UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Wilderness Workshop v. Boren

Wilderness Workshop - No. Civil Action No. 2023-0678; 23-cv-678 (JMC) - Decided February 24, 2026

SUMMARY

The court holds that section 3210(a) of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act applies

nationwide to nonfederally owned land within the boundaries of the National Forest System, rather

than only to land in Alaska. It grants partial summary judgment to the Government and intervenor

Berlaimont Estates and denies the environmental organizations’ motion on that issue. The court also

concludes that Wilderness Workshop has associational standing.
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Cross-motions for partial summary judgment in an action under the
Administrative Procedure Act challenging the Forest Service's
approval of a road through the White River National Forest in

Colorado.

On partial summary judgment, the movant must show that no genuine
dispute as to any material fact exists and that it is entitled to judgment
as a matter of law. In an APA case resolved on cross-motions for

summary judgment, the district court acts as an appellate tribunal and

the case is treated as a question of law.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether section 3210(a) of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act applies to nonfederally
owned land within the boundaries of the National Forest System throughout the United States or only in
Alaska.

2. Whether Wilderness Workshop sufficiently established associational standing to challenge the Forest

Service's approval.

3. Whether the Government and intervenor-defendant were required to establish standing before defending

against the plaintiffs' claims or seeking judgment in their favor.

HOLDINGS

1. Section 3210(a) applies to nonfederally owned land within the boundaries of the National Forest System

throughout the United States, not only in Alaska.
2. Wilderness Workshop demonstrated associational standing to pursue the challenged claim.

3. Defendants haled into federal court need not establish standing merely to defend themselves or seek
judgment on the plaintiffs' claim.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Ultimately, the Court concludes that section 3210(a) applies to “nonfederally owned land” throughout the
United States, not just in Alaska.” (3)

“Nothing in the provision’s plain text suggests that it only applies in Alaska.” (7)

“The organizations’ motion for partial summary judgment, ECF 29, is DENIED. Berlaimont’s and the
Government’s motions for partial summary judgment, ECF 30; ECF 31, are GRANTED.” (14)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Berlaimont Estates owns a 680-acre parcel in Eagle County, Colorado, entirely surrounded by the White River
National Forest, and sought to build a road providing year-round access to the developable portion of the
property. After an extended approval process, the Forest Service authorized the road under its understanding that
section 3210(a) of ANILCA required it to provide adequate access to secure reasonable use and enjoyment of the
private property. Environmental organizations challenged the approval, citing potential impacts to wildlife

habitat and recreation and arguing that section 3210(a) applies only in Alaska.
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The environmental organizations challenged the Forest Service's approval of Berlaimont Estates' proposed
access road, alleging in part that the agency unlawfully applied section 3210(a) of ANILCA outside Alaska.
Berlaimont intervened as a defendant, and the Court denied the Government's motion to transfer the case to the
District of Colorado. The parties agreed to resolve the geographic-scope issue through cross-motions for partial
summary judgment; the Court denied the organizations' motion and granted the Government's and Berlaimont's
motions.
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