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Dear Reader:

We appreciate your interest in the BLM's public land management activities. We also appreciate
your taking the timeto review this environmental assessment (EA). If you would like to provide us
with written comments regarding this project or EA, please send them to me at 3040 Biddle Road,
Medford, OR 97504. If you would prefer, you may also email comments to me at:
or110mb@.or.bim.gov.

If confidentiality is of concern to you, please be aware that comments, including names and street
addresses of respondents, may be made available for public review or may be held in afile available
for public inspection and review. Individual respondents may request confidentiality. If you wish to
withhold your name or street address from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of
Information Act, you must clearly state this at the beginning of your written comment. Such
requests will be honored to the extent alowed by law. All submissions from organizations, or
officials of organizations or businesses, will be made available for public inspection in their entirety.

Abbie Jossie
Field Manager
Grants Pass Resource Area
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Chapter 1
Purpose of and Need for Action

A. I ntroduction

The purpose of this environmental assessment (EA) isto assist in the decision making process by
assessing the environmental and human affects resulting from implementing the proposed project
and/or aternatives. ThisEA will also assist in determining if an environmental impact statement
(EIS) needs to be prepared or if afinding of no significant impact (FONSI) is appropriate.

The Free and Easy 2 Forest Management Project EA includes are-evaluation of the 1995 Free and
Easy Timber sale (EA #OR110-96-03) area with the addition of two parcels of land: T.39S,,R.8W.,
Sections 14 and 23. The Free and Easy sale wasinitialy offered for sale in January 1996 but
received no bids at that auction. It was reoffered on February 8, 1996 and received no bids.
Beginning in the spring of 1998, an interdisciplinary team began review of the earlier project area,
expanded it and changed some of the proposed actions. The present Free and Easy 2 Forest
Management Project proposal isthe result isthe result of thisanalysis. The present EA addresses
the project proposal in its entirety.

This EA tiersto the following documents:
(1) the Final EIS and Record of Decision dated June 1995 for the Medford District Resource
Management Plan dated October 1994 (RMP-ROD);
(2) the Final Supplemental EIS on Management of Habitat for Late-Successional and Old-
Growth Forest Related Species within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl dated
February 1994; and
(3) the Record of Decision for Amendmentsto Forest Service and Bureau of Land
Management Planning Documents Within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl and its
attachment A entitled the Standards and Guidelines for Management of Habitat for Late-
Successional and Old-Growth Forest Related Species Within the Range of the Northern
Spotted Owl dated April 13, 1994 (NFP-ROD).

In addition to the documents cited and tiered to above, the planning of this project drew from the
ideas, information and recommendations of the following documents:
(1) USFWS Biologica Opinions #1-7-96-F-267 (1996) and #1-7-98-F-321 (Sept 18, 1998)
(2) Watershed Analyses for the Kerby and the East Fork of the Illinois River.
(3) Freeand Easy timber sale EA (1995) and public comments regarding this project.

To assist the reader, a glossary of selected termsisincluded in the Appendix. The definitions are
from the Medford District RMP.

B. Purpose and Need for the Proposal
The broad purpose of the proposed action is to implement the Medford District's Resource

Management Plan (RMP). The proposed action is designed to meet a variety of resource and human
(social/economic) needs and objectives outlined in the RMP. Theseinclude:
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- contribution to the Medford District's timber harvest / forest products commitment, thus
helping meet the demand for wood products both regionally and nationally and supporting
local and regional economies,

- management of the forest land in a manner that will provide for and promote awide variety
of non-commodity outputs and conditions including wildlife habitats, sustainable forest
conditions, recreation opportunities, maintenance or improvement of water quality, and
fisheries.

C. Project Location

The general location of the proposed project is shown on Map 1: Project Vicinity Map. (All maps
arelocated in Appendix A.)

D. I ssues and Concer ns Relevant to the Project

A variety of issues and concerns were raised during the scoping of this project and the scoping of
the earlier Free and Easy timber sale. These were identified by interested individuals or groups
outside of the BLM, by the Resource Area’s project planning and Interdisciplinary (1D) teams.
Pertinent issues have also been drawn from some of the documents noted above. The major issues
identified as pertinent to the project are listed below. Many of these issues were used in the design
of the proposed project and alternatives.

1 There are western big-eared bats (Corynor hinus townsendii), a bureau species of
concern, utilizing Lime Rock Cave, Chapman Creek Cave, and other nearby caves.

2. The current high stand densities throughout the project area are resulting in adecline
in the amounts of vigorous pine, oak, and Douglas-fir.

3. Meadow habitats are declining due to brush and/or tree encroachment.

4, Thereisahigh fire hazard and risk in the project area due to both high stand densities
and the increasing numbers of rural homes adjacent to the project area.

E. Land Use Allocation Objectives

The project areaislocated in the Matrix Land Allocation (NFP/ RMP) and within the Southern
General Forest Management Areaidentified in the RMP. Specific objectivesfor thisland alocation
are discussed in the RMP-ROD (p. 38-39). Within the project area are a number of springs and
streams. These are within the Riparian Reserve land allocation. Riparian Reserve objectives are
enumerated in the RMP-ROD (pp. 28-31).
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Chapter 2
Proposed Action and Alternatives

A. I ntroduction

This chapter describes the proposed action and alternatives that are addressed and analyzed in this
EA.

B. Alternative 1: No Action Alternative

In this EA the "no-action” aternative is defined as not implementing any aspect of the proposed
action alternative (Alternative 2). Defined thisway, the no action aternative also serves as abaseline
or reference point for evaluating the environmental effects of the action alternatives. Inclusion of
this aternative is done without regard to whether or not it is consistent with the Medford District
RMP.

The no action alternative is not a"static" alternative. Implicitinit isa continuation of the
environmental conditions and trends that currently exist or are occurring within the project area.
Thisincludes trends such as vegetation succession and consequent wildlife habitat changes, road
condition / deterioration, rates of erosion, continuation of current road densities, trendsin fire hazard
changes, OHV usg, €tc..

C. Alternative 2: Proposed Action
1. I ntroduction

This section of the EA describes a series of project proposals which together comprise the Free and
Easy 2 project. It isorganized and presented based on broad “types of action” (e.g. road actions,
riparian treatments, fisheries enhancement, vegetation treatments, wildlife habitat restoration).
Proposals are grouped this way to better present the comprehensive nature of the Free and Easy
proposal and to facilitate understanding and analysis of the project. While presented in these
discrete groupings, their interrelationship must be kept in mind particularly in considering the
potential environmental effects.

Within each type of action, the proposed action is described. The counterpoint to all of the
proposed actionsis the no action alternative described above. It should be noted that during the
design and planning phase of the different proposals that comprise the Free and Easy 2 project, a
host of alternatives are considered. Many of the concerns and issues that initiated alternatives and
alternative uses of resources were subsequently resolved during the planning and the aternatives
disappeared as the final proposal emerged. Some of the more significant aternatives that were
considered during the planning process but eliminated from the proposal or further evaluation are
summarized in Appendix F. Those dternatives carried forward are described in this section.

The proposed action is based on the issues presented in Chapter 1 above and the land allocation
objectives from the RMP and NFP. The project design features noted in the next section are a part
of the proposed action alternative.
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2. Proposed Action: Riparian Reserves

No direct management treatments are proposed within the riparian reserves of Class| - IV streams.
Riparian reserve widths are those of the NFP: 150 feet on each side of class 4 streams and 300 feet
on fish bearing streams.

In areas proposed for wildlife habitat restoration / enhancement burning (see below), no fire control
handlines would be built within the riparian reserves. The prescribed fire would be permitted to
creep into the riparian reserves simulating a naturally occurring low intensity ground fire. No active
lighting would take place within them.

Any unstable areawill be treated as a no treatment riparian reserve. An unstable areais aground
feature that is actively moving or subject to potentially active movement (see page C-31, ROD,
Northwest Forest Plan). There are two known unstable areasin units; one in Unit 11-4 and the other
inUnit 15-4A.

3. Proposed Action: Upland Vegetation Treatments

The proposed vegetation treatments include young stand management and precommercial thinning,
commercia thinning and timber harvesting, noxious weed control, fuel hazard reduction and
prescribed fire, and wildlife habitat improvement including meadow restoration. These proposals
are summarized in Table B-1 (Appendix B) and further described below.

a Proposed Action: Young stand treatments and forest development
1) Objectives

Y oung stand treatment objectives include the following:
- Accelerate the successional trends of the early seral vegetation towards mature conditions,
- Reduce the hazard and risk of a stand replacing fire, and
- Maintain and restore species diversity on both Douglas-fir and pine/oak sites.

2) Description of the proposed treatments

Brushing - Thework consists of providing more growing space to selected conifer and/or hardwood
trees for enhanced survival and growth. Surplus vegetation (all brush, hardwoods less than 8 “DBH
not selected as leave trees, and conifers 6" DBH and less not selected as |eave trees) would be cut.
Target average spacing for conifer leave treesis 8' x 8 spacing. Hardwood leave trees will spaced at
25' x 25' on all units.

Precommercial Thinning (PCT) - Precommercial thinning consists of cutting or girdling trees and
brush to increase moisture, growing space and nutrient availability conifer and hardwood trees
selected for retention. All brush would be cut. All sprouting hardwood stems not selected as leave
trees and all surplustrees up to 7" DBH would be cut. Vigorous and well-formed conifer leave trees
would beretained at a14' x 14' average spacing (220 TPA). Well formed hardwoods would be
retained at either 20' x 20" (110 TPA) or 25' x 25' (70 TPA) spacing depending on the particular
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treatment units. For every 5 acres treated, a 1/4 acre no treatment area would be maintained within
which no brush, conifers, or hardwoods would be cut.

b. Proposed Action: Older stand treatments
1) Objectives

Treatment objectivesinclude the following:
- Harvest timber to meet BLM’s commitment to provide forest resources and commodities,
including firewood, to the local and regional economies; and
- Design stand treatments that promote forest health, that capture suppression and mortality,
and that reduce the potential for stand replacement fire.
- Design harvest systemsthat are economically feasible.

2) Description
a) Thinning treatments

Older stands as shown on Table B-1 (Appendix B) would receive a combination of treatments
appropriate to each stand (see silvicultural prescription). Prescriptive treatments would include
commercial thinning, structural retention cuts, precommercial thinning, or brushing for release.
Because of the variable, patch nature of the existing vegetation, silvicultural treatments and thinning
prescriptions will vary both between and within stands. Treatment descriptions are as follows:

In stands or portions of stands with generally a single story, crown thinning/thinning from below to
favor retention of the best trees (conifers and hardwoods) would occur to improve individual tree
growth with respect to size, height, crown size/condition, form, and vigor. This treatment would
reduce basal areato approximately 90-120 ft? /acre on W-S-ESE aspects or to aresidual crown
spacing of 10-15 feet for non-pine conifers and hardwoods and 20 feet for pine. On WNW-N-E
aspects, this treatment would reduce basal areato 100-140 ft?/ acre or to aresidual crown spacing
of 5-10 feet for non-pine conifers and hardwoods and 20 feet for pine. Stands where thisisthe
primary silvicultural treatment areindicated on Table B-1as“CT".

In those stands or portions of astand where a variable, older overstory is overtopping younger
advance regeneration which someis capable of and likely to release and grow if competitionis
reduced or eliminated, the proposed treatment is to remove a portion of the overstory (structural
retention) and to precommercially thin the understory. Approximately 16-25 overstory trees/acre
would remain after treatment to provide for structural diversity. Thisresidual would include three
large poorly formed and/or defective trees per acre, if available, to contribute to the future snag
component. Advanced regeneration would be thinned following the harvest to favor the best tree
(species, form, crown, condition, vigor, etc) on an average spacing of approximately 18'x18' (134
TPA). Standsidentified for acombination of treatments areindicated in Table B-1 with a
prescription of CT/SR
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b) Snags and CWD retention

Thetarget in al stands would be to retain an average of approximately 2 snags/acre (preferably
>16"dbh) aswell asthree larger diameter snag replacement (legacy) trees/acre as noted above.

In standsidentified for a structural retention or regeneration harvest, the standard of an average of
120 linear feet of down logs per acre greater than 16" in diameter and 16' long would be used.
Hardwood logs or pieces of logs may account for a percentage of thisgoal. Long pieces (i.e., tree
length) may be segmented for counting purposes. In order to meet this goal trees may be felled and
left. Thesetreeswould be identified during the marking of the stand.

In stands identified for commercial thinning: On southerly and westerly aspects, the three year post-
harvest goal would be 1-3 pieces of Class 1 or 2 down material per acre averaged across athinning
unit. On northerly and easterly aspects, the three year post-harvest goal would be 2-5 pieces of
Class 1 or 2 material per acre averaged across the thinning unit. It isexpected that these goals would
be met post-harvest due to typical slash loadings, breakage, etc. Consequently, the project design
on these lands is to accept the post-harvest CWD level and to allow natural forces (i.e., windthrow,
snow damage, top breakage, etc.) to provide infusions of treesinto CWD decay classes 1 & 2 over
time from the population of reserve and snag replacement trees. The resultant CWD would reflect
the size and species composition of the original stands.

4. Proposed Action: Fireand Fuel Treatments
a Objectives

The primary objectiveisto reduce the fuels created as aresult of this project’ s vegetation treatments
and/or to reduce the current hazard that has resulted from nearly 100 years of fire suppression.

b. Description

Fuel hazard reduction consists of understory thinning and fuel removal/reduction treatments such as
hand piling and burning, understory burning / underburn or lopping and scattering. No brushing or
thinning for fuel hazard reduction is proposed within the riparian reserves. In timber harvest areas,
fuels would be treated to reduce the generated slash loadings.

Understory Thinning for fuel hazard reduction will treat conifer and hardwood trees and shrubs.
The purpose of the treatment is to reduce the understory vegetation stocking thereby to reducing
fuel/fire hazard. Understory leave trees would be spaced to widths ranging from 15' to 20'. Excess
trees and shrubs between 1 - 6"DBH would be cut or girdled. Trees greater than 6"DBH and less
than 12"DBH would be girdled where stem density isexcessive. All trees 12"DBH or greater would
be reserved from this treatment.

Hand Piling and Burning of project-generated fuels (Hp/B) is designed to remove approximately
50 - 75% of the fuel between 1 and 6 inchesin diameter and greater than 2 feet in length. Fuel
outside this size range is | eft untreated although some smaller fuels are included in the piles to create
ignition conditions. Piles are covered with plastic or lumber paper to create adry ignition point.
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Piles are burned in the fall to winter season after one or more inches of precipitation has occurred.
Thisisto reduce the potential for fire spread outside of a pile and to reduce the potential for scorch
and mortality to the residual trees and shrubs.

Understory Burning or Underburn (UB) is the application of prescribed fire within areas where
residual trees and shrubs are present. The prescribed fire objective is to reduce the fuel hazard from
both dead and down woody material and to reduce the amount of "ladder" fuels present. Ladder
fuels consist of both live or standing dead vegetation such as shrubs and small treesin the
understory and live and dead branches close to ground level on overstory trees. Understory burning
is conducted at anytime during the year when fuel and weather conditions will permit the successful
achievement of the objectives and those of smoke management. Burning istypically conducted
from fall through late spring. Summer or early fall burning isless common but may be done when
needed to meet resource objectives and when escape fire risk can be mitigated.

Firelineswill be constructed by hand construction methods. Waterbaring would be used on al fire
trails where the slope exceeds 10% to control water runoff and limit potential erosion. Where a unit
adjoins ariparian reserve no fire lines would be constructed in riparian reserves.

Ignition would be by hand using tools such as drip torches. No active lighting would take place
within riparian reserves.

Lop and Scatter (L& S) isadlash treatment that does not remove fuel. Thefuel is cut into smaller
pieces and scattered so that it isin contact with the ground surface. Thisis done to create afuel bed
that would have a slower rate of spread and flame height during awildfire. The treatment also
decreases the time period for decomposition of the woody debris.

5. Proposed Action: Wildlife Habitat restoration / enhancement
a Objectives

A number of burns are proposed for wildlife habitat restoration and enhancement purposes (See
Table B-1, Appendix B). The overall goas of these treatments are: 1) to bring back awide variety of
plant communities to their natural range of conditions, 2) to restore winter range to benefit big game
animals such as deer and elk, and 3) to maintain chaparral communities and the species that depend
on this community.

b. Description

Unitslocated in four different plant communities would be treated for wildlife habitat enhancement /
restoration (See Table B-1, Appendix B). Inall instances, no cutting of encroaching trees or brush
would take place within the riparian reserve portions of any unit and no fire control handlines would
be built within the riparian reserves. Prescribed fire would be allowed to creep into the riparian
reserve but no active lighting would not take place within these reserves.

Oak woodland restoration - The objective isto remove encroaching conifers from the oak
woodland areas. In T39S, R8W, Sec 15, units 004 and 005, al conifers, except vigorous pine and
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large limby open grown Douglas-fir within the oak woodland, would be manually cut / removed by
hand or, in some cases by underburning. Such woodlands occur sporadically throughout the units.
Trees and brush not meeting the above description would be cut and harvested (where economically
viable) or girdled. Portions of the Ol unitsthat are not part of the oak woodlands (forested stands)
would be treated under the harvest prescription described above. Approximately 30 acres of oak
woodlands would be treated. (Note: No activities would occur in the white oak areas within
Riparian Reserves).

Meadow restoration - The objective is to reinvigorate the meadow by reducing thatched grass and
eliminating encroaching conifers. In units T39S,R8W, Sec. 15 (004) and Sec 23 (010 - portion of 23-
4) approximately 20 acres of natural meadow would be burned to remove grass thatch, woody plant
material and encroaching brush and conifers. Burning would most likely be done during the winter
or early spring when conditions allow for acool, controlled burn. The meadow would be burned by
the use of drip torches, heli-torch, or other similar lighting devices. A small temporary fire trail may
need to be constructed on the edge of the meadows to form control points. Fireline construction
would be done with hand tools such as shovels, axes and pulaskis. Serpentine Meadow
Restorations are treatments that are designed to reduce both live and dead fuel, lowering the fuel
hazard and increasing the value of vegetation conditions for awildlife habitat. The treatment might
include limited amount of thinning vegetation less then 6"DBH to spacing between 15 and 30 feet;
hand piling and burning of fuels, and broadcast burning. In those areas of serpentine meadow
habitat restoration burns, no cutting of encroaching trees would take place with the riparian reserves.
No handlines would be built within the riparian reserves, allowing the prescribed burning to creep
into the riparian reserve, however no active lighting would take place within these reserves.

Jeffrey Pine savannah restoration -- The objective isto maintain and restore Jeffrey pine savannah
by reducing the encroachment of Douglas-fir and other fire intolerant species. In unit T39S, R8W,
Sec 23 (008 - portion of 23-4), approximately 64 acres of Jeffrey Pine savannah would be
underburned. The burn would done when conditions alow for a cool, controlled burn most likely
be during the winter or early spring. Ignition would be done using hand lighting devices such as
drip torches or other similar lighting devices. A small temporary fire trail may need to be
constructed on the edge of the savannah to form a control point. Firetrail construction would be
done with hand tools such as shovels, axes, and pulaskis.

Chaparral community restoration -- The objective isto reinvigorate selected chaparral areas, areas
that have largely become senescent. In T39S R8W, Section 23 (003 - portion of 23-4) prescribed fire
would be used to burn amosaic of chaparral, grassland, oak stands to maintain a variety of habitat,
particularly the chaparral community. Approximately 80 acres of the 135 acresin this unit would be
burned. The burn would most likely be done during the winter or early spring when conditions
allow for acool burn. Ignition would be done using hand lighting devices such as drip torches.
Small temporary fire trails along the perimeter would be constructed as needed to form points of
control. Firetrail construction would be done using hand construction methods.
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6. Proposed Action: Roads/ Transportation
a Objectives

Minimize permanent road construction and rely on temporary spurs where possible and suitable for
the long term. Decommission temporary spurs after use. Decommission other roads consistent
with TMOs and upgrade drainage where appropriate for the long term objective of aroad.

b. Description of the Proposed Action

The proposed road work (construction, maintenance, decommissioning, etc.) isoutlined in Table C-
1 (Appendix C). Thetable liststhe roads that would be used, constructed, improved, renovated,
and/or decommissioned as a part of this proposed project. Construction, improvement, and
renovation work would primarily be in concert with commercial harvest and vegetation treatment
actions.

All natural surface “spurs’ constructed or used for timber harvest or fuels treatments would be
blocked or decommissioned upon completion of those treatments.

If available, a mixture of native perennial grasses, annual grasses and legumes would be used where
erosion control is needed.

Drainage ditches would be cleaned of debris allowing an unobstructed flow and avoiding
disturbance of vegetation (e.g., grasses) that are helping to stabilize the ditch line.

All roadside brushing would be performed either (a) mechanically with self powered, self propelled
equipment designed to cut brush and/or (b) manually with hand tools, including chain saws.

D. Project Design Features

Project design features (PDFs) are included in the proposed action for the purpose of reducing
anticipated adverse environmental impacts which might stem from the implementation of the
proposal.

1. L ogging Systems
a Tractor Logging

To reduce the extent of ground disturbance and soil compaction, yarding tractors would be limited
to the smallest size necessary to do the overall job. Tractors would be equipped with integral arches
to obtain one end log suspension during skidding of thelogs. Tractors would be restricted to
approved skid trails. Tractor logging would be restricted to slopes generally less than 35% or where
more then 35% occurs in short pitches. In general, trees would be limbed and bucked to 40'
maximum log lengths to avoid unnecessary damage to leave trees. Tractor-type logging equipment
would not be authorized when soil moisture content exceeds 25 % by weight as determined by a
Speedy Moisture Meter at asix-inch depth, except Units 14-4, 23-2, 23-3, and 23-6 where the depth
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iseight to ten inches due to heavy textured subsoils that are serpentine influenced.

Skid roads would be water barred in a manner appropriate to the slope and soil type. Main tractor
skid trails would be blocked where they intersect haul roads.

b. CableYarding

In cable yarding units, step landings would be permitted only if all other options are infeasible.
Cable yarding corridors would be waterbarred when needed and at a spacing appropriate for the
slope and soil type. In general, trees would be limbed and bucked to 40" maximum log lengths to
avoid unnecessary damage to leave trees.

C. Helicopter Yarding

Helicopter operations will be restricted to the hours of 7 AM to 5 PM, Monday through Saturday.
Sunday work would be prohibited. Map 2, pages 1 thru 8 (Appendix A) indicate the location of
potential helicopter landing sites.

Harvested trees would be limbed in the units prior to yarding. Thisis designed to reduce the extent
of damage to the residual stand. Some limited whole-tree yarding may take place if required for
safety.

Natural surface helicopter landings constructed on BLM land during the logging operation would be
ripped, seeded with an erosion control grass and legume mixture, and straw mulched upon
completion of landing use and before the onset of the rainy season. Landings used but located on
private land would be ripped upon completion of useif requested by the landowner.

2. Seasonal Operation Restrictions

Table 1 outlines the seasonal operating restrictions that would apply:

Table1: Seasonal Operating Restrictions

Location Restricted Activities Restricted Dates Reasons/ Comments
All road construction, October 15 to May 15 Erosion Control. Some variations of the
Entire project area logging and log hauling ; Y dates depending on weather and soil
; of following year . -
operations moisture conditions.
1/4 mile radius around All timber harvest activities March 1 to June 15 Dates and restriction dependent on
an active spotted owl nest | (felling and yarding), (for disturbance). nesting status. (Rogue River/South
ste. chainsaw operation and March 1 to Sept. 30 Coast Biological Assessment, Aug.
prescribed burning (for habitat removal) 1996)

All timber harvest activities

1/4 mile radius around (fel Illng and yarQ| ng), Varl.able depending on (BLM Instruction Memo OR-96-78).
any raptor nest chainsaw operation and Species.
prescribed fire.

**Some variations in these dates would be permitted dependent upon weather and soil moisture conditions.
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3. Fireand Fuels Management & Fuel Hazard Reduction Treatments

Proposed treatment review - All proposed vegetation treatment units would be re-evaluated
following logging or other treatment to insure that the slash/fuel treatments are appropriate for the
post harvest/treatment condition. The fuel treatments noted in Table 1 reflect the current
expectation of fuel treatment needs. Treatments would be changed if it appears that something
different would better accomplish fuel treatment and/or site preparation needs while reducing the
potential adverse impacts on air quality and site productivity would be recommended.

Smoke management - Prescribed burning would be managed in a manner consistent with the
requirements of the Oregon Department of Forestry's Smoke Management Plan and the Department
of Environmental Quality's Air Quality and Visibility Protection Program. Additional measures to
reduce the potential level of smoke emissions would include mop-up to be completed as soon as
practical after the fire, burning with lower fuel moisture in the smaller fuels to facilitate their quick
and complete combustion, burning with higher fuel moisture in the larger fuels to minimize
consumption and burn out time of those fuels, and covering handpiles to permit burning during the
rainy season where there is a stronger possibility of atmospheric mixing and smoke dispersal.

Prescribed fire plans - Prescribed Fire Plans will be prepared that include both resource and fire
objectives. Acceptable fuel moisture and weather parameters are devel oped based on these
objectives. Thetiming of the burn is based on achieving these objectives, occurrence of the
parameters, predicted weather, and the availability of adequate fire suppression resources as a
contingency plan in the event of fire escape. The plansinclude design featuresto diminish any
potential of fire escape from control lines such as. appropriate prescribed weather and fuel moisture
conditions that will produce fire behavior which can be readily controlled by direct attack; specified
numbers of people and equipment required for the burn; and escape contingency requirements such
asthe availability of backup forces, both locally and regionally. These features would be in place
before burning is permitted to occur.

The Prescribed Fire Plan includes acceptable mortality levels as prescribed fire effects can include
mortality in both the overstory and understory vegetation. These levelstypically limit overstory
mortality to 10-15% or less, and understory mortality to 20-50% or |less depending on resource
objectives. For example, when prescribed fireis used to "thin-out" understory vegetation (as
opposed to thinning with chainsaws) the higher acceptabl e percentages of mortality would apply.
Or, an underburn treatment prescription could range from burning 30% of the area (a"mosaic"
burn) to up to 90% of the area.

Stands may be treated once, or depending on initial results, may be treated by fire in subsequent
seasons to gradually move a stand towards the desired conditions. All areas planned for prescribed
fire treatments that contain sensitive plant species would be burned under the weather and fuel
conditions and/or season that minimizes impacts on plant reproduction and active growth.

Patrol and Mop-up of burned areas would occur to prevent areas from reburning and becoming
escapefires. A helicopter with water bucket may be used during mop-up to aid in extinguishing
larger burning fuels and internal reburning in islands of unburned fuels.
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Time Line and Accomplishment - The fuel treatment acreage estimates in Table 1 represent the
estimated maximum amount of acres that would be treated for fuel reductions. Funding and
appropriate burning conditions are factors that determine the time line for completion. Hand piling
and burning are anticipated to occur the first season after harvesting or vegetation treatment.
Broadcast burning could occur over aperiod of several years. All fuel treatments associated with
timber harvest are expected to occur. The actual treatment method that is used would be selected
based on post-harvest conditions and appropriate physical, biological, and social features of each
specific site. If prescribed burning is not used on a harvest area then lop and scattering of slash
would occur.

Treatments associated with precommercial thinning, wildlife habitat, and fuel hazard reduction
would occur based on funding and priority. Factors that influence priority include distribution and
need for habitat development, biological and social constraints, and strategic hazard reduction needs
for wildfire protection. It isanticipated that 80% or less of the acreage proposed for burning would
actualy receive the fuel treatment. Precommercial and understory thinnings that do not have
prescribed burning treatments would have lop and scattering of slash. The accomplishment of
treatments would be expected to take place within the years of 2000 to 2005 or |ater.

Mollusc / Salamander Protection - Areas with rock outcrops or talus will be buffered from any
broadcast burn to avoid potential impacts to Survey and Manage molluscs and salamanders. Buffer
size and shape will be site specific.

4, Roads - Construction, | mprovement, Decommissioning, Closures

All new road construction and improvement would be done to the minimum standard appropriate to
the intended long term use of the road. Roads would be closed and / or decommissioning where
appropriate to reduce the potential for erosion and to reduce the impacts on wildlife and consistent
with the TMOs. Roads proposed for decommissioning that are needed to support the prescribed
burning / fuel reductions would have the decommissioning scheduled for after burning is complete.

Dust Abatement - Dust created from log hauling traffic would be abated in order to reduce driving
hazards and protect the fine surfacing materials which bind the road surface rock thusincreasing its
longevity. Dust abatement may be in the form of water or lignin, or reduced hauling speeds.

5. Stream and Riparian Habitat Protection

Riparian reserve widths would conform with the Standards and Guidelines in the NFP (p. C-30) and
the RMP: Fish bearing streams - 300 feet slope distance or 2 site-potential tree heights on each side;
permanently flowing non-fish bearing - 150 feet slope distance or one site-potential tree heights on
each side; intermittent streams - 100 feet slope distance or one-site potential tree height on each side.
Also, areas of potential instability would receive a 150 foot no-harvest buffer (e.g., Unit 11-4).

6. Wildlife Trees and Dead and Down M aterial

All snags greater than 10" DBH would be reserved from cutting and removal in all units, unless they
pose a safety hazard. If asnagisfelled in the course of operation it will remainin on-site. Asapart
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of the residual overstory, three large poorly formed and/or defective trees per acre would be marked
as green wildlife tree to contribute to the future snag component. If adesignated snag wildlifetree
needs to be cut due to worker safety concerns, the tree would be left in the unit. All pre-existing
down woody material would be retained on in timber harvest areas.

7. Botanical Resour ce Protection

If any Survey and Manage Component 1 or 2 species are found in any units, a no-harvest, no-
ground disturbance protection buffer will be implemented around each population. Actual buffer
size will be dependent on microsite conditions required to maintain habitat as required by Northwest
Forest Plan Management Recommendations. No slashing and burning would take place within
these buffers.

If federal or state listed, candidate or Bureau Sensitive species are found, a minimum 100-foot radius
no-harvest, no-ground disturbance protection buffer will be required. For other Special Status
species, a protection buffer will be decided upon on a case-by-case basis, depending on the species
habitat requirements.

For al protection buffers, treeswill be directionally felled away from buffer edges.

Burnsin areas containing special status plant species would follow prescriptions that result in *cool”
burns which minimize potential damage to plant populations. Prescribed fire operations would be
done in manner which strivesto reduce or eliminate burning through identified Special Status plant
popul ation areas depending on the adaptability of each speciesto fire.

Burn prescriptions would be such that they ensure low flame lengths in areas with Survey and
Manage non-vascular species habitats on tree boles and areas adjacent to late-successional forest
habitat. Establish protection buffers around populations at risk from fire projects.

8. Wildlife Resour ce Protection

Surveysfor all suspected Threatened and Endangered species and Survey and Manage species as
called for in the ROD, RMP and Endangered Species Act (1973) to established protocol standards
would be be completed. If species arelocated within or adjacent to the sale area, established
protection measures would be implemented consistent with the management recommendations for
that species.

Del Norte salamander sites would receive a buffer of one site potential tree no harvesting or
vegetation treatment buffer. Activities that would directly disrupt the talus layer would be avoided
(e.g., skid roads or yarding corridors. Precommercial thinning, slashing and prescribed burning
would not be implemented within the buffersin order to maintain suitable microclimate for this
species. Treeswould be directionally felled away from these buffers.

Survey and Manage mollusc siteswill be buffered according to accepted standards. Buffer size and
strategy will be species and site specific. Activitiesthat would directly disrupt the talus layer would
be avoided, such as skid roads or yarding corridors. Precommercial thinning, slashing and
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prescribed burning would not be implemented within the buffersin order to maintain suitable
microclimate for these species. Treeswould be directionally felled away from these buffers.

Natural meadows and grasslands greater then 1 acre in size will receive a one potential site classtree
no harvest buffer around the perimeter to maintain thermal and hiding cover for big game species.

All mine adits occupied by bats will receive a 250 foot no-harvest, no ground-disturbance protection
buffer.

Red tree voles will be managed under the current guidelines (i.e., Version 2.0).

9. Recr eation Resour ces Protection
Along the Limestone Challenge SRP Equestrian Endurance Ride trails in sections 14 Unit (14-6) and
23 (east half of section) trees would be directionally felled away from the trail. Skidding logs across

the trail would be avoided to the greatest extent possible. If logs are skidded across the trail the trail
tread would be repaired to pre logging activity conditions.
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Chapter 3
Environmental Consequences

A. I ntroduction

Only substantive site specific environmental changes that would result from implementing the
proposed action or alternatives are discussed in this chapter. If an ecological component is not
discussed, it should be assumed that the resource specialists have considered affectsto that
component and found the proposed action or alternatives would have minimal or no affects.
Similarly, unless addressed specifically, the following were found not to be affected by the proposed
action or aternatives: air quality; areas of critical environmental concern (ACEC); cultural or
historical resources; Native American religious concerns; prime or unique farmlands; floodplains;
endangered, threatened or sensitive plant, animal or fish species; water quality (drinking/ground);
wetlands/riparian zones; wild and scenic rivers; and wilderness.

This project is not located within the Oregon State Coastal Management Zone (CMZ). Unless
otherwise noted it has been judged not to have any direct affects on the resources within the
management zone nor hasit been identified by the State of Oregon's LCDC as a project (by type
and geographic location) outside of the CMZ but still needing a consistency review. Thusa
consistency determination and review by the State of Oregon LCDC is not needed.

Genera or "typical" effects from projects similar in nature to the proposed action or alternatives are
also described in the ElSs and plans this EA istiered to.

Tables 2 and 3 summarize the acreage of different conditions and treatments pertinent to the
proposed vegetation treatment alternatives. It is asummarization of some of the comprehensive
treatment proposal information of Table B-1 (Appendix B). It provides some of the context for
assessing environmental effects of the Free and Easy 2 proposals. The Upper Illinois Landscape
Management Project, ajoint EIS project between the BLM and the Siskiyou National Forest,
situated in both the East and West Forks of the Illinois watersheds, was in the planning stage at the
time of the preparation of this environmental analysis. The project alternatives for that project were
not sufficiently developed at the time of thiswriting to include those effects into a cumulative effects
anaysisinthisEA. Free and Easy 2 will be included in the cumulative effects analysis of the Upper
[llinois project.
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Table 2: Project Area Seral Stage Treatment Effects Summary
Current Conditions - BLM Lands fpostkeattiment
. y (acres) Alternative 2
Vegetative Condition (Est. acres)
Kby Watarshesr | S0 | e | Projet v
Grass/ forb 9 456 153 153
Shrub dominated 149 112 102 102
Hardwood / woodland 247 31 23 23
Early Serd 70 0 0 0
Seedling / sapling 337 327 0 0
Poles 301 213 25 25
Mid Serd 1,456 1,067 583 583
Mature 608 2,004 705 705
Jeffrey pine 3,022 739 444 444

* source: Kerby Watershed Analysis (adjusted and updated).
** source: East Fork Illinois Watershed Analysis

Table 3: Summary of acres of treatment proposed in each vegetation treatment
(from Table B-1, Appendix B)).
Proposed Treatment Alternative 2 Proposed Action
(acres)
Pre-Commercia Thin/ Brushing 55
Commercid Thin 112
Structural Retention / Commercia Thin 357
Serpentine/Meadow Restoration burn 234

B. Site Specific Beneficial or Adver se Effects of the Alternatives
1. Resource: Soil / Water
a Affected Environment

This project islocated on several sections of land in two small sixth-field watersheds within the
[llinois River/Josephine Creek and East Fork Illinoisfifth-field watersheds (WA'’s). The pertinent
sixth field watershed are the Kerby and Lower East Fork Illinois.

Kerby WA - Thisisthe eastern third of the Illinois River/Josephine Creek fifth field WA and
encompasses 18,770 acres, about athird of whichisBLM land. WithinthisWA there are 7.9 miles
of the lllinois River north of the confluence of the East and West Forks of the Illinois River. Major
tributaries are Free and Easy Creek, Reeves Creek, and Holton Creek. Average annual rainfall
ranges from 58" in the valley to 74" in the far southwest corner mountain slopes. Soilsin the project
areainclude serpentine influenced Cornutt and Dubakella (very) cobbly clay loams; highly
serpentine Eightlar extremely stony clay, Pearsoll extremely stony clay loam; and soils devel oped
from weathered metamorphic rock, Speaker (20 - 40" effective depth) and Josephine (40 - 60"
effective depth) gravelly loams.

Lower East Fork Illinois WA - Thisis the north third of the East Fork Illinois fifth field WA and
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encompasses 30,823 acres, about 16% of which isBLM land. Within this WA there are 14.5 miles
of the East Fork of the Illinois River to the confluence of East and West Forks. Mgjor tributaries
include Chapman, Tycer, Sucker, Althouse, and Elder Creeks. Sucker and Althouse Creeks are
separate fifth watersheds. Average annual precipitation is 64" in the valley to about 100" on
mountain slopes at the southeast end of the WA. Soilsin the project areainclude Brockman clay
loam, a heavily serpentine influenced soil with aclay subsoil (7 to 12 % slope) in addition to the
soilslisted for Kerby WA.

Thelllinoisand East Fork Illinois River flood plains, within the project area, vary in width from
roughly 10 to 20 times the bankfull width of the streams. Highest elevation is dlightly greater than
5,100 feet on Page Mountain. The lowest elevation isroughly 1,100 feet on the Illinois River. Main
streams meander in the valley bottoms with class 1 to 4 tributaries that flow out of their stream
valleys or off theridge slopes. The Free and Easy 2 project islocated at low elevationsand is
outside of the Transient Snow Zone or high elevation snow dominated areas.

The lllinois and East Illinois Rivers within the above 6" field WA’ s are currently listed as Water
Quality Limited (Ref. 1998 Oregon Section 303(d) List) due to flow modification (affects on Coho
salmon) and warm summer temperature (moving 7 day average of daily maximums > 64/ F). No
other streams are currently on the 303(d) list.

b. Environmental Effects

1) Short and Long Term

The following table provides ratings for local effects of the alternatives as compared to the current
condition.

Table4: Hydrologic Effects
6"FiddWS | Term Type of Effect Nosdon | A2
Disturbance / Erosion 0 Min.-
Short Added Compaction 0 Min.-
(1-5yr9) | Productivity 0 Min.-
Kerby Sedimentation from main skid/ haul roads & landings 0 Min.-
Disturbance / Erosion Min.-* 0
Long Compaction Min.-* Min.-
(5-20yrs) | Productivity Min.-* Min.-
Sedimentation from main skid/ haul roads & landings Min.-* 0
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6"FiddWS | Term Type of Effect NoAGlOM A2
Disturbance / Erosion 0 Slight.-
Short Added Compaction 0 Slight-
(3-5yrs) [ Productivity 0 Min.-
Lower E. Fk. Sedimentation from main skid/haul roads & landings 0 Slight-
Illinois Disturbance / Erosion Min.-* Min.-
Long Compaction Min.-* Min.-
(5-20yrs) | Productivity Min.-* Min.-
Sedimentation from main skid/haul roads & landings Min.-* Min.-

Footnotes:
Effectsratings - (-) = negative effect; (+) = positive effect; (0) = neutral effect
Min. = minimal; very little, limited to few sites; Slight = little distributed over most affected area; Moderate = mid
level;
* Assumes high fire hazard and risk for no action alternative.

There are two concerns, one is added compaction due to additional skid in existing tractor yarded
units the other islogging on fine textured serpentine influenced soils (Cornutt-Dubakella, and
Brockman):

1 As proposed, tractor yarding may take place in some units that were tractor yarded in the
past. In such situations, even with designated skid trails, as proposed, the areal extent of
compaction, within a unit, could become above the high level of 12%. Thiswould reduce soil
productivity below rates used in the RMP planning process and areas of reduced infiltration, causing
increased surface water runoff by approximately 5 % during periods of saturation. However, this
situation may be rare for the units proposed for harvest. Therefore, monitoring will be conducted to
determine extent of compaction in this situation, see Appendix E.

2. Serpentine influenced soils have heavy textured subsoils that are susceptible to compaction
due to elevated moisture levels and, after disturbance, infiltration is reduced which causes higher
erosion susceptibility. Generally these soils do not recover from disturbance as quickly as other
soils. Serpentine influenced soils are located in units 14-4, 23-2, 23-3, and asmall amount of 23-6.
These units are proposed for timber harvest. In order to minimize the effects, these units will have
soil moisture levels checked at 8 to 10 inches in depth where subsoil moisture islikely to accumulate
and no logging equipment would be authorized when moisture content exceeds 25%, see Project
Design Feature 1 a).

Overal, there would be minimum to slight negative short term impact for alternative 2 but long term
impact would be at or less the impact level of the no action alternative, due to the probability of fire
in the project areawith related effects occurring in the long term.

C. Cumulative Effects
Threeindicators are used to reflect the existing conditions (cumulative effects of past activities on

watershed conditions). The condition of each of these with additional effects of this project are
estimated (based on past analysis, map and aerial photo interpretation) and listed below:
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Table 5: Watershed Conditions (at HUC 6 scale)
HUC 6 % Early Sera % Compaction ezl .Densty Comments
(mi/sec)

Kerby (Est.)

- current Mod (6-18) Mod (6-12) High (>4) 84% Non-BLM land (81% USFS)

- % Add: Alt 2 <1 <1 0

L.E. Fk. Illinois River

- current Mod (6-18) Mod (6-12) High (>4) g%(’g’\ég‘]ft;'?’; 'hf“ﬂ

- % Add: Alt 2 <1 <1 0 g

The three headings above are indicators of correlative hydrologic responses:

1) Percent early sera representsthe areal extent of early seral vegetation on forest land. The
estimate is at moderate levels for both watersheds. The hydrologic response to high amounts
of early seral vegetation isincreased stream yield due to reduction of evapotranspiration
rates.

2) Percent compaction representsthe areal extent of compaction. The above estimateis
considered to be at high levels. The hydrologic response of extensive compaction isan
increased surface flow due to decreased infiltration rates. It also affects productivity as root
growth rates are reduced as subsoil density increases.

3) Highroad density (4+ miles of road per square mile, or section, of land) correlates to an
increase in mid peak stream flows and slight reduction in low stream flows due to
interruption of shallow ground water and routing of flow off the roads to streams by way of
the natural drainage system.

Under the proposed action (Alternative 2) there would be no additions of road density. Extent of
compaction and early seral vegetation would remain at moderate levels. At both the 5" and 6" fidld
watershed levels, implementation of this project would not result in any significant increases of
cumulative effects or bring existing cumulative effects up to high levels.

2. Resource: Vegetation and Silviculture
a Affected Environment

Current trends of vegetation in the project areainclude: increasing densities of trees and shrubs
within stands and a shift from historically dominant species to species that were historically a lesser
component of the landscape or found primarily in the understory. Pine species (Ponderosa, Jeffrey,
and sugar) and intolerant hardwoods (including black oak, madrone, and white oak) were more
prevalent. Historically, Douglas-fir was less common than it istoday.

The existing vegetation conditions in the watersheds are aresult of fire suppression and replacing the
natural disturbance pattern with human disturbances such as logging (particularly of the high value
pine species), mining, farming, and rural development. Fire suppression has resulted in many of the
forests in the watershed reaching densities of trees and shrubs that are not sustainable over time.

V egetative response to past light intensity fires was development of more open forests with fewer
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but larger trees. In addition, fire suppression has contributed to Douglas-fir now occupying what
formerly were Ponderosa pine and white oak sites. Past harvest patterns in the watershed have
resulted in removal of economically and biologically valuable tree species such as Ponderosa and
sugar pine.

Total tree densitiesin the project arearun as high as 700 stems per acre. Thesetypesof forestsare
prone to stand replacement fires. Nitrogen losses are roughly equivalent to the amount of duff
(organic matter) consumed. Burns of lower intensities that retain organic matter and large wood
benefit long term site productivity. Fireisthe primary process that lowers densities and clears out
competing understory vegetation. In the absence of fire, insects and disease become the processes
that reduce stand density. However, stand densities in the project area, the build up of dead and
down fuels, the checkerboard ownership of private and government lands, and the rural residential
interface, preclude the reliance on the natural fire regime to control forest densities.

Past timber harvest patternsin the watershed have tended to ssmplify forest structures while
increased fire suppression has driven forest structure towards a higher level of complexity. Thishas
occurred on many sites where it is not sustainable such as those areas that historically supported the
Ponderosa pine and white oak series.

While the discussion here is about tree species, asimilar change in species composition of both the
shrub and herbaceous layer is also occurring.

b. Environmental Effects
1) Alternative 1: No Action
a) Short Term
The above-mentioned trends in the stand trgjectories such as reduction of pine species and shade
intolerant hardwoods, and an overall shift in species composition to those which have a competitive
advantage with the absence of fire and increasing stand densities will continue. The high potential
for large scale stand replacement fire and subsequent loss of site productivity will remain. The scale
could be in the hundreds of acres.
Increasing density and cover of scotch broom and star thistle can be expected.

b) Long Term

Trends mentioned above under affected environment and no action/short term are expected to
continue and amplify.

2) Alternative 2: Proposed Action
a) Short Term

Overall tree densities will be reduced, allowing site resources to be made available to fewer, larger,
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more vigorous trees, both hardwood and conifer. Firewill be re-introduced into an ecosystem
where it has been absent or reduced. Fuel hazard will be diminished.

Stand successional and devel opment trajectories will shift to where pine and hardwood species will
be given a competitive advantage. Some selection pressure on plant species composition of future
forests will occur.

Commodities will be produced to provide raw materials and jobsto the local communities.
b) Long Term

Under the proposed action, stand densities will be reduced, surplus vegetation will be cut, and the
resulting fuel will be burned. Thiswill allow for more rapid diameter increase (radial growth) in
residual trees (conifers and hardwoods). The resulting stands will have agreater chance of surviving
a subsequent fire event.

C) Cumulative Effects

At the present time, awild fire would have ahigh potential to be an intense stand replacement fire
and threaten human lives and property. The proposed blend of vegetation management technigques
and prescribed fire seeks to mimic the natural disturbance regime of frequent low intensity fire. This
will serve to maintain the structural and species composition and distribution more within its historic
range of conditions.

3. Resource: Fisheries
a Affected Environment

Fall chinook salmon, coho salmon, winter steelhead, resident rainbow trout, cutthroat trout, Pacific
lamprey, and other native and exotic fish use the mainstem Illinois River and East Fork Illinois for
Spawning, rearing, or migration. Coho salmon are currently designated as a threatened species
under the Endangered Species Act. Chinook salmon are currently a proposed federally threatened
species. Steelhead are afederal candidate species.

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) has identified fish habitat benchmarks.
These benchmarks are useful to determine if acomponent of fish habitat is afactor limiting trout or
salmon production or survival. Large woody debrislevels, pool depth and frequency, and water
flow and temperature have been identified as limiting factors for salmon and trout production and
survival in streamsin the project area.

Thelllinois and East Fork Illinois Rivers within the two HUC-6 sub-watersheds containing the
project areaare currently listed as Water Quality Limited (1998 Oregon Section 303(d) List) dueto
flow modification and warm summer temperatures. Free and Easy Creek is aso 303(d) listed for
warm summer temperature. No other streamsin the two affected 6" field sub-watersheds are
currently on the 303(d) list.
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Within the project area, no stream temperature data have been recorded. Site visits indicate that
Chapman Creek is acool water stream with an adequate riparian reserve to maintain cutthroat trout
survival and production. Other streams in the project area have heavy irrigation withdrawals and
warm water and are not conducive for salmonid survival and production.

Chapman Creek isaperennial Class 1 stream. Winter steelhead and cutthroat trout are present in
Chapman Creek 1.0 miles and 2.5 miles upstream of the mouth, respectively. Steelhead are present
approximately 0.5 miles downstream of proposed silvicultural treatmentsin Section 25. Cutthroat
are present in portions of Chapman Creek which are adjacent to treatment unitsin Section 23. The
east fork of Chapman Creek does not support fish. The presence of mayflies and caddisfliesin
Chapman Creek indicates good water quality. Spawning gravel in Chapman Creek is naturally
[imited with 50% embeddedness and 10% sand.

Tycer Creek isaClass 1 stream which is perennia in the lower reach and intermittent in the upper
reach due to irrigation withdrawals. Cutthroat trout and winter steelhead are present upstream from
the mouth approximately 3.0 miles. Habitat for these two species exists approximately 0.5 miles
downstream of unitsin Section 25 which are proposed for treatment. Tycer Creek has limited
spawning substrate, and is sand-dominated with very few fish present.

Reeves Creek isa perennia Class 1 stream which isdiverted into an irrigation ditch before reaching
the area adjacent to the proposed treatment unit in Section 33. Asearly asMarch, agravel push-up
dam which diverts al flowsfor irrigation is constructed in Reeves Creek . Flows and fish passage
may not become re-established until thefall. Upstream of BLM ownership, Reeves Creek supports
salmonids. Coho salmon and winter steelhead are present as far upstream of the mouth as 2.0 miles,
and cutthroat trout are present to 3.7 miles upstream. During the season of diversion, salmonids are
present in the Illinois River, which is approximately 1.0 mile downstream. During the winter,
salmonids are present in Reeves Creek, which is as close as 0.25 miles downstream of the proposed
unit. No silvicultural treatment will occur during the winter, however.

Holton Creek isintermittent yet supports winter steelhead and cutthroat trout upstream 1.0 and 1.5
miles, respectively. Cutthroat may be present as close as 0.5 miles downstream of treatment unitsin
Section 15, and as close as 1.5 miles downstream of unitsin Section 11; steelhead may be present
further downstream. Fish habitat isin poor condition due to past watershed and agricultural
practices.

George Creek and tributaries and Mill Creek are intermittent with no fish presence. These streams
flow through or have tributaries in units proposed for treatment in Sections 15 and 23. Salmonids
are present approximately 2.0 miles downstream of these units. These streams have warm water
pools and are sand-dominated. Mill Creek has aroad failure in the uplands contributing sand to the
streams. Road 39-8-23 is privately owned and drainsto the stream through large rutsin the road.
The riparian reserves are mostly on flat floodplain terraces with deciduous trees.

Tributariesto the Illinois River in Section 17 are intermittent and do not support fish. They flow into
the Westside Ditch, which is screened. Salmonids are present approximately 2.0 miles downstream
inthe lllinois River.
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b. Environmental Consequences
1) Alternative 1 - No Action
a) Short Term (0 - 5 years)

Road slumps, failures, and fords would continue to occur and exist. Sediment in the spawning
gravels would continue to increase and would limit salmon and trout production. Coho salmon,
steelhead and resident trout populations would decrease. Road 39-8-23 in section 23 will continue
to contribute sediment to Mill Creek and its tributaries by intercepting flows and eroding via
inadequate crossings and unmaintained drainage. Low levels of instream large woody debris will
continue to limit trout and salmon populations throughout the project area. Summer water
temperatures will remain alimiting factor as well.

b) Long Term (> 5 years)

Asthe seral stages continue to advance in the riparian reserve, the canopy closure would increase
and summer stream temperatures would slowly decrease. The size and amount of wood added to
the streams would increase. Thiswould increase pool frequency and depth, and provide rearing
habitat for juvenile salmonids and adult holding areas. Additionally, the large wood would hold
back additional spawning gravels and diffuse energy during high flood events, thereby reducing
stream scour. As old skid roads grow over and slowly become less compacted, infiltration would
increase and the runoff from these roads would have less of a negative impact on flashy flows and
stream sediment levels. Some roads may not revegetate, however, due to continuous OHV use.
Road 39-8-23 would probably continue to erode for decades before stabilizing. Trout and salmon
production rates would remain constant. Correspondingly, trout and salmon populations would
remain fairly constant, ignoring limiting factors outside of the watershed which affect survival.

2) Alternative 2: Proposed Action
a) Short Term (0 - 5 years)

A small amount of additional sediment would result from the temporary placement of aculvert in
Reeves Creek. However, it should not result in any decline of fish survival or production. This
temporary culvert will be installed and removed during the same dry season and at a time when the
stream is dry and there are no fish present. While Reeves Creek isfish-bearing, it isdry during part
of the year due to total diversion for irrigation upstream. Thisisthe period when the culvert will be
temporarily installed and used. No adverse effects to fish would occur from this action.

A small amount of sediment input to intermittent Mill Creek may result from the placement of
culverts and grading during renovation of road 39-8-23. The sediment input from the road
renovation would be negligible and indistinguishable from background levels, and no adverse effects
to fish are anticipated from the action. Renovation and gating of road 39-8-23 will have the
immediate beneficial effects of reducing sediment input and returning flow to Mill Creek.

No silvicultural treatments or fuel reduction treatments are proposed within riparian reserves. In
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areas of serpentine meadow habitat restoration burns, no cutting of encroaching trees would take
place within the riparian reserves. No handlines would be built and no active burning will take place
within the riparian reserves. The prescribed burning, however, could be alowed to creep into the
riparian reserve (Class I-1V streams) during the burning of adjacent units. Thiswould create a
mosaic of low intensity burned and unburned conditions. No adverse effects upon aguatic habitats
are anticipated from these proposed actions.

b) Long Term (> 5 years)

There are no negative long term effects anticipated from the actions proposed. Any of the
underburning proposed for outside the riparian reserves may have the beneficial long term effect of
creating amosaic of vegetation on the edges of the reserve, but it will probably not have an effect on
aguatic resources. The renovation and gating of road 39-8-23 will have the long term beneficial
effect of reducing sediment input and returning flow to Mill Creek. The road currently intercepts
slope and stream flow, routing it down the road and transporting road material into Mill Creek.

C) Cumulative

The cumulative effects of a proposed action are considered on the fifth field watershed level and
should include known actions on both public and private land. Private land activities are especially
important in the Kerby Watershed, as only 44% of the land ownership ispublic. The Kerby
Watershed Analysisidentified a substantial decrease in fish populations from historical levels dueto
the cumulative impacts of irrigation diversions, mining, timber harvesting, and road construction.
Federally and state funded programs currently promote riparian restoration on private land in the
project areathrough alternatives to irrigation withdrawal, stream buffer revegetation, improved
grazing practices, and more stringent State Forest Practice Rules.

The proposed action will not contribute to observable cumul ative effects at the watershed or 5" field
level.

4. Resour ce: Botany
a Affected Environment

The relatively dry forested areas of this project do not provide alarge amount of habitat for Survey
and Manage vascular plants. Moister communities, where the potential for Survey and Manage
speciesis highest, are confined to northerly aspects and drainages. Serpentine-influenced grasslands
did provide for ahigher diversity of plant specieswithin the project area, however. Specia Status
serpentine species were found in dry and wet areas. Results of the vascular and non-vascular plant
surveys completed to date are described below.

1) Survey and Manage Vascular Plants
Two populations of Cypripedium fasciculatum have been located in T39S-R8W-Sec. 23 and in

T39S-R8W-Sec. 25. Thisorchid speciesisvery long-lived; perhaps aslong as 95 years
(Management. Recommendations 1998). It can take up to 15 years to emerge above ground and
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requires specific mycorrhizafor germination and establishment. C. fasciculatum occupies arange
from central Washington to northern California with some scattered populationsin the Rocky
Mountains. The species sparsely coversthisrange and is currently considered threatened or
senditivein most states. It isaBureau Sensitive species under BLM policy and a Species of Concern
under the Federal Endangered Species Act, besides being a Survey and Manage (Strategy 1 and 2)
species.

The Management Recommendations for Vascular Plants (1998) state for this species that: 1) habitat
conditions be maintained or restored in population areas, 2) canopy closure be maintained at 60% or
greater, 3) down logs, snags and duff layer be maintained for soil moisture and mycorrhizal
associates, 4) activities that alter soil, duff, downed wood and mychorrhiza be avoided, 5) known
sites be secured from prescribed fire, except in research areas, 6) population areas be large enough to
maintain microclimate, 7) biological/ecological requirements at each life stage be managed and 8)
environmental change be managed in such away as to ensure evolutionary potential.

2) Specia Status Plants

Two populations of Limnanthes gracilis var. gracilis have been located in T39S-R8W-Sec. 15 and
T39S-R8W-Sec. 23. Asthis speciesis considered a Bureau Sensitive species, it will get the same
protection as a Federal Candidate speciesin order to ensure the species will not need to be listed.
The species occurs in wet, grassy openings and meadows in native moist grasslandsin both the
Rogue and Illinois Valleys. Much of the habitat for this species has been diminished by
development, agricultural practices and off road vehicle impacts. The BLM landsin the vicinity of
this project offer some of the last protected habitat for this species.

Within the serpentine savannahs in the project area can be found Senecio hesperius, Calochortus
howellii and Microseris howellii. These are serpentine endemics and are Bureau Sensitive species.
They compete with other grassland species and are scattered sparsely through most of their habitat
inthelllinois Valley. Some prescribed burning has been completed for these species on Forest
Service land nearby. Although it istoo soon for final conclusions to be drawn, preliminary results
show that the species react positively to burning in their habitat.

One population of awetlands serpentine endemic species, Epilobium oreganum, has been found in
T39S-R8W-Sec. 23. ThisBureau Sensitive speciesis usually found in association with
Darlingtonia californica fens, but has been found occasionally in wet areas without this species
present (asinthiscase). Only twelve other populations of this species have been found in the
Grants Pass Resource Area. Its habitat islimited making it one of the more sensitive species for
protection.

One small population of Erythronium howellii has been located in T39S-R8W-Sec. 23. This Bureau
Senditive species has a very narrow range within the Illinois Valey and asmall portion of Del Norte
County. Itisan edge speciesthat istied to serpentine forests adjacent to meadow openings. Recent
surveysin other project areas have found many previously unreported popul ations of the species.
This population site remains one of the few thisfar north in the valley.

Free & Easy 2 EA - 11/27/00 25



Several Bureau Watch species have been found in the project area: Cypripedium californicum,
Mimulus kellogii and Perideridia howellii. These speciesdo not currently require any specific
protection or management. Population locations are tracked because they are relatively rare and
could become threatened in the future.

3) Non-vascular plants

Fungi surveys have not been completed for this project as yet but are scheduled for fall 2000 and
spring 2001. Approximately 95% of the lichen and bryophyte surveys have been completed (a
portion of Section 23 has not been surveyed at the time). The only populations found were in
Section 15. The Survey and Manage Category 1 speciesLobaria hallii and Bryoria tortuosa were
both found.

The Bryoria tortuosa specimen was collected from the ground in Unit 15 - 4. Its host plant has not
been determined however it is a species that tends to be found on oaks and pines with some mature
trees present. ThisisaCategory 1 species. Thus, all known sites of it must be managed.
Management recommendations call for maintaining an area large enough to ensure quality
ecological conditions including undisturbed forest structure, substrate and associated microclimate.
Recommendations state that harvesting of trees, shrubs or other vegetation should be avoided
except where vegetation may be impairing habitat. Since the species prefers mature, open grown
trees some brushing and prescribed fire would probably be beneficial to maintain such habitat in
dense understory.

Proposed Mitigating Measure #1: Re-survey unit 15-4 (004) to locate the population of Bryoria
tortuosa and establish appropriate buffers.

b. Environmental Effects
1) Alternative 1: No Action

The effects of the No Action alternative on Special Status or Survey and Manage species would be
both positive and negative. Thisaternative will alow the current ecosystem structure and functions
to continue on its current condition and trajectory.

Potential adverse effects on special status or Survey and Manage species stem from the current trend
of increasing wildfire risk and potential fire intensity. Thiswould threaten Cypripedium populations
which have been shown not to survive such fires (Management Recommendations). Also the
current successional trends will result in along term decline of Specia Status serpentine

savannah species due to increased grass thatch and habitat deterioration.

Aswith the vascular Survey and Manage species, the non-vascular species require more moist
microsites. The substrate for lichens and bryophytes can be the trees (especially hardwoods) and
shrubs within riparian areas. Since Survey and Manage non-vascular species have been located in
the project area, potential habitat does exist and could be affected in the form of reduction of
substrate for the establishment of new populations. Connectivity of habitat is very important for
such species. Retaining standing trees and shrubs within these reserves could maintain suitable
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microclimate for the establishment of Survey and Manage species. These trees and shrubswill also
act asrefugiaand will provide the complex canopy structure required to protect species diversity
and to act as dispersal centersfor riparian-dependent species. Therefore, the effect of removal of
pre-commercial sized treesin these riparian areas could reduce the ecological function of these
reservesin relation to species diversity, species dispersal and mycorrhizal interactions

2) Alternative 2: Proposed Action
a) Proposed Upland V egetation Treatments

Short term, direct effects to the Cypripedium fasciculatum populations would be mitigated by the
implementation of the protection measures in Management Recommendations. Disruption in
mycorrhizal connections outside of protection buffers could be detrimental in the long term survival
or expansion of these populations, however.

Indirect effects will occur from timber harvesting / stand thinning in potential Cypripedium habitat.
These effects are compounded because of the fragmented, sparse nature of potential habitat in the
project area. Whether the treatment is commercial thinning, group selection or structural retention,
the ground disturbance from such activities could be detrimental to any populations that may be
dormant presently or to any establishment of new populations from intact habitat. Thisis because
the treatments could disrupt the mycorrhizal connections necessary for survival of these species.
They could also disrupt potential dispersal corridors for vascular or non-vascular plants. The
Vascular Plant Management Recommendations and Appendix J-2 discuss the importance of
maintaining ecosystem structure and function for these species, besides maintaining immediate
canopy closure. Depending on the treatments the canopy closure will be reduced to varying points
which could change microsites from moist shady conditions to more open, dry conditions.

Ground disturbance could affect the Erythronium howellii population by unearthing its bulbs.

b) Proposed Fire and Fuel Treatments/ Habitat Restoration
Treatment

Enhancement of pine savannahs, oak woodlands and meadows will contribute to increased
biodiversity for plant speciesin areas where tree encroachment or build-up of grass thatch has
occurred. Such treatments can reduce competition and encourage less common species to thrive.
Thiswill be especialy true for Calochortus howellii, Microseris howellii and Senecio hesperius
which are species that could benefit from low intensity prescribed fire. Population sizes could be
increased after competition is reduced following afire.

Fire and fuel treatments reduce hazardous fuels level s which could otherwise lead to catastrophic
fire and destruction of plant populations and their habitats. The effect of such afire on special status
plants would be greatest in those areas of |ate-successional forest habitat.

Although fire can be beneficial for some plants and their habitats, if not carefully conducted Survey
and Manage non-vascular species habitat such as that found on tree boles or shrubs (e.g., oaks)
could be adversely impacted. Prescribed burning could kill such species growing on boles of trees.
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Mechanical thinning could also remove species and reduce substrate for dispersal of such species.
The effect of fire is unknown on Epilobium oreganum (found in serpentine wetlands).

C) Cumulative Effects

Most of the BLM and USFS Matrix land with merchantable timber in East and West Forks Illinois
Watershedsis currently included in landscape scale projects being planned. Stand thinning and
commercial timber removal is apotentia treatment for these area over the next few years. In
southwestern Oregon, no official habitat assessment has been done, but of the known Cypripedium
population sites on BLM land, the majority are being affected by timber projects through canopy
thinning, ground disturbance and habitat fragmentation. Of the known populations, the mgority
are being protected through buffers the effectiveness of which has not be rigorously proven to
ensure viability for a specific population. The Late-Successional Reserves may not be provide
protection of these species asthe mgjority of populations and potential habitat existsin the lower
elevation, mixed evergreen vegetation of the Matrix land allocation.

The reasonable foreseeabl e future actions that will take place on Matrix lands and on county and
private land will include continued timber harvest, understory treatments and clearing of forest land
for development. More populations will continue to need buffering as more actions are planned on
federal lands. Also, populations on non-federal lands will most likely remain unprotected. The long
term effect is a probable decrease in the ability of populations to maintain or to expand from these
small islands of undisturbed ground into surrounding altered habitat and a consequent decrease in
the chances for persistence of the species in southwestern Oregon.

Asfor pine savannahs, oak woodlands and meadows, habitat enhancement treatments should
increase on BLM lands as more areas are identified under future landscape projects. These efforts
should lead to greater botanical diversity and an increase in population vigor for several endemic
Special Status species.

** M anagement recommendations have been based on Appendix J-2, Northwest Forest Plan, Vascular Plant Management Recommendations, the

Record of Decision (ROD) Northwest Forest Plan, the Medford District Resource Management Plan, the BLM Manual 6840, Medford District
botanist advisement and professional knowledge.
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5. Resource: Fireand Fuels
a Affected Environment

Hazard is defined as the existence of afuel complex that constitutes athreat of wildfireignition,
unacceptable fire behavior and severity, or suppression difficulty. Risk isthe source of ignition be it
human or lightning.

A fuel hazard and wildfire occurrence risk rating analysis was completed for the Kerby and East
Fork lllinois Watersheds, which includes the landsin the Free & Easy 2 proposed project area. The
project areaincludes 683 acres of BLM administered lands.

Wildfire occurrencerisk for al lands in the project areaisrated as high overall. Thefirerisk rating
assigned in the watershed analysis was determined during field data collection in the Summer 1994.
The current high level of risk is primarily due to human use and historical lightning activity levels
within the project area. Risk isdifficult to change or influence through land management activity as
itisafunction of weather events (lightning) and human behavior. Reducing public access can
reduce human caused fire and affect risk, but reducing access for fire suppression forces can
increase fire size and effects. Human use in the future would be expected to increase but its
influencein terms of affecting risk is difficult to determine. Therefore, for the purpose of this
analysis, risk is considered not to be affected by future human development nor any activity in this
project proposal. It isthus considered unchanged for the 20 year analysis period.

Fuel includes dead and down woody debris and live vegetation. The fuel hazard it createsis
dynamic and changes over time and can be altered through land management activities. The natural
process of wildfire occurrence prior to settlement in the 1800's prevented |arge scale fuels build-up.
Thisfire regime was one of frequent, low-intensity surface fires which prevented excessive
understory vegetation development and the build-up of large amounts of dead and down woody
debris. With human settlement and the suppression of wildfire, fuels have been allowed to
accumulate and dense vegetation has grown unchecked. Fuel hazard will increase over timein the
absence of disturbance or land management activities which remove or reduce fuels. Without
disturbance, fuel hazard conditions become more uniform and continuous. Thisincreasesthe
potential for large, high severity fire occurrence. Dense, overstocked stands are a contributing factor
to large stand replacement fire occurrence due to the closed canopy and ladder fuel presence.

Fire exclusion has produced a decrease in the acreage of meadow and oak woodland. These areas
historically were fire dependent and maintained. Encroachment by conifers and shrub species have
replaced and atered these habitat areas.

Table 6 shows the current fuel hazard condition rating by acres and percent for all acres of BLM
land within assessment area. It projects the change in hazard over time, short term (5-10 years), and
long term (10-20 years) for the No Action Alternative 1. It aso displays the changesin hazard
conditions projected as aresult of the proposed actions in Alternative 2 for the short and long term
periods.
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Table 6: Hazard Rating by Acres and Percent for
683 Acres of BLM Lands Within the Free & Easy 2 Project Area
CONDITION HIGH MODERATE LOW
HAZARD HAZARD HAZARD
CURRENT 73% 22 % 5%
CONDITION 498 acres 147 acres 38 acres
ALT 1. NOACTION 76 % 19% 5%
510 YEARS 518 acres 127 acres 38 acres
87 % 8% 5%
10-20 YEARS 592 acres 53 acres 38 acres
ALT.2 5% 41 % 54 %
510 YEARS 34 acres 278 acres 371 acres
20 % 69 % 11%
10-20 YEARS 136 acres 473 acres 74 acres

Projections on future hazard are based on current vegetation conditions and known trends of
vegetation development in the plant associations. The trend for the next 20 year period isfor
increasing vegetation density and/or increasing dead and down fuel accumulation. Future
management activity is unknown at thistime, but it would affect the hazard so this assessment
assumes no future activity. Current Condition was the existing situation at the time of data
collection during the Fall of 1994.

b. Environmental Effects

The following assumptions where used in the assessment of effects of the proposed treatments on
hazard. The time period maximum of 20 yearsis considered the longest time interval before further
management activity would be prescribed. Treatments which harvest timber and/or cut vegetation
without treating the slash increase the hazard rating to HIGH. Hand piling and burning reduced the
hazard rating by one factor (e.g., HIGH to MODERATE, MODERATE to LOW). Density reduction
treatments in both the overstory and understory with underburning or hand piling and burning
reduce the hazard rating to LOW. Broadcast burning and underburning reduce the hazard rating to a
LOW category. Understory treatments in conjunction with prescribed burning are considered
beneficial in both the short and long term as the effect of ladder fuel reduction and stocking
reduction creates afuel profilethat isless susceptible to fire reaching the tree crowns.

Stands that are not or will not be at or near mature conditions within the 20 year time frame are still
susceptible to stand replacement from wildfire events due to conditions such as thin bark, high
crown ratios, presence or ability to reestablish ladder fuels, and continued stand mortality. The trend
in these stands is for treated and untreated areas to increase in hazard as vegetation in the understory
increases, crown closure occurs, and dead and down fuels accumulate. For those stands that were
underburned and are at or will reach mature conditions within the 20 year time frame, it was
assumed that these stands would remain in the LOW hazard rating. Stands that are currently
younger and in mid serial stage conditions, and would not have as much down fuel removed (hand
pile burn units) increase in hazard by the long term period and return to the HIGH and MODERATE
rating categories.

Table 6 assumes treatments on atotal of 683 acres. Harvest (CT/SR), understory treatment, and
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prescribed fire use within approximately 356 acres; Commercial thinning (CT) and understory
treatment, and prescribed fire use within approximately 110 acres; understory thinning (PCT) or
Oak/serpentine meadow restoration work and prescribed fire use within 217 acres. Actual use of
prescribed fireis anticipated to occur on no more then 60 to 70% of the 683 treatment acres.

1) Alternative 1: No Action

The No Action Alternative would continue the current trend of increasing the fuel hazard over time
(See Table 6). With the absence of natural, low-intensity, frequent fire occurrence, dead and down
fuelsand live fuelswill increase over time. The fuels buildup creates conditions that lead to high-
intensity, stand replacement fire. The current condition has 73% of the areain a high hazard
condition. Thisincreasesto 76% within the short time period. The large percentage of high hazard
isaresult of the dense stocking, multi-canopy nature of the much of the vegetation in the project
area. Thetrend of increasing high hazard fuel conditions will continue and reaches 87% of the
acreagein the 10 to 20 year long-term time frame.

2) Alternative 2: Proposed Action

Alternative 2, the proposed action, includes hazard reduction treatments. These treatments reduce
and remove fuels. The hazard reduction treatments have a positive benefit and shift those acres into
lower hazard conditions (See Table 7). Alternative 2 would have a short term (5-10 years) affect of
reducing the amount of high and moderate hazard from the current combined 95% to a combined
46%. The amount of landsin the low hazard goes from the current 5% level to 54% for short term.
The hazard rating would remain below the current level and No Action Alternative level throughout
the 20 year analysis period.

Table 7 indicates proposed treatments within current hazard rating areas.

Table 7: Proposed Fuels Treatments within each Hazard Rating by Acres and Percent for
683 Acres of BLM Lands within the Free & Easy 2 Project Area
TREATMENT HIGH MODERATE LOW
HAZARD HAZARD HAZARD
CT/SR, with SS and PRESCRIBED FIRE 3% 18% 0%
TREATMENT of and/or HP/B,L&S, UB 234 acres 122 acres 0 acres
CT, with SS and PRESCRIBED FIRE 15% 1% 0%
TREATMENT of and/or HP/B,L& S, UB 105 acres 5 acres 0 acres
RESTORATION TREATMENTS or SSwith o 304 5%
PRESCRIBED FIRE TREATMENT of and/or y 0 38 acres
159 acres 20 acres
UB, HP/B
73 % 22 % 5%
TOTAL 498 acres 147 acres 38 acres

The effects of hazard reduction treatments in Alternative 2 reduce hazard conditions in both the long
and short term. A wildfire occurrence within the treated areas would result in less severe effects due
to the reduction in fuel amounts. The removal of dead and down fuel and ladder fuel from the forest
areas reduces the amount of fuel available to burn when wildfire occursin those areas. Wildfire will
burn with lessintensity, duration, and flame length. The proposed treatments would create areas of
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lower intensity burning which enable suppression forces opportunities to contain the fire spread.
They aso provide lessfuel to "feed" alargefire and add to itsenergy. Thisincreases the ability of
fire suppression forces to protect forest resources, homes and structures and to limit the size of
wildfire. Reducing the size and amount of high intensity burn areafrom awildfire would have a
short term beneficial effect in maintaining the forest and visual resources within the watershed, as
well as reducing effects on stream and water quality.

C. Cumulative Effects
1) Alternative 1: No Action

Hazardous fuels will continue to build up and increases the potential for large scale, catastrophic fire
occurrence. This has the potential to impact both the project area and the adjacent drainages. Large
scale catastrophic fire events are natural but rare events within the project location and the
vegetation plant associations. Impacts of such an event on visual, wildlife, and forest conditions
would be extreme. The percentage of acres that burn in high intensity could range from 30 to 60%,
with aslittle as 20% or less burned with low intensity.

2) Alternative 2: Proposed Action

The proposed harvest and non harvest stocking density reduction and restoration/fuel hazard
reduction treatmentsin this Alternative would substantially reduce the fuel hazard within the project
area. When wildfire occurs the potential effects would include amosaic of fireintensities. A
wildfire of 100 acres or larger would exhibit areas of high intensity burning producing total stand
replacement, areas of low intensity underburn with little overstory mortality, and areas with a
mixture of both extremes side by side. Location of the extreme fire effect areas would be a function
of the presence of steep slopes, hot aspects, amount of fuel present, fuel continuity, presence of
ladder fuels, and weather conditions at the time of fire occurrence. Vegetation density reduction and
fuel reduction treatments will reduce the proportion of burned area in the higher intensity burn
conditions. A wildfire occurrence following these treatments could have less than 20% of the areain
high intensity and 50% or more experiencing low intensity burning.

Maintenance treatments will be necessary in order to maintain low fuel hazard condition levels.
These would be needed approximately 3 to 10 years after the treatments proposed in thisEA. These
treatments would involve understory thinning and hand piling and burning as well as underburning.
These treatments and effects are not included in this EA and would require a separate analysisin the
future.

6. Resource: Wildlife
a Introduction
The proposed action liesin two fifth field watersheds: the I1linois/Josephine and the East Fork
Illinois watershed. The Illinois/Josephine watershed includes the Illinois/K erby 6" field watershed

where the mgjority of the proposed action islocated. The proposed action lies primarily in the
Chapman, Holton, and Reeves Creek drainages all of which are tributaries to the Illinoisriver.
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Federal landsin the Kerby watershed are managed by the BLM, and the Forest Service. The BLM
manages 6,247 acres (33% of the watershed) and the Forest Service 2,083 acres (11%). The
landscape is split into two distinct parent soil types, dissected by the Illinois River, with the soils
being a major influence on the type of vegetation and wildlife habitat. The west side of the lllinoisis
dominated by serpentine soils which supports open stands of Jeffrey pine, incense cedar (Jeffrey
pine plant series) and chaparral communities, with small inclusion of soil which support Douglas-fir
dominated forest. The patches of conifer forest function asislands of stable conditions during
periods of inclement weather and provide optimal thermal habitat for big-game as well as digunct
areas of late-successional forest habitat. BLM managed lands on the east side have soils of deep
clay loams which support and support grassland valley habitats which blend into Oregon white oak
into Douglas-fir/ponderosa pine associated forest, with tan oak association occurring on the more
productive ground. Douglas-fir/Ponderosa pine/tanoak associations are all capable of producing
late-successional forest habitat. Inclusions of serpentine soils found here generally are dominated
by grassland and or chaparral communities. Past land management action within this watershed
include recreation, mining, fire suppression, road construction, and timber harvest.

Federal landsin the East Fork watershed are managed by the BLM and the Forest Service. The
BLM manages 5,043 acres (9%) and the Forest Service 20,995 acres (36%). Approximately 20,500
acres of the East 1V/Williams-Deer LSR islocated in the southern portion of thiswatershed and is
managed by the Forest Service. Thiswatershed has soil types and forest types more typical of
southwest Oregon. Small serpentine influenced soil pockets are present, but do not dominate the
landscape. Habitats here range from un-managed stands of old-growth forest to early seral
plantations. Past land management actions within this watershed include recreation, mining, fire
suppression, road construction and timber harvest.

As of thisdate, surveys have not been completed for all Specia status species including species
identified as Survey and Manage species (see Appendix J-2 of the Record of Decision), but potential
habitat does exist throughout the proposal area. For the following discussion, impacts for these
species will be based on potential alteration of potential habitat. 1t will be assumed that habitat is
occupied. The actual real effects would be equal to or less then what is being analyzed.

The lands within the project area provides habitat for anumber of sensitive speciesincluding two
pairs of Northern Spotted owl* (Strix occidentalis caurina), Red tree vole* (Phenacomys
longicaudus), Great Gray owl (Strix nebulosa), Tail dropper dugs* (Prophysaon spp.), Red-Tailed
hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), Marbled murrelet (Brachyrampus marmoratus), Bald Eagles
(Haliaeetus leucocephalus) Del Norte Salamanders (Plethodon elongatus), Goshawks (Accipiter
gentilis), and other raptors aswell asal five species of Buffer species bats identified in Record of
Decision (ROD)(* these species have been detected). Habitats within the planning areainclude
woodlands, riparian, meadows, |ate-successional forest, snags, down wood, Jeffrey Pine savannahs,
serpentine meadows, and brushfields.

The BLM manages 6,247 acres of land in the Kerby 6" field watershed of which approximately 923
acres (15%) are late-successional forest habitat asindexed by McKelvey classes 1 and 2 (Northern
Spotted Owl nesting, roosting and foraging habitat). Topography, soils, past fire history and
logging have combined to create a diverse and highly fragmented level of late-successional forest
habitat in the watershed. The majority of late-successional forest habitat islocated on the east side
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of the watershed in the Holton creek drainage.

The BLM manages approximately 5,043 acres in the East Fork Illinois watershed of which 920 acres
(18%) are late-successional forest habitat (McKelvey classes 1 and 2). The majority of this habitat is
located in the southern portion of the watershed along Little Elder Creek and the East Fork Illinois
River near the town of Takilmaand in the northern portion of the watershed in the Chapman creek
drainage. The central portion of the watershed is primarily under private ownership and except for
some small in-holdingsis, devoid of late-successional forest habitat. The majority of the BLM
ownership in the watershed is capable of producing late-successional forest habitat. Plant series
capable of producing late-successional habitat include tanoak, tanoak/Douglas-fir, Douglas-fir, and
Douglas-fir/ponderosa pine.

b. Habitats - General
1 Affected environment: project level scale

The project arealies predominantly in the Kerby watershed which drainsinto the lllinoisriver.
Elevations range from 2,558 feet on the top of Lime Rock to 1,280 feet along the banks of the Illinois
River. The proposed project areaincorporates approximately 769 acres in which a series of actions
are proposed including fuel reduction, wildlife habitat improvement projects, as well as timber
harvest. Timber harvest is proposed on approximately 475 acres under the action alternative. Most
of the stands are dominated by Douglas-fir and ponderosa pine plant associations. The mgjority of
them will be treated for the first time under the action aternative. Approximately 378 acres of late-
successional habitat are being proposed for commercia harvest. These stands provide potential
habitat for avariety of old growth/mature forest associated wildlife species such as the northern
spotted owl, northern goshawk, red tree vole, brown creeper and hermit warbler. Thishabitat is
located sporadically across the project area due to inclusion of serpentine soilswhich resultsin a
naturally fragmented forest landscape. Asaresult the habitat and connectivity corridor/refugiathey
provide are extremely important for late-successional dependent species.

Non-forested habitats such as serpentine meadows, chaparral brushfields, oak woodlands and
Jeffrey Pine savannahs are prevalent in the project area. These habitats are partially dependent on
fire for maintenance and restoration. The maority of these lands have not burned for more than 50
years and are currently at the edge of their natural range of conditions. Under natural conditionsthe
firereturn interval into these habitat types range from 10-25 years.

The condition of the riparian areas vary greatly in the watershed due to the level of past management
including fire suppression, logging and road building. In general, fire suppression haslead to an
increase in down wood and vegetation densities. Past timber harvest in some riparian areas has led
to areas dominated by early seral vegetation younger forest with more simplified forest structure
(even age). A seriesof natural surface roads are located throughout the project area, many of which
arein various states of decay (plugged culverts, sloughing banks) which are contributing to poor
functioning streams and riparian areas. Other portions of the drainage have never been entered for
timber harvest, such as Chapman Creek, and have ecological functioning riparian vegetation which
provide high quality late-successional forest habitat.
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2) Environmental consequences of vegetation treatments
a) Alternative 1: No Action

The no action aternative would be both beneficial and potentially detrimental to wildlife species.
Late-successional forest habitat levels would continue at their current rate providing habitat and
dispersal opportunities for a host of late-successional dependent species. Snag and down wood
cycling would continue unabated. Species utilizing this habitat such as the Pileated woodpecker
would benefit from the increased level. The forest maturation process would continue at the current
rate. Development of larger trees and canopy layers would continue at their current rate. Stand
development patterns would continue to differ from the pre-fire suppression period (natural
disturbance regimes). Firewould continue to be excluded from the ecosystem to the greatest extent
possible and forest fuels would continue to accumulate. Existing fire conditions in understory and
surrounding vegetation will continue to put the existing old growth and mature habitat at risk for a
stand replacing fire. The actual effects of a potentia fire are impossible to gauge. Late-successional
forest habitat can benefitted as well as be devastated by afire depending on the severity. A
moderate ground fire may benefit |ate-successional forest by creating gaps in the canopy,
encouraging shade intolerant tree species and increasing the forest complexity. Tree speciesthat are
high fire tolerant and shade intolerant such as California black oak, Oregon white oak, and pine
would continue to be lost from the stands. Stand structure complexity would continue to be
simplified by the loss of tree species providing horizontal structure such as Pacific madrone and
Cdliforniablack oak until such time that gapsin the conifer overstory are opened through
suppression and mortality. Species utilizing these tree species for mast and berry crops aswell as
cavities and nesting structure would lose afood source as well as habitat.

Early seral forested stands would continue to develop on their current successional trajectory.
Species utilizing early forest conditions such as deer would slowly lose their current level of browse
through succession.

Trendsin pine, oak, Jeffrey pine savannahs and serpentine meadows would continue with a decline
of their extent and vitality due to the invasion and encroachment by fire intolerant species. Current
trends in habitat change of these plant associations adversely affect wildlife species like the
flamulated owl, western blue bird and violet green swallow. These birds species prefer the white oak
and ponderosa pine plant associations for nesting and foraging and have been experiencing
population declines in the past 10 years (Andelmand and Stock 1994). Areas dominated by
chaparral community plants such as wedgeleaf ceanothus would continue to become decadent.
Species depending on this plant for winter forage such as the black-tailed deer (Odocoileus
hemionus) would continue to lose thisimportant browse plant. Other species which dependent on
chaparral for nesting structure such as the Wrentit (Chamaea fasciata) would continue to lose
potential nesting structure.

Riparian areas and associated upland vegetation would continue to develop at their current rate.
Areas dominated by early seral vegetation would continue to hinder the dispersal of species
associated with older forest but provide habitat for species associated with early seral vegetation.
Areas with mature/old growth forest would provide for quality dispersal habitat for species
associated with older forest.
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b) Alternative 2: Proposed Action

Alternative 2 will reduce the amount of late-successional forest habitat on the BLM portion of the
Kerby 6" field watershed from 985 acres to 680 acres. Within the watershed, late-successional forest
habitat will be scattered and fragmented with the largest remaining block being the 100 acre core
established for the Holton creek spotted owl pair. The loss of acreage of |ate-successional forest
habitat (31%) within the Kerby watershed would adversely affect late-successional forest species
through habitat loss and fragmentation. Species with large home range requirements such as the
spotted owl would most likely be lost in the project area. Species with smaller home range
requirements such as the Red tree vole maybe able to persist in the project area, but may be isolated
from other such populations until such time when habitat conditions recover (20 years).

This aternative would reduce the acreage of late-successional forest habitat on the BLM portion of
the East Illinois River watershed from 960 acres to 905 acres. Approximately 92% of the current
amount of late-successional habitat will remain. Four blocks of late-successional forest habitat
greater then 100 acresin size would remain in the watershed on BLM managed land. These blocks
are in the Chapman (section 13 and 14) and Elder (section 24) creek drainages as well as flanks of
Mt. Hope (section 35) and along the East Fork of the lllinoisriver (section 34). The remainder of the
late-successional forest habitat iswidely scattered and occursin small parcels. Connectivity through
the watershed is poor due to the conversion of forested areas into home sites and agricultural land
and habitat conditions on public land. The loss of late-successional forest habitat will adversely
effect species which require large home ranges of older forest such as the Northern spotted owl.

Two prescriptions types are being utilized under the proposed aternatives. commercia thinning with
modified group selections, and structural retention harvests. Stands which receive acommercia thin
with amodified group selection retain some of the structural components of older forest including a
recruitment source for snags/down wood, large trees and multi-story canopies, but may lack the
high canopy closure associated with late-successional forest habitat. It isanticipated that post-
harvest, these units will retain approximately 40% canopy closure. These areaswill alow for a
greater competition between generalist wildlife species and old forest obligates. Micro-climatic
conditions and micro-sites that some species need may not be met in stands with canopy closure
less then 40%. For example Prophysaon slugs (survey and manage species) may be eliminated due
to warmer drier conditions anticipated post-treatment. In general, these areas will no longer provide
late-successional forest habitat. In addition the more open conditions may led to increase in
predation as more generalist species such as the Great horned ow! (Bufo virgianus) movein and
compete with interior forest species.

Tree species that are highly fire tolerant and low shade tolerant will be retained in the stand. This
includes species such as California black oaks and Pacific madrone that provide the mgjority of the
horizontal structure in the late-successional forest in the project area. These treesimprove the
overall quality of the forest by producing mast and berries, as well as providing nesting and resting
structure for wildlife. They are aso host plants for a number of mycorrhizal species that produce
fruiting bodies that species such as the Northern flying squirrel (Glaucomy sabrinus) uses as a
primary food source. In addition, a number of mollusc species are known to utilize hardwoods litter
asfood. Retaining these componentsin the forest maintains a structure more similar to natural
conditions.
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Stands receiving a structural retention prescription will have an anticipated post harvest average
canopy closure of approximately 25%. A minimum of 16-25 treeswill remain per acre both in
aggregate and dispersed. These standswill provide early sera conditions with scattered remnant
large trees from the original stand.

Snag levels within the project area vary due to past land management activities. Stands that have
never been managed for timber are generally rich in snags and exceed the minimum level considered
to be optimal for 100% retention (3.1 per acre) but have the potential to have levelsimpacted by
timber harvest. Other units that have been entered in the past for timber harvest may currently have
snag levelsthat are less than target levels. In these units, species associated with snags and down
logs have been negatively impacted. Project design features will retain snags where feasible and has
agoal of three per acre post treatment, but loss of snags to facilitate harvest and provide for safe
logging conditions will contribute to the loss of additional snags and a reduction of the current snag
level and the associated wildlife.

Proposed Mitigating Measure #2. In areas of low snag levels, buffer snag clusters (>6 snags) by
one tree length to ensure that the project arearetains a high level of snags.

3) Environmental consequences of road work

Under Alternative 2, approximately 2 miles of new temporary road would be constructed in the
project area. An additional 0.3 miles are proposed for new permanent construction. In addition, 3.4
miles of currently un-driveable road would be renovated and gated post. Currently, accessinto the
proposed action area east of the Illinoisriver is poor, with little motorized use. The new road
construction and road renovation will alow for greater access and greater potential disturbance to
wildlife. The opportunity for off-road vehicles to utilize the new road bed will still remain even after
gating theroad. Off-road vehicle use may increase, causing increased disturbance to wildlife, which
leads to stress thereby causing reduced reproduction, higher mortality and increased poaching.

The road work may lead to increase traffic to three cavesin the project area, cavesthat are used by
Pacific western big-eared bat, a bureau species of concern. This species of bat is extremely
vulnerable to disturbance, particularly during the winter when adisruption in their hibernation cycle
may burn critical fat reserves leading to the individuals death. Currently the road into the Siteisin
poor condition which limits the amount of traffic to thearea. Anincreasein traffic may lead this
species to abandon the caves, seeking less optimal sites.

Proposed Mitigating Measure #3: In addition to installing the gate at the junction of Laurel road
and Road 39-8-23, effectively tank trap the road (after completion of proposed actionsincluding site
preparation and burning) the road at or near the section line of sections 14 and 23 to prevent vehicles
from accessing the caves.

4) Environmental consequences of fuels treatments

a) Alternative 1: No Action

Under Alternative 1, the current vegetation trgjectory would continue. Stand densities would
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continue to increase to a point where stagnation and mortality would begin to select out individual
trees. Species associated with snags and down wood, such as the woodpeckers would benefit from
theincrease in habitat. Therisk of stand replacing fire would continue to be high. The probability of
astand replacing fire would continue to increase. The potential loss of |ate-successional forest
habitat through a stand replacing fire could led to localized extirpation of species associated with this
habitat.

b) Alternative 2: Proposed Action

The reduction in fuel loading, tree density and ladder fuels will reduce the opportunity for a stand
replacing firein the project area. Under the action alternative, fuel loads would be reduced in the
project area., while snags and down wood habitat would be diminished. Species associated with
down wood such as the Ensatina salamander (Ensatina eschscholtzi) would lose habitat. The
reduction of hazard would lessen the possibility of a stand replacing fire in the proposed action area,
and the potential risk to late-successiona habitat would be reduced.

Habitats such as oak woodlands, serpentine meadows and Jeffrey pine savannahs would be restored
towards a pre-fire suppression condition and would be more within their natural range of conditions.
There would be aloss of habitat for some species such as Spotted towhee (Pipilo
erythrophthalmus), but this would be naturally mitigated by the mosaic fashion of the burn. Itis
anticipated that portions of the units would receive little or no fire, while other areas may be burned
more intensely. Quality winter range for species such as elk (Cervus elaphus) would begin to be
restored, improving browse conditions for this species. In general, the mosaic vegetative nature of
the project area and the unique habitat they represent will be restored and preserved, benefitting
species associated with these habitats.

C. Speciesof Concern
1) Northern Spotted Owl
a) Existing environment

There are approximately 985 acres of suitable spotted owl habitat on BLM lands in the Kerby
watershed and 960 acres in the East Fork Illinois watershed. The majority of this spotted owl habitat
islocated in the eastern portion of the Kerby watershed and the northern and southern portion of the
East Illinois River watershed. Approximately 680 acres of spotted owl habitat is located outside the
project areain the Kerby watershed and 905 acres in the East Fork Illinois watershed. Thereisno
identified Critical Habitat within the project area. Currently there are two 100 acre core areas
designated on BLM land, one in each of the two watersheds.
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b) Environmental Consequences
@ Alternative 1: No Action

The two spotted ow! sites within 1.3 miles of the proposed project would remain at their current
habitat level (see Table 8), which isbelow the viability threshold of 1,388 acres (USFWS standard).
It isunknown if these sites will continue to nest and produce young in the long run due to the low
level habitat. The forest maturation process would continue which would be beneficia to the
Spotted owl. The potential for afirein the project areawould remain high.

2 Alternative 2: Action Alternative

The action alternatives would alter 360 acres of suitable spotted owl habitat from nesting, roosting
and foraging to dispersal habitat conditions. Within the BLM portion of the Kerby 6" field
watershed, spotted owl nesting, roosting and foraging habitat would be reduced from 985 acresto
680 acres, areduction of 31%. Within the BLM portion of the East Fork Illinois 5th field watershed,
spotted nesting, roosting and foraging habitat would be reduced from 960 acres to 905 acres a
reduction of 6%. Itislikely that the two known owl sites will be displaced as aresult of insufficient
suitable habitat and both sites eliminated from further production.

The action would lead to the reduction of forest canopies below the 60% level which is considered
to be aminimal for quality spotted owl habitat. Species dependent on late-successional forest would
lose breeding (nesting), roosting and foraging habitat. Interior forest conditions would be lost,
exposing interior species such as the spotted owl to higher amounts of predation. The ability of late-
successional forest species such as the Spotted owls to persist in the project area and re-popul ate
habitat within the next 20 years or (until the canopy closes) would be hindered. Connectivity
through the Kerby and East 11linois watershed would be furthered fragmented for species dependent
on older forest. Thiswould most likely result in the local reduction in the spotted owl! population
and could result in depressed genetic information in the local gene pool. Refugiaof late-
successional forest habitat in the drainage would be highly adversely impacted. The action would
affect three provincial home ranges of spotted owls which have established core areas.

Precommercial thinning and commercial thinning stands that currently are not |ate-successional
habitat may accelerate the development of this habitat or place these stands on atrajectory they may
lead to amore structurally complex forest. Approximately 41 acres of precommercial
thinning/fertilizing is proposed under the action alternatives.

The USFWS uses thresholds for the amount of suitable habitat around spotted owl sites as an
indication of asites viability. Thresholds to determine incidental take have been defined as 40% of
the areawithin 1.3 miles of the center of activity or about 1,388 acres. Incidental take, in this case
habitat modification will occur at 2 Northern spotted owl sites. Table 8 displays the effect the
proposed actions would have on spotted owl sites. This project has undergone formal consultation
with the USFW. Consultation took place for the original Free and Easy project in 1995.
Consultation for Free & Easy 2 took placeinitially occurred in 1998 and is addressed in the FWS's
Biologica Opinion (#1-7-98F-392). Dueto delaysin project preparation and anticipated timber sale
implementation, Free & Easy 2 will be resubmitted for consultation.
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Table 8: Effects of Proposed Action on Northern Spotted Owls
Site Preharv.es.t habi tat. acres Posthar\./a?‘t habitaF acres | % suitable hal.oi tat within
within 1.3 mi within 1.3 mi 1.3 miles
Holton Creek 615 430 125
| Chapman Corners 493 367 10.6

2) Red TreeVole

The Red tree vole is an arboreal species of rodent with very low dispersal capabilities. The broad
management objective for this speciesisto retain sufficient habitat to maintain its potential for
reproduction, dispersal and genetic exchange. Surveysfor the Red tree vole have located the species
throughout the project area.

@ Alternative 1: No Action

The forest would continue to go through devel opmental stages towards older forest conditions
which would be beneficial to the RTV and other species associated with |ate-successional forest
habitats. The potential for afirein the project areawould remain high.

(b) Alternative 2: Proposed Action

At the project level, the proposed commercial thinning will probably have an adverse effect on red
tree vole habitat quality due to the decrease in canopy closure and the increase in potential
predation. On aregional scale, the proposed action should not diminish the viability of the
population as awhole due to the application of the management recommendations.

The proposed precommercial thinning and brushing throughout the project area, may hasten the
development of potential red tree vole habitat in the future which could contribute to the
maintenance of the species in the project area and watershed.

3) Northern Goshawks

Potential habitat for Northern Goshawks (Accipiter gentilis), a bureau sensitive species, islocated
throughout the proposed treatment area. S