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Alternative A- No Action ivl WttI~ .ff KI1-tJU,/jYfPf~ tf
Direct/lndirect Effects - Alternative A IIt~M/~ jJ~tp? 1lu1 i5ih.- 5~W-
The No Action alternative would not create any further human-caused ground disturbance in the South _ /
George Vegetation and Fuels Management project planning area and therefore, no direct or indirect A-ftr(J1ft?/"t.
effects. The spread of invasive plants from currently existing populations and off-forest seed sources ~
would continue at the current level. Animal and vehicle vectors would likely be the primary means of
seed introduction into the project area. ~tltd «j tJI/c,£r-hfnbvr G/i1,£. ;:14+'tflli;) bit !hL

Fttrf,!f! SerYilL~wAA-.R, kI~r~,k,hI-~
Cumulative Effects - Alternative A IU{ ;'It~ ilty/WiM- p/~r- 'pppWdt~-S
For the No Action alternative, South George project would not be authorizing any actions: therefore 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. 3-1), there would be no cumulative effects for )
the No Action Alternative. ~ Ii#P''d?/ ~ k. ~d .I::~//44tne/

." -L, ·6.l-S 7'v /Jr~
Effects Common to Action Alternatives ~(IA1,d ~~,Ufl.J1.U1r1'r ~~ . (~.~ A-

~11.LV1/~~ err. //-1r44lr'-£./.J'

Direct IIndirect Effects - Alternatives B, C, and D ~/-htflA--h tJ~ Jrer<?nfilftK-
The activities that are the same with regard to spreading populations in all action alternatives are shown 1U.tA41t:r-e.r.
with approximate acres below in Tables 3-72 and Table 3-73. These activities also are the same between . J ,f I
action alternatives for the potential for introducing infestations. ,( ~5 /?J k- tI~~mt~/5S ;~~

h/t1M in;'/t¢/;cf. jJ/~
frM'rc~
TWsI-
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Table 3· 73a Invasive Species Manned In Activitv Areas

Landscape
Species Broadcast Grapple Pile Hand Mechanical Prescribed
priority Jackpot Burn Burn Units Thinning Thinning Fire
2roup Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres

1 75 0 7 0 150 1
2 870 0.5 870 870 1,015 870
3 880 0.25 870 870 875 870

~~ If.~ !h~~~~tuvr~/lWAJ.e ()f/~/.u.fAilM-~hH Iv M4¢Mht.
T bl 3 73b I . S . M ed AI T d D . . ed R d Ja e - nvasrve mecIeS aDD' on2 emnorarv an ecomrmssion oa s

Species Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
priority Temp. Roads Decommissioned Roads Temp. Roads
2l"OUp Acres Acres Acres

1 0 75 0
2 0 925 0
3 0 885 0



, _ 6 ~ ~ The potential for intrp,g &' new inf~~~~tionsis !e!~~i:.~to_t?~~.~~.am?~nt o~.d~.s~:b~~~ ~d the~e~o~e l-if.~ ,?J can be compared by the number of acres of activity in each alternative, IDCudmg trafisponahon activities.
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W
Cumulative Effects - Alternatives B. C. and D i"
Ongo~g ~,!!~!W~ awmal a,ctivitiesin the.moj~t l!!ann4!g~~.J!ta~ clm1i.CIt*_~J£>e~"§l?~i!
~w-.pl2agylesipclude.vsbi~ ••traffic, cattle sr*inga recr~g,ti<z.~tiYiJ~ •••~.~~~in~iz~j,~jJ~J!Wm.f.!. !
movement, All of these activities could affect areas outside the project planning area:lt IS'"notpossible at ,1
il'tis time to calculate how many acres may be affected.

Future foreseeable non~ommer~ial.th~g activities '!'~~2he I;;oje~l.~l~!!iP.$¥~~?Q~_~~.l.~:~- I
ears om e'sfactivltIes woiil,fiiOt'ii'lCe create are soil,bi.rt would involve vehicle traffic that

-', , '. -.., , ';- _~~:""",,~~~zx. i,l •••••

~uIQ,£o ou!i§ideof e nral~cl: area. Future oreseea e InVaSIVeplant treatments, over the next
lO-years, would continue to manage weed populations in the project planning area and outside the area
Monitoring, mapping. and as.~~ssmentof new PQillllation,~would !p~Ee~~~g c~~~..i'!yju preparation I
for treatment. These foreseeable iiiture actions would further reduce the number Ofacres at high risk of
weed spread. It is not possible at this time to calculate exact acreage reductions resulting from these weed
treatments. ,

FINDING OF CONSISTENCY
The proposed South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project is consistent with the Forest Plan, I
as ~~nded, with res~t to n~xiou~ weeds .. ~omRlianszlr~ t!:e.!;~ve <i~~~u_ssi~n.s0f!,~~st~~""
~~~e~t:de~:amfu~=:~a:~tifv~,spe~es spre.~2'£!"e!:n!!.?~!llea~,"~!~s)

@tJlLl- of -/AA. ~€J.f'~tc-r. "MrIt itt-? b£1S I~Ihd fk£ F~Mf Servrl£ fut, rr.ord
,h~!;rif'~ ~f~f¥~nrM;-P~ ~~~~I~lf!~~S~~-
rn-tlti? tJ~/b !r.wtnf~/~h-~~J.- ;'Sfc:?Ji/~~I~~~W~

>JwtdrJ~/MiIz In~A#"rthn:; dr,s/er5IJfj A~f/r/hCS wltltHA-k~ 1/1./4td'pL

riAM.J-!¥UAi/M5, 1Wf-JM ;;;'5ekSS1kS flu-!r(J.t~.IYt ~/h5~US/~ ,
. tI f h A1I4 )d....£u.At:S:;uth George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS I. III.) J
/ n. e« (J / r:~ r.edMil13 t:!!J }(~~rs .y ~5e 1ias{>2-{ '<(II?! It Jill!":~ ~I-ftre6f 5f~tw.( if> /3M,a s: frd"fe~.:nM 11!.r"'/ie~1ES ~ A1 (.5 w;tJ'1£ It c~
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" ¥ /nr44;/4. ~KI!Irt/44;;~It )Jr~tJ-sd ~~ d?-b'y//iiS'.
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. /1f~1M1ir~~ flA/h~i/.e5 rr: i/t~;ldjO~

U' d AI H ul R ~"k/~(!,.LTable 3-74 Invasive Species Mapped In Harvest mtsan ong a outes

Alternative B and C Alternative D

Acres *MiIes 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 : 3(j 966 ·34
3 940- "'T" 34 ""91'5 _e "~30- .

*Danger tree removal will occur on 300 feet on each side of haul routes alia -have the same areaatlecCe<I as the haul ~.

a e - ropose arves cres an oa es se In c on erna ves
Alternative Alternatives Alternative

Unit of Measure A BandC D
Harvest Acres 0 3,900 2,600

Haul Route Miles 0 79 71
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

~kI£- ''1Ifh1-J:.hiel-i!'P.'/ "/ rIh-
VISUAL RESOURCE (SCENERY) ~ttllc6~ ~{~ ~W-.

Thi~ section ~corporates by reference the.~~~!l,ge~Y?s.,~,~r~)~~!?urc~~~~~?:I!,2.?ntai~ed in the
project analysis file at Pomeroy Ranger District. Specific mformafibn on fhe 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 small portion in Garfield County,
Washington.

Indicators for comparison purposes between alternatives are:

Regulatory Framework:;==~.;==·=~e~.~el~an;al~J1sassures the South Geor e Pro·e~qs.~~~si~tintwith sce~~~9
~ e!},'.lce 0 rct a . lca e .of Forest Service Visuru'" .

anagement and cenery Management systems. e 0 owing table shows Forest Plan visual quality
objectives by management area (FP pp. 4-117 - 4-163)

Table 3-78 Visual Quality Objectives for Specific Manazement Areas
Management Area VQO

A6-Developed Recreation Retention-Partial Retention
Cl-Dedic~ted old Growth ~etention. . _

CJ-Irtg GameWintetKan,ge Retention -MaxImum Modification
C3A-Sensitive Big Game Winter Range Retention -Modification

C4-Wildlife Habitat Retention -Modification
C5-Riparian Habitat Retention -Modification

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Scenic Integrity
Scenic Character - The project planning area lies at the head of the drainage system flowing east which
includes several streams; and at the breaks of Wenatchee Creek and the Grande Ronde River drainage that
flows south. !bY~Q. ,;~tical! ,~wa'y'to. e west a!o.~~l()rest roa(titB-.l,11,qit,giv~j

str~-. lto' e on' d Idaho were thi~Kb~~"!![~-
:ijil•.~~~.~~e~s~e~e~n~o~n~.lPe.horizon. To the east, and within the project area the topography is made

.. se_.es of steep canyons, !r~~!lJ.~ ..4.tl.cN\X4te..I,sk~~'!WStip~sst~~~2!.m!,~~(Ls,qmXt! !illd
~~.Q ~:ttand~,and ~~ slo es; The views of these landscapes are a mix of

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
3-160



••

----

Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

foreground views into th~ fmber s~_~~sand vistas ~!l;!.e,.<;.a,m'~~ The vegetative mosaic
o rrn er an grasslands laid across the'CfiSsecreoropography creates diverse views.

Visual Quality - The existing visual quality is evaluated by !.29kingJ!Uhe..s.c.ell~J:r41WJ.JJ.\t",~~
~es that were utilized in assign.~i.!.~=.the visual muactives for the..~9.~Jgr. An evaluation of the
eXisting condition considers lht:;ge ~¥rurl ...CmZW~ti~ities to the natural appearing
scenery that is deri~d by the contextual landscape and the historical nl~ariability.

Tra?sportatio.n Routes - Th~re are cu,:entlY••.~.Q.:p1il~§of!?~~ 0e ,t2.,!ll~t~
project eIanm~ area (33 mdes.of mamte.nance.ie.ve'f"!'~nd P7 mItes of mamtenance level 2- roads).

4j1{Vpf6tfM~M~Qse l.Uile~.~~ to 1'L);"s and motorcycles (all are open roads except FR 4300
which is approximately 7 miles in length). I~¥s~ rQlJlc;§provid~&i~i,g~ .•~..I~~<.,.
bRill rislsjpg ijaQ &gbt-seSiillg~ .

Portions of FR 4300 and 4400 and FR 4304 are open to motor vehicle travel, except from December 15t to
April 1st when they are used for snowmobile activity. These routes and.J:~) are
o ul . in durin S~j~~~ at faUl~~~ They also constitute a significant portion

of the groQme.~ts ·~~!5u\ ••.wmg the winter months.

Forest road 4300 runs along the breaks of the Grande Ronde raina .e. Immediate views to the
s as ex an &:5 ma es an at n es. The Wallowa Mountains and Seven
Devils in Idaho are visible on the horizon. Views to t e nort looking into the project area are varied.
Thl! tjrnbe[Fd foreground ill am~ that have not been reviousl harvested are dense with ver little
understory growth. The thick canopy closure ma es t ese areas ar. The viewing distance into these
areas is very limited. ~W are,IDm}):~~ij:wtb£¥~Rt.t.n lJarvested W~d!h9$ plialifionsere4Wo?le than

,..iO fret in hEight. ecent thinnilJg ~~ takeU.Dh.u;elXbicbhas reduce~ t&.J;.~f,rel;rowt.!uU.plY.i9.&~w~
turough the trees. he atc ._. nce of oun lantations and unharvested timber is ver

atur i 'n .J!1e plantatiQPs ~L"£lv.eryprominent m"the middle aroun vIews rom
o Road ere thesg.lWPhes are most visible the visual quality is modmcatlOn. 'fhis

i
p:tChwQU

from FR 4300 roa~"tl1erefore the existmg vIsual quailt is--3rtTalrei:enno~e Figures 3-
2 and 3-13. ~7h5 d/3e~1o -/tc£ .e-¥;ur:~1 r~Wtt{(t:?l'tf~WM#~IU~(''rt

r~ (kikr'ltS I •

~/~~rZk'tJJ
ek.}~~:~-'tJ~~ 1'k{1~

I~~~
,,<> . y~ u-nFt;;.;:;;JJ
10-~(;f.

'7t,,<; I"~ 4-t /: "!'-/~ (
[;,/vJ~~
b;;(!,Ita/~~

~~A!.fuU4) 1t171

J~f~{rdr.(f~#(.11'

19M, 3'aintenance level - SUItablefor passenger vehicles, surface not smooth.
20 Maintenance level 2 - suitable for high clearance vehicles.

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
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Figure 3-12 View looking south east from the Hogback Road

~ Figure 1-14 View looking east from FR 4400 -This view is representative of the contextual landscape in whichcj~ . the project area lies. The timbered canyons are often flanked by rolling open ridges. The draws are heavily timbered and
contrast strongly with the grass slopes.. ~ ~ ,

l' ~~'.e,.P jl';)#t(~ i!. p )i2"C
I«- ~ ~t(~t:p~~~;j I'~ Jj ~(S .-r:»: );~~~I-~i¥~
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of the Wenatchee watershed to the south and the GrandeRonde R.iye~.valley to,the sout!)e.~s!. The cabin_~ 1.: en,S LQ.~~1t~i'th¥,$!lim~rana' tall month~~'Curr~ntly the '~isuar quality ~ts~erY ....
visible from the rental cabin is partial retention (moderate scenic integrity) ... " .. - .. - ..,.... ".

The~~ is no ~nventory of dis.persed campsites in the project planning a~ea; howeve.r,.~h~r~.!r.;,*'!..~'J1~~
t!~ltIOnal dl,s£;~;1camJ2sItes, sc!ttered t~~1I~q2\lt;..;..R1~JI~~~~~J?mg has trad~.~a:fb;be~~ 1....F~J!la,r
activitz.i , _ ,'c . d~. ~~@l!f.J!llI;lt!M~~;¥l . .lJJe scen-.e~ IS an essentiita~pe.£t ofJhe

~ ~e:fre3Jio,*~. 1P~~~~, crQ!lQitiPJJjsmo~ifica~i?f!"J2<g'!.~~~r.e!enti2!rrr~~~~~~m&~!~,~.:,

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

T bl 3 79 yo I Q ali os: ti dP dAIa e - isua u itv I)ec ives an erceive teration

Visual Quality Objectives Scenic Integrity as people Scenic Integrity Objectives
perceive it

Preservation Unaltered
(visuallv~ete'Ot inta9t) < Verv High ..~~*

Retention- Unnoticeablyaltered' Hi!ih-:-
r-aruai xetennon ,slIghtl' altered < Mooenite

Modification Moderatelvaltered Low
MaximumModification Heavilvaltered Verv Low

UnacceptableModification Unaccentablv altered Unacceptable

•,
I

--
~

•I

@fo ~4A£.fU) ~m;I:J/'~ ~ Ir~nt/f'flA-~ rerthdr-~ 'tf/"tJkt!k It

n:J if Scenic Stability s: I(hi.$k ',~~ I"'Jdijrlfi?O~;~ S.~ $~ ~ I¥~
~ ~ ~ lS Scenic stability is the degree to which the desired scenic character can be sustained through time and hd t: I ')

~ P'V't... ecological progression. The existing scenic t n sis for South GeQ,g"J1wiest p!annin& a~ ~rAAQ
~;l,d ~' cuses on the si a'or scener a tn e e et (on addressi itsJaiosvst~lP.gg"ndit~tL~~. ~£.
1;~'~n# y Ie 0 servatlon e l!J1eeo d' . ss FRee) coarse-scale data on vegetation and fire;i~:u.t IS ory a a. osystem c anges 00 er minor scenery attributes such as landform, rock outcrops, and
?~~~ ~snowfall are,!.lOtl!S critelto the pr<.iect area~nic character as its vegetation, ~
IJ\V~ "!mk ~ove[.time...r.egard~~fire behavior and ~ctivities. "~ I.'-HU,Wknl<
~I ~PV~" \"5/SMIVfoJ!R~ JUj'f-kK~dAFj/qshtbu-~t;IfA-£~j;~Z;,~e~:a 5
(!fltt: ~ ~~~tin8 ~c~ni£.§talL~t¥.is d.211~,~~on~~1~.¥ ~~~.9i~?~~~e#sJ~!0 ~~~!tl~~~ter~fNV r, ~~tand? .wltl}mthe natlill!l,ta~~.W.~t~~c~ of ~~~mWsca~ ~ppropnate stand d~n~lty, specIes ~
fb"'~~':> composition, and fuel loads are necessary for stan s to mamtam the inherent characteristics through th~lr ~'I ir-f#VI lifecycIe. When t ends such as iner sin stand de sit v~ncroa hment '~SS resilient species, !ncreasmg ;/ J
• _AJ.,~ '--It. f~ loads, an<1J:!ighI~v:!s o~ality exist, the ex ec ed cons uences are.Cl!a~, erne . JVVt •••..,)(;4:J:~Cham::;, arebe ondthehiS;;I:;,,;;s/~r:;~tfjf,.
~~ ~ . I(fu<; r-i4,'/;M $ 'CS'( (, '.l-. Gr~ .?) " /' ,~
~ @ ~~ SouthGeorge Vegetationa~~,_Fuels ManagementProject - DEISart.- 'U"r . ~

AA -L~e'~ ";~?!~~ rufruJ t-vr.h· r7 5 Jufldr->1".1.1 ~ ~-., -tr y fC") ,
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vtJ open, large tree c arac er me s ds, Io~po e stand mosaICSand multI-la ered rruxed s eCIes stands. ~ ',I'f.A.I>

11,.-(~;11r rad~~ tr~nds o;er ti~;have altered ;~ecies c~~P~~i~ion, .standstru~ture, and ~~e·.~l~s~esof the forest is ~(1kA

InTYrlc vegetation. I~~ds Of~t matu~e.pollQe...w~~j:.Pr2~~,.QP~Q.foresLare diminished due to S.e-r
~ e- ., (encr?aching nuxea' con er s ecies ':I:lld.ast harvest practic~ tha!,!~n;?~~dpin~~£.§P,~~~y;!!eE~L'w.~

IIil1ll, s ecies. ee egeta Ion ano uels sections oft ~. 71t-l?r$~1YN-II1SPl1d. . _ I (~r A~~ 7 frr-t£-v:t~fU~;, fUJ{ ~U-~!(; ww~ I'r~~ ....~ /'5 / P5J)~'~ ~:JCu.-Se. ~
k-t.t. Scenic stability levels provide a measuring tool that addresses the resiliency of the scenic attributes and ~ r.e.;:J t 7

lireIiL ~ the scenic composition of the desired scenic character. Scenic stabi~ levels are defined a~ follows: '"'fu-k.!f~
S ic Stabllity L ID fi itl ~Mr~~JUPts t7T~mTKd~¥,~-.LJ~A 'J./;4PS/

Sb~ I cemc I eve elm ons: tr/tw'lh. ~tJ,A?k.r~ $Jt/?je-.d-f-o S~ re...'vz:;;;t:;;;-
•• t.::M7. i Very High Stability-All dominant and rni~?~As;~n5;~ attributes of the valued scenic character ~ S' It
~1~-;9' are present and are likely to be SUStained.1'~ ,:!:!r~ 5k~~~.. Sf~~JL.

i$ .eV':{ High Stability-All dominant scenery attributes of the valued~enjc charatf:; are present and ~tii2's\ r

•
WttW'''' ~ are likely to be sustained. However, there may be scenery attribute conditions and ecosystem ~ ~
~,7'~ stressors that present a low risk to the sustainability of the dominant scenery attributes. fo.~1-s/ztds
~-r> Moderate Stability-Most dominant scenery attributes of the valued scenic character are '~/KP r

• -~ present and are likely to be sustained. A few may have been lost or are in serious decline. J..t:JtI~p..fk/,1'IU.-
J Low Stability--Some dominant scenery attributes of the valued scenic character are present ~.e ~ ')

- k ~ and are likely to be sustained. Known scenery attribute conditions and ecosystem stressors may >""1-~ i t:«A/
~ seriously threaten or have already eliminated the others. ~ Sf-€t!. (~)

~ 's fI. Very Low Stability-Most dominant scenery attributes of the valued scenic character are ~

•
5ft'(; r seriously threatened or absent due to their conditions and ecosystem stressors and are not likely ;;;;;".elr-/~'(!d
;f<~ I to be sustained. The few that remain may be moderately threatened but are likely to be M/Kd 5~;e:5

;; sustained.@7Ju <lrWlafhA~fp5Unk y~~t!U-~~sr'Ksr S-k I/)-M sh J rp-d...Jll'Ljl 2,'veSrnK- ~, s- ~.!!7 d~{pp. ~~,..te~ No Stability-All dommant scenery attributes of the valued scenic charactef are a sent or seriously ~ .
~ AW", threatened by their conditions and ecosystem stressors. NC?neare likely to be sustained, except '::t;:;f
~~o relatively permanent attributes such as landforms. t;~":'f'+~ Jr~i knnetlu.9J'~w ~W/u...t, i~I'h-~~f5tJj {()3Si;rgt'/{~1Q ~;lS~il;t;? If-r

-f1, .. 0 rJte 8£~st h~d t2 s~eEery res~~es in th~~~o~t~~~r,g~~~ann!~~>1!f~ large S~? ..." .eo"/.J17 All,
t~~ .re lace~ent ~es tJl~tw?uiB Ifurn mucK lllOte mtenseI than what.has hlstonc.~l / occ~lfe ISa ~7 /k.
\~~natura dlStur ance m thIS area.• ut due to e s OC ng eve s, specres composmons, la der fuels, and rrif(lt1

Oilj canopy clos~t have developed over time, it is ex cted that a fife event woul be uch lar er and A.6~
/~ ~/~,"3 «o fJ!h~4!fk/~--fr£. I/(. rg"~SMW ~ ~
~W tJ13lsfr/kfJddet¢4IVU 11uf~ dj4r-rJ/fj') r~~~M. r. • ~~tf~S!

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES r~~~ fjr-~ ~"'4iJ
ALTERNATIVEA-NoAction weFt:; ~~~~~~~~ f)

, <.d/.ut; (.~ (rfo w/(P/t;fo. r )-eC/U~~ rt's FU<_/
D~rect/In.direct Effects - Alternative 'A 1 tut./;1tJ, A. t!.ar6t:e-t sft::,r~.
VISUalQuality/Scenic Integrity - Implementing the no action alternative would cause no direct or indirect
effects to the existing conditions. The existing visual quality would remain at modification to partial

~N;::::!;~~i5rlJ~-IhI~!rf)'ed{tlVb~,btdp~~~et~
Scen~~Stability - Implementing the no action alternative would cause no direct effects to the existing t'~ € ~
COndItion. Indirect effects are related to increasing stand density, encroachment of less resilient species,4;;/~7k.

~'~>'Y(
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tv/~ ~5j/"3 Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmcnt~l Consequences ~"or~~ic
kfu-R rekdlM--~'~1h Jn413f~cdJfo-.ut;;~!!Uf~~;!:~~~ y~S.

increasing fuel loads, and high levels of mortality. This trend dec!:,easesthe resllien~of the t!m,9£(r~,ffinds
caus!n the s,cen~c:s~bilit to becontinually r~guse·r;S'cooditioo~ de '1iq~1'TJ~~~~

'"," , ," '•. ,,"" " is s erfg/(A ~ fr,K-dr. wl#:: ~''4t1
Cumulative Effects - Alternative A ~It.. tnJ,11C vr;nr~. ~
There would be no cumulative effects to visual quality/scenic integrity with implementing Alternative A
because no direct or indirect effects would occur. Scenic stability would continue downward in future
years as conditions degrade due to the lack of resiliency of timber stands,

J

I
,
I
f
(

f

~ JL Effects Common to All Action Alternatives (8, C, and 0) .•. . J -/zJ
'CY I<;J I( I.,,;j.u--vit,wJ'!:;! tliJ~ 11th s~ 1

1,.3IUI- ~s;l'~b& IV~ (/-" ~CA'UL

Direct/lnmrect Effects -Alternatives B, C, and D (p-~J M;3 s: U",.alA.~~'
Effects vary as to the number of acres treated in each action alternatJve~~~ ~,'" ~ v__

~7h4-L~ ~~M4~~-fIu:t;/-if.ten~$r or ~~IL Iut.«o
Commercialharvest/I.AA--- j,(,M.~~ ~ ""(t' ~h~.'

Tbe..pwj~.flJ!!!i~,,~!gt)!!d toaddress the .dense, overstocked standst:hLQ)JghQJ!t•.t1le,.p{Qj~Gtgg~li.,
Pro~eQ..!P~rescri tions M!UQ,.~gfte,!l,.l!l~•..b~xJ!ge§5)t!h~past'p'~§bJ!!JiY;-,.> which would

, Cj) decrease the unnatuial' appearance over time. kS"~1k.t-/ta.rA ~~ (r~ fo
1/t(!A.UA/Mi1u.. s~1I~/'sti'J'~d~~ /n~;~ fl,.rZ4~~~A---t.

@~ ~-the silviculture prescription of Wl>.l2~e:..~!!tcl!.!!~[Q're~ tp~~~ would b~ ~sed to s~!ect trees to
harvest. This rescri tion selects trees based~~~s,apd l'g~,leavHJgJP-y>~~p@cies .~

~ rM ~ecies - Ponderosa pine an Western larch). Large trees of non-resistant species would remain.
~ This practi;'ka=~ "h,,;;;:ena;d strud'Ure ot ihe'~esired'tomposition and densities. f£m.m.~l

TV h~l~¥.~~!Um" l' whi ,;,bcu:~",~l~&-£~_~L~~2ia.!,e.f<:~W-..Q~~d~!~~j~1J.J:~~~
f!ffl{utlV'- ~~.t w~~ld 0 ~nup ~e stand"~an?,~~ow more sunli~ht into the fore!!"'f]a~~~l~~
111~U) ewm distance mto 0 t stillids. --S~~*;!~ Plr'tv: '; '/1( IAei~;l4~dl. . ~ ? ()~ fiU.. 'FS YiVtN~ ilf.{/f<,4-kq· .i

h1~¥ Commercial harvest activities t at would occur inclUde.tractor logg.mg and s.kidding, skyline logging, and
(!m'T":f helicopter 10gging·lJectoLlog· and skidding creates ~rp!s",~il dis~E~~ ~~d.Jr,ail4 tearing
~1; the topsoil and exposing the ~?!ls.,ThC:;Qndersto e. eta!lP~... , 0,- .~ skid'Ttrai\~wlu~e

, 'f:7! VISI e 0 an unme a e ore~ und distance. These visu~~ffects ~~e~~t that

f"'~;ifA.uIJ, dissipates within a short period of time. As vege~rns the impac.ts are usually not visiblearter a

I s-ac«: ·•...·hgrowing season to the casual viewer. ~! l:r@!~!!.es ~ru,i!ar e~.9~. The ~j~_
I I <ft~sa... trails~associated with line 1£., in ar~usually onger than t?osea.ss<.e~~~~IW}i~~~'~~'='

j.' i~ ~ at.. ' " If" . ,w. e oun Vlewm ~~. 1!owever,'Ttiese vlSUa'f'e'fIeC1S'are
I I ~~ so short-term. Helicopter logging creates very numrn effects to scenery. The stumps remaining are

: I / " ~_'f"rt the only visible evidence that is created, when slash is treated. ' J_:..L:!.,. s:
l ~&K ~ •.1.. .,,- 0 S</utSk4htJwcbCe. ~iW~r G'~ $<- >;,rkU 7~ I v' ~r7rc>·

~ h.-tA tuU 1U ~ Danger Tree Removal
~ (j ~ger$ee r~m~)Val-=l~£flUs.~.sO~t; s~~,mI>~,t~~ c!e,~~~ftA<l~~haul, toutesin, th~~dia!_e
Vil~.t; foregrotlfid. ~s would ~YI,~~!rom the road and wOJlJ~e a VISIle e ect. The Cie"greeof
i~, e'ft£f ISdepe~e~n me amount of stumps and the location of the stumffrer~he road, as well as
Ai $1o:J/!xJ2 thAviewing angle and the amount of grasses and forbs that may screen the stump: J _l
~Ol_ i;& @AiP ~ ~ f» s:rdr~.f--fosa 4+cI~ ~ U:JJticjf NUIZJ'f. ~£-U53'-U Fuel Treatments t!t7~ r.[,.~ Vi$,.'t;!k n&7.( r.(btett.f;~·
-sk..rJ ~ Fuel treatments that would occur congruently with harvest treatments include mechanical thinning,
/JA,.L ~ prescr}?ed burning of activity fuels, grapple piling, and yarding with tops attached. These treatn,tents
~ 1/ would clean up"the majority of the slash created by the harvest activities. The effects are primarily ,..u +e""" beneficial to the visual quality, reducing the visual impacts of human activities with a natural appeanng
5 ~r landscape. Removal or burning of residual material (tree stumps, snags, limbs and brush piles), removes
pvtl'J~;..Jt) "'the clutter'~hat detracts from the remaining trees other scenic attributes. Most visual preference sun:ey~r I~U' indicate dislike forlbessy/~andscapes (Bradley, Forest Aesthetics, 1996, pg. 6). Non-con:unercial thmntng
~"O @.rr~}U;d //Iu.~e/e4i.¥;tre,lvdt-er/~ ~J1,U~<;2f~~~s~ ~!!:E
tdu~u ib ~e.b!~/~<PSouth GeorgeVegetation and anagement Project - DEIS" ) IIr-
V'Aitds ~ t:WL jtJ~tJ-sefo:t% l11/sk~' ,,-1 _ It;../~/;z) W/itn» d~

of fk. .R,e~fuJ' b~;tt oJ dllMt--'W~,., >~ . _
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

removes trees less than 10 inches DBH, where these trees are in excess. This activity is usually a benefit
/:J:) to the visual qUali~~Jlf.e kp.~WJlii), ~I~+,~g~~~s witb.,illl§~,1!.~;,.. .~ II. .r . p~
(tt Yle-wvsfo-PH<- W' . I v'twi~ 'wkAf-:''JJ;l!>7'~r~~h h-~~~f/' /1«_

Landscape prescribed fire would create scorching a~ross the acres 0: the pres.cription .. This .activity wou~ r ~
create visual effects that are within the natural scernc character that IS dyna~l1Ic, c~an?l~g With natural --£..~(i
disturbance and cycles of growth and renewal. Th~re would be some torc_hmg of individual trees, and ./. v ~(f I

groups oftrees·(5)Reo"uMt~i-st;~ Mf-Jiv?f S~ tv~r/M. ~;r~ ~..JL
(IIA.~~ ~tOvn:ti;~ burr f/?;/a61 Slt~ ~b/It-d., Art/ r/7U-rs)s (J I. see: c:7'~
:J (~ick4m c~m;ground is lo~at~o approximately one-half mi~e from th~ n,~~e.st harve!t!~t~~.!.-!II actio!,,,,,,#-(P/~f.; ,

alternatlves.lSltors at Wlckmp campground are not lIkely to expenence direct or md\rec"f"scemc efteCTs ~; k~lf
from harvest or fuels treatments with implementation of an)' action alternative. (!hf~

;kU.r~ iM;r-~ ihc-f'~# S~n ~1CAR'·ki. Tt!.r:

f
!JJlder Alternatives Band C the :y.~natche~l~in ~~J~!..i~JJf.1,~eJkUYo t~jt~~""
and 59, V'sitors would ex erie~~e_~!ll~~~~!J."s~,~~l~eJ£t hUQ2ffi,<!f~~~~~de ofth,,~

.,£,tlbin, . nder t.,ernatlve D the nearest harves!!!!!!.(lpnt.lJ)j~S,~~ abQ~Q,¥-;Q!!iY.l,e~:~~§.t",
and w~ld likely be unnoflce1ioie frOffi"ihe ca m,- The scenic vistas to the south that many people come to

. '"J:) The cabin to enjoy wdun:I remain umUfecfeCf WIth implementation of any action alternative...;, # 1_ ~ Z- ltH/tk./
\..:!JPff~ r/di'zkfhVI s, h4-11UU44M!rl-e $IV"~ 4 f~~YlfheM-r~il1.- WI ~iJJ J

iews from dispersed camp sites that are near or within treatment areas .w~~~jJ;r,-R~ 1:>~'
t harves a v ause 0 s um£s an s I . ral lsturbance, The foreground views from these ~

~ dispersed camps would be more op'en, a1towlng the morevj~idistance into the forest. J S"g'r,;s;--y
'Tk. ,(./r-<?--r~ w~J ~ -n ~ hHt -e.Pl-nmVcf'!!41Jwi.r. tkf' fot-~ (,tiki,)~~ d,'v>~_ . /

There are no harvest or fuels treatment units ro osed ne Sp~.Jw..C!~ i!U.¥.J?.tJl!,,~~ ~7~
fl ternatlves, isitors to the sno-park are not likely to experience visual direct or indirect effects from ~~s ..~_
harvest treatments, ,lloweyer'llio§'s utilizing th,e trails would travel through ;a_setting.where ,h£l&Y~ -.Jel-..,~
activit would be very evident. Stumps, skid trails, and blackened. ses corched trees, ~ouJd be/" ~~
VISI omman I e s - erm for t e Irs . ears, reated stands would be more open visually. -7 '

the long-term stands would appear ea ier after 1 to 2 years.®..f- S(~k, l?Jif ~ '
-b t-s it V<t-r7W~ fULl?:rre<J r/-Sunk ~ p/A-r/Itd. ~hVI t'.:J t:t.t"":I r..(~~

There are a small number of acres that are within the partial retention visual quality objective (VQO). pe::c..:/S,
These acres are located along FR .9-300, e ative B ro oses 158 acres of intermediate harvest,
Xiternahve r proposes 158 acres o~rmediate harvest, and ternative'f) proposes s§ acres of
mtermediate harvest. Ine1tatvestlreatments are wecled to meet gartt,alr~eoti0'1' ~~2g2,~~d harvest
visible from FR 4j90.~~~ld tfBu-~rvber sta.P5tsvt~a~rema!n bu£ween ~~."'?L~~cut~hinning from below
an~ openmg up life canopy to a'ow more "iTght into die forest floor, and c1eanin~lP the dead and down
WIlterial..tThis proposed harvest would soften the patchiness of the timb~~'ea ianscape by blendmg t~2''''
previous cuts that are now regenerating with less dense harvested pieces of this project. ~
rem in at a visual qualit level of.m0dificationl but could soften the stark visual patchwork. Eventually'
the patches wo completely blend to a contiguous natural appearing forest. The imfjes below fOgures
3-17 and 3-18) depjcW¥Pg;sentation of the ex~cted results of the treatmentrrn"trretW7e'a"~l!lo .,.-
fegrowth. As past harvested ar~~;~tinue 1;grow~'Themen'd1l1gonn'e twoliar{r~srctfOrts woUld
ImprovH?e scenic i~tegrity. ~~~!De8.tU'lHhe trenaJo~ard.!ow sce~~ic integrity would be slowed !'.r
:ll the actIOn alternatives. Alternative would not slow ffi1'it~mucir. ! - Ii_a, J. J (

~1t!<L)#ifJtl2if.)rf'rrr (Itt-/lf1,leh-s~ ')bllw~~U-r~ tu.rwff hJ~ti~ w4J-
i1u- (J~5~kf e'r Ne/~ltn-o//rijtJLJ A-uI o'~~~ ~ sf¥'Ct~
~~Iv~ ~/uv~7>(~~~-4u/o~s(~ AAJ./~

~~C'le!"}f. .s<>,1.1erp~t·AJL";...!./w"..4-~:":f{. "5~ 1tu-1:ti1<l~ .~
0:5!:~)~~~~J~tu! rtkuY~jlUk,;S~'l: l',r.lyr;f.J< 5~h"f,~~

%.{ ":~ ~rr.ufjr~/tC·"<''':55J tv~c:.««~_tt.fywfoA/~v/
n1/ 3 t£n,le, I~ rI{. .

tvltrvltJ/AJitu if South George Vegetation a1{.~U~e1:~anagement Project - DEIS £ Is ~ IY. ti
~(5fS J1.N/ IS At&.b r" LfYj~/I1j/0 A", -flu I~~S /'l ~ j) / It4 i1 ,
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5~ /:i:i.t-s (SIC) Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences "J.I;,-.j~p ~d
)U~ '201.uI-;I1Iu;jkt-M~~Jxe~ j?.trSl5/.p,d; ~~H<-/~k:a,~~) __

l>2un~ is the sP!ltial boundary for~1!.lative eff~S!~ Past, present and reasonable and foreseeable khS{J~t'4-.
activities are briefly descrioeaaild the cumulative effects disclosed below. I ~ . * __.i 2Z wed-r5 ) I:Vf~ JuM(P5~;~ iljtV- 1190; wlutr> ~F"I'e"f5«r;u J?o 1f~/.. ~ f - •
The harvest activities that created logg,.terrn visual effects in the area that would overla.J?,.llltIme would be
the ;eL?~!!t;r:~io~~~tsthfi[~'l.~~WID~): "IDJJ~~~"i1':g-3'{racres..!!~~~~;.sf'-'-~·--'-
harvesteo in tliI~er creatW$..9pening,s~.roo,ipg sizes;..T~s~ !P~i!?g.£!2.!emllip.J.ill""Q,cr~~te an
S.~.\~tlllSvisual ~2Pdition that is L~all'y_boclsYwith s uarish 0 ~~ang!'!. h$>ti~_~cross ~4

~7~ slopes with timbered blocks between the openings. Harvest units in this project treat timbered blocks in a
!..L L 'ihanner that wo~ld soften this bl~ky-apPear:inceo'y thinning out dense timbered areas. The cumulative? ~~:.w;:~'"Z~th~~~~'!!\Xin~~~~r'~~
~~i~~e,It.f~I(/;/~€S~R.V? ~ 0/ '1tuc:1r~(
'21 '-7 ~eyx.e:abeen minimal eff~,g 9Y<?~.w.Q[Ifes;"~ePEo.~tely 40 acres ~~Jp ~~ Y(.~

projesgllY"e~,which does not crea.te cumulative significant effec.ts fo'Vlsual qUalIty. The vIsual eVIdence of /v/(dty. Y
past fifes i~ in kee in with.wha! is !11!tl!I'al!~{(;ected in a fife d~eIld~nt ecosyste~-A", -;;'::"'-;;F-""''':-~ ~-.z<-

UA' pc'.ex. -lt$o~sli .fU.LtUM~ ~Hur~ tv;/tT/y,~tr%!.~.g "~
The Red Hill prescribed fire project would add the remaining 156 acres to the amount of acres proposed e~b~
for prescribed fife in this project. These additional acres would not change the visual quality objective S~-,,::-
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 fife would add the
remaining 247 acres to the amount of acres proposed for this project. These additional acres would not
change the visual quality objective expected to be met by any of the three action alternatives. ~ef)N~A-a

~

activities would open uR stands an~~ve the appearance of the f~~~!~d,~~ ~I.,L¥~~...~ 7
'!eimIiy trees more visible. Short-term efFectS'SiiCfiasthere(fneroleS of the cut w IpSWO be visible htlXd
tor one to one and one eM years. The scenic stability would remain the same as well even though this (!~~er-
project contributes to improving the health and viability of the stands it is not enough additional acres to ~ ~
make significant changes to merit an improved rating. , _ . ~ h.eJ-

,UTUk kit e-r:
The o.ngoing.recr~ation .activities are not expecte~ to decre~se the ~i.s~alquality objective t~at is ~~ If/#tf.r~~'
associated WIththis project. The effects of ongoing recreation activities are accounted for IIIthe existmg -W~
visual quality objective. 7~//ef'

~e ongoing grazing activities are not expected to decrease the visual quality objective that is associated ~~4
WIththis project. The effects of ongoing grazing activities are accounted for in the existing visual quality ;5 ':::f .
objective. ~U~ft<..e-~aufrM11.,;nv~!~f~t{-frMfrn~ "htV'~~ fuy~/~

(~. 1v1l n4.-11-r£- ptMtt;1 q rlh~}/1. tvl1nAfiu-d~ dL-j~ V/sw:d'9kA..tli:- .
y The lllvasive plant treatments are no!.!~g~te1,,t.c~!l~d su'2§.~~tial~)Q. t2is groject ~;ff!~P! ~al 7-ciiiihty opiecS)i ~5ie;;@Wt. :R;m,uctlOnlllJ.Uvl;l~ty~,u.§.",..au.~ff.m1that mamtams e scemc sta Illy'

<1 the he,baceQus sc.enic attribute~w -----..",.

Non~ommercial thinning and fuels reduction that would occur over the 5 year period would open up the
forest and clear small understory trees 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 Yz years. These
ac~vit~es in addition to the proposed activities in all action alternatives would meet visual quality
objectives and maintain or improve scenic stability.

Invas~ve plant treatments planned through 2013 is expected to improve the grassland composition,
restormg areas, and cumulatively maintain visual quality and scenic stability.

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DBIS
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I/(}~bd!l.~(FJ( t;~~z-)~Iwo~ ~tr~~~ ~~d/5~)~t!R.
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. Most of these effects would be
localized, and limited to foreground views. Many of the effects would 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 activities would not reduce the visual quality objective. The cumulative effect
to scenic stability would be positive, but would not increase the rating.

Three areas 1ll9!!glheJioglllJfj} Ro~4L~_'!'~9~)and two QfueJ;grreas~J1ear.prob4mlc~~~9.~~~_~~l,l .•.•
ile . e ~j;Y!l~,s~fl!~ watEJjy,g,~{£~<!fr2s~in.~~5!~SF~1~s~zed.Q~2J,s~~i~ap in project
file). Hardening of these sites with rock is proposed to reduce disturbance and improve bank conditions
and localized water quality.

5~WW1~~(
~f~l
~rd-' II
SJ/V ~ This landscape would continue to express the activities that occur as management, and other uses.

fA eJ . ~ Reasonably foreseeable activities that are planned to occur would perpetuate a modified scenic expression
r, Jbr~~Of the landscape. !JJ~~~~ ~hatthis ex £~jpn "Y.2~mgYJ! ~s pr~~Q.t~~~U!~~~etr~"v,r~c·J ~tlif.9~m9,r.e_§~IJ.ati~£:J;pproac ,J&!P~~~emen~ t~~;h9§~ofkth~ P.¥J. -.-

I\X.e,w; • attn6utes ISex cted to be Impro=as mana ement actIVIties are carned out to maintain the vegetation
~ 'II' ~ within the natural range of variation. ~practices should i~enic stability.

\JJ}~ ~ FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCy:;L~k.l ?ro/M4;~ IHfqn'tf.(Su 1u4J)
e,1M;)f \~ Jl;l.e prOO9§edastion a1tWatiye~,.W· Cloand Dl have ,,;e!.X..!ittIe~if~enc~tl'etw$~Jl.!~emjlJ.~u;.a'1~?
Vol\ (~ \,f ne resources overall. The im acts would not exc~ed the limits 9fSi~uil!..i.waactsRr.tIJJ.~~~\t ,\~ maxlmum m ificatign, uagdifi9atiqp and ~tY1l!iQJ1. A!l [Oposed action.alternatives would meet,~{~~!~~==::~~~7:!;:?;~~~~~~~~

l S~~/ ~bL~S 15 S''!f41C4-f-tute· '/J~

; ~,.-.wf ~. This section incorporates by reference the South George Economic Analysis Report contained in the

~

y" project analysis me at Pomeroy Ranger District. Specific information on the methodologies,
~'. assumptions, and limitations of analysis and other details are contained in the report. A summary of the

\A." f current conditions of the affected environment and the predicted effects of the proposed action and its
J"(~ alternatives are discussed in this section. ~ ~ '$1t?P~fr, /z...e ~1-1'!> ref~'~kJ)
V"o s-u OEl;; r- 3-1(,7)~ refud;7~) t-vl-I/d tJ~6~ SfwN-Kt- ~tA~

INTRODUCTION ~/V ~ .j-(!/fu~ k.-e- ~~ 0/z. Mj~ ~'$h''t-S/.u#'It;-
The management of Umatilla National Forest has the potential to affect local economies. Production of~
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 section r.er~
presents the.e.c~p'omiFe£f.ct~9( ~ O'ecl includin -,the. ro'ect f~as!bJ.,Ii.!:y,.Unanci!!lAA~
impttttto j~ and ~come. Refer to the Umatilla National Forest,Land and Resource Management ,P'Vb:t'1
Pran, FErn, A'ppenMx lJ':'f't)ffurther detailed description of the main social and economic characteristics ij-~!

<I"l/i\ of the area (USDA 1990k, /; I /) Jk ~.I_ 4. ~ ~MAA'/.YL __ft., .. q
CYfd~;e4.rL-~~/'~~ I'. ~ ft1.A¥.tmJ/#1 ~~fT~

The Purpose and Need for_this pro'ect ,as sta~~ inChapter 1, include a social economic second~ ·(/j£I.>
oojec 0 pr?V1 esawlogs a,ndwood fiber !~'fi1iZ:~oir1iY1oc-arandregirnar~cOftmi:'fjes~ '''/- ~-/6~)

@~~ ~~~d~3~~~W;;;:u~ . ~vUa~ WPJ\/~ tu~~~~
jvurr-ur . .. ':;
IvMd ~ y, 't!. ,South GeorgeVegetationand, Management Project" DBlE) ~)
c.. f'l\C{ "UfJ-eVI W-.'{t'.e:(mA¥;~. -17q:~d~1kHw,JI't-trk~b-
~ U~ 5 f' 3 --/(,7. ... 'T":" .....

The spring development restoration and access sites would not contribute significantly to the achievement
or degradation of visual quality. Where visible from FR 4302, the restoration would improve the
appearance of the sites that have been degraded.
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".by~dtd~ iI1-SAW4rtr~It#1lr1~~f,yTr~Wtr~/n:ujl~
I'Lal rl~M-t-h"fh) ~ /t Ylrtn4 n~-al~f~#~~ /4--14/
...,..,J Figure 3-19 Trend in Timber Revenue on Umatilla National Forest (J 998-2009). Wlu,du-s Itws

"lfr~£d-
i/~1.YW1Pj
i!~~
I1M r--:
IJj/fs
! ('VUlt
I hAr/¥W)

I t:::u~
I~jr~
I~I
le~~~J~
Ift~;hj
I~ -I ftflt-~Ir~
Itt4';',wk~
I{~·'~;~

ji~5)~r
--- klJ iP5$d r

g~:':~~9,~;;~~~~:~1~S23.502 people lived in the bi-county economic impact area (BEA, WA =z:
REAP, 2009). Between 1969 and 2009, Asotin County's population rose from 13,285 in 1969 to 2],385 C!r
in 2008, for a net gain of 8,100, or (61.0 percent). Garfield County's population decreased from 2,755 in
1969 to 2,117 in 2008, for a net loss of 638, or (-23.2 percent). -6 prP1'?~

I~J"bS ?
\ ."..1~

fJ~VJ(JV'

~-,II~
J

~~
~(t-;~~ In 2009, the average annual unemployment rate for Asotin County area was 7.8 percent, and 10.2 percent
-) 11 for Garfield County (WA OFM 2009). There is a clear trend of the lowest unemployment during the late

~~ summer months and increased unemployment during the winter months due to the cyclic pattern common
••J in agricultural based economies. ~IWal timber harvest related employment from Umatilla Nation~l __ I

~~ orest between the ears 1995 to .[997 ~"e;agea~419~~~' (~;;;'~J'oj.7't<';;taw

',.'1
<

\

t'L~~~.rJ'J I rfI' / ~~- ~Jn -h'M~b; l.....rdtdJ
,.U"- rtr IV South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS )t:'-/?> 11-~1J~
'(JJ t./ .t ~ tJ!u, r~~ l-uPtJ,3cL.s<.!?
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Employment
Agriculture, manufacturing, retail, and service sectors are important sources of employment and income
in this area. T~re were 1O,0~9J?art and fulWimkjQbsJg.Jb*m-&Q!lJtJ>:,_a~~.ewp~~n.vqg~h~~
over two thirdsof tHese lof)s cr~~t~since 1970. Asotin Count '. emPLQ~tJ;.~"0 ) ~~~()
r,7"~8m 20M, for a net am of 5 559 or 174 ercent . Garfield County's employment roppedtiorri'"

m , in , for a net loss of29 ,or (-18.4 percent). Asotin County em 10 ment
rowth was sli htl hi her than the stat a re ate (161 percent) and _.~ig!lW~~u,. .... e t an .~"

natIOnal avera~e ~ percent .
4£$ ~ "4~
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES AUAtllH1-A/.f.~,v.e,/thd-HtJ11ti4/1(#/hd-?(
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).

I
I
I Project Feasibility

The estimation of project feasibility 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 fmancial efficiency analysis
discussed below. The higher the anticipated value above base rates a potential sale has the more likely
the timber sale would sell.

I
I
II Financial Efficiency

The fmancial efficiency analysis is specific to the timber harvest and restoration activities associated with
the alternatives (as directed in Forest Service Manual 2400-Timber Management and guidance found in

Iil the Forest Service Handbook 2409.18). Costs for sale administration, regeneration, and restoration
•• activities are included. All costs, timing, and amounts were developed by the specialists on the project's

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

II produce the most conservative pr~n.~ ~ vtial~P~lresul.!;..,.The ex ected}ev.:.n::e.f~e~ch4alternatiy~,,,,
is the correspondin,~Ere<!icted high ~"'"- The PNV was calculated using R5 sale evaluatIOn reSIdual viiue

'-model, a program Foreconomic analysis of long-term, on-the-ground resource management projects. A 4

III cr-. percent real discount rate was used over the seven-year project lifespan (201 1-2017).• L d-f Ii£-
--it; W~ Jt.H--~ e~'~~;N ~d$.f...k(A(qJrJ-~~sts? h/ttM-/tPM' n d;- _/

1
This an. . is is not intended to be a com rehensive cost.-benefit or NV anaJ!'~~mP~ l.l..1Cl!~ r

III mone ~e e sion wn mar et an non-mar et ne ItSan cost~. ~.2! th~.valueL, tbSIA ~ '/>£15
•• associated with natural e e mana ement are best handled a art. om, bu.! in ,S2.n~u2ct!,~n~~~L ~W~,r~.,r~~

a'\ . These v ues are scusse t ~:m~~ut tIlls chaPter, or each respective -tra~' r

II ~ resource area. N~/S" A.44~r~~A.1Uw(l14.:IurilrM~lera ~ '~,.
~~/' "A-U b-es+-~ ~Mf~,it more Ilmlt:tI ~e~ -r .5

Table 3-80 summarizes the project feasibility and financial efficiency, including the base rates, predicted ~ J

III high bid (i.e., estimated stumpage value), total revenue, and PNV for each alternative. The PNV value ~ ': J-'
•• indicates the fmancial efficiency of the timber sale, includin all costs and J~.vGnuesIls~ateJ with me £VAfi~

f:.'J:l arves e eSI c,:tena. a e - indicat~i.Xmanci~ inetticieIl~y!.fgr all a~~n (J ~~--r "fr>

•
\,:5' alternatIves, due rimaril to the current econOmICrec}o ~ or demand for ,",ood roducts. The '-ht~~

o CIOn erna ve as no costs or revenues associated wit I.! .sttb~~¥d-
A reduction of financial PNV in any alternative as compared to the most efficient solution is a component (!17Sf-S .II of the economic trade-off, or opportunity cost, of achieving that alternative. The no action alternative
would not harvest or take other restorative actions and, therefore. incur no costs. As indicated earlier,

•

~ many of the values associated with natural resource management are non-market benefits. I\ f/S "t s15.
~WL t~ tHl-h, s~f~ ~A/oA-efi~"'Ml.b~~ALt#c..tJ..I£"- d."f(..,

~

o . Ec~nomic ImpaCt!
This analysis calculate.d the jobs and labor income associated with the processing of the timber products

• ~ ~ ~:~:i~ :~ ~oonaddudcectmgm~~ato.ry anTd.othberland
d
man

t
hagementdafctivitiehs,such as dnon-<:ommedrcthialfuel

..t'~ .' ommissionmg. im er pro uc s arveste rom t e propose project an e non-
~ tl~ber activities would have direct and indirect effects on local jobs and labor income. Table 3-80r;:",1IJ. displays total estimates for employment (part and full-time) and labor income that may be attributed to

~~~ ~ 'tef .
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The economic analysis for this project measures three aspects of the project's econormc ments. They are
project feasibility (sale viability), financial efficiency (PNV), and economic impacts (number of jobs).

•••
Project Feasibilitv

The estimation of project feasibility 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 financial 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 E(ficiency
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 Management and guidance found in
the Forest Service Handbook 2409.18). Costs for sale administration, regeneration, and restoration
activities are included. All costs, timing, and amounts were developed by the 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 ~~e.nt !.l~tvallli<'P!'N2~~~,~~~~~venu~!or ~~chal!~~y~,,,,

1s the correspondin~ ere<:!icted~IgI.l2£ The PNV was calculated using R6 sale evaluatIOn residual value
model, a program fOreconomic analysis of long-tenn, on-the-ground resource management projects. A 4

associated with nature m~apemel}t are",l'<;s~h~~ed apart", ~Tl.~~.£.?",~~cJ~!;!\:;~!.!;..~~,r~~
Q:\- . T~ese ~i1Jes are dIscussed t~~:)U@~uttIns ci'iapter, Foreach respective -tra~ , r
~ resoUrce area. Nkh /s « AA4 ~ r~~AXu' 10/'n4.:1uril r.t4~lera ~ ''31'
Ivz,~/ It/U.,<. bet!>-r ~ ~Mf~.it more /lmlt:I1{1tt:t::!i It? S

Table 3-80 summarizes the project feasibility and fmancial efficiency, including the base rates, predicted ~'
high bid (i.e., estimated stumpage value), total revenue, and PNV for each alternative. The PNV value ~ ._. /-'
indicates the financial efficiency of the timber sale, includin .all costs aq,gr.~ue§ ijSiifiate~wltli ~ . RA/A Ii~

f:r:LI arve .. e eSI cn ena. .: e •••.-_'"'21~caJ~~:fin,Wl..fialinef1J.fi~~~,f.or all~~t~n () ~~~..., i-r>
\-:!'!9 alternatIves, due nmanl to the current econormc rece In. or demand for wood roducts. The ~t'!lt~

"' 0 IOn erna rve as no costs or revenues associated witli I.' Sttb~~~-

A reduction of financial PNV in any alternative as compared to the most efficient solution is a component (!"Sn .
of the economic trade-off, or opportunity cost, of achieving that alternative. The no action alternative
would not harvest or take other restorative actions and, therefore, incur no costs. As indicated earlier,
many of the values associated with natural resource management are non-market benefits. 1\ c/s ."t SO

@N.R- t~ AA--k, s~f-tke- kM kal{~ ",.A.tl. ~~ ~A.LI#<LI..JJ;-I. a"t.{ .

mo Economic ImpaCt'
This analysis calculated the jobs and labor income associated with the processing of the timber products

6.! ~ harvested and conducting mandatory and other land management activities, such as non-commercial fuel
{~ r~duction, and road decommissioning. Timber products harvested from the proposed project and the non-
<Allv} ti~ber activities would have direct and indirect effects on local jobs and labor income. Table 3-80
rv w.. dIsplays total estimates for employment (part and full-time) and labor income that may be attributed to

~1'~ ~ 'te
t
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Chapter3 - AffectedEnvironmentand EnvironmentalConsequences

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 of the timber harvest and wood
.I~~o(;~ssingjobswou!d occur over the .fuS! fiye~~flfs of tile proJect~d ~7)srOt(fie economic impacts
~ toth~liill~:rmanag'ement acfivr~~"O~I(fo~curd"'{Jrillg the rater stages of the project. It is
important to note that these are not new jobs or income, but rather jobs and income that can be attributed
to this project. ." "'" "'~'1<""='"""'"

•I
Estimates in Table 3-80 indicate that each action alternative would maintain 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 maintains no jobs or income because there
are no activities associated with this alternative.

j
I
t

* Definitions: Employment IS the total full-and part-time wage, salaned, and self-employed Jobsin region.

@ ~f;u;r~C;;;U~;fw;:;J;;an;as~~;be:rr;;~ i:;z::-;;;:~;~o;::d-
Alternative A - No Action ff>'>lb'N Yw.utM l><i.ewJt7b ~-e;Z;bf..

~Sk411l;~, /M '1; ~-~ '\
Direct /Indirect Effects - Alternative A f.!-! IttNJ~ SIk / ~ pW :J
This alternative proposes no action. No costs or benefits are derived from this alternative and no detailed
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. ..•..•..•••..11
'C/tJ~ 1S-ltfO )~,,~ -fo-(!~t8 1Vi./~{~z{,jtJ-h~ tAso#le)l-< l2gg'(~:fl:tU) ;It~·

Alternative 8 (Proposed and Preferred Alternative) (/)E15f" 3-172-)

Direct/lndirect 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
commercial harvest than Alternative D and has a lower cost per acre. Alternative B has the highest1) predicted bid rate as compared to Alternatives C and D. The number of job (140) would be the same,as

J .A1. a, (~ ? Alternative C but higher than Alternative D. The anticipated value above base rates is positive and hIgher
. J "" ~ ~~ than Alternatives C or D, so the sale of commercial products is assumed to be viable. Trust funds can be
~~S~ . expected to adequately fund vegetative treatments with implementation of this alternative.

a e - onolDlc omparison by Alternative
Alternative Alternative Alternative Alternative

A B C D
CommercialUnit Area (acres) 0 3,900 3,900 2,600
VolumeHarvested (CCF) 0 47,250 47,250 25,350
Value/CCF(AboveBase Rates) $0 $49.00 $36.00 $41.00
Total Timber Value at Predicted

$0 $2,315,250 $1,701,000 $1,039,350.HiJ1:hBid Rate (Revenue)
liDiscountedRevenue $0 $2,130,000 $1,564,920 $956,202
lJiscounted cost $0 (-$3,449,250) (-$3,449,250) (-$1,850,550)

.,i9H?;usyqt~~!mo ! $0
~~~

(-$1 88433m ' (-$894,34~
J," ¥

Cost/Acre $0 _(-$338) . (;1483) J,·J;344L
anclaJnenept/cost ratio (B/Cl N/A ~f"'" (-2.20) U.94)

Local Employment*-jobs 0 . 146 -, -140 • ~~'72 .
Total Potential Labor Income** 0 $6,'329~260 $6,329,260 $3,390,675

, ,
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0/~ ~(Jtilt6e/)r5.e / I?/J I fk/IrJ~ ~ Uu/U~ buc.d> ~,rl-.r{ I"lff-
INVENTORIED ROADLESS AREAS (IRAs) POTENTIAL tP/!!f1i
WILDERNESS AREAS (PWAs) AND OTHER UNDEVELOPED
LANDS

This section incorporates by reference th~ S£uth~~2J.SJJ&L,PW ~l. and~~J U,,-~de~!2£,~l;;~~~
Re ort contained in the project analysis file at omeroy Range;r)lstnct. S'pecilfc'm"fOrmatlOnon the
me ooologies, 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.

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, a wide range of terms have been
used by respondents, the courts, and the Forest Service when referring to these topics such as roadless,
inventoried roadless area, unroaded, uninventoried roadless, potential wilderness area, undeveloped lands,
and roadless expanse.

I

From the mid-1970s through 2001 the Forest Service maintained a roadless area inventory of
undeveloped lands that we used and updated for RARE, RARE II, and in support of Land and Resource
Management Planning completed in 1990. All during that time we called these polygons "roadless areas"
or "inventoried roadless areas" (IRA). With completion of the Roadless Area Conservation e RACR
in~OO1 these lands ceased being just anTve¥tf6'''''' arictIRAs l:c'tiit~o~a eSlgnatlOn, with fixed~

%unHaMUfuifrproffibmons Wet~!3.' orest ervtce re atIOn 30.C .~ 29~ron ensti@"'beditise'
"fW8'flomfSefVlce maps us&hlie same name; IRA. One ,!flap~~~ed J~£'\l1J.<i!¥1~~•••se~b,xthe ¥...£~
another. hid chaniieable ~o.\lP-fJNr\e~ ~min~o_~

I.
&

~
V-
ii
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I

5
a
If.,-~l,
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F
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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. fuxentQry
~teria and PMedure~tor potell!i~ d¥i~eme~a..§,.~sJ01J.I1'1ip ••E2rest .~~~~2lt .•..a~r71. . . ..

g)P{,t~ S-:Jtu It hMrJ!.~ 1fh.,pres! S-uyIU 1/A+tJbtHJk 1'/07· /~ t'~ 71
Ju1,teY?~bt,-f0t4 9'h-t:J lit -IIu'$ t£(5'1/~!~5,w{l¥s1tr;~
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

The terms and definitions as stated below will be used in this site-specific 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 wilderness area is designated by congressional action under the Wilderness Act
of 1964 and other wilderness acts. Wilderness is undeveloped Federal land retaining primeval
character and influence without permanent improvements or human habitation (Umatilla Forest
Plan, page GL-4S).

2. Inventoried Roadless Area (IRA): These areas were identified in the 2OQJ, Roadless Area
Conservation Rule in a set of inventoried roadless area ~con~ Forest Service ".
Roadless Area C~nservation Final Environmental Impact Statement, Volume 2, dated November
2000, which are held at the National headquarters office of the Forest Service, or any subsequent
update or revision of those maps (36 CFR 294.11). ~~a~~~~L,.¥Ld~l?t.
administrati ':~ rulemakiIJ,g~andhave grovisionsl within l!t~£Q!H~2H.£fJ!llilti.R!s;,~e,n:Wl~~~m!!!.!i
tor the. rotection of inventoried roadIe s ar s Most IRA bOl!'ldW5s ar.u&stant~y ~denti~
to OS~l entifIed as 'Roadless Areas' refe . pJ~~!i.T3gCPR'7tm and
1 en 1 y e orest Plan, , Appendix C; however some localized, minor differences in
boundaries ma exist. /k'.1V- ~'/bt1JF !ProUt-~ ~;:;;;:;d-~.(A;;~/ejfn.-

~~/"S $ rp. fItS wlflelti rml,e44 Ma5 s~ b<- '5~~ Pt~ IIfl-dr
All roadless area acres were allocated to various management area strat$ies as disclosed III the "2-b01
Umatilla Forest Plan FE~&Appendix C and described in the.E.~,<;>JsL.\iDecisionspage 6-9) fur~1u4
the PElS. S sere iiitended to r~t:rin the I1n"devtSlo~s!roadles~ A-1-~
ch cter 0 e roadless ~e~ and som,¥management. ~!J!!~legie~'YFr.~ imen'pep.~~Y~l~£.!he e'~~
lands 'Yl1P tip pYa[ arve~J£l~ rq,~ building activitiesi thl!,.swf££.£oi~~~~~~!. )(kf.e ~

3.
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

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,
dS hG P' tPI • APomeroi RD, an out eorge rOJec annmz rea

Unit Acres Percentage

Pacific Northwest Region 27.2 million 27%LL

• Wilderness 5 million 18%.•. -"• Inventoried 15%
RoadlessArea. _ 4 million ,--'

Umatilla National Forest 1.4 million 5%Ll

• Wilderness 303,000 21%, _."" ~~,

• Inventoried 20%
Roadless Are7I 282,000 ...."..

•••• o.

Pomeroy Ranger District 366,000 26%""

• Wilderness 177,500 48%

• Inventoried 69,000 19%
Roadless Area

South Georae 21,000 6%L.J
Area

• Wilderness o- 0%

• Inventoried 0 0%
Roadless Area

• PWAs 0 0%

• ( :her lands that 8,785L1 42%
h ITt>

c.e••••"•.•••

C

W -- .0....- r ,

22
23 Percentage represents the portion (acres) of both Oregon and Washington that are National Forest System lands.

Percentage represents the portion (acres) of US Forest Service Pacific Northwest Region that is managed by
H"matillaNational Forest.
25 Represents the portion (acres) of Umatilla National Forest that is managed by Pomeroy Ranger District

Represents the portion (acres) of Pomeroy Ranger District that occurs within the boundary of South George
~ect planning area.
27 enaha Tucannon Wilderness does not occur within South George project planning area.

This number reflects the acreages of other undeveloped lands.

South George Vegetation andfuels Management Project - DBISCy



Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

BACKGROUND
Oregon Wild submitted written comments (April 1,2(09) about what they called "roadless areas" and
''uninventoried roadless areas" during the scoping period for South George 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.

~~ ~" Confusion surrounds this issue because there are conflicts between Forest Service maps and the map
_" (\J'it' presented by Oregon Wild. Their map of a roadless area has its own history of genesis. Confusion
I. ,w.X' ~.continues when Oregon Wild in their letter of April 1, 2009 asked the Forest Service to fully analyze any
I-li7 ,vr, effects to ro:'dl~ss areas and roadless values on lands the Forest Service determined do not meet agency

j:r 1mventory cntena.

J.. In a related example, this EIS discloses impacts to a number of resources sensitive to the construction of~-:"J~I'itemporary roads. A road is defmed and criteria and methods for inventorying a road conform to agency
evv-d policy. Defmitions and inventory criteria do not change project to project, Forest to Forest; they are

~. a ..•j common agency-wide. It would not be reasonable for a single individual or group to assert their own
tDrllif;jl;;t; defmition of a road or how to inventory a road system and then ask the Forest Service to disclose the

~
Jr I impacts of 'their road system' on resources present such as elk habitat, fish habitat, or potentialb'" rt' wilderness areas. Further, it is unreasonable to consider one version of inventoried forest roads to analyze

~

impacts to elk and fish habitat and then apply a second version of roads in another analysis (PWA,
Y M undeveloped lands) within the same EIS. Inventories of resources and facilities in support of the South
l v~nP George project have been predicated on agency policy and procedures. TJl-~situat<iRE~~~ti12~(~l,~&qxe....

i ~dlr~1~:~~~"::;:$;;;~'F~;;;;;;;:;::!/!(:!:}?J!1f.~
To resolve this confusion the Forest Service uses its discretion to rely on agency policy, agency

III ~ '. J~ J defmitions of terms, and agency procedures for the inventory of resources and facilities. Inventory
'j ~ r~. ~ criteria and procedures for potential wilderness areas are found in Forest Service Handbook 1909.12, Ch I
'/ I RJW nd- 71. The application of these procedures used for analysis of the South George project is found ~ __..J '
i J1;W" Appendix H of this EIS.@I<IL-/<I~-/h.- ~r.e-- $, 'fg~ A.~f;+tf k.Jtrt7~, ~Jr:' .Or!!""rJv/(Js

Vr~} . k SofdtcFD-rk/fSdtiKt,uk- rlJM fvu AA..tA r,'f7JfutEdf-~ /d3,JiH5~ nua'/I18· t:.
/. W~~Y.DS There are no designated wilderness areas within or contiguous to South George project planning area. /J~ I
t f"¥1lP'- YA Asotin Creek and Wenatchee Creek IRAs (for this document they are referred to as IRAsIPWAs) are , ~/'l/1
~ ~~[ltV 1 separated from the project planning area by existing main access forest system roads (FRs 4400, 4300, f 3 )
~ . ~ I tM"AlD and 4304). I
~ t'JrASOTINCREEKAN~WENATCHEECREE~IRAs/PWAS I

r(if!: On Umatilla National For~st most,_in,v:~,.t_O,ri,~,"f(?,adless.ar~,a~(IRA~) a:e potential wilderness areas, .
.: ~tt'- ~) bJ t not all ~rf...un an ~ "~y:llJ~x~.P~7A mventory cntena (FSH 1901.12, Chapter 71). ThIS
t ~./.r r situation ma,~,~v~ ~curred,~~ause the land~!,it~,thelBA.~~f"e aII~? t? a~r;:~!~~., ,

-r~ .Kr. lIllll!.~~men are:a a. oVlded rorti'iiiber arv~sfan road construction (FPR:0i5p."8 arid FP p. 3-5).~;itftftJi~ ~rerore, J2asf ~agem~~ act!Vl~.e~?2~~·a~~e; ~ IR'As may now havestumps and skid trails orb' ~~~~l!,.~~!eco~ave acres where clear-cuts have not:e.gen~rated to the ,

f() 28 Not meeting PWA inventory criteria does not change the status of an area as an IRA, nor does it change the ,
boundary of an IRA as identified in maps in the 2001RACR.

,
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

environmental effects to the intrinsic physical and social values disclosed in 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

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-S, Table H-1B). These polygons
did not meet inventory criteria as potential wilderness areas and they are not inventoried roadless areas or
a designated wilderness area. E;ach individual polygon.Qf isolated land has no history of harvest activity

~g does not cont~ fQr~~trpgtts. They are stand-alone polygons of varying acreages all less than or
" riiiird"2f:999acres-within the project planning area (Table H-IB). The process used to identify
undeveloped lands is described in Appendix H.

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.

Tern or road construction, timber harvest natural fuels treatments, and prescribed fire,are rp os~

:ALE::;:::1:~;;~'~~~iK~l::'::it~)
The scale of analysis is represented by the South George project planning area, approximately 21,000 ~5
acres. J'~~

~~.@ Other u develo ands '.: ic c 'cal d sqcial valu~§.<~ca.uae ,.do not contai)tI.9~~S. s;.
and evidence 0 ast timber harvest. These values are used as-inaicators 0 comparison to' isp ayeffects

1between ternatives. V ues .dJ).. at ofte.n characterize ~vep~~.~12.~sIl~s~~~iLQ.6 CFR
294 were. s ificall avoi . indica . :e e 9nf~ipn.R\(c~use ot~r
un eve 0 . t()pe. ess areas or potential wilderness areas and therefore are

-'usmg erentin icat(;~~ofcompanson .. ~ ·jQJ'~~~~~s~~ r
i'lbtiulCV~S rqar~ t1f 'kt'r o£..('A/ ~M;f'~~~~ ~htr~

Indicators of comparison between alternatives are: 7/' •...vA/k".{! U s/t.u-d/ bL ~P1e4hr:Urd,
• Intrinsic physical and biological resources (soils, water, wildlife, recreation, fisheries, etc.)
• futnnSlC socIX'Fvm~pprrehfna'Tfir":s, solitude, remoteness)

q) J<JIu;~~::~~ u../~MiPrw~~~;J
/lA-Uv1, $ud<-M w~/..A.J 5O/£, I r~ I!.~~~ /hurlVtd)/-p
~ k~d'S~J~, eq. ~ 1Y~! ~ 14Aj~ JII1V~ ';/

(fa./Iut ~ iMJ-1!uiAA-UA k~~~ JM-- ';~ Iy ~~~
.,/ ,..L L South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project- DEI

PC/'STh/ Ifi'H4,f ~5~/t;;,.;c .~f es/ee, 3-182

5kt.kM L'1Jt,y:, tr/JV-UlWr anu, W~/2< 1fmP"'LA"v~~ l'
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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 8,785 acres (about 43% of the
p1' ~ecfplannllig-area) that have been identified as isolated i6'lygons' of other undevelopeo lands. The -
remaining approximately n,SlS'1:cres (atJoiit 57% of the project plaiili'iiig area are devefop~ and
managed lands (contain evidence of past harvest and forest roads). Individual.p2!~()ns o!...2.$~L

develo lands less than an acre were eliminated from fuI1!!~ .sJ1l]!1ic.aus]"~.]DiiiLq~
resource v ues were I en Ie an hetrescnpiton' of e'iTects to individual pieces of land less than one
acre are Mer 2IlscIos&I as Part of the other resource effects section in this EIS.

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

AppendixH.

I a e - otenti Ilderness rea ventory ummarv
Approximate Acres

Total Acres Inventoried
Map H-I 21,000

Acres Removed from inventory (past harvest)
MapH-2 *6,890

Acres removed from inventory (roads)
MapH-3 *4,925

Acres identified as Other Undeveloped Lands
lvmph21 • - **8,785

Acres of Potential Wilderness Areas identified ~~--
within the project planning area None (0)

MapH-5
*Acres that overlapped were not considered in this figure.
** This number does not include polygons less than one acre in size.

T bI 382P "aIW" A In S
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Table 3-83 Size Class and Acres of Other Undevelooed Lands in the Project Plannina Area ~rf>
Number of POIY20nS Size Class Approximate Acres

f'64- 1 to 99 acres 787
3 100 to AOO ~~oo 3..2.!L._ j
1 500 to 999 acres ~':L IVC.

'"3. 1 000 to 4 999 acres 6606 s.
NOne >5,000 acres None

-

If



A/W II Management Polygon 1 Polygon 2 Polygon 3 Polygon4
IJ.J,~~~) Area (MA) (4,440 acres) (995acres) (1,115 acres) (1,055 acres)
!.fV'.AIf h"~~'" C1-01d Growth 520 acres 0 acres 305 acres 0 acres
/6I?]"v".

t'~51':f>",tff.~/V C3A- Sensitive Big Game Winter 670 acres 921 acres 0 acres 0 acres

~ -':~; w::'fe
C

Habita~, ' ,2,685 acre, O,«e, 730,en" 850 '''e, •
f;:;J;.J, 467 acres 0 acres 80 acres 205 acres .

, I kM , P!.5,fog, ~ I s, r, M S Jt6f 1n4" 1-r /I; v-tcl :3 /rJ:tJ; I
!1 IIlj .~.are~s_~tt!1)}J:!j.gu~9~Qlp~cal~!!~_~~~.So~.~h ~~org~f!?Je~t pl~_ing area are curreJ;ltly"'k8'..f~t,:J ;
; I ~~":-LJurEa!~~mea for those values with f<~§!J'lan standa:tll~),~rgJll,(klines for management area allocations ~~ I
! i ~-;'. '~u~.tl.~ Cl-OldGrowth, C~;;Big Game-Winter Range,,·G34- Sensitive Big G~e Winter Range. See I?:tu,,:'
I 5f!; _ ftt\I Chapter 1, pp. 1-12 to 1-14, for brief descriptions of goals, and standards and guidelines associated with A-;r--- ,

'I 5~ ~{~~~l~~:::r~e~~~';~~~~~!;:';j~~~e0X~ ~
II ~ 1,S~i. .:~~~e~~rifE~~~Il~~:1;h:~~=P~;i~:;~~~~~;~::,~0~~;~~_t~~;~~~_~/~4i 1

,I 5 ¥IRa ~s. 2' ectly.•~y .past harvest andf..Q,adl?uy.dillg. The current condition of soil; water quality; air quality; plant '~r~I , I J&. and animal communities; habitat for threatened, endangered, and sensitive species; noxious weeds; ~
I I SfMl.-() Z recreation; and cultural resources within the pro~~~~:tj:~~~eJ including other undeveloped lands are ~ ~
! ~ Ii", deSCribedelsewhereinthischapter'@~~r:-:/~lfqf-ltMny~ ~?~
f: ktJ1Nt5~ AP5r~ IeZ tp5$i'!S.~,r(lAJbluldlrt1lsJuI-A.~r~fo~.edej~~ ~
II -r.:.~;;~~Human ~uenc.",$~~~*_'w"J~;J~~919gi,Gal processes_wit,pin oth~I !Ul~velope<;l ~s-'/' :;:::;Jl1f.' - r, s. TIiS~ince b:riD~~,.and. 3li ~eq.~Q.~.Jik~ly W.guldcQn.tiQpeto be the facjors \'.jth the ~ _
I yqf,w-- W9~t..p£t~lO~t'?£!.: Opportunities for primitive recreation are limitect'io hiking, mostly ~ """"7f, rTccx,lJAA'i' cross-country, and hunting. Ongoing firewood gathering and removal of danger trees along forest roads~_ ~S':irtr.,':j- that border each polygon changes the vegetation, leaves stumps, and presents a managed appearance y~ ~
'I A~V within a dev~loped transportation corridor.®IH4~~frie~ IWf 1(/'!'tM/J~Jt.of- ~~ _~~

Uw,'t(;1ii. Jta;{;uraj #lJ~w~ fW- ti-t.L /1.UU4~ ~ er~~ Ie#WHkiltilrj,6ltrJ;yf'~~
I , If be ~ o· . I. elin of Qlitude the spirit adventu& fuld awareness, serenity, and self-relianc·(';-~,c..
, r~ rtwf e l1p!~edb); th~ .ii!~.,~,9~,R9l.~.!!.: Distance ~,,~~ol*ap~Jfii~;~1F:~~1?:r!~r§i,~· = ~'~
~ .j It I) .(}/M(,CI~ The optimum shape and location to retaffi s·ofitila~se' of IsmatlOn trom noise and signts of other ~

/t-I't.{/ PIj.J' humans and their activities would be at the center of a circle. ~eater t.1J.iMlgr",~,q,lk.qJ.~.~5.JJ1Xt~£~s
w;tilftiA1: ~r about~ ~~S~ffici$.IJ.t kiik~gQffqa.StI1,~~R[~9Ji~l}~~~m~. '1/7'

I tn.5~£J MVlSU ng narrow shapes provide less distance from noise at their midpoint. N~- ~5'

L.. ':tIJL l( . ts .~tI~~~JJ~¥d aw12~,!!,~¥'~9lll.~!!m§7 ~:- 4
j~IO

~'" Affected environment or other undeveloped lands as described above is the sall{efor the 3,485 acres '
cI;?M~1 polygon submitted by Oregon Wild that overlaps with Forest Service identified other undeveloped lands (,
Jtbf ~ polygons displayed in Appendix I. ~v~1fu,u. I~ I.uo ~~f?v dv~~~/ ~
~ . ~ Sv't,ru /~s, -rd'~k ~~~/U.e-.~~.

Wlfshcr;4A 1,3)1.11; ,p ;-_IAJ outhGeorge Vegetation.andFu~~sManagementProject-DEIS ~ l"H'..,J ~
5V'M/~ MPA,)1 . ~r,A ~r.v ..1 d,V I •.r ~8l\, I) .AJ.J1J- , eJ. ~ dPfAT 7W' »
I [05$i"5' roaJln;j' 1V~~rlV'~~W~~~f~~~~-I..(~:f",::d~~-

C3-Big Game Winter Range 98 acres 74 acres o acres o acres

,@'Kel r~Md-$rf- 17tUUt'-(dl.tt ~ ~~~ r-l/vdPh4rP5/1f--U.~r.~~Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

~~ ~ {e,,P~S;U<1/..J.j)f~!o~j/':flh)M/IJf,~/nd ruituNM'l 'J
@ (~:a,me!Iabitat, C4-WildlifeHabitat, and C5-Riparian and Wildlife. The following table shows a Aft,Ji:Vt

(' 11-;4n1 summary of management area allocations in the four largest polygons of undeveloped l~ds. _~A fJ rf)
..JWV:~.~/~#) ~'s d,~~Jfl"L is Yhl7 ~ hbh4/M44 A4~?!'r~
~, Table 3-84 Summa of Forest Plan Mana ement Area Allocations in Pol ons 1, 2, 3 and 4
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® Jtf/7N$/~i1 (.;V"YV";;>, I~ ~"---,

ir~ryz,S¥&r~[;j(}-o() ~ -b j~H.j;, /'.rtJ'f~~rMtl"Cf,.ttrJ/~~
~ rJ~ .po Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and.Envlfonmen~ Consc~~ences_ () ~

1~~;~JAfL, tvrh'I4.J,,~fW~W$!/rIW""r~~~ . .
!'1h- /JEts ~f'" df;.ts hbf-ti,?f;It~k/~,bt~ih-~ ~~~ A~/:~-

The existing condition of approximately 11,815 acres of developed lands within South George project ~~ .
planning area and affected by proposed activities presents a landscape that has been managed and is ~,n:-
generally developed in nature; these lands contain evidence of past harvest and forest roads. Past i/tr~
management actions and current conditions within these acres reflect the multiple-use intent and decisions ~~
made i? the Forest Plan (1990 as amended), and reflects consistency with Forest Plan management area /:2.L ~~I
allocations. tfJ-Y: d '

a'ht;~
Descriptions of the affected environment for the approximately 11,815 developed acres also applies to the <-&c~ r-
approximately 485 acres of Oregon Wild's polygon that do not overlap w~thForest Service polygons of If:c- ~
other undeveloped lands displayed in Appendix H; map H-5 and Appendix 1. ~

~/6-;-s tw11k:fu~~&~ I~e#-.
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES ~~ I~~M~~~¥

m~h?r14/3.fttAt~~AWf/~ /'
Alternative A - No Action ~ ~;:sr£u-P/U1.~I' ~ ~ 1f~~

. . 'hJvlftJpt -ek,),bnl-& /)£15 tudv~~ I a4/~
Direct/lndirect Effects -Alternative A Ul /~ r:
There would be no direct effects to undeveloped lands because no activities would occur in these areas. ~ k/-?t..flf
The affected environment would remain unchanged, except by natural processes and ongoing ~rz{,,;y
management activities. Biological and ecosystem functions would continue. The landscape would likelyS rtL _ J
continue developing complex fuel loads. A wildfire may bum more extensively and kill more trees ~~ J:A,
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 ~ ()
3 to 5 years. Fire is a natural occurrence and expected disturbance process in this landscape. All dIs~
polygons of other undeveloped lands (8,785 acres) would continue to not meet inventory criteria as Y.(?I2,k"'~
potential wilderness areas and would continue to not be an inventoried roadless area or a designated 1__{ ~ ~ _

wilderness area. ~klt.w~£b:Jj;,,&rw;fa'-hdr~dr~ r ~N£f'-A-;
Cumulative Effects - Alternative A y-xtttf ~/ ~ i),ur;!rI1:1~fo-
For the No Action alternative, South George project would not be authorizing any actions; therefore it ~isf-i-~
would not be adding anything to the effects of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. ~f-.
Based on the definition provided in the CEQ regulations (p. 3-1), there would be no cumulative effects fur _
the No Action Alternative. ~~ih11u3 /JEI5/~/S-M AehPY1--A/l«~ Ituu'-
Eft C I· . ~e','d5 {(}~()IMII'{j~/~~

ects ommon to A I Action Alternatives f:td r~/~~~7hlhnll[:f/
~irect/lndirect Effects (Alternatives B, C, and D) ~Ju-hil1J,,~Y~/Cl/eA-Mr~
'\y:pber bwast w?'M OGC!!f on apEL0ximatel~ 195 flUes of othetJJlldeve!~~s. Associated .. /P'l / _ • /} 1
1tiVi~!meChaniCal:;RHCA mech.anical an!h d thinning) in Al~iv~s B anre wmmr occiit~ ~
~ Wj( 1PhJ25a£P§iipd~ . occ rona out~' I~,
~xel~ If Alternative B"~ere implemented aRRroximafe4Y.....,;."7!El~'~(t~mE=r.~ad ~0~9.. 14-

constructed ill ndevelo lands to facilitate haul. There would be no temporary roa~ r(fl~A.L-ul::'3
co s c e ill other undevelope anas if Alternative C were implemented. I~ -I ~-: r~ ~.

. r~ A-Petllu-rutt:;cj
ternatIve D were im e~t here wou. e ima~ely 955 acres h~~pilier_k' -~ ~

ed . l.¥~~ ~~~~"Oii'STfuctett'f:. . fume access and ~I#t~ r#( /
haul. ~sociat~ activitieS(Wecbi1gj~~r:RUE;~!lri_;~~~would 1;;~SSt{Lj-
~r ,~m;exroXlmatelY 225 acres a1!Q landscflnepw§cu~n about 1,805 acres of other ~~ ~undevelo f a a_ w ••• . r -;J ~

ans. ~~

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
~l



I;
II[. Environmental effects to the acres listed above in Table 3-85 and the physical, biological, and social I/J,'
•. 1: values within them are described below. s~,elfo-~~tz-; ~k ( /frlXrb.rtU; ':t;:f/rl<Jt?W~/fP/n~~r~~j~=::so=~a=i~='t.:.~~

For other undeveloped lands within South George project planning area where proposed timber harvest,(~(~l>c' "/
mechanical fuel treatments, temporary road construction, and prescribed fire activity would occur, ~ /.-. J..-:.)S '0'

!!Ppacts t<u..?ik.water.~ualitx! ai.rcQllalj~~ foras~.; elant ma,~mllJW,i~habitltU.sp;. !J]rez!t=.. ' I~;~ .
ered, and se .. e '~~; rt;CreaSWJliP~§ wesa!§;-WlP C~ME1~~S~~.illJz ,,;/s,((!rpCII5

. e as isclosed ~orareas of.£foJZosedgroLecta9t previous sections of this chapter and are not ~kH-
reiterat ~re. tv/tArAb~~'/4#.-'~ wl7t141,-seeur;!;-~~-~/~

wjl/tf.LSfi~'-S ~ ~14/fr0:u-;;~S"~~,./tj,~U'P~ 1j1t~hiIM-? fA --:
Environmental effects to resources in other 'undeveloped lands due to the implementation of proposed 6~ ~
project activities would be consistent with applicable laws, regulations, and Forest Plan management areal); J5~
standards and guidelines (see previous sections of this chapter for Findings of Consistency for each ~~.; <oJ

_4. AS i~/
resource {!WteuM7()r75~'(/tau(~{~/lAR ;~t<£C!~, .t-~ r~~/

Intrinsic social values (apparent naturalness, degree of solitude, sense of remoteness ~ ~
Pr~p?S~ timber harvest, mechanical fuel treatments, tempo~ary road construction, and prescribed fire I"~~.

acnvity ID other undeveloped lands wAAldcwate~h i¥P~.red~,size.{)f~e.!Jll4ev~~~z

Chapter3 - AffectedEnvironmentand EnvironmentalConsequences

38 P dA ••.• Oh U d d L d b ..M.i:u\lte tiTable -5 ropose ctivIties In t er -!! eve QP~_•.__an s !Y. C_.Q1! .mRYE;,...
Activities within .q.,.: ~~ - ~~-, = •....- ~ ..

Other Undeveloped Lands Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
CommercialHarvest and , l

associatedactivity fuels 1,405 acres 1,405 acres ~.e~._ $,M(
~ .•. ,.•.-,... ('"'.....~. ,.

treatments
NaturalFuels Treatments 225 acres 225 acres 225 acres ;~(mechanical,manual,RHCA)
LandscapePrescribedFire 1,805 acres 1,805 acres 1,805 acres ~~

TemporaryRoad Construction 1.7 miles None 1.16 miles.....~-----=- . --. - ---

~Danger tree removal Yes - as needed Yes - as needed Yes - as needed

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 I; maps I-OW-AltB, I-OW-AltC, I-OW-
AltD.

The environmental consequences to the approximate 11,815 remaining acres of developed land within
South George project planning area that are not IRAslPW As 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 I.

i.i

South George Vegetation and Fuels Management Project - DEIS
3-186
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!!Jr'AI~~~ ~A1L-Itu--~f-;t;(;g/~ ~ l-f"SS I(f Sfln~1 t:U4~1]c..M~/
~ rr~r!'~M- V~tl,tu1d'Z(~W/~MfM-t Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Co~sequences - if ~
~, /V.&'f~~~(J~~'-Y~i1Y~;n~ tii-- w

W-~;i~?~E~.,~~~~Q~~~'1an~~_~!L:;ig!:=r ~e9 ~1t1~~~c!J~~!( Wciil~,*u~~~~t~~ r.'rb£
nse onafuramess with' arve§.,t.."l!~~~oads. Skid tratls,;.t!!.mg~and landmfisij,~<:~121be. /s 1/~-7

. struc~e wouldc~a!l e 'ffi~e e~W~~,a.niIDa.L-<:~Jiiii£l#il.tl~~~:mw ~ /11~
en a ems e 00 'ca 'versit would rematn .see Veget~tIOn sec~IOnthis chapter). . -.ed __

ts 0 na iDte ritM-~dycns!:, ~!,,"n~ralness \Vould lik~lyJ?~,.~.¥1.den.t=stum~s ~d,~~g:tatl~m ~~ )
o oQ er su stantia,!1yreca Iza)Ie a ut 75 to lOO ear~). The sou"lliiS'OTtJiii'6er'oMVeSf ,

and road buil ing machinery fromactive units wou re uce~asense of naturalness and solitude during Sl'~e les
project operations but would not persist in the long-term. Other impacts, such as tree marking paint and ~-'f.. ~5'5'
logging slash would be visible in.the short-term (about 5 to 10 years).~~ff~~!,~~ ~oads, S!!<!. ()/. A ~

1fail§~elm!Dpt~,.evii~2,~Jq~~(~1S-.,/~'tI!at5~~f/Yh~~ ~~~/(7r~
5i;rAJ. i~~-b-l:'t ~f~ntSZ;;r{!iffl.R~ p'f~ irr4Jl~P~-:'- /A-A--'~)

oiliff undeveloped lands with no proposed thinning or mechanized activity would retain their intrinsic 'et"SLd
physical, biological, and social values as described in the affected envir..onment. They would remain free ~~ .-
of developments such as forest roads or timber harvest stumps. Ali8,7§J ~S~,of other u~~velo~g

~ lands within~e= r~ea wonlG still not be conSiQer~S, inventoriiil roadles~, gr ~ /
fj~~;a~'~lrrn·,~T~r-S~Yt"Uw/tllV~ 1_- - f
~ ~ (18, Y(JiiUJ f- I'L;I;;;l {hds IPc ~ rtsr#{ ~ :--~;-s

All acres of other undeveloeed lands would continue to not meet inventPry~~~tl§~J.}tial wilderness (!~ Y..er-
tfeas ana would contitti~ iOto~::~tb~'~t~:rto"iI~~oadks;':~7i~designated wilderness -;:tTibIe :r '~d'U4I;j

gy" ~ ~0~(Wh~
I~,t.,
.Iu.-~
r~,
11~

/''5/41
~
~
/vUS_

86 is a summary showing the ch~~r undeveloped lands by alternative.;" f,k \
I'~~~ ~/1~~~~ r: .
Table 3-86 Changes in Undevelo led Lands in South Georae Project Plannina Area by Alternative

Acres
Alternative Undeveloped changed Percent of Developed **

Acres After (harvest and Area* After Percent Acres After
Implementation mechanical Implementation Change Implementation

fuels
treatments

A No
(No Action) 8,785 No change 42% change J~~.l.L,,"

~
B 7.155 (-1,630) ~CI.. ~.c:8SQ). 13,445
C .-1'L~ -

(-1,630) 34% (8%) ~,)-~

D [.605 (-1,180) 36% -{ "O"70} _ J2.9..2.5
"approximately 21,000 crereswithin the project planning area is Ivv yv.~ ••• - "-m.:

--

**Developed defined here as managed acres that contain evidence of past harvest and forest roads
Currently there are approximately 8,785 acres of other remaining undeveloped land within planning area (fable 3-82).
Currently there are approximately 11,815 acres of developed lands within planning area (Table 3-82)

Cumulative Effects (Alternatives B, C, and D)
Her u~=ed lands~hich ro'e~t acti'f ould occur th~ ~u_rupl~!,iY~e[fects2 soil, ~!~~_

.~ ii'it:lm~ . lant ilJId~_ . unIties; habitat for threatened, endangeredt ptd se1iPr~
speCIes; recreatIon; n~xious W~?~.i and cultural resources are discloseD jn:£~WJ~~ 9~th~ »: \

L' ~hap;.erand are not reiterated here. ,~~ ~~ ~ -/Yt- ~'; /~ -r~'!:f
?f'-I.eltS(.":1.~(U"M.lJ.f~f ¥),. ~; 5~~ 7'z,~e4$lWb~

In the p~oject planning area ~?~r~ed num~rs ,oj ~tump!.,~d the ,~E.E.ature of to, WllisJj sfflllfla,{~ .di:.r
~uld •••likely be the m~st apparet;,t"'yisuarchange,re~ulting froIUiml2lementati~n. Ie..tlwlgpg~bQltL6"r.tt W~f:

OJ)lu~1¥~'tIie projeci woutdI~sult in the developme~lofhistori'cati>en ark-' conditions, (i~ Lj~)
I ~ ame er trees, thou h more sturn s would be resent current . t.
K);~ IJ,KI ~ ·c Wr'r.c. . ~~

~fJ~U),;r&~lr-Iftl;se~';if ttStu<l,' fi;:.d~
SouthGeorgevegetatio~agemen' l'r/Jeot -~EIS ~ '1\..

~tfl-H1-W~~vn-JJus~ - 7. IvUJlS+~ wl1tCZ~/~~~
lPZA;J {i;/h A-o1luo ~//( /; t-~ k-~' '~Jf~k~/(~ e~'l!!:!r~'~/ r

I~ ~ br~f.:r s- UK('~~~J''1f..l ~uJ:!5 .



Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

~~~~~~£~~~!Q~~1t~;:~~~q~~~i;rf:Y~;f~~lf~~~h~:Ue~f;~~~;7!:lemtor's
iij~~~~ahl=-an(t~~~ten~~~:"'F~?'~"f~~~Y;~~b~;d;;~~'si\vouf(fdlsplayiaibrackene~~01~;:""
0ut;;id7ilieb=a""~S:tll~""condlMns described in the affected environment would remain unchanged
except by natural processes and ongoing management activities such as grazing and hunting. t: . .11 __ .J- )

~/f!~~~~~~ln~1o~~£~~
me u mg nOXIOUSwee spread, h~~~~ litter, and evidence of fire rings, are expected t(j:'l~~

~:~:~~:u~~~:~t~':~rJin,~~!i~~aI~~~;~~~~~~~~i~~;~~;f~~~~~~~;~~~~~v-)

~

transportation corridor. Overall, cumulative impacts from these activities on apparent naturalness, ~ I
.. ' solitude and remoteness is very small (not measurable/indistinguishable) in proportion to the changes ~

anticipated from. the direct and indirect impacts of the alternatives disclosed above. ~ f,~hzk i

'~~~~~~~~~/~~~r~/o Ii
Other undeveloped lands with no proposed harvest activity (7,155 acres in Alternative B, 7,155 acres in ~S':~J>j
Alternative C, and 7,605 acres in Alternative D) would retain their intrinsic physical, biological, and rti:<d,kp j

social values as described in the affected environment (Table 3-86). They would remain free of 7fc..ej '-..1 ;' I
developments such as forest roads or timber harvest stumps. All 8,785 acres of other undeveloped lands rd~~
(Alternative A- no action) within the project planning area would still not be a potential wilderness area, Z: j/

inve.ntOriedro.adless..are.a, or a.d.e...s..ignat.ed w.ilderness area. ~~()!lJ;~ is.£,~~~~.,::".ith !~~m.ofA . li.i
maq~~~w.~ illlocatiRl1,decisions made in the Forest Pl. 7lav J~ Ih,>~ at't:erflldi~ N~1/ttflltid~ ~ K4f!. . C~ ~k.9~O ·

SPECIFICALLY REQUIRED DfsCt~~~d,y;tZZ-, ~I
".i'_ ;:J!ltt/:I~~:UC~~%~~~ .i

This section describes how the action alternatives comply with applicable state and Federal laws, and Forest I
Service policies and regulations. .,

~

;
) !

National Historic Preservation Act ~,ritaAb~~~~~l?J.~. State Historic Preservation
Office consultation was conducted under tlieWogrammatic Agreement among the United States
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Region (Region 6), the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, and Washington State Historic Preservation Officer regarding Cultural Resource
Management on National Forests dated April 1997. Ie ites anq e,corded sites are
pr$~fromall..l).lert~cUf~~ '.. ith ou eor. ~~_~=i
~ (Chapter 2, Tale 2-5). Because entage resources would not be ect ypropos activities
under any action alternative, there would be no effect to any historic property listed in or eligible to the
National Register of Historic Places,

,
of

Endangered Species Act and Regional Forester's Sensitive Species - The Endangered Species Act
requires protection of all species listed as "Threatened" or "Endangered" by Federal regulating agencies
(Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service). The Forest Service also maintains
through the Federal Register a list of species which are proposed for classification and official listing under
the Endangered Species Act, species which appear on an official State lists, or that are recognized by the
Regional Forester as needing special management to prevent their being placed on Federal or State lis~s.

~£-,~~:!r~~~~~=:=;
Ir.tt ootlt~orge Vegetation and F~anagement Project - DBIS
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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 sections would be affected by implementation of any alternative.

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 PElS for the Forest Plan 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 PElS for the Forest Plan would be expected to result from implementation of any
alternative. Alternatives B, C, and D would be governed by Forest Service contracts, which are awarded to
qualified contractors and/or purchasers regardless of race, color, sex, religion, etc. Such contracts also . .J ,
contain nondiscrimination requirements. ~1lc£ /J£(~/'t, 7vdt3~ ~ A/FInk r€!J~"PJ

frofed'il£~ l/u-kbrA:/;, SIuflh6 -j.? ~;h-r-/k,.l Y/~/h~~~#(/S-
National F0r.fSJ.Jnan~m~n~c.~,~:.:~!an~ The National Forest Management Act ?ff976 (P.L. 94- W~
~ mcfudfng Its amen~ments to the flores' an~Rangeland Renewable Resources Planmng Act of 1974 J,;.d.,~
(p.L. 93-378), states that when trees are cut to achieve timber production objectives, the cuttings shall be~:;aJt.:;
made in such a way that "there is assurance that such lands can be adequately restocked within 5 years ~~~
after harvest" (P.L. 93-378, Sec. 6, (g), (3), (E), (ii». See Appendix C, pp. C-9 to C-lO.f7r'J'uI-- i? ~

(!n-t4/Sf-~ W/AlFA?T/'t-L
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 r.Llhlr~
Planning Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-378): "Sec. 3 (d) (1) It is the policy of the Congress 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 maximum benefits of multiple use
sustained yield management in accordance with land management plans."

Treaty Trust Responsibilities - In this analysis, the primary focus of the federal 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 interestsin the South George area.

w -.,--,\] _ L I 1CtO~ ~

For this project, a government to government scoping letter was sent to tribal 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

i 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

,:questions or present ~y additional informatio~ requested on a project. ~~~specific commen!! or c~~~eT?s "_
i South Geor e ro ec s. al staff members after the government to government

, , . n s meill~~-
••similar east projects the rights they believed most at risk. ~ are I22tfptial effefts 22,~

Trea n Mts, fish habItat and popuThti8ns, water ukiity, and protectIOn of archaeological sites, traoltional
s,ultural~~perttes, an~r 0 a:! r~so~'- . 'II. ., " .UN_ ••T'IIS' u""w_

Cultural Resource surveys were conducted to locate clllm~tt;§ and .,gil!11ettheinformation necessary to
evaluate historic properties. Identified sites an'Cl'anynewly 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.

SouthGeorge Vegetationand FuelsManagementProject - DEIS
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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 System 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 planning area (also see Appendix G). A
summary list of miles of roads used as haul routes for each alternative and other proposed road activity
such as temporary road construction, and proposed decommissioning of roads in Alternative C is found in

! Table 2-11 and Appendix G. ~E.ew road construction is ro osed for this project. . tvI~ ,L~~t.r~~~~~, ri (!~k~f"Se>/~'~r ..
Floodplains, Executive Order 11988 - Executive rder (EO) 11988 requires the Forest Service to avoid .
"to the extent possible the long and short term adverse impacts associated with the occupation or ~~~~.
modification of floodplains ... " The proposed alternatives would avoid all floodplains and affects (o}x~., ~riYVV III
floodplains and is consistent with this EO. ~/~~. .

Wetlands, Executive Order 11990 - Executive Order (EO) 11990 requires the Forest Service to "avoid 11-u'1td1J...e
to the extent possible the long and short term adverse impacts associated with the destruction or r ._/J .,
modification of wetlands." lll.iprp osed altern~~SJN9ijJ,d,&'.9i~_wetl~n.~aJf¥ct§ fO AIi~ '3~iif~~
and is consistent with this EO. I )!;~

g,. ..

Municipal Watersheds - There is no de-facto or designated municipal watershed in South George project /~
planning area. 111/t<t~

Energy Requirements - No adverse effects on energy requirements would be expected to result from I~ •

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.

Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

chapter. It was found that effects of the action alternatives would not adversely or measurably affect
water quality. ~ction altelllati~e~ ~~~~2~~~~ to ~~""Riparian and channel
components that protec wa er qua1Itywourabe'mamtamed. Other design cntena and BMPs would
control disturbance that could lead to erosion and sedimentation.

The effects of harvest and associated activities on aquatic species and habitats are found in the Fisheries
_ ~ecti?n. It was d~termined that act~~naltem~tives may effect - not likely to adversely affect ~eate~ed J / .

species and may Impact some sensitive species (see Table 3;)5). * It".IfJ~/I $pe~~ ~ f"I)

@ kJI<M-~Uif' iJu,(J/tdd t= ~ r~1tI; r(l! -ejfut;. ~ ~ I-Iud~
Based on the infdrmation summarized above, it is reasonable to assume that treaty rights would be p~ -r-e
protected during implementation of the proposal. d sr~s ?V

~

Environmental Justice - No local minority or low income populations were identified during scoping or
~nvironmental effects assessment. No minority or low-income populations are expected to be affected by
implementation of any of the alternatives, in accordance with Executive Order 12898.

@WWd-~Ne'S <'!M:£- fer1'~?7ltL ~ /?tJtt !ozA.J (re~1;;~i1r$ )
MJW lrt~,~ w~dl!o ~~ k;;~ ~7J ~d-;~.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

OTHER RESOURCE CONCERNS AND OPPORTUNITIES

Probable Adverse Environmental Effects that Cannot be Avoided - There are no unavoidable adverse
~"'~_.... • ~1'!i:'JL"'!i • -, - - •

effects associated with implementing any of the alternatives that are not already identified in the FEIS for ) I I
me Pohst Plan (Chapter'; pM~:Dl~ ~ 7kt3 ~ /lt1 ~ I~ ~ ttvt:ll(/~

~ f'Iu-Ftlr4i5UY~~fy~ ~-;., ~r,f~ tv! A- J;,..rl?-~
Congressionally Designated Areas - There are nd Congressionally Designated Areas within the project
area. r4Mi.£-A/ ~f,w~5 ~ A..,/?rl'-~ 'u-r?~ ~ A/L-ul.
Research Natural Areas - There are no Research Natural Research Areas (RNA) within the project area.

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 N 226 - 227) discusses this in further detail.

South George Vegetation~"",gemenl Project - DEIS
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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

POIY20nID Sum of Acres 71.1 (1) 71.1 (2a.) 71.1 (2b.) 71.1 (2c.) Table H-lB
57 3 No No No No
58 3 No No No No

- 59 2 No No No No
60 2 No No No No
61 2 No No No No
62 2 No No No No
63 2 No No No No
64 2 No No No No
65 2 No No No No
66 1 No No No No
67 1 No No No No
68 1 No No No No
69 1 No No No No
70 1 No No No No
71 1 No No No No

Grand Total 8,785

" > 1tW- Ail ~ ~a4 ~~ rrJfuiZ(J,be~~~~A ~ ~(~II- ~ ~ 'r.>~~;)f)3.. ShAI)~ ts ;1t4~1~;~J~~hJn.c.';(-4,~
INVENTORY RESULTS: '''"''Vf'' ttcffil r: '/J'-'VfWY~/'~
In summary there are no areas within the projec.t planning area that meet the inventory criteria as potentialA fl
wilderness areas as displayed in Map H-5. ~r.I'ttPIfJ~ ~~Uufl?am.~":cJ

hittl¥- M6~ ~/1JI'7f~ rPad1f~ n-£!J

CONSIDERATION OF FOUR LARGEST POLYGONS: ~~f<dt-r~/t<JI'4"A-lfr
The following four polygons of undeveloped lands were analyzed in more detail because of their size. l,eA--s ,
Other remaining polygons of undeveloped lands were smaller in size (about 160 acres or less).
Table H-IC reflects the result of the review.

T bl H lC C id tia e - - ODSI era ono our araes 0lY20ns 0 er n eve ope an s
PW A Inventory !l!I1.£on 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 ~
FSH 1909.12 71.1 (:!!> The majority of acres are in Size and shape of Same as Same as_~ m __~ z.~
(2a.) FP Il!ana~emenl ~.1!., polygon prohibits Polygon 2 Polygon 2
Areas contain less ~ocations C4 and C3A. preserving it due to (size and shape (size and
than 5,000 acres but, Tlie~oal aDd aesired nTP physicalterrain and of polygon and shape of
can be preserved due .. J.Qr ,i~ ~K"~ ;~ natural conditions. majority of polygon and
to physical terrain to provide high levels of ~ ~*m MA ~.¥~
and natural conditions na rat etJe«tiY@e~" h'T hi!!. "'~is l<><iatedLn£k~, I~~ ,.-,..~ a&fft,ere.rn.

zame and ot~er wildlif~, • manag.~We,a"""k.l7It?~Hf ~10i)--
Prescnbed fire alone M,. r"''' J ,'8 t?

~ithout management of t:XX The 2()al and . ~ M

South George Vegetation and els Mana ~ment Proiect - DEIS <1MA- ~tf
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~ /~~~;::. 1''';<)11 ~ ~"'J rdtfifd~ArAA£ (AM'S'> -Ih- rfl,flt,J
r()M/tM}~35~~ 1d4Y- plh~ y.;ft/ty}p;4r~k.t~
r~lhAM.-Ur~/u:..(~1kt-5(!itnM-~ IMJC r. / /: r/ r~:

PWA Inventory Polygon 1 Polygon 2 Polygon3 Polygon 4 tl4-
Criteria Approx. Approx. Approx. Approx. /::Jt'tt...s

4,440acres 995 acres 1,115acres 1,055acres ~

vegetation would not ~ ~ (!. ft (</
maintain or enhance big condI~lOnfor t~ese. L J Ai. ,il'
game or other wildlife 'MAs ISto proVIde.•"", ~ 1".!'!v.'J!ffl 'I'
habitat. If added to the 1ngh levels of habitat k"';L. /; .. IA
PWA inventory future effectivenes;t-~r biit ~ I.'<!:~
options for big game and game. Prescribed fire -d#n,.I(,I?

wildlife habitat would be trOne without tjfedi~
limited and eventually in management of '1A trJ,fo £6.-" (
the long-term have a vegetation would not 1'" J J"'"'~
negative impact on maintain or enhance 5t,l(!iM ~
wildlife. big game habitat. If wipr~;~

"I ~~ximitY-£J ~~~stin~IQ'l! .added to PWA ~lRk-w
systems adjacent to the inventory future "-J
polygon' with ongoing options for wildlife
activity, adjacent private habitat would be Iltfd;::,:)
land and associated limited and rp'M"~"'"
activities~.~Lt~~ size of eventually in the A AI_
~ nQ!ygoJ;!jJ~eliwould long-term have a «e-ac ~ .1 .

ludeJj,mitiXj( negative impact on 5~ Jti:id n
wilderness e~erienc~. wildlife. ~(?~ It~

~acent private land r~~ d ~Wj;,~
(Cloverland area) on the Cook Ridge Pond is A l" Ju-:-
western boundary is being located within this PZ4'tQ U(,V

parceled off in 5-acre polygon and is used t;L~
sections for development. for the grazing ~t,,{l
Past history and ongoing allotment. S q ? '!. i?J ~_'"
experience is that some ~ r~~ ~ ~
private landowners enter LI w. ~1 ~
onto National Forest land "(f';Jb#c.~ ~~J
from their adjacent '!~'tM -(J

/Wv.d/1rJU1 property on A TVs, and M~ c/-o r~fe~
snowmobiles regardless of IrtJ1'"Jd.i. ~__ h4f-~
whe~er the Forest Service ':t'/tP >,ed-tS ~ttJ)
land ISopen to that use. It s:j A.-!I.I:"IL· (~
would notbe gossible to /~ J. ~~~n:/fP (/ ~f1. # ~

MgUjtGf tm:rP~il 71f".x~/tU<Q' !~/ff...

FSH 1909.1271.1
(2b.)
Areas contain less
than 5,000 acres but,
are self-contained
ecosystems, such as
an island, that can be
effectively managed
as a separate unit on
the National
Wilderness

No
Same as I

No
Same as 1

No
Same as I

No
It is part of a larger overall
contiguous ecosystem
condition distributed
throughout and beyond the
project planning area.

South George VegeIBtiOn'2!JJ> Management Project - DEIS
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PW A Inventory
Criteria

Polygon 3
Approx.

1,115 acres

Polygon 1
Approx.

4,440 acres

Polygon 2
Approx.
995 acres

Polygon 4
Approx.

1,055 acres
Preservation SYstem
FSH 1909.12 71.1
(2c.)
Areas contain less
than 5,000 acres but,
are contiguous to
existing wilderness,
primitive areas,
Administration-
endorsed wilderness,
or potential
wilderness in other
Federal ownership,
regardless of their
size

/:
I. ~§IlJ2J!2:.127,_,,_

Areas do not contain
forest roads (36 CPR
212.1) or other
permanent authorized
roads, except as
permitted in areas
east of the 100th
meridian.

!I
: I,I
'I

(
i
1
~
\i

~,
j,

4

t,
~

f
s·

-(
f

No No No No

-
I

No roads
~":"I'if~

No roads
··"'flDf.lJl'll''''.",....·

No roads~.,...",

\

I
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•
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