Project planning—standards.

1. Within each LAU, map lynx habitat. Identify potential denning habitat and foraging habitat (primarily snowshoe hare habitat, but also habitat for important alternate prey such as red squirrels), and topographic features that may be important for lynx movement (major ridge systems, prominent saddles, and riparian corridors). Also identify non-forest vegetation (meadows), shrub-grassland communities, etc.) adjacent to and intermixed with forested lynx habitat that may provide habitat for alternate lynx prey species.

2. Within a LAU, maintain denning habitat in patches generally larger than 5 acres, comprising at least 10 percent of lynx habitat. Where less than 10 percent denning habitat is currently present within a LAU, defer any management actions that would delay development of denning habitat structure.

3. Maintain habitat connectivity within and between LAUs.

(CD6 WL-17-121.) A.R. cites are of Camp Salvage litigation CDs.
Programmatic planning-standards.

1. Conservation measures will generally apply only to lynx habitat on federal lands within LAUs. 

2. Lynx habitat will be mapped using criteria specific to each geographic area to identify appropriate vegetation and environmental conditions. Primary vegetation includes those types necessary to support lynx reproduction and survival. It is recognized that other vegetation types that are intermixed with the primary vegetation will be used by lynx, but are considered to contribute to lynx habitat only where associated with the primary vegetation. Refer to glossary and description for each geographic area.

3. To facilitate project planning, delineate LAUs. To allow for assessment of the potential effects on an individual lynx, LAUs should be at least the size of area used by a resident lynx and contain sufficient year-round habitat.

4. To be effective for the intended purposes of planning and monitoring, LAU boundaries will not be adjusted for individual projects, but must remain constant.

5. Prepare a broad-scale assessment of landscape patterns that compares historical and current ecological processes and vegetation patterns, such as age-class distributions and patch size characteristics. In the absence of guidance developed from such an assessment, limit disturbance within each as follows: if more than 30 percent of lynx habitat within an LAU is currently in unsuitable condition, no further reduction of suitable conditions shall occur as a result o vegetation management activities by federal agencies.
(CD6 WL-17-120.)

Project planning-standards.

1.  Management actions (e.g., timber sales, salvage sales) shall not change more than 15 percent of lynx habitat within a LAU to an unsuitable condition within a 10-year period.

(CD6 WL-17-122.)

Programmatic planning-standards.

1. Identify key linkage areas that may be important in providing landscape connectivity within and between geographic areas, across all ownerships.

2. Develop and implement a plan to protect key linkage areas on federal lands from activities that would create barriers to movement. Barriers could result from an accumulation of incremental projects, as opposed to any one project.

(CD6 WL-17- 131.)

Project analyses: 

West Fork Packer Salvage
“Lynx habitat” was “analyzed using the following factors: Lynx analysis units, foraging habitat, denning habitat, unsuitable habitat, other habitat, connectivity, livestock grazing, open road density” (CD1 Packer D9-01-6) which does address the LCAS standards (unlike Camp Salv.). “Because this project has proposed activities in lynx habitat but does not change the foraging, denning or unsuitable habitat, this project will have no effect on lynx.” (CD1 Packer D9-01-10)
(BE refers to a map, however, there were none in the BE or the A.R.
