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DECISION NOTICE

for the
SOUTH CREEK/UNDER BARNEY SALVAGE TIMBER SALE

DIXIE NATIONAL FOREST
GARFIELD COUNTY, UTAH

I. INTRODUCTION

The South Creek/Under Barney Salvage timber sale Environmental Assessment (EA) has been pre-
pared pursuant to the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Ad. (NEPA), COuncil on
Environmental Quality, Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1600-1508 and th9..Nationai
Forest Management Act (NFMA), TItle 36, CFR Part 219. Further direction is provided by the Dixie
National Forest land and Resource Management Plan (DNF-LRMP).

The EA describes management activities and environmental effects of the Proposed Action, No Action
and two action altematives. The document is available for public review at the Escalante Ranger District
Office in Escalante, Utah.

The analysis area covered by the EA is 6,903 acres of National Forest System lands located approxi-
mately 18 miles nocthwest of Escalante, In Garfield County, Utah. Sections 27-34, Township 34 South,
Range 1 West; Sections 25,35, and 36, Township 34 South. Range 2 West; Sections~, 8, and 9 .
Township 35 South Range 1 West; and Section 1 Township 35 South Range 2 West; Salt Lake Base to""

Met1dian. Tunber types In the area Include mixed conifer, ponderosa pine, aspen' and spruce/fir. This \J
project would be Implementedstarting In 1996.

. .
.

National Forest System land withinthe DixieNational Forest has been divided IntoManagement Areas
which differ from each other In resource emphasis. The South Creek/Under Barney project area is
located In Management Areas 1 (General Forest Direction), 2B (Rural and Roaded Recreation Opportu-
nities), SA (Big Game Winter Range), and 7A (TImber Management). betalled management prescrip-
tions are d'lSpiayed In the DNF-LRMP.

A. PROPOSED ACTION

The Forest Service proposes management activities for timbered areas Inthe South Creek and
SWeetwater Creek drainages of the Escalante Ranger District, Dbde National FOI'est,Garfield
County~ Utah. The Proposed Action would require construction of 0.62 miles of road construc-
tion, 3.2 miles of road reconstruction and 16.1 miles of road reconditioning. The total sawtimber
volume removed would be 4.955 MMBF (million board feet). Removal would be accomprlShed
using helIcoPters and tractors. '

ProPosed management actMtIes Include: transportation system devetwrnent and manage-
.

ment;the salvageharvestof merchantable insect and disease Infectedtrees; precommerclal
thiMing; reforestation with hand planting; machine pIUngand Slash burning In landings; the use
of prescribed fire for aspen regeneration; girdling trees for disease (dwarf mistletoe) control; and
motorized travel management through Implementation of an area closure with specific .open
road" designation.

. The purpose of the Proposed Action Is to: reduce the levels of mountain pine beetle Insect )
activity, reduce the levels of dwarf mistletoe Infection, improVe vegetation d'lVersity by reducing .~

.
insect and d'aseaseInduced tree mortality,maintain and Improve forest health. restock unforest-

South CreeklUnder Barney Salvage TImber S8Ie eN: pege - 1
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ed areas, Improve wildlifehabitat by decreasing open road densities and creating a greater
variety of tree size classes, enhance biodiversity by maintaining a variety of overstory vegetation
cover types; and to provide timber and recover wood product value.

II. DECISION

A. SELECTED ALTERNATIVE

As the Forest Supervisor, I am the Responsible Official (Deciding Officer) with the delegated
authority for this decision. Ihave decided to implement Altemative One as described inthe south
Creek/Under Barney Salvage TImber Sale EA. This decision also Incorporates those features
of Altemative One documented in the paper titled "Corrections, Changes and Additions to the
South Creek/Under Barney Salvage Tamber Sale Environmental Assessment".

This decision willalso amend the DixieNational Forest Land and Resource Management Plan,
Chapter IV,page 51. The plan willbe amended to change local and collector road widths from
"typically 14 feer, to allow for choices in road widths. The plan willnow read "road widths will
be adjusted to meet LAMPobjectives".

The highlights of Alternative One are:

* There willbe no helicopter harvest units with this choice. Feedback from public involve-
ment . as well as my desire to implement an altemative which willprovide for a larger
economic return, results in my decision to have 330 acres cable logged and 1992 acres
tractor logged.

.

* logging ~II be permitted within the SAManagement Area during the firstwinter season.
In the past, few animals have been using this area as winter range. Even though the area

.should retain its SAdesignation, the urgency to remove beetle infested trees prior to
having another beetle flightand consequently killingmore trees takes precedent with this
~.

.

* Special management actions willbe followed along sensitivity One roads and trails to
maintain or enhance thevisual.qual'lty along these Important routes. Examples of these
actions are: stumps willbe cut level with the ground, whole tree harvesting willbe used,
slash that results from activities willbe disposed of at a minimum level of 90%, and paint
marks on trees which have remained .over from past salesW01 be "marked our.

* The entire area willbe closed to motorized vehlclesexoept on designated routes. This
will enhance wildlifehabitat and bring the open road d9nsity within levels described In
the LAMP.The SweelWater Road and the road around Bamey Top will remain Open as
snowmobile access routes.

B. MmGATlON, MONITORING AND EVALUATION
~ .

All mitigation measures and monitoring practices that have been described In the EA are
incorporated Intothis decision. MitigationMeasures and altemative descriptions can be refer-
enced Inthe EA,Chapter II.pages 7-17. Monitoringactions are described InChapter IV,page
210, of the EA.

.

South CreekJUnder Berney Salvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 2



I
w.

I
I
I
.,

I
I
II

.

.

.'

.

...
II
.

I DECISION RATIONALE
:0

Alternative One Is the Selected Altemativ(. It i ..sponsibly responds to the need to reduce insect and
disease problems and properly follows the Standards and Guidelines described In the DNF-lRMP. The
ah '~rnatives that were ,~::- "idered re; (es. -, :,ala.nc&j appr ~ach at responding to the issues, Md
properly moves the area ',..JWardmeeting tllo desired future condition for the proposal area. Additional-
ly, this Alternativewillserve many social needs associated with National Forest System Lands and
moots the management ( bjectlves and the prooose and need ~pecIfic to this project area (EAChapter
1). .

In my decision making P' ':>cess,I relied upon the analysis completed by the Interdisciplinary Team for
the No Action, Proposee Action and alteIT<rtivesto the Proposed Action. These are documented in the
EA. My Choice of Alten:ative One as the Selected Alternative Is based on these considerations.

A ~esponsiv( rlt: : to the Iss.i8S
B. Responsiveness to Environmer;,aI Quality and the Furpose and Need
C. Economic Efficiency
D. Consistency w:th the Agency t./ission

A. Responsiveness to 1he Issues

The public involvement i;.ndscoping prc;ess for this propo$alls described above and in CMpt.r'S I,
VIand append'1XC Ofthe EA.Considerationwas givento all comments received, during the analysis / '.-

process to date, includingseopIng and the EAreview.Alternative1 responds reasonably and thor- ). oughly to the Issues raised by the public, the Forest Service and other agency personnel. Included ,
below Is my evalUation of the responsiveness of the selected alternative to the Issues Identified during
~coping and the re..;ev process (S~ a..; :<bcE).

I:,;sue 1 -Higher Iog~:i~' costs asso..'iate,' .. i, ,helicop1.ar ~;ng will decrease the nun:Jer c: pot .,ntial
bidders. The, Selected ..!ternative has 00.:hdicopter logging and haS'therefore eliminated this issue.

Issue 2 - New road construction wI1llncreasethe cost of the sale. The Selected Alternative willconstruct
2.06 mUes of new road. Although the Selected Alternative does not have the highest PNV, it does
provide for a positive return of $285,266.

';.Issue 3 - Post sale road closures wiDdecrease roaded'recreationaI opportunities. The post sale open
.. .' . road densityforthls alternativeIshigherthan the proposed actionand IowerthanAlternative2.1believe

the post sale road closure plan for Alternative 11s the best mbc'ofresource protection and recreational
opportunities.

. ,
;~'.suc4 -DelayIntit . : ;; deferred::",~' '. ';" j:-:>$tPO""' ~c!.: ~vemen" of the Desired FuturE' Cor.dition
for Northern Goshawk nabitat. AIt«;:nati..; 1 .;iiI movi more ,.180 2,E:jO acres toward achie'ling better
habitat for goshawk. '.!though the Proposed Action and Alteinatlve 2 each. 'Would contribute more
acres, I feel AlternativE'. 1 Is better balanced when roadwor1<, economics and visual effects are com-
pared.

B. Responsiveness t; Envlronm"ntar Qualityand the Purpose and Need ,

The ~rpose and n~( . of this propos<.l,as stated In theEA, Chapter lis: to create healthier f<>!"~ ,)
conditions by redl,' 'I{'. the level c! mc.Jntain pine beetle (Dendroctonus Ponderosea) insect actIVIty
to enckinlc levels; lee e dwarf me:;tfet( .:3Infections within t11<3mixed conlferto endemic levels; if'<!prov€

: :.uth CreeWo1der B4mey Selvage T1mber Sale ON: Page - 3
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future vegetation diversity by reducing tree mortaI1tythat comes from Insect and disease Infestations;
and to maintain healthy conditions within previously halvested and reforested stands by providing
necessary cultural treatments within and surrounding these areas.

In addition to these forest health needs, this action will also address these needs: restock under-
stocked areas which have resulted from Insect Induced mortality; br1ngthe open road. density within
the levelsdescribed Inthe LAMPand developa longtenn travelmanagement plan;presently,the open
road density exceeds the levels established In the DNF-LRMP.This Alternativewill reduce these
densities to 1.3 mile/square mile,wellwithinPlan levels. Providefor even distributionof old growth
throughout allvegetation cover types; presently,old growthIsabsent fromthe Pinyon-junlper,ponde-
rosa pine and aspen cover types. This alternative Identifiesthe areas that' willbe managed as old
growth. Flnaily,to maintaina varietyof overstoryvegetation cover types to enhance species diversity
and overall biodiversity;by movingthe area toward the desired future conditionas described .Inthe
Recommendations for the Northern Goshawk in the Southwestern United States (Reynolds. et.aI.
1992).

Alternative1 responds to the purpose and need by Implementingtreatment activitiesthat improve
forest health by regulating density, removing bark beetle and mistletoe Infested trees, improving

. individual"tree health and vigor and increasing stand resiliencyto Insects and disease. It willalso
stimulate sprouting withinaspen stands.

The selected alternativemeets the desired futureconcfltlons,the management objectives,the purpose
and need and adequately addresses the Issues defined. .

C. Economic Efficiency

Alternative 1 provides the second greatest eConomic benefit of the action alternatives in tenns of total .

net profit, and yields the second highest dollar amount in receipts to the county. Because this
alternativehaIvests the least volume,itsustains the fewest jobs and generates the lowest income.The
level of econQmicbenefits resultingfromthis alternativeare related to the tradeoffs which recognize
other ~portant resources. Resources such as visual quality,and recreational use were given major
consideration in determining the selected alternative.Alternative.1provides a ~ balance
between the vaI10usinterests and concerns from no action to maximizationof economic benefit.

D. Consistency with the Agency Mission

National Forest System lands are managed to achieve a blend of amenItieS and commodities under
sustaJ~ multiple-use management. This Includes: promoting resiI1ency, productivity, cflVersityon
National Forest lands, responding to cflVer&eneeds of people and pubfac interests; and Implementing
sound management practices through an ecological approach and avoiding abuse 9f' exploitation by
special interests. As described above, Alternative 1 provides the best mixor balance of commodity I¥1d
amenity values while meeting desired fu.tureconditions and rnanaQement objectives of the DNF-LRMP.
Forest health. productivity, cflVGCSityand beauty are promoted while providing f2l'other muItipIe-USes.
In addition cflVerseneeds and publ'1Cinterest are'considered which Include visual qual'lty,potentiai
recreation use, wIIdrlfeneeds, old growth. biological diversity, and sawtimber.

IV. PUBUC INVOLVEMENT

The public involvementprocess was conducted to understand precisely what the concerns of local
citizens, organized spectallnterest groups, State and other Federal agencies, and other members of
the public might be in regard to the ,proposed action in the South Creek,lUnderBarney project area.

South CnteIcJUnderBemey Salvage TImber 8eIe ON: Page - 4
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The following Is a summary d the pubrlC Involvement process:

Comments on the South CreeklUnder Barney project were scoped on December 15, 1994, by sending
a scoping notice to all publics who previously expressed interested In the districts timber program.

An EA was compieted and was mailed to IndMduais who expressed Interest Inthe project on October
5, 1995. This EA ooderwent a 30 day Notice and Comment Period. A legal notice announcing the
availablrltyof the EAwas printed In the Dally Spectrum on October 6, 1995. A field review was
scheduled on October 18, 1995.There were no persons present for the field review.

Issues Identified

AllscopIng responses are Included In the project record. The IDteam analyzed and categorized the
scoping responses Into the following major Issues.

1. Higher costs associated with helicopter logging willdecrease the number d potential bidders.

2. New road construction willIncrease the cost of the sale.

3. Post Sale road closures willdecrease roaded recreational opportunities.

4. Delay In treating deferred stands willpost pone achievement of the Desired Future Condition for
Northern Goshawk habitat.

Public Comment on the Predeclslonal EA
r' .)

',
"',-:'

The EA was sent to Interested members of the public on October 5, 1995 for a 30 day Notice and
Comment Period. A fist of all agencies, organizations and persons that received copies Is Included In
AppendIx B of the EA. Two responses were received. Comments from these responses are cflSplayed
In AppencfIX E d the EA. Forest SecvIce Discussion regarding the comments can also be referenced
In AppencflXE. '.

V. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

Alternatives considered In detail were formulated from the Issues Identified during the scoptng pro-
cess,'from the prqect objectives, and from the goals objectives'and desired future con<fltlons of the
DNF-LRMP.

A No Action alternative was considered.This altemativewould not Implementany projectS,ex~pt
on.golng management activities:Notimberharvestingortravel management actionswouldoccur.The
management. needs identifiedIn the EAwould not be reaJ1zedunder thlsalt~e.

The Proposed ActIon addressed forest health Issues and emphasized uneven-aged management
through timber harvest on 2,380 acres and even aged management on 5 acres of aspen patch cutS
using tractor and helicopter harvesting techniques. Travel management actions which would place the
entire area under an area closurewith designated routes open were also described. I did not select
thlsaltemative because heIicopter'logglngfor these lowvalue species would lend question to the
forests abilityto sell the sale and Implementthe action. )
Alternative 1 addressed forest health, as well as economic and recreation Issues. Uneven-aged

_/

management wasemphasized on 2,247acres and even aged management on 5 acres of aspen patch

South OreekJlJnder 8emey 8etvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 6
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cuts using tractor and cable loggingsystems. Thisalternativealso Included road closures and travel
management actions.

Altemative 2 was designed to achieve the desired future condition for the Northern Goshawk as quickly
as possible. This alternative emphasized un-evenaged management on 3,130 acres and even aged
management on 23 acres of aspen patch cuts usi1g cable and tractor logging systems. Road closures
and travel management actions were also included Inthis altemative. This alternative waS not selected
because it would place roads on sensitive areas with steep side slopes and the steep grades found
on Road #143 are undesirable for use at this time.

All action altematives would amend the DixieNational Forest Land and Resource Management Plan,
Chapter N page 51. The plan would be amended to change local and collector road widths from
"typically 14 ft.. to allow for a choice between road widths. The plan willnow read .road widths willbe
adjusted to meet LAMPobjectives-.

"

Alternatives considered but eliminated from"detailed study are listed In the EA. chapter II,page 12.

VI FINDINGS REQUIRED BY OTHER LAWS AND REGULATIONS

A. Forest Plan Consistency

The Land and Resource Management Planforthe DixieNationalForest was approved in September
of 1986. The EAfor the South Creek/UnderBarneySalvage project area tiers to the EISfor Land and
Resource Management Plan for the DixieNationalForest. The Forest Plan providesthe overallguid-
ance for management activitiesbyspecifyinggoals and objectives,desired futurecondition,manage-
ment area direction and standards and guldel"tnes. "

Specific directionforsalvage is described on page N-7 oftha DNF-LRMP.GoalNo.24 is to "Emphasize
harvesting productive sawtimber stands that are highly or moderately susceptible to attack by the
mountain pine "beetleand other forest pests".

As stated in the firstparagraph ofthe Record of DecIsIon(ROD)for the Land and Resource Manage-
ment Plan ~e Plan provides forcoordinated multiple-usemanagement ofoutdoor recreation, range,
timber, watershed, wildlifeand fish,minerals,and wilderness resultingInsustained yieldof goods and
services for the benefit of Utah and the Americanpeople".

""TheRODlmpiementlng the Land and R~ Management Plan for the DixieNational Forest
provides addition8l Informationon page 8 conoemIng timber management on the DixieNational
Forest: 8'fhe proposed Plan providesforthe best management of the timber resource, contrtbutlngto
the stabilities ofthe localcommunities,providingfora continuingsupply Offorest products ~
by the general public, and providingfor the needs of other resources suppl"ledthrough muitlple-use
forestly..ltfurther StateSon page 9 that -Underthe Forest Plan, suitable timber base is composed of
lands- (such as the South Creek/UnclerBameySalvage project area) "thatare economicallyefficient
In meeting timber production and other resource goals. A balance is struck between confticting
interests that best meets the needs ofthe Forest resources and those dependent on NationalForest
timber.. .

I have evalUated features of the Selected Altemative against Forest Plan goals and objectives, as well
as the resource standards for consistency withthe Forest Plan. Itis my conclusion that all management
activities Included In the Selected Alternative are in full compliance with and in some cases exceed
Forest Plan goals, objectives and standards.

South CreeIcJUnder8amey SaIv9 timber Sale ON: ~age - 6
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B. Compliance with the NFMA,Other Laws and Regulations

The Selected Alternative Is consistent with the National Forest Management Act (NFMA)of 1976 in
meeting the management requirements detailed in implementing regulations 36 CFR 217.27 (a)
through (g). Specificaily, the management prescriptions for the Selected Alternative provide for the
protection of soil, water, air, wildlife,fishery, and other multiple use resources under 36 CFR 217.27
(a)(1) through (12).

Suitability for Timber Production

Allforested land identified for timber harvest have been determined to be on suitable land as defined
in 36 CFR 219.9.

Five Year Regeneration Requirement

36 CFR 219.27(c)3 requires "When trees are cut to achieve timber production objectives, cuttings will
be done in such a way as to assure that technoiogy and knowledge exists to adequately restock the
lands within five years after final harvest. Five years after the final harvest means five years after
clearcutting, fiveyears after final overstory removal in shelterwood cutting, fiveyears after final removal
in seed tree cutting or fIVeyears after selection cutting. Adequate restocking means that the cut area
will contain the minimum number, size, d"lStributiOn,and species composition of regeneration as
specified in the regional slMculturai guides for each forest type..

Under the select
.

ed alternative, a salvage harvest method willbe implemented. The saivage harvest /~,

)
..

method is. an Intermediate treatment with the objective being the utilization of material that might:,
otherwise be lost and not a harvest which triggers the five year regeneration requirement. '"

Vegetation Manipulation

The Selected Alternative complies with the seven requirements of 36 CFR 219.27(b) for management
prescriptions that involve vegetative manipulation of tree cover for any purpose shall:

1. Be best suited to the goals stated in the Land and Resource Management Plan; These goals
are stated in Chapter IVof the DNF-LRMP..

2. Assure that technology and knowledge exist to adequately restock the lands withinfIVeyears
of'final harvest. Knowledge and technology are described in the EA, Chapter IV,section F.

3. Was not chosen to produce the greatest doilar return or the greatest output of timber
(although these factors were considered). SIMcuiturai prescriptions are govemed by the exist-
ing forest conditions and resource protection practices, not economic or timber outputs. \

4.Was chosen after considering potential effects on residual trees and adjacent stands. These
considerationsare discussedInthe EA,ChaptersIIIand IV. -

5. Was selected to ensure COI1SeIVationof site productMty, soil and water resources. These
topics are discussed inthe Vegetation, Soils, and Hydrology sections of the EA,Chapters IIIand
IV.

6. Was selected to prOvidethe desired effects on water qualityand quantity,wildlifeand fist )
habitat, regeneration of desired tree species, forage production, recreation uses, aesthetk;,,-,-
values and other resource yields.The LAMP'sdesired future conditionfor each management

South ereek/Under Barney Salvage 11mber Sale ON: Page - 7
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area are considered. Altematlves were developed to accommodate the desired effects forthese
resources. .

"

7. Be practical In tenns of transportation and halvesting requirements and total cost of prepara-
tion, logging and administration. Harvesting would not occur In previously undeveloped areas.
The economic analysis In the EA, Chapter IV, section B and Appen<f1XA evaluates these
considerations and has revealed that the Selected Altemative Is practical Intenns Ofthese Items.

C. Consistency with Other Lawa and Regulations:

1. Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive (rES) Species -The viability of all existing native or
non-native vertebrate species must be maintained in the planning area (U.S.C. 1604). TES
species have been addressed In the EA,Chapter III,Section G and Chapter IV,SectIon E. To
meet the needs of the northern goshawk. a large-scale geographic approach Is utilized which
developS and maintains desired forest conditions for this -se~ Speaes- and its prey (EA,
Chapter IVsection E).

"

Optimallty of Clearcutting -Whei'eclearcuttingIs to be used, it must be the optimummethod
[ 16 U.S.C. 1604 .(g)(3)(F)(9I)]. Implementation of Alternative 1 willinclude natural regeneration
withinthe aspen type. Clearcuts have provento be optimumfor regenerating the aspen type.
This method Willstimulatesprouting and new stand establishment withinfiveyears. Chapter III
of the EA,describes the present conditionofthe aspen stands of the proposal area The patch

~ and aspen bum prescribed willhelp to rejuvenate these"decadent deterioratingstands.

2.

3. The Clean Water Ad. "(CW~ requires each state to implement Its own water quality standards.
Under Utah law, all surface waters geographically located within the outer boundaries of
National Forest Lands (on public or private lands) are designated .antidegradation segments.
(R317-2-12.13, State of Utah, 1991). These waters will be maintained at high quality and no
water qual'ltydeg~ Is allowable which would Interfere with or become injuriouSto existing
stream uses (R311-2-3.1, State of Utah, 1991). In addition, other diffuse sources (nonpoint) of
wastes shall be contributed to the extent feasible through the Implementation of best manage-
ment practices or regulatory programs (R317-2-3.2. ~ate of Utah, 1991).

Water quality Inwatersheds wmbe maintained at their present high level due to the application
" of SoIl and Water Conservation Practices (SWCP's) or Best Management Practices (aMP's).

These practices would be used to minimizesediment yields within the range of natural variation
and returned to precflSturbance levels (after timber halvest, road stabilization and closure and
ground cover reestablishment).

4. The Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning Ad. of 1974 (Sed.ion 10, Part C),
states that any road constructed on National Forest System Lands In connection with tim~r

. contracts or permits shall be designed withthe goal of reestablishing vegetative cover on the
roadway and areas disturbed (by construction)withinten years after contrad. termination.

" " -

5.

Roads builtfor this proposal would be closed and restored under the selected alternative.By
followingmitigationmeasures specified. this provisionwould be satisfied.

The Executive Order 11990 of May24, 1977, requires the Forest SeIvIce to take action to
minimizedestruction, loss or degradation of wetlands and to preserve and to enhanCe the
natural and berieficlalvalues of wetlands. In adcfltlon.Forest ServIcedirectionrequires that an
analysis be completed to detennlne whether adverse Impacts would result.

South CreeWnder Barney Selvage T1mber Sale ON: P8g8 - 8
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6.

The location of wetlands In the proposal area were identified In the delineation InventOtyof
critical watershed areas. Impacts to these areas were determined to be Inconsequential be-
cause (1) wetlands have been excluded from activities, and (2) Indirect and cumulative eIfects
are prevented by using SWCP's.

The Executive Order 11988 of May 24, 1977, requires the Forest ServIce to provide leadership
and to take action to (1) minimize adverse Impacts associated with flood plains, (2) to minimize
impacts of floods on human safety, health and welfare, and (3) to .restore and preserve the
natural and beneficial values served by flood plains.

()

The location of open water, flowing water, and intermittent streams in the proposal area were
identified In the delineation Inventory of critical watershed areas. Impacts to these areas were
determined to be Inconsequential because (1) no open water was igentified within the project
area and flowing water and intermittent streams have been excluded from activities, and (2)
Indirect and cumulative effects are prevented by using SWCP's.

7.' . .State and Federal air quality regulations would be met. Fuel management practices and treat-
ments minimize impacts (EA, Chapter IV,Section J).

8. Cultural resources have been surveyed for. Protection measures are included and a no effects
determination has been made (EA, Chapter IV,Section K).

No confUcts have been identified with other Federal, State, or local agencies or with Native
AmerIcans, other minorities, wonien, or the civil rights of any United States citizen. .,/,-.-",

~'''- .,J

9.

"- 10. The Selected Alternative is in conformance with the intent of the Secretary of Agriculture

"

Memorandum1827for primefarmland,rangeland and forest land (EA,Chapter IV,Section S).

11.
. The Selected Alternativewould have no effects on the availabilityof lands for mining,under

federal mining laws'and regulations.

12.
-

The Selected Alternativewould have no unusual energy requirements for Implementation(EA,
Chapter IV,Section ~.

Monitoringrequirements that would be implemented are described in the EA, Chapter IV,
Section P.

13.
"

--';',!.,'

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

This FONSI pertains to my decision to amend the Forest Plan. A FONSI is not needed for my decision to'
implement the salvage harvest as described In Public L.aw104-19. I have determined that this action is not
a major federal action, Individually or cumulatively, and willnot significantly affect the quality of the humah
environment. Therefore, an environmental Impact statement is not needed. This determination is based upon
the following factors: "-

Context of the Project:

Decisions made relativeto this Forest Plan Amendmentwillaffect road widths on localand collector
roads withinthe DixieNationalForest Itis expected that these changes willresult in lessening impacts
from road oonstn.I«\Onactivitieswhere the changes willnot result In an Increased safety risk. No
significanteffects are expected to occur (EA,Chapter IV). ~)

South CreeklUnder Berney Salvage timber Sale ON: Page - 9
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Intensity of the Project:

Intensity refers to the severity of Impact. 1he following ten factors were evaluated In determining the
Intensity of the effects of the proposed project.

1. Beneficialand adverse effects fromthe Selected Alternativeare not signific8nt.The effects.
described In the EA,Chapter IV,support this determination.

2. Public health and safety are not adversely affected by the Selected Alternative.This is docu-
mented In Chapter IVof the EA.

3. There are no areas within the project area or cumulative effects areas. with unique geographic
characteristics. such as historic or cultural resources, parklands, prime farmlands, wild and
scenic rivers, or ecological critical areas that are significantly affected by the Selected Alterna-

,tive. This is documented In Chapter IIIof the EA.

The effects of the Selected Alternative on the quality of the human environment are not highly
controversial. These effects are d"1SCIosedin detail in the EA, Chapter IV.

4.

5. There are no known effects on the human environment that are highly uncertain or involve
unique or unknown risks,allknowneffectsare adequately discussed inthe EA,Chapter IVand
were professionallydetermined and disclosed.

These actions do not set a precedent for other projects that may be implementedto meet the
goals and objectivesofthe LAMP.The Selected Alternativespecificallyaddresses changing the
LAMPlanguage regarding road widths.Arrfdecision regarding road widthswillbe made on a
projectby projectbasis followingsitespecific~ and public involvement.

6.

7. There are no known significant cumulativeeffects between this project and other projects
implemented or Planned in the area. This is substantiated in the cumulativeeffects discussion
in 9hapter IVofthe EA. '

There are no known historic or culturalresources that willbe effected. This is documented in
Chapter 118and IVof the EA. ('

8.

9. There are no known endangered, threatened or sensitive plant or animalspecies that willbe
adversely affected by the Selected Alternative.Relevantdocumentation Is referenced in Chap-
ters IIIand r/ of the EA. and withinthe Biological'Assessments and BiologicalEvaluations
located In the Project File.

The actions do not threaten a violationof Federal. State or local laws or requirements Im~
for the protection of the environment.This conclusion is based on my revIeWof the EA and
reviewof the public Input that has been received for this project.

10.

VI. IMPLEMENTATION AND ADMINISTRATIVE/JUDICIAL REVIEW

Under authority of the Emergency Salvage Timber Sale Program, Public Law (p.L 104-19), the decision
to Implement Alternative 1 is NOT subject to appeal and is subject to Judicial review only in the United
States District Court for the d'1Strictin which affected Federal lands are located. As required under
SectIon 200L(f)(1) of P.L 104-19, and challenge to this salvage sale project must be filed In the district
court within 15 calendar days after advertisement of the sale.

South CreekJUnder Berney Selvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 10



I
I
I
I
8
I
.
I
.
..
I
.
.
.
....

()r{--. --~

- ,,- :
.> ..~.

-

The ~ to amend the Forest Planbychanging the wordingregarding road widthsfrom"typically-
14 feer, to -road widthswUIbe adjusted to meet LAMPobjectlves",1ssubject to ~ pursuant to
ForestSeMce Regulations8t36 CFR216.7.Awrittennoticeofappeal must be ~ed or received
by the Appeal DecIdIng OffIcer,Regional Forester, Dale N~Bosworth. USDAForest Service, 324 25th
Street. Ogden, Utah 84401, by Februaly 26, 1996 which Is 45 days following the date that the legal
notice of this decision was published In The Dally Spectrum newspaper, St. George, Utah. Appeals
must meet content requirements of 36 CFR 215.14. This decision may be Implemented no sooner than
March 4, 1996.

The decision to harvest timber willbe Implemented Immediately.

For further Informationon this project. contact KevinR. Schulkoskl, Escalante DistrictRanger, Escalante
Interagency Office,755 West Main,P.O. Box246, Escalante, Utah 84726 or phone (801)826-5400.

HM~~~
Forest SUpeMsor
Dixie National Forest

Date / // t:> (~;;

r')

)
-p

South CreekJUnder Berney Salvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 11


	page 1
	Titles
	Dixie National Forest 
	SOUTH CREEK/UNDER BARNEY SALVAGE TIMBER SALE. 


	page 2
	Titles
	. . 
	.. 
	.. 
	l) 
	DECISION NOTICE 
	I. INTRODUCTION 
	A. PROPOSED ACTION 
	South CreeklUnder Barney Salvage TImber S8Ie eN: pege - 1 


	page 3
	Titles
	., 
	I. 
	II. DECISION 
	A. SELECTED ALTERNATIVE 
	The highlights of Alternative One are: 
	~. . 
	B. MmGATlON, MONITORING AND EVALUATION 
	~ . 
	South CreekJUnder Berney Salvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 2 


	page 4
	Titles
	w. 
	., 
	. 
	I DECISION RATIONALE 
	:0 
	A ~esponsiv( rlt: : to the Iss.i8S 
	A. Responsiveness to 1he Issues 
	The public involvement i;.nd scoping prc;ess for this propo$alls described above and in CMpt.r'S I, 
	';.Issue 3 - Post sale road closures wiD decrease roaded'recreationaI opportunities. The post sale open 
	. , 
	B. Responsiveness t; Envlronm"ntar Quality and the Purpose and Need , 
	: :.uth CreeWo1der B4mey Selvage T1mber Sale ON: Page - 3 


	page 5
	Titles
	( 
	C. Economic Efficiency 
	D. Consistency with the Agency Mission 
	IV. PUBUC INVOLVEMENT 
	South CnteIcJUnder Bemey Salvage TImber 8eIe ON: Page - 4 


	page 6
	Titles
	II 
	.0 
	-',-",---\ 
	The following Is a summary d the pubrlC Involvement process: 
	a scoping notice to all publics who previously expressed interested In the districts timber program. 
	Issues Identified 
	2. New road construction will Increase the cost of the sale. 
	3. Post Sale road closures will decrease roaded recreational opportunities. 
	Northern Goshawk habitat. 
	Public Comment on the Predeclslonal EA 
	r' 
	.) 
	V. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 
	South OreekJlJnder 8emey 8etvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 6 


	page 7
	Titles
	.. 
	Alternatives considered but eliminated from" detailed study are listed In the EA. chapter II, page 12. 
	VI FINDINGS REQUIRED BY OTHER LAWS AND REGULATIONS 
	A. Forest Plan Consistency 
	timber.. . 
	South CreeIcJUnder 8amey SaIv9 timber Sale ON: ~age - 6 

	Tables
	Table 1


	page 8
	Titles
	. . 
	I. 
	.. 
	13 
	B. Compliance with the NFMA, Other Laws and Regulations 
	Suitability for Timber Production 
	in 36 CFR 219.9. 
	Five Year Regeneration Requirement 
	Under the select 
	ed alternative, a salvage harvest method will be implemented. The saivage harvest /~, 
	Vegetation Manipulation 
	South ereek/Under Barney Salvage 11mber Sale ON: Page - 7 
	--' 


	page 9
	Titles
	C. Consistency with Other Lawa and Regulations: 
	1. 
	Optimallty of Clearcutting - Whei'e clearcutting Is to be used, it must be the optimum method 
	2. 
	3. 
	4. 
	5. 
	South CreeWnder Barney Selvage T1mber Sale ON: P8g8 - 8 

	Tables
	Table 1


	page 10
	Titles
	. . 
	6. 
	() 
	8. 
	9. 
	12. 
	- 
	Chapter IV, Section ~. 
	13. 
	--';',!.,' 
	FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
	Context of the Project: 
	~) 
	South CreeklUnder Berney Salvage timber Sale ON: Page - 9 


	page 11
	Titles
	.' 
	I 
	... 
	Intensity of the Project: 
	1. 
	2. 
	3. 
	4. 
	5. 
	6. 
	7. 
	8. 
	9. 
	10. 
	VI. IMPLEMENTATION AND ADMINISTRATIVE/JUDICIAL REVIEW 
	South CreekJUnder Berney Selvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 10 


	page 12
	Titles
	.. 
	() 
	.> ..~. - 
	The decision to harvest timber will be Implemented Immediately. 
	Date / // t:> (~;; 
	r') 
	-p 
	South CreekJUnder Berney Salvage TImber Sale ON: Page - 11 



