
 On August 29, 2008, the Forest Service re-

leased the final Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for the National Forest System lands in 

Idaho (Idaho Roadless Rule). Unfortunately, but 

not surprising given the current administrationõs 

general disregard for the environment, the 

document allows logging and road construction 

in many existing roadless areas on the Idaho 

Panhandle National Forests.  

 A new alternative was added to the final EIS 

as a result of comments that were submitted by 

the public in response to the draft EIS. The draft 

EIS divided each of the individual roadless areas 

in Idaho into five categories: Wild Land Recrea-

tion, Special Areas of Historic and Tribal Signifi-

cance, Primitive, Backcountry/Restoration, and 

General Forest, Rangeland, Grassland (GFRG). 

The draft EIS identified the first three categories 

as having higher quality roadless qualities than 

the last two categories. The final EIS included a 

new òAlternative 4.ó This alternative made slight 

changes to the logging and road construction/

road reconstruction that could take place in the 

Backcountry/ Restoration areas and in the Gen-

eral Forest, Rangeland, and Grassland (GFRG) 

areas. Alternative 4 identifies approximately 

5,312,900 acres in Idaho that have been placed 

in the Backcountry/Restoration category, with an 

additional 405,900 acres that are in the General 

Forest, Rangeland, and Grassland (GFRG) cate-

gory.  

 This new Alternative continues to be sig-

nificantly weaker than the original 2001 

Roadless Rule. The Forest Service discusses the 

2001 Roadless Rule in the final EIS (p. 5) ac-

knowledging, òTimber cutting activities and road 

construction/reconstruction were identified as 

having the greatest likelihood of altering and 

fragmenting landscapes, and the greatest likeli-

hood of resulting in an immediate, long -term 

loss of roadless area values and characteristics; 

therefore, these activities were prohibited, with 

certain exceptions in each roadless area.ó  

 An examination of Alternative 4 shows that 

road construction would be allowed on approxi-

mately 71,000 acres of roadless areas on the 

Idaho Panhandle National Forests. This is due to 

the number of acres in each roadless area that 

are now classified as being in a Community Pro-

tection Zone (CPZ) as defined by the Healthy 

Forest Restoration Act (HFRA). HFRA defines a 

community protection zone (CPZ) as òan area 

extending ½ mile from the boundary of an at -

risk community; an area within 1½ miles of the 

boundary of at -risk community, including any 

land that has a sustained steep slope that cre-

ates the potential for wildfire behavior endan-

gering an at -risk community; or has a geo-

graphic feature that aids in creating an effective 

fire break, such as a road or ridge top.ó   

                                            (contõd on page 4) 
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THE IMPORTANCE OF THE BLUE ALDER TIMBER SALE  

 

     The proposed Blue Alder timber sale in the Wolf Lodge Creek 

Drainage has importance that goes beyond its potential 

environmental damage to the already impaired streams in the area 

and its effects on Lake Coeur d'Alene. Those of you who waded 

through my long article on the timber sale in the summer issue of 

Perspectives  will remember my concern for the saleõs environmental 

impacts as well as a high degree of skepticism about the chances that 

the Forest Service would honor its commitment to the Coeur d'Alene 

Forestry Coalition (the collaborative group) and the public.  
 

     The Coeur d'Alene River Ranger District did not keep its promise. 

After working with the collaborative group for two years, it committed 

to leave clumps of trees equaling 40% of each unit. It made a similar 

promise to the public in the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the 

timber sale. A Forest Service field trip to a representative unit in 

August revealed no retention of 40% of the trees; instead, most of the 

trees, large and small in the 40 acre unit, were planned to be cut 

resembling a clearcut with a few trees left standing.  
 

     According to the pre -sale advertisement, the Forest Service 

reduced the saleõs acreage by 300 acres, but it increased the logged 

volume from nine million board feet to 11.5 million board feet. I 

believe the reason for the increased volume is that the Forest Service 

planned to conduct clearcut -like logging on most of the units.  
 

     KEAõs decision not to participate in the collaborative group was 

validated by the results of the collaboration. First, it was not 

appropriate to locate a major timber sale in the Wolf Lodge Creek 

drainage because it has already been heavily logged. The Horizon 

timber sale took place in the same area about 11 years ago resulting 

in many large clearcuts. The timber sale area also has four streams 

that do not meet state water quality standards. Many of the Blue Alder 

units to be logged are native forests that were spared during the 

Horizon timber sale and are adjacent to, or are surrounded by those 

clearcuts.  
 

     Frankly, KEA did not participate in the collaborative process 

because its staff and board members have a high degree of 

skepticism resulting from our dealings with the Idaho Panhandle 

National Forests (IPNF) for over 25 years. For instance, KEA met with 

the Coeur d'Alene River Ranger District after the release of the Blue 

Alder EA and repeatedly asked for a description of how each of the 

units would be logged. They said they did not have that information. 

When asked how they determined the environmental impacts if they 

did not have this information, the Forest Service replied that they 

based the impacts on the fact 35 -45% of the trees in the units would 

be retained. Obviously, a blatant misrepresentation of what the Forest 

Service had really planned to do.                                 

        (Contõd on next page) 
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     Perhaps the most disconcerting aspect of the 

Blue Alder timber sale is the fact that the col-

laborative group bought off on the effects analy-

sis in the EA even though the analysis does not 

comply with the National Environmental Policy 

Act (NEPA). NEPA requires that the Forest Service 

disclose the environmental impacts of the sale 

and its conclusions must be supported by scien-

tifically credible information. The focus of the 

group seems to be how the area will be logged, 

not the environmental impacts resulting from 

the logging. This lowering of the bar by those 

who participated in the collaborative process is 

not only a major disappointment, but could set a 

dangerous precedent.  

     One of the EAõs failings is that it did not ade-

quately deal with the fact that the large, logged 

openings would increase the possibility of dam-

aging flooding and the introduction of large 

amounts of sediment resulting from mid -winter 

rain of snow events. This is especially important 

considering the poor condition of the areaõs 

streams and the adverse effect of sediment en-

tering Lake Coeur d'Alene.  

     KEA sent a press release alerting the public 

that the Forest Service deliberately misrepre-

sented the type of logging that would be con-

ducted in the Blue Alder timber sale. Instead of 

expressing dismay at the Forest Serviceõs decep-

tion, the Coeur d'Alene Press felt it more impor-

tant to shoot the messenger. In its editorial, it 

relies on the old, hackneyed retort, that even if 

KEA provides solid reasons to oppose a timber 

sale then it must be against all logging in our 

national forests. KEA is not opposed to all tim-

ber sales, only those that damage our forested 

ecosystems.  

      We must never forget, we are the owners of 

our national forests and have the right to defend 

them.  

 

2009  
 

MEMBERSHIP DRIVE 

 
 
Dear Friend and Member of KEA:  

 

     We would like to take this oppor-

tunity to thank you for your past sup-

port of Kootenai Environmental Alli-

ance. Your membership helps pro-

vide the solid foundation that makes 

possible all of our efforts to preserve 

our natural resources.  Thanks to  

our faithful members, weõve been 

able to do so much over the last 36 

years.  

 

     We believe the Kootenai Environ-

mental Alliance, one of the few truly 

grassroots organizations in Idaho, is 

the best local resource for exploring 

options to protect our natural land-

scapes and quality of life, be it 

through water conservation and allo-

cation, zoning and planning on our 

lands, and sustaining local commu-

nity practices.  What better invest-

ment can you imagine than preserv-

ing our natural landscapes and qual-

ity of life?  

 

     Watch for your 2009 Renewal Let-

ters coming by the end of the year.  

As KEA grows, so does our need for 

dependable annual revenue.  

 

     Please consider increasing your 

membership this year.  

 

 

MANY THANKS!  


