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Introduction 

Background and Purpose 

Developed collaboratively, first in 2010 and revised in 2015, with many different agencies and 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ CƻǊŜǎǘ !Ŏǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ ς herein referred to as the Forest Action Plan or FAP ς is a key 
ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¦{5! CƻǊŜǎǘ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜΩǎ {ǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ tǊƛǾŀǘŜ CƻǊŜǎǘǊȅ (S&PF) Branch; a 
requirement within the 2008 Farm Bill for states receiving funding through the US Forest Service for 
S&PF programs. The US Forest Service provides funding and other support to states for programs to 
improve the health, productivity, benefits, and extent of state, private, and urban forests. Programs 
supported by this fundingτincluding Forest Health, State Fire Assistance, Rural Fire Capacity, Forest 
Stewardship, Urban and Community Forestry, Conservation Education, and Forest Legacyτare referred 
to as S&PF Programs. The C!tΩǎ purpose is to ensure that federal and state resources focus on landscape 
areas with the greatest opportunity to address shared priorities and achieve measurable outcomes. 

A broad group of stakeholders identified threats to and benefits from forest resources that form the 
foundation of the Assessment. The assessment provides a geospatial analysis of conditions and trends 
for all forested lands in Idaho. Using the Assessment and local/regional factors, Priority Landscapes 
Areas (PLAs) in urban and rural forested landscapes were delineated. The PLAs are used by Idaho 
Department of Lands (IDL) as the areas where S&PF programs are focused.  

This FAP Strategy document provides broad strategies to protect, restore and enhance forest resources 
in priority landscapes by addressing the issues identified in the assessment. A primary purpose of the 
Strategy document is to guide S&PF investments in Idaho to ensure that resources are focused on 
landscape areas with the greatest opportunity to address shared priorities and achieve measurable 
outcomes. 

A parallel purpose is to help landowners and land managers in Idaho better recognize and support 
opportunities where working together and leveraging limited resources can address multiple critical 
issues of statewide importance in the areas where doing so will have the greatest impact. Stakeholders 
can use this plan to support requests and proposals for resources necessary to implement strategies and 
to develop local and statewide collaborative frameworks. 

It is important to recognize that the FAP does not replace existing strategic or management plans for 
any agency, organization or individual, nor is it  implied that any lands not included in a Priority 
Landscape Area (PLA) or the listed strategies are unimportant. The plan contains large-scale strategies 
not intended to identify all the issues or actions any land manager may feel are most important on the 
lands they manage. Rather, they identify opportunities for willing partners to align their plans, 
leverage resources, and work together within the PLAs and per the strategies to gain the greatest 
value from limited resources in areas that contain multiple high-priority issues of statewide 
importance. 

Idaho Lands Resource Coordinating Council (ILRCC) 

In late 2011, the three program-specific groups advisory to the Idaho Department of Lands1 were 
dissolved, and the ILRCC was created as a single S&PF advisory group, integrating all S&PF programs and 
focusing on addressing the critical issues identified in the FAP. This change was per the recommendation 

 
 

1 Idaho Community Forestry Advisory Council, Idaho Forest Stewardship Advisory Committee, and Idaho National 
Fire Plan Working Group 



 
 

Idaho Forest Action Plan: Resource StrategyτJuly 2020 Page 7 of 95 

of an Oversight Group, comprised of 2-3 members of each of the three advisory groups and IDL staff, 
leading to the implementation of a key strategy with the 2010 document. 

Prior to making this change, IDL consulted with and received approval from USDA Forest Service S&PF 
leadership in Regions 1 and 4 as well as the Washington Office. ILRCC will meet legal requirements 
outlined in the Cooperative Forestry Act, the most current Farm Bill, and S&PF Program requirements. 
This structure will help Idaho achieve the principles of S&PF Redesign; ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
forestry related issues through an integrated suite of S&PF programs at a scale where significant positive 
changes are realized. A white paper describing the genesis of the IRLCC and its function is located in 
Appendix F, starting on page 79. 

Forest Action Plan: Resource Assessment  

The Idaho Resource Assessment ς a geospatial analysis ς identifies seven main issues affecting Idaho 
forestlands (threats and potential benefits). Threats to forests include wildfire, forest health decline, and 
development pressure. Potential benefits include sustainable wood-based forest resource markets, 
water quality & quantity, air quality, and wildlife habitat & biodiversity. Statewide data and local 
knowledge identified areas in Idaho where these threats and benefits pointed to the highest need for 
investment and work. These areas of multiple high priority concerns and potential benefits are 
designated as PLAs and include urban, rural, and wildland urban-interface (WUI) lands.  

Note that the assessment utilized the best available statewide data. Because the assessment is 
statewide in scale, it does not identify every area in which an issue may exist. Local geospatial data may 
present a different characterization of the issues.  

A full Idaho FAP Resource Assessment reportτincluding detailed descriptions of each issue, data used, 
models used for each issue, issue maps, a description of the final methodology and assessment maps, 
and the maps developed for each of the sub-issues and issuesτcan be found on the Idaho FAP website 
at https://www.idl.idaho.gov/forestry/forest-action-plan/. 

Stakeholders can also use the individual issue maps from the assessment to identify where a particular 
issue or issues are highest priority, and to inform and support specific strategies, resources or actions 
necessary to address them.  

Forest Action Plan: Resource Strategy  

The FAP Resource Strategy is a long-term, comprehensive, coordinated strategy for investing state, 
federal, and leveraged partner resources. It addresses the issues and PLAs identified in the Resource 
Assessment. The Idaho FAP is statewide in scope. It is not a site-specific plan. 

The Idaho FAP will help provide focus to landowners, agencies, collaborative groups, and partnership 
efforts in identifying projects and activities to reduce threats to and increase the benefits from LŘŀƘƻΩǎ 
forestlands. From άaŀƛƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ǘƻ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǘƻǇέ, focusing work in the priority areas allows leveraging of 
funds and coordination across ownerships as a highly effective way to address the most critical forest 
resource issues in Idaho at a scale where significant, positive changes can be realized. 

Process 

The Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) led the effort to develop a comprehensive resource assessment 
and accompanying FAP through a collaborative process involving representatives from federal and state 
agencies, counties, non-governmental organizations, S&PF program advisory groups, tribes, interest 
groups, and private citizens. A core team of the ILRCC members and technical experts convened to 
review and update the Assessment.  The Assessment was presented to the full committee (ILRCC) for 
consideration where recommendations were given and incorporated where appropriate. The Goals and 

https://www.idl.idaho.gov/forestry/forest-action-plan/
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Strategies from the 2015 revision were also reviewed by ILRCC and updates were made based on 
feedback and changes to the Assessment.   

It is imperative to recognize that the FAP is an iterative document and a dynamic process. Resources and 
ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ŜǾƻƭǾŜ ŀǎ ƴŜǿ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ōŜŎƻƳŜǎ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 
document will be updated periodically to reflect adjustments and remain relevant and useful, and full 
FAP updates, including the assessment and strategy development, will be completed at ten-year 
intervals. 

Summary of changes in the May 2012 revision 

¶ The State Assessment of Forest Resources and the Statewide Forest Resource Strategy are now 

collectively called the Idaho Forest Action Plan (FAP). This name change is reflected throughout 

both documents. 

¶ The Idaho Lands Resource Coordinating Council (ILRCC)τan advisory group representing all 

Idaho S&PF program areasτreplaces the three-program specific advisory groups. Discussion is 

found on page 26 and in Appendix F: 79-81. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ LŘŀƘƻ CƻǊŜǎǘ !Ŏǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜǎ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜǎǘ [ŜƎŀŎȅ tǊƻƎǊŀƳΩǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ 

Needτlast updated in 2007. This change is discussed on page 14, and in Appendix G: 82-85. The 

15 Priority Landscape Areas identified in this Forest Action Plan replace the original six Legacy 

Areas from the LŘŀƘƻΩǎ {ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ 2002 Assessment of Need. A comparison of Legacy eligible 

areas between the original Assessment of Need and the Forest Action Plan Priority Landscape 

Areas is included on pages 86 and 87. 

¶ Additional definitions added to the glossary (Appendix A) 

Summary of changes in the September 2015 revision 

¶ The Idaho Lands Resource Coordinating Council reviewed the Forest Action Plan and suggested 

additions and modifications that are incorporated herein. The Council also guided creation of 

the Report on Accomplishments (see last bullet below)  

¶ The National Cohesive Wildfire Strategy is incorporated into this revision as an integral 

component of the Forest Action Plan. See pages 27 and 28,  and Appendix H on page 88. 

¶ A Sage-Steppe Special Landscape Area (SLA) has been added to reflect increasingly important 

issues in this ecosystem, especially juniper encroachment and invasion of non-native annual 

grasses that increase wildfire risk and threaten habitat for more than 350 species of plants and 

animals. One key species, the greater sage-grouse, is in danger of being listŜŘ ŀǎ ΨǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘΩ 

under the Endangered Species Act. Introduction of the SLA starts on page 17, and further 

information and management strategies begin on page 73. 

¶ Added an addendum 1 to FAP called the Report on Accomplishments 2008-2015. This 

standalone document highlights accomplishments based on the strategies within this Plan, 

summarizes statewide, multi-state, and Priority Landscape Area projects, and links these to the 

National Priorities listed in the 2008 Farm Bill. IDL began implementing FAP strategies before the 

plan was finalized and is the reason the Accomplishment Report covers project work starting in 

2008. 
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Summary of Changes in the June 2020 update 

¶ Changes were made in the assessment modeling (Forest Economics, Wildfire, Forest Health and 

Wildlife), that led to changes in the Strategies and Goals.  Specifically, recreation data was not 

available at a statewide scale so the impact of recreation is now captured in narrative form.  Fire 

modeling was simplified to probability of damage, while Forest Health incorporated additional 

data about current and future insect threats not previously available and used a statewide 

climate change model to replace the previously used species change modeling.  For Wildlife the 

State Wildlife Action Plan was completely redone by Idaho Department of Fish and Game, which 

provided a more robust set of data than was used in the forest assessment modeling. 

¶ Shared Stewardship is a national initiative intended to increase the pace and scale of forest 

management throughout the country.  As part the initiative a modeling exercise was completed 

in Idaho by USFS researchers.  This modeling and that completed within the Forest Action Plan 

Assessment were used to ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǘǿƻ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎΦ  !ŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ ŀōƻǳǘ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ 

Shared Stewardship can be found in Appendix I. 

¶ The 2015 chapter order was changed for the 2020 revision, providing for a better flow of the 

document. The number of goals was reduced from six to five because of redundant goal 

descriptions. Additionally, the specific issue and strategy details associated with each PLA were 

removed in chapter 5 in favor of using the tables now found at the end of chapter 3.  All changes 

were approved by ILRCC after presenting the changes for consideration and discussion. 

¶ Due to policy changes within the Forest Service, Focal Areas had to be identified where the 

Forest Stewardship Program would focus the expenditure of federal grant funds.  Additional 

details about the process used to identify those areas can be found in Appendix J. 
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Chapter 1 ς State and Private Forestry Programs 

Introduction 

LŘŀƘƻΩǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ǎǳƛǘŜ ƻŦ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƻǎǘŜǊ 
stewardship and sustainability. Encompassing nearly a quarter of the vast landscape of 
LŘŀƘƻΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΣ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ŎƭŜŀƴ ŀƛǊΣ ŎƭŜŀƴ 
ǿŀǘŜǊΣ ǿƛƭŘƭƛŦŜ ƘŀōƛǘŀǘΣ ƻǳǘŘƻƻǊ ǊŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ŀ ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǿƻƻŘ ǎǳǇǇƭȅΦ  

The State and Private Forestry (S&PF) Branch of the U.S. Forest Service 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 environmentally beneficial manner. Federal investment leverages the 
capacity of state forestry agencies and their partners to manage state and private lands 
that produce ecological, social and economic benefits for all of us. S&PF reaches across the boundaries 
of national forests to states, tribes, communities and non-industrial private landowners. U.S. 
Department of Agriculture Secretary Sonny Perdue when announcing the Shared Stewardship initiative, 
saidΣ άTo truly protect our forests and communities, we must increase the number and size of projects 
across larger landscapesΧǎƘŀǊŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎΧǘƻ 
increase the pace and scale of forest restorationΦέ 

Regardless of ownership, forests across the country are experiencing significant challenges to ecosystem 
health: tree mortality is on the rise due to insects, disease and invasive pests; wildfires continue to 
increase in size and intensity; ecosystems struggle to adapt to climate change disturbances; and forests 
are being permanently converted to non-forest uses. People are also impacted as wood-based local 
economies suffer, declining forest health impacts recreation and tourism, and the benefits forests 
provide to society are eroded. The Strategy document addresses both the ecological and social issues 
surrounding forestry. 

The 2008 Farm Bill codified the main components of Redesign into law by amending the Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act. The three national PrioritiesτConserve Working Forest Landscapes, Protect 
Forests from Harm, and Enhance Public Benefits from Trees and Forestsτare now set in law as national 
priorities, and the Statewide Assessments and Strategies are required and central for S&PF program 
delivery at the state level.2 

In Idaho, the Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) is the agency that administers the S&PF programs. These 
include Forest Stewardship, Forest Health, Urban and Community Forestry, Forest Legacy, Conservation 
Education, State Fire Assistance, and Rural Fire Capacity. This Strategies document fulfills the 
requirements of the 2008 Farm Bill and will guide the programs through 2030. A short description of 
each S&PF program in Idaho follows. 

State and Private Forestry Programs 

Forest Stewardship Program 

The purpose of the Forest Stewardship Program is to promote the long-term stewardship of 
nonindustrial private forestlands by assisting landowners in more actively managing their forest and 
related resources. In Idaho, the IDL administers this program collaboratively with state and private 

 
 

2 USDA Forest Service.  2010. ά{ǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ tǊƛǾŀǘŜ CƻǊŜǎǘǊȅ wŜŘŜǎƛƎƴέΦ ²ŀǎƘƛƴƎǘƻƴΣ 5Φ/Φ  !ǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ŀǘ 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/about-agency/state-private-forestry   

https://www.fs.usda.gov/about-agency/state-private-forestry
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partners. The Idaho Forest Stewardship Program provides assistance to owners of forests where good 
stewardship, including agroforestry, will enhance and sustain the long-term productivity of multiple 
forest resources. Special attention is given to landowners in the early stages of managing their land 
using multi-resource stewardship principles. The program provides landowners with the professional 
planning and technical assistance they need to keep their land in a productive and healthy condition. 
The Idaho Forest Stewardship Program promotes forest landowner participation in the development of 
Landowner Forest Stewardship Plans, Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Forest 
Conservation Activity Plans, and American Tree Farm System Management Plans. The IDL foresters assist 
landowners with the development of these management plans; an important first step in practicing 
sound silviculture. The planning assistance offered through the Idaho Forest Stewardship Program also 
provides landowners with enhanced access to other U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) funding 
assistance, conservation programs, and forest certification programs. Within IdahoΩǎ Forest Stewardship 
Program, the IDL in cooperation with other state partners, delivers multiple in-the field educational 
sessions for landowners and land managers, focusing on issues, problems and opportunities, and the 
appropriate stewardship activities to address these.   

Using a ten-year planning horizon based on the Forest Action Plan (FAP), the Idaho Forest Stewardship 
Program relies on the Idaho Lands Resource Coordinating Council (ILRCC) to act in an advisory capacity 
to assist in proper delivery of assistance and educational programs. This committee serves as the 
principal advisory group for stewardship program efforts. 

Forest Health Program 

The IDL Forest Health program provides technical assistance to State forest managers, Non-industrial 
Private Forestland (NIPF) owners who own approximately 2 million acres of forestland, and to the Forest 
Industry, who own 1 million acres of commercial forestlands. The Forest Health program helps protect 
and preserve forest resources and watersheds from forest insect and disease with early detection and 
rapid response. Doing so helps to ensure the production and stability of forests, forest industry, forest 
recreation values, and provides protection for the supply of wood and wood products on a local, state, 
regional, and national basis. When outbreaks occur, the Forest Health Program will lead control efforts 
as needed and as appropriate. Whenever possible, the IDL will work cooperatively with private forest 
owners, state and federal partners.  

To achieve these mandates, the principal activities of the Forest Health Program are prevention, 
detection, evaluation, control, and, as necessary, eradication of forest insect and disease outbreaks. 
Assistance may be technical, educational, and/or financial. The program works across landscapes, from 
rural to urban forest settings. Forest health is key to maintaining forests that are resilient to fire and 
changes in climate as these forests protect and enhance wildlife habitat, provide economic benefits, and 
positively contribute to human health. The FAP identifies current forest health threats and will guide the 
Forest Health Program efforts for the next ten years. The program will also remain flexible in order to 
respond to new insect and disease outbreaks as they occur. 

Urban & Community Forestry Program 

Urban forests are dynamic ecosystems that provide needed environmental services by cleaning air and 
water, controlling stormwater, and conserving energy. These ecosystems add form, structure, beauty, 
and breathing room to urban design. They also reduce noise, separate incompatible uses, provide places 
to recreate, strengthen social cohesion, leverage community revitalization, and add tremendous 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǘƻ ƻǳǊ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŀǘŜ ƻŦ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛǎ ŀƳƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ highest 
in the nation, signaling an increase in the impact that comes with this growth, and the opportunity to 
address these issues in part by preserving, enhancing and managing tree canopy. 
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The Urban and Community Forestry Program focuses on the stewardship of urban natural resources and 
provides technical, educational, and financial assistance to local governments, organizations, and others 
to maximize the value, function, and health of the urban forest ecosystem. Through these efforts, the 
program encourages and promotes the creation of healthier, more livable and economically vibrant 
urban environments across Idaho. 

Using a ten-year planning horizon based on the FAP, the Urban and Community Forestry Program relies 
on the ILRCC to act in an advisory capacity to assist in proper delivery of assistance and educational 
programs. This committee serves as the principal advisory group for urban and community forestry 
efforts. 

Conservation Education Program 

The Conservation Education program helps people of all ages understand and appreciate LŘŀƘƻΩǎ natural 
resources and learn how to conserve those resources for future generations. Through structured 
educational experiences and activities targeting a range of age groups and populations, the 
Conservation Education program enables people to realize how natural resources and ecosystems affect 
each other and how resources can be used wisely. 

Through the Conservation Education program, people develop the critical thinking skills they need to 
understand the complexities of ecological problems. The Program also encourages people to act on their 
own to conserve natural resources and to use them in a responsible manner by making informed 
decisions. 

State Fire Assistance (National Fire Capacity & Hazard Fuels) 

The State of Idaho has 12,592,000 acres of state and private land that qualify for protection under the 
State Fire Assistance Program of the Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act. Of these acres, ~6.4 million 
receive protection by either State or federal agencies. The IDL uses State Fire Assistance funds to hire, 
train, and equip interagency firefighters, a resource that can be ordered and used by any state, federal, 
or local unit. 

Idaho developed a formal structure and strategy to implement the National Fire Plan (NFP) component 
of the State Fire Assistance Program in 2001. With the role-out of the Cohesive Strategy in 2009, the 
need to further collaborate and coordinate was highlighted in the Three National Goals: Fire-Adapted 
Communities; Fire Resilient Landscapes, Safe and Effective Response. To address these tenants, the 
Idaho Department of Lands administers the NFP through local cooperators to assist landowners in the 
management of vegetation to reduce wildfire risk and education programs to empower people with 
information. 

All 44 counties in Idaho have County Wildfire Protection Plans (CWPP) which identify projects to reduce 
risk, expand education and increase response capacity.  The maintenance of the CWPPs is done locally 
by the County Wildfire Working Groups (CWWG), which are made up of county emergency managers 
and local, state and federal partners. Through NFP grants most Idaho counties have been able to 
complete projects listed in their CWPP that emphasize fire prevention and education, hazardous fuels 
reduction, assistance to firefighters, and woody biomass utilization.  Additionally, the State Fire 
Assistance Program relies on the ILRCC to act in an advisory capacity to assist in proper delivery of 
assistance and educational programs. 

State Fire Assistance activities focus on areas identified in both the FAP and CWPPs as high priority, 
further guided by strategies within this document. 
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Rural Fire Capacity 

Funding though the Rural Fire Capacity Program supports fire management training and equipment for 
Volunteer Fire Departments throughout Idaho. The Fire Departments receiving funding service a 
community or other population area(s) of less than 10,000 people. 

Priority is given to fire management training. With safety being the number one priority in fighting 
wildland fire, personnel require adequate training in not only structure, but also wildland fire control 
techniques. Funds are also used to equip fire districts with priority personal protective safety equipment 
and gear. 

Forest Legacy Program 

The Forest Legacy Program τa federal program in partnership with statesτsupports state efforts to 
protect environmentally important forestlands. The Idaho Forest Legacy Program is funded through a 
percentage of federal receipts from oil and gas drilling on the outer continental shelf, to purchase 
conservation easements on private lands that might otherwise be developed and converted to non-
forest uses. The Idaho Forest Legacy Program is a voluntary program designed to protect forests and the 
economic and ecological benefits they provide. Those landowners wishing to participate in the program 
are provided with tools and the potential to receive funding to assure their forestland remains a working 
forest in perpetuity. The Idaho Forest Legacy Program conservation easements are legally binding 
agreements that transfer a negotiated set of property rights from the landowner to the State of Idaho 
without removing that property from private ownership. In general, the Idaho Forest Legacy Program 
conservation easements restrict development and mineral extraction, require sustainable forestry 
practices, and protect other values such as water, cultural resources, and fish and wildlife habitat. 

The FAP replaces the original CƻǊŜǎǘ [ŜƎŀŎȅ tǊƻƎǊŀƳΩǎ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ bŜŜŘ 

The Idaho Forest Legacy Program completed a Forest Legacy Assessment of Need (AON) in 2002 
(updated in 2010 and again in 2020). The AON, a requirement for states participating in the Program, is 
a detailed analysis of the issues pertinent to the Program and prioritizes areas within the state for Forest 
Legacy Program funding. The Idaho State Assessment of Forest Resources (SAFR)τa comprehensive 
review of the threats and benefits that affect Idaho forestsτidentified priority areas for forest 
conservation and management. The FAP addresses the criteria necessary to update and replace the 
original AON, including incorporating comments and input from many organizations, agencies, and 
members of the public.  

Beginning in 2012Σ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ Forest Legacy Program, with oversight from the ILRCC, began using the FAP as 
LŘŀƘƻΩǎ Corest Legacy Program AON to guide implementation of the program. A Forest Legacy 
subcommittee of the ILRCC consisting of ILRCC members, agency representatives, and other interested 
parties, performs evaluation and scoring of project applications. Appendix G (page 82-85) provides 
ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŘŜǘŀƛƭƛƴƎ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ Forest Legacy Program including goals and objectives, project 
eligibility criteria, project evaluation and prioritization, and a comparison of prior and current Forest 
Legacy eligible areas. 
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Chapter 2 ς The Forest Action Plan and  
Priority Landscape Areas 

Introduction 

Using the 2020 updated assessment, priority landscapes were identified throughout Idaho in areas 
where management actions that address benefits and risks are most likely to have a higher return on 
investment value. The identified Priority Landscape Areas (PLA) will be the primary focus of the State 
and Private Forestry (S&PF) Programs as well as to serve ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩǎ ŦƻŎal efforts to achieve measurable 
ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ŜŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΦ 

It is important to recognize that, because the scale is large and the purpose of the Forest Action Plan 
(FAP) is to capture priority areas statewide, locally significant areas or issues may not be explicitly 
captured.  These areas or issues are important to address and encourage the use of the concepts, 
principles and practices found within the FAP. 

Key Issues (Threats and Benefits) Identified in SAFR 

The issues identified in the Idaho State Assessment of Forest Resources (SAFR) are shown in diagram 
form on page 21 More detailed information on the data used and the models used for each issue, sub-
issue, and the overall assessment are described in the document titled Idaho Forest Action Plan, Part 
One: Resource Assessment.  

Issue: Relative Threat to Communities and Ecosystems from Wildland Fire  

Uncharacteristic wildland fire is defined as an increase in wildfire size, severity, and resistance to 
control compared to that which occurred prior to European settlement. The threat of wildfires has 
increased due to changes in climate, additional mortality from insects and disease, increasing 
human population across landscapes (ignition sources and more development at risk), fuel 
accumulation from decades of aggressive fire suppression, and forest management practices. The 
purpose of this issue is to identify damage probability from wildland fire to resources and 
infrastructure in Idaho. 

Issue: Relative Threats to Forest Health 
Forests and urban tree canopies face many different kinds of threats. The purpose of analyzing this 
issue is to identify the most significant statewide biological threats. These include forest insects and 
diseases that result in tree mortality, noxious terrestrial weed species that 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 damage 
forests, they have an ecological, social, and economic impact as well. They affect markets, 
recreation, and wildlife habitat, and can exacerbate uncharacteristic wildfire. The critical areas 
identified for this issue represent where hazards or problems currently exist or are likely to exist in 
the near future, and where management activities can be used to minimize the hazards or threats. 
Other issues within the assessment address areas where forests and tree canopy can help mitigate 
the causes of some of these threats. 

Issue: Relative Potential Loss of, or Damage to Canopy from Development Pressure 
The intent of this issue is to identify areas at greatest risk of conversion from forestland to other 
uses, specifically development. Often, forested areas are highly desirable for home sites or new 
subdivisions. With this conversion comes a loss of productive forests, increased wildfire risk to 
ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ŀǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƘƻƳŜǎ ŀǊŜ άƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿƻƻŘǎΣέ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜ ǘƻ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ƻǊ ŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǘŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻƴ 

https://www.idl.idaho.gov/forestry/forest-action-plan/
https://www.idl.idaho.gov/forestry/forest-action-plan/
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adjacent lands. Also important are those areas 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. 

Additionally, recreation pressure, specifically that of Off-Highway Vehicles (OHV) used on forests, 
increases as populations expand. However, this was not modeled due to a lack of statewide 
available data. It is acknowledged that this is a critical element of consideration as pressure from 
OHV use in undesignated areas can lead to degradation of forested areas such as increased erosion, 
user conflicts, spread of invasive species, damage to cultural sites, disturbance to wildlife, 
destruction of wildlife habitat, and risks to public safety. 

While OHV use in undesignated areas is a threat, it should be emphasized that forests provide 
recreational value for many uses, including OHVs. Managing the areas where impact or potential 
impact on forests is greatest, creating and maintaining designated OHV use areas, and providing 
education to OHV users, will help alleviate this threat. 

Issue: Relative Potential Benefit to Sustainable Forest-Based Wood Products Markets 
The purpose of this issue is to identify the forested areas most beneficial to existing and planned 
mills and biomass-utilization facilities. In many areas of the state, communities are economically and 
culturally dependent upon forestlands. The benefits and products of forestlands include timber, 
biomass, recreation, hunting and fishing, and ecosystem services. When markets and mills shut 
down, incentives to manage forests are significantly diminished, leading to an increase in forest 
insect and disease infestations, fire risk, and a decline in overall forest health.  

Identified in the assessment are those areas within established distances from existing mills and 
existing or planned biomass utilization facilitiesτboth within and outside of the stateτwhere 
treatments can help support the wood products industry. 

Issue: Relative Potential Benefit to Water Quality and Quantity from Forests and Canopy 
The purpose of this issue is to identify the areas where forests can have the greatest benefit for 
water quality and quantity. Rural forests and urban tree canopy offer tremendous value toward 
good water quality, aquifer recharge, stormwater mitigation and erosion control. Water is one of 
the most critical resources in the West, especially important for fish, wildlife, and humans. Forest 
canopy shades and cools streams, which is important for healthy fish habitat. Leaves of trees 
intercept rainfall, lowering the erosive impact of rain on soil. Root systems help break up compacted 
ground while stabilizing soil, which leads to greater groundwater recharge, reduced runoff and 
associated contaminant loads from snowmelt and rainwater, and less erosion. This issue focuses 
forest management efforts on areas in greatest need of improved water quality and quantity in both 
rural and urban environments. 

Issue: Relative Potential Benefit to Air Quality from Forests and Canopy 
The purpose of this issue is to identify the areas where an increase in and management of forests 
and tree canopy can have the greatest benefit to air quality. Forests have both a positive and 
negative impact on air quality. Forest canopies absorb and filter particulates, greenhouse gases, and 
pollutants out of the air, improving air quality while sequestering carbon and releasing oxygen.  
However, wildfires, especially large uncharacteristic ones, contribute a great deal of particulates 
(from smoke) and carbon into the air. Communities within the airshed of these fires suffer reduced 
air quality and commensurate health impacts. 

Since temperature is a catalyst for the production of volatile organic compounds (VOC)τthe 
components of smogτthe cooling effect of tree canopy in urban areas can lower VOC production. 
Urban tree canopy can also lower energy consumption through the shading and cooling of buildings 
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resulting in the reduction of energy. When this energy is produced from fossil fuels, less 
consumption means less production and a corresponding reduction of emissions at the source.  

Issue: Relative Potential Benefit to Wildlife and Biodiversity 
This issue identifies the areas of greatest conservation value for wildlife habitat and plant and 
animal biodiversity, and where management can enhance these values. Areas where forests play a 
key role in wildlife critical habitat and range; threatened, endangered, and rare fish and wildlife 
habitat; and ecologically important plant communities, are highlighted. Within the context of the 
FAP, projects proposed within areas of overall high priority should consider activities that will 
enhance the habitat of the plant, fish, and wildlife species listed within those areas. 

Development of Priority Landscape Areas 

Upon completion of the resource assessment, the LŘŀƘƻ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ [ŀƴŘǎΩ όIDL) Technical Team 
reviewed the model values produced for sub-watersheds along with geographic, ecological, social, and 
other local and regional considerations. Using this process, they identified PLAs 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 (See maps on pages 18-
20). The assessment process was not able to capture all issues across Idaho, so the 2020 draft PLAs were 
presented to the Idaho Lands Resource Coordinating Council (ILRCC) for discussion and consideration. 
Adjustments were made to PLAs based on the ILRCC memberΩs advice, expertise, and experience.  

The dŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ t[!ǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ Ƙŀǎ ƘŀǊŘ ƭƛƴŜǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎ; rather they 
are άfuzzyέ because natural and human systems often impact or interact with areas not found within the 
PLA delineations. Additionally, PLA boundaries reflect current and modeled future conditions but are 
not able to capture future opportunities that may weigh into a particular watershed or landscape being 
included within a PLA. With this in mind, the PLAs will be regularly reviewed by the IDL and the ILRCC to 
ensure they are appropriately aligned with current and emerging issues. 

{ƻƳŜ ƻŦ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ t[!ǎ Ŧŀƭƭ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ōƻrder into neighboring states because an issue or issues 
within the PLAs warranted expansion of the particular PLA to capture a more meaningful scale of the 
issue(s). Having PLAs that go beyond the Idaho border provides opportunities to align, coordinate, and 
collaborate with neighboring states on projects and management actions to protect, conserve, and 
enhance forest resources at ecological, economic, and socially appropriate scales. 

Sage-Steppe Special Landscape Area 

Sage-Steppe is the most widespread ecosystem type in the United States covering 111 million acres of 
the arid Intermountain West. It supports abundant wildlife and other economically important natural 
resources. In Idaho, it covers an area across southern Idaho from the Snake River Plain to the Nevada 
border. Vegetation is comprised primarily of grasses and shrubs, such as sagebrush, and Pinion and 
Juniper woodlands. 

Sage-Steppe is also one of the most imperiled ecosystems in the United States. 150 years of fire 
exclusion and domestic livestock grazing have dramatically altered this landscape including significant 
expansion of native juniper into the ecosystem. Since the late 1800s, occurrence of western juniper in 
these areas has grown ten-fold, crowding out sagebrush and native grasses that cannot survive under a 
closed canopy. The result is fragmented and degraded native wildlife habitat for species such as the 
greater sage-grouse, currently in danger of being listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  

Wildfires fueled by juniper burn at greater intensities, decreasing understory vegetation, increasing soil 
erosion, and facilitating spread of invasive plants such as cheatgrass and medusahead rye. These non-
native annual plants further alter the fire regime as they create a continuous fuel bed in which repeated 
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wildfires cause wholesale loss of the sagebrush component in the landscape. In some areas, fire 
occurrence has gone from once every 60 to 100 years, to once every 3 to 5 years.  

Agencies and private landowners within the Sage-Steppe are engaged in land management activities to 
restore native ecosystems. Doing so provides forest-based markets biomass to utilize; protects and 
preserves key habitat for more than 350 species of plants and wildlife; and increases the value and 
resiliency of landscapes for grazing livestock. 

{ǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ ƎǳƛŘƛƴƎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ 2010 FAP made a conscious decision early on to only 
include areas where conditions supported the growth of trees and forests, defined as receiving more 
ǘƘŀƴ млέ ƻŦ ǊŀƛƴŦŀƭƭ ǇŜǊ ȅŜŀǊ (an amount felt necessary to support growth of commercial forests).  
However, many stakeholders felt land management issues in the sage steppe, especially as they affect 
wildlife, water, air quality, and wildfires, warranted inclusion in the FAP. 

Since completion of LŘŀƘƻΩǎ 2010 FAP, these issues have gained greater attention, and the restoration of 
Sage-Steppe areas to reduce wildfire risk is now a national priority. After extensive discussion during the 
ILRCCΩs ǎǳƳƳŜǊ нлмр ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎΣ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ǾƻǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ {ŀƎŜ-Steppe areas in the 2015 
FAP Revision as a Special Landscape Area (SLA) rather than a PLA.  

The SLA boundaries include the greater sage-ƎǊƻǳǎŜ Ƙŀōƛǘŀǘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ άŎƻǊŜέ ŀƴŘ άƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘΣέ ŀƴŘ 
adjacent areas with significant departure from historic fire condition regimes and with very high 
populations of invasive annual grasses. By including these lands, the intent is not to divert resources 
from management activities within PLAs. Rather, it is to support management in the Sage-Steppe SLA by 
forest and land management agencies and organizationsτincluding the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) Forest Service, the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), the U.S. Department of 
the Interior (USDOI) Bureau of Land Management (BLM), the Idaho Department of Lands (IDL), other 
state agenciesΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƻǊΩǎ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ {ŀƎŜ-Grouseτas part of 
a comprehensive natural resource management strategy for Idaho. 



 
 

Idaho Forest Action Plan: Resource StrategyτJuly 2020 Page 18 of 95 

Priority Landscape Areas 
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Chapter 3 ς Goals and Strategies for Idaho 

Introduction 

The Idaho Lands Resource Coordinating Council (ILRCC) reviewed the previously established goals and 
made changes to align with the new assessment and forest management trends. The 2020 goals and 
strategies are intended to effectively reduce threats and/or protect, conserve, and enhance the benefits 
of IŘŀƘƻΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΦ .Ŝƭƻǿ is a list of these goals and the strategies to help achieve them. Strategies are 
categorized by typeτTreatments, Partnerships, etc., as a way to more easily understand and 
characterize their purpose.. 

Goals and Strategies 

Goal 1:  Idaho's Forests are diverse and resilient to climatic changes and other threats 
(fire, insects, disease, noxious weeds, etc.) 

Inventory & Analysis  ς Assess and Monitor conditions of forest systems on a landscape scale 
for sustainability and resilience 

Treatments  ς Design and implement stand treatments on a landscape scale to 
increase and maintain vegetation diversity and resiliency over time 
(urban and rural) 

Partnerships  ς Develop and engage collaborative groups and partnerships for 
landscape scale forest health improvement, restoration and 
stewardship 

Education  ς Provide education leading to understanding and support of forest 
health goals and strategies 

Goal 2:   Forestlands that provide the highest ecosystem benefits are identified, 
maintained and enhanced 

Inventory & Analysis  ς Conduct inventory, assessment and monitoring to identify the highest 
priority forest areas for habitat, forest productivity and management, 
biodiversity, ecosystem benefits, access and other benefits 

Planning  ς Identify actions that maximize ecosystem services from forests 

Treatments ς Actively manage forests for goods and ecosystem services 

Education  ς Provide education leading to understanding and support of 
ecosystem services 

Access  ς Maintain and enhance public access and recreation opportunities 

Forest Conservation Incentives  ς Use conservation actions to effectively protect and enhance high 

priority forestlands  
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Goal 3:   Forest ecosystems are more resilient to human activities (development, 
harvest operations, etc.) 

Inventory and Analysis  ς Develop systems for early detection, rapid response and enforcement 
capacity for early and effective action to minimize adverse impacts to 
forest ecosystems 

Treatments  ς Implement urban and rural forest practices to mitigate adverse 
impacts to forest systems and monitor/adapt 

Education  ς Provide education for target audiences leading to understanding and 
support of forest ecosystem goals (developers, planners, landowners, 
loggers, realtors, recreationists, others) 

Regulation/Policy  ς Develop land use best management practices (BMPs), which may 
include rules, ordinances, and/or laws to protect and enhance forests 
and their ecosystem services and products 

Goal 4:  Forest-based wood products markets are economically vibrant and sustainable 

Inventory and Analysis  ς Conduct inventory and assessment to support energy and market 
development in local communities 

Treatments  ς Use a balanced and sustainable approach in forest management to 
support both market demand and healthy forests 

Marketing  ς Develop diverse markets, labor and product lines, including the 
sustainability of regional mill operations 

Goal 5:   Idaho has a framework for implementing the Forest Action Plan, to guide 
project prioritization across boundaries. 

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

Partnerships  ς Use a state working group to steer and guide implementation of the 
overall Forest Action Plan (FAP). Use local groups and partnerships to 
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 the FAP.
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The table below indicates how the goals and strategies from the previous two pagesτand their 
descriptionsτcorrelate to the threats and benefits issues. For example, implementing actions based on 
the Managed Fire strategy listed under goal 1 will help address forest health, wildfire, 
wildlife/biodiversity and water quality & quantity issues 
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Goal 1:  Idaho's Forests are diverse and resilient to climatic changes and other threats 

Inventory & Analysis P P P P P P P  
Treatments P P  P P P P  
Partnerships P P P P P P P P 

Education P P P P P P P P 

Goal 2:  Forestlands that provide the highest ecosystem benefits are identified, maintained and enhanced 

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 P 

Access   P P    P 

Forest Conservation   P P P P P P 

Goal 3:  Forest ecosystems are more resilient to human activities 

Inventory & Analysis P 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 P  

Goal 4:  Forest-based wood products markets are economically vibrant and sustainable 

 Inventory & Analysis P P     P  

Treatments P P P P   P  

 Marketing P      P P 

Goal 5:  Idaho has a framework for implementing the Idaho FAP to guide project prioritization across 
boundaries 

 
Inventory & Analysis  P P P P P P  

Partnerships P P P P P P P P 
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The following table emphasizes the goals using the same color ramp that was used in the Final Priority 
map found in the Forest Assessment section of the plan, where cooler colors represent low priority and 
warmer colors represent higher priority. When used in combination with the previous table the 
appropriate strategies can be applied to increase forest benefits or address forest threats within the 
Priority Landscape Areas (PLA). *Please note that Goal 5 is not included in the below table because of 
the emphasis of it being primarily at a statewide scale. 

 

Goals 1 2 3 4 

Panhandle     

Palouse-St. Joe     

Bitteroot     

Hells Gate     

Clearwater     

West Central     

Boise River     

Salmon Challis     

Wood river     

Snake River Complex     

Forest Island Complex     

Teton-Yellowstone     

Caribou     

Sage-steppe     

Statewide     
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Chapter 4 ς Implementation of Strategies 

Introduction 

The information within this document provides a long-term, comprehensive approach for coordinating 
state, federal, and leveraged partner resources to address landscape priorities. The completion of this 
document re-emphasizes stakeholder and partner engagement to implement strategies across all 
ownerships. 

The Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) will continue to work with key stakeholders and Idaho Lands 
Resource Coordinating Council (ILRCC) members to prioritize strategies statewide and within each 
Priority Landscape Area (PLA). This allows for an approach for selecting prospective projects to 
implement and/or identify project-specific funding opportunities throughout the state. Additional 
collaborative work will be conducted as needed to further refine strategies and address the issues and 
needs identified in the PLAs. 

Where there are potential conflicts between goals and strategies, projects developed from the 
strategies should be balanced as appropriate for the site: e.g. defensible space/fire risk planning versus 
preservation of wildlife habitat and tree canopy; or the need to balance the economic benefits of the 
forest for mills and biomass facilities with sustainable forests. Otherwise, success toward one goal could 
be a detriment to another; a benefit could become a threat. 

Use of the Forest Action Plan (FAP) by the Idaho Department of Lands 

State Forest Action Plans are integral to State and Private Forestry (S&PF) Redesign and required of 
states as an amendment to the Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act (CFAA) as enacted in the 2008 Farm 
Bill. That is, as a condition of future Federal funding for S&PF programs, completion and utilization of 
these documents is required. 

The FAP will guide future S&PF program work. This document serves as an integrated 10-year plan for 
the IDL programs described in Chapter 1. The FAP as updated includes the Legacy Assessment of Need 
(AON) and will be used to further identify opportunities and priorities for acquiring easements.  

Each S&PF program will consult the FAP, the ILRCC, and associated sub-committees and program 
partners on programmatic decisions that result in the most beneficial, on-the-ground impact to IŘŀƘƻΩǎ 
urban and rural forestlands. The FAP will be key in the S&PF programs delivery to implement projects 
that address national priorities, target program objectives, and result in meaningful outcomes. 
Wherever possible, efforts will address the identified issues through an integrated approach utilizing the 
suite of the S&PF programs. 

To ensure their effective use, the Idaho S&PF programs will utilize the FAP when: 

¶ Applying for competitive grant projects 

¶ Determining priorities for use of Consolidated Payment Grant dollars 

¶ Collaborating with ILRCC and other partners to implement strategies 

¶ Working with forestry agencies to develop projects that address mutual priorities 

¶ Developing integrated program action plans 

LŘŀƘƻΩǎ {ϧtC tǊƻƎǊŀƳǎ ǿƛƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻp a process to engage as needed the ILRCC and other stakeholders to 
review and adjust the FAP as forest conditions and management objectives change. This review will 
serve as an opportunity for the stakeholders to continue 1) incorporating new and relevant data, and 
filling data gaps within the Resource Assessment; 2) incorporating additional stakeholder input; 3) 
identifying and improving statewide strategies; and 4) developing annual implementation and action 
plans.  
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The FAP emphasizes collaborative work and incorporates input of partners and organizations at the 
state level and locally across the state. While it is a central objective of FAP development that these 
strategies be constructively used by agencies, organizations, individual landowners, and land 
management entities, it is recognized that the IDL is the only entity obligated to use these tools.  

Use of the Forest Action Plan by Stakeholders and Collaborative Groups  

The FAP can and should serve as a springboard toward a more comprehensive and coordinated 
approach to forest management that addresses critical forest issues. Specifically, the FAP is a tool for 
leveraging and prioritizing projects across ownerships to include national forest lands and other federal 
ownerships. Projects on non-private lands that align with the goals and strategies of the FAP should 
receive stronger support from partners and publics during National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
planning and implementation. Broader support for federal projects will result in an increase of on-the-
ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ŀ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻǊ άŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘǎέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ 
resources. 

LŘŀƘƻΩǎ {ϧtC ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǎ ǿƛƭƭ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ contact with stakeholders and work collaboratively to identify 
projects and generate ideas on marketing and dissemination of the FAP. Together, they will identify 
additional organizations that can work collaboratively to implement cross-boundary projects and most 
effectively enhance forest benefits and mitigate forest threats across the landscape. 

COHESIVE STRATEGY 

In 2009, Congress passed the Federal Land Assistance, Management, and Enhancement Act (FLAME Act), 
which directs the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) and the Department of the Interior (DOI) to 
develop a comprehensive national cohesive wildland fire management strategy to address wildland fire 
management across all lands in the United States.  

The Cohesive Strategy is incorporated into this document as an important addition toward addressing 
the FAP goals. Focusing on the three main tenetsτresilient landscapes, resilient communities and 
strengthened responseτaddresses not only wildland fire management, but also improves the health, 
resilience and overall benefits of Idaho Forests. All actions that we take as land managers will directly 
ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜǎΦ /ƻƘŜǎƛǾŜ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ƛǎ ǘǊǳƭȅ ŀƴ άŀƭƭ ƘŀƴŘǎκŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘǎέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ 
management. 

The National Strategy recognizes and accepts fire as a natural process necessary for the maintenance of 
many ecosystems and strives to reduce conflicts between fire-prone landscapes and people. By 
simultaneously considering the role of fire in the landscape, the ability of humans to plan for and adapt 
to living with fire, and the need to be prepared to respond to fire when it occurs, the Cohesive Strategy 
takes a holistic approach to the future of wildland fire management.   

The challenges for fire management are formidable and growing more complex. Large blocks of publicly 
ƻǿƴŜŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŎƻƳǇǊƛǎŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ƘŀƭŦ ǘƘŜ ²ŜǎǘΩǎ ǘotal land area. Fires that start on public lands and 
move onto private land, threatening communities, are a major problem, compounded by finite fire 
protection resources. To combat escalating risks posed by wildfire, thorough understanding of resource 
needs and opportunities by all is required. Additionally, the efficient and effective allocation and use of 
finite resources is essential. Continued collaboration among stakeholders remains a key to success.   

¢ƘŜ ²ŜǎǘŜǊƴ wŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ŘƛǾŜǊǎŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭude expanding wildland urban interface, steep 
terrain, access limitations, changing climate conditions, invasive species, and extended drought 
challenge wildland fire managers. The continued expansion of human development into previously 
άǿƛƭŘέ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŀdds considerable complexity to wildfire management. Development codes largely are 
lacking that address natural hazards to include wildfire, while local fire departments are providing more 
services with fewer resources.  
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Stressors such as drought increase forest susceptibility to infestations of insects, pathogens, and 
disease. In some areas of the West, these stressors have left millions of acres of dead, standing trees. 
Add to this a century plus of widespread fire exclusion and a decrease in active forest management, 
resulting in a buildup of surface fuels and forests overstocked with trees and ladder fuels. Compounding 
these issues, non-forested areas have experienced an increase in fire frequency, contributing invasive 
species expansion, further altering fire regimes and impacting other ecosystem services.  

The forest and rangeland health issues in the West are widespread and increasing, affecting wildlife 
habitat, water quality and quantity and long-term soil productivity, while providing conditions for 
uncharacteristically large, severe, and costly wildfires, with ever increasing threats to human life and 
property. 

The West needs large landscape-scale changes in vegetative structure and fuel loadings to significantly 
alter wildfire behavior, reduce wildfire losses, ensure firefighter and public safety, and improve 
landscape resiliency. Active management of public and private lands, including harvesting and thinning 
operations, when coupled with building standards regulations are critical to meeting the tenants of the 
strategy.   

 

The Wildland Fire Leadership Council adopted the following vision for the next century4: 

To safely and effectively extinguish fire, when needed; use fire where allowable; manage our 
natural resources; and as a Nation, live with wildland fire. 

The three national goals identified as necessary to achieving the vision are: 

Restore and maintain landscapes: Landscapes across all jurisdictions are resilient to fire related 
disturbances in accordance with management objectives.   

Fire-adapted communities: Human populations and infrastructure can withstand a wildfire without 
loss of life and property. 

Wildfire response: All jurisdictions participate in making and implementing safe, effective, efficient 
risk-based wildfire management decisions. 

 

Shared Stewardship 

In August 2018, Shared Stewardship was shared as a conceptual idea by the U.S. Secretary of 
Agriculture, Sonny Perdue, and the USDA Forest Service Interim Chief, Vicki Christiansen, as a way to 
increase the pace and scale of forest management across federal land. 

Shared Stewardship will play a critical role in cross-boundary project identification and management in 
Idaho. !ǎ ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎ ŀƭƛƎƴ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ΨƳŜŀƴƛƴƎŦǳƭΩ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ŀǘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ǎŎŀƭŜǎΣ 
ecosystems, in all their parts, will become more resilient to disturbances. The Idaho Shared Stewardship 
Initiative will focus on treating prioritized landscapes by promoting cross-boundary work on state, 
private, tribal, and Federal lands to protect communities from wildfire, improve forest and watershed 
health, and sustain jobs and local economies in Idaho. 

The need to coordinate strategies across boundaries becomes ever more imperative as more 
communities are established in the wildland urban interface, while financial assistance to improve forest 

 
 

4 The guiding principles and core values for wildland fire management embodied within the Cohesive Strategy are 
listed in Appendix H on page 88. 
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conditions stagnates or falls. The opportunity to align budgeting, planning and implementation has 
never been stronger than at the authoring of this update. ¢ƘŜ ǎƛƭƻΩǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴ ǇƭŀŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 
agencies are beginning to come down, thus allowing for the blurring of lines, invigorating the 
ŜƴǘƘǳǎƛŀǎƳ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ǘƘŜ ΨǿƻǊƪΩ ŘƻƴŜΦ To this end in December 2018 an agreement was signed between 
that State and the Forest Service to reduce wildfire risk, improve forest health, and support jobs through 
additional, coordinated active land-management projects that are implemented across ownership 
boundaries. CƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎƛƎƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ LŘŀƘƻΩǎ DƻǾŜǊƴƻǊ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ǘǿƻ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ 
landscapes in July 2019 that will serve as proving grounds to create tools for use throughout Idaho. 

The Shared Stewardship initiative has brought to light many opportunities to coordinate and collaborate 
to meet the Shared Stewardship agreement. Specifically, the Idaho Department of Lands has committed 
financial and staff resources to ensuring the continued expansion of Shared Stewardship throughout 
Idaho. This same commitment is occurring with the USDA Forest Service and is expanding to other 
partners within the priority landscapes.   

The FAP has been and will continue to be a critical tool in the continued development and 
entrenchment of Shared Stewardship in Idaho. The FAP serves as a foundational document to guide 
decision makers and strategies to address forest management needs in Idaho. For additional 
information about Shared Stewardship please refer to Appendix I. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Return to Table of Contents  



 
 

Idaho Forest Action Plan: Resource StrategyτJuly 2020 Page 30 of 95 

Chapter 5 ς Priority Landscape Areas 

LƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ 

In this chapter the reader will find a general description of each Priority Landscape Area (PLA), a zoomed 
in map of each PLA, the individual modeled issues within each PLA, and a list of partners or groups with 
each PLA. To identify which strategies are of highest priority to address issues or increase benefits from 
forests, the reader is encouraged to reference the table in Chapter 3 on page 24.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Idaho Forest Action Plan: Resource StrategyτJuly 2020 Page 31 of 95 

 

 

 

The Idaho Panhandle PLA covers the northern part of the state, from the Canadian border to the St. Joe 
drainage. It includes Priest Lake, Lake Pend Oreille and Lake Coeur dΩ!ƭŜƴŜΦ This PLA includes the 
Kootenai, Moyie, Pend Oreille, Priest, /ƭŀǊƪ CƻǊƪΣ /ƻŜǳǊ ŘΩ!ƭŜƴŜ ŀƴŘ {ǘΦ WƻŜ wƛǾŜǊǎΦ The Primary 
population centers include Bonners Ferry, Priest River, SandpointΣ /ƻŜǳǊ ŘΩ!ƭŜƴe, Post Falls, Kellogg, 
Wallace, and St. Maries. Major mountain ranges include the Idaho Selkirk, Purcell, Cabinet, Coeur 
ŘΩ!ƭŜƴŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƛǘǘŜǊǊƻƻǘ Mountain Ranges. 

 

LŘŀƘƻ tŀƴƘŀƴŘƭŜ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀǎ 
including NW Montana, NE Washington  

and Spokane Valley Rathdrum Prairie Aquifer 
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Resource Groups 

Clark Fork Management Committee  ω  Grizzly Bear SubcommitteeτBoundary ω  Smith WMA 
Management Committee  ω  Selkirk/Cabinet ς Yaak IGBC Subcommittee  ω  Pend Oreille Basin 
Commission  ω  Kootenai Valley Resource Initiative partners  ω  Kootenai Tribe  ω  North Idaho Renewable 
Energy Coalition (NIREC) ω  Tri-State Water Quality Council  ω  Panhandle Area Council ω  Watershed 
Advisory Groups  ω  Ponderay Water Watchers  ω  Priest Community Forest Connection  ω  Winter 
Knights  ω  Scotchman Peaks Group  ω  Salmon Recovery Funding Board  ω  County CWPP Committees  ω  
{ŀƴŘǇƻƛƴǘ YƛƴƴƛƪƛƴƴƛŎƪ bŀǘƛǾŜ tƭŀƴǘ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ  ω  Panhandle Backcountry Horsemen  ω  {ŜƭƪƛǊƪ 
Conservation Alliance  ω  tǊƛŜǎǘ [ŀƪŜ {ǇƻǊǘǎƳŜƴ  ω  .ƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ /ƻǳƴǘȅ {ǇƻǊǘǎƳŜƴ  ω  Soil and Water 
Conservation Districts  ω  /ƻŜǳǊ ŘΩ!ƭŜƴŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ bŀǘǳǊŀƭ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ  ω  /ƻŜǳǊ ŘΩ!ƭŜƴŜ 
CƻǊŜǎǘǊȅ /ƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ  ω  {ƘƻǎƘƻƴŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ CƻǊŜǎǘ IŜŀƭǘƘ /ƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ  ω  CǊƛŜƴŘǎ ƻŦ wŀǘƘŘǊǳƳ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ  ω  
bLw9/   ω   {ǇƻƪŀƴŜ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ wŀǘƘŘǊǳƳ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ !ǉǳƛŦŜǊ !ǘƭŀǎ DǊƻǳǇ  ω   /ƻŜǳǊ ŘΩ!ƭŜƴŜ {ǇƻǊǘǎ /ƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ  ω  
Kootenai Metropolitan Planning Organization 
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tŀƭƻǳǎŜπ{ǘΦ WƻŜ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀ 

The Palouse-St. Joe PLA extends from Moscow and the Washington border in the west to the Montana 
border on the east and encompasses the upper St. Joe River valley, the Palouse River, Hangman Creek 
and portions of Dworshak Reservoir south to Highway 12 A portion of the State-owned Floodwood 
Forest is in their t[!Σ ŀǎ ƛǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻŜǳǊ ŘΩ!ƭŜƴŜ LƴŘƛŀƴ wŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ. The primary population centers 
include Moscow, Deary, Troy, and Potlatch. 
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Resource Groups 

²ŀǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²Ŝǎǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ LŘŀƘƻ  ω  tŀƭƻǳǎŜ .ŀǎƛƴ !ǉǳƛŦŜǊ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ  ω  /ƭŜŀǊǿŀǘŜǊ .ŀǎƛƴ 
/ƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ  ω  /ƭŜŀǊǿŀǘŜǊ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ  ω  tŀƭƻǳǎŜ /ƭŜŀǊǿŀǘŜǊ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ 
LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ  ω  CǊƛŜƴŘǎ ƻŦ aƻǎŎƻǿ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ  ω  [ŀǘŀƘ ¢Ǌŀƛƭ CƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ  ω  aƻǎŎƻǿ !ǊŜŀ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ .ƛƪŜ 
!ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ  ω  aƻǎŎƻǿ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ /ŜŘŀǊ DǊƻǾŜ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ  ω  ²ŀǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²Ŝǎǘ  ω  /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
/²²Dǎ  ω  ²ŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  {ƻƛƭ ŀƴŘ ²ŀǘŜǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ Districts  ω  {ƘƻǎƘƻƴŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
Forest Health Collaborative  ω  Shoshone-Benewah Forest Collaborative 
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.ƛǘǘŜǊǊƻƻǘ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀ 

The Bitterroot PLA includes the headwaters of the St. Joe and North Fork of the Clearwater along the 
Montana border, south to the Highway 12 corridor. There are no incorporated towns in this PLA. 
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Resource Groups 

Clearwater Basin Collaborative  ω  Public Land Access Year-ǊƻǳƴŘ  ω  {ƘƻǎƘƻƴŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ CƻǊŜǎǘ IŜŀƭǘƘ 
/ƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ  ω  ²ŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  {ƻƛƭ ŀƴŘ ²ŀǘŜǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ  ω  /ƻǳƴǘȅ ²ƛƭŘŦƛǊŜ 
Working Groups  ω  Shosehone-Benewah Forest Collaborative 
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IŜƭƭǎ DŀǘŜ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀ  
LƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ aƻƴǘŀƴŀ .ƛǘǘŜǊǊƻƻǘ 

The Hells Gate PLA extends from the Kendrick in the north to Craig Mountain in the south and from the 
Washington state line east to Dworshak Reservoir.  It includes the lower Clearwater and Potlatch Rivers. 
The main population centers are Lewiston, Lapwai, Winchester, and Culdesac. Winchester State Park is 
within this PLA. 
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Resource Groups 

²ŀǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²Ŝǎǘ  ω  .ŀŎƪ /ƻǳƴǘǊȅ IǳƴǘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ !ƴƎƭŜǊǎ  ω  /ƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ²ŜŜŘ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ 
!ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ  ω  /ƭŜŀǊǿŀǘŜǊ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ  ω  ²ŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ 
DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  /ƻǳƴǘȅ ²ƛƭŘŦƛǊŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation 
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/ƭŜŀǊǿŀǘŜǊ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀ  

The Clearwater PLA extends from Dworshak Reservoir in the north to Riggins in the south. It includes the 
Highway 12 corridor, the upper Clearwater River and its main tributaries, as well as a portion of the 
Salmon River.  Orofino, Kamiah, Kooskia, Grangeville, and Whitebird are the main population centers. 
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Resource Groups 

/ƭŜŀǊǿŀǘŜǊ .ŀǎƛƴ /ƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ  ω  bƻǊǘƘ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭ LŘŀƘƻ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ  ω  tǳōƭƛŎ [ŀƴŘ !ŎŎŜǎǎ 
Year-ǊƻǳƴŘ  ω  {ƘƻǎƘƻƴŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ CƻǊŜǎǘ IŜŀƭǘƘ /ƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ  ω  Watershed Advisory Groups  ω  Soil and 
Water Conservation Districts  ω  County Wildfire Working Groups  ω  Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation  ω  
Idaho Dept of Fish & Game 
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²Ŝǎǘ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭ LŘŀƘƻ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀ  

The West Central PLA borders the Clearwater PLA to the north and extends south to Payette, Emmett 
and Horseshoe Bend and from the Oregon border in the west to the Middle Fork of the Payette River in 
the east. It includes Payette and Cascade Lakes, the Weiser River drainage, the Middle Fork of the 
Payette River, and the southern portion of the Little Salmon River. The primary population centers 
include the cities of Council, Cascade, Emmett, New Meadows, McCall, and Weiser. 
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Resource Groups 

²ƻƻŘȅ .ƛƻƳŀǎǎ ¦ǘƛƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ tŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ  ω  tŀȅŜǘǘŜ CƻǊŜǎǘ /ƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ  ω  CǊƛŜƴŘǎ ƻŦ ²ŜƛǎŜǊ wƛǾŜǊ  ω  LŘŀƘƻ 
²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ [ŀƴŘǎ /ƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ  ω  ²Ŝǎǘ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭ IƛƎƘƭŀƴŘǎ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ω  
²ŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  /ƻǳƴǘȅ ²ƛƭŘŦƛǊŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  {ƻƛƭ ϧ ²ŀǘŜǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ  
ω  Black Canyon RFPA 
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{ŀƭƳƻƴπ/Ƙŀƭƭƛǎ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ {² aƻƴǘŀƴŀ 

The Salmon-Challis PLA includes the headwaters of the Salmon and Lemhi Rivers. The main population 
centers are Salmon, Challis and Stanley. The Beaverhead area of Montana is included in this PLA. 
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Resource Groups 

{ŀƭƳƻƴ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ {ǘŜǿŀǊŘǎƘƛǇ DǊƻǳǇ  ω  /ƻǳƴǘȅ ²ƛƭŘŦƛǊŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  ²ŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ 
DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  {ƻƛƭ ϧ ²ŀǘŜǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ  ω  Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation  ω  Idaho Dept 
of Fish & Game  ω  Lemhi Forest Restoration Group  ω  Central Idaho Public Lands Collaborative  ω  
High Divide Collaborative  ω  Lemhi Regional Land Trust  ω  Trout Unlimited  ω  Camas Creek RFPA 
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.ƻƛǎŜ wƛǾŜǊ tǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀ 

The Boise River PLA borders the West Central PLA to the north, the Snake River to the south, the Oregon 
border to the west, and Lowman to the east. It includes the cities in the Treasure Valley (most populated 
area of the state); a portion of the Boise, Payette, and South Fork of the Payette Rivers; and the mouth 
of the Deadwood River and Mores Creek. 
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Resource Groups 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ ²ƛƭŘŦƛǊŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  ²ŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ DǊƻǳǇǎ  ω  {ƻƛƭ ϧ ²ŀǘŜǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ  
ω  Boise Forest Collaborative  ω  Black Canyon RFPA 
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