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SUMMARY
The Colville National Forest proposes to amend the Forest Plan (Colville National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan, 1988) to adjust (re-map) MA (Management Area) -8 (Winter Range) and MA-7 (Wood/Forage) in the North Fork Sanpoil drainage in the Cooke Mountain area.  Under the Proposed Action, 249 acres of MA-8 would become MA-7 (Wood/Forage) and 334 acres of MA-7 would become MA-8 (Winter Range). The adjustment is proposed in the area between the National Forest boundary and the vicinity of the junction of Forest Roads 2152000 and 2040000, in Section 25 of T37N, R33E, and Sections 19, 20, 21, 29, and 30 of T37N, R34E.  Also proposed is to install a gate in Section 29, T37N, R34E on Forest Road 2040000 immediately north of the junction of Forest Roads 2152000 and 2040000, which is about 2.6 miles up the road from the Forest Boundary.  This proposed action would lift the winter closure (December 1 to March 31) on Forest Road 2152000 from the National Forest boundary to the proposed gate, and provide a physical barrier which would more effectively restrict motor vehicle use in the big game winter range during the winter season.
In addition to the proposed action, the Forest Service also evaluated the following alternatives:
· No Action.  The Forest Plan would not be amended.  Forest Plan Management Areas 7 and 8 in the vicinity of Forest Road 2152000 would continue to be improperly mapped, and Forest Road 2152000 would remain closed to motorized travel from December 1 to March 31.
Based upon the effects of the alternatives, the responsible official will decide whether or not to act on the proposed action of adjusting the MA-7 and MA-8 and installing a gate in the North Fork Sanpoil Creek Drainage area. 
Introduction

Document Structure


The Forest Service has prepared this Environmental Assessment in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other relevant federal and state laws and regulations.  This Environmental Assessment discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental impacts that would result from the proposed action and alternatives.  The document is organized into four parts: 
· Introduction: The section includes information on the history of the project proposal, the purpose of and need for the project, and the agency’s proposal for achieving that purpose and need.  This section also details how the Forest Service informed the public of the proposal and how the public responded.  
· Comparison of Alternatives, including the Proposed Action:  This section provides a more detailed description of the agency’s proposed action.  This discussion also includes possible mitigation measures.  Finally, this section provides a summary table of the environmental consequences associated with each alternative.  

· Environmental Consequences: This section describes the environmental effects of implementing the proposed action and other alternatives. This analysis is organized by resource area. Within each section, the affected environment is described first, followed by the effects of the No Action Alternative that provides a baseline for evaluation and comparison of the other alternatives that follow. 

· Agencies and Persons Consulted: This section provides a list of preparers and agencies consulted during the development of the environmental assessment. 

· Appendices: The appendices provide more detailed information to support the analyses presented in the environmental assessment.

Additional documentation, including more detailed analyses of project-area resources, may be found in the project planning record located at the Republic Ranger District Office in Republic, WA.

Background


Through field reviews, it was determined that MA (Forest Plan Management Area) -7 (emphasis Timber/Forage) and MA-8 (emphasis big game Winter Range) were not mapped correctly for Forest Plan implementation.  Areas that are big game winter range are currently mapped as MA-7 (emphasis is Wood/Forage), and areas that are not big game winter range are currently mapped as MA-8.  This is resulting in an incorrect emphasis in management direction, and less protection is provided for the actual winter range.
Although Forest Road 2152000 has not had a physical closure on it, nor has it been signed as closed, the road has officially been closed to the public for motor vehicle use from December 1st to March 31st since the Forest Plan was signed in 1988.  Without signing and physical closure, the closure has been ineffective when there is little snow to block motor vehicle travel.   

Purpose & Need for Action


The purpose and need of the proposal is to correct the Forest Plan to more accurately map big game winter range, and more effectively protect big game winter range from motorized use in the winter. 
Proposed Action


The Colville National Forest proposes to amend the Forest Plan (Colville National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan, 1988) to adjust (re-map) MA (Management Area) -8 (Winter Range) and MA-7 (Wood/Forage) in the North Fork Sanpoil drainage in the Cooke Mountain area.  Under the Proposed Action, 249 acres of MA-8 would become MA-7 (Wood/Forage) and 334 acres of MA-7 would become MA-8 (Winter Range).  The adjustment is proposed in the area between the National Forest boundary and the vicinity of the junction of Forest Roads 2152000 and 2040000, in Section 25 of T37N, R33E, and Sections 19, 20, 21, 29, and 30 of T37N, R34E.  Also proposed is to install a gate in Section 29, T37N, R34E on Forest Road 2040000 immediately north of the junction of Forest Roads 2152000 and 2040000, which is about 2.6 miles up the road from the Forest Boundary.  This proposed action would lift winter closure (December 1 to March 31) on Forest Road 2152000 from the National Forest boundary to the proposed gate, and provide a physical barrier which would more effectively restrict motor vehicle use in the big game winter range during the winter season.
This change to the Forest Plan is expected to be a non-significant Forest Plan amendment.  
Decision Framework


Given the purpose and need, the deciding official will review the proposed action and the other alternatives in order to make the following decisions:
· Whether to amend the Forest Plan to adjust the MA-8 and MA-7 within the N. Fork Sanpoil Creek Drainage, thus opening a portion of Forest Road 2152000 road up to winter motorized vehicle travel.
· Whether to install a new gate (as described above under Proposed Action).
· If the Responsible official decides to amend the Forest Plan, the current Forest Plan guidelines would continue to direct MA-8 and MA-7 management.
Public Involvement


The proposal was first listed in the Schedule of Proposed Actions on October 1, 2007.  
Letters inviting consultation were sent to the Kalispel Tribe of Indians, the Spokane Tribe, and the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation on November 27, 2007.  No replies were received.
A scoping and 30-day comment period was provided to the public and other agencies with a letter sent to 193 agencies, organizations, and individuals in the area on November 28, 2007, and the publication of legal notices in the Colville Statesman Examiner (the official Newspaper of Record) on November 28, 2007 and the Republic News Miner on November 29, 2007.  The scoping/30-day comment period ran from November 28, 2007 through December 28, 2007.  One comment was received from a member of the public.  
Issues


The Forest Service evaluated the issues to determine if issues were significant or non-significant.  Significant issues were defined as important effects directly or indirectly caused by implementing the proposed action. Non-significant issues were identified as those: 1) outside the scope of the proposed action; 2) already decided by law, regulation, Forest Plan, or other higher level decision; 3) irrelevant to the decision to be made; or 4) conjectural and not supported by scientific or factual evidence.  The Council for Environmental Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations require this delineation in Code of Federal Regulations part 40, Sec. 1501.7, “…identify and eliminate from detailed study the issues which are not significant or which have been covered by prior environmental review (Sec. 1506.3)…” 
Significant Issues:  An issue raised during the 30-day comment period was that Forest Road 2152000 was used for cross country skiing.  Adjusting the MA-7 and MA-8 boundaries would allow winter season motorized use on 2.6 miles of Forest Road 2152000 which may adversely affect cross country skiing on that portion of the road.
Non-significant Issues:  No non-significant issues were raised during the comment period. 
Comparison of Alternatives, including the Proposed Action 

This chapter describes and compares the alternatives considered for the N. Fork Sanpoil Creek Drainage MA-8 adjustment project.  It includes a description of each alternative considered (map is included in Appendix).  This section also presents the alternatives in comparative form, sharply defining the differences between each alternative and providing a clear basis for choice among options by the decision maker and the public 

Alternatives


Alternative 1 - No Action
Under the No Action alternative, current management plans would continue to guide management of the project area.   The continuation of the existing condition will retain a slight detrimental effect to big game because the lack of an effective road closure in the de facto winter range above the project area allows public access to winter range.  No MA-8 or MA-7 adjustments would be implemented to accomplish project goals.  Forest Road 2152000 in its entirety would remain administratively closed to winter season motorized use.  Because there is no physical closure on the road, it has been difficult to administer this closure; people have been using the road for recreational activities which has included motor vehicle use.  (However, for the purpose of contrasting effects, we will assume that the administrative closure would be enforced and winter season motorized use would not occur.)   (See Map in Appendix)
Alternative 2 - Proposed Action
Amend the Colville National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan to adjust (re-map) MA-8 (Winter Range) and MA-7 (Wood/Forage) in the North Fork Sanpoil drainage in the Cooke Mountain area to more accurately depict true winter range and have the ability to manage it accordingly.  Under the Proposed Action, 249 acres of MA-8 would become MA-7 (Wood/Forage) and 334 acres of MA-7 would become MA-8 (Winter Range).  The adjustment is proposed in the area between the National Forest boundary and the vicinity of the junction of Forest Roads 2152000 and 2040000, in Section 25 of T37N, R33E, and Sections 19, 20, 21, 29, and 30 of T37N, R34E.  Also proposed is to install a gate in Section 29, T37N, R34E on Forest Road 2040000 immediately north of the junction between Forest Roads 2152000 and 2040000, which is about 2.6 miles up the road from the Forest Boundary.  This proposed action would lift winter closure (December 1 to March 31) on Forest Road 2152000 from the National Forest boundary to the proposed gate, and provide a physical barrier which would more effectively restrict motor vehicle use in the big game winter range during the winter season.
A result from this amendment would be that motorized use of Forest Road 2152000 (from the National Forest boundary to the junction of Forest Road 2040000) would be allowed in the winter season, and motorized use would be more effectively closed in big game winter range.  See Appendix for map.
Mitigation Measures Common to All Alternatives


A comment from Joe Crowder, a member of the public, was that he uses Forest Road 2152000 for cross country skiing.  He is concerned that changing Management Area designation for Forest Road 2152000 would lift the winter-season road closure and allow use of the road by motor vehicles and sledding.  He went on to say that it would make the road unsuitable for cross-country skiing.
The gate proposed for installation 2.6 miles up the road from the National Forest boundary partially mitigates the adverse effect by physically limiting motorized use; thus improving the quality of cross-country skiing and non-motorized winter recreation beyond the gate.
Alternative Comparison

This section provides a summary of the effects of implementing each alternative including the proposed Forest Plan Amendment # 32.  Information in the table is focused on activities and effects where different levels of effects or outputs can be distinguished quantitatively or qualitatively among alternatives.  
	
	Alternative #1
No Action
	Alternative #2
Proposed Action

	Total miles of road seasonally closed to motorized use by winter season closure of MA-8 to motorized use.
	10.6
	8.0

	Acres of MA-8 in the watershed.
	642
	727

	Miles of road in MA-8 with effective physical closure.
	0
	3.1


Environmental Consequences

This section summarizes the physical, biological, social and economic environments of the affected project area and the potential changes to those environments due to implementation of the alternatives.  It also presents the scientific and analytical basis for the comparison of alternatives presented in the chart above.

Effects to Big Game (Mule Deer) Winter Range

Effects to Big Game winter Range were examined by the Three Rivers Wildlife Biologist.
Existing Condition

Currently, part of the area identified as MA8 is in fact not winter range.  This portion lies close to the bottom of a valley and contains mesic, colder habitats than the hillsides above it.  This area also contains a road that the public currently uses for sledding.  The road continues out of the valley bottom and into winter range.  No section of the road has been physically restricted from public travel, so periodically people on snowmobiles or in vehicles drive into the de facto winter range.
Winter and early spring are stress periods for deer: they’ve fattened during the summer and early autumn and have to primarily live off these fat stores until next summer.  Disturbance above ambient levels increases their metabolic rate and uses up energy reserves necessary for them to make it through the winter.  Animals can become somewhat conditioned to disturbance if it is regular (i.e. occurs at about the same level at the same time each day).  They do not become habituated to infrequent disturbance, the schedule of which is similar to that currently occurring.
Alternative 1:  No Action

Under the no action alternative, existing conditions for big game species are expected to remain the same.  The continuation of the existing condition will retain a slight detrimental effect to big game because the lack of an effective road closure in the de facto winter range above the project area allows public access to winter range.
Alternative 2:  Amend the Forest Plan as Proposed
Under the proposed action, the status of the portion of the MA8 that is in fact not winter range would be changed and a section of winter range that is currently identified as MA7 would be added.  This will better identify those areas that actually provide winter range for big game and allow for more accurate management of the area.  This action would also authorize vehicle use in winter where it currently is neither authorized nor important from the perspective of managing for big game.
Additionally, a seasonal road closure, posted with signs, will be constructed on the road where it enters winter range.  Adding the seasonal closure and signs will ensure that vehicles do not have road access to the winter range and will improve security habitat for big game during the critical period of the year.  This will deny vehicle use where it is important from the perspective of managing for big game.  From a cumulative impacts perspective, this slight improvement in winter range management will not result in any meaningful cumulative effect.
Effects to Other Resources
 
Recreation

The primary winter recreational use in this area has been social/family gatherings and sledding.  The road has also been used in the past for cross-country skiing.  The effect to the primary recreational use would be that the area would be available for winter season motorized use for the first 2.6 miles.  This would limit the quality of the cross-country skiing on this portion of the road if snowmobiles are using the area at the same time.  However, this has been the existing situation due to lack of ability to effectively enforce the closure.  The proposed action would, however, increase the quality of cross-country skiing beyond the proposed gate by blocking and signing the road at the gate which has not occurred in the past.  These effects, when added to past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, are not cumulatively important as there are relatively few people affected and there are many other roads and areas available on National Forest System lands for both motorized and non-motorized winter season recreation.

Roads
There would be no important road management issues with any potential adverse effects by making this adjustment in the MA-8 boundary.  There would be no effect because the winter season use would occur when the road is snow/ice covered or frozen and would not be plowed without a Special Use Permit (which would only be authorized following separate environmental analysis).
Timber Vegetation
There would be no direct effect to timber vegetation as impacts would be confined to the existing roadway.
The proposed action would change Forest Plan land management prescription on 334 acres of land currently in a MA-7 (Wood/Forage) prescription to a MA-8 (Winter Range) prescription; and it would change prescription on 249 acres currently in MA-8 to MA-7 prescription.  The net change would be 85 acres of MA-7 prescription changing to MA-8 prescription (approximately a 0.02% decrease in MA-7 acres).  Under the Forest Plan, both MA-7 and MA-8 permit scheduled timber harvest.  Land going from MA-7 to MA-8 is either non-timbered and not capable of producing timber (88 acres), or is logged-over south-facing slope, not considered to be highly productive timberland (246 acres).  The land going from MA-8 to MA-7 is more productive timberland than is the land going from MA-7 to MA-8; however, much of this land is in the RHCA (Riparian Habitat Conservation Area) along fish-bearing reaches of the North Fork Sanpoil River and Bracken Creek, where timber harvest would be limited by Inland Native Fish Strategy Riparian Management Objectives (300 foot buffer on either side of the stream).  Given that 88 acres of currently mapped MA-7 is not capable of growing trees, the net change in timber producing acres would be essentially unchanged.  Although the land that would move from MA-8 to MA-7 prescription is potentially more productive in terms of wood fiber production, the fact that much of this land is in the RHCA offsets any gain in timber productivity.  The net result is the change in potential timber production would be negligible.
Noxious weeds
There would be no effect to noxious weeds because of the snow cover.
Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Plants

The increased recreation activity that is the subject of this environmental analysis would occur in the winter season when threatened, endangered, or sensitive plants are dormant and /or protected by snow.  The proposed gate location was surveyed for threatened, endangered, or sensitive plants and none were found.  Under the Proposed Action, additional road use would occur on established roadways where such plants do not occur.  There would be no effect to threatened, endangered, or sensitive plant populations under either the Proposed Action or the No Action alternative.

Water Quality, Stream Channel Stability, and Fisheries
There would be no effect to water quality, stream channel stability or fisheries as activities associated with winter season motorized use would be confined to existing roadways which would be frozen and/or covered with snow or ice.
Cultural Resources and Native American Religious Sites
The proposed action was examined by the Forest Archaeologist, and he concluded there would be negligible potential to affect historic properties (National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 Compliance Form is on file in the Project Record).

There are no known Native American religious sites within the affected areas.  The Kalispel Tribe of Indians, the Spokane Tribe, and the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation were invited to consult on this Forest Plan Amendment; none chose to respond.
Air Quality
There would be no effect to air quality resulting from dust, because winter season road surfaces are snow/ice covered or sufficiently moist to preclude any appreciable dust production.  The only effect on air quality would be from campfires.  Under the Proposed Action, it is expected that campfire smoke resulting from increased use of the area would be negligible in the contest of the local air shed.  
Wildlife
Species Listed as Endangered or Threatened by US Fish and Wildlife Service
Woodland Caribou: The project does not contain any suitable or potential caribou habitat and is more than 60 miles from the woodland caribou recovery area.  The proposed action will have “no effect” to woodland caribou. 

Grizzly Bear: The project area is well roaded and does not provide any seclusion or foraging opportunities for grizzly bear.  The project is located outside designated recovery habitat and is classified as Management Situation 5.  The project will have “no effect” on grizzly bear or any recovery objectives.
Canada Lynx: The proposed project will not affect denning or foraging habitat because these habitat conditions are not present.  The proposed action will have “no effect” on lynx or lynx habitat.

Gray Wolf: The proposed activities will not affect gray wolf denning or rendezvous sites.  It will have a negligible positive effect to big game winter conditions but not a sufficiently great amount to effect a measurable change in either big game or wolf populations.

Bull Trout:  The project area does not affect any aquatic or riparian habitat and no downstream effects to any suitable bull trout waters are anticipated.  The project will have “no effect” on bull trout or any designated critical habitat.

Species Listed as Sensitive by US Forest Service Regional Forester

There will be no impact to the species listed below from the implementation of this project because suitable habitat conditions are not present in the project area.

Birds

Bald Eagle: The proposed project will not affect nesting or roost sites.

American Peregrine Falcon: Steep cliffs for nesting are not found in the project area.

Common Loons and Eared Grebe: These birds nest on large bodies of water, which are not affected by the proposed project.

Sandhill Crane: This species occupies open, wetland habitat which does not occur in the project area.

Harlequin Duck: This waterfowl species requires cold, high-gradient streams, which do not occur in the area.

Great Gray Owls, White-Headed Woodpeckers, and Pacific Fishers:  These species all use older habitat and larger trees, neither of which would be affected by the proposed project.

Mammals

Wolverine: The proposed project will not affect forest successional stages.  The project will not affect wolverine denning areas.

Red-Tailed Chipmunk: This species is a resident of dense coniferous forests at higher elevations, which do not occur in the project area.

Townsend’s Big-Eared Bat: The proposed project will not affect any trees, building, mines or other potential habitat.

Pygmy Shrew: This species is known to occupy a wide variety of habitats, potentially including those found in the project area.  However, the proposed project will only disturb an existing roadbed, which is not pygmy shrew habitat.

Herpetiles

Northern Leopard Frog: This species has been found only in wetlands in the Pend Oreille Valley and not near the project area.

Invertebrates

Great Basin Fritillary (Speyeria egleis):  This species uses forest openings and edges, generally at higher elevations.  The project site does not contain such habitat.
Meadow Fritillary (Boloria bellona): Although common in the eastern US in hayfields and human-disturbed habitats, in the west this species occurs in meadows and openings in aspen or pine forests.  The proposed project will not affect such habitat.

Rosner’s Hairstreak (Callophyrys nelsoni rosneri): Habitat for this species occurs near openings and edges in coniferous forest around red cedar.  Habitat is not found in the project area.

Fir Pinwheel (Radiodiscus abietum): This species is most often found in moist and rocky Douglas-fir forest at mid-elevations in valleys and ravines and sometimes in western redcedar.  It is often found in or near talus of a variety of rock types or under fallen logs.  No talus or rock outcrops are in the project area, and fallen logs do not occur. 

Magnum Mantleslug (Magnipelta mycophaga): This species is found in a variety of low- to mid-elevation sites, often with water in the general vicinity, so habitat for this species does not occur in the project area.  

Masked Duskysnail (Lyogyrus n. sp. 2):  This mollusk is a kettle lake associate.  No lakes occur in the project area.

Fish

Westslope Cutthroat Trout, Inland Redband Trout, Pygmy Whitefish, and Umatilla Dace:  The project area does not contain any aquatic habitat, and the proposed action will not affect any off-site aquatic habitats, therefore there will be no impact to any of these species. 

Species listed as MIS (Management Indicator Species) or Species of Concern in the Forest Plan

Effects to woodland caribou and grizzly bear are listed above under Species Listed as Endangered or Threatened by US Fish and Wildlife Service.

MIS Species
Marten: The proposed project occurs in warm, dry habitat that is not marten habitat.

Beaver: The proposed project does not affect wetlands so will not affect beaver habitat.

Franklin's Grouse: The proposed project will not affect young forest stands so will not affect Franklin’s grouse habitat.

Blue Grouse: The proposed project will not affect nesting, wintering habitat or other blue grouse habitat.

Northern Three-toed Woodpecker, Pileated and Other Woodpeckers and Snag/Down Wood-Dependent Wildlife: The proposed project will not reduce snag levels or affect large trees.

Barred Owl and Large Raptors: The proposed event will not reduce foraging habitat or nest sites.

Great Blue Heron: No great blue herons nest or forage near the proposed project area.

Big Game: See discussion above under Effects to Big Game (Mule Deer) Winter Range
Species of Concern
Neotropical Migratory Landbirds: No treed habitat would be disturbed by the proposed project.
Soils
The primary change under the Proposed Action would be additional motorized road use in the winter season.  Roads are already detrimentally affected from a soils perspective, so additional winter motorized use would have no additional effect on soils.
Other Required Disclosures
 

Public Health and Safety
Moving management area lines and installing and seasonally closing a gate present no direct public health and safety hazards.  Changing management area direction for Forest Road 2152000 would allow winter season motor vehicle use and associated recreational activities on and associated with the open road.  Such road use is not considered unusually hazardous, similar to the many miles of other National Forest System roads that are also available for winter season motor vehicle use.
The various recreational activities (e.g., sledding or cross country skiing) that could be supported by winter season motor vehicle use have safety risks associated with the activities (e.g., hypothermia, avalanches, sledding collisions, etc.) but these activities are not specifically permitted (i.e., with a Special Use Permit) or regulated in any way by the Forest Service and there is no unusual or extra risk associated with winter season recreational use in the North Fork Sanpoil area.
Unique Characteristics of the Area

The North Fork Sanpoil River drainage contains no unique characteristics that would be affected by the proposal.  There are no: historic or cultural resources on the National Register of Historic Places; parklands (i.e., National Parks, National Monuments, National Recreation Areas, etc.); prime farmlands or range lands; wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas.  Wetlands and floodplains are present in the area, but they will not be affected as all activities would take place on established roadways.  The drainage does contain Inventoried Roadless Area and land tentatively identified as Potential Wilderness Area; but all such area is in the higher portions of the North Fork Sanpoil basin and would not be affected.  Forest land added to Management Area 7 may be prime forest land
 but there would be no adverse effect; forest land removed from Management Area 7 and added to Management Area 8 is not prime forest land.
Consultation and Coordination


Interdisciplinary Team

This project will be conducted without a designated interdisciplinary team.  Policy in FSH 1909.15, 12.0, allows that proposals for less complex actions may be analyzed without an interdisciplinary team.  In such cases, a knowledgeable individual may perform the analysis, which must consider all of the physical, biological, social, and economic factors pertinent to the decision.  Interdisciplinary review of the analysis will be conducted for this project.  Such interdisciplinary review satisfies the requirement for use of the interdisciplinary approach.  The project analyst is Seth Krohn.  Forest Service specialists who were consultated or provided information included:

Chris Loggers (Wildlife), 
Jennifer Hickenbottom (Hydrology), 
Karen Honeycutt (Fisheries), 
Steve Kramer (Archeology), 
Virginia Gilmore (Roads), 
Nancy Glines (Soils), and 
James Parker (Forest Environmental Coordinator).
The Forest Service consulted the following individuals, Federal, state and local agencies, tribes and non-Forest Service persons during the development of this environmental assessment:
Federal, State, and Local Agencies

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife
Ferry County Commissioners
Tribes

Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation
Kalispel Tribe of Indians
Spokane Tribe
Others

A scoping and 30-day comment period was provided to the public and other agencies with a letter sent to 193 agencies, organizations, and individuals in the area on November 28, 2007, and the publication of legal notices in the Colville Statesman Examiner (the official Newspaper of Record) on November 28, 2007 and the Republic News Miner on November 29, 2007.  The scoping/30-day comment period ran from November 28, 2007 through December 28, 2007.  One comment was received from a member of the public.  

APPENDIX – MAPS
· Project Area Map

· Vicinity Map
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Forest Plan Amendment #32: Adjustment of Management Area 8 in the North Fork Sanpoil Creek Drainage.





Republic Ranger District, Colville National Forest	


Ferry County, WA





Township 37 North, Range 34 East, Sections 19, 20, 21, 29, 30


Township 37 North, Range 33 East, Section 25








� Prime timberland is land that has soil capable of growing wood at the rate of 85 cubic feet or more/acre/year (at culmination of mean annual increment) in natural stands and is not in urban or built-up land uses or water (USDA Departmental Regulation No. 9500-003, 1983).





2-15

