy of BLM to rastrict eccess 1o private lands,

The outstanding natural character of the Crystsl Lake snd Grandmother Mountaln WSAE csn
el toctjvely be malntalnad tirough Implemantation of the preferred aiternative for Thosa areas
regsrdlass of management actlvities on sd|scent private laads,

Exchange proposals and negotiaTions ore not within the scops of Inls Assndment/EIS. Such

proposals can be Inltlated through The standard mpplication procwss.

PFrior to declslons oa

such actlons, The proposal would be analyZed fhrough the development of & lands report and
site spacltic environmental assessment, Recent budgst cuts have saversly comtrained Yhe

processing of any exchenge proposals.

Hanagement ot public lands under Visual Resource Managemant Class || precludes most aspacts of
ntensiva Timber mancgement, Actlvities such as road construction and ¥imber harvesting would
be sutstantally constrained. Pleass rafer to the North ldaho Tlabar Managessnt EIS (19813,
Private landowners ars not requlred 1o manags thelr lands under BLM yisuat guldelines, .

Valld rights wouid be honored.

No trensportatlon plans are being developed for thess WSAs,

Should such plans be doemed

necesssry, BLM polley wemld requirs coordinatlon with sttecied private landowners.

Pleasa sase rlsponsu‘ 39.1 and 39.2, Attempis to obtain detulied iand use plans which outliae

the oblectives and needs of ad]acent’ private
data,

landownsrs

have been

lorgely unproductive fo
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: United States Department of the Interior

IN REFLY MEFLR TO

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Pacific Nonhwest Region
Westin Building, Room 1920
2001 Sizth Avenue

L7619 PNR-RE) Seaule. Washington 98121 &
x1202-03 13)
DES 82/39 N
: =

August 24, 1982 -«

o

7

¥
Memorandum
To: platrict Manager, Coeur 4'Alene District, Buresu of Land
Management

From: Acting Associate Regional Director, Recreation Resources and

Professional Services, Pacific Horrhwest Reglon

Subject: Draft North Idaho Management Framewvork Plans (MFP) Amendmant
and Environmental Impact Statement (DES 82/39)

We have reviewed rhe subject document and have the following comments:

Impacts to Units of the Nltinnal.l’ark Syatem

It appears, on the basis of the material provided, that no existing or
presently proposed units of the Natlonal Park System will be affected
either directly or Indirectly by the proposed action.

Cultural Resources

1t appears that the proposal ia in compliance with the requirements
outlined in 36 CFR B0O, "protection of Ristoric snd Cultural Properties.”

Becreational Resources

The Idaho Statevide Comprehenmive Outdoor Recreation Plan (BCORP) should
be completed to deternlne potential eEfects of the slternatives on
recreational resources. The State Lisison Dfficer (5L0) maintaine the
SCORP and can assist in ita interpretation acd application. The SLO for
Idsho is: Mr. Dale R. Christiansen, Director, Idaho Department of Parks
and Recreation, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83707,

Wild and Scenic Bivers

The fifth paragraph on page 3-34 should be revised to read:

The National Park Service (NPS) has been sssigned
reaponsibilities for conducting studies of most propoased

wild and scenic rivers relative to the Wild and SBcenic Rivers
Act. HNPS also reviews environmental documents for adequacy
in regard to impacts on proposed snd designated wild and
scenfic rivers.

In addition, NPS is responsible for inventorying tbe best
remaining rivers and river segments srill in a relatively
naturel, undeveloped condition. This inventory serves

several purposea, iocluding recompendations for additioos te
the 1lists of study rivers [Section 5{a)] and potential rivers
[Section 5(d)] under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

Probable impacts to these rivers are documented io management
plans and environmental statements afrer consultation with !
the National Park Service.

60-2

A summary report of the Nationwide Rivers Inventory is available from the
National Park Service upon request. The contact for the inventory is

Kelly Cash, He may be reached at 206-442-5366.

The alternatives described im the North Idaho HFP Amendment and EIS would

not impact any rivers curreotly listed in the inventory.

Thaok you Eor the ortunity to review this document.

Dgnald R. Field

Response to letter No. 60

80,1 The SCORP was consuited,

60,2 Text has besn revlsed (page 3}-27).

: 60
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ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Box 366
LAPWAL \DAHO (208) 843-2253
A0

24 August 1982

¥Wayne Zinne, District Manager
Bureau of Land Management
1808 N. 3rd Street

Coeur d*'Alene, ID 83814

Ret MFPAEIS-1782
North Idabho MFP Amend-
ment & Environmental
Impact Statement draft

Dear Wayne:

I would like to thank you for the trip on the Lower Salmon River to

gddress Cultural Resource Management concerns. Another major duty
assigned to me on the 1lst of July is the coordination of the tribes
activities with respect to the National Environmental Policy Act.
Documents that guide my mctions are the Act itself and 40 CFR, Parts
1500-1508, the regulations for implementation by federal agencies of
the NEPA (Reprint 43 FR 55078-56007). Unfortunately, I did not re-
view your draft EIS prior to our float so I could not take advantage
of the outstanding opporiunity to respond to the EIS. As the NEPA
1s a conflict-resclving document, I would recommend a cooperating
agency agreement with the Nez Perce Tribe (40 CFR 1508.5) to prepare
in the EIS the Nez Perce tribal treaty rights concerns in 2 WSA;
specifically, the Snowhole Rapids WSA and the Marshall Mountailn WSA
(40 CFR 1501.6(b)(3)}, The preparation {and my present comment)
would be in the following nature:

1. The United States Courts has ruled that the treaty rights of
Indian tribes are not a grant of rights but a reservation of
rights already possessed (United States vs. Winans, 188 U.8.371
(1905)). 8ince the rights are established by treaty between the
United States and the Nez Perce Tribe (12 Stats. 957; 14 Stats,
647; 15 Stats. 693), they are protected by the 6th Article of the
Constitution of the United States. The EIS should address the
statutory obligations of the United States as to how these obli-
gations affect on 40 CFR 1500.3.

Economic Development Program

61

Wayne Zinne
24 Aug 1982
Page Two

2, Water Righte as discussed under Idaho Department of Water
Resources, page 3-34. The United States court has . ruled, that
for the United States words not to be without meaning in treat—
ing with Indian tribes, the possession of water righis by the
Indians to fulfill their Rights and success in their ipdustries.

History of this ruling: In the United States District
Court for the District of Oregon, Clvil No. 75-914, the
court ruled that the Xlamath Indian (a terminated tribe)
possessod water rights to protect their hunoting and fish-
ing rights. To preserve the rights the use of the water
was to maintain the Klamath National Wildlife Refuge as
a wetland and the Winema National Forest on a sustained
yield basis. The water rights of those two entities were
not determined as the Indians water rights fulfilled
their purposes.

Bince the Nez Perce Tribe has bhunting and fishing rights along
the Salmon River not limited to the 2 WSA the Nez Perce Trite
possesses the water rights on the Salmon River to protect these
righta. Since by your discussion on page 5-9 that the anadromous
fishes are depleted and the mention that this depletion is the
Fish and Wildiife Service mwost important national problem, the
emphasis of the Nez Perce possession of water rights with a
priority of time immemorial should be most critiecal.

3. Since this 1s an legislative EIS the Nez Perce Tribe finds an
outstanding opportunity with regard to alternatives not within
the jurisdiction of the lead agency (40 CFR 1502.12(c)). This
unigue opportunity would allow a petitlon of redress against the
United States per Article 1 of the Bill of Rights of the Consti-
tition of the United States as well as a resclution of am issue
of Human Rights. The Salmon River country, especially along the
Salmon River in the Spowhole WSA, has been a homeland for untold
generations of the Nez Perce Tribe. This country was established
as that homeland by the Treaty of 1855 between the Nez Perce Tribe
and the United States. Subsequent to the treaty gold was dis-
covered in the Nez Perce country. The United States called the
Nez Perce Tribe again to renegotiate so that small areas where
gold was located would be removed from the reserved Kez Perce
lands. Once in treaty council the United States contrary to
the Northwest Ordinance of 1787 (1 Stat. 51, Note a) to act in
good faith removed 90% of the reserved 1and= with indications
that for the Nez Perce not to negotiate would result in dire con-
sequences to the tribe. The specific redress that could be ef-
fected as a legislative alternate would be the return to the own-
ership of the Nez Perce Tribe the 2 WSA in the 1855 Treaty area.
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24 Aug 1982
Page Three

3. {(continued) The Nez Perce Tribe 1s a growing tribe and needs
new areas to expand into and it would be ideal to expand into
some of their original homeland. This alternate would still
allow limited recreation reducing environmental degradation.
Cooperative agreementa could be effected for river enforcement.
Economic impacts would be insignificent as with the other al-
ternatives.

In terms of the rights expressed they probably would have been
covered under Valid Existing Rights, page 3-22. A listing of those
rights would be of pgood benefit from a tribal point of view., That
is to konow what they are and that they are recognized. If it is
possible I would like to receive a copy of both the North Idaho Tim-
ber and Grazing Management EIS. Again, Wayne, thanka for the trip
we had and allowing this comment to be made.

Thank youj

P s

ames Lawyer
Research Data Planner
Nez Perce Trilbe of Idaho

ce: Clair Whitlock, State Director, BLM, Boise
Lanny Wilson, Area Manager, BLY, Cottonwood
Ted Graf, EXS Team Leader, BLM, Coeur d'Alene
Gordon Hipgheagle, NPTEC Member

JL:]ig

Responss to letter’ Wo, 61

The BLM 13 cognizant of the rights and Interset of the Mex Perce Tribes in the sres of tha
Snowhols Raplds and Marshall Mountaln WSAs, Since the Hez Perca fribs holds thesse rights aad
Inferasts we requested and obfalnsd comsents trow tribal officists, During The scoplng
process certala concerns such as hunting ond +ishing rights, water rights, and lsad
JurlsdicTlion issues wers identitist, It was determinad That thess concerns wers nct wlthiw
the scops of the Amendment/EIS snd wers, therstors, not speciticolly sidressed la the

- document,



Robert D. Hanaon
Rt., 1, Box 46 °
ledimont, ID B3842
August 2T, 1982

Wayne Zinne, District Manager

Coeur d'Alene Dlstrict Office, BLM

1808 North Third Street

F. 0. Box 1889

Coeur d'Alene, ID 83614

I heve reviewed the "Rorth Idaho UFP Amendment & Envirconmental
Inpact Statement draft® of the BLI Coeur d'Alene District, 1982.

The perspective presented in this letter 1s that of a perason
who owne land in a popular motorized-recreation area who likes to
oceaslonally get away to the quiet beauty of mountain lgkes, ridges,
end creexs. At home, 1 mile from a llational Forest campzround and
closer to a sportsmens' access to the Coeur d'Alene River, we get a
lot of touriat traffiec. We permit cemplng on our land along the
Coeur d'ALlene River es long as campers clean up and don't abuse the
privilege, and we estimate there 1s between 30C and 600 recreational
visitor days use of our land by campere, per year, and about as many
others just driving back end forth on the dead-end road. People
need places to go campilng. On the other hand, we who prefer our
recreation withecut the sounds of wotorecycles, outboard motors, radios,
and cheinsaws neéd places to go too, and there should be scattered :
oitorlesa areas not pronibitively distant where people can go for
wilderness-type experience, even i1f it ia only on & small scale.

I belleve thet much of the public demand for wilderness for rece
reation could be mccomedeted by administrative means, primarily by
keepling motorized rzereation out of certain areas end being careful
about recadbuilding and logging. Take for inastance the typical moun-
tain lake, headwater of usually a north or ezst-flowing ecreek, maybe
with pockets of old timber scattered around it. MNany such lekes are
alreedy accessible by road or Jeep trall. \here there 18 no road,
let's keep it that way, and keep the wotorcycles out too so that
viaitora can have tranquility even 1f the other slde of the ridge
and the neishboring basins are roaded and logzed. Where feasible,
lezve some timber along tralls. On rocky ridges, the timber 1as cften
of low value or too scattered anyway. Along creeks, for which the
LLFF has buffer guidelines, the corridor should be extended to include
the traill plus 25 feet, particularly if the pattern of logging roads
or slope steepness would make it difficult for hikers and fiahermen
to use the road instead of thke trail. Where trall corridora are not
left across logged areas, tralls should be reatored or realigned
tlhrough or arcund the logged area, and marked well so that hikers
need not epend hours exploring logging roads looking for the contlin-
uation of their trail, There is no need for meny logged areas to
renain open to off-road-vehicle uss, or to recreatlonal vehicle use
at all, Some buffer areas near roadless areas could be logged and,
efter woodcutters have picked over it for a few years, then close
tne area to non-efficial vehicles and manage the buffer ms part of
the roadleas area until the next loging.

Tie LFP doee not show how special denignations for wllderness,
Olla, RliA, intensive timber management, or recreation would be coor—

64.1
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dinated with ad)ecent private landas. I believe owners of adjacert
land of greatest eignificance to the MFP should be consulted a-d
attenpts made to essure compatibility of land use plena. PFor
example, management of Cryastal Lake WS4 would be enharced if the
owner(s’ of Section 29 along the east elde of the ¥ik would goree
to manage the land in coordination with the ELI". There nay be

tex edvantages to such coordination. One precedent for asuch
coordinated management is the Grouse Lakes Off-Road-Uctcr—Vekicle-
Control Area in California, a 19,000 ecre erea of checkerboard
ownership, about half Tahoe National Forest and half private laxd,
owned nostly by Southern Pacific Land Company with the re-aindep
Nichigan-California Lumber Compzny, Pacific Gzs ani Electric Co-—
pany, and verious amall parcels, if merory is correct. Federzl ard
private owners 1n the Grouse Lakes "lotorless Area™ azreed to clo:ze
that popular recreation mrea to off-road vehicles nainly beceuzs of
demage being done by such vehicles to young trees, scils and weter
quality.

Of the wilderness study areas discussed in the report, I an
peroonally only famillar with the Crystal Lake WihA. While I would
rather see Wilderness designation for the Crystal Lake w_h tizn the
Blt-recomnended Qutstanding Natural Ares desigration, Oli desigra-
fion would be the next best alternative. For the other atudy erees,
I generally support the BLH recommerndaticns, erzcept that Ticber
emphasis for the wewt slde of the Grardmother Lountain .3i shcilad
be moderated to protect recreation values in a corridcr zlorg tre
Grandnother Mountain-Grandfather Vountain ridge if this treil receivw
much uze. : ’

Lt b Gorrwman

Robert D. Hanson

Responss to letter Wo, &4

84,1 Our stalysls tndicates that the preferred slternstives tor thess WSAs sre geserally compatibls
with adjacest lend uses. Nhera sppropriate, consultatlon amd coordination with ad]acet
ouasrs will ocour prior fo alternative laplementation To snsure compatsbl||ty.
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Jugust 27, 1962

¥r. Wayne Zione
Bureau of Land Management
Box 1689 .
Coeurd'dlene, Idaho 83814

Ret Marahall Mountain MSi
Dear siri .

Through our rather extensive mineral surveys it is a well know fact that

tha potential of a large mineral area exists in this ares under conaidera-
tion. Thia could very well be Ideho's largest Gold resarve, and should not

be put under ELM management control to exclude mining. Thils ares should not
be maraged in & way to discourage or hinder any way, the development of min-
irg. The rcads have teen constructed ty miring people and sceeas rosds should
be permited as needed. For the most part this area ia very steep, gradients
being better that 60%,

Sections 21 and 22 and 27 and 28 all have the same veln characterlistic miner-
al content as that of Section 20, the location of the Geolden dnchor, the Kim-
tedy, the Sherman-Howa dnd other mines that were good gold produceraz and at
present considerable exploration work 1s bteing done or in the planning.

1 see mo reason why this ahould not be considered for a multi-use area, thua
assurlng unknoun future needs for the sake of the economy for the State of
Ideho. .

Thank you for the opportinity of receiving my opinion on this drea.

Respectfully

Léonard J, Junger

Responss to lettar Mo, 63

63.1 Plesss refer 10 response 13,3,
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-
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
600 South Walnut » Box 25
Boise » [daha » 83707

August 27, 1982

Mr. Wayne Zinne, District Manager
U.8. Bureau of Land Management

" 1808 North 3rd Street

Coeur d'Alene, 1D B384
Dear Mr. Zinne:

We have completed our review of the North Idaho MFP amendment
and draft Environmental Impact Statement, and wish to wmake
the following comments:

This Department 1s supportive of the ELM's proposed actiom
and selection of preferred alternatives for the following
areas:

.1, Selkirk Crest - recommended for wildermess, but
contingent upon Forest Service making a similar
recommendation for their adjacent RARE 1T unit. ’
The officlal position of the Fish and Game Commission
is that the USFS RARE II unit not be designated as
wilderness, If the Selkirk Crest area is not
designated as wilderness, we would then recommend
it be managed as an outstanding recreation area in
order to provide a diversity of recreational
opportunity.

2, Crystal Lake - to be designated as an outstanding
natural area.

3. Grandmother Mountain - to be designated as an
cutstanding matural area and research natural area
on designated portions of the unit with timber
emphasis on the remainder of the area.

4, Snowhole Rapids - to be managed with recreational
emphasis. .

5., Marshall Mountain - to be managed with recreation
emphasis, (We had originally recommended that the
unrcaded portion of this area be included in the
River of No Return Wildermess Area, but it was
omitted when the wilderness boundaries were
finalized.)

» EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPL OYER »
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Mr. Wayne Zinne
August 27, 1982
Page 2

On page 3-23, paragraph 10, line 2, you indicate in the fish
and wildlife activities section that no commercial trapping
would be permitred in any area designated as wilderness,
Inasmuch aa the BLM would be providing for the opportunity
to hunt and Ffish within the wilderness area, it doea not
appear logical that trapping should be excluded, Other
wilderness areas In the state that have been designated by
the U.5. Forest Service do not prohibit trapping, which ia a
permitted activity under the Wilderness Act.

Our support of your proposed action 1s predicated on hunting,
fishing and trapping belng permitted in all areas, -

Thank you for the op}iorcunity to comment on this document,

Sincerely,
J y M. Conle -
D ctor

cc: Reglons 1, 2 & 3
Bur, Fisheries
-Bur, Wildlife

Response to {etier Mo, 67

87.1 The BLM Wilderness Mansgesent Pollcy of September 1981 states im Chspter 111.D,5; "Trapping
of furtmarers, such as alnk, marten, besver, and muskrat, I3 & compatibie wilderness use and -
ull} be sllowed under Stote laws and regulations, Commercisl tropping will not be permitred,
Incldental trapping, If It Is not the tropper's sols source of Ilvellhood, Is permitted,®
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V D&Vid SSG iatesl Inc' ! Bureau of Land Management
EN nesnma ' sunviting August 27, 1962
P. Q. RO .JAN WANDPDINT, IDAHD B3B84 . .
SANDPOINT OFFICE d” E“““‘ GOEUR D'ALENE QFFICE - Page 2
DOVER HIGHWAY @ LIBERTY BUILDING
PO Rox 934 118 North Seventh 5t,
SANGPQINT, IDAHD B3B64 COEUR D'ALENE, IDAHO 83814

' August 27, 1982 !
-t S Pn. 120616648382 i My closing pleas would be for you to reconsider the preferred altermatives

! for Crystal Lake and Grandmother Mountsin. By changing the alternative to "No

' Wilderness, Timber Emphasie" the sreas cen be successfully managed to produce
timber, provide jobs, and with the support of the timber industry produce mipimal

visual, aeethetic¢ and environmental impact.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft.
Hr. Ted Gral !

Rorth Idaho MFP Amendment EI5 Team Leader
Bureau of Land Management

1808 North Third Street

Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814

Re: BLN Wilderness Study Areas — Draft Eoviroomental Impact Statement . residei;kelch. P.E.

D . Es
ear Hr. Gra VDW/ke

1 am writing this letter to emphasize my personal and my companys® opposition |
to any further withdrawal of timber producing acreage from the current timber .
management land base. I belleve my sentiments are thoee of the vast, although *
probably quite silent, majority of permanent North Idsho reaidents.

Areas of speclfic concern include:

Making defacto wilderness areas through reclassiflcation to
“OQutstanding Naturel Areas" and “Research Natural Areas"

The inconsistancy in your Draft Statement {page 4-3) concerning ' S
wilderness in Idahc and your recommendations that only one area . [
out of the five study areas we recommended for timber management,

Your Eagilure to coordinate with the Tdaho Panhandle National

Forest; particularly concerning your failute to develop a
78.1 timber management plan in the Grandwother Mountain- Proposal
conglstant uith the Forest Service RARE II decision kor the
area.

Response to letter No. 78

Your analysis of Timber Altermativea in the chapter on Environ- T8.1 Please refer to responses 6.2 and 40.1,
mental Consequences {Chapter 6). The chapter has erronecusly °
given the reader the imprespsion thar timber wanagement would 78.2 Plesss refer fo responss 40,3,

78.2 produce severely adverse impacte on flora, fauna, visual impact :

' aod "wilderness values". I believe you are ef{ther unfamiliar

with, or have chosen to Ignore, state of the art road construc-

tion and timber harvesting techniques.

o BANITARY + LOOGING ROADS + BUILDING INSPECTIONS * AERIAL TRAMWAYSE




STATE OF IDAHO

DEPARTMENT OF LANDS

STATE BOARD OF LAND COMMISSIONERSE

STATEHOUSE, BOISE, IDAHO 83720 JOHN V. EVANS
GORADON C. TROMBLEY GOVERNOR AND PRESIDENT
DIRECTOR PETE T. CENARHUSA

SECRETARY OF STATE
DAVID H. LEROY
ATTORNEY GENERAL
JOE R, WILLIAMS
STATE AUDITOR
July 14, 1982 JERRY L. EVANS
SUP'T OF PUSLIC INSTHUCTION

Hr. Ted Graf

North JIdeho MFP Amendment

& EFIS Team Leader

Bureau of Land Management
Coeur d'Alene District Office
P.0. Box 1339

Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814

Dear Mr. Graf: .

The State of Idaho, through the State Board of Land Comm-
~ issioners, made application on December 20, 1978 for 1,880

acres of what is now part of the Crystal Lake Wilderness

Study Area ms part of the State's 1n-lieu land selection

(State Selection List No. 956; Your 1-15037). (See map

and legal description.)

Your recent North Idaho MFP Amendment & Enviroamental
Impact Statement draft recommends as the preferred alterna-
tive that the Crystal Lake Wilderness Study Area (including
the 1,880 acres under lieu land application) be classified
as an Outstanding Natural Area. The 1,880 acres the State
wishes to acquire 1s valuable timber producing land, as
pointed out in the EIS draft. This land should be left in
multiple use management and managed, among other things,
for timber production. This would be done under State
ownership. Approximately four miles of the selected parcels
exterior boundary is bordered By State land, It ties in
well with our present ownership and would form a good
management unit for the State.

We request that the 1,880 acres under lieu land application
not be classified as an Outstanding Natural Ares and that
it be made avallable for State acquisition through lieu
selection.

. nirector‘ ) . . ' :
GCT: tb . :
Attachment (1) -

cc: Land Board Members

EQUAL OFPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

LANDS WITHIN CRYSTAL LAKE WSA
UNDER LIEU LAND APPLICATIOR

Legal Description

Township 47 North, Range 1 West
O ton Tie WisWy. SEkoWc. Stk
Section 12: SELNEY%, 5%
Section 13: Al
Sectfon 14: Ny, NELSWy, NLSEY
Section 15: NEj4
TOTAL:

280.00
360.00
640.00
440.00
160.00
1,580.00

MAP 1-3 CRYSTAL 'LAKE WSA [61-10, 9027 Acres)

",

‘@IdIND3Y ISNOJS3H ON
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CHAPTER 9
LIST OF PREPARERS

This docunent was prepared ut!lizing & Core Team approach consistemt with CEQ Regulatfons for implamanting the Natlonal
Env|romsental Pollecy Act.

The Core Team, o small group of writers, generated the dacument using Intormation suppllied by the public, BLM resourcs speciallsts

Including & soclologlst and

Nane

Ted Graf

Dave Murray

Scott Forssell

Kris Lomg

¥ayne Zinne

Lynn Shel dan

DJuane Edvenson

Ron Leedy

Dlck Prather

Gus ¥ltollns

Lew Brown

Vern Webb

Davld Fartler

Dan Hutchlson

Jim Robblns

Terry Klncaid

Dlck Todd

Tom Rinkes

Cralg Johnson

LuVerna Srussing

Poul Card

Stan Frazier

Max|ne Hullek

Kao Brighton

Patty Hardin

EIS
Rosponsiblitty

Cora Toaw leader

Core Teom

Technlcal

Coardinator

Core Team

Wilderneas Speclal lst

Core Team.
¥riter-Editor

Distrlct Manager;
Praterred Alternative
Davel opsant

Area Manager;
Praterrad Alternative
Deval cpment

Acting Arsa Manager;

Praferred Aiternative
Devel opment

Vagatation

Timber Managesent

Timber Managamant

wildllfe

Soills

Alr and Water
Resources

Cyltural Resources
Energy & Minarals

Recrsatlon and
¥isunl Resoyrces

Cattonwoad Resource Area
Coordinator

Grazing

Wildiife

Racreatlon and
¥13usl Resources

Soclal Yalues

Econam|cs

Ward Processing

Word Procsssling

Word Processing

lat, amd

t.

Education

8. S. Publle Administration

B. S« Range Managament

M, S, Matural Resource
Adalinlstration; B.5. Park
Administration

Bs A, Journallstic
Comaum Icatfons

B.5. Forestry

B, 5. Forastry

B-. S. Forest Managemant

B, 5. Forest Management

B. 5. Forestry

M, F. Forestry

B. 5. Witdlife Habltat
Manegemant

B. 5. Agriculture
(Soll Sclence)

M, 5. Clvll Englnearing
{Water Rescurce Pianning)
B, A. Anthropalogy

Es, M, Mining Englnewring

B. S. Park and Recrsatlon;
Resources Adminfstration

B. 5. Forest Resources

Wildife Blology

Wildi1fe Managemant
Mansgement Graduate Work

M. Ed, Recrsation and

Park Administration;
B. As Recraatlon

Baccalaurette [n Soclology and
Math

B+ Ss Agricultural Economics
Assoclate Arts Degrea, 3 years
BusIness undergraduste

8. A. Soclology

Business Secratarial Degree
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Expar lence
4 years BLM, Natural Resource Spaclalist; 2 years BLM,
writar-Ed|Yor; | year Private Industry, EiS Technical
Coordtnator.
5 years BLM, Envlronmental Coordinator; 6 years BLM,
Matural Resource Speclailst; 4 years BLM, Range

Consarvatlonsr,

5 years BLM, Outdoor Racreation Flanner.

2 yesrs BLM, Publlc Attairs; 2 ysars BLM, Wrlter-
Edltor.

| year BLM, District Manager; 10 years BLM Supervisory
Matursl Resource Spaclaiist; 5 years BLM, Arsa Manager;
4 yoars 9LM, Ranga Conservatlonist.

13 yesrs BLM, Area Manager; 15 ysars BLM, Forester.

20 years BLM, Forester; 2 years USFS, Forester.

10 years BLM, Sliviculturlst; 15 yesrs BLM, Forester,

4 years BLM, Supsrvisory Forester; & years BLM,
Forester,

16 years BLM, Statf Forester; B years BLM, Foreater,

A ysars BLM, ¥ildllfe Blologist.

14 years DLM, Salls Sclentlst;
Sclentlst,

t4 years 5CS, Sells

2 years BLM, Hydrologlst; | year Ada/Canyon 208 Ares-
wide Planning Group;, 4 years pestgraduate water
reasources work.

9 ywars BLM, Archaeclogist.

10 ysors BLM, Mining Engineer,

& years BLM, Outdoor Recrestlon Planner.

4 yesars BLM, Forester/Area Environmental

Coordinator.
3 years BLM, Range Conservationist.

2 yesrs BLM, Ares Blologlst; 5 ysars BLM, Range
Conssrvationlist; 1 year F5, Range Techniclan,

3 years BLM, Outdoor Recreation Planner,

2 years BLM, Soclologlst; Z years Executlve Otfice of
the Gevernor (l1dahal; 5 years |deho Dept. of
Trensportaftion,

6 years BLM, Econom|st.

3 years OLM, EdTtorlal Clerk,

1 yoar BLM, Edltorial Clerk; 2 years
Documents Clerk.

RS, Legal

3 years 8LM, Ediforlal Clerk; 1 year USFS, Clark
Typlst.



CHAPTER 10
AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PERSONS SENT THE DRAFT/FINAL EIS

ELECTED COFFICIALS, FECERAL

Senator James A, McClure Representative Larry E. Craig
Senator Steven D, Symms Representative George Hansen

ELECTED OFFICIALS, STATE

Governor John ¥. Evans Representative E., Cameron Ful Imer
Lleutenant Governor Phlllp E. Batt Representative Robert M, (Bob) Scates
Secretary of S5tate Pete T. Cenarrusa Represantative Emery E. Hed|und
Attorney General Davld H. leroy Representative B. E. (Bud) Lewls
Senator Kermit V., Klebert Representative Louls J. Horvath, Jr,
Senator Wll!lam E. (B!11} Moore Represantative Willlam F, Lytle
Senator Terry Sverdsten Representative Tom Boyd

Senator Yernon T. Lannen Representative James Lucas

Senator Norma Dobler Representative George F. Johnson
Senator Mike P. MItchel | Represantative Paul C., Keeton

Senator Lester ¥, Clemm Representative Cari P. Braun

Senator Ronald J. Beltelspacher Representative Marguerite P, Mclaughl!n
Senator David Little Representative Harold W. Reld
Representatlva Marion Davidson Representative Richard L. Adams
Representative James F. Stolcheff Representative Jim S. Hligglins

Representatlve Morgan Munger

FEDERAL AGENCIES

Natlonal Advisory Councl! on Hlstorlc Department of the Interlor
Preservatlon Bureau of Indian Affalrs

Department of Agriculture Bureau of Mines

Forest Service Bureau of Reclamation

Soll Conservatlon Service Nat fonal Park Servlice
U. S. Attorney U, S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Federal Energy Regulatory Commisslon U. S. Geologlcal Survey
federal Highway AdmlInisfratlon Environmental Protectlon Agency
Rural Electrification Administration Us S« Army Corps of Englneers

STATE AGENCIES

Idaho Bureau of Mines and Geolcogy Idaho Outfitters and Gulde Board
Idaho Fish and Game Department Idaho State Clearing House
Idaho Department of Water Resources Ildaho State Historlc Preservation Offlicer

Idaho Department of Lands
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LOCAL GOYERNMENT

Panhand le Area Counc!|

Clearwater Economic Development Association
Benewah County JolInt Clty/Counc!! Planning
CommlIss fon

Bonner County Planning and Zoning Commlssion
Prlest Rivar Planning & Zoning Commisslon
Clearwater County Planning and Zoning
Commiss fon

Oroflno Planning Commission

ldaho County Planning Commission

Cottonwood Flanning and Zonlng Comm!ssion
Kootana! County Ptlanning Commisslon

Coeur d'Alene Planning and Zoning Comm!ssion
Dalton Gardens Planning and Zoning Comm!ssion
Fernan Lake Planning and ZonIng CommIssion
Hauser Planning and Zon!ng Commission

Hayden Citlzen Advisory Committee

Hayden Lake Planning Comm!ttes

Kamiah Piannlng and Zoning Commisslon
Winchester Planning and Zoning Commlsslon
Nez Perce County Planning and Zoning

Comm!ss fon

Potlatch Planning and Zoning Commisslon
temh! County Plannlng and Zoning Commission
Salmon Planning Comm}sslon

Lewls County Planning and Zoning Commission
Cralgmont Planning and Zoning Commission
Deary Zoning Comm!lssion

Genesee Planning and Zonlng Commlsslon

Jullaetta Planning Commlssion

Moscow Planning and Zonlng Commlssion
Post Fal s Planning and Zoning Commission
Rathdrum Planning and Zoning Commisslon
Spirlt Lake Planning and Zoning Commission
latah County Plann!ng and Zon!lng Commiss ion
Lapwai Planning and Zoning Commission
Lewiston Planning and Zoning Comm!sslon
Shoshone County Planning and Zonling
Comm!ss jon

Kallogg Planning and Zoning Commission

Mul tan Planning and Zoning Commisslon
Osburn Pianning and Zonlng Commlssion
Pinehurst Planning and Zoning Commissfon
Smeltervilie Planning and Zoning Comm!ssion
Wallace Planning and Zonlng Commisslon
McCal | Planning and Zoning Commission
Adams County Commlssloners

Benewah County Commissioners

Bonners County Comm!ssloners

Boundary County Commlssloners

Clearwater County Commissloners

{dabo County Commissloners

Kootena! County Commissloners

Latah County Commissioners

Lewis County Commissloners

Nez Perce County Commlssloners

Shoshone County Commlsslionars

OTHER ORGAN IZAT IONS

Burlington Nerthern Inc,
Channel Lumber Co.

Diamond Internat!onal

Evergeen Forest Products
Potlatch Corporation

Northwest Plne Assoclation

|daho Cedar

ldaho Yeneer Campany

Inland Forest Resource Counc!!
Kamiah Milts

touislana~Pacl flc Corporation
North |daho Foraesiry Association
Scott Paper Company

W=1 Forest Products

Western Forest industrles Assoclation

Conoco, Inc,

Amer Tcan MIning Congress
Anaconda Copper Company
ASARCO Incorporated
Atlantic Richfleld Co,
Cal lahan Minlng Corp.
Canyon 51lver Mines, Inc.
Coeur d'Alene Mines Corp,
Cominco Amerlcan Inc,.
Golconda Mining Corp.

The Bunker Hil| Company
GRC Exploration Co,

ldaho Mlning Association
Morbeck Minlng Co.
Northwest Minlng Association
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OTHER ORGAN!ZATIONS, Cont!nued

Rocky Mountaln Ofl and Gas Assoclatlon
Royal Apex Silver, Inc.

Texaco Inc,.

Unlon 01! Company of Callfornia
Meridlan Land and Mineral Company
Coeur d'Alene Wlidl!fe Federation
tdaho Wiidl! fe Federatlon

Inland Emplre 3!g Game Councll

The Wlldl!fe Soclety

The Committee for ldaho's High Desert
Friends of the Earth

Greater Snake Rlver Land Use Congress
He! I's Canyon Preservatlon Counc!l
The Inst!tute of Ecology

Natlonal Councl! of Public Land Users
Slerra Club

Kootenal Environmental Alllance
Idaho Gem Club

Ildaho State Rifle and Plstol| Assocation
North ldaho Minerai Club

Northwest Power Boaters

Salmon River R. D.

Shoshone Council Camp Flire

Pocatel lo Trail Machine Association, Inc.

Bonner County HlsYorlical Scciety
Idaho Archaeological Society
Idaho State Historical Soclety

Nez Parce Economic and Commun!ty Devel opment

Amer lcan Wilderness Al llance

The Wilderness Soclety

|daho County Cowbel les

AREA

Citizens Utilitles Co,

Spckane "Hobnaller"

Paclfic Power and Light Company
Cltlzens for Environmental Quallty
Bolse State Unliverslty

Unlversity of ldaho

University of Montana

Washington State Universlty
Northern |daho Chambers of Commerce
Northern ldaho Publlc Librarles
Northern Idaho News Medlia

Natura! Resources Defense Council
Nez Perce Tribal Executive Councll|
Cosur dfAlens Tribal Councl!

Coples of this EIS are avaliable for public Inspection at the fo!llowing locations:

Bureau of Land Management
Washington Offlce of Publlc Affalrs
18th and C Street, N.W.
Washlngton, D.C. 20240

Phone: (202) 3434151

Bureau of lLand Management
Idaho State Offlce

3380 Amerlcana Terrace
Bolse, ldaho 83706

Bureau ot Land Management
Coeur d'Alene District Offlce
1808 North Third Street
Coeur d'Alene, ldaho 83814

Bureau of Land Management
Cottonwood Area Off ice
Route 3, Box 181
Cottonwood, Idaho 83522
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GLOSSARY

Administratlively Endorsed Areas: Areas recommended for wilderness designation through the U,S.
Forest Service RARE || process,

Aesthetics: Dealling with the nature of the beautiful and with judgements concerning beauty.

Alr Quality Classes; Classes establlshed by the Environmental Protectlon Agency that define the
amount of pollutlon considered significant within an area, Class | applles fo areas where
almost any change fn alr quallty would be considered signlficant; Class Il applles to areas
where the deterloration normally accempanying moderate wel [~controlled growth would be
consldered Insigniflcant; and Class (1] applies fo areas where deterioration up to the national
standards would be considered Insigniflcant,

Alr Quallty Standard: An established concentration, exposure TIme, or frequency of occurrence of a
contaminant or multiple contaminants in the amblent alr which shall not be exceeded.

Allotment: An area of land where one or more Indlviduals graze thelr llvestock. It generally
consists of publlic land but may Include parcels of private or state cwned fands. An allotment
may consist of several pastures.

Al fotment Management Plan (AMP): A documented program which applles to {lvestock operators on the
publlc lands, which !s prepared In consultatlon with the lessee{s) Involved and conducted in
order to meet the multlple—use, sustalned-yleld, economlc, and other needs and objectlives as
determined for the publlc lands through land use planning,

Allowable Cut: The amount of forest products that may be harvested annually or parlodically from a
specl fled area over a stated perlod In accordance with the objectives of management.

Anadromous Fish: Flsh which mlgrate from the sea to breed In fresh water., Thelr offspring refurn
to the sea.

Animal Unit Month (AUM): The amount of forage required to sustaln one cow (1,000 Ebs.) with one
cal f under 6 months of age or thelr equlvalent for one month. For thls EIS an AUM represents
800 pounds (alr drled) of palatable forage.

Annual Cut: Amount of timber, usually measured §in board feet, harvested annually.

Aguatic Vegetation: Plants which grow In water,

Archaeological Resources: The physlcal evidence of past human occupatlion which can be used to
reconstruct the culture of past peoples. The archaeclogical record ls uswally expressed in
the form of distrlcts, sites, structures, and objects,

Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC): An arsa within the publlc lands where speclal
management attention is required (when such areas are developed or used, or whers no
developmant 1s required) to protect and prevent Irreparable damage to Important historle,
cultural, or scenic values, flsh and witdlife resources or other natural systems or processes,
or to protect I!lfe and safety from natural hazards,

Artifact: Any object made, modifled, or used by man, usually movable.

Aspect: The dlrectlon a slope faces.



Board Foot: A unlt of solld wood, | foot square and | Inch thick.

Buffer Strip: A protected area that separates the timber cutting unit from the object or thing to
be preserved.

Bureau Planning System: A process used In the BLM to establlsh land use allocations,
constraints, and objectives for varlous categories of public land use,

Cable Yarding: Using a steel cable to transport logs from where they are cut to a stationary
machine on the landing. Yarding can be done In uphll! or downhil! directions with the logs
being dragged or I!fted partlal ly or completely above the ground.

Canopy: The more or less contlnuous cover of branches and foliage formed collectively by the crowns
of adjacent trees and other woody growth.

Canopy Cover: The aerfal follage In a vegetatlon layer shading vegetation In lower layers.

Cavlty Dwellers: Blrds and animals that llve in holes or openings In frees, snags, or clliffs,

Cherrystem: A dead-end road that protrudes into a WSA. The WSA boundary 1s formed around this
road.

Clearcutting: A method of timber harvesting In which all frees, merchantable or unmerchantable,
are cut from an area at one time,

Climax: When plants of the exlsting vegetatlve community are the only ones which can perpetuate
themselves given Indefinlte time wlthout disturbance.

Commercial Thinning: Removal of merchantable surplus trees.

Commodity Emphasis: Would emphaslze the management, production, and use of resources such as
minerals, timber, and domestlc |lvestock AUMs,

Communlty Type: Groups of plants (usually grasses/forbs and shrubs) which grow together 1n
recognizable assoclations.

Contrast Rating: A method for determining the extent of visuat Impact for an ex!sting or proposed
activity that wll| modify any landscape feature.

Control of Competing Vegetation: Thls practice Is done to Increase |l!ght, water, and nutrients
avallable fo desirable coniferous trees by damaging or klliing other vegetatlon. This practice
can be accomplished using chemlcal herblcldes or hand slashing (cutting).

Critlcal Habitat: That habitat consldered by the Secretary of the Interlor ¥o be necessary to the
normal needs or survival and recovery of !lsted Threatened or Endangered Species. |t may also
include habltat not currently occupled fnto which a Ilsted specles could expand.

Cultural Resources: Those fraglle and nonrenewable remalns of human activity, occupatlon, or
endeavor, reflected In dlstricts, sites, structures, bulldlings, objects, artlfacts, rulns,
works of art, architecture, and natural features, that were of Importance In human events.
These resources consist of |) physlcal remalins, 2) areas where slgnificant human events
occurred-—even though evidence of the event no longer remalns, and 3) the environment immedi-
ately surrounding the actual resource. Cultfural resources, !ncluding both prehlstoric and
historic remalns, represent a part of the contlnuum of events from the ear!laest evidences of
man to the present day.




Custodial Management: Lands !n thls class would not be managed for timber productlon and are not
Included in allowable cut camnputations. These lands are usually managed for other
resource values, 1.e., wildllfe, range, recreaticn, efc., Tlimber would be removed when
necessary to protect or enhance adjacent forest or other resource values,

Dlstance Zone: The area that can be seen as foreground, middleground, background, or seldom seen.

Ecosystem: An ecologlcal unlt conslisting of both living and non{lving components which Interact to
produce a natura!, stable system.

Endangered Specles: Those specles offlclally deslgnated by the Flsh and Wlldlife Service through
publlcation In the Federal Register as belng in danger of extinctlon throughout a significant
portion of thelr range. The Endangered Species Act of 1973 requires that critical habltat for
endangered specles be dellneated and enjolns Federal agencles from taklng actlons within such
designated critical habl!tat that would have a significant adverse Impact on the endangered
specles,

Environmental Assessment (EA): A systematlc environmental analysls of site-speciflc BLM act!ivitles,
Used to determine whether such activities have a signlficant effect on the quality of the human
environment and whether a formal environmental statement |s required.

Eroslon (Soll): Removal of soil from Its place of orlgln fo a polnt of depos!tion other than a
stream channel .

Even-Aged Stand: All frees are the "same" age or at least of the same age class.

Falllng/Felllng: Cutting down trees.

Flow: The volume of water passing a given polnt In a speclfled period of tlIme,
Forage: All browse and herbacecus foods that are avallable fo grazing anlmals.

Forest Land: Land that 1s now, or |s capable of becoming, at least 16.7 percent stocked wlth forest
trees and that has not been developed for nontimber use,

Ful! Suspension Logglng: Transporting logs from where they are cut to the landing with both ends
|1fted above the ground.

Ground Based Yarding: The process of dragging 'ogs behind a moving machine or anlmal from where
they are felled to the landing. Ground based yardlng Is normally done !n a downhl!ll
dlrection.

Habltat: The environment Tn which an organism occurs.
Habltat Type: An area of tand potentlal |y capable of producing simllar plant communlties at cllmax,
Hiding Cover (EIKk): Includes conlferous vegetation, and 'n speclflc Instances, can Include decldu-

ous vegetation capable of hlding 90 percent of an elk from a human's view at a dlstance equal
to or less than 200 feet (61 m).

HistorJcal Resources: Al! evidences of human actlivity that date from historic, f.e., recorded
history perlods. Historic resources are cultural resources and may be consldered archaeolog-
fcal resources when archaeolaglical work Is Tnvolved !n thelr identiflcation and interpretation.




Individual Tree Selectlon: A form of partlal cutting that removes selected Individual trees fram
the stand.

Intens|ve-Exteonsive Tlmber Management Lands: Lands Tn thls class would be managed usling practices
such as thinnlngs, site preparation, planting, fertllization, etc., to maximize tImber
production on a sustalned yleld basis, Generally, these lands are TPCC rated Non-Problem or
Restrlcted Preoductive which would respond to thinning, fert!llzatlen, and planting.

Landing: Any place on or adjacent to the logging site where logs are assembled for further
transport.

Lop and Scatter: Cutting branches, tops, and small frees after felllng so that the resultant slash
will Ile close to the ground; fo cut Ilmbs fram fef led trees.

Lower Gradlent Stream: Streams In which the slope of the channsl approaches zero.

Management Framework Plan (MFP): Land use plan for publlc lands whlch provides a set of goals,
objectives, and constralnts for a speclflc planning area to gulde the development of detalled
plans for the management of each resocurce.

Mean Annual Increment: Tha total growth of the tree dlvided by the fotal age.

Mortal lty/Salvage Cutting: Removal of Indlvidual frees kllled or Injured by flre, Insects, disease,
efc., and the removal of those trees |lkely to dle prlor to flnal harvest cut so as to utllize
merchantable materlai,

Multiple Use: Management of the publlc lands and thelr varlous rescurce values so that they are
utlllzed In the comblnatlon that will best meet the present and future needs of the Amerlcan

peopla,

Natlonal Register of Hlstorlc Places (Natlonal Reglster); Established by the Hlstorlc Presarvation
Act of 1966, A listing malntalned by the Matlonal Park Servlice of architectural, hlstorlical,
archaecleogical , and cultural sltes of local, state, or natlonal signliflcance. Slites are
nominated to the Reglster by the states and by Federal agencles. Coples of the Natlonal
Reglster are avallable fram the Superlntendent of Documents, USGFO, WashlIngton, D.C. 20402.

Naturalness: Refers to an area whlch "general ly appears to have been affected primarily by the
forces of nature, with the Tmprint of man's work substantlally unnctliceable.® (From sectlon
2(c), Wilderness Act).

Non-attalnment Area: A deslgnated area that does not meet amblent alr quallty standards.

Non-forest Land: Land that has been developed for non-timber uses or land that 1s Incapable of
belng 16,7 percent stocked with forest frees.

Non-problem $1tes: Productlive forest sltes characterized by stable solls and bedrock. They can be
logged by norma! ground based and cable practlices, and reforestation can be estabilished within
5 years after flnal harvest using normal technlques,

Non-productlve Forest Land: Land which Is not capable of ylelding at least 20 cublc feet of wood
per acre per year from c¢cmmerclal specles, or land which Is capable of producing only non
commerclal tree speacles.




Off-Road Vehlcle (ORV): Any motorized vehlcle deslgned for or capable of cross-country travel on or
Immedlately over land, water, sand, snow, f.e., marsh, swamp land, or other terrain.

Old-growth Dependent: An anlmal species so adapted that 11 can exlst only In old=growth forests,

Overstory: The uppermest vegetatlve "layer" of a forest (usually trees).

Partiat Cutting or Selective Cutting: Tree removal other than by clearcutting.

Particulates: Flnely dlvided solld or liquld partlcles In the alr or Tn an emlsslon; Includes dust,
smoke fumes, mlst, spray, and fog.

Plant Community: An assoclatlon of plants of varlous species found growing together In areas with
simtlar site characteristlcs,

Precommerclal Thinning: Removal of surplus trees In a stand prlor to their reachlng merchantable
slze.

Prehlstoric Resources: All evldences of human actlvity that pre-date recorded history and can be
used to reconstruct {1feways and cultural history of past pecples. These include sites;
artlfacts; anvirommental data; and al! other relevant Informatlion and the contexts In which
they occur,

Prescribed Burning: Skillful applicatlon of fire to natural fuels under condltlons of weather;
fuel molsture; soll molisture; and other condltlons that w!l! produce the Intensity of heat and
rate of spread requlred to accompllsh certaln planned beneflts +o one or more objectives of
sllviculture, wildllfe management, grazing, and hazard reduction.

Primitive Recreatlon Opportunity : Opportunity for Isolatlon from the slghts and sounds of
man, Opportunity to feel a part of the natural environment; to have a high degree of
chal lenge and risk; and to use outdoor skil!s,

Productive Forest Land: Forest land that 1s now producing or ls capable of producing at least 20
cublc feet per acre per yer of commerclal conlferous tree specles.

Productl!ve Forest Land Excluded From the Base: Productive forest lands where the use of speclat
logging practices or reforestatlon techniques would stll| result In degradation of the slte or
fallure of the area to reforest within 5 yers after harvest. These lands are not Included In
the al lowable cut base.

Publlc Land: Hlstorlcally, the publlc domaln adminlstered by the Bureau of Land Management for the
purpose of provlding forage, wood products, and minerals for publlc users. The uses and
resources of these publlc fands have been expanded In recent years to provide open space,
recreatlon resources, protection of cultural resources, and other commodltles.

Range Condltlon: The current productivity of a range relative to what that range 1s natural ly
capable of producing.

RARE t1: The roadless area revlew and evaluatlon used by the U, S. Forest Service to determine
wllderness sultablllty of Natlonal Forest lands,

Recreatlon Opportunities: The opportunlty to partflclpate In an Intrinsically, or self-rewarding
exparlence that finds 1ts source In voluntary engagements (mental and/or physlical) durlng non-
obllgated time.




:+ The renewal of a tree crop whether by natural or artliflclal means; also, the young
crop Itsalf.

Restricted Use Sltes: Productive forest sites that need speclal logglng practices or reforestatlon
t+echnIques to preserve soll productivity or reforest the site withlin 5 years after flnal
harvest,

Riparian: Areas adjacent fo streams and other bodles of water; wet meadows; springs; wells; and
other sources.

Rlparian Vegetation: Plants growing In close proxImity to a watercourse, lake, or wet areas, ard
often the plants depend on thalr roots reachling the water table.

Roaded Natural Recreatlion Qpportunlity: About equal opportunitles for afflllatlon with user
groups and opportunliles for Isolatlon from slghts and sounds of man. Opportunlty to have a
hlgh degree of Interactlon wlth the natura! enviromment, Chal lenge and risk opportunities are
not very Important., Practlce and testing of outdoor skills may be Important. Opportunlties
for both motorized and non-motorized forms of recreation are possible.

San!tatlon Thinnlng: Removal of surplus trees from a stand. The trees may be of merchantable or
unmerchantable slfze. A canmerclal thinning would not necessarlily follow.

Scarlflcatlon: Dlsturbance of the upper sc!l layer by mechanlcal means In preparing a slite for
seeding or planting.

Scenlc Quallty: The degree of harmony, contrast, and varlety within the landscape.
Sediment Yleld: Eroded soll reachling a water system,

Seml-Primitlve Mctor!lzed Recreatlon Opportunity: Some opportunity for I1solatlon from the
sights and sounds of man, but not as Important as for primltive opportunities. Opportunlty
to have a high degree of Interactlon with The natural environment, to have moderate chal lenge
and risk, and to use outdoor skillls. Expilclt opportunity to use motorlzed equlpment whilae
Tn the area,.

Semi-Primltlve Nonmotorl]zed Recreatlon Opportunity: Some opportunlty for lsolatlon from the
slghts and sounds of man, but not as Important as for primltive opportunl+les. Jpportunlty
to have a high degree of Interactlon with the natura! envilronment, to have moderate chal lange
and rlsk, and To use outdoor skllls,

Sem!-Urban Recreation Opportunlty: Opportunities are pravalent to experlence afflllatlion with
Individuals and groups at sltes with convenlence facllltles. These factors are generally
more 'mportant than the physlcal envirorment.

Sensltive Anlmals: Anlimals classlfled by the BLM and Idaho Flsh and Game Department are those:

--not yet offlclally Ilsted but whlch are undergoling a status revlew or are proposed for
I1stlng according to Federal Register notlces publlshed by the Secretary of the Intertor or
the Secretary of Commerce, or according to comparable State documents publlshed by State

of flclals;
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--whose populatlons are conslstently small and widely dispersed, or whose ranges are
restricted to a few localltles, such that any appreclable reduction In numbers, habltat
avallabllity, or habltat conditlon might lead toward extinctlon; and

-=whose numbers are declining so rapldly that offlcial I1sting may become necessary as a
conservatlon measure. Decilnes may be the cause of one or more of several factors Tncludlng
destruction, mod!fication, or curtallment of the specles! habltat or range; overutlllzatlon for
commerclal, sporting, sclientiflc, or educational purposes; disease or predatlon; the Inadequacy
of exIsting regulatory mechanlsms; and/or other natural or manmade factors adversely affectlng
the specles! contlnued existence.

Seral Stages: Communities of plants that occupy an area as success Ton progresses toward climax,
Series: A group of habltat fypes wlth the same cllmax tree specles.

Shelterwood Cutting: A serles of two partlal cuttlings designed to establlsh a new crop of trees
under the protectlon of the old.

S5ight Distance (Elk): The dlstance at which an elk 1s hldden from view withln any cover type. Thls
varles according to the size and spacing of conlferous trees. Declduous vegetatlon can be
cons ldered in sight distance measurements onty when In dormant conditlon (wlthout leaves).

Silviculture: The art of producing and tending a forest; application of the knowiedge of the Ilfe
history and general characteristic of forest trees and stands for controlllng the establish-
ment, camposition, and growth of a forest.

S1+e Praparation: Thls practice ls done to reduce campet!tion between newly establlished trees and
other vegetation, and to expose mineral soll tfo encourage the aestablishment of natural
regeneration.

Skldding: A loose term for haullng logs by sliding from stump to roadside.

Skld Trall or Road: Any way, more or less prepared, over which logs are dragged.

Slash: The residue left on the ground after felllng timber,
Snag: A standing dead tree fram which the leaves and most of the branches have fallen.

S5nag Depandent Anlmals: Anlmals that depend on dead trees for all or part of thelr Ilfe cycles.

Solltude: The state of belng alone, isoclated, or remote from habltatlons,

State Hlstorlc Preservatlon Offlcer (SHPQ): The offliclal within each State, authorized by the State
at the request of the Secretary of the Interlor, to act as a llalson for purposes of Tmple-
mentIng the Natlonal Hlstorlc Preservation Act of 1966.

Substantially Unnotlceable: Refers to something that elther Is so Inslignificant as to be only a
very minor feature of the overat! area or 1s not distlncfly recognizable by the average visifor
as belng marmade or man-caused because of age, weatherling or blologlcal change.

Successlon: The orderly process of communlty change. Process by whlch one plant canmunlty witl
succeed ancther over time glven the same climatlc conditlons.



Sultablllty: As used in the Wllderness Act and In the Federal Land Follcy and Management Act,
rofers to a recommendatlon by the Secretary of the Interlor or the Secretary of Agriculture
that certaln Federal lands satlisfy the definltlon of wilderness In the Wllderness Act and have
been found approprlate for deslgnatlon as wllderness on the basls of an analysis of the
ex!sting and potentlal uses of the land,

Sustalned Yield: The yleld that a forest can produce contlnuously at a given Intensity of
managemant.

Thermal Cover: Deflned as a stand of conlferous trees which 1s 40 feet or more in helght,
has at least 70 percent average crown cover, and whlch moderates extremes of amblent tempera-
ture. (Pederson, personal communicatlon as cited In Black et al. 1976; and Keay, J« As, [977),

Threatened Specles: Those specles which are |lkely to become endangered In the foreseeable future
throughout all or a signlficant portion of thelr range. Critlcal habitat can also be
designated for threatened specles (see endangered specles).

Threshold: A polnt (value) on a contlinuum that when exceeded causes a slgnlflcant Impact.

Timber Productlon Capab!|lty Classlflcatlon (TPCC): A class!flcatlon system that ldentlfles the
commerclal forest base which 1s capable of produclng timber on a sustained yleld basis.

Timber Stand: A group of trees occupylng an area and sufflclently unlform In compositlon (specles),
age, slze, and conditlon to be recognlized from other groups of vegetatlon.

Understory Specles: Shade—tolerant plant specles which characteristlically grow beneath the forest
canopy.

Unjt Resource Analysls (URA): A BLM planning document whlch contalins a camprehenslve inventory and
analys|s of the physlcal resources and an anal ysTs of thelr potential for development within
a specl fled geographlc area.

Urban Recreatlon Opportunity: Opportuntty to experlence aftflilation with Tndlviduals and
groups 1s prevalent as 1s the convenlence of s!tes and opportunities. Experlencing natural
envIronments, having chal lenges and risks afforded by the natural environment, and the use of
outdoor skills are relatively unimportant.

Visual Contrast: The ef fect of a strlklng dIfference Tn the form, line, color, or texture of an
area belng vlewed,

V1sual Resource: The land, water, vegetation, anlmals, and other features that are visible on al!l
publlc lands,

¥1sual Resource Management Class: The degree of aiteratlon that ls acceptable withln the character-
Istic landscape. It 1s based upon the physlcal and soclologlcal characteristlcs of any glven
homogenous area.

Visual Sensltlivity: The degree of concern expressed by the user foward the scenlc quality and
existing or proposed visual change 1n a particular characteristic landscape.

Water Yield: Preclpltation minus losses for evaporatlon and transpiratlon, Uswelly expressed In
equivalent Inches or acre feet,



Wild and Scenlic River: Any free~flowlng stream designated and authorlfzed for Incluslon In the
Natlonal Wlld and Scenic Rlvers System as provided by the Wild and Scenlc Rivers Act of
October 1968 (P.L. 90-542).

Wilderness Area: An area formally deslgnated by Act of Congress as part of the National Wilderness
Preservat jon System,

Wilderness Study Area: An area of Publlc Lland whilch has undergone BLM's Initlal and Intenslve
wllderness Inventorles, including public involvement, and has been determined to have
wllderness characteristics as defined In Sec. 2{¢) of the Wlilderness Act of 1964,

Yarding: The inltlal haul to a loading point, l.a., transporting timber from the stump to a
fanding.
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