June 1, 2004

Amy Dillon

Sullivan Lake Ranger District

12641 Sullivan Lake Rd

Metaline Falls, WA  99153

RE: Misery Lake EA Scoping Comments

Dear Ms. Dillon,

Please accept these comments on behalf The Lands Council, Upper Columbia River Chapter of the Sierra Club, Kettle Range Conservation Group, the Ecology Center, and the National Forest Protection Alliance. We  have reviewed the scoping notice for the proposed Misery Lake  Project on the Newport Ranger District of the Colville National Forest and appreciate the opportunity to review this project and provide scoping comments.  We hope that our comments can be considered in the preparation of the draft EIS.

The Lands Council and Kettle Range Conservation Groups requests a copy of the Upper Ruby and Rufus Timber Sale  EA (1995) and a copy of the Lost Ruby Watershed Analysis (2001) to be sent to their respective offices immediately. Furthermore, we ask the Forest Service to disclose the proper authority to which this project falls under (i.e. Healthy Forest Restoration Act, National Fire Plan).

More detailed scoping comments on the issues that we believe are significant and should be evaluated in the draft EIS are enclosed.  

Silviculture and Historical Conditions

The purpose stated in the scoping notice is to “improve landscape ecosystem function and structure toward  more sustainable conditions, and reduce the adverse impacts of on-going activities” while “reducing hazardous fuels for the purpose of reducing the risk of large, stand-replacing fires”. But, will more logging, 3,000 acres to be precise, actually accomplish this?  We know reducing canopy cover dries out soils, creates conditions amenable to non-native plants and changes watershed function. In addition, an important question in response to this “objective” is what are historical levels, recognizing that a diversity of species composition was present across the landscape and that no one point in time should be used as a basis?  We know that historically no logging took place and late structure/old growth development occurred because fire and insects selectively “thinned” stands, leaving the most resilient trees. We know this process took hundreds of years, and varied depending on site conditions. It important to establish the dominant processes that historically shaped the composition of tree species in this area.  Some of the processes in this area are fire regime and return interval, annual precipitation, slope, aspect, elevation, and geographic location. While it is certain that the Forest should reduce the negative impacts of past management, such as the road system and grazing, it is less clear why more logging will actually achieve improved landscape conditions. Our suggestion is that having a commercial timber sale is the last activity this area needs and should have only one alternative- especially when the purpose of the Misery Lake Project is to “reduce the adverse impacts of on-going activities” as stated in the April 28th, 2004 scoping letter.  Other options to truly restore this area should be examined in a range of alternatives that balance an investment in resources with restoration outcomes.

How did the Forest Service determine the presence and potential outbreak of insects and disease in the Misery Lake Project area? Where surveys done by agency pathologists and entomologists?

The crux of determining what, if any, restoration needs to occur in the Misery Lake watershed depends on a frame of reference.  Past fire history, logging, fire suppression, grazing and human development have certainly altered the landscape but whether a silvicultural response is appropriate should be analyzed carefully.  Has a fire history of the project area been conducted? If so, we request that  a copy of the fire history document be sent to The Lands Council and Kettle Range Conservation Group immediately. The fire history analysis should be peer reviewed, as well as anecdotal evidence that the District has on the fire history, species composition, and successional processes of the project area.

Please provide evidence and explanation to how “over the long-term, hazardous fuels reduction will create a more “fire-safe” forest environment” when the Forest Service's own science says that logging increases the risk of fire.

Once a historical range has been accurately established we would like to see a discussion of the options for restoration, and documentation that the proposed restoration efforts are likely to succeed. We would like to see several non-commercial logging alternatives fully analyzed.  

We wish to emphasize that we do not see the goals of restoration necessarily being at odds with a commercial timber sale, particularly a sale aimed at removal of trees capable of producing sawlogs with a 4 to 10 inch diameter top. The primary difference, from our perspective, between a restoration driven approach and a commercial-logging driven approach is that with a restoration-only concept, nothing—including revenues generated from a commercial sale—represent a higher priority than restoration of degraded conditions within the PPA. In other words, commercial logging is seen only as a tool that may be utilized to achieve the goals of restoration, rather than as a goal in and of itself. The intensity of the logging never exceeds the minimum required to accomplish the stated recreation goals. Also, with a restoration-only approach, the emphasis is on restoration of natural process, rather than on restoration of structure. Actions which focus on restoring stand structure at the expense of forest process and function cannot be considered true restoration projects.

Below are some principles to which we feel a true restoration project must adhere:

· removal of large, presettlement trees will undermine credibility of restoration efforts while degrading wildlife habitat and exacerbating fire risk


· thinning of the overstory canopy is generally at odds with the goals of restoration


· thinning is very unlikely to meet restoration objectives unless it is combined with prescribed fire


· thinning does not appear to be useful at all to the goals of restoration in higher elevation, cold, moist forests


· "salvage" logging, is a purely commercial concept and will not facilitate restoration


· road construction and other soil disturbances related to active restoration efforts are likely to be at odd with the goals of restoration, particularly with regards to water quality and control of noxious weeds


· in roadless or unroaded areas, where understory thinning is deemed necessary, fire with minimal thinning and no road construction should be give first consideration in order to maintain these important areas as reservoirs of biological diversity and ecological baselines; construction of new roads in these areas will be counterproductive


· in general, in light of their current state of depletion and their importance not only as habitat but also as genetic and scientific resources, protection of remnant old growth pine is of prime importance


· top priority should be given to preservation of late structure stands that, while they may be out of line with HRV in a number of areas, may be serving as substitute old growth for old growth dependent species


· impacts of grazing must be analyzed and addressed in valid restoration projects, as grazing has substantially degraded water quality wherever it has occurred


· acting in haste to solve the problems related to 150 years of intense human activity will fail produce the desired restoration effect


· HRV determinations must be based on local assessment of pre-settlement conditions, and Indian tribes should be consulted during this assessment


· attempts to strictly replicate conditions of the past are often both undesirable and unfeasible


· the impacts of ORVs must be addressed since in many cases they have contributed substantially to degradation of conditions.

As for the Plan mandate to provide logs to the surrounding communities. One alternative that addresses this outcome could be provided, but providing the majority of alternatives for the single purpose of providing logs to the mill is simply catering to a single use, and ignoring a range of alternatives that the forest and public deserve to see analyzed. We should note that less than 3% of the nations wood fiber consumption comes from National Forests, and that polls show about two-thirds of Americans do not want their National Forests logged.  This information should be part of the socioeconomic analysis that is used to support the no-commercial logging alternative. We would also like to mention Duane Vaagen (private conversation) said to us that Vaagen Brothers only operated 2 days in 2000 on federal timber.

How many acres in the analysis area are in Conditon Class 1, Condition Class 2, and Condition Class 3? How many acres in the proposed project area and treatment areas are project area in  Condition Class 1, Condition Class 2, and Condition Class 3?  We request that the EA or EIS provide a Condition Class map along with the proposed unit treatment prescriptions.

What is the diameter  limit for the commercial timber sale component of this project?

Please provide a map identifying the land ownership pattern and structures (homes, barns, etc)within and adjacent project analysis area.

How many miles of road construction, road reconstruction , road decommissioning and road obliteration will occur under the Misery Lake Project?

Wildland Urban Interface (WUI)
We feel that the 1,260 acre commercial logging treatments proposed in the Misery Lake Project is  beyond the scope of the Purpose and Need for hazardous fuels reduction. If the purpose and need is to reduce the risk of fire, reduce ladder fuels and protect the structures and homes on private property within the ½ mile WUI, commercial logging  1,260 acres will not  achieve the projects objective. The purpose and need statements are written such that the preferred way to fulfill them is through a large timber sale.  We  emphasis the point that commercial logging does not decrease the risk of fire, in fact increases the risk of fire. By conducting heavy commercial logging in close proximity to the homes, you are increasing the risk of wildfire. 

WUI treatments should be made only within a half mile from structures. In reviewing the project map that was included with the scoping document, it is apparent that the project boundary lies greater than the  ½ mile WUI.

What is the tree size limit to be logged? What is the average dbh sized tree to be logged? 

Commercial logging units should be dropped form the proposal or treatment prescriptions changed to pre-commercial thinning and under burning. It would be helpful for the Forest Service to disclose to the public timber stand inventories and data for all units.

The WUI Alternative that we propose, should include only pre-commercial thinning, removing ladder fuels, and limbing of large trees(1/3 up trunk) to reduce crown fire potential. The reason crown density is not an issue is that it does not protect the said stands from firebrand ignitions from fires several meters or miles away (Cohen, 1999). Cutting large adult trees, which are the most fire resistant,  to reduce crown fires is inefficient and not necessary, as removing the ladder fuels below these trees will suffice. Most crown fires ignite from ladder fuels. A small percentage ignite from fire brands. We propose that a maximum tree size limit of 8 to 10 dbh for trees to be logged. Limbing remaining large trees 1/3 up the trunk further reduces crown fire potential.  

The Commercial logging may increase the risk of catastrophic fire in that the process leaves behind dangerous and highly ignitable slash piles. Please disclose the tree size limit to be removed.

WUI commercial thinning is unproductive and will not reduce the threat of wildfires because:

- WUI treatment will not sufficiently reduce firebrand ignitions threats for homes.

- Wildland fuel reduction for several hundred meters or more around homes is 
greater than 
necessary for reducing ignitions from flames--this means the area on 
and around the house is 
the most important, not the WUI hundreds of meters away.

-Treatment in the WUI should only extend 1/2 mile inward, with ladder fuel 
reduction, and 
small diameter(under 8 inches DBH) tree thinning.


In preparing for the Misery Lake Project, did you contact adjacent land owners to assess their wildland fire risk? 

In reviewing the project map that was issued with the scoping announcement, it is hard to determine land ownership adjacent to and near the project area.  Is there any state or BLM  or tribal lands within the vicinity of the project area?

The Lands Council would like to offer our assistance through our Wildfire Education Program  to those home owners and land owners adjacent to the project area that need defensible space planning.

Water Quality

BMPs/; The achievement of water quality standards for non-point source activities occurs through the implementation of BMPs, which are designed to achieve water quality standards.  Water quality standards criteria are the measures by which BMP effectiveness is judged.  While BMPs are believed to protect water quality, they must be monitored to determine that this is the case. if they are not effective, then the BMPs must be revised. Therefore, mere application of BMPs is not adequate to satisfy the Clean Water Act. The draft EIS should discuss any monitoring results that indicate the effectiveness of BMPs to protect designated uses and maintain state water quality standards.

The analysis should disclose how many previous landslides occurred in the project area.  We expect the Forest Plan standard concerning not reentering degraded watersheds to be upheld, as well as the Clean Water Act .

Please do not rely on INFISH as a magical sediment shield, as it is not.  The INFISH buffers are merely an interim plan-- it is not designed as permanent protection for fisheries.  As such, do not lean on the implementation of INFISH as proof of the benign nature of the timber sale.  The science does not support this. 

Affected Environment

The draft EIS should provide a documented, scientific description of the existing physical and chemical characteristics of streams, lakes, and any other bodies of water in the planning area. The identification of affected watersheds on the alternative maps will help the reviewer understand their relationship with project activities.  The discussion must reveal what data are available and the condition (quality, quantity, gaps in the data base) of the information.  The collection of baseline water quality data at the project level is key to the comparison of projected impacts and actual impacts.  Physical characteristics should include stream class designations.  Stream classification methodology and stream protective strategies should be outlined in detail.  The data from any sampling efforts should be displayed in tabular form or summarized as part of the "affected environment" discussion. it is important that the draft EIS also describe the relationship of these water quality characteristics to the biota found in affected streams.  

Environmental Consequences

The draft EIS should also provide a quantitative basis to judge whether water quality parameters such as temperature, turbidity, sediment accumulation, and stream morphology will be kept at levels that will protect designated uses and meet state water quality standards.  The draft EIS needs to thoroughly describe and evaluate the relationship between the primary designated use in area streams, fisheries spawning and rearing habitat, and sediment yield. The information provided in the draft EIS should include the extent to which fish habitat will be impaired by timber harvest and road construction activities including effects on stream structure and supply of large organic material.  All models to estimate sedimentation should be clearly identified; we would also like to know if the models are the most up to date and accurate.

The draft EIS should consider several important water quality/fishery questions.  Will non-point source pollution reach levels, which will cause significant degradation of fish habitat by any of the action alternatives? Will state Water Quality Standards be met? Will winter, summer, spawning, and riparian habitats be impaired? As a designated management agency for water quality management by the state, has it been determined by analysis using water quality and fish habitat specialists, that the reductions in habitat capability are not serious? Will these streams still fully support the designated uses of cold-water fish habitat?

The draft EIS should evaluate restoration opportunities, both biophysical and economic.  Issues such as road obliteration, culvert removal or replacement, and maintaining tree cover to minimize flooding should all be examined in the Misery Lake watershed.

Wetlands

The draft EIS should provide a description of any existing wetlands in the planning area and methods to maintain both wetland acreage and functions.  Information on the location, acreage, type, and ecological role of wetlands should be provided.  Wetland functions (e.g., fisheries and wildlife habitat, food chain support, flood water conveyance and storage. sediment control, water quality improvements) to be lost or impaired by timber harvest and road construction activities should be addressed in detail.  Non-point source derived alterations to water quality should also be addressed.  The draft EIS should also provide a description of anticipated hydrologic alterations (e.g., changes in hydroperiod, hydrodynamics) that may affect wetland functions.  In accordance with the Clean Water Act (CWA), the draft EIS should provide detailed strategies and methods to protect wetlands in the planning area (e.g., buffers, corridors).  Wetland mitigation strategies should be included in the overall site mitigation plan.  BMPs and monitoring procedures should be developed that specifically address wetland protection.

Antidegradation

We believe that the proposed project could degrade water quality so that recreational activities and fisheries will not be fully maintained - therefore violating the federal antidegradation policy.  An Antidegradation analysis, as specified in the Antidegradation Policy [40 CFR 131.12] should be included in the draft EIS.  This policy was developed to achieve the goals of the Clean Water Act (CWA), which are to restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biological integrity of the nation's spirit and intent of the CWA.

The Antidegradation Policy describes three tiers of protection. Briefly:

Tier 1:

No activity is allowable which would partially or completely eliminate any existing beneficial use of a water body, whether or not that use is designated in a state's water quality standards.  If an activity will cause partial or complete elimination of a beneficial use, it must be avoided or adequate mitigation/preventive measures must be taken to ensure that the existing uses and the water quality to protect those uses will be maintained.

Tier 2:

Where the quality of the waters exceed 'fishable/swimmable' levels ('high quality waters'), that quality shall be maintained and protected unless the following are completed:

1)
a finding that such degradation is necessary to accommodate important economic or social development in the area in which the waters are located.

2)
full satisfaction of all intergovernmental coordination and public participation provisions,

3)
assurance that the highest statutory and, regulatory requirements and best management practices for pollutant controls are achieved.

Please note that this provision is intended to provide relief only in extraordinary circumstances where the economic and social need for the activity clearly outweighs the benefit of maintaining water quality above that required for "fishable/swimmable" water, when both cannot be achieved.  The burden of demonstration on the party proposing such activity is very high. In any case, the activity shall not preclude the maintenance of a "fishable/swimming" level of water quality protection.

Tier 3:

Where "high quality waters" constitute outstanding National resources, that water shall be maintained and protected.  As with the other tiers, the state determines the 'tier' of the water body. If necessary, EPA will provide guidance on determining water quality status.

Federal Consistency with Provisions of ? 319 of the Clean Water Act

Section 319 includes water quality assessments and a Nonpoint Source (NPS) management program.  The assessment identifies water that cannot reasonably be expected to. attain or maintain applicable water quality standards or goals without control of nonpoint sources.  The NPS program identifies BMPs and programs to achieve implementation.

The Federal consistency provisions of Section 319 represent an opportunity for State and Federal agencies to more closely coordinate their activities and cooperate in achieving water quality goals. If the state determines that a Federal project is not consistent with the provisions of the NPS program, the Federal agency must make efforts to accommodate the State's concerns.  Executive Order 12372 provides guidelines for using the State intergovernmental review process for conducting Section 319 Federal consistency reviews.

The NEPA process must integrate Section 319.  Existing water quality conditions in NEPA documents need to reflect the state's water quality assessment.  Direct or indirect nonpoint source water quality effects need to be reduced through design and through mitigation measures to insure that the project is consistent with the state's NPS program.

Soils and Watershed Sensitivity

The soils in the planning area should be described and related to landform stability or watershed sensitivity.  Erosion hazard descriptions should be tied to geology, landforms, and specific locations in the planning area.  The draft EIS should describe whether mass soil failure is a major problem, the type of geologic material that is present, and whether erosion is a concern in the planning area.  Areas of potentially high soil erosion and mass soil failure risk should be shown on a map of the area that indicates the location of roads and harvest units relative to the soil erosion potential.  

Soil productivity and any detrimental soil conditions should be described on a unit-by-unit basis, both the existing condition, and how the alternatives will alter the existing condition. We would like to see a table showing the current and proposed levels of compaction on a unit-by-unit basis. If levels exceed the 15% by unit (without roads) in the Colville LRMP, mitigation measures to reduce the percentage to Plan standards should be discussed and planned for the draft EIS. The methodology of the soil surveys should be discussed and compliance with Forest Service Handbook standards ensured. 

Biodiversity

Biodiversity is the variety of life.  It includes the number of different species, the abundance of each species, and the distribution of species.  It includes species diversity, gene pool diversity, and ecosystem diversity.  The concept of biodiversity also includes the processes of interaction among species.  Biodiversity can be evaluated on several scales including site specific (alpha), environmental gradient (beta) and landscape (gamma).

To maintain genetic diversity, upland and stream corridors should be retained in the planning area.  The draft EIS should provide information on the location and length of habitat corridors. Since biodiversity tends to be greatest in the late successional stages of ecosystem development, the Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences sections of the draft EIS need to discuss what effect timber harvest could have on the preservation of gene pools and species diversity. 

Threatened and Endangered (T and E) Species

We request that the draft EIS include the Biological Assessment or a summary

of it as well as the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)/National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Biological Opinion/concurrence with the findings in the Biological Assessment. It is likely that grizzly; lynx, caribou, wolverine, bull trout and wolf reside in the Misery Lake project area or have in the recent past. The Lynx Conservation Areas Strategy should be adhered to and impacts of past management as well as proposed actions should be included in the analysis. 

· NEPA requires full disclosure on all issues and public involvement in all aspects of the decision.

· The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA encourage the integration of NEPA requirements with other environmental review and consultation requirements (1502.25), and

· The Endangered Species Act (ESA) consultation process can result in the identification of mandatory reasonable and prudent alternatives for a jeopardy opinion and reasonable and prudent measures for an adverse modification opinion.

We believe that a final EIS or Decision should not be completed prior to the completion of Section 7 consultation.  The effect of the timber sales on the T or E species in or near the planning area is relevant to the decision at hand: whether to cut, where to cut, when to cut and under what conditions to cut timber. Both the Biological Assessment and the EIS must evaluate the potential impacts of the proposed action on T and E spies and the EIS must fully disclose the impacts.  Integration of the analysis of reasonable and prudent alternatives/mitigation measures required by the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the analysis of feasible alternatives/mitigation is required by NEPA.

If the consultation process is treated as a parallel process it is conceivable that reasonable and prudent alternatives/mitigation measures to avoid a jeopardy/adverse modification opinion, which have not been evaluated in this final EIS, could be developed during the ESA consultation process. If the Section 7 consultation process is completed after the EIS process for this sale is completed, then a supplement to the final EIS could be warranted.

Access

The draft EIS should indicate which roads built for this timber sale will be removed from the Forest Development Road System and which roads will remain in the system.  For those roads remaining on the system, mitigation measures to protect water quality and fish habitat should include provisions for inspection and maintenance.  The draft EIS should describe the frequency of maintenance activities for these roads and whether adequate funding is available for road maintenance. What are the road densities in the Misery Lake project area and what roads are needed for access for recreation and private lands?

Mitigation

A comprehensive discussion of proposed mitigation for direct, indirect and cumulative impacts is required by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations for implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA- The CEQ regulations indicate that an EIS should include the means to mitigate adverse environmental effects (40 CFR 1508.7) as well as disclose the effectiveness of the mitigation measures to minimize adverse effects.  Numerous judicial reviews of NEPA cases have supported this need for identifying mitigation measures and discussing their effectiveness.

Site-specific details on the effectiveness of mitigation are appropriate for a site-specific timber sale.  The EIS should provide a quantitative (if possible) or qualitative description of mitigation effectiveness. Prior timber sales in the Idaho Panhandle National Forests could be used as a basis for these discussions.

Monitoring

The cultural, soil, watershed analysis and wildlife surveys should be completed before the draft EIS is released. The draft EIS should include a discussion of monitoring for each resource category, that has been determined to be significant through the scoping process, including fisheries and water quality.  A properly designed monitoring plan will demonstrate how well the preferred alternative resolves the issues and concerns identified during scoping.  A comprehensive monitoring plan will measure the effectiveness of the mitigation measures to control or minimize potential adverse effects.  The EIS should include a discussion of how the three basic types of monitoring (implementation, effectiveness and validation monitoring) are being used in this project.

The monitoring plan should include types of surveys, location and frequency of sampling, parameters to be monitored, indicator species, budget, procedures for using data or results in plan implementation, and availability of results to interested and affected groups.  A helpful document has recently been completed for developing water quality monitoring plans: Monitoring Guidelines to Evaluate Effects of Forestry Activities on Streams in the Pacific Northwest and Alaska, EPA/910/9-91-001, May 1991

The draft EIS should describe the feedback mechanism which uses the monitoring results to adjust standards and guidelines, best management practices, standard operating procedures, intensity of monitoring, and timber sale administration when adverse effects are first detected.  Providing such a process for adjustment will ensure that mitigation will improve in the future and that unforeseen adverse effects are recognized and minimized.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative impacts are defined as "...the impact on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the proposed action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency or person undertakes such other actions." (40 CFR 1508.7) At a minimum, the cumulative scenario should include all past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future timber sales in the area and their effects on water quality of major drainages and wildlife habitat especially for those species that move/migrate through more than one timber sale area, and other projects that could affect the resources in the project area  including private lands. The cumulative impacts analysis should include evaluation of direct and indirect effects on all resource categories.

According to the Misery Lake EA scoping letter “much of the area has been analyzed for projects which were recently completed” such as the Upper Ruby and Rufus Timber Sales EA and Lost Ruby Watershed Analysis. How much information will be used and incorporated in to the Misery Lake EA from these previous documents? Has any post project implementation monitoring been done on the Upper Ruby and Rufus Timber Sales? If so, what are the monitoring results? We ask that the FS include all monitoring data and results from the  Upper Ruby and Rufus Timber Sale  in the Misery Lake EA and the project file.

Timber Sale Economics

In the interest of the full public disclosure intent of NEPA and with the national. controversy regarding below-cost timber sales, it is important that the EIS consider timber sale economics as a potential management concern for analysis.  When methodologies to compute the benefit/cost ratios and the value of the species of timber- are used, the EIS should provide clear descriptions of the key assumptions about timber value pricing, the products being valued, discount rates, length of rotation etc.  How are road costs, maintenance, sale preparation, and IDT costs used in the analysis?  If non-market values are not measured, a discussion of their relative value to the measurable benefits and costs should be made.

How will the mandate to provide a maximum return to the public be attained? For example if two thirds of the American public does not want their forest logged, but no value is placed on this, how can the Decision Maker make a logical choice? For this reason we ask that a range on non-commercial alternatives, with varying costs and benefits, be provided in the analysis.

Post sale Activities

The draft EIS should provide site-specific activities planned under the Knutson-Vandenburg Act (KV) improvements.  Since such projects have positive and adverse effects to some resources, they should be described in some detail.  Locations within the project area should be shown and expected KV funds that are generated should be described.  

Livestock grazing

The draft EIS should consider the cumulative effects of the effects of this project on livestock grazing.  Through this project, a considerable amount of additional “range” will be created through logging and road building.  This greatly facilitates the use of this area by domestic livestock and thereby increases the potential for the spread of noxious weeds, increases the likelihood of livestock access to water bodies which can negatively effect water quality and stream bank stability, and increases the risk of fire.

In addition, the draft EIS should discuss and disclose the interrelationships between domestic livestock grazing and forest health concerns.  The Integrated Scientific Assessment for Ecosystem Management in the Interior Columbia Basin  (PNW-GTR-382) notes:

The primary causative factors behind fire regime changes are effective fire prevention and suppression strategies, selection and regeneration cutting, domestic livestock grazing, and the introduction of exotic plants.

Noxious Weeds

The DEIS should consider the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of this project on existing noxious weed populations, the introduction of new noxious weed species, and the spread of noxious weeds.  Furthermore, the DEIS should disclose the effects of increased noxious weeds on wildlife habitat, fire hazard, restoration efforts, sensitive plant species, and soils.  

Thank you for the opportunity to respond.

Sincerely,

Rein Attemann, for the Commentors

David Heflick

Kettle Range Conservation Groups

PO Box 150

Republic, WA 99166

Jeff Juel

The Ecology Center, Inc. 

801 Sherwood Street, Suite B

Missoula, MT  59807

Mike Petersen

National Forest Protection Alliance

PO Box 8264

Missoula, Montana  59807

Hal Rowe

Upper Columbia River Group Sierra Club

PO 413

Spokane, WA 99210-0143

