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A.1 Project Summary/Objectives:
Provide a summary of your project.  Summary should include overall resource objectives as well as the need for stewardship authority.  Describe the current conditions of the project and the conditions being restored.  Identify the goods and services involved in project.

The South Deep Management Project is proposed to meet three specific purposes and needs.

Alternatives are required to meet these identified purposes and needs in order to be considered

in detail in the environmental assessment.  Any alternative that failed to meet these purposes and

needs was deemed to be outside the scope of the analysis.

Hazardous Fuels

Purpose: Break up the existing fuel continuity on National Forest System lands to reduce the risks of stand replacement and uncharacteristically large wildfires.

Need: There is a need to reduce hazardous fuels7 (ground fuels, ladder fuels, and forest crown

continuity), for the purpose of reducing the risk of large, stand-replacing fires.  The effect of

reducing the risk of large, stand-replacing fires would be to: 1) decrease the probability that a

future wildland fire would develop into, or be sustained as a stand replacing or crown fire8;

2) increase the ability to provide for public and firefighter health and safety during a wildland fire; and 3) increase the effectiveness and efficiency of protecting property within the WUI9
(Wildland/Urban Interface)10.

Discussion: Wildfires are becoming increasingly expensive, dangerous to firefighters, and threatening to wildlife habitat, beneficial uses of water, and adjoining private land and property.  
7 10-Year Comprehensive Strategy Implementation Plan, (Secretaries of Agriculture and Interior, Western Governor’s Association, National Association of State Forester’s, National Association of Counties, and Intertribal Timber Council, 2002).

8 A crown fire is a fire that is sustained in the tree canopy.  It requires a canopy that has enough density to provide a continuous load of fuel above the ground. Trees that are crowded together with interlocking branches are particularly susceptible to crown fire.  A crown fire exhibits long flame lengths and showers of embers that contribute to spot fires ahead of the main fire.  Crown fires are beyond the ability of firefighters to effectively suppress.  Attack with aerial retardants are generally not recommended due to their limited success.  Retardant cannot penetrate heavy tree canopy, so the fire continues underneath the canopy as a surface fire until the canopy ignites and takes off again.

9 WUI (Wildland-Urban Interface) includes those areas of resident human populations at imminent risk from wildfire, and human developments having special significance.  These areas may include critical communications sites, municipal watersheds, high voltage transmission lines, observatories, church camps, scout camps, research facilities, and other structures that if destroyed by fire would result in hardship to communities.  These areas encompass not only the sites themselves, but also the continuous slopes and fuels that lead directly to the sites, regardless of the distance involved. 

10  Cohesive Strategy Priority. (USDA Forest Service, 2000) Salwasser, Hal; Bosworth, Dale N.; Lowe, John E.; 1995.

During the past 75 years, fire suppression11 has resulted in increased ground and ladder fuel conditions, and increased tree-crown continuity in portions of the South Deep project area.  As forest fuels have increased over time, the potential for high intensity crown fires has also increased. This includes biophysical environments12 that can support low-severity surface fires.  Therefore, there is a need to start the process of reversing this dangerous and expensive trend by reducing hazard-fuels. Over the long-term, hazard fuels reduction will offset and eventually reduce escalating fire suppression costs and create a more “fire safe” forest environment.  The health, resilience and productivity of fire-adapted ecosystems rely on periodic burning at ecologically appropriate frequencies.  Today, many of the most serious wildfire threats and forest health issues occur in these fire-adapted ecosystems.  Reducing forest fuels in these fire dependant ecosystems can make them more resilient to wildfires.

The consequence of deferral is high: allowing fire-adapted forests to develop additional ladder

and crown fuels greatly increases crown fire risk (initiation and spread).  The cost of fuel reduction and maintenance burning can be substantial; yet without fuel reduction treatments, fire suppression costs, public resource losses, private property losses, and environmental damages are expected to be significantly greater over time.

Forest Health

Purpose: Improve landscape forest health on National Forest System lands through active

management.

Need: There is a need to remove diseased trees, reduce stand density, and modify tree-species

composition for the purpose of improving forest health13.  This would have the effect of 1)

improving tree growth, 2) reducing tree and stand susceptibility to damaging insects and

diseases, and 3) improving the distribution of forest stand structures14 across the landscape.

11 The term fire suppression refers to the act of putting out forest fires.

12 Biophysical environments are made up of grouped plant associations based on similarity of disturbance regime characteristics.  For example, landscape settings with low severity fire regimes (e.g., ponderosa pine or Douglas-fir plant associations) are distinguished from those with high severity fire regimes (e.g., subalpine fir plant associations).  Biophysical

environments are described by temperature and moisture regime and characteristic late-seral vegetation (e.g., “Warm, Dry, Douglas-fir Shrub” biophysical environment).  Seral refers to the stages that plant communities go through during succession.  Developmental stages have characteristic structure and plant species composition. Early seral refers to plants that are present soon after disturbance or at the beginning of a new successional process (such as seedling or sapling growth stages in a forest); mid seral in a forest would refer to pole or

medium sawtimber growth stages; late or old seral refers to plants present during a later stage of plant community succession (such as mature and old forest stages).  

13 A Healthy Forest is defined as the condition in which the forest (trees, stands, and forested landscape) meets the desired conditions described in the Forest Plan.

14 A Structural Stage is a stage in development of a vegetation community. Examples of structural stages include stand initiation, stem exclusion, understory re-initiation, multi-stratum without large trees, multi-stratum with large trees, and single-stratum with large trees.

Discussion: The 1988 Land and Resource Management Plan, Colville National Forest (Torrence

1988), as amended (Forest Plan) directs that the Forest Service promote tree growth, have

reduced insect and disease levels, and have stand densities that will sustain wood fiber

production (Forest Plan pages 4-2, 4-18, 4-64, 4-65). For Forest Plan Management Areas15 3A,

5, 6, 7, and 8, the Forest Plan directs that insect and disease outbreaks be prevented or

suppressed when Management Area values are threatened (Forest Plan pages 4-79, 4-93, 4-94,

4-100, 4-101, 4-104, 4-108).

Currently, the South Deep project area has many acres of timber that are crowded and highly

susceptible to a variety of pathogens.  These include bark beetles, defoliating insects, dwarf

mistletoes, and root diseases. As a result of these and other forest pathogens, significant tree

mortality across the South Deep project area is occurring in the short-term, and without stand

improvements, there is a high probability of it continuing and perhaps increasing in the long-term.  Stand treatments are needed to reduce susceptibility to continuing insect and disease-caused mortality over the longer-term.

Many areas within the South Deep project area that were severely burned in 1929 have

regenerated into dense, stagnant stands of lodgepole pine, western larch, Douglas-fir, and

western red cedar.  Almost 7,900 acres of the project area are vegetated with these kinds of

stands.  Regeneration and thinning treatments in these stands would remove this stagnant

vegetation and allow more structurally diverse stands to eventually develop on these sites.

Local Economy

Purpose: Provide wood fiber for local mills and the American public.

Need: There is a need to produce sawlogs and other wood products for the purpose of helping

sustain local sawmills and communities.

Discussion: The Forest Service has a multiple-resource mission that includes provision for a

sustainable supply of wood from the National Forests.  The Organic Administration Act of June 4, 1897 states that one of the purposes of the National Forests is “to furnish a continuous supply of timber for the use and necessities of the citizens of the United States.”  The Multiple-Use

Sustained Yield Act of 1960 reinforced the Organic Act by stating: “It is the policy of the Congress that the National Forests are established and shall be administered for outdoor recreation, range, timber, watershed, and wildlife and fish purposes.”

The Forest Plan directs that wood products be provided (Forest Plan page 4-2, 4-63, 4-65, and

Forest Plan Record of Decision page 4). Forest Plan Management Areas 5 and 7 have a

management goal of providing wood products (Forest Plan pages 4-93 and 4-101), and

Management Areas 3A, 6, and 8 permit scheduled timber harvest (Forest Plan pages 4-78, 4-99,

and 4-107).  Over 60% of the National Forest System lands in the project area are designated for

15 A Forest Plan Management Area is a unit of land allocated to emphasize a particular resource, based on the capability of the area.

production of timber products while protecting basic resources.  An additional 35% of these lands are in management areas where timber harvest is permitted while providing protection for big game habitat and/or meeting the need for natural appearing landscapes.  The Forest Plan Record of Decision recognized the importance of providing wood products to local economies (Forest Plan page 3-1, and Forest Plan ROD page 17).

South Deep Timber Sale was sold and awarded October 19, 2006 and implemented 1,154 acres and 12.3 million board feet of this Project Area, followed by Huck Timber Sale which was sold and awarded December 13, 2007 and implemented 1,094 acres and 14.7 million board feet of this project area.  The proposed stewardship project will consist of two stewardship contracts (Rogers Stewardship and Finn Stewardship).
A.2 Project Location:  Describe where the project is located relative to the nearest community.
The South Deep Project Area lies about 15 air miles northeast of Colville, Washington, which is

the County Seat for Stevens County.  The Project Area includes the following sections:

T 36 N, R 41 E 1-4, 10, 11

T 37 N, R 40 E 1-4, 9-15, 22-24

T 37 N, R 41 E 1-4, 5, 6-7, 8, 9-29, 33-36

T 37 N, R 42 E 6-7, 18, 30-31

T 38 N, R 41 E 3, 4, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 21-28, 33-35, 36
T 38 N, R 42 E 29-32
A.3 Size of Project Area:

There are 50,192 acres within the South Fork Deep Creek watershed.  Approximately 38,346

acres in the watershed are within the boundaries of Colville National Forest, and within the South Deep Project Area.  Approximately 12,575 acres of the Project Area are within Pend Oreille County and 25,770 acres are within Stevens County. 

A.4 Proposed Activities:  Describe the work activities or treatments proposed to be accomplished with your project. 

On January 2, 2002, the Three Rivers Ranger District of the Colville National Forest published a

proposal in the Federal Register to implement a variety of management activities on National

Forest System land within the South Fork of the Deep Creek Watershed.  Below are the proposed

activities that were intended to broadly meet the purpose and need for the project.

· Managing approximately 6,000 acres of timbered stands via stand improvement thinning, commercial thinning treatments, stand regeneration, salvage, and associated post-harvest site preparation and tree planting. T his included constructing 15 miles of new specified roads.

· Reducing standing and downed forest hazard fuels through use of prescribed fire and

· mechanical means. 

· Promoting wildlife habitat for selected species, and protecting wildlife habitat for all threatened, endangered, and sensitive species.

A.5 Proposed Contract Procedures:  

	Authorities and Procedures
Rogers
	Mark if Proposed for Use

	Trading Goods for Services
	X

	Designation by Description or Prescription   1/
	X

	Retention of Receipts
	X

	Use of Retained Receipts from Another Approved Stewardship Project
	

	Retention of KV or BD Funds from Receipts
	X

	Best Value Contracting
	X

	Multi-Year Contracting
	

	Multiple Year Contracting
	

	Other than Full and Open Competition   2/
	

	Non-advertisement with product value exceeding $10,000
	

	Non-USDA Administration of Timber Sales
	

	Use of an Agreement
	

	Type of Contract(s) to be used
	

	    Integrated Resource Contract(s) - Service
	

	    Integrated Resource Contract (s) – Timber     (2400-13T)
	X

	    Standard Service Contract(s)
	


	Authorities and Procedures
Finn
	Mark if Proposed for Use

	
	

	Trading Goods for Services
	X

	Designation by Description or Prescription   1/
	X

	Retention of Receipts
	X

	Use of Retained Receipts from Another Approved Stewardship Project
	

	Retention of KV or BD Funds from Receipts
	X

	Best Value Contracting
	X

	Multi-Year Contracting
	

	Multiple Year Contracting
	

	Other than Full and Open Competition   2/
	

	Non-advertisement with product value exceeding $10,000
	

	Non-USDA Administration of Timber Sales
	

	Use of an Agreement
	

	Type of Contract(s) to be used
	

	    Integrated Resource Contract(s) - Service
	

	    Integrated Resource Contract (s) – Timber  (2400-13)
	X

	    Standard Service Contract(s)
	


1/ Will require use of Washington Office or regional special provisions.  Designation by Prescription is for noncommercial material or scaled sales only.

2/ Will require special Regional Forester approval - summarize the need this authority.

Was there consultation/coordination with AQM in development of the proposal? 

	No
	X
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	Name


A.5.1  Timeline: (estimated) 
	Activity
	Estimated Date Completed

(month/yr)

	
	Rogers                                  Finn          

	NEPA 
	completed
	completed

	Layout
	completed
	11/2008

	Contract
	7/2008
	4/2009

	Advertise
	8/2008
	4/2009

	Award
	9/2008
	6/2009

	Contract Termination
	11/2013
	11/2015


A.6 Current Status:  Include a summary of the NEPA status, sale preparation, and of the collaboration accomplished to date and/or collaboration planned. List cooperating groups and/or communities, city, county, state and federal agencies, tribes, individuals, etc. 
The initial effort of the public involvement process came about prior to the proposed action being developed.  The agency held several “Collaborative Learning” meetings hosted by Washington State University.  A field session in the South Deep Project Area was held on October 3, 1998, and a follow-up meeting was held in Colville on April 25, 1999.  The Collaborative Learning sessions resulted in six comment responses from the public and more than twice that number from interested Forest Service employees who attended the sessions in an effort to listen to what interests and concerns the public held for the South Fork of Deep Creek watershed.  The interdisciplinary team that had been formed during the writing of the watershed analysis was reconvened in the late summer of 2001 to begin the process of developing a proposed action that could be brought before the public as part of the formal scoping process. The task was completed in the late fall of 2001.

The Notice of Intent was published in the Federal Register on January 2, 2002.  The Notice of

Intent asked for public comment from January 2, 2002 until February 1, 2002, on the Forest

Service proposed action for the South Deep Project Area.  A notice of the scoping period was

placed in the newspaper of record, the Colville Statesman Examiner on January 2, 2002. Scoping

letters were sent to individuals and organizations on the master mailing list of the public

interested in management activities on the Three Rivers Ranger District. Additional letters were

sent out to landowners within the South Fork of Deep Creek watershed who owned property

within ½ mile of National Forest System land in the Project Area.

This effort resulted in 22 letters, faxes and electronic messages from interested members of the

public, and 5 from organizations concerned with resource management in the project area

(Appendix A).  Most of the comment sheets and letters addressed multiple issues.  There were 143 individual comments.  Many comments voiced were the same, so this list was further distilled into a list of 45 different comments in 12 general categories. Not all comments make issues, however.  Additionally, many of the comments could be lumped into more general comment groups (example: comments about effects to snags, comments about effects to downed wood, and comments about effects to terrestrial wildlife habitat can be lumped into the general concern

about wildlife habitat).  Responses were varied, but generally fell into two positions, almost equal in number: those who favored active management within the watershed, and those who opposed active management, or selected proposed activities.

On October 5 and 6, 2005, the Interdisciplinary Team hosted field trips into the project area to

update interested members of the public on the progress of the planning process and discussed

the purpose and need for management of timber stands within the South Deep Creek Watershed.

Members of the Interdisciplinary Team also met three times with representatives of the Northeast

Forestry Coalition in November and December 2005 to solicit comments from members of their

organization.

In December 2005, it was decided to develop action alternatives E and G and prepare an

Environmental Assessment rather than an Environmental Impact Statement. A public update

letter was sent to the project mailing list on January 19, 2006, informing them of these changes.

A Cancellation Notice, rescinding the Notice of Intent, was published in the Federal Register on

March 16, 2006.

Using the comments from the public (from the Collaborative Learning sessions, those received

during the scoping period, on field trips, and from Coalition members), other agencies, and

internal scoping, the interdisciplinary team developed a list of issues to address.

In November 2005, the NEW Coalition (Northeast Washington Forestry Coalition) was invited to consult on the South Deep Management Project to explore the possibility of resolving issues or concern held by various parties interested in the project. Although the Coalition ultimately

decided not to formally consult on the project, Coalition members provided valuable input on

issues that their members would like to see addressed.  Members representing the NEW Coalition attended meetings with Interdisciplinary Team members on November 17, 2005, December 12, 2005, and February 3, 2006. The following individuals attended these meetings:
· Lloyd McGee, Vaagen Brothers Lumber Co. (NEW Coalition executive director)

· David Heflick, Conservation Northwest

· Tanya Ellersick, The Lands Council

On June 9, 2006 Alternative E Modified was selected under the Decision Notice and FONSI for the South Deep Environmental Assessment.  During the appeal period, the Lands Council raised concerns about units added from Alternative G to Alternative E that became the selected "Modified Alternative E" in the Decision Memo.  Specifically, regarding those units added were concerns related to new road construction and treatment openings greater than 2 acres.  Regarding the specific units discussed, The Lands Council agreed to support those units and associated new road construction within the Wildland Urban Interface in the Aladdin Mountain Area.  The Forest Service agreed to defer treatment on 876 acres in the Rogers Mountain side of the project (plus unit WGR) until a meeting to collaboratively resolve the size and design issues surrounding the use of  the clearcut with reserves prescription.  The Lands Council agreed to take the lead on organizing the meeting, which is now expected to occur in October 2006.  The collaboration was completed on May 24, 2007 with implementation of the deferred units following The Lands Council (TLC) Marking Guidelines.
B.1 Project Funding:  Please provide the source of PROPOSED funds anticipated for the project.  May change as project progresses.  For multiple fund codes, add rows as needed.  Make entries in the first table only if funds are to be added to the contract.   Adding retained receipts from another approved stewardship project goes into the second table. 
	Forest Service Appropriations
	
	

	    Fund Code(s):
	$
	

	Cooperator Contributions
	
	

	    In-cash 
	$
	

	    Donated Services

	$
	

	Other (specify)
	$
	


B.1.1  Estimated Budget: Rogers  (add lines to the table as needed) 

	Activity  1/
	Goods (+)
	Services (-)

	Product Value (Net)
	$
	403,000
	$
	

	
	$
	
	$
	

	Restore dry sites to historical conditions
	$
	
	$
	350,000

	
	$
	
	$
	

	Addition of Retained Receipts  
	
	
	
	

	    Source Stewardship Project - 
	$
	
	$
	

	Totals
	$
	403,000
	$
	350,000


       1/  group activities by type of treatment type; fuel reduction, road closures, wildlife habitat

              improvement, pct to restore old growth characteristics, etc. 

     Estimate the value of Goods by completing the following table; (add lines to the table as needed)
	Product Type (Sawlogs, and convertible and  nonconvertible products) 
	Quantity or Volume to be Removed

 (CCF, Tons, lineal feet, cords, etc.)


	Value of material to be 

Removed

(from appraisal)



	Sawlog
	24,294 CCF
	 $ 402,000

	
	
	

	Nonsaw
	 4,000 CCF
	 $     1,000

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Total
	28,294  CCF
	 $ 403,000


B.2 Collaboration:  Please describe the collaborative process associated with the project.  Scoping, hosting tours of the project area, or FS led group for the project, does not meet the  collaboration requirement for stewardship.

See A.6

B.3  Stewardship Roles and Responsibilities:  See the table for a list of roles and responsibilities related to stewardship projects.  Each project and/or contract is to complete the following table to identify persons with specific roles and responsibilities.  Send an electronic copy of this form to the Regional Stewardship Coordinator at time of submission of Stewardship Contracting Proposal to Regional Forester for approval as a stewardship project, with updated versions sent upon award of the contract, and prior to the start of operations.  Keep the completed form with the project/contract documentation.  Required entry of a named individual at time of submission of Stewardship Contracting Proposal to Regional Forester for approval as a stewardship project is indicated with and asterisk (*).   
	Role
	Responsibility
	Designated Person’s Name, Phone Number, e-mail address

	Forest Supervisor *
	Overall responsibility for stewardship projects on the forest.  Recommends projects to Regional Forester for approval. Recommends person by name to Regional Forester to be delegated authority as Contracting Officer for a stewardship contract.  See FSH 2409.19, 60.42b.  Requests from Regional Forester specific amounts of retained receipts to be transferred to another approved stewardship project.
	Rick Brazell, rbrazell@fs.fed.us
509.648.7015

	District 

Ranger *
	Overall responsibility for stewardship projects on the district.  Primary lead in establishing and maintaining collaboration.  See FSH 2409.19, 60.42c.  Coordinates with AQM in defining local area for stewardship contract.  Determines amount of retained receipts to be used to pay for incidental expenses related to project level multi-party monitoring.  Recommends to Forest Supervisor amounts of retained receipts to be transferred to another approved stewardship project.
	Fred Way, fway@fs.fed.us
509.738-7728

	Forest Stewardship Coordinator *
	Provide overall guidance for stewardship process. Serve as liaison and information conduit between Forest and RO, and Timber and AQM on Forest. Arrange for necessary, internal training and information sessions.  Reviews stewardship proposals for compliance with handbook, manual, and 16 U.S.C 2104 note, prior to sending to RO for Regional Forester approval.
	Ed Maffei. emaffei@fs.fed.us
509.684.7229

	FS Collaborative Liasion
	Usually the District Ranger, but can be delegated to a person with authority to act and speak for the ranger.  Provides sideboards for the project to the Collaborative, and FS policy and direction related to proposed work activities.   
	Fred Way

	ID Team Leader
	Leads the completion of NEPA
	Jean Lavell, jlavell@fs.fed.us
509-738-7737

	Project Implementation 

Lead *
	Host information sessions for prospective Purchasers. Lead contact for project specific questions during contract formulation and solicitation. Provides thorough review of contract package to assure map is complete, proper provisions are being used and correctly completed,  technical specifications are clear and included, etc.  Lead for formulation of future contracts utilizing Retained Receipts.  Completes required monthly report to Albuquerque Service Center of volume and value, work completed and credits earned, and other required upward reporting.
	Kelvin Davis, kedavis@fs.fed.us
509.775.7440



	FS Multi Party Monitoring Representative
	Represent the Forest Service with the Multi-party Monitoring Team (MPMT). Assists the MPMT with the preparation of the annual report.
	

	Collaborative Group Representative on ID Team
	A person appointed by the group and approved by the District Ranger to represent their interests on the inter-disciplinary team for the approved stewardship project.  
	

	Field Implementation Lead
	Oversee the field work associated with the Goods (product removal) and the Services (service work).
	Kelvin Davis, kedavis@fs.fed.us
509.775.7440

	Project Specialists
	Lead resource contacts responsible for preparing required specifications for individual restoration work activities included in the contract. 
	

	Contract Package Preparer
	Prepare all contract documents: Prospectus, Advertisement, Solicitation, FS-2400-13(T), and IRSC.  Can be a timber or procurement person, but both are to work together in the preparation of the final contract package to assure proper provisions (clauses) are included, and all required parts are complete and present.
	Diane Bestrom, dbestrom@fs.fed.us
509.738.7760

	Source Selection Authority (SSA)
	Per FAR’s, final authority to approve selection  of Best Value
	

	Source Selection Evaluation Board

(SSEB) 
	Utilize the Source Selection Plan to evaluate offers and determine Best Value Offer to the Government.  AQM CO describes to the SSEB the process or procedures to be used in evaluating proposals.  A member of the collaborative is encouraged to participate in the evaluation of technical proposals, but cannot see the prices of work or product value submitted by Contractors.
	

	SSEB Review
	Review SSEB recommendation prior to submittal to SSA
	

	Contracting Officer
	Specifically name individual with delegated authority from the Regional Forester as a Contracting Officer (CO) on Integrated Resource Contracts. Prepares the Source Selection Plan for the Best Value determination. Provide instructions and advice to SSEB and SSA.
	Ed Maffei

	FSR
	Forest Service Representative for FS-2400-13(T).  Can be assigned to an IRSC to assist with product removal, and be assigned duties related to completing service work, as qualified.
	Kelvin Davis

	SA
	Sale Administrator for FS-2400-13(T).  Can be assigned to an IRSC to assist with product removal, and be assigned duties related to completing service work, as qualified.
	Mark Yecha

	HI
	Harvest Inspector for FS-2400-13(T).  Can be assigned to an IRSC to assist with product removal, and be assigned duties related to completing service work, as qualified.
	John Anderson

	ER
	Engineering Rep for FS-2400-13(T).  Can be assigned to an IRSC to assist with required restorative road work.
	Mary Hendricks

	Service Work COR
	Contracting Officer’s Representative (COR) for service work in Integrated Resource Contracts, and be assigned duties related to product removal, as qualified and needed.
	Lynn Bornitz

	Service Work Inspector
	Contract Inspector for service work in Integrated Resource Contracts, and be assigned duties related to product removal, as qualified and needed.    
	


*   Required entry of a named individual at time of submission of the Stewardship Contracting Proposal form to Regional Forester for approval as a stewardship project.   

B.4  Monitoring:  Please list proposed monitoring the Forest itself will undertake on this project, monitoring utilizing Collaborative Group members, or other approaches to complete project monitoring.   
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