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Introduction

Background andPurpose

6Secretaryilsacksl 81 Ay 3 dz&d (2 SELI YR 28N YABRYRAY | VIRINP
addressing restoratiorillhrough our State and Private Forestry programs, we have the

responsibility to provide support and assistance to State and private lands, but we need to

expand our efforts to ensure that we are using allltd USDA and other federal programs to

address restoration issues across broader landscdf@est and grassland health, wildfire,

water quality, and wildlife connectivity are issues that have never stopped at the boundaries of

the National Forest SysteitWe now have the support to better address these issues across the
landscape; landscapes that are large enough to make a differencdomTidwell,USDA

Forest Servic€hief

The United States Department of Agriculture (USB#gst Service provides funding and other
support to states for programs to improve the health, productivity, déeeind extent of state,
private and urban forests. The programs this funding suppoitsluding Forest Health,

National Fire Plan, Forest Stewardshipban and Community Forestr€onservation Education

and Forest Legatyare referred to as State and Paite Forestry Programs. The 2008 Farm Bill
FYR I GNBRSaAayé¢ 2F {GF GS dtjaReadh Bitadlevieldp aC 2 NB a i N.
Statewide Assessment of Forest Resources and accompadigatayvide ForesResource

Strategy across all ownerships as quigite to receive federal funding. The primary purpose is
development of a plan that will guide State and Private Forestry investments in Idaho to ensure
that federal resources focus on landscape areas with the greatest opportunity to address
shared prioities and achieve measurable outcomes.

This help landowners and managers in Idaho better recognize and support opportunities to
work together through partnerships and collaborative projects, leveraging limited resources to
increase suwess on a landscape scale. As suchstlagée Assessment and Resource Strategy are
not intended to be policy or management direction for landowners or managers, to replace
existing plans or to identify all the issues and strategies any landowner or mamaggrfeel

most critical on the lands they manage.

Statewide Assessment of Forest Resources

The Statavide Assessment of Forest Resour¢8aFRis a geospatial analysis of forest
conditions and trends in Idaho. Th#aho SAFRlentifies seven main issigaffecting ldaho
forestlands(threats andpotential benefits). Threats includi®resthealth decling
uncharacteristiavildfire, and developmentpressureandrecreation inundesignatecareas.
Potentialbenefits includesustainable wod-basedforestresouice markets,water quality &
quantity, air quality, andwildlife habitat and hodiversity. Statewide data and local knowledge
identified areasin Idahowherethreats and benefits pointed to the highest need for investment
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and work. These areas of multiplerccerns and potential benefits were designatedPasrity
LandscapéAreas and include urbamural, and wildlandurbarrinterface (WUI)ands.

Statewide Forest Resource Strategy

The Statavide ForestResource StrategysFRS3% a longterm, comprehensivegoordinated
strategy for investing state, federal, and leveraged partner resources. It addresses the issues
and priority landscape areas identified in the Steitde Assessment.

Together, theSAFRnd SFRill provide focus for landowners, agenciesllaborativegroups
and partnership effortas they identify projects and activities to reduce thretat, and increase
the benefits of L R | Rofes¥ands From communitesto rural forestlandsfocusing work in
the highest priority areas allows leveiagof funds and coordination across ownerships as a
highly effective way to address the most critit@lest resourcassues in Idahat a scalevhere
significant positive changecan be realized

Process

Idaho Department of Land$DL) led the effort to eévelop a comprehensive SAFR and
accompanying SFRS through a collaborative process invoiyiresentatives from federalnd
state agencies;ounties,non-governmentalorganizationsprogram and advisory councils,
tribes, interest groupsand private citiens.Two primary teams werdormed to craft the SAFR
and SFR% broad stakeholder grouistakeholdersand a smaller core teaifCore Team) made
up of a cross section of the Stakeholders.

The Core Team collected and analyzed data, interviewed managefaratmwvners, and

brought together information to develop the draft and fireAFRlocuments. The Stakeholders
helped steer the process, reviewed the work of the core team, and provided comments,
suggestionsand guidance throughout the process. Developmeinthe SFR8volved several
video-conference meetings with agency and partner personnel flioenSAFRdentified Priority
Landscape Area®uring these meetings, the Core Team shared information frons#eRand
asked the local representatives to furthemaracterize the issues and conditions of the area and
share plans and strategies they felt wehe most important for these areas. The Core Team
synthesized the information and, working with the Stakeholddesielopeda cohesivdive year
strategy forldaho.

It is imperative to recognize that tHeFR$® an iterative documerdnd a dynamic process

Resources and priorities/olve asiew informationbecomes availabland conditionst y L Rl K2 Q&
forests changeThis document will be updated periodicallyredlect adjustnentsand remain

relevant and useful.
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Chapterl

State and Private Forestry Programs
LRIFK2Qa aidlFldS YR LINAGFGS F2NBada |
stewardship and sustainability. Encompassing nearly a quarter of the vast
flyRAOILIS 2F LRIFIK2Qa F2NBadax adl 9
as clean air, clean water, wildlife habitat, outdoor recreation, and a majority of
GKS adlrisSQa ¢22R adzlLx &o

SN SR

LINK G |

The State and Private Forestry (S&PF) organization of thedseSt Bervice Redesigning
provides funding and other assistance to states to help ensure that forest

landowners have the best technical, educational, and financial assistance available to help them
achieve their objectives in an environmentatlgneficial wayFedeal investment leverages the
capacity of state forestry agencies and their partners to manage state and privateteatds
produce ecological, social and economic benefits for all of us. S&PF reaches across the
boundaries ohationalforests tostates, tribes, communities and nemdustrial private
landowners As US Departmertf Agriculture SecretaryTom Vilsack stated in his vision of the
Forest ServicejThe threats facing our forests don't recognize property boundaries. So, in
developing ashared vision around forests, we must also be willing to look across property
boundariesln other words, we must operate at a landscegmle by taking adall-lands
approaché

Regardless of ownership, forests across the country are experiencing significant challenges to
ecosystem health: tree mortality is on the rise due to disease and invasive pests; wildfire
continues tomcrease in size and intensity; ecosystems struggle to adapt to climate change
disturbances; and forests are being permanently converted tofooest uses at a rate of 1

million acres per yeaReople & alsoimpactedas woodbasedlocaleconomies suffer,

declining forest health impacts recreati@mdtourism, and the benefits forests provide to

society areeroded.In this modern era, there is also a feeling some people are becoming more
discomected to forests. The strategy addresses hibith ecological and social issues

surrounding forestryn Idaho.

| 2y OSADPSR AYEéHARATE %8 R ESEBRRAHSInpOVINg thel akilityyto
identify the greatest threats to forest sustainability and accomplish meaningful change in high
priority areasand across all land3heUSDAForest Service and the National Association of
State Foresters are applying progresso@mpetitive stategies to a portion of th&&PF
allocation. This approach helps to address current forestry opportunities and challengles-on
ground while demonstrating the value of a public investment in state and private landscapes.

The 2008 Farm Bill codified the maomponents of Redesign into law by amending the
Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act. The three national thertemserve Working Forest
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Landscapes, Protect Forests from Harm, and Enhance Public Benefits From Trees and Forests
are now set in law as natiahpriorities and the Statevide Assessments and Strategies are
required andcentral forS&PF program delivent the state level

In Idaho, theDLis the agency that administers tl&&PFprograms. These include Forest
Stewardship, Forest Health, UrbandaCommunity Forestry, Forest LegaCgnservation
Educatiorandthe National Fire Plan. This document fulfills theuiegments of the 2008 Farm
Billand will guide these programs for the next five yearshért description of eacls&PF
program in ldahdollows:

Forest Stewardship Program

The purpose of the Forest Stewardship Prog(&®Pjs to promote the longerm stewardship

of nonindustrial private forestlands by assisting landowners in more actively managing their
forest and related resources. Indko,the IDL administers this program collaboratively with
state and private partners. The IdaR&Rprovides assistance to owners of foreand where

good stewardship, including agroforestry applications, will enhance and sustain thtelomg
productivity of multiple forest resources. Special attention is given to landowners in high
priority forest resourceareasas well aghose in the easl stages of managing their land using
multi-resource stewardship principles. The program provides landowners hatprofessional
planning and technical assistance they need to keep their land in a productive and healthy
condition. The Idaho FSP promotes forestland owner participation in the development of
Landowner Forest Stewardship Plans (LE8PIs¥oresters assti landowners with developing
these management planghich arean important first step in practicing sound silviculture.
Within the Idaho FSP, IDL, in cooperation with other state partners, delivers multie in

field educational sessions for landowseand land managers, focusing on issues and problems
that can be responded to with apppoate stewardship activitieS'he planning assistance
offered through the Idaho FSP also provides landowners with enhanced access to other USDA
fundingassistance, atservation programsand forest certification programs.

Usingafived S NJ LI | yY Ay 3 K2 N IwldgAssessinentSoRForasyResoRrte& 2 Q &
and the Statevide Forest Resurce Strategy, the Idaho FSP relies on the Idaho Forest

Stewardship Commige (IFSAC) to act in an advisory capacity to assist in proper delivery of
assistance and educational programs. IDL recognizes this committee as an important advisory
group for all service forestryfierts, including the Idaho Forest Legacy Program.

ForestHealth Program

The purpose of théDLForest Health Program (FHP) is to protect and preserve forest resources
and watersheds from forest insect and disease peslsle enhancing the production and
stability of forests, forest industyyand forest recredabn values. When outbreaks oc¢urHP

L"{s51 Cc2NBald {SNBAOSO® Hamn® G{GFraGS YR tNAGIFGS C2NBai
http://www.fs.fed.us/spf/redesign/index.shtml
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will lead contol efforts as needed and appropriate Whenever possible, this is accomplished
cooperatively with privatéorestowners and federgbartners

Toachievethese mandates, the principal activities of thelPprogram are prevention,
detection, evaluation, controbnd possibly eradication of fest insect and disease pests.
Assistance may be technical and/or financial. The program works across largldcaperural
to urban forest settingsForest healths keyto maintaining forestghat areresilient to fireand
changes in climatehat protect and enhancwvildlife habitat and that contribute tdhuman
health. TheSAFR and SFRS identifyrent forest health threats and will guideHPefforts for
the nextfive years. The program will also remain flexibl@rderto respond to newnsect and
disease outbreakasthey occur.

Forest Legacy Program

The Forest Legacy Program (EL&®Jederal program in partnership with statesupports state
efforts to protect eavironmentally important forestlands. The IdaRtPprovides federal

funding to purchase conservation easements on private lands that might otherwise be
developed and converted to neforest uses. Designed to promote the protection of privately
owned foreslandsand keep these forests productive for prodsend other benefits FLP is an
entirely voluntary program. To maximize the public benefits it achieves, the program focuses on
the acquisition of development rights on privately owned forestlands. For those landowners
wishing to participate in the program, FLP alloksS Y (2 OF LJidzNB LI NI 2 7F
Gl £ dz§S¢ 2F i KS A NArdturnyassuranéeihiat$he tiBsDebdi vl xeyhain a

working forest foreverThe ldaho FLP encourages and supports acquisition of conservation
easements Thesdegally binding greements transfer a negotiated set of property rights from

the landowner to the State of Idaho without removing the property from private ownership.
Most Idaho FLP conservation easements restrict development, require sustainable forestry
practices, and mtect other values.

Ranking of Idaho FLP applications is achieved at the state level by a detailed process carried out

by the Forest Legacy Subcommittee, a subcommittee of pertinent interests frohk 8#&C
Additionally, a Legacy Assessment of Need (AddNjdes guidance on the most critical areas
in which to focus efforts. Thgrategy documentoes not eplace the AON, but informs it.
Additional information on the AON and this plan is on pafje

Urban & Community Forestry Program

Urban forests are dyamic ecosystems that provide needed environmental services by cleaning
air and watey helping to control stormwater and conserving energlgese ecosystems add

form, structure, beauty and breathing room to urban design, reduce noise, separate
incompatibleuses, provide places to recreate, strengthen social cohesion, leverage community

NEGAGIFEATFGA2YS YR FRR GNBYSYyR2dza $02y2YAO &

urban population growth is among the top five in the nation, signaling an incredalse impact

May 4, 2010; DRAFT ldaho Statewide Forest Resource Strategy for review and comRaaydsl of 86



that comes with this growtland the opportunity to address these issues in gartpreserving
enhancingand managindgree canopy.

The Urban and Community Forestry Program (UCF) focuses on the stewardship of urban natural
resources and providdaschnical, educationabnd financial assistance to local governments,
organizations and others to maximize the value, function and health of the urban forest
ecosystem. Through these efforthe program encourages and promotes the creation of
healthier,more livable and economically vibrant urban environments across Idaho.

Usingafivee S NJ L) | Yy Ay 3 K2 NRAFROHYSERSME UCE Rrogay relieRdnK 2 Q &
the Idaho Community Forestry Advisory Council (ICFAC) to act in an advisory capasist to as

in proper delivery of the assistance and educational programs. IDL recognizes this committee as
the principle advisory group for urban and community forestry efforts.

Conservation Education Program

The Conservation Educati¢@E)program helps peoplef all ages understand and appreciate

L R WKa&ufabresources and learn how to conserve those resources for future generations.
Through structured educational experiences and activities targeted to varying age groups and
populations,ConservationEducaton enables people to realize how natural resources and
ecosystems affect each other and how resources can be used wisely.

Throughthe CEprogram people develop the critical thinking skills they need to understand the
complexities of ecological problem®nservation Educatioalso encourages people to act on
their own to conserve natural resources and use them in a responsible manner by making
informed decisions.

National Fire Plan

Idaho developed a formal structure and strategy to implemidret National Fe Plan (NFP) in
2001.The ldaho Strategy emphasizes interagency working groughe state and county
levels.The statewide program is led by a National Fire Plan Coordinator jointly funded by the
Forest Service and ldaho Department of Lands.

The IdahdState Fire Plan Working Group (ISFPWG) is a-agdticy collaborative body charged
to assist counties with their County Wildfire Protection PIED®PPand projects, disseminat
information, and oveseeand prioritiZ2 grant assistance programs.

County Widfire Working Groups (CWW@ie composed of county emergency managers and
local, sate, and federal fire managerall 44 counties in Idaho ke CWPPs and mdsave
received and implemented National Fire Plan graN&tional Fire Plan grants are estabéd

for projects that emphasize fire prevention and educatioazérdouduels reduction,
assistance tdirefighters, andvoodybiomassutilization. Additional information on these grant
can be found in Appendix C.
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Incorporating the Forest Legacy Progrénét ! aaSaayvYSydad 27

The Idaho Forest Legacy Program completed a Legacy Assessment of Need (AON) in 2002 and
updated it in 2007The AON, a requirement for states participating in the Forest Legacy
Program, is a detailed analysis of the issues pertinetihé Legacy program and helps prioritize
locations in the state for Legacy project proposals. It incdudgut from many organizations,
agenciesand individualsas well as contributions from@ublic comment period.

The SFRS does not replace the A@tther it informs and compliments iOverlapping eeas of
high priority within both plansdentify where special emphasiwill be made for FLP projects.
However, the SFRsoidentifiesareas where the procurement of conservation easements is
key stratgy, butmaynot be designatedas ahigh priority within the AON. Thesaeas are
nonetheless importantMany agencies, land truster other organizations may have an interest
in protecting these areas for a variety of purposes. The strategies identiftachwihe SFRS are
intended to guide and support these efforts in addition to those in whichRhBparticipates.
The Idaho Forest LegaB®Nis an integral component of this strategy and is incorporated
herein by reference. The AON can be foundioe &

http://www.idl.idaho.gov/forest legacy/legaci.htm.
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Chapter2

Connection to the Stateride Assessment of Forest Resources

The SAFR was developed by the IDL in partnership with maay agencies and organizations.

CKAA |aasSaavySyd Aa | 1Se StSYSyid Ay GKS NBRSa
Forestry Branch and is a requirement within the 2008 Farm Bill for states receiving funding

through the US Forest Service &H-programs. Its purpose is to ensure that federal and state
resources are focused on landscape areas with the greatest opportunity to address shared

priorities and achieve measurable outcomes.

The SAFR provides a geospatial analysis of conditions and tienall forested lands in Idaho.

It delineates rural and urban forest areas that are the highest priority for projects and
investments administered througB&PFprograms. Threats to and benefits from forest

resources were identified by a broad group tdkeholders and form the foundation of the
analysis. This SFRS is the next step in the process and provides strategies to identify activities
and approaches for protection, restoration and enhancement of forest resources in priority
landscapes.

Key Issue$dentified in the SAFR

The issues identified in the SAFR are shown in diagram onl@alytore detailed information
on the data used, data considered but not used, and the models used for eadbssia) issue
and overall assessment are described in thewtoent titledldaho State Assessment of Forest
Resources Final Assessment Repanrtailable online at
www.idl.idaho.gov/bureau/ForestAssist/safr_index.html

Issue: Relative Threat® Forest Health

Forests andirban tree canopietace many different kinds of threats. The purpose of
analyzing this issue is to identify the most significant biological threats. These include forest
insects and diseases that result in tree mortality, oosi (invasive) terrestrial specitdsat

can compromise the health and composition of forest stands, and climate change, which
may modify current ranges of forest species, adding additional stresses to forests. Not only
do stresses from these factors damédgeests, they have an ecological, social and economic
impact as well. They impact markets, recreatiangd wildlife habitat and can exacerbate
uncharacteristic wildfire. The critical areigentified for this issuerepresentwhere these
problems currenthexist or are likely to exist in the near future and where management
activities can minimize threats. Other issues within the SAFR address areas where forests
and tree canopy can help mitigate the causes of some of these threats.
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Issue: Relative Threat t€ommunities and Ecosystems from Uncharacteristic Wildland Fire

Uncharacteristiovildlandfire is defined as an increase in wildfire size, seveaityg
resistance to control compared to that which occurigibr to European settlemeniThe
threat of theseuncharacteristiavildfires has increasedue tofuel accumulationfrom
decades of aggressive fire suppressibime purpose of this issue is to identify communities
and ecosystems dhe greatest riskrom this threat?

Issue: Relative Potential Loss of Damage to Canopy from Development Presspaiad
Recreation in Undesignated Areas.

The intent of this issue is identify areas at greatest risk of conversion from forestland to

other usesspecifically development. Often, forested areas are highly delsif@r home

sites or new subdivisions. With this conversion comes a loss of productive forests, increased
AT RTFANS NAa] (2 LINPLISNI@& a Y2NB K2YSa | NB
eliminate management on adjacent lands. Also important are¢hargas that may be

converted from one housing density to a significantly higher density as this may also lead to

loss of canopy and the benefits it provides.

This issue also identifi¢sose areas Wwere pressure from off road vehicle (ORV) use in

undesigrated areas calead to degradation of forested areas. Such use has increased

erosion, user conflicts, spread of invasive species, damage to cultural sites, disturbance to

wildlife, destruction of wildlife habitat, and risks to public safety. Along withdimd fuels,

invasive speciesnd loss of open space, this issue is one of tlPAS2 NB & (i { TS2NENUO S Q
i K NB Managisgthe areas where impact or potential impact is greatest, in addition to
educational effortswill help alleviate tis threat

Isswe: Relative Potential Benefit to Sustainable Forddased Wood Products Markets

The purpose of this issue is to identify the forested areas most beneficial to existing and
planned mills and biomasstilization facilitiesIn many areas of the state, commitias are
economically and culturally dependent uptorestiands. Tle benefits and products of
forestlandsinclude timbe, biomass, recreation, hunting arfidhing and ecosystem
servicesWhen markets and mills shut down, incentives to manage fer@significantly
diminished, leading to an increaseforest insect and disease infestations, fire yishkd a
decline in overalforest health.

Identified in the assessment are those areas within established distances from existing mills
and existingor planned biomass utilization facilitiesboth within and outside of the state
where treatments can help support the wood products industry.

2¢KS GSNY Gdzy OKE NI} OGSNRAGAO gAfREFYR FTANBE A& dzaSR AYy L
definition in the Forest Service Cohesive Strategy for Protecting People and BigsRésources in a Fadapted
Ecosystem (2000).
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Issue: Relative Potential Benefit td/ater Qualityand Quantityfrom Forests and Canopy

The purpose of this issue isittentify the areaswvhere forests can have the greatest benefit
for water quality and quantityRural forests and urban tree canopffer tremendous value
toward good water quality, aquifer recharge, stormwater mitigation and erosion control.
Water is, in &ct, one of the biggest issues in téest and is important for fish, wildlifand
humans Forestcanopyshadesand cools streamswvhich ismportant for healthyfish

habitat. Leaves of trees intercept rainftlerebylowering the erosive impact of ramn soil.
Roots systems help break up compacted ground while stabilizingvbiih leadsto greater
groundwater recharge, reduced stormwater runoff and associated contaminant loads, and
less erosionThis issue focuses forest management efforts in theasiia greatesheed of
improved water quality anduantity in both rural and urban environments.

Issue: Relative Potential Benefit tAir Quality from Forests and Canopy

The purpose of this issue is tientify the areaswvhere an increase in forests ancé

canopy can have the greatest bendbtair quality.Air quality can be both degraded and
enhanced by forestdVildfires especially large uncharacteristic onesntributea great

deal of particulates (from smoke) and carbon into the air. Communitigsn the airshed

of these fires suffereducedair quality and commensurate health impacts. Certain tree
species are also net producers of eog: volatile organic compounds thexacerbaé

ozone production in urban arealdowever forest canopy can atsabsorb and filter
particulates and pollutants out of the girmproving air quality. Trees sequester carbon and
release oxygenwhich ismportant for mitigating climate change and for human and animal
health. Since temperature is a catalyst for prodantdf volatile organic compounds

(VOCQC) the components of smagthe cooling effect of tree canopy in urban areas can
lower VOQoroduction. By also cooling buildings and thereby lowering energy use, urban
tree canopy can also reduce enempnsumption If enegy isproducedfrom fossil fuels,

this canresult in additional emissions reductions.

Issue: Relative Potential Benefit to Wildlife and Biodiversity

This issue identifies the areas of greatest conservation value for wildlife habitat and plant
and animabiodiversity and where management can enhance these valllgs.issue
highlights areas here forests play a key role in wildlife critical habitat and rgnge
threatened, endangeredand rare fish and wildlife habitaadnd ecologically important plant
communities. Within the context of the SAFRd SFRS, projects proposed within areas of
overall high priorityshould consider activities that will enhance the habitat of the plant,
fish, and wildlife species listed within those areas.
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Development of Priority andscape Areas

Once the final SAFR map was completed, the Core Team looked at the areas of very high, high
and moderately high priority subwatershedsth respect to geographic, ecological, and social
issues as well as other considerations. From thisgss, Priority Landscape Areas (PLAS) were
identified as a way to break the state into smaller, local areas where strategies would most
effectively address identified threats and potential benefits and provide a framework for
multiple complimentary efforts

Idaho State Assessment of Forest Resources Idaho State Assessment of Forest Resources
Final Priority Map Draft Proposed Priority Landscape Areas
OB n Priority Areas

Risks ——»

Low Moderate High

:
g
5

Benefits —————»
Low  Moderate High

LT r—————
Loss than 10" prec,

This s a combined map of Forest Risks & Benefts.

Forest Loss 1o

rojects! y_ASstSAFR_2A _Final_Priority_Map.m«d

Miles \SAFR_2009\Deliverables\Data\Dec_2009\December_17th_Meeting.mxd

First iteration of Priority Landscape Areas drawn from the Final SAFR Map

After further refining, thePLAsverefinalized ashown in the man the following pageThe

key issues from th8 AFRausinghese areas t@ankhigh relative to othes were identified for
eachPLA A series of meetings were heltband the state with local lanchanagement

partners and stakeholders to further identify the key issues and strategies for addressing them.
These issues and strategiesre recorded and are listeid Chapterd.
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Idaho State Assessment of Forest Resources
Priority Landscape Areas

Bonners Ferry

Priority Landscape Areas

- Boise River - Palouse

P coeurd'Alene Basin -~ [l Snake River Complex
- Craig_Camas St Joe_Clearwater
- Eastern Idaho Complex - Teton West Slope

- Hells_Gate - West Central
[ Lemhi_Pahsimeroi B Wood River

North Panhandle Multi-State Collaboration
MT_Bitterroot - -

Disclaimer:

This map has been compiled using the best information
available to the Idaho Department of Lands at the time
and may be updated and or revised without notice.

In situations where known accuracy and completeness
is required, the user has the responsibility to verify the
accuracy of the map and the underlying data sources.

MT— Beaverhead Coeur d' Alene GIS Section

Projection: IDTM NAD83
4/30/2010

"_Yellowstone
Weiser‘

|
Payette

X:\Projects\Foresty_Asst\SAFR_2009\Deliverables\Data\Jan_2010\Regions_28Jan10.mxd Edeyoung 2/10/2009
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Chapter3

D21 f&a FYR {GNG(S3IASa F2NJ LRI K2Qa
The Core Team analyzedch issue identified in the SAFR and identifiedrallgoals and

strategies that would effectively mitigathreats or protectandenhance the bnefits of

forests. Thematrix below is a composite list of the goals and strategies dldaress each

potential threat and benefitThis composite list was then used as a foundatiodescribe the

most importantspecific goals and strategies for eaPhA, which are outlineid Chapter 4The

table on page 21 indicates the issues each of the strategies addresses.

The overall goals and strategies identified by the Core Team are:
Goal 1: Idaho's Forests are diverse dnesilient to climatic changes and other natural
and unique stresses

Inventory & Analysis; Conditions of forest systems are assessed and monitored on the
landscape scalfor sustainability and resilience

Treatments¢ Design stand treatments over lasthpe scale to increase and maintain
vegetation diversity and resiliency over time (urban and rural)

Managed Fire; Use prescribed fire and managed wildfire where appropriate to maintain
the form and function of fireadapted forest ecosystems.

Partnershps ¢ Use collaborative groups and partnerships for landscape scale
stewardship.

Educationc Education leading to understanding and support oéftrhealth goals
and strategies

Goal 2: The ecosystem benefits that Idaho forests provide are identifiedintained
and enhanced

Inventory & Analysig; Conduct inventoy, assessment and madaring to maxmize forest
ecosystem services

Planningg Identify and protect working forests and ecosystem services from
development fragmentation, and degradation

Treatmentsg Actively manage forests fgoods andecosystem services
Education¢ Education leading to understanding and support of ecosystem services

Accesg; Maintain and enhance public aczeand recreation opportunities
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Goal 3: Forestlands with the highst benefits are identified, protected and enhanced

Inventory & Analysis- Identify the highest priority forest areasrfbabitat, forest productivity
and managementyiodiversity, ecosystem benefits, access, and other
benefits.

Economics Create economic conditioribat increase holcand managementalues
over sell values of priority forest areas.

ForestConservationg Use onservation actionso effectively protect and elmance high priority
forestlands.

Goal 4: Forest ecosystems are resilient to human activities (developmestreation,
forest practices, invasive weeds, etc)

Inventory and Analysig Develop systems for early detection, rapid response and enforcement
capacity for early and effective action to minimize adverse impacts to
forestecosystems

Treatments¢ Implement urban and ruraforest practices to mitigate adverse impacts
to forest systemsnd nonitor/adapt.

Educationc Education of target audiences leading to understanding and support of
forestecosystem goals évelopers, ORV operators, planners,
landownes, loggers, realtors, recreationists, others

Regulation/Policy¢ Develop land use rules, ordinances, and/or laws to protect and enhance
forestsand their &osystems services and products

Goal 5: Forestbased wood products markets are economically nabt and
sustainable

Treatments¢ Use a balanced approachforestmanagement to support both market
demand and healthjorests.

Marketing ¢ Develop diversenarkets, labor and product lindtdaho brand}o ensure
competitivenessandresiliencyto globalmarkets

Goal6: Idaho has an integrated framework for implementing the Idaho Statewide
Forest Resource Strategy, which guides project development and
legislative/policy actions. The framework will promote cohesive management
2T LRIFK2Q&a dzNBlyYy FYyR NHzNI £ F2NBadGao

Inventory & Analysis¢ Improve information, identify and fill data gaps, and explore/develop
new tools and strategies for assessing conditions and implementing
projects

Partnershipsg Usea stateworking group to steer and guide implementation of the
overal Statewide ForesResource StrategfsFRSYselocal groups and
partnershipsto develop and implement strategies for individual Priority
Areas. The statewide team and local groups will work together to
develop and implement annual plans and to update 8#RS
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How thegoals andstrategiesand their descriptions from the previous two pagesrrelate to the issues is

shown in this tabg.

ISSUES ADDRESSED
Goals and Strategies Threats Benefits
(2]
3 S
c
= 2 S o 2> > > gi‘ Connecting
| g | 28% ) 2% | 52| § | 32 | peomer
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Inventory & Analysis P P P P P P P
Treatments P P P P P P
Managed Fire P P P P
Partnerships P P P P P P P P
Education P P P P P P P P

Inventory & Analysis P P P P P P
Planning P P P P P P P
Treatments P P P P P P P P
Education P P P P P P P
Access P P P

Inventory & Analysis P P P P P P
Economics P P P P P
ForestConservation P P P P
Inventory & Analysis P P P P P P =)
Treatments P P P
Education P P P P P P P
Regulation/Policy P P P P P P

Marketing P P P
_ Goal 61daho has an intearated framework for implementing the Idaho Statewide Forest Resource Stratec
Inventory & Analysis P P P P P
Partnerships P P P P P P P P
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Performance Measures

The following table identifies which of the three national priorities each strategy addresses, and lists performance niea S&B&
programs. The three National Priorities are:

1. Conserve and Manage Working Forest Landscapes for Multgdues and Uses
2. Protect Forests from Threats

3. Enhance Public Benefits from Trees and Forests

National
Goals & Strategies|  Priority State and Private Forestry Performance Measures
Addressed

Goal 1:Idaho's Forests are diverse and resilient to climatimnges and other natural and unique stresses

Percent of population living in communities with inventories and active forest management plans
Number and percent of communities with a CWPP or equivalent
Acres of forest areas irigh priority areas with an active Forest Stewardship Management Plan

Inventory & Analysis 1&3

Number of acres of forest areas managed sustainably as per a current Forest Management Plan.

Number of acres treated to restore fi@dapted ecosystems that are (1) movedvard desired conditions and (2) maintained in desired
conditions

Total # of acres treated to reduce hazardous fuels on state and private lands through State Fire Assistance

Number and percent of forest acres restore and/or protected from invasive andeniaisects, diseases and plants

Number and percent of population in communities actively managing community trees

Acres and percent of high priority habitat areas where S&PF activities are protecting, conserving and enhancing wiidliféalitht.

Aaes of connected forest resulting from S&PF investments

Acres/percent of priority areas vulnerable to climate change where S&PF activities contribute to resilient forests ae to elimate change
Acres and percent of high priorifgrests treated with prescribefire and mechanical treatment® maintain or restoe to a fire:adaptive state

NRE bR

Treatments All

PlOoNO G MW

Managed Fire All

Acres and percent of high priorifgrests treated with prescribed and natural fire to maintain or restored to aditaptive state

=

Total value of resources leveraged through partnerships (monetary akiddi)
Qualitative: Collaborative group and partnership successestor

Partnerships All

n

Percentage of atisk communities who report increased local suppression capacity via more trained/certified fire fighters and/or crews
Number of people who annually participate in FS and S&PF and state forestry agency environmetaldittegrams and activities

Percent of population within cities served by professional forestry staff

Number of people engaged in environmental stewardship activities as part of an S&PF program

Education All

PwbhPE
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National
Goals & Strategies|  Priority State and Private Forestry Performance Measures
Addressed

Goal 2: The ecosystem benefits that Idaho forests provide &entified, maintained and enhanced

1. Population of communities benefiting from S&PF activities designed to contribute to improved water and air quality
Inventory & AnaIyS|S 3 2. Population of communities benefiting from S&PF activities result in energgecaation
3. Acres and percent of priority watershed areas where S&PF activities are enhancing or protecting water quality and quantity

Plannin g 3 1. Qual?tat?ve: examples of how canopy has _been integrated into _ecosystem management plans (air gnd W_ateeqeaj'yystormwater, etc_.)
2. Qualitative: Landowner Forest Stewardship Plans or Community Forestry Management Plans that identify use of foreststemduassfits
1. Acres and percent of priority watershed areas where S&PF activities ara@nfar protecting water quality and quantity
2. Population of communities benefiting from S&PF activities designed to contribute to an improvement in air quality

T t t 3 3. Population of communities benefiting from S&PF activities that result in energy conservation

reatments 4. Aaes and percent of priority habitat areas where S&PF activities are protecting, conserving, and enhancing wildlife abdeish h
5. Potential carbon sequestered through implementation of forest management practices on private forest lands
6. Qualitative: Devi®p case studies to tell the story of dollars saved per year using strategic tree planting for conservation.
1. Percentage of atisk communities who report increased local suppression capacity via more trained/certified fire fighters and/er crew
2. Number of people who annually participate in FS and S&PF and state forestry agency education activities focusing on sengysteaf

Education 3 fores_ts gnd trees _ _ .
3. Qualitative: examples of how ecosystem benefits are understood and supported Hyprestry stakéolders to address issuesx.: air and
water quality managers, utilities, developers, etc.
4. Increase in canopy cover over public and private lands in communities over time
Access 3 N/A

Goal 3: Forestlands with the highest benefits are identified, protect and enhanced

Inventory & Analysis 1 1. Acres and percent of high priority forest areas identified

Economics 1 N/A

) 1. Annual and cumulative acres of High priority forest ecosystems and landscapes are protected from conversion
Forest Conservation 1 2. Acres angercent of priority habitat areas where S&PF activities are protecting, conserving, and enhancing wildlife and fish habitat
3. Acres of connected forest resulting from S&PF investments
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National
Goals & Strategies|  Priority State and Private Forestry Performance Measures
Addressed

Goal 4:Forest ecosystems are resilient to human activities

Inventory &Analysis 2 1. Qualitative: Examples of how early detection, rapid response (EDRR) has found problems leading to eradication (exanmptghgypdgho)

1. Qualitative: examples of developments following BMPs
Treatments 2&3 2. Qualitative: Integration of BMABto local governmental development policies
3. Acres of land treated per recommendations in CWPPs

1. Number of people who annually participate in FS and S&PF and state forestry agency education activities focusing on sensgsteai
forests and trees

Education 2&3 2. Qualitative: Lower number of forest practices violations

3. Qualitative: Examples of incentives that help reduce adverse impacts from development; communities adopting developntar@sncen
developers that follow BMPs voluntarily because thegognize the benefit to their business

. . 1. Qualitative: Examples of ordinances or policies that protect forestlands from development
ReQU|at|0n/POIICy 2&3 2. Qualitative: Examples of ordinance or policies that codify BMPs

Goal 5:Forestbased wood productsnarkets are economically vibrant and sustainable

1. Number of total jobs (direct, indirect, and induced) sustained or maintained in the economy annually due to S&PF investments.
Treatments 3 2. Qualitative: Develop success stories highlighting job creatioertain.
3. Qualitative: Provide statistics on state/private forestland (especially NIPF) contribution to forest products sector.

Marketing 3 1. Qualitative: Examples of marketing efforts and their impact on forest products markets

Goal 6:ldaho has an integratd framework for implementing the ldaho Statewide Forest Resource Strategy

All 1. Qualitative: Descriptions of new information and tools that have been identified and developed which will aid Idahdimg fiiélintent and

Inventory & AnaIySIS purpose ofS&PF Redesign and these strategies

Partnerships All 1. Many options
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Chapter4

Priority Landscape Areas

This bapter discusses the specific goals and strategies from Chapter 3 that the Core Team felt
could best addreskeyissuesn eachPLA The goaland strategies were identified from existing
plans and through interviewand meetingswith affected sakeholders. All acronyms used in

the summaries are explained in the AppendicEse following table summarizes which goals

and strategies were identifieds most important for each PLA. In the following pages,

additional information is provided for each RL#Acluding maps of ownership and issues, a list

of the highest priorityissues, and a discussion of the goals and strategies specific for that PLA.

Priority Landscape Areas
Y 4 o
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o | = o | = S| 2] Q| .-
5 | EIE|E| 2|22 |8|0|2|g|g
£l-|-|S8I8|5|5|&|E|=|c|®|8B g
Goals Strategies 8% O|l5|2/9|e|lg|2|(8 |2 |83
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Education P|P P P P
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Partnerships P
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North Idaho Panhandle Priority Landscape Area

including NW Montana and NE Washington

The North Idaho PanhandRL_Acovers the northern part of the state, from the Canadian

border to the southern tip of Lake Pend Oreille. It inesidPriest Lake, Lake Pend Oreille, Moyie
River PriestRiver, Lightning Creek, PaBkver,Clark Fork River, and the communities of

Bonners Ferry, Priest Rivand Sandpoint. Major mountain ranges include the Idaho Selkirk
and Cabinet Mountains.

North Idaho Panhandle
Priority Landscape Area

& Washington NE & Montana NW
Multi-State Areas
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Sunmmary of Threats and Benefits

Severaforest resourcassues were identified by the SAFR process. The following is a summary
of the keythreats and benefits in the North Idaho PanhanBleA

Potential Threats to Forest Resources:

o Pockets of high and modate-highforest health threats
0 Mountainpine beetle threat especially north of Lake Pend Oreglajthwestof
Bonners Ferryand in the Priest Lake watershed.
White pine blister rust and root disease a high threat throughout

Balsam woolydelgidis a threat around Priest Lake, Lake Pend Orealhel Bonners
Ferry

Potential Benefits to Forest Resources

0 Substantial areas of high and verigh relative potential benefit fosustainable forest
based marketsespecially west of Priest Lake and along mapmgportation corridors.

o High potential benefit fronair qualityfrom forests and canopy in and around
Sandpoint.

o Very high potential benefito water quality and quantityn Sandpoint municipal
watershed.The Bonners Ferry municipal watershed is alsccatiti

o0 Pockets of high and vetyigh potentialbenefit to biodiversity and wildlifeespecially for
big game, endangered speciesnd overallecosystem richness.

Priority Strategies for the North Idaho PanhandiLA

Based on the results of the SAFR and gdtalder input, the following is a list of the key
strategies to protect and improve forest resources in the North Idaho Panh&idle

Priority ¢
H, M, L

North Idaho Panhandl&ey 5Year Strategies include

Goal 1 and 5Partnership andTreatmentsg Design and implement stand treatments over
landscape scale and provide a continued supply of wood material for existing and new ma
Treatments should address root rehountainpine beetle, and balsam woolly adelgid as key
forest health issues. Potentishpacts from climate change are also high in this area.

Use existing partnerships and collaborative groups incluBiigst Community Forest
Connection, Kootenai Valley Resource InitiatiVerth Idaho Renewable Energy Coalitiand
the Clark Fork Manageent Committee to accomplish strategy. Each of these groups provid
stewardship in a subarea of the North Idaho Panhandle Priority Area. It is important that thj
groups remain viable and supported.

S&PF Programsklrban Forestry, Forest Health, Foretv#ardship, and National Fire Plan

StakeholdersCollaborative groups, USFS, IDL, BLM, Kootenai Tribe, NRCS, private
landowners, Panhandle Lakes RC&D, Bonner County, Boundary County, local govern
and others
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Priority ¢
H, M, L

North Idaho Panhandl&Key 5Year Strategies include

Goal 1: Treatmentg The Bonner and Boumdy CWWGs are actively implementing their CWPPS4

Of special consideration are hazardous fuel reduction and preparation work for WUI areas
Sandpoint area and municipal watersheds in Bonners Ferry and Sandpoint. (Key WUI ared
include: Schweitzer, Haloo Valley, Moyie Springs, Black Mountagee CWPPS).

S&PF Programd\lational Fire Plan
StakeholdersBonner and Boundary County Working Groups, ISFPWG, private Iandowl

Panhandle Lakes RC&D

Goal 1: Educatiog Root rot is a critical and growinggblem in the Idaho Panhandle. EducationJ
and demonstration efforts targeted to private landowners should be developed and
implemented.

S&PF ProgramBorest Health, Forest Stewardship

StakeholdersKootenai and Shoshone Counties, USFS, BLM, IDL, faivébsvners,
AYRAzZZAONRLFE F2NBad 26ySNRI / 2SdzNJ RQ! £ Sy

Goal 3: Forest ConservatianA number of areas in this PLA have been identified as high value
conservation. Of higheglriority are activitieghat would conserve wildlife land bridges at
McArthur Lake and Boundary Creek.

S&PF ProgrambBorest Legacy
Stakeholderst.and trustglist specific?)IDFG, USFS, IDL, BLM, Kootenai Tribe, NRCS, |

landowners, Panhandle Lakes RC&D, Bonner CaBatyydary County, and others

Goal 2: Inventory and AnalysisAssess ecosystem benefits of community forests to understaml
and incorporate into existing plans the economic and environmental value of canopy. Of s
consideration is air quality in theandpoint area and municipal watersheds in Bonners Ferry
Sandpoint.

S&PF Programéirban Forestry, Forest Health, Forest Stewardship, National Fire Plan

StakeholderstCFAC, IDFG, USFS, IDL, BLM, KVRI, Kootenai Tribe, NRCS, private la
Panhandt Lakes RC&D, Bonner County, Boundary County, cities of Sandpoint and B
Ferry, and others

Goal 5: Marketing; Support the strategies of the North Idaho Renewable Energy Committee a
State biomass and forest products groups to increase wood pradackets, infrastructure, ang
ability of landowners to remove material for these markets.

S&PF Programgzorest Health, Forest Stewardship, National Fire Plan

StakeholdersUSFS, IDL, BLM, KVRI, Kootenai Tribe, NRCS, private landowners, Pant
Lakes R&D, Bonner County, Boundary County, IFA, IFOA, and others
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