Kootenai Forest Stakeholders Coalition
September 18, 2008
Flathead Valley Community College

1. Approvalof mi nutes and Treasurers’ report
91 There were no changes in the minutes that have been distributed.
T Paul provided an up d adicaing thegrarthoaiestfr easur er’

$15,000 have been expended and they will be re-submitting another proposal to
the National Forest Foundation in January, 2009.
f Motion to approve minutes and treasurer
2. Update on Rural Schools Act.

1 Marianne will be working with congressional delegation in support of additional
funding. They are also looking to fully fund PILT. Should be voting today.

3. Malcolm Edwards presented a power point program on asbestos residues on tree bark.

1 EPA has established transects at the origin of the mine site and monitors the air
current in seven different directions. They are finding asbestos in every direction
but don’t fully wunderstand the significan
they are still trying to determine the extent of asbestos throughout the area.

9 The Forest Service will be developing a brochure to acquaint the public with the
problem and possible safeguards that can be taken to minimize exposure. They
will also consider establishing signs for the public to make them aware of the
potential danger. EPA does not know the degree of the danger.

1 They will establish a fire suppression line around the mine site to ensure that fire
fighters are not at risk. They are also creating some simulation research on fire
lines, trails, etc.

4. Education Committee: Ed Levert

9 Had one session on fire ecology and restoration is on hold.

91 Oct meeting will be on restoration scheduled for the 30th. The Committee will get
guest speakers from various backgrounds and will include a panel discussion.
This session will be geared for the stakeholders and will be held during the
evening from 7 to 8:30 pm. They will be getting publicity out in the near future.

1 Motion, seconded with some discussion, then passed.

1 Move forward with a panel discussion.

5. Paul Bradford, Supervisor of the Kootenai Forest mentioned that they will be looking

at climate change on the 14" of Octfrom6-8 pm at t he s uPmEsentaNon S O r
will be made by researchers from the Rocky Mountain Research Station. (USDA)
Stakeholders are welcome and are invited to contact Kirsten Kaiser, Kootenai Forest

Planner at 283-7659.

The revised Forest Plan revision will address climate change.

6. Restoration Committee: Robyn King

1 The committee wanted to talk about other issues that are outside the WUI.

9 They want to examine silviculture practices

91 The larger committee is ready to look at regional issues. They want to continue as
a committee but look beyond hazardous fuel reduction to include more interests;
timber, recreation, etc.

1 They are still looking for direction and will look at the Colville Forest as a model.
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The committee will take on the Galton project and will become acquainted with
the project.
The committee will be participating as will the general public.

7. Chairman John discussed the idea of a community wide forest utilizing some of the
Plum Creek lands.
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John would like this group to determine if there is interest in pursuing the matter.
The situation with Plum Creek changes rapidly.

Plum Creek has a forest inventory on all their lands.

Ed, Paul, Robyn, and Chas will serve as an ad hoc task force to examine the
issues and explore the possibilities.

8. Three rivers: Mike Herrin

T

Bids on in for Rocky Pine and they are looking to see who can do the best work

9. Sparring Bull:
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Still want to get the team on site.

Large block of IRA which may be a red flag.

Large amount of WUI.

Few hundred acres of fuel reduction.

Grizzly bear management can be improved through some strategic burning.
Looking at helicopter logging but may not be feasible.

Want to get the people out and make some specific recommendations this winter.
They will be asking for specific comments on roads and trails that have been
washed out.

This project involves 135,000 acres.

May get up to 3000 acres/year that would include burning. Probably more like
15-1800 total.

Still looking at one large EIS.

What do they want the area to look like in the future?

How do they narrow the 135,000 acres down to a functional working area?

Eureka district: Young Dodge:
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Going through the appeal process from the regional office.

District recognized concerns.

Treatment on handling the Goshawk. Once it is released from the list, there are
few details concerning the management. It is no longer a sensitive species;
however the concerns will be addressed.

District is still moving forward and would like to work with KFSC.

District anticipates they will develop another draft and go through the public
process, and have another appeal period; hopefully they can make a decision for
the concerns will be addressed up front.

District wants to talk to this group to ensure comprehensive review.

Where are the stakeholders?

Jeff has developed a power point addressing their concerns.

Mike Peterson spent time in the area and although there seems to be valid
proposals they still has concerns over the watershed and some of the prescriptions
suggested by the district.
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9 The district will be conducting some research in the area. (Dr.Terry Jain) The

district wants to take each and every point made in the appeal (20-25) and address
them one by one.

Mike Peterson presented a power point developed by Jeff Juel. Major concerns
included the watershed, Goshawk, and the cumulative impacts of fuel reductions.
Mi kebs report is attached.

1 Motion for the team to re-engage, was made, seconded and passed

10. Fortine: Betty Meadows:

1
1

Proposals are being evaluated and Record of Decision will be made this fall.
Monitoring. Does KFSC want to monitor this project?

11. Galton.
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People are spending time in the field.
Proposed action will be presented later this fall.

12. Libby: Ed and Malcolm:
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What about the Flower Creek Reservoir?

They made a visit to the reservoir and determined that something should be done
to prevent catastrophic fires

Malcolm spent a half day touring the area and mentioned that there is no road
less, or old growth.

District will address this next fiscal year.

Land ownership includes four sections of isolated tracts under the management of
the Forest Service plus state land and the city of Libby.

It is a municipal watershed.

Motion to accept this as a KFSC project seconded and passed

13. Brush Creek:

1 Malcolm pointed out that roadwork has started.

1 The selling price was $40.05 per ton.

1 Plum Creek has the contract and will be moving logs next week.
14. Salvage sale protocol was presented by Mike Peterson.

T

There was considerable discussion surrounding the need to develop protocol very
early to accelerate the process for harvesting salvageable timber. Mike presented
five different models that timber, forest service, and conservationists have drafted
and noted many similarities.

It was decided to organize a sub-committee to examine the different protocols and
propose one for the Kootenai that the larger group can consider. This
subcommittee consisting of six members will be convened by Mike.

15. Next meeting will be on the on the 20 of November.

Meeting adjourned
Respectively submitted,
Jim DeBree
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Mi ke Petersonb6s report

PEAK FLOWS:

The YoungDodgeEIl S st ates, “Stream flow can
peak flow increases (PFIs). The greatest risk of stream channel degradation occurs during
high-flow periods. Therefore, it is increases in magnitude and duration of peak flows that
are of most concern.”

In 1999, as part of the West Kootenai Restoration Project, the Forest service
recommended a peak yield increase of no more than 13 percent for Young and Dodge
Creeks. Now, in the Young Dodge project they are saying it could go to 20 percent. By
their analysis, Dodge Creek would go from 11 to 16 percent with the preferred
alternative. This change in allowable peak flow was not made by any forest plan revision
or public scrutiny.

According to KNF experts in 1993 at their five year review process:
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“We’re not meeting the For est-3WiiclammeansMoni t or i n

t hat wmabldtd calibrate and/or validate the water yield guidelind$e
Monitoring Plan variability limits are being exceeded. There is more difficulty in meeting

ti mber sel |l tCwregetls 5asmia |rieosnulatc.rres wer e
(24%) were beyond the Plands guidelines

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS OF FUEL REDUCTION
The 1999 West Kootenai Restoration Project stated:
Purpose:

A Reduce fuel accumulations

A Restore fire into fire dependent ecosystem

A Reduce the potential for severe, uncontrollable wildfires to occur in an urban

wildland interface setting
Actions:
A 1,356 acres of commercial thinning
A 88 acres of regeeration logging
A 1,684 acres of slashing followed
harvest not economically viable
Implemented almost entirely within Young and Dodge Creeks, The West Kootenai
Project was 100% within the wildland-urban interface (WUI), focused on the area closest
to the Koocanusa Reservoir and the settlement of West Kootenai.
The Young Dodge Project states:
Purpose and Need (vegetation portion):
A Reduce fuel accumulations
A Restore characteristic vegetation patterns, stand structudepatch sizes
EIS: 48% of the Young Dodge project area in WUI
Despite the overlap of the projects, both geographically and similar Purpose and Need,
the Young Dodge EIS contains no discussion of the effectiveness of fire-risk reduction
accomplished by the West Kootenai Project in the WUI. How can the Forest Service or
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public know if the Young Dodge “treatments”

at what they have done with the West Kootenai Project?
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NORTHERN GOSHAWK CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

A From the Analysis of the Management Situation Technical Report (KNF Forest
Pl an Revision process): “Northern goshawk
and nest in mature to old growth forest on the lower third of northwest to
nor t he as Habitatlossfrens logging and changes in stand structure
due to fire suppression activities impact this species. Numbers have
apparently declined in recent years in association with the loss and
fragmentationofoldgr owt h f orest across the Rocky N
Two recent timber sales addressed the forest wide population of Goshawks:
The Marten Creek EIS (KNF, 2007): described forest wide situation:
“Using the model ed nesting hatbeiminemtm acr es fr o
population potential index (habitat acres dividel by average home range acres) for
the KNF would be 139goshawk pairs. The most recent data show 31 known or
suspected pairs on the KNF ”
Northeast Yaak EIS (KNF, 2005) described forestwides i t uat i on: A34 known
suspected pairs
The KNF ForestPlanMonit or i ng Obj ective is to “maintain
growth dependent species(>4 0% of potenti al )”
But, from the numbers above, 22% of modeled home ranges occupied in 2007.
(Minimum population potential index 139 pairs divided by 31 known nesting pairs = 22

%.)
In addition, KNF analysis (Gautreaux, 1999) indicates that 22% old growth is at the
l ower | imit for “reference conditions” on th

The Young Dodge EIS did not analyze goshawk, or habitat capability. It appears as

though the Kootenai National Forest is far below the amount of old growth needed to

maintain viable populations of goshawk. Conclusion: Habitat Capability has likely

declined below the |l ower | imits of the range
goshawk and other wildlife species associated with old-growth habitat conditions.
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Unit 17 in the Young Dodge project is likely old growth, as are parts of other units.
Photo taken September 18, 2008 by Mike Petersen
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