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Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League 

Comment: 4-12 
Response:  Please see EIS (page 94) where the first sentence for Indicator 2 – 
Water Yield states, “ECA was calculated by prescription watershed for each 
alternative.”  

Table 3.0.1 lists the projects that were considered in completing the 
cumulative impacts analysis.   

The table on page 94 (Table 3.4.5) shows the estimated equivalent clearcut 
acres (ECA) for the subwatersheds, with areas in square miles indicated in the 
first column. Alternative A is the existing condition, followed by the 
estimated changes from alternatives for the Eastside Project only; i.e., without 
the addition of the American Crooked Project.  In contrast, Table 3.4.6 on 
page 96 reflects the existing condition and the Eastside Project combined 
effects of foreseeable actions. The labels on these two tables will be changed 
to help clarify this. 

As indicated on page 94 (Indicator 2 – Water Yield) “Dead and dying 
lodgepole pine will continue to contribute to ECA over the next two decades.  
Also on page 94, third paragraph under Alternative A, we discuss dead and 
dying lodgepole pine and the effects to ECA.   While we acknowledged that 
small existing trees in the understory would eventually recover ECA 
conditions as the stand matures, this would likely take several decades.  

Comment: 4-13 
Response:   We acknowledge the importance of watershed restoration efforts 
in the upper South Fork of the Clearwater River and specifically the American 
River watershed. Within these areas, we have conducted or are proposing to 
conduct a wide variety of restoration actions without logging.   

Many of the actions noted in Table 3.0.1 have or will occur in the current 
Eastside Project area, specifically American River Instream Improvements, 
Box Sing Creek channel re-connect and fish barrier removal, and American 
River Restoration Projects (fish barrier removal and instream habitat 
improvement).  

The bank re-contour and riparian vegetation planting along the American 
River are included in all of the Eastside Project action alternatives. As shown 
in Appendix A, the treatments occur on all of the BLM ownership in the 
project area. 
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Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League 

Comment: 4-14 
Response: Thank you for your comment.  The Queen Creek channel 
reconnect is designed to accommodate fish passage and a 100-year flow 
event (See Appendix I).  Queen Creek reconnect design criteria are 
described under Alternative B on page 20. Section 3.8.1.3 discusses ford’s 
treatment alternatives. Page 263 clearly describes the current situation and 
what is planned for fords. As discussed, all existing active live water fords 
on BLM land will either be hardened or closed as shown in Table 3.8.3. 

Comment: 4-15 
Response:  Refer to Appendix I, for a description of proposed restoration 
measures. Refer to Table 2.3.1, Project Design Measures, Number 21, for 
additional information regarding instream work in fish-bearing streams.  
Relocating fish (e.g., electrofishing) out of areas where riparian restoration 
takes places would not be practical in a stream the size of the American 
River, primarily because of stream flow conditions and low conductivity.  
The riparian restoration primarily involves re-contouring streambanks; and 
seeding and planting of riparian vegetation.  The restoration efforts would 
primarily occur in areas above the mean high water level.   

Comment: 4-16 
Response: We agree with your comment.  Table 3.0.1 and Section 3.6.3.4-
Cumulative Effects (page 172), identifies past projects BLM has 
undertaken to create pool habitat and place large woody debris.  The BLM 
also plans to create pools and place woody debris in dredge mined stream 
reaches in American River (American River Restoration Projects USDI-
BLM 2006), which includes stream segments within the project area. 
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Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League 

Comment 4:17 
Response:  Thank you for your comment.  We acknowledge that turbidity 
should be monitored (see Appendix E-Monitoring Plan, page E-5). By 
complying with state water quality standards the LC50 concentration (488 
mg/L for 96 hours) will definitely not be exceeded from any proposed 
BLM management actions.  As stated on page E-5, there is a turbidity 
monitoring requirement for riparian and channel restoration actions (pre-, 
during, and post-) to ensure that potential project attributed turbidity or 
sediment impacts are minimized to native and special status fish.   

Comment: 4-18 
Response: A full discussion on sediment is disclosed in this EIS Section 
3.4.

The effects of the new permanent roads and the use of temporary roads are 
disclosed along with the effects (including beneficial) of the restoration 
actions.  The short- and long-term effects as well as cumulative effects of 
the action alternatives will be considered in making our decision. 

The action alternatives identify from 0.6 to 1.13 miles of new permanent 
roads, not 2.12 as you have stated  

Also see our responses  comments 4-1, 4-3, 4-6, and 4-7 that address these 
concerns

Comment 4-19 
Response: The majority of temporary roads proposed for construction 
occur in areas that have low sediment delivery potential to streams. A full 
discussion on sediment is disclosed in this EIS Section 3.4.  A discussion 
on upward trends and the effects of the project is disclosed in Appendix H. 
Also see response to comment 4-1. 

We acknowledge that temporary roads are proposed to facilitate use of 
yarding systems which are more economical that helicopter yarding. 
Alternatives C and D were developed to address yarding issues. 
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Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League Letter 4: Idaho Conservation League 

Comment 4:20 
Response: Proposed road locations are chosen based on a combination of 
criteria as stated in Section 3.8.1.3.  As table 3.5.3 illustrates acreages 
involved are relatively small and there are differences between alternatives 
(reflecting the differences in the amount of helicopter logging).  

The Eastside Project action alternatives are not proposing to log, burn, or 
build roads on slopes susceptible to slope failure (e.g., landslide prone). 

Design criteria have been developed for this project to limit detrimental soil 
physical disturbance of temporary roads, skid trails and landings (refer to 
Table 2.3.1) and rehabilitation following use. Section 3.8.2 contains a full 
discussion of road decommissioning. 

These and other factors were considered in alternative formulation. 

Comment: 4-21 
Response: This statement is does not pertain to the Eastside DEIS. This was a 
topic of discussion on the Whiskey South project field trip conducted in June 
2006. However, PACFISH standards are used in the Eastside Project RHCA 
delineations. Mean high flow connected American River dredge ponds are 
considered in the delineation of PACFISH buffers (i.e., RHCAs).  No Eastside 
Project logging is proposed to occur within RHCA buffers. 

Comment: 4-22 
Response: PACFISH buffers should minimize potential for adverse sediment 
delivery to live waters (see pages 158-159).  Table 2.3.1 contains Project 
Design Measures to deal with landslide prone and slope concerns. Items 1 and 
5 deal specifically with landslide prone. The MFP on page II-4 limits the use 
of ground based yarding systems on slopes exceeding 35%.  The yarding 
design of the Eastside project is in conformance with the MFP.   Item 6 
incorporates the State of Idaho Best Management Practices, several of which 
relate to slope and logging practices and can be viewed at 
www.idl.idaho.gov/Bureau/forasst.htm.  The project was designed so that 
sustained slopes >35% are either cable or helicopter yarded.




