Janvary:9, 2002

To: TomPawley
Three Rivers Ranger District

From; Janice Ceridwen
610367 9789

Thank you for taking the time to.answer my questions yesterday-about the South.Decp
Management Project, Unfortunately, I have more -questions now thancanswers, Agagreed,
Thavesent the first list of naimies that did not receive the Public Comment Letter. (Sec
Below). Imﬁsendanotherhstwheniﬁmshcompﬂmgu

Additiotially, T need-the following information from you:

somauy meuded. facifitated by WSU? ik this B taken under: . Who is the
decision. maker about this project. At what fevel Forest Sexvice, Who i this project
ultimately accountableto? Who monnages the project?

Who was informed of this Iaest project?” Please:provide.a data buse list.of the names of
who received your mai]mg of Deg, 28, 2001. 1 can provide you with the additignal names
that nieed fo be inchuided in the corfmisit procsss.

What:are the. names-of universities: atid their contacts that.you Have inditated will have

involvement in this project. What exactly will be theft rojés?

Brent andMgerna Olsen
1900 - C Rocky Tk Rd
Colville, WA 99114

Signe Moreficld
2135 Rocky Creck Road
Colville, WA 99114

Foster Hankins
2173 Rocky Crk Rd
Colville, WA 99114

Marcelline Hulbert
5404-46th SW
Seattle, WA 99114

Harshbarger
Rocky Creek Rd
Colville, WA $9114

William Hyde
1785 Aladdin Rd
Colville, WA 99114

Debbi Bohlin

Bill Avery )
60112 State Rie 410 East
Greenwater, WA 98022

W. Judd Phillips
146 Swede Anderson R4
Colville, WA 99114

JeffDawson
1316 Adzddin Road
Colulle; WA 99114

John Dawson

-554 Larsen Rd
Colville, WA 99114.
Ken Phillips

349 Spanish Prairie Rd
Colville, WA 99114




Colville WA 991 14

An And Glenda Ritledge
1195 Aliidin Rd
Calville; WA 99114

Dick Vasdas Vackt
PORx 279 )
Blaine, WA 9820279

Jan, 1,2002.
Sherri K. Schwenke
United States: Dupartmenwf Agriculture

255 West 11
Kettle Falls, WA 99141

S 1 X
1milbeonthepmpettytwoonhreehmesdmngmymdhmmﬁwon}d be glad to
1

meet and show any. foresmr Your depattmem ‘may have good

i : mwmmmoftbﬂpmjeet)fmyamlym
is incorrect. Pkasebcpmadviwd Thank you.
Dick Vander Yacht
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’% Ceas0221@sol.com To: sschwenke@is.fed.us

(4
01/06/2002 10:37 PM Subject: South Deep Mgt Project

Dear Ms. Schwenke:

f couldn't tefl from your map just where on it, if at all, my propenty is located, but Strauss Creek Road
intersects the Aladdin Road at the south end of my property and Mill Creek runs thraugh my property. |
believe Rocky Creek runs on the property north of mine. My interest is 1o see it there are any clear cuts
planned adjacent to my property, which | hope is not the case. A clear cut was make on what | belisve is
National Forest at the east border of my property over 2 dacades ago and has been an eyesore for
probably 15 years since it was made. Any logging on my property has been thinning, which | hope will
be the case on any National Forast or any other public land adjacent to my property. Pleass inform me it
any clearcuts are planned adjacent to my Pproperty or fairly closs to it, so | might have some opportunity
to participate in such decision or at least understand the rationale behind it.
Thanks for the Information and your consideration.
Sincerely,
Cleve Erling Armstrong
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Joyce Hare

From: <Turbo49@aol.com>

To: <gjhare@kalamazoo.net>
Cc: <biliberr@theotficenst.com>

Sent: Friday, January 25, 2002 12:29 PM
Subject: Proposed Fed Burning )

Joyca,

Please forward the following to the appropriate agency; Sewth Deep Ma.mcjcmen* Rre Jed'f File ok’

{ago
Along with my Sister-In-Law, Joyce Hare, my wife, Nancy Sheppard, owns land In several sections adjacent to

the Colville National Forest north of Colville on the Aladdin Read. When informed of the proposal to burn

land under management of the US Forest Service in areas adjacent to our fand several thoughts came to

mind. They include the ing: Once we b aware of the Douglas Fir Bark Beetie problemn, we took
aggressive action to immediately remaove infected trees and trees in close proximity on the advice of our

Forrester, Bill Berrigan. We then planted disease resistant trees. Significant sums of money were spent to

control the Bark Beetle problem and it is an ongoing project.

It seems to us that an attempt to burn infected trees at the fate date is like closing the barn door after the
horse got out. The Government should have taken aggressive action to contre! the problem but due to the
cumbersome bureaucracy, the biight got out of hand,  if our memory serves us correctly, the Forest Service
track record of belng able to control their burms Is not anything to shout about. Therein lles our primary
objection to any burn on land adjacent to ours. Your ability to control burns especially in the areas adjacent to
our property is questionable becausa of a lack of roads, etc. If fire were to cross over to our property as a
result of a Forest Service controlled burn, rest assured that litigation would foliow.

We are sending this to enaure our objectioin is a matter of record.

James and Nancy Sheppard —Qv\awn Yaivs and Val }&/g : LL¢3>
T Surcey lLare

Meloud OK Jugs/
1-4Oo5 ~EP8 -Lpll

1/25/02




Jan 30 02 01:51p

#
P

Joyce Hare (e16) 327-0813 P

( ) January 29,2002

O

Sherri Schwenke, District Ranger
Three Rivers Ranger District

255 W. 11% St

Kettle Falls, Washington, 99141

Dear Ms. Schwenke,

Thank you for sending the letter of explanation and the maps regarding the proposed South
Deep Management Project (file Code: 1050). My land includes areas along South Deep Creek,
Racky Creek, and Scott Creek. Therefore, it is with great interest and concern that I am -
responding to your call for comments and or suggestions regarding your proposed project.

Ever since my parents passed away in 1998, my sister, Nancy Sheppard, and myselfas
landowners in the area have attempted to practice good Forest Management on our lands. We
bave a Forester Consultant who has drafted the required Forest Management Plan. We have, in
addition, attended many forestry educational meetings to learn all that we can in order to take
care of our forestlands and improve them for sustainability as well as wildlife enhancement. We
have built roads as directed by the State of Washington to have accessibility for forest
management in addition to better access for fire protection. We have also attempted to control
the onslaught of Douglas Fir Bark Beetle, which spread extensively in our area. New disease
resistant trees have been planted t6 meet our commitment to be good stewards of the land.

It is with much frustration that land next to mine, which is owned by the U. S. Forest Service and
the people of the United States, has not had such extensive management treatment for the
Douglas Fir Bark Beetle. There are growing patches of infected and dying trees right next to my
land. The infected trees are now spreading the disease onto my trees because the management
plan for those stands has not addressed the circumstances in a quick fashion to eradicate the
problem. If the beetle problem had been addressed two or three years ago, the problem would be
much lessened or non-existent.

Much of the forestland in the Management Project area has dense growth, which nesds to be
addressed by commercial thinning. Many forésters, sawmills, and private landowners have spent
considerable time, together with research at the University level, to address these concerns. 1am
glad the U. S. Forest Service is now showing some concemn and action planning as well,
However, it scems the Forest Service is coming in a little Jate particularly as it relates to the
disease problems. I am very rouch in favor of commercial thinping in these areas as well as
removing the dead and dying trees as this dramatically decreases the overall fire danger.

At this time, I am not in favor of any prescribed burns. The Forest Service does not have a good
track record when it comes to controlfing their “controlled burns.” [ would rather see the Forest
Service have an aggressive tree removal and road management plan to reach their desired goals.
I strongly endorse the proposed research projects for the South Deep Management Project, The
currently followed “No Action” alternative is outdated, ineffective and a terrible waste of money,
land, and forest resources. The U. S. Forest Service needs to listen to others beside the self-

Jan 30

02 01:S1p Joyce Hare

{61683 327-0813 P.4

serving and inflexible organized environmentalists, or the cut-it-all-down-for-cash timber
companies and loggers. As a private landowner who works with a forester, I do feel I am also an
eavironmentalist. I do try to take into account the needs for fresh water, wildlife habitat, and
other forest management practices affecting the local area and the planet as a whole.

Thank you again for this opportunity to comment on this project.

Joyce Hare, Manager
Hare’s Heirs, LLC.
6909 Towhee
Portage, MI 49024
616-327-5824




G

G

Signe Moxefild

2135 Rocky Creek Road
Colville, WA 99114
(509) 684-1599

Sherri K. Schwenke

District Rauger

‘Three Rivers Ranger District

255 West 11th

Kettle Falls, WA 99141
Iiear Ms, Schwenke:
Re: South Deep Management Project

1am respanding to the letter and map which I received regarding the above project. Iama
resident of Rocky Creek and have lived here for 12 years.

1find your map somewhat vague as to the location of the proposed commercial harvest units in
our immediatearea. 1 refer specifically to that portion adjacent to Polley Creek. The question that comes
tomind is what if any segment of that barvesting includes the stand of old growth timber on Polley Creek.
Has this area been marked or ribboned 50 we can determine what is to be logged?

Ancther question that comes to mind is what method of logging is to be used in what areas, It
makes it difficult to express an opinion without knowing what is to be clearcut and what is to be
selectively logged. I strongly betieve clearcutting should not be an option.

You show a very large prescribed burn unit in section 10 which is less than a mile due north of
my ground . Thave to ask how you propose {0 contain these fires this close to the homes located on Rocky
Creck, i.e., will you clear areas around the border of this section or what? The incidence of runaway
ﬁminrwmtywsg‘vcsusapeatdalcfcmcemandwewmdu-whmyrevmmﬁvemeamesymhave
in mind. Since your letter doesn't broach this subject we foel discretion is the better part of valor, hence,
10 burning.

In anticipation of your response, I remain,
Very truly yours,
Signe Mocefield
co: David Heflick

University of Washington

Washington State University

University of Idaho

V.5, Forest Service Pacific NW Research Station

Janice Ceridwen

Sherri Schwenke

District Range

255 West 11th

Kettle Falls, Washington 99141

To whom it may concern: 1/3/2002

As a concerned American Citizen, I am writing in response to the Notice of
intent to prepare an environmental impact statement for the South Deep
Management Project in the Colvill Nationa Forest. R

1 am very concerned about potential road closures in this arca. Plase keep
in mind that not all Arezicans are able to strap a 40 pound pack on their
backs and hike for 10 days to enjoy the vast beauty of our great nation.
outdoor recreation, Roads benedit not only these taxpayers, bt sportsman
and recreationalist as well 1 am an off road enthusiast and avid outdoor
receeationalist myself, ¥ make use of these roads frequently. )

I believe that acoess to public lands is a critical aspect of the multiple

use policy that should govemn our National Forests. And this sceess
mandates that existing roads be preserved and only closed as-an shsolute
imwhoice.Andcvmtlm,onlynﬁaaMAm!ysisismmhfedto
ensure that transportation needs are determined throughout the disirict asa
whole to _

prevent plece-meal decisions on road needs.

L urge your agency to consider the needs of ALL Americans as you procesd.
Please do not consider ANY road closures in this ares without first .
performing a Roads Analysis and allowing ample public comment period.
Finally, please add me to your mailing list so that J may stay informed e
about any potential changes to the public use of this area.

'I‘hankyouﬁrfyowﬁnn,.

Sinceaely, /J%*

David L. Sumers :
HC 01 Box 154
Kellogg, 1D 83837




Sherri Schwenke

District Range

255 West 11th .
Kettle Falls, Washington 99141

To whom it may convcern: 1/3/2002

As a concerned citizen, I am writing in response to the Notice of Intent to prepare
an environmental impact statement for the South Deep Management Project in the
Colville National Forest.

I am very concerned about potential road closures in this area. Please keep in mind
that not all Americans choose hiking as a way to enjoy. the vast beauty of our great
nation. Roads enable us to keep our forests in check as well as benefit sportsmen
and reereationalists. I am an off road enthusiast and avid outdoor recreationalist
myself and I make use of these roads frequently.

1 believe that access to public lands-$ a critical aspect of the multiple nse policy
that should govern our National Forests. Ialso believe existing roads should be
preserved and only closed as an absokate last choice, even then, only afer 2 Roads
Analysis is completed. This will ensure public needs are determined throughout
the district as 2 whole to prevent piece-meal decisions to be made.

I urge your ageney to consider the needs of ALL public Iand users as you proceed,
Please do not consider ANY road closures in this area without first performing a
Roads Analysis and allowing an ample public comment period.

Finally, please add me to your mailing list so that I may stay informed about any
potential changes to the public use of this area.

Thank you for your time,

S L)

Sean West
4001 Lancaster Rd )
Coeur D’ Alene, ID 83815
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“Daniel Honry" To «schwmko@h.fodw :
<dhensy@landscounc :
itorg> ) Sub}ect No Action ;
Q4242662 02:87 PM .
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Dear Sheri Schwenki,

Ixe»mme.ndme'mmm’aixmmmmmmmmbmslfedihnhvmmwﬂmm

" squifer recharge will hawhnghu'mumd:mshmtmnpmm{xmlomﬂmdumg)m your

7 plans: «mvadezhmm Plesse do aot suppress any fires on this Jand, either.” Educate the land awhners aroud thils

Lo BRER A 'de{m;xhleqmce"mundtbeir}xmsomtwmmykmmmmﬂtmmlahm

T Tk nu;r-vatctm&wwzdbecmncmmvﬂmﬂe(mpply&dmd)mdamnal beneficial process would
© redoudluced. lhtawarethmthuewmldbemmclmcf\!'ﬂdhfe,bml&dthatthelossupanoﬂbcsymona

; i whole. Vhe disturbance is quite shallow tn compmsomo thedeq: eﬂ”msofmdbuﬂdmg. ﬂuming ﬁood‘ingand
e - ineffective buming.

B Daniel Heury
. S08 8 Tedar St ApC
" Spokecin, WA 99204
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, SPECIFICALLY
SPOKANE An ill concelved “forest management” project Is being proposed by our United St
Forest Service that has the potential of destraying one of the richest habitats for wildiif
+ WORLD State of Washington.
RELIGIONS
+CIVIL RIGHTS 1f you are a sledder, skier, per, hunter, fish , hucklebery or mush gathe

probably know the South Desp Creek Watershed, off Ataddin Road In the Colville
CRIME & CRIME  Forest. You'll recognize names such as Meadow Lake, Racky Creek, Smackout, and '

PREVENTION Pass. You also know about the black bear, moose, owls, hare, cougar, lynx, bobcat, fi
ulrred and even cougar and grizzly that have adapted to this forest remnant.
, EDUCATION & = g
ETIQUETTE

Under the guise of “forest management,” the area will be subject to commercial thinnir
~ENVIRONMENT harvest, clear cut AND prescribed buming. if the goal is managing for timber productio
course, such actions make sense. But if the goal is to provide habitat to support wildiifc

Agricultural populations as the proposal states, these actions are totally misguided. Add this projec
Burning Not heavy logging by Boise Cascade and private landowners in the watershed, and we've
Supreme last moose. | am trying hard o understand why itis in the interest of wildlife to clear cu

oi F tiny remaining old growth forest in these parts or to build miies of roads in an area that
isrespect For remained undisturbed by humans for over half a century. Here is an opportunity to see
woe Il;atural ecological processes at work. A forest is more than harvestable trees.

%

House Budget The Forest Service is required to get public comments. You can heip. Please rec

Harms a NO ACTION alternative on the South Deep Project and help preserve this remain

Environment wildiife habitat. Address comments to Sheri Schwenke at Throe Rivers Ranger Disti
508-738 7701 or email sschwenke@®fs.fed.us
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STIMSON LUMBER COMPANY
Routs 3, Box 1A

fax (208) 448-1627

January 8, 2002

Sherri Schwenke )

District Ranger, Threo Rivers Ravger District—~ -+~ - e
255 W. 11% :

Kettle Falls, Wa. 99141

Re: South Deep Management Project

Sﬁmsonl»mberCompanywouldﬁkemexpmsourmpponoﬁheawkomne'mal
analysis process for the South Decp Management Project. The proposed actions
entailed in the letter wereceived on Jamery 2™ include management praciices that we
believe are necessary for good stewardship and overall forest health. As a company, we
believe all of the harvest methods ménticned in conjunction with sound reforestation and
silvicultural methods will produce the desired results of this project. Please send me any

Thak you,

Mike McKibbin, Forester
Stimson Lumber Co.
Route 1, Box 1A

Priest River ID, 83856
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» Febmmy 12002 . ' L Bmceuolynéiﬁn
‘ v A 2189 Rooky Groek Rd
- Cohville, Washington
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Distict Ranger ‘ R
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Re Sﬁiﬁh Deep Mahat@iﬁerjt? Prajevct |

Thark you for soliching public comment on ﬂ:lspm{ebt. L

1 am responeing as a landowner whose properly could be greatly afected by the proposed actions, My

80 aores, which 1 have awned for aver 25 years, ks surrounied on 3 % skled by National Foreat, Mine 1s
lheonly Wﬂe proparty through which Polley Croek flows. | MW wuenlght on Polley .

= Cmdglkmtospandmy'mﬁmmemymbnmmybe_w

A8 you know, qur area is unique In the diversity of its Thira and fauna, with Rocky Moisitaln and Costal
species overiapping. The lands on the south side ot Rocky.Graek have soen fitle bumian interterence
over the past few decades. | know that my propenty was salvage Wgged in the 60°s. - While' there are
areas whers tree growth could ba refered to as being *below the minimum lavels for late struchire® and
mmdmmtommspa&shﬂwumas*.ﬂﬁfmbmnhyma!hra. Itmay be

difficuit for humans 16 get around in, and i1 'appear':':. ' nfoi'bbepmmmg' g dolarvalusingm‘ oe6, but
lthuyhmﬂby;gmmamm%m:%mﬁmygﬁ n mast
aroas the "doghairis salf thinning, leaving straight, tal, tight grained fir and tarch. In the weiter sreas,
e L A i e o s SO
A glivapse ofwhatmiscwldbd(!kemaybaaaeumnhd% ammm Poﬂeym

Trall, in the arsa marked on USFS maps &s “Polley Cabln.” The peoplo i our area regard s focation.

. w these tréos as living testimany to the.glory of naluirg, 8, and as d symbal " ’ “WM fvewh othey -

e by b S ey ot G
Qgona, its gone. 1 | had clear-cut my land then, and planted white pine. perhaps | would be a wealthy -
man. But orchards, parks, and “managed stands® aré for pecpls, not animals. They lack {

Tesults. There ls o “friendly™ way of iogjing on those siesp, sopgy bifls. v
| arm contused by the following rom your Public Notice for Comment=* Thése concitions exist

past wiidfire regimes have resuited In deee, Slow-growing, utwrianaged starids: Additional gkddusionof
. firg over the 'Gﬁyeax;h ve[sic] allowed an Ingrowth of shatiet

] wih of shade-tolerant species In the undersictiss of -
remnant stands.” 1 find ambiguity here. 'm'mw”“m‘hwm?“wﬁﬁﬁw_? R

iFor’mepvotecuonpfwwaﬂefeupply, mapmuyasm ; ofperaon ‘alp'aradA dise, ioﬁerlcroomm -
- an emphatic HO ACTION. Fwwommmmwwmcwbwrbdcedmmmmw

he riortt at the verdant triangle that Is the last stand of oid growt white pine In the area; 1sayNO -
ACTION. For the vanishing wild things with faw places iy reteal, Isay NOACTION, ~ =
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Janpary 31, 2002

_ Sheri Schwenke, Distriot Ranger

For Nora B, Rasure, Forest Supervisor
Colville National Farost '
255 West 11®

Ketllo Falls, WA 99141

RE: Southi Deep Manngement Project

Thank you for giving residents, farmers, and ranchers of the South Desp Project an opportunity to
comment from our experience. I feel I speak not only for myself, but for reereationists who enjoy
these forest lands: huckleberry pickers, hunters, mmabroom gatherers, campers, hikess, birders,
snowmebilers and ATV riders, cross country skiees, fishors and those from near and far who
appreciate the South Docp Watershod because of its wild natural state,

Introduction:

My step-father purchased 70 acres in the Deep Cresk Watershed in 1969. Y inherited the farm
aftor his death, ton years ago. I have been sponding time in this area sincs the early 76°s. My
husbiarid and  lived on the farm permancatly a5 recent as last year. Over onc-quarter mile of the
Sauth Fork of the Desp Croek runs though th southeast border of our farm. My fimily ran a
strawberry ansd raspberry farm there for many years. chuucﬁﬂyopcmca mushroom facility
and grow room for gourmet and medicinal mushrooms including shiitake and reishi, I sm leasing
the property to  patent attomsy who uses the facility as a research site for new mushroom/fungus
mlogimﬁ\dwm:mhmwclunupmmmmﬁon. The farm has two wells,
ono houschold and one irvigation, on the lower clevation of Roger’s M in noar the boundary
we share with the Colville National Forest. My stepfatber attempted to put a third well in, closs to
our common, property line, but it failed to produce water.

Tbelieve  could help you with your decision if T had the apportunity to walk this watershed with
you, Having explored this arex in depth, with my knowledge of ecology from a graduate degres in

Outa: 212 Tima: 11:47:39 Page 2013

From: Dasp Forest Mushraoms To: Sharrd Schwanie

»

Whole Systems Design, I feel 1 can speak to the fact that this area is very much a balanced
system. I am committed to being involved in the decision making at the highest level of access
citizens are appropriated in this process,

SUMMARY
The following is a brief outline of my concerns,

The project being proposed represents itself as improving wildlifc habitat, when in fact the impact
of human intervention, roadbuilding, burning, thinning and ia] harvest will destroy what
the current habitat in this watershed. Whilc the proposal intirnates research study and altemative
restorative methods, the key to be 6,000 acres of commercial hatvest and
thinning. It appears to me that either the purpose is unclear, or you are

Py

ing your

1%

intentions. In earlier proposals during the 80’s the Forest Service offered several models for

forest that incfuded options such as:
Manag for a specific bird pop such as owl,
M for of ruminat Fati

¥ pop

Preservation of naturally occurring ecosystems in unmodified condition for bassline research and
education

Management for public use and motorized recreation

M for developed and disp d

Management for enhancement of the visual resources

Emphazis on dispersed and non-motorized recreation in undeveloped environments

Data: 2111102 Time: 11:18:22 Page 3 0713




. From: Dasp Forest ¥

Date: 2/1/402 Time: 11:19:00 Page 4 o113

Unaltered and undisturbed wildemess (I believe this became RARE I, but only on acreage
greater than 5,000 acres.)

timb jof

The South Deep Creek project as drafied from my understanding is a plan to manage for present
and future timber production only, i.e. ing ged to m: d stands. The project map
shows the key treatment as commercial hirvest, buming and thinning. I fail to see how can such
2 plan provides for wildlife habitat or even meet basic human recreation needs, What about the

2 del ioned above? The project make reference to erasion control, harvesting
systems and silviculture? Where exactly will these be used? What are the roles to be played by
the university ressarch centers? So far, the only document we have actually seen shows the same
tired methods of mechanical cut, slash and burn. .

The South Deep Creek project being proposes to create wildlife habit while at the same time
destroying one of the prime habitats for wildlife in the State of Washington. INITS CURRENT
STATE, this watcrshed is an important habitat the black bear, moose, owls, hare, cougar, lynx,
babcat, flying squirre} and even cougar and grizzly. We have pileated woodpecker, three
varicties of owls, including barred, and of course, bald eagles. Under your plan the area will be
bject to ¢ ial thinning and harvest, clear cut AND prescribed buming. If the goal is
managing for timber production, of course, such actions make sense, However, if the goal is to
provide habitat to

pport wildlife popufations, as the proposal states, I have information that
guided. If thia project is allowed to be initiated with the heavy
logging by commercial interests while ignore the heavy timber harvesting current taking place by
d diate wildlife popul is at risk. There
will be no need to manage for future wildlife populations, because they will have been driven out
or decimated by your burn, thin and cut strategics. Also at risk, is over 1,000 acres of roadless
area in the Roger’s Mountain area which has been undisturbed by humans for over half a century,
and a small precious track of the [ast remaining section of first growth forest in these environs.

proves these actions are totally

private } 8 in the hed the current i

Here is an opportunity to ses natural ecological processes at work.
Additionally, as a fanmer, I am deeply concerned about the potential for water shortages and the
drop in the water table that could result from these actions,

Fram: Deep Forast

.

To: Sherri

Dute: 2/1/102 Titna: 11:49:48 Page 50f13

1 feel private landowners and commercial entities have the right to harvest resources, although I
choose not to cut my acreage. Iam opposed to logging on U.S. Forest Lands, because it assumcs
that the onty purpase of the U.S. Forests is to provide harvestable timber. IN ITS CURRENT
NATURAL STATE, WE HAVE A VITAL BALANCED ECOLOGICAL SYSTEM. AS
EVIDENCED BY ITS CAPABABILY OF PROVIDING HABITAT TO AN EXTREMELY
DIVERSE WILDLIFE POPULATION.

You are proposing maiting huge tracks of undisturbed land with new roads, people, and
commercial logging practices.

1 am requesting a NO ACTION for the South Deep Watershed, cspecially the Rogers
tracks, because of its key role in watershed for the farms in our valley and because of the
substantial population of wildlife, including grizzty and Iynx, owl, rabbit, it supports.

Cumulative Effect:

The impact of this Forest Service Project must be taken in context of the heavy logging cumrently
taking place within the South Fork Watershed. In the thirty-five years we have had this property
the human impact has been minimal. Now, it is difficult to find lands that are not being subject to
tree harvesting, Much of the harvesting is using methods that ay meet the current codes, but
still have little concem for the environment as a whole, i.e., tractor logging, steep grade logging.
You need only take a drive in this area to see the destructive methods applied. To expect the
natural systems to absorb this level of change is playing with ecological disaster. Wildlife
displaced by private logging operations has historically frequented these US forestlands for
refuge, With your project in place, there will be no place for these animals away from human
encounters,

Last year, Boisc Cascade finished roads on Ensler Ridge. Summer 2002, the entire ridge
extending two miles up the Aladdin valley will be commercially logged on the boundary of South
Fork of Deep Creek. We will be losing one the finest standz of Westem Larch in the county.
During the fall when the needles changed to gold, motorists stop hourly to take photos of the
golden hill. With Aladdin M in in the backgn ding. You could ance look

d, it was out




From: Deep Forest Ta: Shemi

out and sce vast areas untouched by human hand. We have very féw view sheds left in this valley.

Day by day they disappear. The US forest lands in this watershed still offer some of these
viewsheds. A

Four years ago, Hi d Phillips, inabl her and heir to over 2,500 acres in the South
Fork Decp Creck passed away. While Mr. Phillips only did a small amount of selective logging,
his heirs under the *mana " of ial forester, Mr. Bemigan, Colville, have put in
miles of roads and engaged in stop cutting at a scale, much of it in the area above
Rocky Creek. Howard Phillips brother who has another 2,500 acres has been progressively
logging his track, but not at the scale of current proportions. I have a fear that his heirs may
escalate this harvest.

‘We cannot control the tree harvesting on private land. In this past decade large track farms are
being subdivided land sold at an unprecedented scale. Xsee that our United States Forest Service
must take a leadership role in preserving some naturally occurring ecosystems in an unmodified
condition. Not all of these tracks will qualify for RARE II protection because of their size. Yet,
in the case of South Decp Watershed there is a vital rols to be played by these forested lands 28 2
significant corridor and for wildlife.

Date: 21M02 Time: 11:20:34 Page 8 of 13

- From: Desp Forast Mushrooms To: Sharri Schwenks

‘Water Rights

Water in Eastern Washington is always a concern. As a private landowner and farmer it is critical
to my livelihood. With the South Deep Project AND the Boise Cascade 2002 fog, I will have
caommercial logging on FOUR sides of my land. My property is dry. We have lost water in the
past. I was invited to participate in a field study with WSU to plant hybrid poplars on my site. We
had leas than 2% survival rate. The water table is already low. The last time the Forest Service
logged in the area, we lost water altogether. Given this history I was disappointed to sec the

gging proposed for the East Section 12 and the West Section 7. You have
proposed heavy logging for the entire Rogers Mountain area, including Kolle, Clinton, South
Fork and North Fork and Scott Creek. In fact, ding to my k ledgs of the map you
provided the only areas near Rogers Mountain that are not affected are too steep to log. {ask
what is the provision fora guvémm:nt entity taking away a citizen’s livefihood. Whom do I'turn
to when my property is worthless because the water table is s0 low that I can no longer get water?
We cannot operate our mushroom farm without a constant supply of water. This watershed, in its

heavy fal 1

current state is just managing to hold the watcr resources nceded, however with the current
logging on private lands, we are already secing some of the smaller creeks dry up during the
sunumer. The heavy logging and irresponsible human intervention has in the past caused some
creeks to be diverted underground. Is there a study to learn how the water resources will be
imp ‘withihe, posed plan?

Additionally, would it not be prudent to delay your research until we see how the water table is
impacted by the Boise Ensler Ridge log next summer and the current Phillips/Berrigan harvests,
the results of which may not be evident for severa} years?

‘Wildiife Habitat

As already mentioned, the praposed project, witl destroy onc of the most diverse wildlife habitats
in the state.

Date: 2//402 Time: 11:21:42 Page 7 of 13




From: Desp Forast Mushrooms To: Shesti Schwenke

Date: 2/4/402 Timna: 11:21:56

In its cusrrent statc this area is remote, There are vast tracks of undeveloped land with limited
human in wildlife habi There simply are not that many farms and householders
located in the South Deep Watershed and the roads that wero built for prior logging are beginning
ta revert back to their natural state, This means that wildlife, Mg lost habitat due to human
intervention, logging, subdivisions, and i ion, such as sno biles and ATV’s,
must rely on this area for refuge, In particular, the area I call “tangles”, woody debris of downed
small diameter lodgepole, has been 2 wonderful refuge for hares, rodents, cats and deer. If all of
these areas are destrayed there will be no place for these species to escape human intervention.
How will the new road construction effect the migrations of wildlife through this area? More
roads bring more people, less wildlife,

Steve Zender, State Wildlifc Manager for this region, can substantiate this claim of abundant
wildlife from the calls he has made to our valley. He and his staff have been brought into the area

-~ for wildlife protection on many occasions. A few years back, the DNR helped ID a 400-pound

black bear we videoed because we thought might be a grizzly. (We do have grizzly markings on
our property and several hunters and wildlife managers have confirmed grizzly sitings on Rogers
Mountain.) Tam happy to say the black bears are still here and routinely strip fruit off my trees in
the fall, Hunters teil me of grizzly scat. I have seen lymx on several occasions, 2s have others in
the Rocky Creek watershed.

Deer, black bear, grizzly bear, Iynx, bobcat, hare, flying squirre], cougar, moose are a few of the
inhabi In fact, h call this stretch of the Deep Creek *“Moose Hollow.” EIk and other
ruminates use it as a corridor to connect with Ione environs and Kettle Range area. We have at
least three varietics of owl; including barred, and r dpech including pileated

i3 > £

I have met hunters who come all the way from the coast to hunt these forestlands. The reputation
for the abundant wildlife here is renown around the state, and yet the Forest Service believes
there is a need to create habitat?

I rei how can distarbing and destroying this habitat possibly benefit the existing wildlife
populations? Do we not ensure a heaithy future population by showing care with our impact on
the existing wildlifc? What provisions are there in your plan to offer refuge during the times of
violent change, buming, thinning, and harvesting?

Page 8 of 13

From: Desp Formst Mu: To: Sharri

.

Oate: 211102 Time: 14:122:45

Treg Health

B i

Whit I have come to appreciate the most about this forest ig the diversity of tree species, In the
lowfg- lands around the Columbia, you sce mono forests of Ponderosa Pine with a bit of
lodg.zepole Here there is more rainfall we have Douglas Fir, Grand Fire White Pine, Engleman
Sprice, Western larch, Cedar and the wonderful alpine species. The dense stands of Lodgepole
kable patt Windfall is cleating small meadows. Trees
fall and fungus begin breaking them down, we gain that precious bit of topsoil, vascular plants
takd root. Yes, it will take a while to let naturs run her course and we have time. When is
comfmercial logging 3 remedy for forest health? Current logging practices compact the earth,
cut, gslash, burn and scrape off the topsoil leaving a mono-forest of same aged trees on batren
grotind. Are we to believe that we know better than nature herself? What a wonderful
opp(j)rtunity we have to let this area remain and provide a model for ecosystem management.

are thi th lves in quite

5

I ha; e NOT noted an increased susceptibility to disease in my stand of trees. In fact, while
neighbors have resorted to clear-cut after every new beetle infestation is'discovered, I have left
my forests to marage for themselves. I would say I lose more trees from wildfall on the
boui:ldaries where trees are clearcut than I do from insects or diseass. How will you compensate

for dreating stands of same aged trees? Will that not open our area for even more disease threats?

Snm:e years ago, there was a concerted effort to leaving large anags and late succession trees as
den ':homcs for owls, woodpeckers, rodents, squirrels etc.. [ am not secing this practice continued,
nor do I gee it addressed in yous plan. The map you have provided, with current logging harvests
c[early leaves little habitat for cagles, owls and woodpeckm:

Talso want to state that the vast view shed of uncut tracks theso trees stands offer is breathtaking,

. Especxally, as I mentioned when the Western Larch tum in the fall, With the patches you are

proposmg our children will not see miles of: undmtnrbcd land, for a decades. T have had difficulty
rcmtmducmg Larch on the north slopes. How do you propose to keep the same bajance of tree
vanetlm?

1 an'é very concerned that you have failed to address the full description of the harvest methods
that Wwill be used even when it was requested. If this information is available, why was it not
pruwded upon request?

Page9of13




Fronv. Dusp Forwst

Ta: Bhomi
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I ndme you are recommending cantrofled burns while at the same time failing to mention in your
intr%:ductory letter the cause of most of the densc, small diameter stands in this arca. Yes, there
waﬁia fire in the area about 60 years ago. However, my research shows that the fire was a direct

‘ sthods that p d a huge slash backlog. This area
is just now beginning to recover from bad forest manzgement practices in the past. When will it
be l%me to let it fully recover on its own time table?

resylt of overlogging and the d

W=;all know the greatest threat to any forest is man, By opening up more roads for logging, the
tential for fires i substantially.

P

I an especially concemned about your proposed “Prescribed Bum” in our area and the area
adjdcent to Rocky Creek, the most populated arca in the watershed, given the forest service’s
recdrd on containment.

Fmilly, I have to ask what provisions will be made, in this plan, to protect my stand from winds
whein you will be logging on three sides of my small acreage? This valley has heavy wind .
patt?ms.

Riparian Zones

1 an% not certain what you are specifically calling a riparian zone, In mzﬂy ways iﬁ all riparian. it
is my experience that it is almost impossible to not impact all the dozens of minor year around
scepls and seasonal springs (many unchasted on maps) in this watershed during a logging
operiation. The result of this is of course, sentiment buildup in the greater named springs and
ultifpately the Deep Creek itself. I do not know the state of all of the Doep Creck’s south Fork,
but 'Izmﬁndi.n_gthntmmylmdﬂlemenmhn developed large pools populated with fair sized
wi.ld trout and ﬁngarlings.

Whit protection is offered in your proposal for streambeds? What about erosion? Much of the
1and being logged is steep and ranoff may be difficult to control.

From: Deap Forest

To: Sherit

Oate: 24/402 Time: 11:24:14 Page 11 613

Again, I retum to the wildlife who are depending on thesc st as of water year
amund Can we afford to see them diverted with new roads and mun off patterns? I am especially
ccméemed about Rocky Creek which has evolved some beautifuil streamside vogetation with
native wildflowers that feel especially wild and yet ful. What will happen if these areas
ﬂooﬂ out in the spring as they are wont to do.

P

Wanfpr is a precious commodity in the high rocky land. Thers is not enough in your proposat to
show that these issues have besn addressed.

OldiGrowth

Has there been full research to identify old growth pockets in the watsrahed. They arc out there,
Oncliofthem is scheduled fora ial log ding to your proposed plan. If this praject is
to qug forests through a state of ratural cvolution, why would you be destroying one of the only
remz;ining old growth forests in this area? The area in question is Polley Creck. From what I
knoélv about the area, you have proposed 2 commerical log in the last significant old growth forest
in the Deep Creek Watcrshed. What could possibly be gained from such an action, or are yon
everi aware of the existence of this forest?

Plant/ Fungi Species

Afe;w years ago a batani H

r: .of planis in a § acre parcel of our land. He
was actually looking for specics with edible and medicinal uses, of which almost 70% could be
incllided in this category. Among the species that are most rare, we have several varieties of
Moainwort, White Trillium, and Wild Orchid in the South Deep Watershed. (The orchids are
foun primarify in the arca that I call the tanglcs.) The area you will be destroying in your plan.)
Hawéevet, I wonder how many of thess rare beanties will survive in a massive commercial
logging endeavor. First, there is the issuc of roads. I thought the Farest Service was working with
the Weed Control Board to stop cvasive non-native, noxious plants like St. John's Wort? These
species ag well as other noxious weeds such as knapweed are alrcady making their way up the '
first fguancr mile of most logging roads in this watershed. More will follow with your plan.

d aver 85 sp
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. Tlu!] is a primo area for wild berry and mushroom gathering as well. People come from as far way ‘ Respectfully submitted,
as Szpokane pick huckleberries around Aladdin Mt, Smackout and Meadow Lake. With all the i
pash: logging, belicve me, there is plenty of open ground for the huckleb.erry to thrive. :
‘ Ianié:e Ceridwen
Didlyou know this area has morc fungus species than almost anywhere else on earth? I have 178:5 Aladdin Rd
catallogues dozens of varictics on a short walk in the woods and fields in the South Deep Colw;'ille, WA 99114
Watershed. For example, we have several varieties of boletes, including one that only grows i
nnd{:r Western Larch., all manner of gilled mushrooms, both black and the elusive morchella Curfently we live and work in Pennsylvania
i' ta. Not to ion the wonderful puff balls, and polypores in exquisite colors. Some say
abut;;dant wmushroom and fungi growth in an area signals a live ecosystem. The area is a secret ’ PO Box 782
muql‘hroom patch for many tourists who come up to pick morels by the basketsful in' the spring, chfertown, PA 19512
Myti:ologist.s tell me the current commercial harvest practices destroy most of the fungi that have .
a syfabiotic relationship with the small tree root hairs, I don’t see how this project as proposed 610?367 9789

canlavoid destroying millions of colonies of fungi in the area,

. Corclusion .

Agdin, I must return to defining the goal of this project? If the purpose and intention is harvest
timber, it most likely does an adequate job. If the purpose is to create habitat for wildlife it fails

for the reasons mentioned above.
The] current proposal appears to be an opportunistic smokescreen to gain access to convenient
timaber near the mills, 1
Service to use their resonrces for only timber production. E ity, land , farmers and

this plan b ically it just does not serve the Forest H

ranchers could be hurt by water shortages. Recreationists wonld no longer find the area appealing.
Esnvironmentally, it has devastating cffects for a valuable living ecosystem and ultimately the

wildlife and all crganisms who call these forestlands home.

Ple%se abandon this project. NO ACTION is the right action. i

Thapk you for listening,




10015 S.W. Terwilliger Bivd, Portiand, Oregon 97219
Phone: (503) 768-6673 Fax: (503) 768-6671
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Paul Olson

Northwest Environmental Defense Center
10015 SW Terwilliger Boulevard
Portland, OR 97219

Sherri Schwenke, District Ranger
255 West 11*
Kettle Falls, WA 99141

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the South Deep Creek Manag Project.
Bavironments! Defense Conter(NEDC) is committed to preserving the ecological integrity of the Pacific
Northwest’s forests. Our members regularly utilize National Forests and other public lands for a variety of purposes
and have a strong interest in improving forest ccosystems. NEDC has the following concerns about the proposed
project. ]

I Pudpose and Need

‘When proposi i ji L should inctude a'pi{rposc and need for projécts that

¥

* focus on rehabilitating the forest ecosystem. The EIS should state activities that will lielp to rehabilitate the area that
has already been damaged from past logging and road construction, and a central purpose of any new project should
be rehabilitative so that the forest ecosystem recovers from past timber barvests and road construction as well as

present prescriptions. An appropri ponse to this purpose and need would be a restoration-only action

alternative or no action. How will a prescribed bura and road construction improve wildlife habitat and contribute to

watershed restoration?
L Logging )
The;project proposes i using jal and p sercial thinning on 6,100 acres.

‘What methods will the forest service use in the selected area? NEDC is concerned about the effects of tractor
logging. To what cxtent does the Forest Service plan on using these tools? What percentage of the thinning will

this be? Some of the proposed area includes steep slopes. Wil cable logging be performed? How many MMDbf will

be harvesed? What pee: iewed scientific evid does the USFS have that indicates the necessity of the

project?

Pri\lq!e land adjacent to the proposed erea has already been subjected to timber harvest. What is the amount of

harvest al

how muci:: forest habitat will remain in its atural state? What other timber harvests, public or private, are

owed per decade in this watershed? Considering the effect of timber harvest on adjacent private and,

addiﬁonally pl dor ly

going in the area adj to the pl d project?
The Colville contajns extensive old growth and late successional forest, and old growth forest is reported in
the projcq;t area. What types of forests will the proposed thinning affect? Will it affect old-growth or late

successioéxal forests, and if so, what percentage of the remaining old growth in the area? What harvest prescripfions

will be i don ial thinning operations? Will the present diversity of arboreal species be aitered?
Coa?.rse woody debris and large diameter snags are important to the forest ecosystem, particularly many animal

species. li{ow much coarse woody debris will be removed ia the project? Has the Forest Service surveyed for

animal sp:g:cies in these areas? Finally, if surveys for old growth and coarse woody debris have been done, are they

thoroughicredible scientific surveys? ' ’

IIL.  Préscribed Burn:

The¢ plan indicates approximately 6,500 acres of prescribed buming, What standards has the Forest Service

used 10 determine that burning this large area is necessary? What alternatives to burning has the Forest Service
contempl%te&? )

wi:m -speciﬁc areas within the South Deep Creek Watershed are targeted for prescribed buming? How were
they chosfen‘? ‘What safeguards is the Forest Service taking to limit the damage of wildlife afier burning? . Ase there
factors !b%t would delay or impede progress on the burn?

Pn;&ﬁcribed buming can have dramatic effects on the soil, often reducing soil productivity. What specific
plans does the Forest Service have to initigate damage to the s0il? What is the prescribed eﬂ'ecﬁvenés of mitigation
plans? wa much will mitigation cost? What dangers could result from the bum?

Pl;scn-bed burns ate often a significant source of air pollution. What will be done to reduce public
complaimis about the smoke caused? How will the visual impact of smoke and burning be minimized? Where will
th.c smokt‘; go—will it affect any limited air sheds downwind? What will the p;xrti'cu]atc Ievel be from the burn, and
how will tfhat level affect humans, plants, and animals? .

W;ill the burn include areas of dense woody debris on the ground? Wildlife depends on the woody debris.

What wﬂ] the impact be on wildlife that depends on these areas, such as rodents, and predator species tbat depend on

them? W:hm actions have pl plated to prevent damage to wildlife that may be negatively impacted by

2




the bumidg? How will the burning l;c done to safeguard the survival of seed trees? ‘Finally, will there be high
intensity fire in primary streamside zones?

T Ropds and Roadless Areas

The project proposes construction of approximately 19 miles of new roads. NEDC does not agvocate

intrusion into roadless areas, even if the project area does not include any wilderness, RARE IE, or other inventoried

roadless l:and. Road- ion includes not only obvious plant and animal mortality but also changes in animal

behavior and alterations in the physical and chemical envil of an area. What is the current road density of
the p]a.nning area? What is the required road density per applicable laws? What will the road density be post-
project? Wil] this density include all roads, including closed roads? Does it inchide spur roads, or just main road in
its calculdtion?

The plan does not mention plans for future closure or decommissioning of planned roads. Road removal and

permanent decormissioning are an jmportant comp of forest ion. Does the Forest Service plan for

road struction to be p ? fnot, are funds allocated for road removal?

‘The presence of permanent roads may also increase usage of the area. Will this increase usage of the area
by mo(oriud vehicles? Have the effects of incieased vehicle traffic in the area been contemplated? Will this
increase xhtmcuon between humans and wildlife, consequcnﬂy ﬂ-agmentmg wildhfe habitat into narrower, .
comdoxs? How will thc impact of increased vehicle and offroad vehicle use on rare flora be m;hgated°_ h

New road construction alse affects the quality of riparian areas. Will roads cross streams? If so, how marny,
and where? '

V. Watersheds and Riparian Areas’

1+

Aquatic areas are fragile and dit such as ive creek i di ion, and habitat

disturbantes are likely to adversely impact them. What is the structure of the streams in watershed? How nmch of

riparian area is in an open condition? What is the bank stability? What actions are planned to Jimit damage to the

quality of the watershed, riparian zones, and other within the planning area? Are roadlcss areas in key
watersheds protected from new road jon? NEDC is cc d that road building and

s B

mnageniem will contribute sediment to the watershed and riparian zones, all of which eventually flow in streams in

the area. Does arez have hig.bly erosive soils? Does soil end up in streams? Is area subject to flooding? Has it

flooded recently? What data does the Forest Service have on turbidity and sediment? Will project i peak

“flow of streams in project area? Will project result in increases in sediment as a result of road building and

‘ hinng will this be consi: with the Clean Water Act, which prohibits and change in either high quality or

degraded waterways? Will thinning take place in Rain On Snow (ROS) areas? What is the potential for water
shortages if there is a drop in the watcr 1able? Have recent studies been done to evaluate the condition of riparian
systems in consideration of extensive recent private timber harvests on lands adjacent to the project area?

What specific measures is the Forest Service planning to lish wetland: ? Have ell wetland

P ¢ 5

been located and mapped? If so, who did the locating and‘mapping? Are there any Water Quality Limited (WQL)
streams in the area and what actions will be taken to reduce the impact of vegetation management measures in the
area? Are streams a source of nmmicipal drinking water? What is the date of the last surveys of water quality in the
planning area? Have seeps and springs been identified and mapped? What mitigation actions are planned to reduce '
the i unpacts upon the aquatic envxmnment, such as buffers or other site speczﬁc mitigation measures?

Do wild resident and sensitive species fish such as redband and 1 th trout found in the region

P

require the South Deep Creek watershed for habitat? Has the Forest Segvice surveyed for populations in stream? If
50, has a biologist done the survey?
V.  Wildlife

In jts current condition, the area is a prime habitat for wildlife, including many specics of conservation

concern with state or federal status as end. d, t d, sensitive or candidate species, such as the lynx or

grizzly. Wolves have persisted in the region even as they have di: d elsewhere in the conti ! United

HP

States. Wﬂl the plan allow sufficient habitat retention for these species? What population surveys were conducted?
Who did the surveys? The larg-er anging specics require large unfragmented wildemess corridors. Will the project
fragment the forest to the extent of denying them necessary habitat? The area serves as winter habitat for moose,
deer and elk. Does planning area pro;/idc optimal and thermal cover for deer and elk in accordance with Land and

R M Plan standards? Does planning area inchude biological winter range for deer and elk? Have

" population surveys been done during the winter to ascertain populations of moose, deer, and elk? If 30, who did

these surveys?

Will wildlife need for this area in its current naturat state be mcmased by commercial logging on private land

in the areas bordering the pro;ect area? Has the Forest Service desi d M: Indi Species (MIS)?
is the project in a Critical Habitat Unit (CHU)?
The areas of coarse woody debris provide vahuable habitat for smaller rodent species which are ecologically

significant in the food chain for all other species. Will the project affect the habitat of these species?




VI. Noxious Weeds
Six new species of grapeferns and moonworts have been discovered in the region in the last twenty years, and

other raré flora thrive in the South Decp Creek watershed. Has the Forest Service surveyed for specics of
threatened, endangered, or seusitive (TES) plants subject to takeover by noxious weeds in areas subject to bum, road
construction or thinning? If so, have these surveys included biologists with credible experience in identifying wild
flora? What noxious weeds exist in planning area? Are they encroaching on surrounding area? Does forest service
‘have a plan for addressing spread and control of noxious weeds? What measures in the planned project will mitigate
the impact of the spread of noxious weeds? Will herbicides and pesticides be used as part of this project? If so,
how will these treatments be applied? What would be the impacts of such treatments on water quality, fish, and
“non-target” plants, humans, and nearby wildlife? '
X, Eﬂ;momies )

Wi!l the proposed project reduce tourism as a result of thinning and burning? How much income do local .
: 1 use of the land, and how much do they expect to gain from the project?

ities from

‘Wil potential future losses outweigh any possible economic short term gains from jobs created by the project?

‘What other economic activities in the region will be affected—will the project affect the water supply of fanmers and

ranchers in the area who use wells for household use and itrigation? South Deep Creek watershed farmers complain

t [ fve ci {31 timber harvest on adjacent private lands. Are funds

i
of water shortages

11 d to mitigate possibl ic fosses potentialty resulting from further drops in the water table?
What are the predicted exp for the planning of a safe p ibed burning, the harvest itself, and cost of

road building? Are therd funds allocated for mitigation actions such as road decommissioning? Are funds tied to

from the ial thindiing proposed in the project so that falling timber prices could affect funds for
‘mitigation? How will the Forest Service plan to complete the project if there is a shortfall?

X.  Cumalative Effects

Hafs the Forest Setvice analy ; d private lands adjoining the project area in considering cunmlative effects?
How will the present action be affected by past, present, and future timber harvests in adjacent lands? What direct
and indirect effects will the proposed action have?
X1.  Conclusion

NEDC urges the Forest Sexvice to abandon the proposed project b h ic and envil "

costs of t(:ssd building, prescribed burns, and commercial thinning will deplete valuable habitat for human, plant, and
animal residents of the Sputh Deep Creek watershed.

Lot C Olson,

Thanks fy the opmrintly 10 commert

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR EDUC/ AND

MEMORANDOM FOR THREE RIVERS RANGER DISTRICT
ATTN Sherti Schwenke
255 W 11th Street
Kettle Falls, WA 99141

FROM: 336 TRG/CD
811 Los Angeles Ave Ste 104
Fairchild AFB WA 990118648

28 March 2002

SUBJECT: File code 1950 dated 28 Dec 0 South Deep Management Project

File code (1950) South Deep Management Project has no effect with scheduled training at this
time. Request any further action and actual dates be routed through us for de-confliction with

future training.




Dear Ms. Schwenke,

We have lived in this area for forty years. I am retired from the Colville National
Forest Service where I was a T.S.1. crew supetviser. I have seen a lot of forest policys
tried. Some worked and others didn't, We can learn from past experience. I am managing
my own five hundred acre timber stand successfully.

In reading this plan, ltsoemswmematpmofthe equation is missing. Multi purpose
use benefits everyone. Cattle grazing, for instance, has proven to be very effective in
keeping the brush down which helps prevent wild fires.

Tri this area we have good forest regeneration, Commercial harvest, seed tree cut and
select cut have atways been effective tools in managing the forest. In some arsaswhere ___
there is disease, smallclmcmsmaybeneeded. Most of these areas are roaded and those
roads are important to service the forest and for quick response to fires, More roads in
somé areas may be appropriate on a case by case basis.

‘We are concerned about the volume of prescribed burn areas. The brush comes right
back from the roots, marketable trees are damaged and most young healthy trees would be
killed by the fire. What good could be accomplished by such a policy? Commercial
thinning with a shear, for instance, would retard brush growth while utilizing excess
tlmberanddolmdamagetomefomstindxepmwss.'l‘heseareeswouldneedtobe
limited with attention to wildlife corridors. Potential for erosion and water shed protection
would also need to be addressed. There are probably areas where prescribed bums would
be appropriate but not on this scale.

‘We would be very interrested in keeping up with your progress in formulating this
forest plan. Please let us know about any public meetings on the subject.

Sincerely.

wmn
%Aladdiﬂ(d. o

Colville, Wa. 99114
509-732-4223

‘intentions but youmay as well cancel any plans you have to set’ ﬁra on my pm
-guit 'will befiled ﬁummmolledﬁmcross ay l;ouqﬂanps.

Dick Vandar Yackt
PO Bex 279
Eiaine, WA 952310379

Jan. 1, 2002

Sherri K. Schwenke

United States Department of Agriculture
255 West 11"

Kettle Falls, WA 99141

Dear Ms, Schwenke, Ref: Your letter of Dec. 28, 2001 - File Code 1950

T own 320 acres within the boundaries of South Deep Management Project as described
in your letter.  One half of Section 27, TWP 38, R41E. There is no doubt that much of the
timber in your described unit is overstocked with trees. Past logging has been-hit and-miss. Most
of the forest land is unmanaged or mismanaged.

Accordmgtoyommapmypropmysacandadateforbmmng Iwillnotpumnany
burning to occur on my land. All too frequently so called “controlled burns” become
uncontrolled, go wild and destroy a lot of good timber.

If you or your foresters drive or walk around my property you will find that it is one of the
best managed pieces of forest land in the proposed project. In the mid 1970°s, Herb Schwenke
(perhapsaxelatxve)loggedthclandﬁ)rtwoyearstakmgomdamagedanddlsqasedtrewanddnda
Iot of cominercial thinning. <

Smwﬂm&melhawmadethweaddﬁwmlcutssmcedfoqpprﬁveymm Logger
Steve Covhrai; Vasghen Brothers.& Ritchart Brothers.did the work. Vaaghen and Ritchart used’
migchanical hiirvesters taking: out chip wood-and-hew saw.material. . Steve Cochran did regular
commercial thinning and ‘selective-logging.. More workmssc}edlﬂedbykncﬁmbutthepulp
market was flooded and we ceased the operation. .

Eachyearmembetsofmyﬁarmlyamimyselft}nnyounggrowthforawcckortwo It does
not really make a dent in the overall land base but scveral small areas are thinned very nicely. This
thinning will continue every year.

During the last chip log removal we purposefully left “wildlife thermal units” as
recommended by the Washington State Department of Fish & Wildlife. Setting aside the thermal
units, two thirds of my-pfoperty has been.thinned, logged or clear cut since I bought it. Land
north and east of my property in Section 27 is a horrible mess, over stocked, uitouched for years.
Tt is interesting to note this land is not-marked for a burn. ]

When I bought this property it was unmanaged, logged (raped) in a cut and run manner,
With recommendations of the DNR I have made some drastic changes in the landscape and timber
growth. Admittedly more work is needed. Depending on market conditions, I will likely make
another cut in 2002 or 2003. ] ama good steward of the land.

I will be on the property two. or three times during May and June and would be glad to
meet and show any forester how I manage-the property. Your department may have good

A daindge

90k forward to hearing from you to- coﬂeotmy:mmonsofthei’fol b
1smcorrecl Pleasekeepmeadwsed. Ihankyou. o
DkaandetYacht
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STATE REPRESENTATIVE ‘Washington XTURAL
BOB House of ARG RORCTY WEABER
SuMP Representatives AGRICULTURE & ECOLOGY
January 24, 2002

Sherri Scéhwenke District Ranger

Thrée Rivers Ranger District

255°W. 11™ Strect

Kettle Falls, Washington 99141

Re: :South Deep Management Project

Dear Sherri:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above mentioned proposed project.

Theistated purpose for the proposed treatments is to improve overall Jandscape vegetative
conditions within the South Deep watershed, which includes approximately 8,560 acres

. ofgﬁvate land.

Nauonal Fire Plan (1995) and Ecosystem Management Ecosystem Management Project
stanilards and guidelines are being lmplemented through the use of directives, manuals,
handbooks and other documents that were'developed by the Interior Columbia Basin
Ecogiystem Management Project Team. (faterior Columbia Basin 12/12/2000 Press Release)

Thefe were 33 sites in the state of Washington listed in the Federal Register (Vol. 66. No
1507/Fridzy, August 17, 2001/Notices) that targeted hazardous fuels reduction treatments
ongoing or planned for implementation in fiscal year 2001. (National Fire Plan)

Projpeted Acres of Prescribed Fire for Total Project Area Annual Average Fitst Decade

(Tsble 4-41/Page 156/chapater 4/ICBEMP Supplementsl Draft EIS) for the preferred Alternative S2
is 1,456,400 acies per year for 10 years. According to the Table 3-38 Page 3-183 of the

Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation DEIS Volume 1, cach mﬂhon board feet of

tnnhlerpmducesss7 677.45 to the economy. -

The 'record of decision that was issued for ICBEMP, amended 62 individual land use
plans on the 32 Forest Service and Burean of Land Management administrative units.
(ICBEMP Supplemental Draft EIS/Chapter 1/Page 3) Private lands have been affected by The
Maultispecies Framework, the All H Papers, the Washington State Salmon Recovery Plan,
development of habitat conservation plans, the Washington State Forest & Fish Report,
the proposed Shorelines Management Guidelines, all of whick are being directed by

‘ National Marine Fisherics Service. (Pago 133 & 40Clapier {ICBEMP Supplemental Drsf EIS)

LEGISLATIVE OFF1CE: 405 JOHN L. O'BRIEN BUILDING, PO BOX 40600, OLYMPIA, WA 985040600 ¢ 360-786-7908
TOLLAREE LEGISLATIVE HOTLINE: 1-800- * TDD: 1-800-
RESINENCE: PO BOX 407, REPUBLIC, WA 00166 * (500) 775-2566
PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER

Throughout the years, we have petitioned the ICBEMP team as to our concerns of
economic stability, custom and cultures of our peoples, and the threat to our heritage.

The ICBEMP team has contended the directives, objectives and standards for land
management on 145 million acres of federal and private land is not a “rule” and is not
subject to regulatory analysis requirements. They have continually denied compliance
with requirements of National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), National Forest
Policy Act (NFMA), Federal Land Planning Management Act (FLPMA) Regulatory
Flexibility Act, Small Business Regulatory Enforcement and Fairness Act.

However, Ecosystem Management and National Fire Plan standards and guidelines are
now being implemented at the local level — Colville National Forest and surrounding
private lands; and are therefore subject to regulatory analysis requirements.

‘We request that you review the proposed South Deep Management Project to idenﬁfy
inconsistencies between the proposed project and officially approved or adopted resource
related plans, policies, or programs of state and local governments.

We request NEPA analysis of the cumulative impacts and connected actions of all
proposed decisions aﬁ‘ectmg private, county, tribal, state and federal lands in/around
Colville National Forest in context with other similar decisions issued by all federal and
state agencies which effect our economy, custom, culture and heritage of our counties,
onr state and our Nation.

Sincerely. ’
Bob.Sump,
State Representative
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Ferry County Natural Resource Board
P.O.Box 115

350 East Deleware

Sherri Schwenke — District Ranger January 28, 2001
255 W. 11® Street
Kettle Falls, Washington 99141

Re: South Decp Management Project
Thank you for the apportunity to comment on the above mentioned project.
Issues of concern,

Air Quality

With the implementation of prescribed burning in all Ranger Districts of
the Colville National Forest, what is the cumulative effect on air quality
when all projects are combined?

Private Land Ownership

Have all landowners in the 38,300 acre arca been made aware of the
proposed project. This analysis includes 8,560 acres of private land. The
possibility of prescribed fire escaping onto private land ownership is great.
As we have seen from the fires in Ferry County 2001, these fires are only
monitored and not extinguished thereby creating destruction of private
property.

Regulatory Analysis Requirernents
Identify inconsistencies between the proposed project and officially
approved or adopted resource related plans, policies, or programs of
federal, state and local governments such as The National Forest Policy
Act, Federal Land Planning Management Act, The Colville Land and
Resource Management Plan and Stevens County Comprehensive Plan.

NEPA Analysis of the cumulative impacts and connected actions of all proposed

projects affecting private, county, tribal, state and federal lands in/around Colville
National Forest in context with other similar decisions issued by all federal and

state agencies which effect the economy, custom, culture and heritage of our
counties, our state and our Nation. (The National Fire Plan identified 33 sites in
the state of Washington that targeted hazardous fuels reduction treatments
ongoing or planned for implementation in fiscal year 2001.)

Wildlife

‘What is the projected effect to plants and animals that do nof depend on
Old Growth Forest? Evaluate cumulative effects of management activities
for all.

Page 4.42 Land and Resource Management Plan — Colville National
Forest.

(7) No actions that are likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any
plant or animal species or adversely modifies the essential habitat of such

specics or cause the need for listing any species threatened or endangered,
will be authorized, fanded, or carried out by the Colville National Forest...

Sustainable Timber Harvest

‘What is the projected long-term economic impact to the communities in
and around the Colville National Forest after moving the majority of the
land into Old Growth Habitat with noncommercial thinning, prescribed
fire and heavily reduced timber harvest?

Thank you, and we feel these are issues that need to be addressed.
Sincerely,

Sharon Shumate

Chairman

Ferry County Natural Resource Board
Cc: Representative Bob Sump

Senator Bob Morton
Stevens County Commissioners




FERRY COUNTY

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
and BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

350 EAST DELAWARE #5

J REPUBLIC, WASHINGTON 99166
TELEPHONE (509) 775-5229 « FAX (509) 775-5230

DENNIS A. SNOOK. Danville-District | _e-mail: ferry@coopext.cabe.wsu.edu

JAMES M. HALL, Republic-District 2 Lynne Baldwin

MIKE L. BLANKENSHIP, Boyds-District 3 ' Clerk of the Board

January 23, 2002

Sherri Schwenke - District Ranger
Three Rivers Ranger District
255W. 11" Strest .

Kettle Falls, Washington 99141

Re: South Deep Managemént Project
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above mentioned proposed project.
The stated purpose for the proposed treatments is to improve- overall landscape

vegetative conditions within the South Deep watershed, which includes approximately
‘ 8560 acres of privatefand. " - [ T ¢ s BN

National Fire Plan (1995) and Ecosystem Management Eéosybtern Managériert Project
standards and guidelines ate being implemented through'the: use ‘of directivés, mariuals,
handbooks ‘and othier documents that wére developed: by-the'Interior’ Columbid’ Basin
Ecosystem Management Project Team. (Interior Columbia Basin 12/12/2000 Press
Release) N :

There were 33 sites in the state of Washington listed in the Federal Register (Vol. 66. No
1507/Friday, August 17, 2001/Notices) that targeted hazardous fuels reduction
tréatments ongoing or planned for implementation in fiscal year 2001. (National Fire
Plan)

Projected Acres of Prescribed Fire for Total Project Area Annual Average First Decade
(Table 4-41/Page 156/chapater 4/ICBEMP Supplemental Draft EIS) for the preferred
Alternative 82 is 1,456,400 acres per year for 10 years. According to the Table 3-38
Page 3-183 of the Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation DEIS Volume 1, each
million board feet of timber produces $57,677.45 to the economy.

The record of decision that was issued for ICBEMP, amended 62 individual land use
plans on the 32 Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management administrative units.
(ICBEMP, Supplementdl Draft EIS/Chapter 1/Page 3) Private lands _haVe:bggn"a’ff_e’gteQ
by ‘The, Multispscies 'Framework, the All H :Papers, the Washington - Stéte” Saimon
Recovery Plan; development of habitat consefvation ‘plang; the Washington ‘State' Forest
& Fish Report, the proposed Shorelines Management Guidelines, all of which are being
. directéd by National Marine Fisheries Service, (Page 133 & 140/Chapter 4/ICBEMP
Supplemental Draft EIS) : N S e T

Throughout thg years, we have petitioned the ICBEMP team as to our concems of
economic stability, custom and cuftures of our peoples, and the threat to our heritage.

The ICBEMP team has contended the directives, objectives and standards for fand
management on 145 million acres of federal and private land is not a *rule” and is not
subject to regulatory analysis requirements. They have continually denied compliance
w1tP_1 requirements of National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), National Forest
Policy Act (NFMA), Federal Land Planning Management Act (FLPMA) Regulatory
Flexibility Act, Small Business Regulatory Enforcement and Faimess Act.

Howevqr. Ef:osystem Management and National Fire Plan standards and guidelines are
now being implemented at the local level ~ Colville National Forest and surrounding
private lands; and are therefore subject to regulatory analysis requirements.

We request that you review the proposed South Deep- Manageﬁieht Project to identify
inconsistencies between the proposaed project and officially approved or adopted
resource related plans, policies, or programs of state and local governments,

-We request NEPA analysis of the cumulative impacts and connected actions of all
proposed decisions affecting private, county, tribal, state and federal lands infaround
Colville National Forest in context with other similar decisions issued by all federal and
state agencies which effect our economy, custom, culture and heritage of our counties,
our state and our Nation,

Thank you for you consideration of these requests.
Sincerely,

FERRY COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

DENNIS. A. SNOOK, Chaimman

MIKE L. BLANKENSHIP, Vice S@airman

%ﬁhﬂ‘(\ “A afY)
JAMES M. HALL, Member \




January 16, 2002

United States Department of Agriculture
Forest Service ~Three Rivers Ranger District
Sherri K. Schwenke, District Ranger

255 West 11®

Kettle Falls, WA 99141

Dear Ms, Schwenke,

This letter is in response to the environmental analysis of the South Deep Management

Project: - -

My family owns a farm that will be directly affected by the proposed project. Although
at present I do not live there, 1 lived on the farm for a number of years and often return
there when I get the chance.

My concerns are as follows:

Water quality is of great concern since our well could be adversely affected. By even
thinning the trees and removing the low, dense, slow growing vegetation, the water table
and thus watershed could be affected. Even the creek on the south side of the property
goes underground on occasion in the dry summers. I cannot imagine what would happen
if the trees and vegetation were compromised.

In addition, in the summer, this can be a particularly dry ares and without the vegetation
to hold some of the moisture in the soil, we could have a more arid soil, which eventually
will not even be able to support the trees. As the water table drops or changes course due
to the absence of the trees and vegetation the land becomes useless. There are examples
of abandoned farms throughout the Aladdin corridor and surrounding area in which this
has occurred. Even one of my neighbors, (an old-timer-he was 80+ and his father had the
land before himt) talked about this. In addition, with all the water run-off there would be
fewer nutrients in the soil due to the erosion and the precious nutrients being leached out
of the soil.

In response to the “Forest Stand Density” portion of the plan:

I have seen places where they “thinned” the trees. A prime example is further towards
Colville, Tknow the landowner thinned out his trees at one time some years ago and it
still looks very barren. The trees themselves have remained spindly and the area has
never filled in. .

Additionally, I am concerned about the wildlife and their habitat, Currently the are
supports a diverse wildlife population including Black Bear, Grizzlies, White Tail Deer,
Mule Deer, Moose, Cougar, Bobcats and Owls, to name a few. If their environment is

altered in any way, especially by.the removal of trees, adding new roads and leaving just
islands of vegetation without connecting forests and vegetation, we could lose their
presence in these areas altogether since they rely on this habitat. In addition, by adding
roads, it opens up the area to potential fires as hunters, off road vehicles, and campers are
able to drive on and use the area without taking responsibility for protecting the land. We
are all aware of some of the irresponsible people who abuse these areas,

In conclusion, I would just like to say I am recommending “NO ACTION BE TAKEN”
Twould like you to know that I majored in Forestry in college and while I understand the
concepts and importance of forest management, it appears to make no sense to go in and
disturb an area that is already supporting & healthy environment.

‘T appreciate your time atid consideration on this™If you wish to speak to e ditectly, - "7 7

please feel free to call. (360)663-7757

Sincerely,

Ba&o."oj’\ p{,gow\.

Deborah A. Bohlin
60112-Chinook Pass Highway (State Route 410 East)
Greenwater, WA 98022-8083
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. 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 telauonshlp of these water quality characteristics to the biota found i in;
aﬁ'ected streams. .

Environmental Consequences

The draft EIS should also provide a quantitative basis to judge whether water quality parameters such as
temperature, turbidity, sediment accomulation, and stream morphology will be kept at Ievels 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 beimphired by timber harvest and road ¢onstruction
‘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, sumrier, spawriing, and riparian
habitats be impaired? As a dw:gnated management agency for-water quality management by the state,
hag it been determined by analysis using water quiality-and fish habitat specialists, that the reductions in
habitat capability are not senous? Wil these streains still fully support the designated uses of cold-water

- fish habitat?

The draft EIS should evaluate restoration opportumnes. both biophysical and ecopomic. Issues such as
road obliteration, culvert removal or replacement, and maintaining tree cover to minimize flooding
should all be examined in the South Deep watershed, -

© Wetlands

The draft EIS should provide a description of any existing wetlands in the planning area and methods to
‘maintain both wetland acreage arxd functions. Information on the location, -acreage, typs; and ecotogical
role of wetlands should be provided. Wetland functions {(e.g., fisheries and wildlifé habitat, food chain
support, flood water conveyanee and storage. sediment control, water quality 1mprov&ment§) 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 (¢.g., buffers, corridors).
‘Wetland mitigation strategies should be included in the overall site mitigation plan. BMPs and
monitoring procedures should be developed that spetifically address wetland protéction.

- Antidegradation

We beheve thatthe: oposed pro;ect couid degmde lwater ?huahty so-that: mcmmnal actmmand

. _ oped to-achiove the g e
(CWA), w]nch ure 104 mm snd imaintain the chemm!, physical: andbwlogtca! mwgmy ofthe nahon s
spirit and intent of the CWA,

The Antidegradation Pblicy deseribos three tiers of protection. Briehly:

Tier 1t

No activity is allowable which would partially or completely eliminate any existing beneficial use of a
water body, whetheror niot tha ise is designated in a-state's water quality standards. Ifan detivity will
cause partial or-complete-elimination of a beneficial use, it must be avoided or adéquuite
mitigation/preventive measures must betaken:to.ensure fliat the existing uses-and the water quality to
protect those uses will be maintained.

Please note that this provision is imended to provide relicf only in extraordinary'circumstanices “whete
the economic-and social need for.the activity clearly outweighs the benefit of inaiitaining water quality
above that requiréd for “fishable/switmable” water, when both cannotbe . The burden; of
demenstration.on the party ‘proposing such-activity is very high, In:ary:casethe aaﬁvxty shatl ot
preciude the maintenance of o "fishable/swimming” level of water quahty ymmon.

Tier 3: .
Where. "hzgh qua]uy waters” Constituite: outstandmg Naucml raoumes, tha! water.

waterquahtysmndnrdsorgoalsmﬂmutmnuolofndnpdm i e NES:pr
and progeams toachieve implenieiitation.. : .

The Federal consistency provisions of Section 319: rcprescn&an opponumty for:State-and Federal
agencies to more closely coordinate their activities and cooperaié in:schicving water quality goals. If ﬂw‘
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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 soutce 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 concem 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 altematives will alter the existing condition. We would like to sce 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 bt 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 inthe-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 Conisequences 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, buil trout and wolf reside in the South Deep project area or have in the recent

past. The Lynx Congervation Areas Stritegy should be adbered to.and irpacis of past managementas
well as proposed actions should be inclided in the analysis, ' {

NEPA requires full disclosute on all fssuesand public involvemen in all aspects:of the desision,
. The Council on Environmenital Quality. (CEQ) Regulaticns for Implementinig the Proceduml
Provisions of NEPA encourage the integration of NEPA requirements with other enviroimental review
and consultation:requivements (1502.25), and -

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) consultation progess can result in the identification of
mandatory reasonable and prudent altematives for d jéopardy opinion dnd reasonigbleand pradent
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 speties inor near the planning area is relevant
1o the-decision at hand: whether to-cut, where:o:out, when to cut and-unider what conditions to-cnt
timber: Both the Biological Assessmentand the BIS must.evaluste the:potential impacts of the proposed
5 : Ticilose: -

actionon T Gnd’E spies and the EIS;

reasgnable and it altetnativesh

and the analysisof feasible alternatives/

Ifthw‘onsaliati‘onpmmslisne‘ate_dinsapa!allelpmcessgitis-concéivab Ahat reasonable:and prudent

alterhatives/mi Teasurss {0 ave crse i Hich have piot been.
ahated in this final EIS, could be: ngthe ESA ¢ o tion 7

- sonsultation process-is-completed aftet the'EIS process for tiis sale is completed; then a sipplemeitto. .

the final E{S could be warranted, i ) .

Access

The draft EXS should indicate which roads built for this timber sale-will- be removed from e Forest
Devslopment Road System and whichi:roads will remain in:
the system, miligation measures 10 protect water i
inspection and taintenance. The ekl EIS should:
these roads and whether.adequate funding is.availsl foad m

in the South Deep. project area and wiiat roads are:needed for-access

Mitigation .

Site-spesific dethils on the efféctivenéss of miftigation.are;approl site-spes
ElS:should provide a quantitative (if possible) or qualitétive description o mitigation effestivenes o
Prior timber sales.in the Tdaho Panhandle National Forests could be used-as a basis for ﬂlesediseussinns;.




. Monitoring

The cultural, soil, watershed analysis and wildlife surveys shonld 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 altemnative resolves the
issues and concems 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 tsing data or restilts in plan mplementatwn, 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 regardiess of what agency or person undertakes such other actions." (40 CFR 1508.7} Ata
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 conld 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 categaries.

. 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 concermn 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 mandaté to provide-d makimum rétorn to the public be aitained? For example if two thirds
of the American public doesn’t want their forest fogged, but no value is.placed on this, how canihe
Decision Maker makealogical cholce? For this reason-we ask that a tange:on non=comsmercial
alternatives, with varying chsts.and benefits, be provided in the atialysis.

Post sale Activities

The dmaft EIS should provide site-specific activities planned under-the Knutson-Vandénburg: Act-(KV)
improvements. Sifice sch projects have positive and adverse effects (o some resources, they stiould be
described in some detail, Locations within the project area stiould be shown and-expected KV finds that
are gencrated should be-described.

Weask that all untoaded ateas be identifiod, 45 wellas impacts of this. pro;ec; on ﬁmpqtea!m!

. wildemess values of the Abercrombic Hooknose area;

Livestock grazing

The draft E1S should consider the cumuylatiye éffeéts of the effects of thisiprojécton livestoek grazing,
Through this project, a considerable amouit.of additional “renge” will be created-through logging and
road building. This greatly facilitates the use ofthizarca by domestic livestock and therely ingreases
the potential-for the spread-ofnoxidus weeds, increages’ thé Tikeliliood of livestock actiss 10 water
bodies which can negafively: effect water quality and:stream bank stability, and-increases the rigk-of fire.

In addition, the dmﬁEIs shouid dxscuss and d)sclase thc mwr.reIanonshx betwcen domestic .

The pnmary wusanvc fagtors: behmd fire regin c!mngw are: eﬁ”ec’ eﬁte gzevennon and’
suppression slmxegws, selectionand: rcgenerahon cutﬁng, domimxc Tivestock grazmg and the
introduction of exoticplants, -

Noxious Wéeds . . e

The DEIS should considerhe dnect,'mdxxec{, and: cumnlanve effectxof this project.on emsungnomous
weed populations, the introduction of new nexious weed species,. nd the spread sf o
Furthermore, the DEIS should discfose the:effects of incroased nokious weeds on wrildlifs: i !at,ﬁrc
‘hazard, restoration efforls, scusitive plant:specics; anil soils,

Thank you for the opportunity to-respond.

Sincerely, mu}b pJQZb

Mike Petersen, for the Commentors

Soe edso Adtadwend 1
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Reducing Fire Risks to Save Fish — A Question of Identifying Risk

A Position Paper by the Western Montana Level I Bull Trout Team

In the past year, much attention has been focased on forest management as it relates to reducing
the risks of large-scale, intense wildfires. This heightened emphasis is largely a result of the 2000
fire season, during which parts of the west experienced larger than normal forest fires, There is
mounting public concern that fires in our national forests are out of control. The Forest Service
and the Bureau of Land Management have responded to this concem with the National Fire Plan,
which addresses this threat and proposes @ path to reduce the risk of catastrophic wildfires in our
forests. At a more regional scale, the Northern Region of the Forest Sexvice is in the process of
developing a “Cohesive Strategy” to implement the National Fire Plan.

The Western Montana Level I Bull Trout Team recently met with one of the Cohesive Strategy
Team members to discuss the concept of reducing fire risks and its role in native fish species
recovery. There has been much discussion regarding this issue. One theory expressed by many
people is, because fires can result in increased erasion, they are a threat to fish habitat, and
therefore reducing the occurrence or intensity of forest fires will result in improved conditions
and reduced risks to fish. Jt is this subject that we feel we need to comment on, because much of
the post fire planning is at least partially dependent on it, and we feel that our collective
discussion regarding this issue could prove useful in NEPA projects related to the fires. It is also
our desire 1o work closely with the Cohesive Strategy team in developing a strategy that
dccomplishes both the social and ecological goals of the plan,

First, we want to re-emphasize the importance of wildfire, incloding large-scale, intense wildfire,
in creating and meintaining stream systems and stream habitat. In western Montana, the two
primary natural disturbance mechanisms responsible for initisting stream dynamics that .
ultimately increase habitat complexity and diversity are fires and floods. Inthe short-term, fires
trigger other processes, such as erosion and woody debris recruitment, which are critical in the
formation of young, biologically rich streamn systems. Qver longer timé periods, fires recycle
nutrients, regulate forest development and biomass, and maintain biological pathways (Keane, et.

al. 1999). The effect of fire on these processes is ultimately transferred to stream channels. Fires, - »
-and the ecological processes associated with them, are thus an integral part of maintaining our

native fish populations.

From this point, we often catapult into & discussion of whether-or not the recent fire activity
observed in the west is outside the range of variability. The question here is “if fires burned
hotter or over larger areas than in the past, do they necessarily have more negative impacts on
fish, and therefore would reducing them be better for fish?” To answer this question, we must
first identify the timeframe of reference, In this case, since we are concemned with native fish
species viability, the timeframe would aptly be several thousand years because species such as
bull tropt and cutthroat trout have been in western Montana for at least this long. There have
been countless periods where wildfires have been much more severe and widespread than we are
curreatly experiencing, and these fish hiave survived. At a regional scale, at least two periods just
within the last century were significantly worse than the fires we are observing now. Clearly, the
fires we have recently experienced, by themselves, do not pose the risk to fisheries that has been
inferred in some circles. .

- drastically different than they were when past periods
-+ impacts to fish may be different as well, Theresite fonia

functionally isolated, aod
than they would Have becn Historically.

That said, however, it is jmperative to mm&&m

. ‘Past conditions that play directly into this di.scqéfsxon ;lisbitat degradation, exotic
species, and fire suppression. While there are Sthir ate to fires pofential effect on
fish, these four are generally the most predominantin th Y

will therefore be focused on
in the following paragraphs, R

Many native fish habitats are currently fragmented to varying degrees by dams, road culverts,

* stream dewatéring, or temperature barriers, HistoricallFZfislr wese sble to avoid logalized fire

effects by mioying to wiburmed areas.  If local extirpatioas did ocour, these arvas worp quickly
refounded by nearby populations in the open stream netgork, :Presently, many populations are .
lated, and when natural disturbances cocir the effects are therefore- much.greater -

Habitat conditions are another factor that has chenged significantly. In general, fish habitat
quality is'much less diverse snd complex than historic, anid siative fish populations are therefore
less fit and Jess resilient to watershed disturbances. Roads; more than any other factor, are
responsible for the majority of stream habitat degredation on National Forest Lands in this area
(USDA 1997). Historically, roads were not present in watersheds and did not affect hydrologic
or erosional patterns. Now, however, extensive road networks inmany of our watersheds
contribute chronic sediment inputs to stream systems, and these effects are exacerbated when
fires remove the vegetation that filters road runoff,

Exotic species have a similar effect as habitat degradation, in that they suppress or eliminate
native populations in certzin areas, thereby reducing the resiliency of these populations and thejr
ability to recover from natural dishrrbance events, )

Finally, our efforts to suppress fires cap have significant effects o native fish populations. Fire
lines, water drafting, and fuel spills can have significant short.and long-term impacts on stream
Systems, especially the smaller streams where much of the activity usually takes place. Dozer
Lines can have similar impacts as roads designed below standards, Historically, none of these
impacts occurred when fires burned across the landscape, .

Note that in ¢ach of the four cases described above, the real risk to fisheries is notthe direct
effects of fire:itself, but rather the existing condition of our watersheds, fish communities, and
stream networks, and the impacts we impart as a result of fighting fires. Therefore, attemptingfo
reduce fire 23,10, odugs ialcs to native fish populations is really subverting thé issus, If
ab_qut wanting to reduce risks €3 3ssociated with future fires, we.ought to’

we are sjfigere ¢ : .
be removing ba AsitieETEUERg R otic fish populations, and re-assessing
bow i AR AT o e ot e

'eBLETeST AL IS seie finte; we should recdgnize the vital role that fires play in strears
systems, and-attempt to et 10 2 pomnt Whare we can let fire Pplay a more natural role in these
edosystgn_x_;. . . ’

In addition to not addressing the true risks to aquatic systems, most proposals to reduce fire risk
involve fuel reduction treatments that can, themselves, result in significant tisks 1o fisheries,
Salvage of burmed trees is often proposed to reduce fiuture fuel loading. While salvage can be
accomplished with mjnimal impacts in some areas, many burned areas are already extremely
sensitive to ground disturbance due to the loss of vegetation. Further disturbance can result in
increased erosion, compacted soils, and 2 Joss of nutrients from these areas (USDA 2000, Beschta
etal. 1995). Large-scale thinning or construction of fuel breaks in non-burned forests may have




fewer direct impacts than salvage, if it ocows from aistingmdsandoutside_ofr-ipmian areas,
but it still won’t reduce risks to aquatics, because it’s not addréssing the source of the problem.

" Finally, constructing new roads may directly contradict objectives aimed at improving watershed
or native fish conditions. . R

Although mechanical fuel removal and salvage is more likely than wildfire to adversely afféct
fishes and their habitat, the Team understands that in some areas (such as urban interface zones),
mechanical fue] management may be the most practical option. In thess cases, we recommend
that fishery and fuels specialists work closely together to achisve project goals while minimizing
impacts to fishes.”

Based on this, we believe, in most cases, proposed projects that involve large-scale thinning,
construction of lerge firel breaks, or salvage logging as tools to reduce fue] loadings with the
intmofrédudngneggﬁveeﬁgctsmwaemhsdsmdmbaquaﬂcewsymanaremgely
unsubstasitisted. Post-fire activities such as thesé that increass the probability of chironic
sediment inputs to aquatio systems posc far greater threats to both salmonid and amphibian
populations and aguatic ecosystem integrity than do fires and other natural events that may be
associated with undesired forest stand condition (Frissell and Bayles 1996), There are
undoubtedly exceptions to this position. Examples might include direct urban interface
environments where natural fire processes are clearly not an option and road systems cannot be
removed, or areas where native fish papulations are nearly extinet and isolated to an extremely
small watershed and reconnection to other populations is not an option. Another exception might
be where funds generated from thinning would be directly used to obliterate roads or remove
barriers. In general, however, fish populations will respond better to projects directed at reducing
-the immediate risks — barriers, roads, exotic species, and suppression - than to projects aimed at
reducing fire intensity or scale.

Rob Brassfield, . Steve Phillips,
Bitterroot NF Flathead NF
Jim Brammer, . Brian nggers,
Beaverhead-Deerlodge NF : : .. LoloNF.
John Carlson, Len'Walch,
Kootenai NF . Helena NF
Jo Christensen, : _ Kate Walker,

Missoula Field Office, BLM _ USFWS
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Sherri Schwenke

District Range

255 West 1lth

Kettle Falls, Washington 99141

To whom it may concern: 1/3/2002

As a concerned Ameriecan Citizen, I am writing in response to the Notice
of

intent to prepare an envirommental impact statement for the South Deep
Management Project in the Colville National Forest,

I am very concerned about potential road closures in this area. Please
keep

in mind that not all Americans are able to strap a 40 pound pack on
their

backs and hike for 10 days to enjoy the vast beauty of our great
nation.

Elderly and disabled Americans absolutely depend on existing roadways
for

outdoor recreation. Roads benefit not only these taxpayers, but
sportsman

and recreationalist as well, I am an off road enthusiast and avid
outdoor

recreationalist myself, I make use of these roads frequently.

I believe that access to public lands is a critical aspect of the
multiple .

use policy that should govern our National Forests. And this
access

mandates that existing roads be preserved and only closed as an
absolute

last choice. And even then, only after a Roads Analysis is completed
to

ensure that transportation needs are determined throughout the district
as a

whole to

prevent piece-meal decisions on road needs,

I urge your agency to consider thé needs of ALL Americans as your
proceed,

Please do not consider ANY road closures in this area without first
performing a Roads Analysis and allowing ample public comment period.

Finally, please add me to your mailing list so that I may stay informed
about any potential changes to the public use of this area.

Thank you for your time,
= D .
Sincerely, s« ’/%’,w/}l——/ 'Z/"/

L ﬂ///,/
William Madonna, Jr

516 Sunrise Dr
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83815

L
(:()PﬂSEﬂ!‘H&IT!)PI(;IﬂD )gg:

January 28, 2002

Toin Pawley

Three Rivers District, C.N.F.
255 West 11th

Kettle Palls WA 99141

Dear Mr. Fawley, oo : .

Please accept these: comments.on bchnlfofthaboatdandomsw member families of
the Kettle Range Conservation Group.

Looking at the scoping document, it is clear this is a large-scale project. ' We assume
that it will include several million board feet of timber harvest, Becanse the proposed
project area is 50 laige, and the proposed actiohs ntimerous and varied, we would
expect: thiat there will be a commensurate level of andlysis, inchiding but not limited to
the following arcas:

+ sedmnt.wmcomprehensivgsedimenemodelmgbeperfnrmcdaspanof
the. staiysns?

. Road: ICRCstopposed tothc construction of new roads underall but the
rarest of circumstances.. Whatamlysiswmbeconduceedm@rding the
effectiveness of road clssures in the area and the impact of both legal and
illegal ORV use? Is new road construction. part of the pmposal.

600'S. Clask Stccer, RO, Box 130, Republic, WA S9156 + (500 7152667 o, 35 W Main, Sitite 2211, Spokane, WA 993111 » (509) 7471663




Fire: ‘What percentage of the preseribed burning will take place. within the
‘wildlandy-nrban interface? ‘Wil the WUI receive priority treatment as
outlined in the National Fire Plan? Whit analysis has been done to indicate
thatthcpmposedbcnnﬁtsoﬁmdueedﬁmrisk&omsﬁanddmsiwthmugh
mzchamcalﬂ:mmngisnotoﬂ’ae:byﬂwincreasedﬁrcnskmposcd by
increased road densities, expostire of the forest floor to the drying effects of
summer weather, and greater access. to thinned stands by ORV's and other
buman dctivities?

Ol growth. Arethemstnndsofemshngoki—mwthvmhmﬂzepmposed
pmjectama?Whatmomtonnghasbecncmductcdtosuppmﬂwbehefﬂm
logging |

Mmm mCGmadamanﬂyopposedtologgmg,madbuﬂdmg or
any other development activities within roadless areas. Pacific Biodiversity
Institute maps indicate that there-are numerous rogdless areas within the
pxmectboundanes. Whatacﬁmﬁcsarcp!annedwithmthmamas?

o.protect pmperty owners from such

Fouutham: 'mcscopmgdocumentsmake no mention of insect
infestations in the avea. What is'the current;assessntent i this regard? Is
nmmmoﬁnseotinﬁwm&nspaxtofﬂmpurpose and need for this
project?

maddmon,weaskﬂaatammmﬂnlyﬂmnvebemaudedmme Ei8 and that
this alternative be given serious.

 fill rienge of options, including

netmvavm inﬁetn@numb«ofam will be Jogged, but also & rnge of

2

;hi;mw:mwfo:ftm?ﬁmt;a@bggngmmWemumnkewmamberhmest
imative, ior example, that sets the threshold for "thinning"” at 12° or 1 " dbh,
than the typical 21" maximum. & . or 14 Father

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.

Smcercky

David Hﬁ :

Director, Forests and Rivers Program,

et
(&3

f Mg
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Three Rivers Rangers Districe .
Attn: Sherr Schwenke
Tem Pawley
253 W. 11* gt
Kettte Palis, WA 20141

Januery 11,2002 . ’ ‘
Dear Torm

This letter l-ahllowupuo-phn- conversation of eariier this
morning.

O-murm.dﬁ-hopmlmmrmhmﬂ,n
lllmmtabutmihlrlonhmmdm&n 18 is to be
commercially harvssted.

Thmh-smnu-m-ﬁnmnlm&mnh&nmnm
neclqcmumsm-wmm-rumm&nmnmmm
and have since Inte 1879,

unummmmnmamnm-b&onwmm
spring d be disrvp ol murmrm.

ares of any logging.
Plexss keop me posted and lot me knew when Yeour hydrotegiat weutd
fike to visit the aren. :

4llonrd-

"

7—7%;/ i ~
Foater Hagkins)
2173 Rocky Crik. Ra.
Colville, WA 99114
PH: 80830538
Fax §34-5188

-

Crecep fESwnD 0, THIS 1SSe e pn, 4 7/-02,
o p»-uce-:’




sent by Rlan Dragoo to Sherri Swenke on 1/83/82 6105106 PH

Aap E. Dragso
14720 E. 45" Lane
Verndale, WA 59037
£09-883-3209
Abragoo@actcom

January 30, 2002

Sherri Schwenke

District Br

255 West 11

Kettie Falls, WA 99141

. Dear Sir or Madam:

tam writing regarding the natice of intent to prepare an environmental impact statement in conjunction

-with the Sauth Desp Management Project, as published in the Federal Reglster on January 2, 2002,

As an avid off highway vehicle user, | would request that the needs and desires of motorized
recreationists be seriously considered in the planning of this project. My particular interest is in the use
of 4WD vehicles (e.g. Jeeps®, trucks, and SUVa), but | beleve the needs of molorycle, ATV, and

- snowmobile users should also be considered.

| know that road maintenance costs often enter into the dedision to close roads and trails. | would fike
to point out that 4WD users usually prefer trails impassible to ordinary automoblies. These trails should
receive only meintenance necessary to minimize environmenta! impact, such as diverting runoff to
reduce erosion and stream siltation.

Being relatively new to four wheeling in this area, | am not very familiar with the project area.
Therefors, | do not know for certain whether it containe any roads or trails of interest to motorized

recreationists. However, | would appreciate the opportunity to commant on the desirabllity of any roads
that may be considerad for closure undar this or any other projects in your district. R

Sincerely,

Alan E. Dragoo




