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Alternative A- No Action »; 4,./4 /7, W do Kot o /,” W”MM
irect/Indirect Effects — Alternative A /‘/deﬂ& Aq,«r.:; Thi3 15 e s M/’

The No Action alternative would not create any further human-cauc,ed ground disturbance in the South
George Vegetation and Fuels Management project planning area and therclore, no direct or indirect 7 0¢(A
s und off-forest seed sources /

effects. The spread of invasive plants from currently existing population
would continue at the current level. Animal and vehicle vectors would likely be the primary means of

seed introduction into the project area. ’Zd// m—ﬁm,g// P w /M A1 éé %ﬂ
'ﬁ?/ofﬂa Servint st iyfere . /;d& res gx Akt

Cumulative Effects — Alternative A 2o/ Lumpt hvdoine plasat p. Md/i(‘ st S
For the No Action alternative, South George project would not be authorizing any actions; therf‘:?fre it
would not be adding anything to the effects of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.
Based on the definition provided in the CEQ regulations (p. 3- I) there wi 'n.d be no cumulatlve effects for m/

the No Action Alternative. b( Ave éﬂﬂ W
Effects Common to Action Alternatwes M” ’ 545 74’ ﬁ’ Crcsoid~
the I Va8 14

Direct /Indirect Effects — Alternatives B, C, and D / ,rr/)ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ &f%&/ )l’//i/%f?m
The activities that are the same with regard to spreading populations in all action alternatives are shown fetfg</eres.
with approximate acres below in Tables 3-72 and Table 3-73. These actiy aes also are the same between

action alternatives for the potential for introducing infestations. &z 4% /% /ét L E 1192755 fﬂt(ﬁ/f /ﬂﬂ

Table 3-73a Invasive Species Mapped In Activity Areas 'é(M /}Z//W/M/p/%{'é/

t
Landscape f/fé’d[gﬂ
Species Broadecast Grapple Pile Hand Mechanical | Prescribed 7<;VSGL
priority Jackpot Burn Burn Units Thinning Thinning Fire
group Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres

! 75 0 7 0 150 1 MN’

2 870 0.5 870 — 870 1,015 o A
880 025 870 870 875 870

377,&,@ 1% & substacdial Lncoundt of ALLALE of iifsstadions kot Fo bt Avoidi i

Table 3-73b Invasive Species Mapped Along Temporary and Decommissioned Roads

Species Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
priority Temp. Roads Decommissioned Roads Temp. Roads
group Acres Acres Acres
0 75 0
2 0 925 0
3 0 885 0
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Design features (Chapter 2, T =)o 8uch as inspecting activity areas and haul routes before and during

activities is ex o reduce any increase in weed infestations causcdin [hl, qpreadmg of n new seéﬁ

even if prevention measures are not 100 percent effectwc These revention muasures would not affect
r—.gTJL _—

Q read of any older seed that may be present in the soil seedbank in the vicinity of pre-existin
Eogulatlong It is not possi le to calculate exact acreage reductions resulting Trom these weed treatments.
owever, the reductions in areas at risk would be proportional for each action alternative. W

B The Poservn Dbt dond fe, liswat WA NaFimnd forats
hal }Wbﬁ:m&?ﬂﬁ R [q-+ }’,(,f?nf' wort- ﬁ%ﬁ/ﬁ’ /9 ;&/(;Y(’/f
ﬁ“&%ﬂjf& w Iﬂt benc Unark 30&& A P lncing L o e Aefléfk/&é

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project DFI‘S
hse, w W@?g ;ﬂ Boale Waune ?;,C;Jé/w PO L% /LW?
‘W’MfWWsprma‘s%my,( $0ils dond WAl readily .

/e




A om0

D Lo Takle 3-1Y, Hhswe iz holhoree %‘5’/4””””5 achomabbornatizes b evpl)

?ov‘mﬁnj o/@/m

O Snvagimt Lxo

Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental (onsequences

e /’@ﬁfo' MA ﬁrzy&&c@/ bm,my&,mf «u-ﬁfmﬁr .

The following table shows the number of approximate acres of invasive species, by priority group,
previously mapped within harvest units and along haul routes. The acres listed indicate the relative

potential for spreading populations. //! 5? E/ é%ﬂ/f//’;’/ﬂﬂé?/’é’sw

Table 3-74 Invasive Species Mapped In Harvest Units and Along Haul Routes

£ M o /%f@«f
ppioorpe

Alternative B and C i Alternative D
Acres *Miles Acres *Miles
within harvest along haul | within harvest along haul
Species priority group units routes | units routes
1 366 _27 110 16
2 1,055 36 . 960 " 34
3 240 T34 | 915 “30
*Danger tree removal will occur on 300 feet on each side of haul routes and have the sime areh affectod as the haul fOUEes.

s

The potential for introducing new infestations is relative to the total amount of disturbance and therefore

can be compared by the number of acres of activity in each alternative, including transportation activities.

Table 3-75 Proposed Harvest Acres and Road Miles Used in Action Alternatives

fr st
C m Alternative Alternatives Alternative
Unit of Measure A B and C D
Harvest Acres 0 3,900 2,600
Haul Route Miles 0 79 71

Cumulative Effects - Alternatives B, C, and D
Ongoing human and animal activities in the project planning area tht could create bare soil and spread
ropagules include ve hicle traffic, cattle grazing, recreation activities, woodcutting, and wild animal
movement. All of these activities could affect areas outside the project planning area. It is not possible at
s time to calculate how many acres may be affected.

Future foreseeable non-commercial thinning activities within the project planning area, occurring 18-20-

t g g i e —r———————t : : mir e S
, years Trom HATVest activities, would not likely create bare soil, but would involve vehicle traffic that
= T — B T T AT e o TR A A S RO
“MQ&QM‘.CL pIARMing area. Future foresecable invasive plant treatments, over the next

10-years, would continue to manage weed populations in the project planning area and outside the area
- Monitorin d assessment of new populations would increase tracking capacity in preparation

- 2 R g e oy T i o i N

for treatment. These foreseeable future actions would further reduce the number of acres at high risk of
weed spread. It is not possible at this time to calculate exact acrease reductions resulting from these weed

treatments.
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FINDING OF CONSISTENCY
The proposed South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Projcct is consistent with the Forest Plan,

{ as amended, with respect to noxious weeds. Compliance includes the above discussions of existing
ae . . . . T g— T T b - e es el o e
condition, the mechanisms of invasive species spread, prevention measures (standards an g_uﬁeimes)

listed as design features, and rigks, ’
Bpne of tha ey problescs both s DEIS 5 fhat Ve Foreat Seovive he e
-/f(_e 5f;n'{'&w’ /*t)”%‘h’%}%: Foreal Plan And ol 4&:?4% (au/s L Stardarts—
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VISUAL RESOURCE (SCENERY) Soukc 6erie f;«ayﬂum Kepert-.

This section incorporates by reference the South George Scenery Resource Report contained in the
project analysis file at Pomeroy Runger District. Specific informaftion on the methodologies,
assumptions, and limitations of analysis and other details are contained in the report. A summary of the
current conditions of the affected environment and the predicted effects of the proposed action and its

alternatives are discussed in this section.

SCALE OF ANALYSIS

The South George project planning area is located on Pomeroy Ranger District and is approximately
21,000 acres in size. It is primarily situated in Asotin County with a simall portion in Garfield County,
Washington.

Indicators for comparison purposes between alternatives are:
@ _ ® Scenic Integrity - The degree to which the scenery is free from visible disturbances that detract

I¥6im the natural and socially valued appearance, including disturbances due to human activities
—5 or extreme natural events inconsistent with the historical range of variability.

he decree to which the desired scenic character can be sustained through time
4C dcg 'n £

e e

oe Project i« consistent with scenery-related
A g e B T ._-a#.mw-‘s‘rﬁf)ﬂ:;-‘l‘t@-——;:n 5 LN
applicable elements of Forest Service Visual

he following table shows Forest Plan visual quality

objectives by management area (FP pp. 4-117 — 4-163)

rl’ L r’{,? Table 3-78 Visual Quality Objectives for Specific Management Areas
?Q_ ' Management Area vQO
A6-Developed Recreation Retention-Partial Retention

‘il-{@éﬁé@ old Growth B Retention |
-Big Game Winfer Range Retention —Maximum Modification !

C3A-Sensitive Big Game Winter Range

Retention -Modification

C4-Wildlife Habitat

Relention —Modification ‘

C5-Riparian Habitat

Retention —Modification =

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
Scenic Integrity

Scenic Character - The project planning area lies at the head of the druinage system flowing east which
includes several streams; and at the breaks of Wenatchee Creek and (he Grande Ronde River drainage that

flows south. opography.dro ticall
Way 10 an.expansive yista tha

transition. 10,

away to the west along forest road (FR) 4300 giving

i T < 2 .1 b W vt A s W i

 stretches into Oregon and Idaho wherc the Wallowa Mountains and the

| i > seen on the horizon. To the east, and within the project area the topography 1s made

4P Of a.series of steep canyons that start at the headwaters as heayily limbered draws of mixed conifer and
25l stands and grassland slopes. The views of these landscapes are a mix of

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
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i .01 the plantations are very prominent in the middle ground views irom
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Chnsequences

foreground views into the timber stands and vistas down and across ttu canyons. The vegetative mosaic
o fimber and grasslands laid across the dissected fopography creates diverse views,

sites that were ultlwed in assigning lhc w«;ua] Udlt[ / ob'u:twu: ro lhe F orest, Plan An evaluation of the

existing condition considers the dLgr,ecng dbgﬂ&‘ livities to the natural appearing

scenery that is derived by the contextual Idndbcapc and the historical ranee o variability.

Transportation Routes - There are currently 50 miles ot roads open to mol 1r|{ed _vehicle t_lave] in the

project planning area (33 rmle% of maintenance level 3 m] &s of maintenance level 270 roads)
0 argopento ATV's and mntnrcyclu.s (all are open roads except FR 4300

which is approximately 7 miles in length). These routes provide access {ochiking, ATV riding, hunting,

Portions of FR 4300 and 4400 and FR 4304 are open to motor vehicle travel, except from December 1 to
Apn] Ist when lhey are used for snowmobile activity. These routes and 'R 4302 (Hogback Road) are
[

: during summer and fall ggglwawn They also constitute a significant portion
pile trail system during the winter months.

rainave. Immediate views to the
i at ridges. The Wallowa Mountains and Seven
Dew]s in Idaho are v151ble on the horizon. VIews to the nort looking into the project area are varied.
Theti ore i  that have not been previously harvested are dense with very little

_ el A s N s
understory growth. The thick canopy closure makes these areas dark, T he viewing dl§tance into these

areas 1§ very. limited. There are many argasthathaye been harvested and these ld more than
cent thinning has taken place which has ggdu:..eg ¢ thick

rowth dllowmg views

ere these Eatches are most visible the visual quality 1s modification. This patchwork
4300 road: therefore the exmmg visual quality 15 partial retention. See Figures 3-

A ﬁwd
: %{ng@(/B/é/
B (rols por

1’2 d/Wd%Mc/

Mwﬁj‘fbw) not )
jaet %Mﬂv‘&w/fmf ’

" Maintenance level 3 — suitable for passenger vehicles, surface not smooth,
* Maintenance level 2 — suitable for higli clearance vehicles.
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That e resain

7’7%{4’1‘; k’g % Figure 3-12 View looking south east from the Hogback Road

s é{l/c,/ o7 ,5: “k
Inalezd e sée ilot of
et bt lezes
tn slopey ticfsitens
Clearints 4nd
Ar s Theae

B ke Jnostly fr
wxc&/fﬁvﬁs 3( f)’/‘/

And /ws;r Fig. 315"
7&-“‘ Forest road ﬁgﬂﬂmagt wesl up Smoolh:ng Iron ridge. To the west views are directly into the Asotin
i Creekgm_lnggg which has very steep. slopes. This drainage is not within the project planning area but is a
key 'visual attraction of this route. To the east views are of Cook Rnl_ . Dark Canyon. and Park Ridge

which are rolling ridges runping yoﬁﬁeast From l'fm road pdst clear uls are yisible in rccl(mouldr shapes
i IhL Much of the_szrdnd fir is dead

Mﬁ/ HEFOSE e north facing slopes. The remaining “timber is visibly unhe:
or dying. The stands are very TR0 “stocked with ]a“gc amounts of down and dead material. The

H ma]l trees, but the view 15 \er\ patc h\e and unnatural appum% It

Arcu patc es are coming in wit
meets FR 4300 at the breaks of Wenatchee Creek. The views into North Fork Asotin Creek are

‘5 2 ( D’,(f then
similar to that of Wenatchee Creek. This route runs through previous harvest units as it traverses the
B sz Ty
The current visual quallty varies from modification to I’I’lXmITIUIYl m(ﬁhc:}gf_)p

o Very Low Scemﬁnlwwj “'See'ﬁgureq 3-14 and 3-15

Figure 1-14 View looking east from FR 4400 -This view is represemmu of the contextual landscape in which
the project area lies. The timbered canyons are often flanked by rolling UI)( n ridges. The draws are heavily timbered and

contrast strongly with the grass slopes. )
6.?
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of the Wenatchee watershed to the south and the Grande Ronde River vulley to the south east. ‘The cabin

.H(@ m&ﬁﬁ] ntly rei ﬁ?éﬂ”ﬂﬁ’ﬁ@ﬁl the summer and fall months. Current!y (he visual quality of scenery

_ visible from Ihc rental cabin is p: artial retention (moderate scenic integiily ).

within the project planning area at

Cloverland Sno-P. oped winter recreation trail head located

efmcslbogngmm#[m sno-park is the primary staging facility on the cast side of Pomeroy
Ranger District. The site is designed to accommodate vehicles with snowmobile trailers. Trailheads are

@ in a sense the portal to recreation ¢xperiences on the forest. Therc:fun -cenery at this point establishes
_.E'—'T"E—— - —__'E —_—
( ial setting for the jence is 35 Ls,{i\Il\.’ 4ACIOSS Pomeroy Dl\[llct

Proxlmately 47 miles of designate snowmobl]czrall are roomed Orl oeroy stmcl each year.
!annm

ere are at ;ﬁ)out 19 miles of grgome :d routes within the e project area. The views from these

routes are vaﬂﬁ i lw.;! @ﬁ timbered 1 1"0“”!3 ridges m[emn ?;_twlh grassy slopes. The

nmber S sh \'lﬁl '. E% rve
mlddle oL %y_& e existin

f past hmﬁer‘harve%‘.whuh often dominate the fomground and
12 con mon 1S )dmcafi Einng‘rhu T s s -
There is no inventory of dispersed campsites in the project planning are

i however, there are a number of
lradmcmal dlsErsed camgsnes scattered throughout. Dispersed campm ¢ has 1rdd1[10nallv becn a popular '
activity ing a.particylarl dmﬁggﬂm& huntmg;edhm The sc u.r_v 1S .1n cxsentml agggcl of the

/) recreation ggp_.mg Tj'le ex:slmg condition is modification to p'irt;al retention T'lom"axﬁpersed campsites.

The table below lists the visual quality objectives (VQOs), scenic integrity as perceived by the public, and
scenery integrity objectives.

Table 3-79 Visual Quality Objectives and Perceived Alteration

Visual Quality Objectives Scenic Integr.ity as people Scenic Integrity Objectives
perceive it ,
- Unaltered
Pmscrvaf{?n. (visually complete of intact) - Very High
Retention | Unnoticeably altered High
a etention ightly altered Moderate
Modification Moderately altered ~ Low
Maximum Modification Heavily altered ~ Very Low
Unacceptable Modification Unacceptably altered __Unacceptable

()% Huk 4t o m/wﬁm&é’; mﬂf’hg prMme‘w e retes o "’V (7
Scenic Stability & (}1{'54, “seenn lfzifﬁz; 045/8—{ LS - Th i Shoecdd loz
Scenic stability is the degree to which the desired scenic character can be sustained through time and
ecological progressmn The exm:ng scenic stability analysis for South Ciegree project planning area
ocuses on the single major scem-r}f aftriby 'n ’tresl o |I‘ ecosystem Condmom ldenllﬁed }td’fﬂ

1eld oservatlo and Fire Reoime OEQEHQQH{CC) coarsc -cale data on vegelanon and flrc

L
frid
A’ M 1story ; osystem C angex?o other minor scenery attributes sucli «s landform, rock outcrops. and
{U

winter snowfall are not as critical (o the project area’s scenic character o its vegetation, since these

changes are relati able over lime regardless of fire behavior and liuman activities /(/44/214
N D net bt relabvel Stable arer Hipce mmﬁ:’/f”'ﬁ

@(flﬂ' valuating scenic stability is done by co cons:den ng conditions necessary L0 sustain desired scenic char auu
UV“V : ) ithi nd historical r _range of the ]dndsc‘lpe ppropriate stand density, species 64
FOJM_DLJ, composition, and fuel loads are i1uesz~,ary tor stana:. to maintain the inherent characteristics through Ihelr
=,
v! nsity “éncroachment -|| less resilient species, mumxm(

2 p-% fuel loads, and hlgh levels of mortality exist, th expected consequences are changes in the scenic
— L el
: ) (,Iull‘*bk

WL ! character that are beyond the historical + nples of these conscq i
r that are beyond the historica xamples AQBSCUSHGES aTe. mg&&&n .
bkl R st s s 57 o o s\
rv“) " af oo realiead specics” (.t Erandfn?)s Yfiif, fevedsn] tot [72
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_ G IS VQW;@;?WJ"M‘W e Zﬁfr’m', ‘ ngW,f&éf///}f;Aﬁ
Tkis nguﬁ & ldck — mwmxkjm,q/ -
- ﬂj from intense wildfires, large stands of dead and dying timber, and loss of distinctive characteristic such as )
A 1ds, lodgepole stand mosaics and multi-lzvered mixed species stands. A5
- 90’ “¥&AGradual trends over time have altered species composition, stand structure. and age classes of the forest ¢ s ﬂ{; =
/ ”fgﬁé -vegetation. ‘Stands of large maturc ponderosa pine that provide an open | orest are diminished due to AL
Z

| pine to release shade tolerant WA (> =

‘encroaching mixed conifer s %f:.l‘.ib and past hari\;efl practices that remm-;-;j et
ies. (See Vegetation ané uels sections of this chapter). 74 /2 7 ziely Prns 147 S ompel repr
Y frreed U pes nof tcvss %bw/wé’e/’f@wfw' bocd 25 Lo35'18 thsused f Mij’éw
X resirtt

Scenic stability levels provide a measuring tool that addresses the resiliency of the scenic attributes and

f;( the scenic composition of the desired scenic character. Scenic stability levils are defined as follows: _(-‘y., hhor
. 7%& ) ) . elevatiar md molstpr cold m?xc%if:j%(ﬁlﬂ; %
SCitny,, Sc;mc Stability Level Definitions: *~ /" /) A il < Z pes,
y Very High Stability—All dominant and minor scenery attributes of (¢ valued scenic character .
l 2@ are present and are likely to be sustained. /% m{’j/{-ff,/?; Skszv;égi/zeptf' 57 ;W&Y) r:dzr
~ / i ed Y frilre. - - - e d
% {V'M High Stability—AIl dominant scenery attributes of the valuedi;%gr{'i-: character are present and Ifc«:a/ <
are likely to be sustained. However, there may be scenery attribute conditions and ecosystem 2, ./ M _

’

56' lil‘;m stressors that present a low risk to the sustainability of the dominant scenery attributes. 6 e VS,
WLLJ Moderate Stability—Most dominant scenery attributes of the valued scenic character are .ma[a(,{,'bp
- : : present and are likely to be sustained. A few may have been lost or ure in serious decline. Ad,c’?c/g,_@ 2
\J Low Stability—Some dominant scenery attributes of the valued scenic character are present (291 .ezt/&( M)
W di‘ and are likely to be sustained. Known scenery attribute conditions and ecosystem stressors may S#éed24d s

. MRMI seriously threaten or have already eliminated the others, HElgire spec fﬁ)

éf ; /’7!# Very Low Stability—Most dominant scenery attributes of the valued scenic character are 2l
1 eit seriously threatened or absent due to their conditions and ecosystem stressors and are not likely Ml"-’/ ed

5
! i smai d'b = i R N
- g _]{W-“ to be sustained. The few that remain may be moderately threatened bul are likely to be M;}{ﬁg/ s s

sustained. @]7?. ¢ Greatt7 A SCletfr Valetls g cp c%/é “g g
Ao 9* - 5[’2}4}7@; 2.ye$7‘o-zzz‘émaa- LewlrSs Jiv¥ ?0 é‘fykg > .
. U'?l‘| No Stability—All dominant sceénery attributes of the valued scenic churactef are absent or seriously M )

e
“i,qﬂa ﬂ’mﬁ threatened by their conditions and ecosystem stressors. None are likely to be sustained, except o
relatively permanent attributes such as landforms. foaoef, + ﬁdf}l’ e Accetrrd lestnat,

. sub]]&f Whee Bttt dnalssisa] lo3sing i o SCLotit StRbi/i% ? 4

+ The gregtest hazard to scenery resources in the South George project planning area are large stand éa‘%ﬂ?

ey replacement fires that would burn miich more infensely than what has historically occurred. Fireis a : o iiodll

J‘SWharuﬁl disturbance in this area but due o The Stocking levels, species cormpositions, ladder fuels, and ks
canopy closure,that have gevelopcd over i}lﬁizgis expected that a fire event would be g%uch larger and A%éj&i
more scyﬂ@mbl 3 ho proog s —f74ndS (nHlig réfipn showd 22005
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VIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES re 4‘,;/__ W@

ALTERNATIVE A — No Action 4“4 an M.-«@ZM&/WM o
WC % f{f/k//l%, }’(Wzﬂ%(, ﬁ'{?k&/
Direct/Indirect Effects — Alternative { Mé ' & Lrrben 5%@@

Visual Quality/Scenic Integrity — Implementing the no action alternative would cause no direct or indirect

effects to the existing conditions. The existing visual quality would remuin at modification to partial
® retention. W 74 /W-/ﬁ 1% /frg'&dé’ Carbon A’WWW o C//wcé
Where [s S/Zm (‘ﬁdmjfp 2
Scen?c. Stability — Implementing the no action alternative would cause no direct effects to the existing o
condition. Indirect effects are related to increasing stand density, encrouchment of less resilient species, {Méf/
I':f;‘y
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b fiudh reduchia opeciilly in maist s coldferedo- MPREE 1T v s

increasing fuel loads, and high levels of mortality. This trend decreases the resiliency of the timber stands
causing the scenic stability to be continually reduced as conditions degrade. {1 ) 7e ér&, FService

R Sertowdle, o &@ Foweh w ”’({70‘/"4;

Cumulative Effects — Alternative A /1o sllit® @d}nrm
There would be no cumulative effects to visual quality/scenic integrity with implementing Alternative A

because no direct or indirect cffects would occur. Scenic stability would continue downward in future
years as conditions degrade due to the lack of resiliency of timber stands.

Effects Common to All Action Alternatives (B, C, and D)
04’ "(ﬂy-ef Viewing gistasece inte Steedo "/s not Ags,mé,;; sleeee - Fs et e,
L w«mﬁaﬁv&

Directllndirect Effects -Alternatives B, C, and D (&~ .’x/b‘ e o

Effects vary as to the number uf acres treated in each action &]{Gmnﬂl
Commercial harvest 2 .¢_ M« W (’Wm?%?éed

The project units are designed to address the den.se overstock{,d stands throughout the project area.
Proposed thmmng prcscnpﬂon« are to soften the hard edges of the past harvest units, which would

@ decrease the unnatural appearance over time. "’S'offc'ﬂ /23 /v.z?/ ﬁ.( 2 / W&E ;‘0
N‘!(’W fé‘m 5@(_ 44(1‘57‘01—5 el earcnks s FrOl S @,ﬁ e AP g |

3 e silviculture prescription of improvement cutting (free thinning) would be used to select trees to
Be
harvest. This prescription selects trees based on species and size, lcavin the _referredépgg_lg,s_(ﬁre—

@k V”:z / ) Iesistant species - Ponderosa pine and western larch) L Aarge | trees of non-resistant species would remain.

This practlcenl—ea\?és an uneven aged structure of the desired composition and densities. Commercial
harvest leaves stumps which are visible from an immediate foreground distance (300 feet). .Commercial,

@W%?m ggr"vggs would open up the ft.mdq and aJlow more wnhght mto the fore st floor rovides a ionger
g iewing dstanceto he forest 57!?:!5’?5{;; "'bk %E /ﬁﬂ}/d;{f
M?Kdﬁ} RAPOSTRIR AL </ W tH FS V?’Vfrcj/}..w Fnda
ommercial ha.rvest activities that would occur mclude tractor logging and sklddmg, el\yhnc logging, dnd

@mi’fdf' helicopter logging. MOUW»I@dm& creates some soil disturbance along skid frails, tearing
fyu,;f,' the topsoil and exposing the soils. The understory, ‘vegetation is torn Lp along these skid trails W!‘llCTi are
Vvisible an immediate forcafound distance. These visual effects are usually an, mearate ‘impact that

dissipates within a short period of time. As vegetatton returns the impacts are usually not visible after a
growing season to the casual viewer. Skyhne lo ng creates si similar effects,as fractor logging. The skid
trails associated w1th skyline logging are usuaﬂ‘%&nger“han those associated with tractor loggi These
Tails can often be yis] ]emﬁ?ﬂg distances. However, these visua e%mcte are

also short-term. Hellcopter logging creates very minimal effects to scenery. The stumps remaining are

f)?&w_ 2

k/“"@'" the only visible evidence that is created, when slash is treated. . R >
& lnsustalnat>(c Ladibinfo Grandin 3 7717t 747444 ; ty
b kmn‘}ll!ﬂj Danger Tree Removal jC\ 2 /’ 7

% Danger tree removal would cause some stumps to be created along haul routes in the immediate

Vi3 M(g foregromnd. Stumps would be \151ble from the road and would cause = visible effect. The degree of
z m;ﬁenaené on the amount of s stumps “and the location of the s! Lmp Félated to the road, as well as
/“ﬂ the viewing angle and the amount of grasses and forbs that may screcn the stump
é Ao ot dntao (> fpﬂ..-/'y%sac Lvidierce ﬁ.f f)'.j' A/élz/tlua/
j Fuel Treatments /, Conrape refurr visia 3= 1 5e feereato.

Fuel treatments that would occur congruently with harvest treatments include mechanical thinning,
prescribed bummg of activity fucls, grapple piling, and yarding with tops attached. These treatments
'f would'clean up Ythe majority of the slash created by the harvest activitics. The effects are primarily
M beneficial to the visual quality, reducing the visual impacts of human sctivities with a natural appearing
_‘? ylandscape. Removal or bumning of residual material (tree stumps, snags, limbs and brush pi les), removes
dec“‘" the clutter thaI detr?.cts from the remaining trees other scenic attnbm ... Most visual preference surveys i
indicate dislike for messy fandsc: apes (Bradley, Forest Aesthetics, 1996, pg. 6). Non-commercial thinning

ﬁ; Lrf* (O T2rmes life Clean wp ! “clutler4ad “messy]endseapes® payet 7€

g b&%@uu sz {do/ % J South George Vegetation and Aanagement Project - DEIS /‘,,/L
mdw -166 ké/:‘ljh’f/%m /3W
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removes trees less than 10 inches DBH, where these trees are in excess. This activity is usually a benefit

to the visual quality. .Viewers arc knewn to,,glrgﬂr Y { large {rees with ppun bpd(;an ,
B Vrengore FonihiEss v sroms wlat S Tss 1 1ebsy at 1o st dhirally dety, Prssdersn

‘e —
Landscape prescnbed fire woulcl create scorching across tiu acres of thi 1rt2'%(.11pt10n This activity would r S
create visual effects that are within the natural scenic character that is /ynamic, changing with natural 7
disturbance and cycles of growth and renewal. There would be some torching of individual trees, and ‘aﬂ /

oups of trees. %) adiziiZlo Ao W ot s Lz =
[q f:/‘”‘ hun Efgf;@f pledeerss S;zwwb: ATV ift—rs)% e Mﬁ‘r

Wﬁﬁug camggound is located approximately one-half mile from the ncarest harvest unit undt{ all action f"f"fkf
{altematlves Tsitors at Wickiup campground are not likely to experience direct or indirect scenic effects @,,xq

from Haryesl or fuels treatments with implementation of any action dh: rmative. (""'?"
Jirect s mdiveet incpacts 42 5Cluic ﬁmfy -
atives B and C the Wenatchee CMWQMEQQQ;; o tractor harvest units (Units 58
d 59 isitors would experience a more open stand in areas seyeral lundred feet to either side of rhe
C nder Alternative D the nearest harvest uml g__[nt ?l} 1s located ; ‘\uutvpngguane;g m;lc o1 lIu east
and would likely be unnoficeable from the cabin, The scenic vistas to (he south that many people come to

mmWn unaffected with implementation of any :ction alternative.
Y #s ridieud Wb 3 karntttasdng o Surrtund 4 pepular reeueatimaloin with 2 (ff,f}g
jews {rom dlsper%ed camp 91te~ 1I13t are near or within treatment areas v ould initially be impacted by

= E L activilic stumps and ski 5% and SKid Trail disturbance. The [ore ground views from these tm;ﬁ
Qe d:spersed camps would be more .mlwbﬁmmﬁ&‘ﬁmw into the forest. S¥=SY
Qi abternabion woadd ot 4o hm—-dm«mwrd%?%m (p tol- E’VM)MMJ

There are no harvest or fuels treatment units proposej_gwmﬂ@d sno-Park under any of the action # W
atives. Visitors to the sno-park are not likely to experience visual direct or indirect effects from ‘,;_t £ ‘é:gr
harvest treatments, How hose utilizing the trails would travel lhrl g h .l;,plungyvhere hzu'vmt

activity would be very ev1dent Stumps, skid trails, and b!ackened i

visibly dominant in {he Shorf-term for the first | t ;

the long-term stands would appear healthier after 1 to 2 yeara /?;1}

1rles e Veéry wikene Ht Foreq-Servize hao pPlavined. m@r Mﬁ
There are a small number of acres that are within the partial retention visual quality 0b|ect|w (VQO) ‘ras/s,
These acres are located along FR 4 w(}O Alternative B proposes 158 acres of intermediate harvest,

RIternaiive C proposes 158 acres of intermediate harvest, and Alternati\c D Proposes o8 acres ot

m;ggnealate Rarvesr TReNarvEs ((Ealments are %Eeaed 1o meet partiil 'Ll:.pllon P1Bposed harvest
S o i -

visible from 00 would treat nmba stands that remain between ‘1 St ¢ e:u‘cut 1h11m1n0 from below

and openin e canopy to allow more light into the forest floor, and C1. anmou the dead and down _

pateriale, This proposed harvest would soften the patchiness of the timbered landscape by blending the
previous cuts that are now regenerating with less dense harvested pieces 0f this project. "phesesult-avo;

remain at a visual quality level of nmdn‘igauoni but could soften the stark visual patchwork. Eventually
the patches would completely blend to a contiguous natural appearing [orest. The images below (Figures
3-17 and 3-18) depict a representation of the expected results of the treatments AR A Tew years o
egowth As past harvested areas continue to grow, the blending of the (W0 harvest efforts would
mprove the scenic integrity. It is cxpected that the trend toward low scenic m[egmy would be slowed hy
all the action alternatives. Alﬁdumld not slow thal trend as tiich:

SMM Vet (“Finletr sizsds ")L(,ﬁuanc{fémz}i?gz/ (We dnct wint-
It Caregp th” ”0/ém474 /W/MI/O/%TW wawbé Specie,
R S
ey S0 forb b . [l dat W soflog The ness
A"jf”b:;g J{MM efa‘féjye’g,,‘c /7t 7‘//,?;( 551@/? ot
“Mlﬂv,lac&/m,?‘nm/ﬁrafjrm .{ajgi . (”Mﬁ’, z‘rau/ﬁybm/

(v ;

‘U/Ubk_ NL&U, f ‘) /Sout[! George Vegetation angd Fuels Management Projcct - DEIS R
\Edfrsfs l'l/k/ e thu{ﬂ&%ﬂf’ 3-167 L,%cf/r,dﬁs ,4%B£/§ /K/zu/mZZ,




—a e

B7)5 DEIS 75 dadey ravellias, ire e Z:sﬂéf gL "’*jeé}f‘i" e

; 5 rol CM/ & Pis: 4 ;
fwm bjj ’Ef W,#Chca;;"e:\ %th‘ﬁ Em(-i:'unmcn?and Environmeri: Conscqucnce‘sj; fj)
g) I3 (% Ler Mé&ﬁ,’&ywé }45;(4 ; e £ ﬁrrz’mzfﬂ'/rﬁ'm [7555 32 :/7 s 3—/5"}
They tne Ohbishols showmy Yhe st phots il 4./ arp s fooua Zred)

brighiessing
17%.3°/%.

-

Figure 3-17 Exialin view mking southeast fum the Hug-.:r. :
St i it tore oo ion<
rnps s A D wSys Hekeeu o ot
[Q"‘j L ik Dl n e
;ngwrfaw e ' ST /o Lz patc/
g & Lo

Bl e Fouu 38,
B 7472 aloo S45S
: W/&W abad
Tre V/ZMJ}!‘??%

Thiz 3 dbvfm"‘y .
' é/[é/;rm%/g ;

ma’gmf e 2 =
mi: td 8’ z‘rf” M ; Figurl- 3-18 Rendition of Expected results after 5- _\ears V7 M a M«‘f Wh—j 7
&« &'MN!@ & v rmw’zkgf :

A

QI s ‘ s - |
= he arca is dependent on the conditions that [« or resiliency to fire and insects and
|5 — —— e =3 DO ot o T i
’ﬂu‘-’(' f the area 1s outside of the historical rangc of yariability in ways that put the
. " = i e A R e Ty e
Alternatives B and C would Egrygg_“ .900

Vd’ ' k of lar e. severe fire. Proposed action
-leaving ﬁﬁ: resilient species and densitics. as well as ntilizing fuels freatments

Alternative D treats 2,600 acres witl harvest techniques, and

v’ ON aEEroximatclli 'I'E 100 acres. _
‘I W‘L approximate acres of fuel treatments. It is expected that the additional regeneration harvests,
B and __(f'cgulg potentially belp control fire.. whereas Alternative D would not.

and C would be more benéficial to the imyirovement of scenic stability. However

AW oL ThercTore R
g ’{5! O iy is not expected that the difference would be measurable by the scenic stability scale, Z:.—
(W Bfetrealley A= D 1uonld tbtionaly be pust foestfizial v 5Cesn /2 SEr { ‘

u R Iternatives B and C are expccted to maintain a moderate scenic st:bility while Alternative D is expected
. nly to slow the trend toward low scenic stability. o 4r€ ;,/k/o/%/ o [gg, or :
Vers, 04t vy fouceh kfpublie opinive . f&%ﬂi}g’ 24 2L, kmﬁﬂdgéym ’ ,

y M Cumulative Effects — Alternatives B, C, and D
mp‘,f’ Pas, present, and foreseeable :ctivities (pp. 3-1 to 3-4) that contribute to the cumulative effects to scenery
I regeneration harvests, thinning, prescribed firc. and grazing practices that overlap 1t |

A
%%Mm The timeframe for which these effects overlap ranocs from the time of The activity
I through the life of the effect. Created openings that are unnatural appearing last until the seed trees gain

ff{ / enough height to make the opening disappear as a visual form. This usually occurs when the trees reach
3 - e S - : . > — =
20 feet in height. “This usually takes 20 1o 25 years. The project planning area is not highly visible from
boundary due to the slope and orientation of the lindscape, therefore the project

jﬁe Mﬂbb’ outside the project
o le —

m "UMMIV South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
& 1 p&
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i #HL
Sam 20 feet i1 hoight amm@ Heby bt oowit potrsis (ond, //’g’ " o aao/ME oS

boundary is the spatial boundary for cumulative effects. Past, present and reasonable and foreseeable L#siy

- activities are briefly described and (he cumulative ¢ effects d:scioatd below 2% o |
D e ke lo35in8 Ay 590, Whty 5 Hhie Forest-Seore bhckfam- 4 iy 22 yezrs?|

The harvest activities that created long term visual effects in the area that would overlap in time would be
‘the regeneration harvesls that occurred after 1990 (p. 3-2). Approxlmal ly 1,830 acres havc h{l,cn
)ﬁ’ harvested in this manner creatmg openings of varying sizes. These opening do remain | and n and create an
existing visual condition thal cally blocKy with squarish gperimg, arrin; ’(..Cl horuomally across the

-';W slopes with timbered blocks between the openings. Harvest units in this project treat timbered blocks in a
)(‘d’ manner that would soften this b]ocky appearanceby thinning out dense timbered areas. 1he cumulative

~  effect would result in maintaining |{18‘?{‘1§!ng_ visual quality in some arcas and improvin 5 it xllghtLy in A:Q//
”ﬁﬁf* SheTS. T2t Cunpesbaloe < aﬁm/;/ze ove yzm?eﬁm . f’ e
,é 539( peare jutemac wilgfres wte Hev? walil

n minimal effects duc to past wildfires; approximately 40

cres have been bumed in lhe Vca,

T0j , which does not create cumulative significant effects 1o vistuil :]"”é']ny Fhe vmual ev1dence of /t/«"{»;/ v
past fires is in keeping what is naturall exectcd in a fire dependent ccosystem. - ) %/
Pa 5 s w(? O le 44 0f§ f{j// ’{i,i:“
The Red Hill prescnbed ﬁre project would add the remaining 156 acres to the amount of acres proposed C; é,LL
for prescribed fire in this project. These additional acres would not change the visual quality objective 5”’73%‘
expected to be met by any of the three action alternatives. The scenic stability would remain. the same as &
well.

The Park Ridge project of non-commercial thinning, pullback and prescribed fire would add the
remaining 247 acres to the amouni of acres proposed for this project. These additional acres would not
change the visual quality objective cxpected to be met by any of the three action alternatives. These @/Vm‘a,m%

activities would open up stands and improve the appearance of the forested stands by making large |
mmmm ferm effects such as the red needles of (he cut whips would be visible htzktc‘/
or one to one and one years. The scenic stability would remain the same as well even though this CJ"”"‘%&/
project contributes to improving the health and viability of the stands it is not enough additional acres to ﬁ"-ff&/"
Aoes ot

make significant changes to merit an improved rating.
loole bptfco,~ .
The ongoing recreation activities arc not expected to decrease the visual quality objective thatis 2% fﬁrfrm 2
Y4%

associated with this project. The effects of ongoing recreation activities ure accounted for in the existing
visual quality objective. ﬂ'?; &M_e/é,d

The ongoing grazing activities are not expected to decrease the visual quality objective that is associated ég ”
with this project. The effects of onuoing grazing activities are accounte for in the exis[ing visual guality 5 ':f y

objective. . HD gy e emdkwg ) invaive plant “breatmeats “Invobying herbizides
( " aheo bl{ nhatye ‘u tomndberal s ot3rafded Y speal ?‘(‘fﬁ f :
s The invasive plant trea ents are’ nut ex cted t6 add suwwcl& Lo Lhts prO_]eC[ to etfwt the visual
u eduction in 1nvaqwe_pl,mts is an effort that mamut_ams the scemc stcﬂ)lllty

of the herbaceous scenic attnbute<

Non-commercial thinning and fuels reduction that would occur over the 5 vear period would open up the
forest and clear small understory Irees to express large tree character. Short-term effects such as the red
needles of the cut trees would be visible in foreground views remaining for 1 to 1 % years. These
activities in addition to the proposed activities in all action alternatives wo :Id meet visual quality
objectives and maintain or improve scenic stability.

Invasive plant treatments planned through 2013 is expected to improve the grassland composition,
restoring areas, and cumulatively maintain visual quality and scenic stability.

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Pru_;; - DEIS
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The Eastside prescribe burning would create visual effects that are in keeping with natural fire effects
such as smoke, scorched boles, red needles and blackened forest floor
localized, and limited to foreground views. Many of the effects would

du,to[hc ﬁ/ﬂ’gW Mm/

RA (FK yz02) #sd 1200 dreas Wﬁlé&w(‘dmﬁ
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o

banle d/srfor/ﬂﬂ@f.

Most of these effects would be
| be reduced significantly by new

spring growth of grasses and forbs, making them short-term effects. The remaining effects in addition to
the South George project activitics would not reduce the visual quality nbjective. The cumulative effect
to scenic stability would be positive, but would not increase the rating

Three areas along the. Hogback Road (FR 4302) and two other areas near problem culverts have been
L sites where cattle watering at road crossings cause localizcd bank disturbance (map in project

file). Hardening of these sites with rock is proposed to reduce disturbince and improve bank conditions
and localized water quality.

or degradation of visual quality. Where visible from FR 4302, the restoration would improve the
appearance of the sites that have been degraded.

This landscape would continue 10 express the activities that occur as management, and other uses.
Reasonably foreseeable activitics that are planned to occur would perpeluate a modified scenic expression
is cxgresswn would improve as present and foreseeable ac,tlom are

of the landscape. It is gﬁ&ted lhal thi
ofa llggter or more sensulve ggproac to management than those of the > past. The resiliency of the scenic
a

ttributes 1s expected to be 1mpr0vea as management activities are carricd out (0 maintain the vegetation

within the natural range of variation. These practices should improve scenic stability.

v JINDINGS OF CONSISTE Ney=Lack of prof sosiana) Wt (See boelly,)

es (B, C, and D) have very little differcrices between them that relate to

scenery resources ovcra.ll The lﬂ]E&CIS would not exceed the hmm of visual impacts detn}‘ug by L
maximum m ification, and partial retention. All proposcd ac[lon altemanvm would meet

ives established in the Forest Plan (see Table 3- -0F) 5 E; %ﬁrﬁ’n/
C’mdr‘sfiﬁu/ ‘?/Fbwﬂf'ﬂ'ﬁzn visteal Ghals

objectives (s s inple, not Toscs - AW/,,M B

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS

This section incorporates by refcrence the South George Economic Analysis Report contained in the
on the methodologies,

in the report. A summary of the
s of the proposed action and its

project analysis file at Pomeroy Ranger District. Specific information
assumptions, and limitations of analysis and other details are containcd
current conditions of the affected environment and the predicted effect

The spring development restoration and access sites would not contribuie significantly to the achievement I

alternatives are discussed in this section. ¥ /5 sed Vo ke f # 7 [/ -
fé s DEIS p-3-14*7)—> re-;‘wcbmc% EW é;{qrdeiwgﬂft c'/oév" b dor i l

INTRODUCTION A/ts B+ taded WYz ddljrcest (#5318 Lis
The management of Umatilla National Foreqt has the potentlal to affect local economies. Production OfW
resources and recreational use on the Forest generate employment and income in the surrounding

communities and counties and generate revenues that are returned to the federal treasury. This Sec{‘(’)n éf&;c‘# S, |

presents the economic effects of the project, including the project ‘ft_:_'.'.\‘ljlllt financial efficiency, and
i { and Resource Management l

impacts to jobs and income. Refer to the Umatilla National Forest, | an
Plan, FEIS, Appendix B, Tor fuﬂher detailed description of the majn ocial and economic characteristics 42‘4’44;

of the area (USDA 1990). '
e Purpose and Need for this project, as stated in Chapter 1, include 4 social economic secondgg_ (-0 EIS

0 provide saw ogs and wood?xber for uhllzatibn by local and regional econotiies. / -/éf») !

2o WKAEIS . 3-U6¢
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3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
@ﬁ, Wf% 50—6;\ ' Chapter 3~ A v
oloviows Aedbme in SM@, ;arodcwv‘fm; gj&u‘mg s ot aingble Verextraction
Wl vielatients, and z° virtually non- “turs femt Pinthtsr madeet [atbel,,
&6 Figure 3-19 Trend in Timber Revenue on Umatilla National Forest (1998-2009). W@ é! g ‘/’A;g
- - - }Dfaye,a"
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Community Demographics

During 2009, approximately 23.502 people lived in the bi-county economic impact area (BEA, WA lft%/l’

REAP, 2009). Between 1969 and 2009, Asotin County's population rose from 13,285 in 1969 to 21,385 Cr
in 2008, for a net gain of 8,100. or (61.0 percent). Garfield County's population decreased from 2,755 in
fp]/l%ﬂ

1969 to 2,117 in 2008, for a net loss of 638, or (-23.2 percent). _t’o/o
2o2al yokos ?
Employment e/
bviﬂwd Agriculture, manufacturing, retail, and service sectors are important ~ources of employment and income
0 in this area. There were 10,026 part and full time jobs in Ihgb;“g%m area economy during 2008, with

over two thirds Of these Jobs created since 1970, A%olm County's emplo YIS nt rose fror irom 3.1 3.179in 1969 (o
8738 in 2008, Tor a net gain of 5,559, or (174 ). Garfield C. >|uuty s employment dlopped from

imn n . for a net loss of 291, or (-18.4 percenl) Asotin County employment

rowth was slightly higher than the s state ageregate (161 percent) and si; mflcm],ﬂy]l;" er than the
hational average ( iERS gercenli

ﬂ“ M’r In 2009, the average annual uneiniployment rate for Asotin County arca was 7.8 percent. and 10.2 percent

&g/ for Garfield County (WA OFM 2009). There is a clear trend of the lowest unemployment during the late
UX /.. summer months and increased unemployment during the winter monilis due to the cyclic pattern common

A in agricultural based economies. al timber harvest related employment from Umatilla National

orest between the years 1995 1o 1997 avcmgcd ’W4 ths @%/’S iz not ijoI; & /4&}/

& /%m&a‘t’m MM%J,'{J MW/LMM//}’
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o Wity Canet Al Hcae Litensitt 4ud liofirng ine padds frosr (2450n8,
I - —y & ¥
Vo admg e otl Feduchon s Luning in motst pikzed ¢ sifer forasts ¢k  wihen
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 4l 4¢fi o gff.5 4re franeially inef tewt=2!
' The economic analysis for this project measures three aspects of the projec! s cconomic merits. They are
project feasibility (sale viability), financial efficiency (PNV), and economic Impacts (number of jobs).

Project Feasibility

The estimation of project feasibility was based on the Region 6 transaction ¢vidence appraisal (TEA)
model, which took into account logging system, timber species, and quality, volume removed per acre,
lumber market trends, costs for slash treatment, and the cost of specified rouds, temporary roads, and road
maintenance. The estimated high bid and base rates for each action alternative is displayed in Table 3-80.
The estimated high bid for each alternative indicates that the action alternatives are feasible (likely to
sell). The predicted high bid from the feasibility analysis is used in the financial efficiency analysis
discussed below. The higher the anticipated value above base rates a potentizal sale has the more likely
the timber sale would sell.

The financial efficiency analysis is specific to the timber harvest and restorution activities associated with
the alternatives (as directed in Forest Service Manual 2400-Timber Management and guidance found in
the Forest Service Handbook 2409.18). Costs for sale administration, regencration, and restoration
activities are included. All costs, timing, and amounts were developed by (he specialists on the project’s
interdisciplinary team. If exact costs were not known, the maximum of the cost range was used to

produce the most conservative present net value (PNV) result. The expected revenue for each alternative
is the corresponding predicted high bid, The PNV was calculated using R sale evaluation residual value
model, a program for economic analysis of long-term, on-the-ground resource management projects. A 4
percent real discount rate was used over the seven-year project lifespan (2011-2017).

abat 40 e

R 5
A Yok not 4 Covapprehpsirt Cost-loonefit-hnalysis” Lihat xtpendls

This analysis is not intended to be a comprehensive cost-benefit or PNV anulysis that incorporates a,
sion win market and non-market benefits and costs. Many of the values c"sﬁ"a{b E/S
esource management are best handled apart ?ro_m: but in conjunction with, a more P,’?m
)¢ enefit-cost framework. These valu{is;are discussed throd'ﬁoit&t}ix chapter, for eé?i‘hwgﬁé‘émg;;am ! \3’
. resource area. Jy, A4l 4&444@4;4{&/ 1450 Fedttree ok
Maragenent” Vple Lest frasdled apart fom A more [jmiTegd b8 057, « 2 Siars
I'able 3-80 summarizes the project feasibility and financial efficiency, including the base rates, predicted efr . >
high bid (i.e., estimated stumpage value), total revenue, and PNV for each ulicrnative. The PNV value Thtae =%

indicates the financial efficiency of the timber sale, including all costs and revenues g%ﬁociatea w;tﬁ the
tumber harvest and required desigl critenia, Table 3-80 indicates financial inefficiency for all action M 7>

\ :’@ iternatives, due primarily to '_ current economic recession and poor demund for wood products. The /oﬂ.?
NoO A Alternative has no costs or revenues associated with it. | o T StbsrA s g~
dost".

A reduction of financial PNV in any alternative as compared to the most efficient solution is a component
of the economic trade-off, or opportinity cost, of achieving that alternative. The no action alternative
would not harvest or take other restorative actions therefore, incur no costs. As indicated earlier,
many of the values associated with natural resource management are non-iarket benefits.
Hir DELS analyss.

t%) é & ’ ”
No = %o%&mﬁgm the b Aetiom ALt baucd o <3

This analysis calculated the jobs and labor income associated with the processing of the timber products
u. 5_”; llﬂl’VﬂS_ted and conducting mandatory and other land management activities. such as non-commercial fuel
J’k"’ | ‘"f’d“CUOH,lar_ld road decommissioning. Timber products harvested from the proposed project and the non-
U‘x timber activities would have direct and indirect effects on local jobs and labor income. Table 3-80
displays total estimates for employment (part and full-time) and labor income that may be attributed to

v
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The economic analysis for this project measures three aspects of the project’s economic merits. They are
project feasibility (sale viability), financial efficiency (PNV), and economic impacts (number of jobs).

Project Feasibility
The estimation of project feasibilily was based on the Region 6 transaction evidence appraisal (TEA)
model, which took into account logging system, timber species, and quality, volume removed per acre,

lumber market trends, costs for slash treatment, and the cost of specified roads, temporary roads, and road
maintenance. The estimated high bid and base rates for each action alternative is displayed in Table 3-80.
The estimated high bid for each alternative indicates that the action alternatives are feasible (likely to
sell). The predicted high bid from the feasibility analysis is used in the linincial efficiency analysis
discussed below. The higher the anticipated value above base rates a potential sale has the more likely
the timber sale would sell.

Financial Efficiency

The financial efficiency analysis is specific to the timber harvest and restoration activities associated with

the alternatives (as directed in Forest Service Manual 2400-Timber Manugement and guidance found in

the Forest Service Handbook 2409.18). Costs for sale administration, regzeneration, and restoration

activities are included. All costs, timing, and amounts were developed by 1he specialists on the project’s

interdisciplinary team. If exact costs were not known, the maximum of (he cost range was used to

produce the most conservative present net value (PNV) result. The 1§ expects d revenue for each dllf‘nldllve _

is the corresponding predicted h:gh bid. The PNV was calculated using R Sale evaluation residual value

model, a program for economic and]vs:s of long-term, on-the-ground resource management projects. A 4
~— percent real discount rate was used over the seven-year pr0_| ect hfespan (20 I i 20 17)
) WA‘! Wﬁ. élnvéo’-emrH 6'05‘{" LT E MMW% A

is is not tended to be a com hemlve cost- beneﬁt or ang dysn that incorporates a ""”( et
monei n m‘mL st “"Man_y of the values 72)5/5
assocxated with natural resource m.anagement are best handled apart [r 'fw?v but Tn conjunction with, a more Pref;
cost framework. These val ‘Sc'ﬂ'e iscussed throughout this Eﬁ'&pter#or eamspectlve /3’

resource area. /5 i 44 Ve W “} HW FeAlhreet.
g Lest leardled apant om' A wore [imiTed 850057 2 SWE s
Table 3-80 summarizes the project feasibility and financial efficiency, including the base rates, predmad !

high bid (i.e., estimated stumpage value), total revenue, and PNV for each alternative. The PNV value M 3 : /
mdxcatcs the ﬁnancml efficienc of lhe timber sale, mcludm all costs aml Juxgg es gg;g 1a5e3 w1tﬁ E

(D

i

A reduction of financial PNV in any alternative as compared to the most cfficient solution is a component
of the economic trade-off, or opportunity cost, of achieving that alternative. The no action alterpative

would not harvest or take other restorative actions and. costs. As indicated earlier,
many of the values assocnalcd with natural resource management are non- u-ket benefits. /:) £/S é &5

D e tan only SWW “Wb Aot m ALt baocd o AU Pt

Economic Impacts
. M"’{ is ana.lysm calculated the jobs and labor income associated with the processing of the timber products

harvested and conducting mandatory and other land management activities, such as non-commercial fuel

reduction, and road decommissioning. Timber products harvested from the proposed project and the non-
timber activities would have direct and indirect effects on local jobs and |abor income. Table 3-80
dlsplays total estlmates for employment (part and full-time) and labor income that may be attributed to

M i e
. South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences .

each alternative. Since the expenditures occur over a seven-year period, the estimated impacts of jobs and
labor income would be spread out over the life of the project. Most ol the timber harvest and wood
processing jobs would occur over the first five years of the project and most of the economic impacts
related to the Tand management activities would occur during the later stages of the project. It is
important to note that these are not new jobs or income, but rather job and income that can be attributed
to this project. =

Estimates in Table 3-80 indicate that each action alternative would muintain approximately between 75-
140 jobs and $3.4 -$6.3 million of labor income are attributable to the processing of the timber products
and mandatory and land management activities. Alternative A mainiains no jobs or income because there

are no activities associated with this alternative.

Table 3-80 Economic Comparison by Allernative

Alternative Alternative Alternative Alternative
A B C D
Commercial Unit Area (acres) 0 3,900 '
Volume Harvested (CCF) 0 47,250 47,250 25,350
Value/CCF (Above Base Rates) $0 $49.00 | $36.00 $41.00
Total Timber Value at Predicted =
High Bid Rate (Revenue) $0 $2,315,250 $1,701,000 $1,039,350
iscounted Revenue $0 $2,130,000 | $1,564,920 $956,202
iscounted cost $0 (-$3,449,250) | (-$3,449,250) (-$1,850,550)

3,900 2,600 u

ADancul Liesent et xal $0 -$1,319.250) | (-$1,884,330) | (-$894,348)
FraFITORA | apaEE et T g e i, of 0 #
Cost/Acre 50 (-$338) ' (-$483) ($344)
en ig (B/C). N/A 162 © | (-2.20) (-1.94)
! Local Employment*- jobs 0 130 | TI0 A
Total Potential Labor Income** 0 3652‘—).26() | $6,329,260 $3,390,675
* Definitions: Employment is the total full-and part-time wage, salaried, and self-employed jobs in region.
**[_abor income includes the wages and salaries as well of benefits of workers who are paid by cmployers, and income to proprietors.
’ | B Tz in avers Lrpensire & Very Atstctint bipstoirsale by no net
[ Alternative A — No Action ,o.,;;fy'u Yevennt b Loy J‘ové S Lot
J / ‘ ‘ -See f
| Direct /Indirect Effects — Alternative A” Kt s (No new jolos s 1HCML™ 1000
This alternative proposes no action. No costs or benefits are derived from this alternative and no detailed ﬂ
analysis was calculated for it. However, selection of this alternative could lead to costs in the future.
These costs would be associated with increased fire suppression costs, loss of private property, and other
) costs associated with failure to treat the vegetation in this area. . l
| @&;117 95140 joks Fn Courties w) (6,026 Johs (Asotn) » 1,288 (barfold) #2688 |
Alternative B (Proposed and Preferred Alternative) /p£/¢ P 3—172) '
Direct/Indirect Effects — Alternative B
The PNV for this alternative is negative. This alternative has the least cost per acre of the three action
alternatives and the least cost per acre of the three action alternatives. Alternative B proposes more l
commercial harvest than Alternative D and has a lower cost per acre. Alternative B has the highest
predicted bid rate as compared (o Alternatives C and D. The number of job (140) would be the same as
J Fa Alternative C but higher than Alternative D. The anticipated value :hove base rates is positive and higher l
W m‘bl( than Alternatives C or D, so the sale of commercial products is assumed to be viable. Trust funds can be
4”9“ expected to adequately fund vegetative treatments with implementation of this alternative. I
1
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INVENTORIED ROADLESS AREAS (IRAs) POTENTIAL €77, 7/
WILDERNESS AREAS (PWAs) AND OTHER UNDLVELOPED

LANDS

This section incorporates by reference the South George IRA. PWA nd Other [Jndeveioped Lands
Report contained in the project analysis fi file at T;omeroy Ranger District Spcmﬁc ‘information on the

mc%ologles assumptions, and limitations of analysis and other detuils are contained in the report. A
summary of the current conditions of the affected environment and the predicted effects of the Proposed

Action and its alternatives are discussed in this section.

INTRODUCTION

This section of the EIS discloses the affected environment and environmental consequences for,
inventoried roadless areas (IRAs), potential wilderness areas (PWAs). and other remaining undeveloped
lands. These three resource topics (IRA, PWA, other undeveloped lands) are grouped and discussed
together because they share a complicated set of terminology and interrelated history. Appendix H and

Appendix I of this EIS discloses additional narrative and maps in support of this topic.

During public involvement for this project, and in past similar projects, @ wide range of terms have been
used by respondents, the courts, and the Forest Service when referring 10 these topics such as roadless,
vilderness area, undeveloped lands,

inventoried roadless area, unroaded, uninventoried roadless, potential w
and roadless expanse.

From the mid-1970s through 2001 the Forest Service maintained a roudlcss area inventory of
undeveloped lands that we used and updated for RARE, RARE I, and in support of Land and Resource
Managcmcut Planning completed in 1990. All during that time we called these polygons “roadless areas”
or “inventoried roadless areas” (IRA). With completion of the RoadlL s Area Conservation 5u1e LRACR)

in 2001 these lands ceased being just an invento Iy, " and IRAs became more of aﬂg—slgnanon with fixed

by Forest ervice reguTanon @6 CFR “Jfﬁ Confusion énsued because

un )
TG Porest Service maps used (he same name; [RA. One ne map had hx‘ d boundaries set by the RACR and

another map had changeable boundaries based on n inventory criteria.
To address thls situation Mmru st Service created a new term for their inventory of undeveloged lands
- aESTRaTT
W ) fear d term used by the

alled “‘pote i s areas” (P to make a clear distinction between the
. This terminology addition was made policy by changing the 2006 handbook for wilderness
evaluation (FSH 1909.12 Chapter 70) and is also reflected in the 2008 IForest Service NEPA regulations
(36 CFR 220). In the regulations, potential effects to mvenromd roadless areas’ and ‘potential
F_r%. ning whether a CE, E/ ,Q; EI‘« IS lhe a‘pgropmgz;f’miﬁé document

: ds ijreaunu d and used n thls documem to

for a cular project. eterm other undeve
e e ot
mwﬁe ons1§e ion for the bdla.nce of those rcmamm > [ands that did not meet the mvemory criteria

ora PWA, w ated an IRA under the ﬁﬁmde nol C( \nlam roads and cv1dence ot
fim arvest (see definitions below).

To resolve this confusion the Forest Service uses its discretion to rely on agency policy, agency
definitions of terms, and agency procedures for the inventory of resources and facilities. Inventory

speriaspd proceduses Jorpotental wildemess areas are found in Fore 1 Serviee Handbook 1902.1%
apter /1. : SRS

in thes DEIS. Aleo pleact send Chaplies 72477
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmenta! Consequences

The terms and definitions as stated below will be used in this site-specilic analysis. The following four
resource topics are based on current law, regulation, agency policy, and the Umatilla Land and Resource
Management Plan (Forest Plan), as amended.

1. Wilderness: A wildemness area is designated by congressiona! action under the Wilderness Act
of 1964 and other wilderness acts. Wilderness is undeveloped ['cderal land retaining primeval
character and influence without permanent improvements or human habitation (Umatilla Forest

Plan, page GL-45).

2. Inventoried Roadless Area (IRA): These areas were identificd in the 2001 Roadless Area
Conservation Rule in a set of inventoried roadless area maps, co niained in Forest Service
Roadless Area Conservation Final Environmental Impact Statcment, Volume 2, dated November
2000, which are held at the National headquarters office of the 'orest Service, or any subsequent
update or revision of those maps (36 CFR 294.11). These argas were set aside through
administrative rulemaking and have provisions, within the context 01 muLp]e use management,

‘For the Erotectlon of inventoried roadless areas, Most IRA b Lnui mcq,ﬁ% substantially identical

o those 1dentified as ‘RocidlessAreab referred to in the 1982 planning rule (?ig CFR219.17) and
identitied By the Forest lan ' Appendlx 82 however some | )c.allzed minor differences in

.zm"g._—_%ndm%m <Xist, SOTRL lggtilln NF Foreot Plast 1ia silenont drenshlipres
Mg 3 IO, ?lﬁ wthm rmWA:fm Shal7 be ;w.g leptr otded' P @/421/

roadless acres were allocated to various managt.mn,m area qtratc«nes as dlc;closed in the

All roadless grea acres we 260
Umatilla Forest Plan EIS Agggndlx C and described in the Record of Decision (page 6-9) for & /22'
A7

the FEIS. mentatea stragegies were mtended to retain in the undeveloped roadless
cter e roadless are: ome management area strategics were intended to deve h
ch s a and some 2 trategics en evelop th ¢ :

lands with timber harves! ma road bui Idmg acuwtlcs _thus forg rgoing \road_!c_;;s c_hauactcr lekée
3. Potential Wilderness Area (PWA): Areas of potential wilderncss identified using invento
procedures found in Forest_Scrwce Handbook (FSH) 1909.17, Chapter 71 are called Botenngl

erness areas The inventory is conducted by the I'orest Service with the purpose of
iden g potenti d( mess areas in the National Forest System. The National Forest System
Land and Resource Mandocment Plannmg Rule (currently the 1982 Rule 36 CFR §219.17)
: d sJecommendation during the

forest planning process. - -

—'L—E'L" j br(é’("f' é'mfm/ vhon !

PWAs are not a land designation decision, they do not imply or impart any particular level of

ﬁﬁagcmen! aﬂecﬁon or £r0twt10n they are not an evaluation o/ ofenhj‘; Wildemess (€ ifiapter
fin a%rmm

not preliminary stragive Ecomgend itions for wilderness
mm—,—

anon h ter Wﬁmmﬂ" the admunistrati ebo dary
& 1stratiy un

e L S

0 anzinvemon roa exgarea![RA;.

ed ro: uft,s; _gm,gq g !gcntlﬁed in a

T E _ i e (RACR). PWAs overlap inventorie
adless areas ouly where thube acres of land are consment with the inventory criteria (FSH

1909.12 Chapter 71) and may extend beyond IRA and wilderness l\o@g_g_nes conslsiu}{ with

Dwle oy mjm, m:/éw&pre/o/ﬂm/ﬂff_m@%w PIAS 2 fe _wta.,w

whwwt Al
Mfme“;;&r nw [RAs WM/m‘a %m Aﬂéjj{ﬁ ocd roading.
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consciuences

Table 3-81 displays a contextual display of these areas discussed above.

Table 3-81 Contextual Display of Wilderness and Roadless Areas in PNW Region, Umatilla NF,
Pomeroy RD, and South George Project Planning Area

Unit Acres Percentage
]
Pacific Northwest Region 27.2 million 27% '
e Wilderness 5 million 18%
kb kS LA v
e [nventoried 13;79
oadless Area 4 million -
Umatilla National Forest 1.4 million 5%
* Wilderness 303,000 21%
N — - - -,
* Inventoried 20%
oadless Area 282,000 = }
e e
Pomeroy Ranger District 366,000 26%
s Wilderness 177,500 48%
69,000 19%

¢ [nventoried
Roadless Area

South Geoﬁe 21,000 6%
0* 0%

¢ Wilderness

e Inventoried 0 0%
Roadless Area
s PWAs 0 0%
. er lan at 8.785% 42%
€ s
[

She punt-all linds witlhmthe Sowﬁéerje@;%]mfp/@m;gm

WK tmdiwd?’e/ Charatioe1r Lt /f’éﬁfté/

rM‘g /){% . 74% all /’ﬁ vef &red

22, 3 . - 5
e Percentage represents the portion (acres) of both Oregon and Washington that arc National Forest System lands.
Perf:entage represents the portion (acres) of US Forest Service Pacific Northwes! Hegion that is managed by
Umatilla National Forest.
X Represents the portion (acres) of Umatilla National Forest that is managed by Ponieroy Ranger District
Represents the portion (acres) of Pomeroy Ranger District that occurs within the boundary of South George
froject planning area.
,"We}'laha Tucannon Wilderness does not vecur within South George project planning area.
This number reflects the acreages of other undeveloped lands.

South George Vegetation and Fu_:;_iiMunagcmsm Project - DEIS
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental ("0nsequences

BACKGROUND
Oregon Wild submitted written comments (April 1, 2009) about what they called “roadless areas™ and

“uninventoried roadless areas” during the scoping period for South Geuorge Vegetation and Fuels
Management Project EIS. Their letter included a map with a polygon they identified as “South Fork
Asotin Creek roadless area.” In their letter they requested that the NEPA analysis clearly state what
activities are planned within any portion of the roadless area they had identified. Oregon Wild did not
provide information on the inventory criteria they used to develop their map.

Mﬁ" Confusion surrounds this issue because there are conflicts between Forest Service maps and the map
presented by Oregon Wild. Their map of a roadless area has its own history of genesis. Confusion
continues when Oregon Wild in their letter of April 1, 2009 asked the I'orest Service to fully analyze any
effects to roadless areas and roadless values on lands the Forest Service determined do not meet agency

, inventory criteria.

In a related example, this EIS discloses impacts to a number of resources sensitive to the construction of

"é temporary roads. A road is defined and criteria and methods for inventorying a road conform to agency

policy. Definitions and inventory criteria do not change project to project, Forest 1o Forest; they are

common agency-wide. It would not be reasonable for a single individual or group to assert their own

definition of a road or how to inventory a road system and then ask the orest Service to disclose the l
impacts of ‘their road system’ on resources present such as elk habital, [ish habitat, or potential

wilderness areas. Further, it is unreasonable to consider one version of inventoried forest roads to analyze '

S

impacts to elk and fish habitat and then apply a second version of roads in another analysis (PWA,

undeveloped lands) within the same EIS. Inventories of resources and facilities in support of the South

George project have been predicated on agency policy and procedures. The situations described above

a clear and meaningful effects analys s for the “roadless” issue in the

e S D ohally A Forest Serviil % lgally reqairdd (s Condiet
$/5 resilrd Ing Controvetrsial Sctees Stech aa/ALs.

To resolve this confusion the I'orest Service uses its discretion to rely on agency policy, agency

criteria and procedures for potential wilderness areas are found in Forest Service Handbook 1909.12, Ch
71. The application of these procedures used for analysis of the South George project is found in

“Sowth Forle Asotin Preele roadloas dnes ” profecled oo (03¢ins

There are no designated wilderness areas within or contiguous to South George project planning area. DEIS
/)

s
ﬂ/ﬁ Asotin Creek and Wenatchee Creek IRAs (for this document they are referred to as IRAs/PW As) are P58

separated from the project planning area by existing main access forcst system roads (FRs 4400, 4300,

uJ and 4304).

ASOTIN CREEK AND WENATCHEE CREEK IRAs/PWAs

On Umatilla National Forest most inventoried roadless areas (IRAs) are potential wilderness areas
(PWAS), but not all acres in an [RA™ may meet PWA inventory criteria (FSH 1901.12, Chapter 71). This
| Situation ma Eéxg occurred because the lands within the IRA were allocated to a Forest Plan
. mana emcné_ ﬂiﬂpmd“d for timber harvest and road construction (FP ROD p. 8 and FP p. 3-5).
Therefore, past management activities on some acres within [RAs 1y now have stumps and skid trails or
_roads that are substantially recognizable, or have acres where clear-cuts have not regenerated to the

B e Tt My gy

% Not meeting PWA inventory criteria does not change the status of an arci as an IRA, nor does it change the
boundary of an IRA as identified in maps in the 2001 RACR.

South George Vegetation and lesyanagemem Project - DEIS
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Enyironmental Cunsequences

environmental effects to the intrinsic physical and social values disclosed i1 this chapter for other
undeveloped lands applies to the acres of Oregon Wild's polygon that overlap with Forest Service
inventoried other undeveloped lands as displayed in maps located in Appendix 1. There are also maps in
Appendix I that show the relationship of Oregon Wild's polygon to activities proposed in action

Alternatives (B, C, and D).

OTHER UNDEVELOPED LANDS

J: BACKGROUND
An outcome of the PWA inventory process found at FSH 1909.12, Chapter 71 was the identification of

isolated polygons of other undeveloped lands (see Appendix H, Map H-5. Table H-1B). These polygons
' not inventoried roadless areas or

did not meet inventory criteria as potential wilderness areas and they are 1
a designated wilderness area. Each individual polygon of isolated land has no history of harvest activity
and does not contain for _st,_maﬁs. They are stand-alone polygons of varying acreages all less than or

999 acres within the project planning area (Table H-1B). The process used to identify

undeveloped lands is described in Appendix H.

There are no forest-wide or management area standards specific | to. other undeveloped lands in Umatilla

Forest ﬁan Eowevcr there are alluualegpm agemenl areas lhat _Pl‘()hll‘ it scheduled harvest of timber. All

ands, including undevelo ds, are managed consistent with foresl wide standards and guidelines and
by designated Forest Plan management area allocations (Forest Plan — pp. 4-94 to 4-195).

The descriptions of environmental effects to the ‘intrinsic physical and social values’ disclosed in the
section below for other undeveloped lands also applies to the acres in Oregon Wild's map with their
identified polygon in relation to other undeveloped lands.

S e =

Tempors
i S58 : e 2GS 3 'Fomfrae/c’ééarf’/o&ﬁﬁ’%r
l SCALE OF ANALYSIS /”55 ool UZZ?" anin ki ptlgped lienronded toplogs)
The scale of analysis is represented by the South George project planning area, approximately 21,000 /4'161’5
i _ ped I have nsicecological and social values because they do not contain roads 5,§f
i t timber harvu[ These values are used as indicators of ¢ comparison to display effects

=

4) : ded as 1nd 'S O COMpArison Oggﬁmmlluq n )ecame other
op 0L 1nvenio; Q ss A eas or potential wilderness arcas and therefore are
Seerined usmg ferent indicators ofcompamo JA%M»‘W(% Ws/tmh/wf?
inbvinolC falurs reggcdless of Hoir ,4,/ 2aig mm/ Hhest f%mw
Indicators of comparison between alternatives are: values © shadd kr & oreoilirod,
* Intrinsic physical and biological resources (soils, water, wildlifc. recreation, fisheries, etc.)
° S1C SOCI app. naturalness, solitude, remoteness)
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AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Table 3-82 below displays the acres of remaining other undeveloped lands within South George project
planning area along with references to maps in Appendix H for a visual representation. In South George
project planning area (approximately 21,000 acres) there are approximately % 785 acres (about 43% of the
p t planning area) that have been identified as isolated polygons of other undeveloped lands. The
remaining approximately 11,815 acres (about 57% of the project planning urca are developed and
managed lands (contain evidence of past harvest and forest roads). Individual leygom of other

developed lands less than an acre were eliminated from further_glua_y’i;& Se 00 special or umque
r%m%mﬁﬁaﬁﬁmm description of effects to individual picces of land less than one

“acre are better disclosed as part of the other resource effects section in this [ [S.

E B E E B =

Following is a summary table of the potential wilderness inventory for this project as displayed in

Appendix H.
Table 3-82 Potential Wilderness Area Inventory Summary
Approximate Acres
Total Acres Inventoried
Map H-1 1.000 ]
Acres Removed from inventory (past harvest)
Map H-2 “6.890
Acres removed from inventory (roads)
Map H-3 - 4,925
Acres identified as Other Undeveloped Lands
' [0 == *+8,785
Acres of Potential Wilderness Arexs identified T—
within the project planning arca None (0)
Map H-5
*Acres that overlapped were not considered in this figure.
| ** This number does not include polygons less than one acre in size. -

Table 3-83 below displays the number, size class, and approximate acres represented in polygons of other
undeveloped lands. Approximately 90 percent of the polygons are in the [ (0 99-acre size class. For
perspective, one square mile is about 640 acres, Wenatchee Creek IRA/PWA is about 15,315 acres,
Asotin Creek IRA/PWA is 16432, and the closest designated ‘Wilderness arca (Wenaha- Tucannon) is over

<
ape of each undeyeloped EOIYEOH is the resull of bomazﬁrﬂa"g“g;gm -71‘;357
Thc ]dI’ est olygon of other undeveloped linds is a 4440 “zaqe
i Zinaét 1o
PlvA stnlicq
Sheordd et~

Table 3-83 Size Class and Acres of Other Undeveloped Lands in the Project Planning Area €7 /£ roh 'é‘fﬁ';j

@ Number of Polygons Size Class Approximate Acres Othe,-
64 1 to 99 acres 787 7"‘0/—%
Im 3 ¢ 99 0;%
oL ,. 500 t0 999 acres _993 > lshay,
oL 1,000 to 4,999 acres 6,606 Skef g,
one W None ‘3';:4‘ .
Wl ‘he ma A %_jbh ‘
of the approximately 8,785 acres of other undeveloped lands are allocated to Forest Plan /Lr Taily
Nanagement areas 1cated Old Growth, C3-Big Game Winter Rzm_&e. md C3A Sensmve B“’g"’b@?‘—e(é,‘e
g -ﬂ;"m o o)
SMW South Gcorgc Vegetation and Fuels Managumcm P ruw DEIS V’a 57 0 e
. 5 y'/ %{/ 3 183 6 Adres
ML )fvv P(w"\ N
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental (Consequences

Vol m (“Polygca 1Y) from o5, /‘a‘w’/fgi b il Veduchisn g

Game Habitat, C4-Wildlife Habitat, and C5-Riparian and Wildlife. Thc following table shows a

@

summary of management area allocations in the four largest polygon: of undeveloped |

ands.

T 4&"%

(]
% S Ad3Ceeain . /5 Viry “bivolnead A isceal s rm&‘mp&f
Table 3-84 Summary of F'orest Plan Management Area Allocations in Polygons 1, 2, 3 and 4
VL7 Management Polygon 1 Polygon 2 Polygon 3 Polygond
M%ﬁ] Area (MA) (4,440 acres) (995 acres) (1,115 acres) | (1,055 acres)
C1-0Old Growth 520 acres 0 acres 305 acres 0 acres
&% f’ e |
C3-Big Game Winter Range 98 acres 74 acres 0 acres 0 acres
C3A- Sensitive Big Game Winlcr 670 acres 921 acres 0 acres 0 acres ‘ .
e Range ‘
C4- Wildlife Habitat ‘ 2,685 acres 0 acres 730 acres 850 acres l
C5 Rlpanan 467 acres 0 acres 80 acres 205 acres ‘

@Aa .«/ag,mea’fy sl a{uﬁmdws lw;‘/ymw’gfw m/{cufu;/oig MZIL/@‘ l
ny areas with unique £cological values within South George pro;ecr pl anning area are currently 5/3;%
"famed for those values with F orestPIan standard§ and guidelines for management area allocations ;1/41
Chapter 1, pp. 1-12 to 1-14, for brief descriptions of goals, and standar
each Forest Plan management arca allocations located within South George project planning area. /
GTis (5 hof Surpr af siner et Fortst-Secvide vestad nfvie s im (a33ing. e ?4%‘\ .
No special or unique values otllwdcveloped lands haye been identified by project resource
spemahsr.s in their enwmnmenlal analysis for the lmplementalwn of 1y alternative analyzed in detail.
ﬁiid;veloped lands include bOllb& water, fish and wildlife habitat ctc. that have not been impacted w‘%
and animal communities; habitat for threatened, endangered, and senzilive species; noxious weeds;
recreation; and cultural resources m@m the project planning area /m luding other undeveloped lands are L 4/
described elsewhere in this chapter. (6 Oz Aecda hot ket 4
Aesraded kg (033ir% 1 roadbuild 1n8 s nak 4 3000 rationale 'ﬂ:;-[e W"'i& |
Human infl _h.a\@ nlcd.un act to Iong term ecological processes within other uudeveloped 4’
fiRds. Disturbance t by msmmld as been and most Jikely would continue to be the factors with the /,‘/
cross-country, and hunting. Ongoing firewood gathering and removal of danger trees along forest roads ‘?ﬂ
that border each polygon changes the vegetation, leaves stumps, and presents a2 managed appearcmce “
within a deveiz)ed transportannn corridor. (0 [ie¢ef 5 ﬁ?’@M ;‘{{/f‘ iﬂf«%ﬁj 2 ’z“—’ze “n
That dre Mtctss Cre vy & ptqfelainird Wiy,
f ohlude the spirit of adventure and awarcness, serenity, and self-reliance %ﬁ\
or about 8 square miles have sufficient sizefo fog; g,ﬁgmq of b(" il qu y‘é;l,}hh may vaxy by %
ONg NAarrow shapes provide less distance from noise at their midpoint. Nearby, non- 4;%:%;
ights and mmdsm igagﬁ_and_tlmbcr ha:u:..sla{,g pe he«L d and often seen from within 67 F%%(
;uzm, rmlc in size and none are a
: 72 hof Very stz Zst
@u& esi’*st'/u:tﬂ " W én(T&
W Affected environment tor olher undeveloped lands as described above i the sarde for the 3,485 acres
J;wa polygon submitted by Oregon Wild that over]apfi with Forest Service idcntified other undeveloped lands -
not W polygons displayed in Appendix | &VM 177?: Tt 7¢v i V%WMM v
pptt Steeecly ) bard 5 fMWﬂﬂi yoaded i
ILM' ) W déj
ww outh George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS W #
,5)04/)"% )"“ p}zj/ % W:ﬁ Msﬁ ‘e fftllbé >5
i
neéé f’
6‘33’“5"”)”3 w‘draf,jp* w "f %ﬂ) mesfwsgﬁﬂ@?

such as C1-Old Growth, C3-Big Game Winter Range, C3A- Sensitive Big Game Winter Range. See m‘g .
ils and guidelines associated with

ﬂggctly by past harvest and road building.. The current condition of soil: water quality; air quality; plant
mos;pgmnﬁal mwd Opporrumnes for primitive recreation are limited to hiking, mostly [6‘17
ego]y%on Distance dnd topog: mhlc screening are also factors.

€ optimum shapc and Iocatwn 10 retain solitudé and a sens d sense of [wel (ion from noise and blghts of other

p—{r ffd‘u(//l/ﬂé{éf f.'/(
S007/
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Vo W LIl 70 . ,
ecerve oltglife Watks ital yalice$ and gﬂfnﬁm@/ /ewg..#ppw/wﬁwféz& -
W /7 e awiadgis Aes ot diifnguizA bt rter e wrdis lyped lated nceas om 45/
The existing condition of approximaiely 11,815 acres of developed lands within South George project -?/a::z‘sﬁ/&;k

planning area and affected by proposed activities presents a landscape that lias been managed and is O
generally developed in nature; these lands contain evidence of past harvest «nd forest roads. Past //!//30

management actions and current conditions within these acres reflect the multiple-use intent and decisions 2z |

made in the Forest Plan (1990 as amcnded), and reflects consistency with I"orest Plan management area e

allocations. o
g/)??r/?i%&}/

Descriptions of the affected environment for the approximately 11,815 developed acres also applies to the ¢ gee ep 7
approximately 485 acres of Oregon Wild's polygon that do not overlap with Forest Service polygons of _£2 Pf@
other undeveloped lands displayed in Appendix H; map H-5 and Appendix | :

B 5 wnlileck Nt ell He suvcaly, 2o
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES M%M ”./%Mﬂﬁ ULt oy Shagpe,
ﬁ;ﬂg 737 Zp :
Alternative A - No Action mﬂ Azﬂuéﬁna, W%%%zm
¥ w;ﬁ%&,doﬁ&%?ﬂ DE/S Laats V2 f;£

Direct/Indirect Effects — Alternative A
There would be no direct effects to undeveloped lands because no activitics would occur in these areas. LR,

The affected environment would remain unchanged, except by natural proccsses and ongoing Ao rol e !
management activities. Biological and ecosystem functions would continue. The landscape would likclyj/:é_
continue developing complex fuel loads. A wildfire may burn more extensively and kill more trees 3 /age ,74?/

55

within upland forest stands which would result in larger acreages of blackened landscapes compared to
prescribed fires. Some forest visitors may avoid blackened landscapes until green vegetation returns after £ e E;

3to 5 years. Fire is a natural occurrence and expected disturbance process i1 this landscape. All ddi’a&s&m
polygons of other undeveloped lands (8,785 acres) would continue to not meet inventory criteria as Vesleire !'/
potential wilderness areas and would continue to not be an inventoried roadlcss area or a designated

WA/E%

wildemess area. 50 WM_@{@} ;,5( 174 1ol ,fed({,ﬁmdrﬁd
Cumulative Effects — Alternative A 76"‘“4/ WW( / legudla 5 Wﬂ/}{j’W&“’ﬂ/

For the No Action alternative, South George project would not be authorizing any actions; therefore it fzz o/ F +
would not be adding anything to the effects of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Y =
Based on the definition provided in the CEQ regulations (p. 3-1), there would be no cumulative effects for _

E
A

L

L

L

L]

L

a

L

- the No Action Altemnative. (B oy al iit%iz DEJS, Rotio & el ereaorriatise
L

n

n

a

L

i

‘ = b erids (oo 7770
Effects Common to All Action Alternatives » “52 ok onid Hitrrrief,

Direct/Indirect Effects (Alternatives B, C, and D) lé’/f/fh Q@f/ or et /eﬁ/C"A’M reAnchmn
. : .

meg%@ ' f eveloped lands. Associated ” 1
actl\r'li:ﬁg Emecha.nical; RHCA mechanical, and band thinning) in Alternatives B and C would occur on

ape prescribed fire would occur on about T,'R’US’ E‘éifﬁ:s‘:@f@gf g

undeyeloped.lands. If Alternative B were implemented approximately 1.7 miles of temporary road would
constructed in develo ;_f_]zm s {0 facilitate haul. There would he m-r:pora;'}? toad 7z /3
C§ESHC@ n other undeveic)pd iﬂ'iﬁis if Alternative C were implemented. g M A,
e il e alipes
Zed 2o

ed there would be approximately 955 acres harvested in other..
i ad constructed tofacilitate access and

If Alternative D were implemente
G ately

Dped ncl Ndl 4

undeveloped lands and a ately L16 mile of temporary r0ad Cofstructed tof: ey
haul. Associated activitjes (mechanical. RHCA mechanical, and hand (hinning)in Alterative D would 7 4, fgsfé‘?
occur on agroxlmalclx 225 acres and landscape prescribed fire on about 1,805 acres of other P«,;Z;Z})

= 220/ peo f

undevelo
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

"‘§ i s docurment dlsplays a hqlmg of harvest activity unifs, nggmg meLhods and

«9
~additiona mfmmalmn Tab'ie 3-85 below is a summary of acres of activities and miles of temporary road
“construction proposed under each action alternative that occurs within other undeveloped lands.

Table 3-85 Proposed Activities in Other Undevelopcd Lands by Action Alternative.
RN | e

Activities within
Other Undeveloped Lands Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
Commercial Harvest and < W
associated activity fuels 1,405 acres | 405 acres 955 acres  |q (ML
treatments e - '
Natural Fuels Treatments : N l
{mochanical, manual, RHCA) 225 acres 225 acres 225 acres J:SM/L
Landscape Prescribed Fire 1,805 acres 805 acres 1,805 acres  jgamt
Temporary Road Construction 1.7 miles None 1.16 miles l
| __i_“"-_ =3 A e egm——
Danger tree removal | Yes — as needed Yes - as needed Yes — as needed SML !
The descriptions of environmental consequences to the ‘intrinsic physical and social values’ of other '
undeveloped lands also applies to the 3,485 acres of Oregon Wild’s submitted polygon that overlap with
the polygon of other undeveloped lands displayed in Appendix [; maps [-OW-AlIiB, [LOW-AItC, -OW- !
AltD.
The environmental consequences to the approximate 11,815 remaining acres of developed land within
South George project planning area that are not IRAs/PWAs and not other undeveloped lands are
disclosed throughout all other resource sections of this chapter. The descriptions of environmental
consequences to the remaining developed acres also applies to the 485 acres of Oregon Wild's polygon
that do not overlap with other undeveloped lands polygons displayed in Map H-5 in Appendix H, and
maps in Appendix L i
|

Environmental effects to the acres listed above in Table 3-85 and the phiysical, biological, and social :
s, Wlabs.comee,

values within them are described below. 3 .tco?g?, ¥ to&z@ u(/ K o
* Ju wAeguatc %5{3 ~Shady exam! P /;}tht marli, ﬂfZ tocd wes e 3%,&%4&7
Intrinsic physical and biological resources (soils. water, wildlife, recreation, fisheries, eth_{W:bf

For other undeveloped lands within South George project planning area where proposed timber harvest, (”(‘55‘ 1

mechamca] fuel treatments, temporary road construction, and prt,scnht d fire activity would occur, the ,stwﬂ

acts to soil, water quality, gir qqa.mxe_fo age; plant and animal communities; habitat for threatened,
lange: itive spegies; recreatio ¢ ds; 2 d cultural fRsources, ,;LE are es,}gsptmlly ggﬂf 'gpff
e as mcloscd for of pm sed ro ecl acti previous sections of this chdptu and are not '
reiterate What 44 -mp w i ,rg;:{
yitdlfe 5/”“4% a2ed o bgin-Sexrs s*em?—’, Mvj&?ﬁ m’a ﬁ(

Environmental effects to resourc:u in other undeveloped lands due to the nnplementatlon of proposed
project activities would be consistent with applicable laws, regulations. and Forest Plan management area %ﬂff’ l
standards and guidelines (see previous sections of this chapter for Findings of (,ons1stency for each ff;/ !

resource C’md&wz, Stalzubits ; Lowaisensy A inz dqﬂtﬁ/ﬁ@'@/ £ ,g,,(
"%

Intrinsic social values (apparent naturalness, degree of solitude, sense of remoteness %
Proposed timber harvest, mechanical fuel treatments, temporary road construction, and prescribed fire Q%”é‘éﬁt( I

activity in other undeveloped lands would create stmps which would reducethe size.of the. undevelopes

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
3-186
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental ( hcqucnccs

ﬂ‘,d%ow W"%!!‘&ﬁ" fezfe‘ié f v Vs W
1:6 As p';ﬁ% fz‘Vizf e %ﬁé Wm ‘Ef/ A Zo

appear manage d dcvelogeg ‘he si hl:, sounds, 4};\(:1 changes in vegetation
L associated @mﬁaﬂmm% case the “at:;% ;meﬂrfy and ??V7a-
ithin harvest units and alon roadq Skid trails, stuinps and fandm s would be ¢S /7
ds struclure would change, ther tEer& f.plant and ;uumtr communities may. ?h"h 74 ‘nteo .
| {ecological diversity would remain (see Vegetation section this chapter).
tural rity and scnise of naturalness would likely be evident until stumps and Vege[dtlon 5
ANODICS arc '-'_ longer su stmll_\,”gc gmzaB'Ie about 75 to 100 years) The sounds of fimber hirvest
and road building machlhery from active units would reduce a sense of nuturalness and solitude during 5/9"6 2
project operations but would not persist in the long-term. Other impacts, such as tree marking paint and 4/ » 45’5’
Ioggmg slash would be visible in the short-term (aboul 5 to 10 years). [ffects such as closed zoads skid

; ?/ et

stu }mul;ibe cvident muChlﬁ‘ .5) 75’/00?&’/?5 = (/ o
Aé ﬁ et peteatnlly (rreple w‘f
undeveloped lands with no proposed thinning or mechamzed activity would retain their mtnnslc df,-s cd

physical, biological, and social values as described in the affected environment. They would remain free @z«

of developments such as forest roads or timber harvest stumps. All 8,785 acres of other undevelnped af?l . @ 9
lands wlthm the project planning area would still not be Comldemi PWAs, in ‘inventoried roadless ar;,g.nshglr

! less area._9) fpige iF 15 n"—«?" Servize by A wart 4
D CA P aA ~end (o, road ¢ f.e Betls inctie rest o rendeneloped, 0"56"
All acres of other undevglogg lands would continue to not meet inventory crileria as poteptial w1lderness Creg 2 ?ﬁ,

#7eas and would continue to not be an inventoried roadless area or a desicnated wilderness arca. lable 3- 3- 4446144@/
86 is a summary showmg Lhe changes in acres for oth r undeveloped lards by alternative. 7
D2 Z éjéoeagg

M:zebag/ﬁ»waw e Piderry

Table 3-86 Cha_g_ in Undevelu ed Lands in South George Project Planning Area by Alternative
Acres r 7 MA
Alternative Undeveloped changed Percent of Developed** Le o
Acres After (harvest and Area* After Percent Acres After ’
Implementation | mechanical | Implementation (Change Implementation e,
fuels %’/ é:u
treatments ‘
A No 2/( S@/)(
N i ) ¢l
(No Action) 8,785 No change ‘iZz’c_ : 1ange 11,815 Simect
B | (-1,630) 4% (-B%) 13,445 AL
C & (-1,630) 34% (-8%) 13445
D 5 (-1,180) 36% %) 12,995
*approximately 21,000 &€tes within the project planning area is 100 percent= — -
**Developed defined here as managed acres that contain evidence of past harvest and (0rest roads
Currently there are approximately 8,755 acres of other remaining undeveloped land wittin planning area (Table 3-82).
Currently there are approximately 11,815 acres of developed lands within planning arva (Table 3-82) B \_’

Cumulative Effects (Alternatives B, C and D

or other undgvelo@ lands in which project acti uld occur the cumulative effects to soil, water
guality, wnimal communities; habitat for threatencd. ndangered and senblflve ——

S%Iesl recreauon' noxious weedu and cultural reSOUrces are dmclmml in rﬁ“‘lou s of thm
chapter and are not reiterated herc. 4. cﬁ'% ﬁf

BpPeCies (&g (rlrer it Madin  Lyng)s fio specidl severiins %géaéw

In the project planning area the increased numbers of stumps and the open nature of the forest s stdn_gl“ <7. @éé
would likely be the most ap parent visual cﬁange resulting from ’mﬂle”" matlon WW/‘;{ wa/
- fﬁe prc? 'nu' IH rwu!t in the develo ment.of historical « 'lpbﬂ park-|ike cordmom Oealna éj /LX/
7 L gh o U 1d e present than curreml X1,
blend) /@s 3 o Ficert

3 4 % hot 7, 3e WCJ /és W

Vil .

South George Vegetation and Fuglggddanagement Projcct - DEIS /"ﬂﬁl" AL
moist fred kil & 722 i R
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmenial Consequences

Pre burning (including ongoing and reasonably foreseeable) and future wildfires would
cug;ulatzvey change composition and structure of vegetation which ¢ ould affect some forest visitor’s
&psggj naturalness and remoteness. Tor a few years burned areas would display a blackened color.
Outside the burned areas, the conditions described in the affected environment would remain unchanged

except by natural processes and ongoing management activities such «s grazmg and huntmg )

L [ at ppposedfo nadnralbnees, Solibde, tyd residlepsss ’"7 croncilatrels P
T

Apparent naturalness a.nd soluud;. and remoteness would be cumulatve Iy impack ed by grazing, dlspersed

AT
dlla vehlcle use on roa&s Effects associated with recreational use, iMere

_E?ILT"“' 1d moto ¥ nicie u
including noxious weed spread hunung ﬁqfng, erosion, litter, and evidence of fire rings, are expected WZ0cee,
remain cumulatively minor. On gomg removal of danger trees along lorest roads changes the yegetation A7
but does not change the overall sense of naturalness or séfise of solitude along an existing dweloped " z& 5
transportation corridor. Overall, cumulative impacts from these activities on apparent naturalness,

solitude and remoteness is very small (not measurable/indistinguishable) in proportion to the changes 4‘1&) H
anticipated from, lhe du‘ect and lrldu'ect lmpacts of the alternatives disclosed above. lie, 74’24
Cunndalive / W saf soéf-ﬁw(a, W

FINDINGS OF CONSISTI* NCY patwral Conds Wr ct dféf%afea_f .
Other undeveloped lands with no proposed harvest activity (7,155 acres in Alternative B, 7,155 acres in %‘3 ﬁo
Alternative C, and 7,605 acres in Alternative D) would retain their intrinsic physical, biological, and /’W,ff/

social values as described in the affected environment (Table 3-86). [hey would remain free of
developments such as forest roads or timber harvest stumps. All 8,785 acres of other undeveloped lands "&7/ ’{h'

(Alternative A- no action) within the project planning area would still not be a potential wilderness area,
inventoried roadless area, or a designated wilderness area. This outcoinc is consistent with the intent of .
anagement area land allocation decisions made in the Forest Plaﬁ /< g ﬂ
* Jy 1L e MW""’ZW.% /’L;;fa/;‘ 2 g%miwup %
allrctoay dpripn sl %Wl
SERERN 1A T REQUIRED DISCLOSURES ng
bl s Ater Witler raigepil o) prgrrpone
MS? We Gont ﬁl.rz{é I'SW
This section describes how the action alternatives comply with applicable state and Tedera] laws, and Forest
Service policies and regulations.

National Historic Preservation Act —Heritage surveys have been compleled. State Historic Preservation
Office consultation was conducted under the Programmatic Agreement wmong the United States
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Region (Region 6), the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, and Washington State Historic Prcservauun Officer regarding Cultural Resource

Management on National Forests dated Apnl 1997. Identified sites and any EEM’X recorded sites are ‘
(e8¢ Management i

¥ protectgi from all gm*;s activitics Asso yith South G _' ggetation and Fuels

‘ oject (Chapter 2, Table 2-5). Because emage resources would not be ﬁ'tt,ctgﬁ“ﬁy proposeﬁ activities
under any action alternative, therc would be no effect to any historic property listed in or eligible to the
National Register of Historic Places.

Endangered Species Act and Regional Forester's Sensitive Species - 1e Endangered Species Act
requires protection of all species listed as "Threatened" or "Endangered” bv Federal regulating agencies
(Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service). The I'orest Service also maintains
through the Federal Register a list of species which are proposed for classification and official listing under
the Endangered Species Act, specics which appear on an official State lists. or that are recognized by the

2 Regional Forester as needing special management to prevent their being placed on Federal or State 1ists.

| a“"’}‘1915;13%.}3valual10113 have been completed for all TE&S plant, aquatic and terrestrial wildlife. Details are
found in the Fisheries, Plants, and WildliTe SECtions of this chapter, and Appendix F. /M
5 widlfe

' @V&/WO"MMF“’?’WEB&Z@JEVMMM TF 5 plavil

/) &/’ outh GEUI LC Vegetation and l*gcggs Management Project - DEIS S
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Wild and Scenic River Act — There are no Wild and Scenic Rivers within the project area. No designated
or potential wild and scenic river scctions would be affected by implementation of any altemative.

Prime Farmland, Range Land, and Forest Land - No adverse effects on any prime farmland, range land
and forest land not already identified in the Final FEIS for the Forest Plarn would be expected to result from

implementation of any alternative.

Civil Rights, Women, and Minorities - No adverse effects on civil rights. women, and minorities not
already identified in the FEIS for the Forest Plan would be expected to result from implementation of any
alternative. Alternatives B, C, and 1) would be governed by Forest Service contracts, which are awarded to
qualified contractors and/or purchasers regardless of race, color, sex, relizion, etc. Such contracts also
contain nondiscrimination requirements. (@m DFE (% ,% ty AR0Lr5L o NFMA 7 %MW»JL ‘/7)

e 1 #AA S
#o yoniter The Vizbo ['ﬁ;(%rﬁél— We—

National Forest Management Act Compliance — The National Forest Management Act of

m;g?mﬁmﬁ% 1h§?£€?ﬁl¥angeland Renewable Resources Planning Act of 1974 ALLZ(M,

(P.L. 93-378), states that when trees are cut to achieve timber production objectives, the cuttings shall be }-Zex Sz

made in such a way that “there is assurance that such lands can be adequately restocked within 5 years é'& o

after harvest” (P.L. 93-378, Sec. 6. (g), (3), (E), (i1)). See Appendix C, pp. C-9 to C-10. r,g'ec/- /< ﬁuﬁ
CervealSH LY NEATT T

This reforestation policy is based specifically on language from the National Forest Management Act of

1976 (P.L. 94-588), including its amendments to the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources KeS tetrinm e

Planning Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-378): “Sec. 3 (d) (1) It is the policy of the (ongress that all forested lands ’

in the National Forest System be maintained in appropriate forest cover with species of trees, degree of

stocking, rate of growth, and conditions of stand designed to secure the m:ximum benefits of multiple use

sustained yield management in accordance with land management plans ”

Treaty Trust Responsibilities - In this analysis, the primary focus of the lederal government Trust
Responsibility is the protection of the treaty rights and interests that tribes reserve on land included in this

project. The Nez Perce Tribe has treaty rights and interests in the South (icorge area.
Sk R

TR T m-

TFor this projéct, a government to government scoping letter was sent to iribal staff members of the Nez

Perce Tribe on March 2, 2009, informing them of the South George proposed project and requesting any

comments or concerns regarding this proposed project. Pomeroy’s District Ranger presented the

District’s Program of Work to Nez Perce tribal staff members on May 23, 2011, and November 7, 2011.

At these meetings, projects are presented and an offer is made by the District Ranger to respond to any

Lquestions or present any additional information requested on a project. No specific comments or concerns
eI presel ibal staff members after the covernment to government

stall menibers have jdentitied for

1 BT = e L ~ Il
similar past projects the rights they believed most at risk, Ot Major CONCern are potential effects on
Treaty rights, fish habitat and populiffBns, water qu;ﬂty, and protection ol archaeological sites, traditional
o —— - B T T s
cultural properties, an 00dS resources.

Cultural Resource surveys were conducted to locw.sm%g&mu the information necessary to
evaluate historic properties. Identificd sites and any newly recorded sites would be protected from all
project activities associated with the South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project (Chapter 2,
Table 2-5). A Project Review for Heritage Resources under the terms of the 1997 Programmatic

Agreement between ACHP, SHPO, and USFS R6, has been completed (3/24/11). A No Effect
determination was made.

by tential to negatively affect water gualily _and thus indirectly aquatic habitat. The
effects of harvest and associated activities on water quality are discussed in (he Hydrology section in this
South George Vegetation and Fugls Management Project - DEIS




'y § .

Chapter 3 — Alfected Environment and Environmental ("nnsequences

chapter. It was found that effects of the action alternatives would not advcrsely or measurably affect

water quality. The action alternatives were designed to preyent damage (o RHCAs, . Riparian and channel
f

components that pro protect water quality ‘would be maintained. Other design criteria and BMPs would

control disturbance that could lead to erosion and sedimentation.

The effects of harvest and associated activities on aquatic species and hubitats are found in the Fisheries
section. It was determined that action alternatives may effect — not likely 1o adversely affect threatened ré,)

species and may impact some sensitive species (see Tably 5). oy 74 éwé Spef sl

&) [ fathboout inpacks 2 hinbny riy F tpced e

Based on the information summarized above it is reasonable to assume !hat treaty rights would be PL£77% 2.
protected during implementation of the proposal. sles 7 (

Roads Analysis - A Forest-wide Roads Analysis was completed in March 2004 on the Umatilla National

Forest. The forest scale analysis addressed only those National Forest 5 ystem Roads maintained for

passenger car traffic, arterial, and collector roads. South George project planning area has arterial,

collector, and local roads. These roads are seasonally opened or are closed system roads. A site-specific

project Roads Analysis containing a road risk value for each road was completed for this project and is '
located in the project file. This project analysis also includes maps showing the risk value for each road ‘
and the operational maintenance level of each road in the project plzmn:‘r.; area (also see Appendix G). A '
summary list of miles of roads used as haul routes for each alternative «nd other proposed road activity -

such as temporary road construction, and proposed decommissioning of roads in AJICI'IIHUVL Cis found in

/ Table 2—11 and Appcnd:x G. No new road construcuon is proposed for 1his project.
T cuporiny road ‘?‘m P s A AT 4t
Floodplains, Executlve Order 11988 — Executive Order (EO) 11988 requires the Forest Service to avcnd

“to the extent possible the long and short term adverse impacts associaled with the occupation or T4
modification of floodplains...” The proposed alternatives would avoid all floodplains and affects to 3, &VML‘A W-

floodplains and is consistent with this EO. %f

Wetlands, Executive Order 11990 - Executive Order (EO) 11990 requires the Forest Service to “avoid 1y asihe

to the extent possible the long and short term adverse impacts associated with the destruction or W

modification of wetlands.” The prtmp_.sed alternatiyeswauld avoid all wetlands.and affects to wetl_ands 3/&’54/
/nfrm

and is consistent with this E

Municipal Watersheds - There is no de-facto or designated municipal watershed in South George project 'lf@‘ld/tcg

planning area. 7/&’%&2/4’& -
/

Energy Requirements - No adverse effects on energy requirements would be expected to result from
implementation of any alternative.

Public Health and Safety - Public health and safety would be improved with Alternatives B, C, and D
removing danger trees along open forest routes, haul routes, developed recreation sites, and administrative

sites within South George project planning area.

environmental effects assessment. No minority or low-income populations are expected to be affected by
implementation of any of the altcrnatives, in accordance with Executive Order 12898.

Ewhat sbovd Ny f? b7 A ﬁ/(p r

South George Vegetation ang Fuels Management PJT{{CC[ - DEIS
Q?. 2 ‘gil

%Environmental Justice — No local minority or low income populations were identified during scoping or
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OTHER RESOURCE CONCERNS AND OPPORTUNITIES

Probable Adverse Environmental Effects that Cannot be Avoided - There are no unayoidable adverse
effects associated with implementing any of the alternatives that are not ulready identified in the FEIS for
/%éz[e

“The Torest Plan (Chapter 4 pages [V 1- 15). T3 mtases &L Tt Miprcts 2re 2o
Shapterd pages r Hip

2ud Hhe Foret serviic av o Heorwe wf 4 broads,

Congressionally Designated Areas - There are (? Congressionally Designated Areas within the project

area. Fdrﬁ{-&‘f d]‘MWS abroider }9/,;,7;;/)#&6 WA/&LJ

Research Natural Areas — There are no Research Natural Research Arcas (RNA) within the project area.

Relationship Between Short-Term Use and Long-Term Productivity - Maintenance of healthy soils in

P a E=a . .. . - 2 T
of organic matter and structure is a key prerequisite to maintaining healthy ecosystems (Forest Health
Report). roductivity depends on maintaining the basic ecosystem resources and their function.
. x = 5 o TSRt P TR e e, e R
For this project, implementation of standards and gu1aehncs as outlined in the FEIS for the Forest Plan are

designed to provide for continued long-term site productivity. However. ihiere would be some short-term
Tz b , e e .
: [he implementation of the action alternatives (pages 3-8 to 3-14).
= T =Y —

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources — [rreversible commitment of resources refers

0 s of th nonrenewable resources. [rretrievable commitment Of resources refers to a
" Lobrenewable resources - p 1€ Aot s ff/'e?;f&ﬁft%
4 - O [ el Lot et of (a8t Lizes B LOS
No irreversj i i ec ticipated from any of the alternatives. No irreversible 7L,, j,yﬁp )

Commitments of land would occur. No unavoidable adverse eliects over 1nd above those addressed in the
Eosest-RlandililS.(Chapler 4, pages [Y-231-233) have been identified. ~

Potential Conflicts with Plans and Policies of Other Jurisdictions - There are no known conflicts with
plans and policies of other jurisdictions associated with implementing the alternatives. The FEIS for the
Forest Plan (Chapter 4, pages IV 226 - 227) discusses this in further detail

g
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Table H-1B: South George Potential Wilderness Inventory

The followmg inventory for the South George project planning area was created using the inventory criteria found in
Forest Service Handbook (FSH) 1909.12 Chapter 71.1. Each polygon from Map H-4 (described above) was cxammgd

against the following criteria from IFSH 1909.12 Chapter 71.1: 5M{é{/yy€fwﬁﬁ%[’5 75?
(1) Area is more than 5,000 acres in size J&ﬂj M

; @(Z) musmsg O@PE{C"},E!.W meet one or more of the following criteria: 7{(/
2a. Area can be preserved due to physical terrain and patural conditions. Vi @M

M 2b. Areas are §glf;goma1ned ecosystems, such as an island, (hat can be effectively managed as a separate

i net umt of the National Wildemess Preservation System. WiTderitlas AetiShafrmn—

W 2c é;gd@s a:edg;;%uuus it:) e;l%;_n&wﬂdemess anll{j;«c are \lS!, Administration-endorsed wilderness, or |
Jpotent in other Federal ownership, regardless o tlUI‘,&lZ@ 2

md‘z kP an fﬁmfs so A&;mM 4,«7'-%1 W»W\ nré;mww 5 /’2' ® 7

I'he Forest Service rehed on local knowledge and judgment régarding unique. site specific conditidns of each area being
considered for placement on the inventory of potential wilderness. Delineation of areas for potential wilderness

‘3?

inventory; locate boundaries at prominent natural or semi- permanem humarn-made features to facilitate easy on-the-
ground identification(®) /£ 4y s dlg0 /o e s Wildemsss Titse W laeeda Wﬂ)&
/ 5/«:51 be added |~ i [nvesin vlleea X Profeited €ssiccl .

Note 1: The following narrative is a commment that applies to each of the 71 polygons in Table H-1B. ‘This individual

polygon displayed on Map H4 is part of a larger ecosystem and is not a sepurite, self-contained ecosystem, such as

t‘ound on an island surrounded by water. This polygon cannot be separatel mserved dueto a hysical Lermin or ¢

ads or pasl tlmr hes 1 This po) ygon this condition : lI_NSQIdeLCQIIQD of 5_1,41.411{:: al
[ condition. For example policies over the past 50 years have excludea fire disturbance from much of the arca surrounding

lhl

/1055
-?JZB'?T'MW; mffﬁ,gms (2,5 'faufg’&e”sw;ju%m

5 4'this ﬁ xg on crea Ing a context o unch 1r<1ctensuc or un-natural conditions. (1 addition this polygon is pan ofa ldrtm =
NJ-’ ‘; overall continuous ecoeys em condltmn distributed throughout and beyond the project area. T ‘his isolated, individual
Q,“’M 101 ved as a separate unit of the National Wildcrness Q;eé,vmdthn System.
‘D \ '/'7’11&. 2 LL i1/ f{g /s &@&{4}4& 7 v
2o Comments
. WL dk/f felkd %’Fﬂ% ' Note 1 above
L ath FSH FSH FSH applies to all 71
Wit 1909.12 1909.12 1909.12 | FSH1909.12 | polygons in
Polygon ID Sum of Acres 71.1 (1) 71.1 (2a.) 71.1 (2b.) 71.1 2¢.) Table H-18
? é 4,440 No No No No See Commenis in
l-% 0 —_— Table H-1C |
ill)w .& 995 No No No No See Commenls in
:J{W&' _—- ] - Table H-1C'
3 1,115 No No No No See Comments in
'jch L ) m——————— i Table H-1C |
4 1,055 No No No No See Commenis n
LNP:;_ - —_— Table H-1C |
A 5 161 No No "No No [
Wﬁ 6 129 No No No No - ]
A i 7 109 No No No No [ j
) ;
Al 8 98 No No No NG e
{a/‘" . 9 83 No No No No [
‘:l v 10 75 No No No No —
2 11 54 No No No ) L_ i e
- 35 No No NT)T | No j
54 M South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS g:’( g 05 e ffJ W
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[ Comments
Note 1 above
FSH FSH FSH applies to all 71
1909.12 1909.12 1909.12 FSH 1909.12 polygons in
Polygon ID Sum of Acres 71.1 (1) 71.1 (2a.) 71.1 (2b.) 71.1 (2¢.) Table H-1B
57 3 No No No No
58 3 No No Nao No
59 2 No No ND No
60 2 No No No No
61 2 No No N No
62 2 No No No
63 2 No No No
64 2 No No No No
B 65 2 No No No No ]
66 1 No No N No
67 1 No No No No D
68 1 No No No No ]
69 1 No No No ]
70 1 No No No No
71 1 No No No No
Grand Total 8,785 }

M@/Hmﬁm of feer—

INVENTORY ResuLts: AUl =% & shape (< i e
In summary there are no areas within the project planmng area that meet the inventory criteria as potential
wilderness areas as displayed in Map H-5. Sﬁ-crf M i , WWWMM "/
ol Mr W /’Pﬂdﬂg’w ~10
CONSIDERATION OF FOUR LARGEST POLYGONS: ﬁ“ 7 e o iza Pl o
The following four polygons of undeveloped lands were analyzed in more detail because of their size. LFAS.
Other remaining polygons of undeveloped lands were smaller in size (about 160 acres or less).
Table H-1C reflects the result of the review.
Table H-1C — Consideration of Four Largest Polygons of Other Undeveloped Lands
PWA Inventory Polygon 1 Polygon 2 Polygon 3 Polygon 4
Criteria Approx. Approx. Approx. Approx.
4,440 acres 995 acres 1,115 acres 1,055 acres
FSH 1909.12 71.1 (1)
Areas contain 5,000 No No No No
acres or more e B
FSH 1909.12 71.1 The majority of acres are in | Size and shape of Same as Same as
(2a.) FP management area polygon prohibits Polygon 2 Polygon 2
Areas contain less ELH_ocaIlonk (‘4 andC3A preserving it due (0 (size and shape | (size and
than 5,000 acres but, : ed fuls physical terrain and of polygon and | shape of
can be preserved due natural conditions. ‘majority of polygon and
to physical terrain to I'OVldL high levels of “icres are in MA jority of
and natural conditions | hab lven: ig [1tis located in [P gi " © | ackes aredn
mana 2183 ~ “LNTNE 100 4.t07) MA C4)
Prescribed fire alone i 'km ’ﬂj/
ithout management of L The goal an d " |
South George Vegetation and Epels Management Iroject - DEIS MA'CQI
( H-8Y < he ppde (VAR
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{ maintain or enhance big

)l game or other wildlife

habitat. If added to the

# PWA inventory future

; options for big game and

¢, @ wildlife habitat would be

({ limited and cventually in

[{ the long-term have a

&l negative impact on

(1 wildlife.

Proximity of existing road
systems adjacent to the
polygon with ongoing
activity, adjacent private
land and associated
activities, and the size of
the.polygon itself wou

rimitiye.

wilderness experience.
Eajacent private land

(Cloverland arca) on the

western boundary is being

parceled off in 5-acre

sections for development.

Past history :nd ongoing

T

lg;‘dﬁdd : % #{f?
i et (whith
-3t ) o/
A1d “bjs sapee
¢ ofher k/}ﬁﬁ/.(
SW‘W'}AL I )or'ﬁ
Forest Servite

(n1is )misntpy ted 4

£ | experience is that some
Z;?g / private landowners enter
Corer onto Nat_lonai Forest land
/G ‘: && % t from their ad|acent
7= ’W}/ property on ATVs, and
A Cover. | snowmobiles regardless of

whether the I'orest Service
land is open to that use. It

Lar bﬂﬁj%
/ 1, 4 ‘(E"W‘

would not be possible to

;
%
|

weed Sl A7 Wirbyorint ,

<; Slone without

P
=

;@/M vane (Abross T rf{ﬁﬂd

s llypi relct |
¢ Bliples 2f inforiorforeat ftbad
;W /kl‘é?

ree, 1L

condition for these

MAs is to provide
igh levels of habital
effectiveness for big

>milnagement of
vegetation would not
b maintain or enhance
) big game habitat. I!
F added to PWA
‘inventory future
options for wildlife
habitat would be
limited and
eventually in the
long-term have a
negative impact on
wildlife. & s
s ata s
Cook Ridge Pond is
located within this
polygon and is used
for the grazing
allotment. S¢7

% e

/r-m‘
)z f‘/g sp eeles

QM/WS;MJ
Marleon |

it £ > : b
= p=ataalllmes.
FSH 1909.12 71.1
(2b.)
Areas contain less No
than 5,000 acres but, | It is part of a larger overall

are self-contained
ccosystems, such as
an island, that can be
effectively managed
as a separate unit on
the National

contiguous ecosystem
condition distributed
throughout and beyond the
project planning area.
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PWA Inventory Polygon 1 Polygon2 ¢ Polygon 3 Polygon 4 i, &ég/
Criteria Approx. Approx. Approx. Approx. blas

| 4,440 acres 995 acres 1,115 acres 1,055 acres
S — = = !
' vegetation would not desired future ? ﬂ ’ L ﬁ e i (/

IHELoTre
i

No
Same as 1

No
Same as 1

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS




-

-

' PWA Inventory
Criteria

A 24

Polygon 1
Approx.
4,440 acres

Polygon 2 Polygon 3
Approx. Approx.
995 acres L1115 acres

Polygon 4
Approx.
1,055 acres

Preservation System

FSH 1909.12 71.1
(2¢.)

Areas contain less
than 5,000 acres but,
are contiguous to
existing wilderness,
{ primitive areas,

| Administration-

! endorsed wilderness,
! or potential

3 wilderness in other
IFederal ownership,
regardless of their
5ize

No

F .12 7
Areas do not contain
forest roads (36 CFR
212.1) or other
permanent authorized
f roads, except as
permitted in areas

No mdds

@Ay ra.uda 75 A 2p
4era (aud o;
fhost rir S0 asu

No roads_, l No roads
g

ho repasnto 14 ,;r/pM £ a
Yorrs 7550l in Toole H-1B-

No roads

of fest
) forh

east of the 100th
| meridian.
|
§
v
L
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i
L
f
|
v
5
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