
Master Planned Communities 

in Kootenai County? 
     

    Wes Hanson 
 

    The county planning commission is finalizing 

the comprehensive plan rough draft.  On the 

positive side, it has endorsed the idea of requir-

ing developers to meet with people in areas pro-

posed for development before plans are submit-

ted to the county.  The county is also working 

cooperatively with cities to develop a holistic 

land use plan for the Rathdrum Prairie.  The 

goals are to protect the aquifer and create an 

attractive land use development plan. 
 

On April 14, the Kootenai County Planning Com-

mission voted to include a Master Planned Com-

munity land use designation in the new compre-

hensive plan rough draft.  Such communities, 

situated on 640 acres or more, could be pro-

posed for any location in the county.  They 

would, according to the planning commission, 

establish private towns maintained in part by 

publicly financed taxing districtsñmeaning 

you, the taxpayer.  These òtownsó would be iso-

lated and offer a full range of services. 
 

    The planning commission believes the large 

body of regulations it is developing for these 

communities will discourage such developments 

from being built, but, if this is true, why should 

this land use concept be endorsed at all?  The 

proposed regulations are so complicated that it 

is very doubtful the planning department can or 

will enforce them, leaving these large develop-

ments to proceed without much oversight. 

                                                (contõd on page 4) 

WOLVES GET A REPRIEVE 
 

Ken Fischman, Ph.D. 

  

THE COURTS TO THE RESCUE 

  

   The hopes and even prayers of many people 

were answered on Friday, July 18th, when US 

District Court Judge Molloy in Missoula, Mon-

tana granted an injunction to EarthJustice, repre-

senting eleven environmental organizations. It 

placed northern Rockies wolves back under fed-

eral protection. 
 

   The US Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) had 

claimed that the wolves in Idaho, Montana, and 

Wyoming had made a remarkable recovery from 

the brink of extinction and that their population 

was increasing at a high rate. 
 

   The wolves had been removed from the En-

dangered Species Act list on March 28th.  Ac-

cording to the Natural Resources Defense Coun-

cil (NRDC), at least 106 wolves have been killed 

in the first 118 days after removing them from 

federal protection, an average of almost one 

wolf per day. 
 

   The wolves are not yet out of the woods. 

There will be a trial, probably in the late Fall, in 

Federal court, to determine whether the injunc-

tion becomes permanent.  If wolf advocates do 

not prevail, the slaughter will begin anew. In ad-

dition to many illegal killings and killings by 

state authorities and ranchers of so-called prob-

lem wolves, all three state game management 

agencies are primed to start wolf hunting sea-

sons that have already been planned. 

                                                   (contõd on page 5) 
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      Executive Directorõs Corner 

      Barry Rosenberg 

 

COLLABORATIVE PROCESS?  

 

A couple of years ago Kootenai Environmental Alliance decided not to 

participate in a collaborative process to help design a Forest Service timber 

sale (Blue Alder) located in the Wolf Lodge drainage on the Coeur dõAlene 

River Ranger District. KEA was not aloneñthe Selkirk Conservation Alliance, 

Friends of the Clearwater, the Alliance for the Wild Rockies and the Idaho 

Sporting Congress shared similar concerns and decided not to participate in 

the process. The collaborative group was composed of local representatives 

of the timber industry, businesses, citizens and two regional environmental 

groups. 

KEA did not take this decision lightly. There were serious discussions 

among the KEA staff and board members, several of whom have many years 

of experience dealing with Forest Service issues. The board voted 

unanimously not to participate in the process. In June, the Blue Alder Project 

Environmental Assessment (EA) was released to the public and it reinforced 

KEAõs decision. Here are some of the reasons we chose not to participate: 

 

À The decision to log and the approximate amount of logging of the Blue 

Alder Project was pre-determined before the sale was made public. 

      The decision to log the Blue Alder area was made prior to the public 

having the first opportunity to comment during the òscopingó period in 

December 2007. The Forest Service, in its October 22, 2007, Periodic Sale 

Announcement Report, stated that it was planning to log eight million board 

feet from the Project Area. It was also a foregone conclusion when the 

collaborative group first met. 

The Preferred Alternative in the EA calls for logging 10 million board 

feet of trees, which works out to about 2,000 logging truck loads (a logging 

truck hauls approximately 5,000 board feet). The EA calls for 1522 acres of 

regeneration logging (taking at least 60% of the trees in a unit) and building 

3 miles of new roads and 1.2 miles of òtemporaryó roads in the most heavily 

roaded Ranger District in the countryña District that cannot afford to 

maintain its existing roads.  

The agency presented a draft map of the logging units to the 

collaborative group, and it appeared that the groupõs role was to comment if 

and how the units were to be logged. The draft unit map differs very little 

from the final map displayed in the Environmental Assessment. It was not a 

question if the area would be logged, but how many trees were going to be 

cut. When the EA was released, it turned out the CdA River Ranger Districtõs 

preferred alternative is to log ten million board feet, two million more than 

was originally planned.  

 

À It appeared that the environmental analysis and the finding that the 

timber sale would have òNo Significant [environmental] Impactsó were 

made to conform to the decision. 

      Even less surprising is that the legally required effects analysis as 

described in the EA found that there would not be any significant effects 

from the two alternatives: cutting eight million board feet and no new roads, 

or from cutting nine million board feet and building 4.2 miles of new road. 

The environmental analysis was done after the decision was agreed upon by 

the Forest Service and the collaborative group. KEA does not think it is 

coincidence that there was a Finding of No Significant Impacts in the 

Decision Notice for the alternatives selected by the collaborative group. 

 

        (contõd next page) 
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À It is a poor area to con-

duct a major timber sale.  

There are four streams in the 

Wolf Lodge drainage pro-

posed for logging  

that are not meeting the 

State of Idaho water stan-

dards and are listed as im-

paired or threatened, 303(d) streams: Lower Wolf 

Lodge, Marie Creek (sediment, substrate habitat al-

terations and water temperature) and Cedar and Blue 

Creeks (sediment). It would seem that additional log-

ging and road building on the scale proposed for 

Blue Alder would add to the already adverse cumula-

tive effects. 

KEA questions the decision to have a major tim-

ber sale in the area at all. The Wolf Lodge drainage 

has been the focus of recent heavy logging, which 

has had adverse effects on several of the streams in 

the area. According to the EA, òPeak flows and water 

yield effects from the past timber harvest activities 

on both public and private managed lands for the 

water shed in the Blue Alder Resource [area] are still 

recovering. ó EA at 3-91 

The following description in the 

Environmental Assessment of Marie 

Creek is repeated for other streams 

in the Project Area. òPast manage-

ment activities have altered the flow 

regime in Marie Creek and its tribu-

taries. Harvest and road -building 

have altered the timing, duration 

and magnitude of flows. Hydrologic 

changes are caused by many factors including can-

opy removal, increased drainage efficiency due to the 

road network, and the increased gradient from 

stream straightening .ó EA at 3-102. 

The Wolf Lodge Creek Drainage is flashy, which 

means it responds quickly to events that result in 

large runoff, like rain-on-snow events. The greater 

amount of logged openings created between 3000 to 

4500 feet in a drainage, the greater the response and 

runoff to rain-on-snow events. Lots of openings,    

clearcuts and other types of regeneration logging 

were created in the Wolf Lodge drainage within the 

last 25 years, including the Horizon Sun Timber Sale 

that was logged about 10 years ago. These areas are 

not hydrologically recovered. The Blue Alder timber 

sale units will create several additional openings in 

the canopy and would further increase runoff during 

rain-on-snow events.  

Large runoff events add bedload sediment 

(rocks, gravels and cobbles) to the stream that ad-

versely affects fish habitat. These events also contrib-

ute fine sediment to the stream. There was a very 

visible plume of sediment discharged from Wolf 

Lodge Creek into the CdA Lake during the large run-

off event that occurred this spring. More logged 

openings, more runoff, and more sediment. These 

sediments contain phosphorus and nitrogen, and as 

more nutrients enter the lake, the greater the chance 

exists of suspending some of those 83 million tons 

of toxic sediments that are currently on the lake bot-

tom.  

À KEA challenges the premise for the timber sale. 

The Blue Alder Project is being put out under the 

Healthy Forest Restoration Act (HFRA), which is yet 

another oxymoron from an administration that is 

noted for its anti-environmental proclivities. This 

saleõs claim to virtue, its supposed purpose, is to pro-

tect the nearby homes by reducing the risk and inten-

sity of fire, and improving the composition of tree 

species in the Project Area. KEA supports the protec-

tion of homes from fire if done properly. 

Fire experts agree that one of the most impor-

tant ways to protect homes from wildfire is to estab-

lish a defensible space within 100 feet around a 

home. There is a state sponsored Fire Smart program 

that advises home owners how to best protect their 

home. Also, many experts recommend concentrating 

on removing small trees and brush, called ladder fu-

els, from ¼ to ½ mile around the 

perimeter of the community to be 

protected. The Blue Alder project 

calls for removing large trees, from 

10ó-21,ó many in logging units one 

to two miles away from the closest 

residence. Large trees produce big-

ger logs, not bigger fire risk. 

I think it is important to note that, 

unfortunately, much of the Forest Service budget is 

proportional to the amount of timber that is cutñthe 

greater the budget, the greater the job opportunities. 

The volume of timber (trees) logged has dropped pre-

cipitously since 1990 and so have Forest Service jobs. 

I suspect the pressure on the Forest Service to put 

out large timber sales is partially job driven. 

The agency also wants to replace many of the 

existing tree species, grand fir, hemlock, cedar, and 

Douglas fir with long lived seral species like larch, 

white pine and ponderosa pine trees. For some rea-

son or other, the Forest Service has a bias against 

trees that have a tendency to get disease and die 

quicker than other trees, even though 69% of the area 

is moist habitat, where these trees naturally grow. 

Replacing them with other species is kind of like 

euthanasia for the forest. The agency doesnõt men-

tion that cedar trees, one of the longest lived tree 

species in the forest, command a very high price, and 

Douglas-fir trees are sought after by the construction 

industry. A cynical person could say that cutting a 

high volume of large Doug-fir trees might be the pri-

mary motivation for this timber sale. It is not clear 

how much cedar is to be logged.      (contõd on page 4) 

òI think it is important to note 

that, unfortunately, much of 

the Forest Service budget is 

proportional to the amount of 

timber that is cut ñthe greater 

the budget, the greater the job 

opportunities.ó  

http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www2.slac.stanford.edu/tip/2005/may6/trees-web.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www2.slac.stanford.edu/tip/2005/may6/trees.htm&h=326&w=450&sz=40&tbnid=NvDMQpvh9C8J::&tbnh=92&tbnw=127&prev=/images%3Fq%3Dtrees%2Bimages&sa=X&o
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   In addition, past county commissioners have 

often not enforced regulations and failed to en-

act implementing ordinances to give the existing 

1994 comprehensive plan teeth.  County govern-

ment has a very spotty record on regulating de-

velopments.  
 

    The planning commission envisions contained, 

low-impact Master Planned Community develop-

ments.  However, if containment and little impact 

results, this would be one of the rare times this 

has happened in the United States.  More than 

likely, master planned communities will create 

sprawl that negatively impacts neighboring land 

uses and the environment. 
 

    Besides triggering sprawl, the more likely out-

comes are that these high-density developments 

will eliminate the rural lifestyle people value, pro-

mote incompatible spot zoning, and permanently 

obligate county residents to pay to provide ser-

vices to scattered, large private developments. 
 

    This Master Planned Community concept goes 

against the wishes of the majority of county resi-

dents.  In both the countywide survey done by 

the Kezziah Watkins consultants and the 

neighborhood community plans developed in 

workshops put on by Kootenai Environmental Al-

liance, people said they want natural areas, the 

environment, and their rural lifestyle preserved. 

 

    The final paragraph of the Kezziah Watkinsõ   

report expressed this clearly.  County residents 

òexpect the County to find a way to deal with 

growth that makes growth conform to the char-

acter of this community rather than the other 

way around.ó  Master planned communities, in 

contrast, would impose growth on surrounding 

neighborhoods and rural land. 

 

    Finally, the Master Planned Community con-

cept is not mentioned elsewhere in the compre-

hensive plan rough draft.  The planning commis-

sion has repeatedly said it wants to drive devel-

opment toward the Rathdrum Prairie and munici-

palities and direct it away from outlying areas.  

The promotion of the Master Planned Community 

concept, however, violates this aim by endorsing 

intense, intrusive development anywhere in the 

county. 

 

    After the planning commission completes the 

comprehensive plan rough draft, it will hold a 

series of open mic meetings and meetings in sub 

areas to discuss the plan.  Following these meet-

ings, it will revise the entire plan and hold public 

hearings.  The plan will then be finalized and 

sent to the county commissioners, who will hold 

additional hearings and vote on the plan.  If you 

need a copy of the draft comprehensive plan, go 

to http://www.co.kootenai.id.us/departments/

planning/newcompplan.asp or contact Cathleen 

at Kootenai Environmental Alliance at 667-9093. 

 

    I urge you to attend these meetings, examine 

the community design and land use chapters in 

particular, and critically question the Master 

Planned Community concept.  This is your com-

prehensive plan, and it and its related ordinances 

will determine the quality of life available to you 

and your family in this county. 

MASTER PLANNED COMMUNITIES (Continued from page 1) 

(contõd from page 3) 

 

KEA has been tracking and 

commenting on this timber 

sale ever since it was first 

proposed. As expected, the 

Forest Service has refuted 

our comments. KEA care-

fully reviewed the Environmental Assessment 

(EA) when it was released in June and found that 

the analysis in the EA did not fully assess the im-

pacts of the proposed timber sale. KEA, along 

with the Selkirk Conservation Alliance, Friends of 

the Clearwater, the Alliance for the Wild Rockies 

and the Idaho Sporting Congress filed 

òobjectionsó to the project as proposed in the En-

vironmental Assessment. The groups believe that 

the Environmental Assessment does not support 

the Forest Serviceõs claim that the logging would 

have no significant impacts. Because the timber 

sale is put out under the Healthy Forest Restora-

tion Act, no formal appeals are allowed. KEA ex-

pects the Forest Service to reject to our objec-

tions as they did our comments. 

 

The groupõs formal objections to the timber 

sale can be found on the KEA web site. 

http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www2.slac.stanford.edu/tip/2005/may6/trees-web.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www2.slac.stanford.edu/tip/2005/may6/trees.htm&h=326&w=450&sz=40&tbnid=NvDMQpvh9C8J::&tbnh=92&tbnw=127&prev=/images%3Fq%3Dtrees%2Bimages&sa=X&o
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WOLVES 

(from page 1) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   In view of these possibilities, it is valuable to 

examine, and be able to refute the exaggerations 

and outright lies being disseminated about 

wolves. 

 

WOLF TALES 

  

Effect of Wolves on Elk Herds  

 

   At almost every meeting I go to, I hear angry 

hunters, complaining about the wolves killing 

too many elk. I recently saw an anti-wolf poster, 

claiming that òwolves in Idaho are responsible for 

killing over 30,000 elk annually.ó  

 

   Nothing could be further from the truth. Idaho 

Fish & Game (IDFG) states that there were 

102,706 elk in Idaho in 2007 and an estimated 

109,000 elk at the beginning of 2008. This is an 

increase of over 6,000 elk in one year. To over-

come all that alleged wolf killing, those elk must 

be reproducing like rabbits! 

 

   Furthermore, an IDFG official stated that elk 

hunter success rates have remained constant at 

18-20% over a number of years (Spokesman Re-

view, 2/22/08). In fact, cougars take more elk 

than wolves do (J. Peak, North American Wolf 

Conference, 2008). 

 

Wolf Reproduction 

 

   That same anti-wolf poster claimed that wolves 

òéare reproducing at an alarming rate of 30% 

annually.ó  The truth is that the Idaho wolf popu-

lation increased by 20% in 2006, and the rate 

dropped precipitously in 2007 to 8.7%  

 

   Much has been made of the rapid increase in 

wolf numbers since the initiation of wolf recovery 

in the 1990s. This increase was cited by the 

USFW as a sufficient reason to remove them from 

the Endangered Species list. 

 

   Is this population increase truly remarkable, or 

is it due to the rapid filling of an ecological niche 

for a keystone predator that had been nearly 

empty for well over a century?  Only time will tell, 

but I suspect that as these niches fill, rates of 

increase in wolf population will slow down.

(Fischman, North American Wolf Conference, 

2008)  The numbers for 2007 indicate that the 

slowdown is already occurring. 

 

Wolf Population 

 

   The Seattle Times (7/19/08), said that òIdaho, 

Montana and Wyoming have an estimated 2,000 

wolves.ó  This has been echoed by others. The 

reality is that FWS estimates there are 1,513 

wolves in these states (USFW, 2008), This is 24% 

lower than stated. 

 

   These exaggerations continue on the state 

level. All kinds of sources have stated that there 

are more than 1,000 wolves in Idaho.  The truth 

is that IDG estimates 732 wolves. This is a dis-

crepancy of 37%. 

 

Facts Can Be Weapons 

 

         Accurate numbers are hard to come by 

with respect to both wild and domestic animal 

populations.  However, perhaps you too have no-

ticed a trend.  All of the inaccurate and exagger-

ated numbers cited here, put wolves in a bad 

light.  They give the impression that there are 

too many wolves, which are reproducing prodi-

giously, and massacring the elk, none of which is 

true.  

 

         I hope that the facts in this article will pro-

vide you with sufficient ammunition to shoot 

down the wolf haters the next time you get into 

an argument with one of them.   
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    LAND  

     USE 

      UPDATES  

 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 

HAYDEN CANYON DENIED 

 

Submitted by Phil Clements 

 

     Hayden Canyon LLCõs application for annexa-

tion of 616 acres into the city of Hayden was re-

jected by the Hayden City Council on July 22, 

2008.  Almost three years ago, January of 2006, 

the Hayden P&Z Commission recommended 

against approval of Hayden Canyon for more or 

less the same reasons. 

 

     Not much about the substance of the an-

nexation request has changed since January of 

2006.  There are questions of traffic, the cost of 

schools, reduction of the utility of Coeur dõAlene 

Airport, the appropriateness of a high density 

development some distance from Haydenõs 

population center, and other issues. The infra-

structure simply will not support Hayden Can-

yon. 

 

     Many citizens, most living in the area sur-

rounding the proposed Hayden Canyon site, 

were very active, turning out in force at meet-

ings and presenting solid arguments. They 

formed a nonprofit organization in order to 

raise funds to combat such overwhelming devel-

opment in rural areas ð High Density Develop-

ment Hurts, Inc. (HDDH, Inc.)  We are planning 

links to the HDDH website from the KEA web-

site. 

 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 

Neighbors for Responsible Growth 

Submitted by Bev Twillman,  

 

     The Planning Commission is continuing to 

work hard on getting the new Comprehensive 

Plan finished.  They have gone through all the 

public comments (and there were many) and are 

meeting twice a week in public workshops to 

discuss and change those parts of the Plan that 

they felt needed reworking.  If you want to stay 

informed on this subject, these meetings are 

open to anyone and are held every Monday at 8 

AM and Wednesday at 1 PM in the County Ad-

ministration Building.  Master Planned Commu-

nities have been discussed quite a lot, as this 

topic garnished the most comments.  The devel-

opment community has written numerous 

long statements to these hard working Planning 

Commissioners to make sure the voices of the 

developer are heard.  Few people are attending 

these workshops, and maybe it is time to get re-

involved and listen to what they are discuss-

ing.  This new Comp Plan will be laying the 

groundwork for the future growth of Kootenai 

County. 

  

     Since I served on the Impact Fee Commit-

tee, I have been wondering what happened to 

this subject. I wrote Commissioner Tondee and 

asked why we have yet to have the impact fee 

question come before the Board of County Com-

missioners and be implemented, and he in-

formed me the impact fee process is still mov-

ing along.  A hearing has been scheduled before 

the planning commission to amend the existing 

comp plan to make the impact fees legal.  Upon 

approval, the Commissioners will schedule fee 

hearings, most likely in August.  Commissioner 

Tondee voiced there is some concern from the 

cities and imagines there will be lengthy discus-

sions from the citizens.  

 

     Regarding Chateau de Loire, and their ap-

peal to the courts (in which we intervened) for a 

turnover of the County's decision to deny their 

PUD, Judge Luster gave until June 20th to have 

any type of mediation agreement (by all three 

parties to this suit) in to his court, or else the 

Judge himself would make the decision on this 

request by Kirk-Hughes.  Both Kootenai County 

(by unanimous decision of all 3 Commissioners) 

and the citizens (us) refused to accept any me-

diation, since Kirk-Hughes was basically still 

stating they should get their approval on all re-

quested parts of their PUD.  The County stated 

there is no more mediation that will take place 

with the present PUD application,  that their de-

nial was based on valid and truthful information, 

but if Kirk-Hughes wants to reapply with a new 

proposal, the County cannot stop that action by 

i 
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this developer.  We are all still waiting to hear 

what Judge Luster's decision on this appeal will 

be.  There is no specific time period in which he 

has to give a decision.  It is doubtful by every-

one except Kirk-Hughes that this decision by the 

BOCC will be overturned, and that Kirk-

Hughes will be allowed to proceed with their 

present PUD. 

  

     Powderhorn Ranch may not be making a lot 

of noise publicly, but they are continually work-

ing and planning to get their development into 

the Powderhorn Bay area, one way or an-

other.  Now that their requested appeal of our 

lawsuit regarding  the necessary amendment to 

the present Comp Plan (required before a zon-

ing request can take place), has gone to the Su-

preme Court of Idaho and been found in their 

favor, they can actually approach Kootenai 

County with a zoning request.  Powderhorn's 

request to the Court to have those who filed the 

lawsuit pay legal fees will be heard in Novem-

ber, but it is highly doubtful they can get 

this.  Never say never in our legal system, but 

our lawyer feels their case for requesting this is 

invalid and very weak. 

  

     What has been interesting is finding out that 

the Powderhorn/Heartland persons are buying 

up all sorts of land in the area at this end of the 

lake, and putting it in Land Conservancy; ad-

dresses all check out to be the same, though 

names are sometimes different.  To quote one 

of the citizens doing a lot of investigation into 

this land purchasing, "The same major players 

as with Powderhorn are Culbertson and   (Steve)

Walker   (Heartland). Yes, it's possible that 

Walker and Culbertson are using Kootenai Land 

Conservancy as a separate developer from Foxx 

and  Wichman (Powderhorn), but I am taking the 

small leap to conclude that Powderhorn and 

Kootenai Land Conservancy are "roses by any 

other name that still prick the same".    All this 

information can be found on the Internet by go-

ing to the County web site and link to the tax 

assessors site.  You must know parcel numbers 

or have names to put into the blank, but doing 

the investigation can be quite the eye opener. 

  

     Powderhorn Ranch still has high hopes of 

being annexed into Harrison, and continues to 

work to convince the citizens in this small 

town that this is the only way they have a sus-

tainable future.  I wish there were realistic alter-

natives out there for some of the businesses for 

sale in Harrison to see as an answer to the 

struggling economy here, but small towns 

across this country are all suffering simi-

lar problems.  Large mega-developments will 

not help sustain these towns, they will basically 

swallow them up and destroy them.  Maybe if 

everyone gets really creative we can come up 

with some ideas to offer Harrison residents to 

offset promises being made by developers. 

 

POWDERHORN PUBLIC HEARING 

BEFORE THE KOOTENAI COUNTY BOARD OF 

COMMISSIONERS 

 

August 14, 2008 

Thursday @ 6:00PM 

 

Case No. ZON07-0003-, a request by Powder-

horn Ranch LLC to change the zoning classifi-

cation from Agricultural to Rural on approx 

300 acres. The site is located on the Powder-

horn peninsula, north of Harrison and west of 

Hwy 97. The Hearing Examiner heard this re-

quest on December 20, 2007 and recom-

mended approval. 

 

  

    The KMPO Highway 97 Corridor Study open 

house brought in numerous persons, and their 

web site now contains all the maps and statisti-

cal charts they had at this gathering.  Much of it 

proves everything we all have been saying for 

years at hearings, regarding the traffic and dan-

gers of this curvy road onto the East Side of the 

Lake.  Developers will still argue the highway is 

not yet at capacity (and it isn't), but with the al-

ready registered parcels on this side of the lake, 

we have close to 5,000 homes that could be 

built; building permits could be issued for those 

parcels as soon as the owners decide to ap-

ply.  The capacity from the study shows that 

only 2200 more homes can be built before we 

over-extend this state highway.  Facts are facts, 

and nothing will change Highway 97's curves 

and restrictions. 
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    FOREST 

     WATCH  

      UPDATE  

 

Blue Alder timber sale: 

 

    The Coeur dõAlene River Ranger District re-

leased to the public in June the Blue Alder Envi-

ronmental Assessment (EA). The Blue Alder tim-

ber sale would be located just east of Coeur 

dõAlene in the Wolf Lodge Creek and Alder Creek 

drainages. The selected alternative includes log-

ging on 1,522 acres, 3 miles of new permanent 

road construction, and 1.2 miles of new tempo-

rary road construction. The Blue Alder project 

has been classified as a Healthy Forests Restora-

tion Act (HFRA) project. HFRA regulations allow 

Objections to be filed during a 30-day period fol-

lowing the release of the EA. Due to the likely im-

pacts of this timber sale to water quality, fisher-

ies and fisheries habitat, and soils, KEA and sev-

eral other environmental groups will file an Ob-

jection with the Regional Office of the Forest Ser-

vice. 

 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

 

Bussel 484 timber sale: 

 

    The St. Joe Ranger District in May released a 

Record of Decision and Final Environmental Im-

pact Statement (FEIS) for a large timber sale in 

the Bussel Creek watershed. This watershed in a 

tributary to the Marble Creek watershed. The pro-

ject area is eight miles northeast of Clarkia. The 

Bussel 484 timber sale would log 2,137 acres 

and remove approximately 25 million board feet. 

4.5 miles of new permanent road construction 

would occur. Bussel Creek is water quality limited 

and does not meet Idaho Water Quality Stan-

dards. Bear and Little Bear Creeks, tributaries to 

Bussel Creek, are also water quality limited. 

There are seven subwatersheds in the project 

area. The FEIS on page 107 contains the follow-

ing statement. òAll but one of the subwatersheds 

and the Marble Creek stream segment were as-

sessed as being Highly Altered/High Risk; there-

fore, fish habitat is considered to be Highly Al-

tered from the historic range of variability and/or 

at high risk for further undesirable change.ó 

Along with water quality and fisheries concerns 

with this project, there are also concerns relating 

to impacts to soils and wildlife. This project is 

subject to appeal. Several environmental groups 

including KEA filed an appeal of this project in 

order to prevent detrimental impacts in the pro-

tect area and downstream of the project area.  

i 

ARE YOU INTERESTED IN  

JOINING US ON A HIKE? 
 

Watch for more information for an 

upcoming hike in the Blue Alder 

area. 

 

ARE YOU INTERESTED IN  

LEADING A HIKE? 
 

Contact Cathleen at the office and 

letõs schedule one. 
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WATER PERMIT:  

 

BLACK ROCK UTILITIES 
  

 A BROKEN AGREEMENT  

  

    By Barry Rosenberg 
  

     Kootenai Environmental Alliance and the Coa-

lition for Positive Rural Impact at Rockford Bay 

(Coalition) independently protested the first, and 

now the second request by Black Rock Utilities 

Inc. (the utility arm of Black Rock Development 

Inc.) to amend its water permit. First, they re-

quested to amend their permit granted in 2000. 

That amendment was granted in 2007 based 

upon a settlement agreement with KEA. Now, 

Black Rock wants to amend that permit, which 

would abrogate the 2007 agreement that settled 

KEAõs protest.  
  

    The 2000 permit granted Black Rock the 

rights to 1.6 million gallons of water per day 

from Lake Coeur d'Alene to irrigate 668 acres 

during an eight month irrigation season,  and 

another 646,315 gallons per day for domestic 

use at the Club at Black Rockðtotaling approxi-

mately 629 million gallons per year. 
  

    In Black Rockõs first application to amend its 

original permit, they requested changing the per-

mit from an òirrigationó only to a òmunicipaló des-

ignation.  The original permit restricted the irri-

gation to areas noted on the application, and 

could only be used from March 15 to November 

15 and did not include Black Rock North, the 

new development that adjoins Club Black Rock. A 

change to a municipal designation would allow 

water to be used for all purposes, year round, 

anywhere on the property. 
  

    In the negotiated settlement agreement, both 

sides agreed that Black Rock would get a munici-

pal designation and included a caveat that the 

water could only be used for irrigation, and the 

646,315 gallons per day for domestic use would 

be removed from the permit. The agreement did 

not allow any increase in water already permit-

ted, but allowed Black Rock to use that water to 

irrigate Black Rock North. 
  

 

    The Coalition, represented by Jai Nelson, did 

not settle and went to hearing with Black Rock. 

In the decision, the hearing officer did not deny 

the amended application, but , clarified an impor-

tant point. The signed agreement between KEA 

and Black Rock, would not allow any of the irri-

gation water to be used for aesthetic pur-

poses, such as for lakes and other water fea-

tures. That prompted Black Rock to file to 

amend the 2007 permit. This new application to 

amend, if approved, would undo Black Rockõs 

settlement agreement with KEA, remove the 

agreed upon irrigation only use, and allow Black 

Rock to take up to 68 million gallons per year 

from Lake CdA to fill and maintain its lake, 

ponds and other water features. 
  

    It should come as no surprise that KEA and 

the Coalition filed protests at Black Rockõs sec-

ond amendment request. Both organizations be-

lieve that when you sign a legal agreement one 

year you do not overturn it the next year. 
  

    What is not surprising is that the amount of 

water requested and granted in its first permit to 

irrigate the Club at Black Rock and its 18-hole 

golf course, is sufficient to supply enough water 

to irrigate two additional golf courses at Black 

Rock North, and all the water features for both 

developments. It points out what KEA has been 

saying all along, that the state of Idahoõs water 

allocation policy does not reflect what is actually 

needed and used. KEA is dedicated to bringing 

water allocation levels more in line with reality.  
  

    The saga of the Black Rock amendment re-

quests is more complicated that can be repre-

sented in the space allotted for this article. For 

more information, go to the Kootenai Environ-

mental Alliance web site to find all the above-

mentioned documents. KEA will keep its mem-

bers updated on the progress of the protests. 

http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.sanitaryengineer.co.medina.oh.us/graphics/color_logo.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.sanitaryengineer.co.medina.oh.us/water/waterfaq.html&h=736&w=510&sz=17&tbnid=38DIaumBmdkJ::&tbnh=141&tbnw=98&prev=/images%3Fq%3Dc
http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.sanitaryengineer.co.medina.oh.us/graphics/color_logo.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.sanitaryengineer.co.medina.oh.us/water/waterfaq.html&h=736&w=510&sz=17&tbnid=38DIaumBmdkJ::&tbnh=141&tbnw=98&prev=/images%3Fq%3Dc
http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.sanitaryengineer.co.medina.oh.us/graphics/color_logo.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.sanitaryengineer.co.medina.oh.us/water/waterfaq.html&h=736&w=510&sz=17&tbnid=38DIaumBmdkJ::&tbnh=141&tbnw=98&prev=/images%3Fq%3Dc
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Fire-Safe Landscaping  

Can Save Your Home 
 

Wildland fires destroy hundreds of homes and 

acres of land every year across the country. Fire-

safe landscaping is an effective tool that creates 

an area of defensible space between your home 

and flammable vegetation that protects against 

devastating fires. 
 

The United States Fire Administration (USFA) and 

Firewise.org encourage you to keep fire safety at 

the forefront by learning how to landscape and 

maintain your property to minimize possible fire 

damage and slow fires if they start. Remember, 

fire safety is your personal responsibility... Fire 

Stops With You! 
 

Defensible Space Works 

During raging fires, a number of homes can be 

saved as a result of the owners' careful pruning 

and landscaping techniques that protected their 

homes. In a fire situation, the dead trees and 

shrubs surrounding your home act as fuel for 

fire. Removing flammable vegetation reduces 

the threat of fire.  
 

Follow these basic rules to create defensible 

space that works.  

Å Remove all dead plants, trees and shrubs 

from the site.  

Å Reduce excess leaves, plant parts and low -

hanging branches.  

Å Replace dense flammable plants with fire -

resistant plants.  

Å The choice of plants, spacing and mainte-

nance are crucial elements in any defensible 

space landscaping plan.  
 

Tips for a Fire-safe Landscape  

Å Create a defensible space perimeter by thin-

ning trees and brush within 30 feet around your 

home.  

Å Beyond 30 feet, remove dead wood, debris 

and low tree branches.  

Å Eliminate small trees and plants growing un-

der trees. They allow ground fires to jump into 

tree crowns.  

Å Space trees 30 feet apart and prune to a 

height of 8 to 10 feet.  

Å Place shrubs at least 20 feet from any struc-

tures and prune regularly.  

Å Plant the most drought -tolerant vegetation 

within three feet of your home and adjacent to 

structures to prevent ignition.  

Å Provide at least a 10 to 15 foot separation 

between islands of shrubs and plant groups to 

effectively break-up continuity of vegetation.  

Å Landscape your property with fire -resistant 

plants and vegetation to prevent fire from 

spreading quickly.  
 

Choose Fire Resistant Materials 

Å Check your local nursery or county extension 

service for advice on fire resistant plants that are 

suited for your environment.  

Å Create fire -safe zones with stone walls, pat-

ios, swimming pools, decks and roadways.  

Å Use rock, mulch, flower beds and gardens as 

ground cover for bare spaces and as effective 

firebreaks.  

Å There are no "fire -proof" plants. Select high 

moisture plants that grow close to the ground 

and have a low sap or resin content.  

Å Choose plant species that resist ignition such 

as rockrose, iceplant and aloe.  

Å Fire-resistant shrubs include hedging roses, 

bush honeysuckles, currant, cotoneaster, sumac 

and shrub apples.  

Å Plant hardwood, maple, poplar and cherry 

trees that are less flammable than pine, fir and 

other conifers.  
 

Maintain Your Home and Surrounding Property 

Å Maintain a well -pruned and watered land-

scape to serve as a green belt and protection 

against fire.  

Å Keep plants green during the dry season and 

use supplemental irrigation, if necessary.  

Å Trim grass on a regular basis up to 100 feet 

surrounding your home.  

Å Stack firewood at least 30 feet from your 

home.  

Å Store flammable materials, liquids and sol-

vents in metal containers outside the home at 

least 30 feet away from structures and wooden 

fences.  

Å No matter where you live, always install 

smoke alarms on every level of your home. Test 

them monthly and change the batteries at least 

once a year. Consider installing the new long-life 

smoke alarms. 
 

For more information, please reserve Thursday, 

September 4th on your calendar and attend 

KEAõs Noon Meeting to hear Steve Kimball, 

Idahoõs National Fire Plan Coordinator.  
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Kootenai 
Environmental 
Alliance 

Using Water Wisely  

Makes Sense, Saves Dollars! 

Water Saving Devices available at your local hardware store. For more informa-
tion, call CdA Water Dept @ 769-2210, or @ www.cdaid.org. Or call KEA @ 667-
9093 or @ www.kealliance.org. 

THE CITY OF COEUR DõALENE  
WATER DEPARTMENT 

 

WILL PROVIDE A UTILITY CREDIT  
TO SAVE  WATER! 

 

TAKE 75% OFF  YOUR COST*  
WHEN YOU PURCHASE ONE OF  
THESE WATER SAVING DEVICES: 

 

Å HOSE BIB TIMER 
Å SOIL MOISTURE SENSOR 
Å RAIN SENSOR SWITCH 

The Coeur dõAlene Water Department and its conservation partner, Kootenai Environ-

mental Alliance are celebrating the third year of their Utility Credit Program for water 

saving devices like rain sensors and hose bib timers. 
 

òThe City of Coeur dõAlene is serious about water conservation,ó said Jim Markley,   

Superintendent of the CdA Water Department. 

 

Markley explained that when a customer purchases a $41.00 hose bib timer the 

Water Department will pick up 75% of the cost resulting in a $31 credit on the 

customerõs utility bill. A $105.00 wireless rain sensor would end up costing the 

customer only $30, a $31 wired rain sensor only $7.75 after the credit is applied 

to their utility bill. 

 

The City and KEA urge customers to take the following easy steps to conserve water:  

 

take advantage of the utility credit program,  

water lawns in the evening and morning hours, 

donõt water streets and sidewalks,  

water less frequently and more deeply, and 

consider replacing some of the lawn with vegetation that requires little wa-

ter. 

 

Take a look at KEA's website for more information the utility credit program and water 

conservation suggestions. 

*Offer available to City of Coeur dõAlene Water Department  customers only 

ATTENTION 
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There is something very powerful about watching a tiny seed emerge 

from the earth and transform into a vibrant useful plant. The same can 

be said as a simple idea, in the right conditions, evolves into an effective 

tool for solving real social and environmental problems. 

 

In the Spring of 2007, The Community Roots Program started out as just 

a simple idea. The idea was to help local backyard gardeners and small 

farmers deliver their surplus produce to food assistance facilities.  

Growing Into our Second Season  

         In the Fall 2007, after 3,340 lbs of fresh locally grown produce donations 

                                     were delivered to local folks in need, it became clear that the Community 

Roots Program had become more than just an idea. The program had become a valuable asset to 

the community and a worthwhile undertaking for the environment. 
  

This Spring, Roots Volunteers have prepared for the growing season by holding  

presentations for local service organizations and participating in local events building broader 

awareness of the Community Roots Program, and ultimately fostering discussion on the impor-

tance of localizing our food supply.  

 

    WAYS TO VOLUNTEER: 
 

Join volunteers for a Wednesday bike ride to the Farmerõs Market for a produce Pick-up. 

Sign up for a weekly produce delivery route. 

Lend a hand this summer at a local fruit tree harvest. 

Distribute Community Roots flyers to your neighbors, friends, and family. 

For Volunteer Information, contact Korrine at 208-659-0287  

 

www.kealliance.org/community-outreach 

òI canõt think of a more pleasant way to 

start my Saturday morning than by be-

ing outside picking fruit for donation. I 

am so pleased to have found out about 

the Community Roots program. ó   

 

-Marie Dyer  

Community Roots Volunteer  

Get Involved as a Roots Volunteer !  
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Community Roots is a program of The Kootenai Environmental 

Alliance. Find out more about KEA and Community Roots at 
www.kealliance.org/community-outreach 

Add Your Fruit Tree To  

The Community Roots Registry And 

Let Our Volunteers Do The Harvesting! 

How Does It Work?  
 

Our volunteers will come harvest your  

unwanted fruit. 
 

All of the gleaned fruit will be donated to a local soup 

kitchen, food bank, shelter, or  

transitional home.   
 

Your simple act of growing and giving will: 
 

Help feed the hungry 

Promote healthy eating habits 

Reduce food miles 

Do You Have Fruit Trees  

That Are Not Being Utilized?  
Register Your  

Fruit Tree Today  

By Calling:  
 

(208) 659-0287 

The Roots Registry  

CALLING FOR VOLUNTEERS 

 

     Are you looking for a rewarding way to spend time, meet people 

and be appreciated? We've got some ideas. Check out the current vol-

unteer opportunities below. If you see something that looks interest-

ing, don't be shy -- give us a call or email Cathleen@kealliance.org for 

more details. 

web content 

office tasks 

planning events 

tabling at events 

research 

writing letters to the editor 

clipping news articles 

making phone calls 

speaking to different groups on an issue of importance 

fundraising 
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THANK YOU ! 

     Kootenai Environmental Alliance would like to 

extend grateful acknowledgements to our Noon 

Speakers during late 2007 through June 2008.  

We had a great year. 

     THANK YOU Chris DeForest, Executive Direc-

tor of the Inland Northwest Land Trust; Sheriff 

Rocky Watson; local water and property attorney, 

Art Macomber; Will Boyd, Education Director 

from Friends of the Clearwater; local engineer 

Dale Peck; Glen Rothrock from ID DEQ; Bill Irving 

from Climate CAN; Guy Gregory from the WA 

Dept of the Environment; Paul Klatt, JUB Engi-

neers; Rick Eichstaedt from the Center for Justice 

in Spokane; and Bob Flagor, Environmental Scien-

tist.  What a great year speaker series! 

     After a nice summer break (July and August), 

KEA will resume our bi-monthly Noon Meetings 

on September 4th, and our guest speaker will be 

Mr. Steve Kimball, Idahoõs National Fire Plan Co-

ordinator.  Steve works for the wildfire agencies 

and citizens of Idaho in leading the work on the 

National Fire Plan for the State.  We look forward 

to his presentation.  We are busy planning for 

fascinating, educational and informative noon 

meetings.  If you have any suggestions, please 

contact Cathleen at the office, 667-9093. 

Kootenai Environmental Alliance     www.kealliance.org 

 IMPORTANT DATES  

Check our new and improved website at: 

http://www.kealliance.org 

 

 

Aug 1, 2, & 3 

      Downtown Street Fair, Coeur dõAlene 

      Sherman Ave, 

      Come visit our booth in front of our office 

 

Aug 14thñPowderhorn Hearing 

                 6:00 PM 

                 Board of Commissioners 

                 451 Government Way, CdA 

 

Sep 14thñKEA End of the Summer Picnic 

                 Location to be announced 

 

KEA BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

2008 ANNUAL MEETING 

 

Janet Torline, President 

Steven Foxx, Vice President 

Korrine Kreilkamp, Secretary 

Donna Hollister, Treasurer 

Merlyn Nelson 

Buell Hollister 

Wes Hanson 

 

CONGRATULATIONS AND MANY THANKS 

FOR YOUR DEDICATION TO THE ORGANIZATION 
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Art Spirit Gallery 

208-765-6006 
 

Boswell Law Firm 

509-252-5088 
 

Camera Corral 

208-664-2420 
 

Compuchex 

667-1516 
 

Dodge Construction 

208-667-3350 
 

Doma Coffee Roasting Co. LLC 

208-773-0066 
 

 

 

Eagle Marine Supply 

208-263-1314 

 

Emerson Valuation 

208-772-4888 
 

Handshake Productions 

208-667-3162 
 

Jacklin Land Co. 

773-7581 
 

Killarney Farms 

 

Multi-Pure Drinking Water Filters 

208-765-5056 
 

 

Pilgrims Natural Market 

676-9730 
 

 

Ribbonwood Products 

208-660-1701 
 

 

ROW, Inc. 

208-765-0841 
 

Silver Creek Signs 

208-765-3635 
 

Specialty Tree Services, Inc. 

208-667-2128 
 

 

Sports Cellar, Inc 

208-664-9464 
 

Sylvia Darcy Photography 

208-676-9212 
 

 

Underground Expressions, Inc 

208-664-4763 
 

 

Westwind Naturals 

208-689-3688 

Please let these businesses know you appreciate their support of KEA.  Thank You! 

Sign me up! 
I want to become a member and add my voice and support to protect our spectacular forests,   

rivers, lakes, streams,  grasslands and quality of life. 

 

  __$15 Living lightly/Student __$100 Supporter           Iõll pledge a monthly gift of $________ 

  __$25 Regular   __$250 Steward            __send me a monthly reminder 

  __$35 Joint   __$500 Defender 

  __$50 Family   __$1000 Simply Wonderful 

  __$75 Friend   __$50  Business 

 

 Name___________________________________________________________  

 

 Mailing Address: _______________________________________________ 

 

 City:_________________________________State:______Zip:____________ 

 

 E-mail:_______________________________Phone:____________________ 

 

 ___My check is enclosed.          ___I would like to volunteer.   

  
 Mail to:  Kootenai Environmental Alliance  

  P.O. Box 1598, Coeur dõAlene, ID 83816-1598 

 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR INVESTMENT IN KOOTENAI ENVIRONMENTAL ALLIANCE 

Planned Giving  

 

Kootenai Environmental Alli-

ance offers a variety of 

planned giving opportunities 

for you. Gifts of stock, real 

estate, and other assets may 

offer tremendous tax sav-

ings for you and provide us 

with a greater net gift to 

continue our efforts.  If you 

are interested in planned 

giving, call 208-667-9093. 



 

 

Non -Profit Organization  

U.S. Postage Paid  

Coeur DôAlene, ID 83814 

Permit #67  

Phone: 208 -667 -9093      Fax: 208 -667 -9093  

Idahoôs Oldest Nonprofit Conservation Organization 
We keep our ear to the ground and eyes on the future  

Weõre On the Web at:    www.kealliance.org 

Kootenai Environmental Alliance 
408 Sherman Avenue, Suite 301 

P. O. Box 1598 

Coeur dõAlene, ID 83816-1598 

LAKE PRINTS STILL AVAILABLE  

 

THANK YOU for supporting our fundraising efforts!  Each lake print is available in 11x17, framed 

or unframed, and are also available as beautiful 5x7 Notecards with envelopes.   
 

Framed Prints: $40.00  Unframed Prints: $20.00 

                                     Notecards: $3.00 each.       

Contact the office at kea@kealliance.org or 667-9093 to place your order. 


