Integration Meeting Summary
Potential Wilderness Area Evaluation — Colville National Forest

Stevens County Sheriff’s Ambulance Training Center
425 N. Highway 395, Colville, WA

November 22, 2008, 9 a.m.-3 p.m.

Meeting Objectives

1) Identify proposed management direction that people can “live with” for some or all
of the potential wilderness areas;

2) ldentify the sticking points for those potential wilderness areas where there is not
agreement.

Welcome

Rick Brazell, Colville National Forest Supervisor, welcomed the approximate 88
participants to the Integration Meeting, the last of four scheduled public workshops this
fall where interested citizens could help evaluate Inventoried Roadless Areas for possible
wilderness recommendation. Rick acknowledged the time and energy invested by the
public to help inform him in his role as decision maker. In his introductory remarks, Rick
made the following points to frame the meeting’s agenda:

The evaluation of potential wilderness areas is within the larger context of Forest
Plan Revision. These areas represent only a portion of the Colville NF. The
remainder of the forest will have management proposals for a variety of resource
needs, recreational experience and forest products.

These discussions about potential wilderness areas are part of the forest’s efforts
to address Multiple Use Management. Multiple use, as defined by Congress,
includes Wilderness.

The decision to be made by Rick is which areas with wilderness potential become
recommended wilderness areas in the revised forest plan.

The Forest Service has synthesized the detailed evaluation information from the
three community workshops and identified the key factors heard as reasons for
proposing each particular management option.

The facilitators have identified a possible approach--informed by the synthesis--
for management of the potential wilderness areas to serve as a framework for
discussion.

Recommending all or none of the potential wilderness areas for wilderness is not
a viable option for Rick. The meeting’s objective is to see where there is common
ground, where there isn’t, and to identify the sticking points.
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The results of this integration meeting will fold into a proposal for a revised forest
plan. The draft plan will go for review from the Regional Office in spring 2009
and it is expected to be available to the public in 2010. There will be additional
opportunities in 2010 to comment on the proposal for managing all the lands
within the Colville NF.

This meeting is not about the recent Travel Management decision on the forest.

As Forest Supervisor, Rick ultimately makes the decision on what, if anything, to
recommend for wilderness designation on the Colville National Forest. Congress
makes the final designation decision.

Workshop Overview

Kathy Bond, facilitator, reviewed the agenda (Appendix 1), handouts, and the ground
rules.

Wilderness Evaluation Process

Margaret Hartzell, Forest Plan Revision Team Leader, reviewed the process the Forest
Service must undertake to inventory and evaluate inventoried roadless areas (“potential
wilderness areas™) for their potential to be recommended as wilderness areas, and
identified the point where the Colville National Forest is in this process.

Lisa Therrell, Forest Plan Revision Recreation Specialist, reviewed the spectrum of
management options for the potential wilderness areas on the poster POSSIBLE
MANAGEMENT OPTIONS-For protection of roadless/semi-primitive character. The
four options are: Wilderness, Backcountry Motorized, Backcountry Non-Motorized, and
Special Interest Area. These options are consistent with Rick Brazell’s decision to
manage potential wilderness areas for their primitive character if they are not
recommended for wilderness, per the 2006-2007 agreements from a previous
collaborative process with interested citizens.

The following is a general description of the management options:
Wilderness

o0 Preserve wilderness character

o New road construction is not allowed

o Primitive recreation is allowed. Motorized and mechanized recreation may
continue until wilderness designation.

Facilities are minimal and provided only for resource protection

Timber harvest would only occur when essential for controlling introduced insects
and disease or to restore habitat for listed species. Prescribed fire may be used to
restore ecosystem structure and function.
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Backcountry Non-Motorized

0 Mostly undeveloped and natural in appearance

o New road construction is not allowed

o Non-motorized recreation is allowed, motorized recreation is not allowed

o0 Facilities are limited, little to no developed opportunities

0 Management of activities is low, vegetation manipulation is limited
Backcountry Motorized

0 Mostly undeveloped and natural in appearance

0 Temporary roads are allowed, system road construction is not allowed

0 Motorized and non-motorized recreation is allowed

o Facilities and other developments are limited

0 Management of activities is low to moderate, vegetation manipulation may occur
Recreation Special Interest Area

o Limited areas of national forest system lands may have special attributes (such as
recreation activity) that merit special management

Managed to emphasize recreation and other specific related values
Mostly undeveloped and natural in appearance

Temporary roads are allowed, system road. Construction is not allowed.
Motorized and non-motorized recreation is allowed

Facilities and other developments are limited

O O O O O O

Management of activities is low to moderate, vegetation manipulation may occur
if identified in area management plan

Lisa reminded participants that when the comment is received “...continue to manage the
area as it is currently being managed,” that essentially means to manage as Backcountry
Motorized or Backcountry Non-Motorized.

Margaret fielded questions from participants, including a question regarding the 2006-
2007 previous collaborative process. She clarified the previous process discussed the
entire forest and did not get to a high level of agreement on potential wilderness areas;
thus, the time and commitment in this round of public meetings to gather more
information. In response to another question, Margaret reiterated that none of the options
for potential wilderness areas allows road construction.

Introduction to the Small Group Process

Susan Hayman, facilitator, gave an overview of the small group work. Susan introduced
Option X, a map of the Colville NF with possible management options for 14 potential
wilderness areas to provide a framework for group discussion, emphasizing that the
facilitators used the Synthesis as a guide (see Appendix 3). Susan pointed out that of the
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total of 21 potential wilderness areas in the Colville National Forest, three of the areas
were primarily located in Okanogan County and would be discussed by Rick Brazell and
the Forest Supervisor of the Okanogan-Wenatchee National Forest. Management of four
other areas had been agreed upon by the previous collaborative process of 2006-2007 and
not to be a topic of discussion at this meeting.

The following is a list of the management options and potential wilderness areas in the
Option X scenario:

Wilderness Backcountry Non- Backcountry Motorized
Motorized
Abercrombie-Hooknose Profanity Owl Mountain
Hall Mountain Deer Creek S. Huckleberry
Harvey Creek Cougar Mountain Quartzite
Hoodoo Thirteenmile Twin Sisters
Bald Snow Jack Knife

Susan explained that participants were to divide into six small groups after the break;
groups were determined by dot color/symbol on the name tags. The groups were
identified as: Orange, Blue Star, Yellow, Green, Smiley Face, and Green Star. Members
of the Forest Leadership Team were to serve as participants at each small group and were
to be active partners in the discussion. Responses from the small groups were to be
synthesized by the facilitators during the noon break and discussed in a large group forum
in the afternoon.

Small group participants were encouraged to explore where there may be common
ground regarding management options for the potential wilderness areas. If there was not
common ground, participants were asked to identify where the barriers to agreement
were—the sticking points. Each group was to be provided with a map with movable
sticky notes identifying a management option, the poster POSSIBLE MANAGEMENT
OPTIONS, and three questions on individual flip charts to help guide the discussion.
Comments reflecting group agreement were to be recorded by each group’s facilitator on
the appropriate flip chart and synthesized during the noon hour by Susan and Kathy.

Small Group Work

Following brief introductions, a small group facilitator used the following questions as a
discussion framework: 1) OPTION X: What works for you? Why? 2) OPTION X:
What would you change? Why? and 3) Specific Sticking Points. The group facilitator
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guided the discussion to explore if there was common ground on an Option X
management option--or an alternative--for a specific PWA. (See small group
comments/discussion points in Appendix 2).

Small Group Results

Appendix 3 contains a listing, recorded by the small group facilitators, of those features
of Option X that people agreed with, those features of Option X that they would change,
and the “sticking points” to reaching common ground.

There were no areas of common ground that could be identified regarding management
options for specific potential wilderness areas. The facilitators provided a highlight of the
sticking points to common ground identified by each group. Because they are important
points to consider as the process moves forward, the following are key excerpts from the
sticking points to reaching common ground:
Backcountry non-motorized is not a permanent protection (e.g. administrative,
rather than Congressionally-designated). There would be much more room for
common ground on this management option if it were.
The discussion of management options for the PWASs needs to be within the
context of the management for all other areas of the forest (i.e. non-PWAS).
There is still concern for the manner in which roads are defined and the effect this
has on the inventory of roadless areas.
There is inconsistency with management options in Option X for PWAs and
county-wide fire plans for Owl, Jackknife, Hoodoo, South Huckleberry, Bald
Snow and Cougar Mountain).
It is too constraining to have only four management options to choose from for
potential wilderness areas (i.e. backcountry non-motorized, back-county
motorized, wilderness, recreation special interest areas).
The management options for potential wilderness areas do not provide for the
ability to manage for fuels reduction or fire suppression.

Acknowledging the frustration that many of the participants experienced, the facilitators
commended meeting participants for participating in a civil dialogue about a
controversial topic. Rather than using the full time allocated in the agenda, the facilitators
suggested ending the meeting early, following wrap-up comments by Rick Brazell.

Wrap Up

Rick thanked everyone for their participation and expressed appreciation for the
commitment and time participants invested in discussions about wilderness evaluation.
Rick emphasized that while areas of common ground had not been reached, there was
value in the discussions; he repeated that information from the process will help inform
him in his decision making process. Noting that there were no potential wilderness areas
in the Option X proposed as a Special Interest Area, Rick suggested that this management
option was worth exploring to accommodate different interests.

While the official deadline for comments in this pre-proposal phase ends November 30,
2008 there will be other opportunities for public input-- including individual comments
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by mail, those made electronically via email, or using the Forest’s website--during
subsequent phases of the plan revision process. Rick stressed that input from the
collaborative process would be “weighted” more strongly than individual input to
validate the time and effort people invested in the workshops.

This concludes the community workshop series for wilderness evaluation.

Respectfully submitted,

Susan Hayman, Facilitator (Envirolssues)
Kathy Bond, Facilitator (KTB Decision Resources, Inc)
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APPENDIX 1 - WORKSHOP AGENDA

Integration Workshop Agenda

Potential Wilderness Area Recommendations

Colville National Forest

Saturday, November 22, 2008, 8:30 a.m.-3 p.m.

Stevens County Sheriff's Ambulance Training Center, 425 N. Highway, Colville, WA

Workshop Objectives

1. To identify proposed management direction that people can “live with” for some or all of the potential
wilderness areas.

2. To identify the sticking points for those potential wilderness areas where there is not agreement.
AGENDA

8:30 a.m. Sign-in /morning refreshments

If you did not attend any of the three community workshops in Cusick, Colville, or
Republic, please come at 8:30 a.m. for a quick overview of how we got to this

point.
9:00 a.m. Welcome/Introductions — Rick Brazell, Colville Forest Supervisor
9:30 a.m. Meeting Overview — Facilitators
Agenda
Meeting packets
Ground rules
9:40 a.m. Review of the wilderness evaluation/public process — Margaret Hartzell &
Lisa Therrell
9:50a.m. Introduction to the small group process — Facilitators

10:00 a.m. BREAK (reconvene in small groups)

10:15 a.m. Small Group Discussion (Facilitators)

Discussion of the synthesis of products from the previous three
community workshops

12 Noon LUNCH
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APPENDIX 1 - WORKSHOP AGENDA

1:00 p.m. Small Group Results

Areas where there is common ground
Areas of disagreement and sticking points
Large group discussion of the results

2:45 p.m. Next steps — Rodney Smoldon

Workshop evaluation
How meeting information will be used
Other opportunities to be involved

3:00 p.m. Adjourn
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APPENDIX 2 — FOREST SERVICE SYNTHESIS TABLE

Forest Plan Revision for the Colville, and
Okanogan-Wenatchee National Forests

-- Briefing --

Synthesis of Public Comments from 2008 Colville Public
Workshops Regarding Recommending Wilderness

INTRODUCTION

The Colville National Forest is currently revising its Forest plan. A required part of the
process is to evaluate the inventory of roadless areas, called potential wilderness areas
(PWA:S), for their wilderness potential. The evaluation process considers the degree to
which each area has wilderness characteristics (capability), the resource benefits and
tradeoffs that would occur if the area became wilderness (availability), and how well each
area would enhance the National Wilderness Preservation System or provide for the
needs of plants and animals that need unmodified landscapes in which to survive (need).
The Forest Supervisor is tasked with deciding which areas will be recommended for
wilderness designation. Ultimately, only Congress can designate wilderness.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

To date, the public has participated in the process in a variety of ways including sending
letters, e-mails, and participating in meetings. In 2007, the Colville National Forest
hosted a series of collaborative public meetings related to the Forest plan revision. The
wilderness recommendation process was among a number of topics that were discussed.
Further discussions were postponed pending additional analysis; however, three areas of
agreement were reached at this time.

The Lost Creek Potential Wilderness Area should not be recommended for
wilderness designation.

The Salmo-Priest Adjacent Potential Wilderness Area should be
recommended for wilderness designation.

The remaining PWAs needed more discussion, but there was agreement that
they should continue to be managed for their unroaded characteristics.

Public meetings resumed in September and October of 2008 to help inform the Forest
Supervisor and the recommendation process. This document distills the range of
management options various groups of the public felt the Forest Supervisor should
recommend. Please note that the comments are those of the public recorded during the
public workshops. The information provided by the public in these comments has not
been reviewed by the Forest Service for accuracy.
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APPENDIX 2 — FOREST SERVICE SYNTHESIS TABLE

To help facilitate discussion, the Forest Service provided a list of management area

options that could be considered instead of wilderness. All of these options would result

in these areas remaining virtually unroaded. Refer to Appendix A of this document for

the description of management area options. The summarized comments in this document

are framed in the context of which management area recommendation the meeting

participants would choose if they were the Forest Supervisor. Public comments continue

to be welcome via a variety of means (letters, e-mails, etc.).

GENERAL PuBLIC COMMENTS MADE DURING THE MEETINGS

A number of public comments were made repeatedly throughout the public meetings.
While these comments express important values and considerations, they were not
specific to any particular PWA and thus did not help narrow down specific
recommendations. These are as follows--

There is already too much wilderness

Already 31 wilderness areas in Washington State, totaling over four million
acres (1/10 total state acreage.) 50% of National Forest land in Washington
State is wilderness.

Areas that allow for four-wheel drive use are fully accessible to all segments
of the public including disabled persons; but wilderness is difficult for disabled

people to access.

The local rural economies are among the poorest in the state and wilderness

will only make it worse.

Too many opportunities previously open to motorized use have already been

lost through travel management. Shared uses and expansion of motorized
trail systems is needed.
Wilderness designation precludes further options, but not vice versa.

Wilderness would restrict use of motorized / mechanized tools
Allotment permittees described how their operations are already financially

marginal. Wilderness would make their operations more expensive primarily

due to limitations on motorized use.

Clearing trails with chainsaws is quicker, easier, and cheaper than using
handtools.

Fighting wildfires is difficult in wilderness.

Potential wilderness areas should be used for natural resource extraction
Natural resources such as timber and minerals should be made available for

use in the PWAs. (Note: Previous collaboration recommended all PWAs be

managed for their roadless character. Logging and mineral exploration would

generally not be allowed in PWAs to protect the Roadless characteristics.)
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Congress makes the decision about Wilderness and would rather have
local decision-making.

Consider not recommending for Wilderness when

The boundary is next to private land.
Mineral exploration opportunities exist.

There is not enough wilderness

Primitive areas are very scarce and need the lasting protection of wilderness
designation. Wilderness ensures preservation for future generations.

There isn't enough wilderness in eastern Washington. The Salmo-Priest
Wilderness is only three percent of the Colville National Forest; other
Washington forests have substantially more wilderness acres.

If you live in Spokane, you have to drive a long ways to access wilderness.
The Spokane area is growing, and there will be increasing demand for
wilderness recreation opportunities.

Wilderness preserves certain values and is lasting legacy

Wilderness provides an unmodified area for research.

Wilderness preserves unique scenery, geology, and generally provides for
biodiversity of plants, wildlife, and fish.

Groups of PWAs serve to varying degrees as wildlife migration routes from
north to south or east to west. For example Jackson Creek, Bodie and
Clackamas connect Canada to Moses Mountain area on the reservation. Bald
Snow, Thirteenmile, and Cougar Mountain provide an east-west crossing of
the Kettle Crest.

All PWAs on the Colville National Forest represent the Okanogan Highlands
landform. The Salmo-Priest Wilderness is currently the only wilderness in this
landform, and thus is not well represented in the National Wilderness
Preservation System.

Wilderness helps preserve primitive skills such as cross-cut saw use and
horsemanship, and other “backcountry” type experiences (hiking, hunting,
skiing, scenery, physical challenges, and spiritual experiences.)

Research supports that wilderness designation is beneficial to rural
economies.

Wilderness puts a place on the map and draws more non-local use
Provides a source of and protection for drinking water.

Contributes to the range of recreation experiences; and balances the
managed and unmanaged lands on the Forest.

Consider recommending a PWA for wilderness when
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Mountain bike use is low.

The PWA is outside of WUI.

It would protect Native American sacred / spiritual sites and other historic
sites.

PWA has Ponderosa pine and aspen stands, which are underrepresented in
the national Wilderness Preservation System.

Since grazing and wildfire suppression is allowed in Wilderness, these are
not valid reasons against recommending wilderness.

Reasons for Back country non-motorized management

This would keep the area’s wilderness character, but allow more people to
visit and enjoy the area.

This continues to allow existing mountain bike use.

Allows for more access to manage fuels and fight fires than in wilderness.

Reasons for Back Country motorized management

Would allow motorized access to areas where users could experience quiet
and have solitude

Allows for motorized access to cultural and historic sites for disabled and
senior citizens.

Allows for more management flexibility and options, especially for fuels
reduction.

Allows for motorized use.

SYNTHESIS OF COMMENTS FOR MANAGEMENT OPTIONS BY PWA

This section of the document distills the range of management options various groups of
the public felt the Forest Supervisor should recommend. Please note that the comments
are a synthesis of those made by the public participants during the fall 2008 Colville
National Forest public workshops. The information provided by the public in these
comments has not been reviewed by the Forest Service for accuracy.
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PWA: ABERCROMBIE HOOKNOSE

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Due to the size of the PWA, it can offer excellent solitude

Currently there are no motorized trails in PWA, so wilderness designation would not shift this activity out of
the area.

Great hiking is available.

This PWA is relatively close to the existing Salmo-Priest Wilderness Area and would provide connectivity to
the Salmo-Priest Wilderness Area.

Would provide connectivity for wildlife species to move across the Forest.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

This management option would allow the current low amount of mountain biking use to continue. (Mountain
biking not allowed in a Wilderness.)

Forest health could be improved through management actions that are possible under this management
option, but generally not possible under a wilderness designation.

This area has potential for increased use in the future for activities that would not be allowed within a
designated wilderness.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Not recommended

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Not recommended

Public Rational to Manage As Is

Not recommended
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PWA: BALD SNOW

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Protect the Snow Peak rental cabin. (USFS Note - Wilderness designation would likely result in no
longer allowing rental of this cabin.)

It is part of a large area made up of the 3 PWAs (Cougar Mountain, Thirteen Mile, and Bald
Snow). Connecting all three would make a viable and cohesive wilderness.

Would protect vegetation, especially the aspen and the high mountain wetlands.

Would allow for a wildlife migration corridor from north to south and east to west. Would protect
wolverine denning habitat, forage habitat for lynx, big game summer range, and has the best
wildlife habitat of the 7 PWAs considered.

Would provide a connection to the Kettle Crest Trail system, and a connection running from Moses
Mountain to the Canadian border. Would protect the Kettle Crest National Recreation Trail (USFS Note -
this is a National Recreation Trail and a proposed National Scenic Trail).

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Of the options, this is the best because there is noise pollution from the highway, and light
pollution from Republic.

Would allow continued use of the Snow Peak Shelter as a rental.
This PWA has better access than some of the other PWAs.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Would allow continued use of the Snow Peak Shelter as a rental.
Would allow more options for mineral exploration and development.

This would continue the current uses.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Could emphasize winter sports - snowmobiling, cross-country skiing, use of Snow Peak Shelter for winter
recreation destination. Area could be nationally known for winter sports.

Public Rational to Manage As Is

No specific reasons given by public.
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PWA: BODIE MOUNTAIN

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Bodie is a low elevation PWA, may fill gap in national system by contributing low elevation
vegetation types.

Not accessed by a lot of people right now, no crowds, provides opportunities for high quality
solitude, beautiful trail, views, and provides wilderness-based recreation opportunity.
Intermittent streams feed Taroda Creek where lots of homes get water.

Caves, exposed basalt columns and interesting canyons between Bamber Mtn and Bodie Ridge.

Provides habitat for elk and mule deer. Jackson, Bodie, and Clackamas together provide wildlife
connectivity from Canada to the Colville Reservation. The sum is worth more than the parts.
Provides seasonal secure habitat, low elevation earlier and snowbound later.

Provides a good representation of Okanogan-Highlands landform. Diverse scenic landscapes
include rolling terrain to very rugged topography with caves, deep canyons, and basalt flows.
Vegetation ranges from expansive grassy slopes and sparse forest to dry-moist dense forest.
Small pieces important because so valuable relative to surrounding landscape. FS managers want
to allow other uses.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Good opportunities for solitude due to rugged terrain. Less human impact.
Connectivity for wildlife.
Area is surrounded by private lands, it's not isolated.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Need access to mineral claims.

Would allow both motorized and non-motorized recreation. Potential opportunity to increase
motorized uses in future. It is small area by itself adjacent to other motorized recreation area.
Bodie Bamber trail has been a user trail for a long time.

Allows for more diverse management practices, vegetation, WUI treatments and manipulations
can occur such as harvest thinning, fire suppression. Too much WUI to consider for wilderness.
Snowmobile use is adjacent — should be available for off-trail snowmobile uses.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Fences has to be maintained on county line

No place that you can’t hear traffic

One east edge, PWA comes within feet of designated snowmobile trail

Abandoned radar station on Bamber Mountain — roads associated with site (group thinks this is
Bubble Mountain)

Bodie-Bamber trail

Preserve existing management scheme (applies to all) because there may be a need for future
changes, Current management primarily Backcountry — motorized, and can do trail maintenance.
Frequency of fire needs fire and timber management. Wilderness would not support wildland or
prescribed fires (WUI treatment).

Close to private land. Residents get water from Coronado Creek.

Hunting — highly used area
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PWA: CLACKAMAS

Public Rationale for Wilderness

It contains a Research Natural Area.

Large amount of habitat that would likely support more rare plants, (Okanogan Flame Flower)
Close proximity to Republic — good access, allows wilderness experience. Opportunities for
wilderness based recreation, solitude, no crowds.

Trail system, Several miles maintained by hunters and hikers with desire for solitude, Loop trail
gets fair amount of use by variety of users goes through old growth (comes out of Sweat Creek).
Jackson, Bodie, and Clackamas together provide wildlife connectivity from Canada to the Colville
Reservation. The sum is worth more than the parts. Good for habitat for elk, mule deer, great grey
owl. Low elevation earlier and snowbound later, half of area is deer winter range.

Beautiful old growth forest.

Provides a good representation of Okanogan-Highlands landform. Diverse scenic landscapes
include rolling terrain to very rugged topography with caves, deep canyons, and basalt flows.
Vegetation ranges from expansive grassy slopes and sparse forest to dry-moist dense forest.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Long-term opportunity to maintain trails

Horseback use for trail maintenance is important — doesn’t need motorized. Lot of water sources
for pack stock.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Would allow for more vegetation management/maintenance, harvest, fuel reduction, and fire
suppression.

Surrounded by private land. Difficult to manage wilderness against private land.

To accommodate current uses and allow for variety of management practices.

Excellent for full multiple use. High use of bikes, ATVs and snowmobile use, etc.

No trails is not accurate, area has trails, 8 mile loop trail. Public access along Ferry County line.
Loop trail gets fair amount of use by variety of users goes through old growth (comes out of Sweat
Creek). Would like trail put back on the system.

Keep open for mineral extraction.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Possible to manage the negative impacts of other options.
Allows for fire management.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Because it works fine the way it is (trail maintenance, etc). May be less expensive to leave it, it will
be easier to manage.

Great public access, highly used during hunting season. Public access along Ferry County line.
Area currently provides habitat for wildlife escapement and seclusion.
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PWA: COUGAR MOUNTAIN

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Area has low elevation ecosystems, such as mature Ponderosa pines stands, which are rare in
the National Wilderness System. Also have aspen stands.

Area has a dramatic and scenic gorge (Thirteenmile and Ninemile Creeks trails) that offers a full
wilderness experience. Primitive recreation opportunities, hunting, hiking and riding are excellent.

It is part of a large area made up of the 3 PWAs (Cougar Mountain, Thirteen Mile, and Bald
Snow). Connecting all three would make a viable and cohesive wilderness. There are trails
connecting all three.

Compared to other PWAs, this area has excellent opportunities for solitude and not affected as
much by light pollution

Area has big game summer range and important winter range for mule deer.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Should not be Wilderness because you can see and hear Hwy 21, see Brown Mountain tree
orchard, weather station, roads and logging, and hear fire siren in Republic.

Area has better access than some other PWAs and should keep that access.

Because of proximity to other PWAs (Bald Snow and Thirteenmile) would make a nice area for
non-motorized recreation.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

More options to manage for key winter range

Allows management of the stock trail and sheep camps.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Nothing provided by public.

Public Rational to Manage As Is

No specific reasons given by public.
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PWA: DEER CREEK

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Protect plant diversity including old growth and rare plants.

Provides for solitude and excellent primitive recreation opportunities.
Would not displace motorized use since minimal use occurs here.
Need to consider relevance of fire class in WUI.

Protect watershed for Orient.

Protect habitat for wolverine and lynx.

Protect important wildlife migration corridor.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Allow for various management practices while protecting some wilderness characteristics.

Allows better fire access and opportunities to reduce fire risk than wilderness.
Treat stands with insect and disease issues.
Offers unique opportunities for primitive recreation.

Protect watershed for town of Orient.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Allows for a variety of management tools.

Allow for snowmobile use.

Would facilitate management of grazing allotments. Better access for managing fire.
Best designation for interface with private lands.

Would facilitate management of grazing allotments. Better access for managing fire.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Protect watershed for town of Orient.

Best choice for aligning with Ferry County planning goals

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Need to treat fuels in WUI, especially with close proximity to Highway 395.
Better allowances for grazing management.

Protect watershed for town of Orient.

If it is a wildlife corridor now, then wilderness is not needed.

Enhance current motorized recreation opportunities.
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PWA: HALL MOUNTAIN

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Low displacement of current uses, such as mountain biking.
Offers connectivity to the existing Salmo-Priest Wilderness Area and the nearby Grassy Top PWA.
Could offer a wilderness recreation experience in close proximity to the Sullivan Lake Campground.

Hall Mountain has large, grassy meadows.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Not recommended

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Not recommended

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Opportunity to increase recreation tourism.

Public Rational to Manage As Is

Not recommended

PWA: HARVEY CREEK

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Uses / activities are currently those allowed in a Wilderness (hiking, hunting, etc.), while motorized uses are
not currently present and snowmobiling is not allowed.

Area has sensitive plants and meadows. There is a beautiful cedar stand in the SE part of the PWA.

Area currently includes a Research Natural Area (Bunchgrass RNA) that would be protected by wilderness
designation.

Important to the Kalispel Tribe.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Sno-Tel Site access.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Not recommended
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Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Not recommended

Public Rational to Manage As Is

Not recommended

Integration Workshop Summary, November 22, 2008

Page 21 of 40



APPENDIX 2 — FOREST SERVICE SYNTHESIS TABLE

PWA: HOODOO

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Integral to unroaded portions of the Kettle Crest. Adjacent to other PWA's on the Kettle Crest.

Offers outstanding opportunities for hiking and backpacking in Hoodoo Canyon to Emerald and Lily Lakes,
as well as a sense of quiet and solitude. These opportunities, including lakes in a backcountry setting, are
not well represented on the Colville NF.

Current authorized recreation uses are non-motorized.

Future opportunities to link up the trail system to the rest of the Kettle Crest.

The geology of Hoodoo Canyon is unique and spectacular.

Diversity of species and habitats. Part of a north-south migratory bird corridor. Redband trout are in PWA.
Offers habitat connectivity for wildlife. Protect habitat for rare wildlife species.

Features are unique to the Colville NF and National Wilderness Preservation System.

Allow for the free play of natural processes.

Offers a balance of managed land with unmanaged land.

Supported in the NEWFC wilderness proposal.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Would protect wilderness-like setting but allow for more flexibility in management.

There are enough motorized opportunities elsewhere on the Colville NF. Protect Hoodoo Canyon as non-
motorized.

Could support if grazing use is allowed.

If Twin Sisters can remain motorized, then it would be OK to manage Hoodoo as non-motorized.

Could support if 4-wd trails are also allowed.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

The area has a 4-wd and ATV trail through it which should remain open to use.
The area doesn't provide for solitude.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Management options are well suited to Hoodoo.
Best choice for aligning with Ferry County planning goals.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Preserve opportunity for mountain bike use.

Allow for manipulating wildlife habitat.

Better situation for managing catastrophic events.

There are better areas for wilderness.

Keep option open to manage for responsible backcountry motorized use.

Five different management areas have made the area what it is today (Old Growth Dependant Species
Habitat, Semi-Primitive Non-Motorized Recreation, Recreation MA3A, Scenic Timber, and Wood/Forage)
The area has too much light pollution, noise pollution, and noxious weeds to meet the outstanding
wilderness criteria.

Allow for non-motorized use in south half and motorized use in north half near Deadman Creek Road.
Provides better access and reduces costs for fire fighting.
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PWA: JACKKNIFE

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Protect plant diversity and 7 known rare plant species.

Making Jackknife wilderness would enhance the wilderness characteristics of the Kettle Crest. Connects to
Twin Sisters and Profanity via more than one trail. Opportunity for a long non-motorized trail. Provides for
solitude and excellent primitive recreation opportunities especially in combination with other PWA's.

Would provide for backcountry hunting. Big game includes moose, elk and deer, and this is a good place to
produce them.

Preserve from increasing OHV use. If made wilderness, replace 4-wd trail elsewhere first.

Area provides unique scenery and geologic features, especially Merkel Canyon.

Preserve for wildlife values. Protect habitat for wolverine and lynx.

Terrain limits the spread of fire.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Protect wildlife habitat
Would offer a non-motorized experience for hunters.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Provide for existing limited 4-wd use and non-motorized use. Motorized experience here is unavailable
elsewhere.

The 4-wd trail is 1 of only 5 on Colville NF. Use of this trail would be higher if it is repaired.

Enhance motorized opportunities.

Allow for snowmobile use.

Close to campground at Davis Lake which brings recreation.

Allows for a variety of management tools including management of fire and fuel loadings, reducing the risk of
catastrophic fire.

Would facilitate management of grazing allotments. Would allow vacant sheep allotment to be restocked.
This would benefit wildlife habitat.

Best designation for interface with private lands.

Better access for managing fire.

Preserve access.

Allow for historic and cultural uses that are part of heritage.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Best choice for aligning with Ferry County planning goals
Would allow for continued use of 4-wd trail.
Definition suits the area.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Treat deer winter range.

WUI is a large portion of the PWA.

80% is in an active allotment. Better allowances for grazing management.

Consider split of Backcountry Motorized with other management allocations for this PWA.
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PWA: JACKSON CREEK

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Protect plant diversity including old growth and rare plants (Okanogan flame flower, velvet leaf
blueberry)

Would provide example of under represented vegetation type ponderosa pine to national
wilderness preservation system (2000 acre old growth to protect).

Area lacks light pollution.

Area has no system trails and no crowds, which could provide for good opportunities for solitude
and wilderness-based recreation.

Protect important wildlife migration corridor north to south, east to west. Jackson, Bodie,
and Clackamas together provide wildlife connectivity from Canada to the Colville
Reservation. The sum is worth more than the parts. Provides seasonal secure habitat,
low elevation earlier and snowbound later.

Provides habitat for wolverine and marten, N. goshawks, elk, mule deer winter range, fish-bearing
stream. Located 35 miles from N. Cascades grizzly bear recovery area

Could help provide Canadian border security.

Provides a good representation of Okanogan-Highlands landform. Diverse scenic landscapes
include rolling terrain to very rugged topography with caves, deep canyons, and basalt flows.
Vegetation ranges from expansive grassy slopes and sparse forest to dry-moist dense forest.
Jackson Creek is small, but even more valuable to protect relative to altered surroundings.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Area has lost roadless acres since original inventory as roadless — needs more protection.
Canadian border access, international boundary, illegal immigrants coming through.
Lots of old roads, area not as isolated, surrounded by private land.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Allows for more diverse management options. Keep open for minerals, fuel treatment and
motorized recreation. Extreme human impacts are present.

Area 60% WUI, surrounded by developed private land. Would allow for more management/
maintenance; specifically tree harvesting for fire risk reduction.

Clackamas76% WUI — need to be able to manage in WUI.

Consistent with current use. Difficult to manage wilderness against private property.

Gets snowmobile use. User maintained trail along Jackson Creek. Provides opportunity to visit
historic sites (access)...

Easily accessible from Canada. Better allowances for border security activities.

Allows for use of chainsaw for trail maintenance.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Possible to manage the negative impacts of other options. Allow for fire management.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

60% WUI. Frequency of fire presents a need for management (fuels treatment).

Proximity to Canadian border presents a need for management; can hear traffic on Trans-Canada
Highway. Canadian harvest activities nearby.

Evidence of human impacts- Nickleson Creek — views of Buckhorn mine. Can find stumps, Cedar
Creek drainage was extensively logged in the late 1970s. Several cultural sites: mill sites.
Opportunity to access historic sites. Possible impacts to tribal access/ sacred sites.

Leave it as is because it works fine (trail maintenance, grazing, wildlife refuge, hunting area, etc)
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PWA: OWL MOUNTAIN

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Offers unique opportunities for primitive recreation.

The area has good wilderness recreation opportunities.

Preserve from increasing OHV use. Provide a quiet recreation setting. Relocate OHV use elsewhere so they
don’t lose opportunities.

Protect the edge of the Kettle Range for its unique characteristics.

Protect plant diversity which ranges from dry ponderosa pine forest to interior rain forest with cedar groves.
Protect habitat for wolverine, lynx, and redband trout. Protect important wildlife migration corridor, including
movement to and from Canada.

Protect unique geologic features.

Area provides unique scenery.

Protect rare plants.

Recommend for wilderness, but exclude Talisman Mine and TV translator station.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Doesn't conflict with drug interdiction and border patrol operations.
Allows better opportunities to reduce fire risk than wilderness.
Treat stands with insect and disease issues.

Allow for improving deer habitat, and protect wildlife corridors.
Allow for improving range values.

Allows better fire access.

Existing light and noise pollution detract from wilderness setting.
The area does offer non-motorized opportunities.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Allows for existing limited 4-wd use, including a few places to camp.
ATV opportunities are beautiful, excellent, and diverse.

One of only five 4-wd trails on Colville NF.

Existing low motorized use levels don't conflict with other values.
Allows for a variety of management tools.

Only designation for interface with private lands.

Facilitates management of grazing allotments.

Better access for managing fire.

The nearby road system (cherry stem) degrades a wilderness setting.
Human developments (roads, vehicles, power lines) and high levels of light pollution detract from a
wilderness setting.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Laws provide adequate protection.
Best choice for aligning with Ferry County planning goals.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Allow for management of fire and fuel loadings.

Allow for historic and cultural uses that are part of heritage.

Enhance current motorized recreation opportunities.

Consider combination of backcountry motorized with other management allocations.
Maintain access.
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PWA: PROFANITY

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Profanity is the crown jewel of the Kettle Crest. Profanity is the largest roadless area on the forest, it is
already very attractive to the public, it has an extensive accessible non-motorized trail system that
accommodates overnight backpacking and is a good place for trail riding on horses, and it provides for a
high degree of solitude and physical challenge. Thirty miles of the Kettle Crest National Recreation Trail is in
the area. This area provides the most popular non-motorized trails on the Colville National Forest, and the
best backcountry skiing in northeastern Washington. Profanity provides all the characteristics of wilderness.
If choosing between various PWA's, this one is one of the most important for wilderness. Important to
provide something for a variety of needs. There are good multiple use trail systems elsewhere. There would
be no net loss of motorized or mountain bike trails.

Wilderness would protect the Columbia Mountain Lookout Cabin and rare habitats, which would provide an
economic benefit to communities.

Large area important for wildlife including connectivity, secure habitat for listed species such as wolverine
and lynx, ensuring biodiversity, and protecting a north-south raptor migration corridor and wildlife corridor.
Allow for natural processes.

Provide for sustainability of rare plant populations (including 2 species of moonwort) and unique plant
communities such as the subalpine sagebrush meadows. Protect high ecological values including a variety
of tree species.

High quality watershed within the PWA contributes to quality of entire watershed. Contributes high quality
water for fish habitat below the falls.

The area has geological features from the last ice age and earlier.

Large enough to make a good wilderness on its own. Even if other PWA's don't become wilderness, they
would provide a roadless buffer to Profanity.

Preserves an area free from human-caused noise pollution. Trail maintenance would be non-mechanized.
Forest Service should provide saws for trail maintenance. Various user groups are willing to perform trail
maintenance using primitive sKkills.

Area not well suited to timber management due to high ridgelines and vulnerable tree species.

This cattle allotment should be substituted for another area.

Wilderness would not adversely affect the timber economy.

Wilderness would provide a different experience than other management areas.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

The area lacks wilderness characteristics due to human alterations. Noise is heard from nearby roads,
roads, traffic, and power lines are visible. Light pollution is visible from the Republic area.

Allows for more flexibility in managing recreation setting. Leaving the area open to mountain bikes benefits
more users. This is a premier area for mountain biking and attracts mountain bikers from British Columbia.
Allow for current mix of recreational use.

If designated wilderness, a potential group size limitation would affect users including stock users.

Allows for vegetation management such as improving habitat for rare plant species, controlling invasive
plants, and leaving options open for future timber management.

Current management is working, although more needs to be done to prevent wildfires.

This allocation is working now for managing grazing allotments. Trails need to be opened to allow more
cattle.

A non-motorized designation is more compatible with motorized use of adjacent areas then wilderness
would be.

Allow for vehicular use, but not chainsaw use.

Would protect the wilderness/backcountry setting but allow for volunteers to use chainsaws for trail
maintenance. It already takes 2 weeks to open the trails each year using chainsaws; access would be
further delayed if wilderness.
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Profanity/Public Rationale for Back ntry Non-motorized—Contin X
A Backcountry Non-motorized designation is adequate protection, and allows for changes without an act of
Congress

Ensures protection for important historic sites such as historic mining claims and old cabins.

Old Stage Coach Road is used by horse-drawn vehicles that would be prohibited in wilderness. Old Stage
Coach Road was the original Washington State Highway 1. Allow snowmobile use on Old Stage Coach
Road. Consider making area north of Old Stage Coach Trail wilderness, and leaving the area to the south as
Backcountry Non-motorized.

Wilderness could interfere with adjacent property rights.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

The area lacks wilderness characteristics due to human alterations. Noise is heard from nearby roads.
Large diverse area that should be open to all types of recreational use; hiking, mountain biking, OHV use,
snowmobile use. Diverse use will draw more tourism and have a greater economic benefit. The area offers
opportunities for new trails.

Open Old Stage Coach route to OHV and snowmobile use, but not passenger cars and pick-up trucks. Open
Old Stage Coach Road to all motorized uses. Mechanized equipment is needed to maintain the Old Stage
Coach Road.

Backcountry Motorized would improve access for fire suppression efforts. Construct fire roads along top of
the Kettle Crest that are managed for non-motorized recreation.

Provide a healthy watershed by managing towards old growth timber stands and not allowing for fire in the
landscape.

Address forest health issues.

Manage for OHV use to accommodate needs of disabled visitors.

Keep options open for future generations.

More affordable to maintain springs, water sources, and trails than wilderness.

Wilderness precludes fire control, weed control, and limits a grazing tax break.

Concern that wildlife migration corridors should be viewed at a local scale, and not on the scale of Yukon to
Yellowstone.

Wilderness is limited to a few people.

The area has already been rejected twice by Congress for wilderness consideration.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Allow for motorized and non-motorized use with minimal developments. Allow for snowmobile use.
Open Old Stage Coach Trail to motorized use to allow access by disabled persons and to provide an
east/west route for OHV use across the Kettle Crest.

The existing human alterations in the area fit a Recreation Special Interest Area rather than wilderness.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Maintenance of trails and stock improvements would be less expensive than if designated wilderness. Would
allow for maintenance of the Pacific Northwest Trail with chainsaws.

Preservation and maintenance of the Columbia Mountain Lookout would be less expensive.

Would allow for fuel reduction projects.

Would allow for improvement of lynx habitat, which is currently in poor condition due to lack of timber stand
treatments.

The Taylor Ridge jeep trail needs to be added to the map.

The area has "good" qualities, but not the "outstanding" qualities associated with wilderness.
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PWA: QUARTZITE

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Compared to other PWAs, this one is close to Spokane and easily accessible from Highway 395. This
would allow for environmental education about Wilderness.

Existing uses in the PWA are compatible with wilderness.

Economic benefits from increased tourism in Chewelah, and increased use of 49 Degrees North Ski Area.
Backcountry skiing opportunity accessible from 49 Degrees North Ski Area.

Area has a unique old growth western red cedar grove and hemlock stands that would be protected by
wilderness designation.

Wilderness designation enhances the views / scenery as seen from 49 Degrees North Ski Area, Betts
Meadow, and other points.

Wilderness would provide good habitat for goshawk and great grey owl.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

More management flexibility than wilderness designation.

More options for people to experience a wilderness-like experience without as many restrictions (party-size,
mode of travel) as wilderness.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Allows motorized use and access to the area, including snowmobile use.

Level of solitude is affected by shape, size, and nearby communities and roads; making this less of a
candidate for wilderness designation than other PWAs.

Would offer more access and options for treating the fuels, forest health improvement for wildlife habitat,
allowing more options for fire suppression access than wilderness designation.

Would offer a place near Spokane, easily accessible, for environmental interpretation.
Would benefit the economy of the local area.

Would protect the red cedar grove.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Fits with the current uses of the area.

Would allow both motorized and non-motorized use.

Would protect the cedar grove by allowing motorized access for treatments
Would allow fire protection for the community and fire prevention activities.

Economics.

Public Rational to Manage As Is

Nothing offered by public.
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PWA: SOUTH HUCKLEBERRY

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Could link to other Kettle Crest areas. Provides for solitude and wilderness quality recreation opportunities
especially from the Lake Ellen side. Close to developed sites.

Would protect a low elevation setting with vegetation that is not well represented in the National Wilderness
Preservation System including aspen stands and dry forest.

Would provide for backcountry hunting.

The scenery is excellent.

Would displace only 3 miles of 4-wd trail.

Low suitability for grazing. Allotments are currently vacant in a large portion of the area.

Habitat for mule deer, American marten, wolverine, and lynx is excellent. Part of a lynx analysis area.
Provides an important east-west wildlife migration corridor.

Protect watershed.

Protect cultural sites.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Would offer a wilderness-like setting without wilderness designation. Provides good fishing and hunting
opportunities.

Low use and few trails.

Important for protecting wildlife corridors.

Nearby sounds diminish a wilderness setting.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Allows for a variety of management tools.

Provide for existing limited 4-wd and ATV use on several trails.

Would facilitate management of grazing allotments.

Best designation for interface with private lands.

Better access for managing fire.

Consider combination of backcountry motorized with other management allocations.
The area does not offer solitude expected of a wilderness setting.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Would allow for continued use of 4-wd trail.

Would provide a recreation setting close to developed areas.
Manage fire risk and fuels near homes.

Low elevation setting.

Best choice for aligning with Ferry County planning goals.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Manage fire risk and fuel loadings due to high portion of WUI (75%).

Current motorized use cannot be replaced. This is only one of five 4-wd trails on the Colville NF. Would
allow for current use and access.

Create new non-motorized ftrails.

Popular hunting area for Colville Tribe. Also important area for local residents who are not tribal members,
and thus don't have recreational access to tribal lands.

Use is heavy.

Deer summer range and remaining old growth stands need vegetative treatment for sustainability.
Lodgepole pine stands are in need of vegetative treatment.

Opportunity to reopen vacant cattle allotment. Currently only 23% of area is in an active allotment.

Integration Workshop Summary, November 22, 2008 Page 30 of 40



APPENDIX 2 — FOREST SERVICE SYNTHESIS TABLE

Allow for historic and traditional uses that are part of heritage.
Wolverine habitat would benefit from vegetative treatment.

No capability as wilderness due to factors such as small size.
Better economic value.
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PWA: THIRTEENMILE

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Would add low elevation ecosystem to the National Wilderness Preservation System, including
ponderosa pine stands.

Compared to other PWAs, this area has excellent opportunities for solitude and not affected as
much by light pollution

To protect the substantial old growth in area and the wetlands.

It is part of a large area made up of the 3 PWAs (Cougar Mountain, Thirteen Mile, and Bald
Snow). Connecting all three would make a viable and cohesive wilderness. There are trails
connecting all three offering multi-day backpacking. Thirteenmile Trail is an outstanding hiking
recreation feature.

Ridge tops offer views of Kettle Range and Okanogan Highlands

Area has 3 proposed Research Natural Areas.

There is unique and interesting geology and geologic features.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

This area has better access than some other PWAs.

This would protect wetlands, provide solitude, and best manage the trail system that is present
now.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Would allow for noxious weed management.

From this area, you can see roads and logging activity, hear vehicles, see a tree farm; so it is
more suited to this option.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Nothing provided by public.

Public Rational to Manage As Is

Leave as is.
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PWA: TWIN SISTERS

Public Rationale for Wilderness

Provides an opportunity to link trails to the Kettle Crest. Connect to other PWA's.

Recreation setting offers superior views, hiking, and hunting.

Provide comparable 4-wd motorized trails elsewhere to address displacement of motorized use. Motorized
routes may be closed anyways due to wildlife concerns.

Protect viewshed of Kettle Crest.

Offers diverse wildlife and superior wildlife habitat. Protect east-west wildlife migration corridor and north-
south migratory bird corridor.

Integral as unroaded core of Kettle Range.

Supports the NEWFC proposal.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Non-motorized

Protect uniqueness of area.

Could support if grazing use is allowed.

Could support if 4x4 trails are also allowed.

There are enough motorized opportunities elsewhere.

Public Rationale for Backcountry Motorized

Most challenging 4-wd trail on Colville NF. This existing use has been established for a long time and is the
dominant use of the area. Motorized use and wildlife can co-exist.

The area offers dispersed camping.

Existing use doesn't meet Wilderness Act criteria for outstanding solitude and primitive recreation. Noise
from motorized use and nearby roads detracts from a wilderness setting.

The area has human habitation. Trapper cabins.

Retain the option to manipulate wildlife habitat.

Extensive woodcutting in this area diminishes a wilderness setting and would not be allowed if made
wilderness.

The entire area is in a cattle allotment. Allowing for motorized use improves economic feasibility of managing
the allotment.

Public Rationale for Recreation Special Interest Area

Management options are well suited to Twin Sisters.

Best 4-wd trail on the Colville NF and more 4-wd opportunities are needed. 40% of the 4-wd trail miles on
the forest are in this PWA.

Public commitment to provide good OHV trails in this location. Works well to provide multiple use recreation
opportunities.

Best choice for aligning with Ferry County planning goals.

Public Rationale to Manage As Is

Grazing and motorized uses support the local economy.

Provide access for as many people as possible.

Allow current uses.

Intensify management of the area by requesting more financial resources.

Public Rationale to Manage as 1/2 Motorized and 1/2 Non-Motorized

Allows for current uses.

Could support a wilderness recommendation if equally challenging 4-wd drive opportunities could be provided
elsewhere.
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APPENDIX A:

POSSIBLE MANAGEMENT OPTIONS
For protection of roadless/semi-primitive character

Recommended for
Wilderness:

Preserve wilderness character

New road construction not allowed
Primitive recreation is allowed. Motorized and
mechanized recreation may continue until
wilderness designation.

Facilities are minimal and provided only for
resource protection.

Timber harvest would only occur when essential for
controlling introduced insects and disease or to
restore habitat for listed species. Prescribed fire
may be used to restore ecosystem structure and
function.

Backcountry Non-
motorized

Mostly undeveloped & natural in appearance
New road construction not allowed
Non-motorized recreation is allowed, motorized
recreation not allowed

Facilities are limited, little to no developed
opportunities

Management of activities is low, vegetation
manipulation is limited

Backcountry
Motorized

Mostly undeveloped & natural in appearance
Temporary roads are allowed, system road
construction not allowed

Motorized & non-motorized recreation is allowed
Facilities & other developments are limited
Management of activities is low to moderate,
vegetation manipulation may occur

Special Interest
Areas

Limited areas of national forest system lands may
have outstanding special attributes (such as a
recreation activity) that merit special management.
Managed to emphasize recreation and other
specific related values.

Mostly undeveloped & natural in appearance.
Temporary roads are allowed, system road.
construction not allowed

Motorized & non-motorized recreation is allowed
Facilities & other developments are limited.
Management of activities is low to moderate,
vegetation manipulation may occur if identified in
area management plan.
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[The facilitators developed the management scenario below as a tool to help frame the small
group discussions. The scenario was based on a synthesis of comments gathered from
comments gathered from the previous workshops.]

Wilderness Backcountry Non- Backcountry Motorized
Motorized
Abercrombie-Hooknose Profanity Owl Mountain
Hall Mountain Deer Creek S. Huckleberry
Harvey Creek Cougar Mountain Quartzite
Hoodoo Thirteenmile Twin Sisters
Bald Snow Jack Knife

Orange Group

OPTION X-WHAT WORKS FOR YOU? WHY? (by PWA)

Cooperation w/cons. comm. allows for support for active mgt. in other areas

Abercrombie.-terrain meets wilderness crit. Harvesting diff. due to extreme terrain

All PWAs: wildness as a criteria for wilderness

Security of wilderness for conservation

860 K acres of multiple use activities not designated PWAs

Profanity: whole top of Kettle Crest Trail international/national recog=economic value.
0 High elevation-timber value low-low regen.

OPTION X-WHAT WOULD YOU CHANGE? WHY? (by PWA)

[Abercrombie-Hooknose]

Aberc.: motorized tools-access
Backcountry non-motorized-existing doesn’t meet criteria of wild.
AB:-discussion of redelineation of boundaries for grazing/harvesting
AB:-discussion re: snowmobile trails/routes in certain portions

Profanity

Powerlines, vehicles, sounds-not high value-does not meet wilderness criteria

SPECIFIC STICKING POINTS (by PWA)

We continually get together as a group without getting off the sticking points.
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Security of cattle ranchers
Ability to manage for fire
“does not meet the criteria”-personal opinion. Not everyone agrees on what that means.

Profanity

Grazing, need chainsaws & access

Stage coach road is open for horse-drawn vehicles

Has high wilderness value. Feels the most like wilderness of all PWAs
Has some of the best grazing avail.

Blue Star Group
OPTION X-WHAT WORKS FOR YOU? WHY? (by PWA)

Agree: grazing statement (pg. 3) needs to be deleted or reworded

OPTION X-WHAT WOULD YOU CHANGE? WHY? (by PWA)

Abercrombie-H., Harvey and Hall Mtn. need to be discussed again because of bias at the
Cusick workshop (statement was made by an individual and not the group)

All should be PWAs that would take the least management possible

Opposite [of above statement] should be true

Clarify that Nov. 30 isn’t the deadline—actively set a date

SPECIFIC STICKING POINTS (by PWA)

Common to all: legal origin of IRAs/P. Wilderness Areas & limitation of 4 options
Question: what happens if the definition of “road” changes?

County-wide fire plans & identified WUIs—cannot designate wilderness in Owl Mtn.,
Jackknife, Hoodoo, S. Huckleberry, Bald Snow, Cougar

FS used 1.5 mi. as area-WUI

Bald Snow: access to grazing permit on Colville Reservation—need for gov't to gov't
agreement

Yellow Group
OPTION X-WHAT WORKS FOR YOU? WHY? (by PWA)
Note: These comments do not represent group agreement or imply something beyond the stmnt.

Profanity as BCNM.
All BCM & BCNM in this option.

OPTION X-WHAT WOULD YOU CHANGE? WHY? (by PWA)
Note: these comment do not represent group agreement or imply something beyond the stmnt.

Cougar Mtn., 13 Mile should be wilderness and should be added to Bald Snow to make a
large area

Profanity should be wilderness due to size and protection of multiple resources
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Change Quartzite to BCNM at a minimum or wilderness-currently non-motor.
Change Quartzite to RSIA. In conflict with 2006-2007 agreement

Another one interested in RSIA for Quartzite

Twin Sisters-split b/t BCM & BCNM-already in place

Profanity-keep grazing portion as SPNM

All PWAs in Pend Oreille County in support of local gov’t stance

On west side, none meet 1964 criteria

Hoodoo-change to BCM because it is the least restrictive

SPECIFIC STICKING POINTS (by PWA)
All PWAs:

In this narrow context, all areas should be wilderness, definitely willing in compromise
in a larger context

Do not support wilderness because you cannot manage for forest health, fire, WUI,
insect, grazing, mining

Wilderness designation limits future mgmt options

Wilderness limit access for too many

This process does not include the general public across the country
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Comment

Stakeholders have something to gain or lose (fear of confiscation of rights) and
compensation should be considered when resolving conflicts

Consider permitting process for responsible ATV use

Supports process being used by FS in selecting “best suited”

OPTION X-WHAT WORKS FOR YOU? WHY? (by PWA)

[No comments recorded]

OPTION X-WHAT WOULD YOU CHANGE? WHY? (by PWA)

1)
2)
3)

4)

A-H—BCNM. Want to use chainsaw to clear trails
A-H—RSIA (nat’l rec area-still use mtn. bikes, chainsaws)
Hall Mt.-B BCNM
Want snowmobile use?
Cabin access
WUl
Think BCM trail use could be negotiated elsewhere. May be able to resolve need for
motorized trails in PWAs by relocating.

SPECIFIC STICKING POINTS (by PWA)

Think that many, if not all, of these areas aren’t “capable” by Wilderness Act standards
Nat'| Rec designations don’t prevent timber harvest

“Wilderness-type” designation while providing for some “necessary” mechanized uses
Making administrative decisions more solid

Could support A-H BCNM if “[protections” could be more “permanent”

Recognition of whole picture of forest

Hoodoo-based on status of motorized use-uncertain if motorized uses allowed

Smiley Face Group
OPTION X-WHAT WORKS FOR YOU? WHY? (by PWA)

Would support SIA for Kettle Crest, P. [Profanity], BS [Bald Snow], Cougar, 13 [Thirteen
Mile]

W. areas shown—agree

Agree with what's shown Opt. X-BCM/non except for Bald & Hoodoo, SIA but prefer
BCNM

No W [wilderness] AC Hook [Abercrombie Hooknose] because of size.

Harvey SIA/BCNM-not w [wilderness]

Agree Cougar & Thirteen Miles-it would work

Agree those as W-but rest as BCM/Moto don’t work

Those shown as BCM works

Quartzite should be “W” [Wilderness]/Twin Sisters should be W but maybe able to
compromise with other motorized.

Agree w/Green. Range change to BCNM

Ok w/a lot of non-motorized shown
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Put shown W [Wilderness] back to BCNM

Agree w/ having rec. access/rec. might not support w/ shown/SIA alternative
AB, Hoodoo, Bald ok as W [Wilderness]

Okay w/ motorized as shown

Bald ok as W [Wilderness]

Don’t agree w/ those shown as “W” [Wilderness]—prefer as is or SIA or BCNM

OPTION X-WHAT WOULD YOU CHANGE? WHY? (by PWA)

Would make Profanity & Twin as W [Wilderness]-concern for level of protection

Would change Cougar/13 [Thirteen Mile]/Bald [Bald Snow] as W [Wilderness]-one unit.
o Wildlife access, roads issue, w. mgmt.

Change those shown as “W” [Wilderness]-keep as current mgmt.

Hoodoo/Bald as SIA-good access . Would give flexibility to manage/adapt for rec

needs.

Harvey Creek- snowmobile-allow BCM/BCNM

Would like to have Profanity split S.-non [motorized]/n.-motorized. Rd. near Bldr. Creek

Like idea for SIA for a lot of it/flexibility to manage impact use/rotate. Would be challenge

to
o Economic

Quartzite-either W [Wilderness] or BCNM, needs trails

Bald Snow @ Snowpeak-make NM [non-motorized] rather than W [Wilderness]. Rest is
Wilderness.

SPECIFIC STICKING POINTS (by PWA)

Bald [Snow]-don’t include cabin in “W” [Wilderness]. Trail would be loop opportunity.
0 Being able to access the cabin/provide more motorized access.

Bald Snow-Cabin access, would like to keep. Allow more uses (if not open to all

motorized uses—make W [Wilderness] & destroy cabin.

PWA boundaries-artificial

The grouping of Profanity, Bald Snow, 13 [Thirteen Mile], Cougar (1 block) most

important as a block as W [Wilderness]-habitat, presentation

Agree to the above & Twin Sisters should be considered as part of that block.

Side discussion: if you could protect the cream of crop for your top PWA: Which one?

If you could only “protect” your top, what [would it be] & why?

Kettle Crest-should be BCNM (not W [Wilderness]. Similar to reason as ones shown as

yellow.
0 It has good, broken up access all around
0 South Huckleberry-motorized, historic use, access
o Twin Sisters-challenging
0 Kettle Crest “block” wi/trail access (Profanity, Bald Snow, Thirteen Mile, Cougar)
o0 Would support SIA for Kettle Crest.

OPTION X-WHAT WORKS FOR YOU? WHY? (by PWA)

Profanity as BCNM
BCM for 4 areas (Owl, Jackknife, S. Huckleberry & Twin Sisters) near Kettle Crest
Only trails 4wd enter forest
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o Different from other place in country/scenery

OPTION X-WHAT WOULD YOU CHANGE? WHY? (by PWA)

Kettle Crest/Profanity area-all BCNM except for Stage Road as motorized
Route of N. Rec Trail-reason for Wilderness @! Profanity/Twin Sisters (all 6 areas-Bald
Snow, 13 Mile, Hoodoo, Cougar)
Quartzite-Wilderness or BCNM because of wildlife refuge, escapism. Elk specifically.
Owl, Jackknife, S. Huckleberry, Twin Sister be Wilderness.

0 Views of KC [Kettle Crest]

0 Protect E-W, N-W wildlife migration

0 Maintenance of trail system (roads in area) on KC so don’t want wilderness,

BCNM would be OK since it allows chainsaw

SPECIFIC STICKING POINTS (by PWA)

Except for Salmo Priest Adj, none of PWAs qualify for wilderness
No PWA designated as BCM, as a minimum PWA should be BCNM, prefers Wilderness
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