





I: ACCESS AND THE PAYETTE NATIONAL FOREST TRAVEL PLAN

| understand that the formal comment period on the Travel Plan is expected to be more or less
the month of May and this is approximately what we currently plan to comment.

Our primary concern is to preserve our existing and historical access which has been i) by a 1%
mile trail from the end of Three Mile Road (Road 50673 Hamilton Bar) along the west side of
the South Fork and then crossing to the ranch by bridge (washed out some years ago) and by
cable car (recently removed to the ranch side for liability concerns while the ranch was
unoccupied); ii) by four-wheel drive road from the north (Davis Ranch Road) along the east
side of the South Fork (this road is currently “temporarily” closed to motorized vehicles because
of washouts and downed trees following extensive burns on the adjacent Forest Service lands);
and iii} by helicopter or light fixed wing aircraft when weather and smoke permit.

All three of these means of access are crucial o us. The Three Mile Road and 1'% miles of trail
provide our primary routine access for ourselves, visitors and work crews (for general
enjoyment and use of our property and for cleanup, restoration and fuel management} as well
as our only practical emergency access in or out when weather or smoke prevent flying. The
Davis Ranch Road provides the only reasonably practical way to bring in heavy supplies,
materials and equipment. Flying access, weather permitting, is important for emergencies and
for general access as economics allow.

We will oppose any change in designation of the two ground access routes that might degrade
or limit present or future accessibility to our property. We oppose changing the length or
designation of the Three-Mile Road (12-17). This, in conjunction with 12 miles of trail, is our
only practical general access to the ranch. Closing the road at Hamilton Bar, as may be
proposed in Alternative “E”, would more than double the already significant length of the
walking portion of that access. Changing the designation of this road from four-wheel to two-
wheel/walking access would not resuit in significant economic savings and would not
appreciably affect the water/habitat quality of the adjacent and downstream river habitats. The
only appreciable consequence would be substantial degradation of public accessibility to public
and private lands.

We will oppose changing the designation of the road in from the north {Davis Ranch Road) to
two-wheel motorized trail (12-2). This is our only practical access for heavy supplies, materials
and equipment. Even though it is currently designated as a four-wheel drive road closed to
motorized vehicles for safety reasons, public or private funds may become available in the
future for its repair and restoration. We believe that a change to two-wheel motorized
designation would make its eventual return to-four-wheel access even more difficult than it
currently seems. The washouts and the temporary closure for safety reasons were a direct
result of dubious Forest Service fire management policy and budget priorities which precluded
its repair and maintenance. To use this as an excuse to further curtail public access to and
enjoyrment of Forest Service and private lands would be unconscionable. Not all of your
constituents are able-bodied hikers or motorcyclists. Some are too cld, some are disabled and
some just may not be comfortable hiking or riding a motorcycle. This does not mean that they
should be denied reasonable access to a presumably public resource or private land within it.
Far and away the majority of public lands are accessible only by hiking or motorcycle or



horseback riding. It would be unfair and unreasonable to further curtail accessibility.
Designation as a two-wheel motorized trail is not necessary for its use as a two-wheel
motorized trail. Just as it is now designated as a four-wheel drive road closed to all motorized
vehicles for safety reasons, it could, even though designated as a four-wheel drive road,
conceivably be limited, on an interim basis, to two-wheel motorized vehicles but closed to four-
wheel motorized vehicles for safety reasons.

In summary, we will oppose adoption of any of the proposed changes in designation to the
roads north and south of the Willey Ranch. None of the proposed changes are acceptable to
us as all compromise our accessibility. Not only would they degrade our accessibility but alse
the general public’s accessibility to public and private land. Nor would any of these proposed
changes have any material effect on the water quality of the adjacent South Fork and
downstream water habitats.
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Dear Interested Party

The US Forest Service has prepared a revised Environmental Assessment and Draft Decision
Notice for the South Fork Restoration and Access Management Plan. The project includes
numerous actions relating to watershed restoration, motorized and non-motorized access, and
improvements of recreation facilities within the South Fork Salmon River (SFSR) watershed
within a 329,000 acre project area. The selected alternative is a hybrid of the alternatives
presented in the Environmental Assessment, hereafter referred to as the Selected Alternative. The
selected alternative includes one project-level amendment limited to the scope and scale of this
project related to the designation of existing routes as system roads for administrative purposes
in the Krassel Work Center and Reed Ranch Airstrip area. It also includes the decision to issue a
Federal Roads and Trails Act easement to Valley County for 30.3 miles of the South Fork
Salmon River Road (Forest Road 474/674).

The project would be implemented on the Krassel and McCall Ranger Districts of the Payette
Natienal Forest and the Cascade Ranger District of the Boise National Forest. The Responsible
Official is the Forest Supervisor, Payette National Forest. The proposed project is an activity
implementing existing land management plans and is subject to pre-decisional objection process
at 36 CFR 218 Subparts A and B. ‘

The revised Environmental Assessment, Draft Decision Notice, and other project information are
available for review at the project webpage at http://fwww.fs.usda.gov/project/?project=51257
and at the Krassel Ranger District 500 North Mission Street, Bldg 1, McCall, ID 83638,
Hardcopy documents may be made available to interested parties upon request by calling 208-
634-0600.

This project is subject to the objection process pursuant to 36 CFR 218 Subpart B. This project is
not related to the Hazardous Fuels Reduction Act. The Intermountain Regional Forester is the
reviewing officer. The objection filing period is expected to be December 19, 2019 through
February 3, 2020

Objections will be accepted only from those who have previousty submitted specific written
comments regarding the proposed project either during scoping or other designated opportunity
for public comment in accordance with § 218.5(a). Issues raised in objections must be based on
previously submitted timely, specific, written comments regarding the proposed project unless
based on new information arising after designated opportunities. Individual members of
organizations must have submitted their own comments to meet the requirements of eligibility as
an individual. Objections received on behalf of an organization are considered as those of the
organization only. If an objection is submitted on behalf of a number of individuals or
organizations, each individual or organization listed must meet the eligibility requirement of
having previously submitted comments on the project (§ 218.7). Names and addresses of
objectors will become part of the public record.
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