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Finding of No Significant Impact

HFI-Fuels Reduction 2003

Huron Shores Ranger Station,

Harrisville and Tawas Ranger Districts,

Huron-Manistee National Forest

Alcona and Iosco Counties, Michigan
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For Information Contact:  Nicholas T. Schmelter, Team Leader

5761 North Skeel Avenue

Oscoda, Michigan 48750

(989) 739-0728 Ext. 3010

TTY 989-739-0806

E-mail:  nschmelter@fs.fed.us

Webpage: http://www.fs.fed.us/r9/hmnf/pages/healthy_forest.htm   
The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, gender, religion, age, disability, political beliefs, sexual orientation, or marital or family status. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, Room 326-W, Whitten Building, 14th and Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (202) 720-5964 (voice and TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.

The setting of this project is localized with implications to the immediate treatment areas only.  The people most affected by the treatments will be local residents.  This action is also a continuation of fuels projects that have occurred for many years on the Huron Manistee National Forests.   After considering the environmental effects described in the HFI-Fuels Reduction 2003 Environmental Analysis and the entirety of the Project Planning Record, I have determined that these actions will not have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment considering the context and intensity of impacts (40 CFR 1508.27).  Thus, an environmental impact statement (EIS) will not be prepared.  

	Charles J. Andrina
	5/14/03

	Charles J. Andrina, District Ranger 
	Date


I base my findings on the following:
	Factors 

Considered
	Intensity

(How Much of an Impact)
	Reasons the Action is Not

Significant

	Public Health & Safety
	Firefighter and public safety will be improved on approximately 724 acres due to the reduced risk of destructive wildland fire (EA & Fuels Specialist Report) 
	The proposed action and alternatives would not significantly affect public health and safety but would reduce current and expected risks. 

	 Unique Characteristics

· Historic or cultural resources

· Parklands, Prime farmlands, Wetlands

· Wild & Scenic Rivers

· Ecologically critical areas
	No Parklands, Prime farmlands, Wetlands, Wild & Scenic Rivers, or Ecologically critical areas are within the treatment areas, therefore none will be affected.  Cultural resource surveys have been completed and three sites were identified within the treatment areas.  Design Criteria will prevent impacts to existing sites and contract provisions will provide protection if new sites are discovered during project implementation (see EA page 15-16 and Cultural Resource Report).    
	Non-significant because no sites will be impacted.

	Effects likely to be highly controversial?
	There is no substantial scientific controversy over the effects of this proposal, (see EA pages 7-17). 
	Since there is no scientific controversy related to the effects disclosed in the EA, there is no significant effect. 

	Beneficial & Adverse Effects
	Both beneficial and adverse effects have been considered, (see EA and Project Planning Record).
	This finding of no significant effect is not biased by my consideration of benefits versus adverse effects. 

	Precedent established for future actions?
	These actions do not set any precedent for future actions. 
	Not Significant.

	Effects highly uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks
	The Huron Shores Ranger Station has completed 5 environmental documents covering fuels reduction projects over the past 5½ years. These projects have exhibited the desired change in wildfire behavior by reducing rate of spread and intensity of the fire (see EA pages 7-17, and Action Analysis).
	Non-significant because in our experience with this type of project, effects are not uncertain and we are not taking unique or unknown risks.

	Cumulatively significant?
(7)
	A small percentage of Forest is being treated.  Effects are expected to be similar to effects from similar projects implemented in the past (see above).  This coupled with the design criteria and the small overall percentage of forest being treated result in no significant cumulative impacts (see EA pages 7-17). 
	Non-significant.  Based on the effects disclosed in the EA, specialists’ reports and supporting documentation in the project planning record, there are no cumulative impacts. 

	Loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural or historical resources (NHPA consistency)
	No sites will be impacted, see pages 15 and 16 of the EA. 
	Non-significant because no sites will be impacted.

	Adversely affect T&E species or habitat?  (ESA consistency)
	The Proposed Action with its design criteria reduces risks of damage to individuals or populations.  See EA pages 7-13, the Wildlife Specialist report and the BE and BA in the Project Planning Record. 
	Non-significant, see EA and BA. 

	Consistent with Federal, State or local laws for the protection of the environment?

· National Forest Management Act

· Clean Water Act

· Clean Air Act
	Yes – The proposed action would be consistent with the Forest Plan and with applicable state and federal laws. See pages 7, 13, and 15 -17 of the EA, the Action Analysis and the Project Planning Record. 
	Non-significant, the action is consistent with applicable laws. 


Young jack pine, typical of the dense, ladder fuels associated with the Huron National Forest
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