
United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF LAND :MANAGEMENT 


Baker Fillld Office 

3165 10th Street 


Baker City, Oregon 97814 


IN REPLV REFER TO: JUN 28 2002 
RECEIVED BY6843 

'JUt 01 2002Mr, Robert Ruesink 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service SNAKE !-"lIVER (lA,SIN (W'F/CE 

U,S, FWS 
Snake River Basin Office 

1387 Vinnell Way, #368 

Boise, ID 83709 


Dear Mr. Ruesink: 

Pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (as amended), the Vale District 
Bureau of Land Management would like to initiate informal consultation with the US Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMPS) for actions 
associated with the Frazier Fuels Treatment Project. The attached Biological Assessment (BA). 
using the National Fire Plan Consultation format. addresses actions and the potential impacts 
associated with the Frazier Fuels Treatment that may affect chinook salmon, steelhead trout, and 
bull trout. 

Using the National Fire Plan Consultation Procedures, the BA concluded this project "May 
Affect, but is not Likely to Adversely Affect" chinook salmon, steelhead trout, and bull trout. 
The Baker Resource Area of the Vale District BlM would like to request a letter of concurrence 
for all actions associated with the Frazjer Fuels Treatment Project. The appropriate BLM, 
NMFS, and USJ;<'WS level 1 team personnel have reviewed this project and the associated BA 
and concurred with the final affect determination contained within the Fraz;er Fuels Treatment 
BA. 

The proposed project is consistent with PacfishlInfish standards and guidelines and the Baker 
Resource Area Management Plan, 1989. 

The Vale Disrrict BLM appreciates the NMFS and USFWS assistance in this process and the 
quick response time outlined in the National Fire Plan Consultation Guide. If you have any 
questions concerning the information contained with the BA, please contact Garth Ross at 
(541) 473-6339. 

Sincerely, 

~PMilWlU '111 ,-,,-0Co~ 
Penelope i)rn;;woods 

Field Manager 
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Consultation Summary Worksheet 

for National Fire Plan Projects in the Northwest 


Project Name: Frazier Fuels Treatment 

Administrative Unit: Vale District BLM, Baker Resource Area 

Agency Contact! Garth R. Ross Fisherjes Bjologist 

Date: May 8, 2002 


Project Description: 

The proposed project is located on scattered ELM tracts in the Frazier Mountain area, southeast 
of La Grande. The legal description of the project area is as follows; T.5 S., R.41 E., Sec. 30, 32 
and 33; and T.6 S., R.41 E., Sec. 5 (see attached maps). These parcels are near urban interface 
zones. 

The Upper Grande Ronde is 1,033,101 acreS in size. The US. Forest Service manages 472,2686 
acres (46%), private holdings comprise 525,043 acres (51 %), and the state of Oregon manages 
13,600 acres (1 %). The remaining 2,422 acres (0.23%) are administered by the BLM. The 
forested lands surrounding the ELM tracts have been logged heavily within the recent past, and 
hence the project area is accessible by several logging roads. 

The Frazier Mountain treatment area is comprised of 200 acres (approximately 8% of the BLM 
administered land in the watershed) characterized by mixed conifer forest. Representative tree 
species are white fir, Douglas-fir, western larch and ponderosa pine, Most of this forested land 
contains heavy fuel loads generated primarily by spruce budwonn-caused tree mortality and, to a 
lesser extent, by dwarf mistletoe-related mortality. 

Standard design features 

Timber and snag falling would be done by hand or with mechanical equipment. limbs would 
remain attached to the bole of the tree during yarding (whole tree yarding). Log yarding would 
be done with sma.ll tractors or low ground pressure mechanical harvesters which are restricted to 
pre-designated skid trails spaced approximately 100 feet a.part. Existing skid trails would be used 
wherever possible. When skiddlng uphill on slopes exceeding 20% the leading end of the logs 
would be suspended above the ground to prevent gouging of the soil. To prevent soil erosion 
following skidding. skid trails would be water·barred fonowing operations. In areas where bare 
soil is exposed and it is determined that seeding is necessary, native grass seed would be used to 
rehabilitate the sites. Skidding operations would avoid noxious weed sites. The standard design 
features listed on pages 37-40 of the ROD would be implemented. Within the fuel treaunent 
areas RMP guidelines for snag and down log retention would be followed. 
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This project is designed to reduce the existing fire hazard, pre~commercial thin areas with 
advanced conifer regeneTation, and commercial thin the pockets of dense overstory trees. Within 
each proposed treatment area tbere are areas of heavy fuel combined with dense areas of 
conunercial and pre commercial sized live trees. The boundaries of individual treatments may 
overlap, so that more than one treatment may be applied to a sjngle area. The individual 
treatment areas added together exceed the total acreage of the tract. 

Fuel Treatment - 168 acres - Fuel Treatment would be done, where needed, throughout the 
analysis area. The primary objective would be to reduce the existing ground fuel residue to less 
than fjve tons per acre in the 0-3" diameter size class as best represented by Fuel Model #8. The 
larger diameter fuels (greater than 3 inches) and snags would be reduced, while following the 
guidelines in the Baker Resource Management PIan for snag and down log retention. 

Exist;ng fuels would be treated in areas that currently have excess snags and down logs. This 
treatment would remove the excess snags and down logs. Surplus snags and down logs greater 
than 6 inches in diameter would be felled and slcidded to landings located on eXisting roads. All 
of this material has been dead for several years and none of [he logs are sawlog quality. 
Approximately Y2 of the logs have enough sound material to make chip logs. In order to reduce 
the amount of fuel burned and potential smoke impacts to local communities chip logs would be 
hauled off of the project area. The landing piles created by this operation would be large. Piles 
would be burned in late fall or early winter. 

Treated areas would be monitored and may require a post treatment broadcast underbum in the 
future to maintain desired fine fuel loadings and retard the re-establishment of less fire resistant 
tree species and shrubs. 

Commercial Thinning - 69 acres - Would be done in commercial sized forest stands that are 
currently overstocked. This treatment would thin overstocked stands from below, removing 
smallest trees and retaining the largest trees, and remove the scattered mistletoe jnfected 
Douglas-fir trees. Treatments would reduce stand basal area to approx.imately 70 ft2 per acre. 
The harvested trees would generally be in [he 8·20" diameter at breast height (dbh) range, 
However, trees up to 24" dbh may be harvested in order to reduce stand basal area to desired 
levels or remove heavily mistletoe infected trees. Retention tree species preference would be 
ponderosa pine, western larch, Douglas-fir, lodgepole pine, and grand fir would be the least 
favored species. 

Pre commercial thinning ~ 85 acres - Areas of advanced regeneration would be pre commercial 
thinned to 12-20 foot spacing. Species preference would be ponderosa pine, western larch, 
Douglas fir, lodgepole pine, then white fir. Any ponderosa pine, western larch, or Douglas fir 
would be favored over lodgepole pine or white fir. Areas where the slash generated by thinning 
exceeds 5 tons per acre the slash would be hand piled and burned in late fall or spring. Areas 
where the slash is less than five tons per acre the slash would be lopped and scattered. 
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PrQJ20sed Treatments 
Tract Treatment Fuels Conun PCT 
Size Area Treat Thin Ac 

Unit 1 40 ac 40 ac 34 ac 10 ac 15 ae 
Unit 2 80 ac 74 ac 74 ac 16 ac 35 ac 
Unit 3 40 ac 40 ae 40 ac 13 ae 20ae 
Unit 4 40ae 33 ae 20 Be 30 ac 15 ac 

200 ac 187 ae 168 ac 69 ac 85 ac 

Purpose and Need for the Action: 

Activity types included in this project include, Access and Equipment Maintenapce, Mechanical 
Treatments, Prescribe Fire. Range Infrastructure. Reforestation. and Road and Road 
Maintenance. 

The purpose of the project primarily is to reduce fuel loads that currently impose a high risk of 
stand replacement fire, particularly insofar as such a fire would impact urban interface areas. 
Subsidiary goals include inerea!>ing stand health, reducing the incidence of insect and disease 
problems within the stands and encouraging the growth of desirable hardy tree species. This 
project also incorporates reconstructing an old existing natural fence to protect a spring and 
prevent further degradatjonby cattle. The fence is not keeping cattle away from the spring. This 
project would rebuild the fence using existing downed trees and poles from areas outsjde the 
RHeA. 

Forest stands within the proposed project area are quite dense, and most of these stands have 
suffered from tremendous insect and disease· related tree mortality. The stands are generally 
characterized by approximately 60% dead and down trees and standing dead trees. Historically. 
wildfire acted as a natural thinning agent within these stands, and the removal of fire as an 
ecosystem mainlenance agent has resulted in the accumulation of a tremendous amount of fuel. 
This fuel, much of which is ladder fuel, is comprised both of dead treeS and a dense understory of 
young trees and, to a Jesser extent, ninebark. These dense stand conditions, as well as the 
preSence of large quantities of dead, rotting wood, have reduced stand vigor, dramatically 
increased susceptibility to disease and 'insect infestation; 'and-significantly raised the potential for 
a hot crown fire. 

While the most prominent fuel-creating mortality agent in the area has been spruce budworm, 
some stands also are moderately infected with dwarf mistletoe. This dwarf mistletoe also can 
reduce tree vigor and predispose infected trees to bark beetle attack. Sucn bark beetle attack 
likely would result in increased mortality and consequent fuel creation. Many trees in both areas 
show signs of bark beetle infestation . 
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Approximately 35% ofthe private land in the watershed has been logged in the past 10 years. 
Pursuant to these logging operatjons, slash was created and left on the ground- This slash is now 
quite dry, and may present a fire hazard both to the private land and to the BLM~administe:red 
parcels, over and above the hazards created by the poor condition of the forest stands on BLM 
land. 
The proposed action is designed to address the fire hazard and forest health concerns of the 
Frazier Mountain area. Treatment will consist of thinning from below so as to remove ladder 
fuels. Such thinning will favor fire resistant species such as ponderosa pine, Douglas-fir and 
western larch. Douglas-fir trees infected with dwarf mistletoe would be isolated from other 
retained trees of the same species by at least 60 feet. 

Design Features: 

Design features are actions taken as part of a proposal to reduce or avoid negatjve effects of a 
proposed action. The design features listed below were developed by the interdisciplinary team 
and are additional to the project criteria outlined in the n<ltional fire plan consultation worksheets. 

Snag and down log reUntioll: Retention of down logs and snags upon which wildlife relies 

would follow RMP guidelines. Accordingly, 4 large (at least 21 inch diameter at breast height 

(dbh») snags per acre, and 5-10 down logs, 20 feet in length, with 12 inch small end diameter will 

be retained. 


Avoidance ofsensitive species habitat: If nonhem goshawk, cougar, or other sensitive species 

habitat is found in the project area, that habitat will be avoided. In general, treatments will be 

scheduled to avoid or minimize disturbance of wildlife. 


Slash pile burning: Slash piles will be burned in late fall or early winter after several inches of 

snow have fallen. This will minimize the risk of fire spread as well as impact to soils. 


Precommercial thinning slash: Precommercial thinning slash will be lopped and scattered to an 

18 inch depth during thinning operations. 


RHeA buffel's: Riparian Habitat Conservation Areas (RHeAs) were established along all 
streams, in accordance with FACFISH Standards and Guidelines, to protect and restore riparian 
habitat and upslope stand conditions. PACFJSH standards and guidelines are as follows; 

Class I (perennial fish bearing streams) receive 300 feet slope distance buffers on both sides 
Class III (perennial non-fish bearing streams) receive 150 feet slope distance buffers on both 
sides 
Class IV (intermittent streams) receive 100 feet slope distance buffers On both sides 
Seeps, springs, and ponds are buffered 150 feet slope distance from the edge of the maximum 
pool elevation. 
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Streamside buffers are implemented to protect riparian habitat. No actions would occur within 
RHeA's under this proposal except one natural fence would be reconstl,Ucted around a spring to 
reduce impacts from cattle. 

Vegetation manipulation: Treatments will be designed to create a vegetation mosaic in areas 
bearing crucial wildlife habitat. Areas in which major vegetation manipulation occurs will be 
rested from livestock grazing for at least two to five growing seasons following treannent. Areas 
disturbed by treatments will be reseeded with native grasses, forbs and shrubs in accordance with 
habitat requirements. 

Cultural resources: Cultural resources will be assessed and inventoried, and will be avoided 

during treatment. 


Road COllstructionIRenovation: No new roads would be constructed to complete this project. 

Spedes: Salml)Jlids 

. The species to be considered in the Biological Assessment include spring/summer chinook 

salmon, summer steelhead and boll trout. 


Gray wolf, Canada lynx, and bald eagle are all species listed under the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973, as amended. Due to Jac)c of specific forest-types within the project area, habitat for 
Canada lynx does not exist and the possibility of this species traveling through the area is low. A 
designated habitat area for lynx is located approximately 5 mjles to the nonheast of the project 
area. 

There would be no effect to wolves associated with the project as per a letter from the District 

Manager dated January. 19, 2000. 


Surveys of the area for wildlife and other visits to the area have not located eagle nests or roost 
locations. Furthennore, there h<lve been no documented sightings of eagles in or around the area. 
Continued surveys for northern goshawks in the area will document any sightings of other 
wildlife species. 

Condition of the Environmental Baseline: 

The Frazier Fuels Treatment is h)cated in the Catherine Creek watershed of the Upper Grande 
Ronde sub·basin. An analysis of the Catherine Creek watershed was completed by the La 
Grande Ranger District in 1999. According to this analysis, streams within this drainage support 
populations of spring/summer ch.inook salmon, summer steelhead, bull trout, redband trout, 
mountain whitefish, sculpins, dace, suckers, redside shiners, northern sqawfish, and several non­
native, wann water species. . 
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PacFish (Strategies for Managing Anadromous Fish-producing Watersheds in Eastern, Oregon 
and Washington, Idaho and Portions of California) identifies Catherine Creek as a Priority 
Watershed. Priority watersheds are defined as a network of drainages that contain the most 
viable runs of anadromous fish or have a high likelihood of recovering in the shan-term. Priority 
watersheds function as source of high quality habitat or strong genetic pools that have the ability 
to provide the basis for recovery of endangered fish stocks. 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon 
Spring chinook salman currently use 34.5 miles of Catherine Creek and it's tributaries for 
spawning and rearing. Most spring and surruner chinook salmon spawn in the main stem of 
Catherine Creek directly below the North and South Forks. In 1992, a total of 42 redds were 
observed in Catheri'ne Creek, 36 of these were located within a few miles of the confluence with 
the North and South Forks. Current spring/summer chinook populatjons appear to be stable 
(Catherine Creek Watershed Analysis 1999). 

SlJmmer Stee1ltead 
Steelhead are present in all but 21.7 miles of the 326.5 :miles of potential habitat available within 
the Catherine Creek watershed. Spawning is widespread, but most spawning observations occur 
within headwater tributaries. Steelhead populations have also remained stable in recent years 
(Catherine Creek Watershed Analysis 1999). 

Bull Trout 

Bull trout spawn in approximately 36 miles of habitat within the Catherine Creek watershed, 

primarily within the North and South Forks of Catherine Creek. No current information is 

available for bull trout population status (Catherine Creek Watershed Analysis 1999). 


All four tracts included in the Frazier Fuels Treatment are located above Milk Creek. Oregon 

Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) aquatic habitat surveys, completed for Milk Creek 

documented salmonid fish species approximately 2 miles below the closest tract to Milk Creek 

(section 30) and 4.5 miles above section 33. Stream surveys for Milk Creek indicate that pool 

habitat lS lacking, but the pools that are present contain high quality ha.bitat and are functioning 

properly. The amount of vegetation along Milk Creek is insufficient to fuily shade the creek. 

Maximum weekly average temperature for Catherine Creek measured on the South Fork is 63,2 

averaged over a five year period of time. Stream temperatures throughout the Catherine Creek 

watershed are not outside the range required by anadroroous s;:Hmonids. Large wood debris is 

present in adequate levels for this stream type. Overall, the habitat conditions within Milk Creek 

are considered to be fair to good_ A properly functioning condition (PPC) rating of functioning 

at risk, with an upward trend applies to most of Milk Creek, primarily due to lack or pools. . 


Effects of the Action Added to the Baseline: 

Direct Effects: Direct effects to fisheries are defined as actions that cause direct mortality. 

Actions that have the potential to cause mortality generally occur from eqUipment worldng in or 
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near the stream channel. Under this proposal no actions would occur in or near any stream or 
RHCA, or have the potential to transmit effects to any l)t,ream. No actions associated with this 
proposal are expected to result in direct impacts to T&E salmonids. 

Indirect Effects: Indirect effects happen at a later time and are farther removed from the action. 
Indirect effects most often occur from actions outside the stream channel, but within the riparian 
or adjacent upland habitat. Examples of indirect effects include altering stream temperature by 
removing riparian vegetation, and increasing stream turbidity through ground disturbing 
activities. Indirect effects are difficult to quantify or measure, but for the purposes of this report 
jt is assumed that increased water temperature, and turbidity, altered woody inputs and 
streamflows, result in decreased fish production and negatively effect life history requirements. 

Water temperature. and altered large woody inputs are closely linked to riparian to 
riparian h<lbitat, primarily within lOO feet of streams (FEMAT V -28). Under this 
proposal. no riparian vegetation would be altered within RHCA's. Stream temperature. 
and large woody inputs would remain at existing rates and levels. 

Increased turbidity is generally related to the amount of ground disturbance, the distance 
the disturbance occurs from a stream channel, and the abjJjty of sediment to travel from 
the disturbance to an active stream channel. Undet this proposal, no ground disturbing 
acitons would OCCllr within areas that have the potential to transmit sediment or effects to 
an active stream channel. 

Altered stream flows result from increasing the drainage network, primarily by increasing 
permanent road mj)es, and to a lesser extent from removal of riparian vegetation 
(FEMAT V -20). No new permanent roads would be constructed under this proposal. 
Removal of the understory trees, outside riparian reserves, through thinning would result 
in minor jncreases in runoff, but the amount of addibonaJ runoff would be minor and the 
effects to stream flow would be negligible. 

Future actions On BLM and Forest Service lands are expected to be similar in scope and 

magnitude. No actions that have high potential to cause direct mortality ro listed fish are 

currently planned or expected to occur. A complete list of future planned actions within the 

Upper Grande Ronde Assessment Area are discussed in the UGRAA. 


Cumulative Effects (ESA): 

Cumulative effects are all future non-federal actions, reasonable likely to occur, that affect fish 
species and habitat. A pproxima,rely 90% of the private forested acres have received some type of 
timber harvest in the last 30 years. Much of the remaining timber is planned for harvest in the 
near future. Not all of this timber has been removed and some acres have been re-established 
with viable timber stands. Timber harvest and related road construction on private lands is 
regulated by the Oregon Forest Practices Act (OFPA). "Intent to harvest" notification is required 
by the OFPA 15 days prior to the commencement of the action. The short notification period 
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makes an accurate estimation of foreseeable future timber harvest impossible. In general. timber 
harvest on. private lands is occurring at higher rates than in past years (Upper Grand Ronde 
Assessment Area Biological Assessment). 

Timber activities and road construction occurring on private lands will have similar effects to 
riparian areas as harvest on federal land while the magnitude and extent of these effects has the 
potential to be higher. The lack of complete regulations and enforcement of existing regulations 
on private land timber harvest increases the likelihood of cumulative adverse effects. These 
activities are not completely controllable and cumulative effects are probable. Therefore, the risk 
of adverse cumulative effects for the proposed private timber harvests is high (Upper Grande 
Ronde Area Assessment) 
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Condition.al Statement 

The aclian occurs oulsi4c \lie 
. RHCA io walmlieds wilb al· 

W risk fisb species Of will!LL 
dwpatOO critical b~bital or

--l 

:J llDDCClljlied babitatcrilical to 
speci~ recovery. 

3 

00 

I 
(J') 

Effed Fathw8Y 

Water qu!~ty and 
liabitat e!em",,1S 

Potential 
Effect 

Po!cDIi~lty 
A.4~rsr: 

List Project Criteria. 

Does Project Meet the Criteria? (Ywno)· 


N(l ~kid lrlIils and/(lr bn4ings ]OCllWl wbm: 
eros:L<lnlseilimentati(lD would mterccpt _4 drainage 
lIitc:be.s. 

PnljflCl MlXis Crileria - Yes 

List Rationale. 

Is Rationale Appropriate? 

(Yes/no)· 

Crilctill aroicls ucti me.t delJ'o'f:l)' fmm 

skid trails an4 lillldiog,s· RHeA buffer 
plus <1isalDDection from .oad·rela led 
ruooff. 

RatiOllille i~ Appr<lpria Ie - Ycs 

Final Effect 
Determination 

N<>E.ffcct 

LL * If yes, explain how the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or refer to project description! 
gj 

No skiillrails or Land ings would be located where the potential for erosion or s-ediment deliv€ly to any stream would occur. AU operations using equipment 
would be re!ltricted to pelriods o( low roil moisture and dry wealher. 

W •• 
'<f ..... 

M 
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IS) 
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I 
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CRIT~RIA APPLICATIONWORKSHEET. Pagt. 4 of 11 

W 
LL 

d 
--l-3 

0<1 


I 

(j) 

LL 
(j) 

:::J 


go straight up or down slopes steeper than 20 % for short lengths. Approximately 10% ofthe project area bas slopes in excess of 20 %. Under tbis proposal, 
som'!! work would be completed on tbese slopes, but the amQunt would be limited by the maclIine's capabilities. Operalions in areas that cause excessive t 

PmjedName Frazier Fuels-Reduction AdminUnlt Vale BLM "Baker R ~-SQurce Area 
Preparer Garth R. Ross Date May 9, 2001 Activity Type: M«hanical Treatments 
Activity Cemponenl: Rebab, removal o[ e.xcess vliOgetatLen and slash Work Element: All except where otherwise Doted 
SpecL~: Salmonlds 

I Conditional Statemel\t 

The BelicD OCclU~ culS ide the 
RHCA. in WlIlmbeds with 31­
risk fish s~cLes <J' wi III 
desigtL3\ed critical babiIaI <JI 

llDoccupiflil bmbitat ai~cal to 
species recovery. 

I 

Effect Pathway. 

W~lf:. qll2lity BDd 
habilat elements 

Potential 
Erred 

PD1elltially 
Mvene 

List Project Criteria. 
Dnes Project Meet the (:rite.ria? (Yesloo). 

Dozer piUlIg ... m only be- amducted DII slopes of 20% CI!" 

kss (AltacbmcDl t. pa.ge 6}_ 

J'rojed Meets Cri~ria - Yes 

List Rationale. 
Is Rationale Appropriate? 
(yesfno)'" ­
These acliYilies do not pose lhe 
poItIIti~ for ad~= effi:cllo lit-fl~k fi_sb 
~pecies 

Raliooale is i\ppropriale- Yes 

Final Effect 
Detenrunatioa 

Negligible 

'" IfYell, explain how the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or rerer to project description: 

This projed dllf;S not Include dozer operations. This project would be completed using Harve.sterlForwarders. Harve.sterlForwarders have less Impact 011 

soils and existtng vegetation and do have less ground disturbance. HarvesterlForwarders generally do not funclion well on slopes more than 20%, but can 

lSI 
If) ground dislurbaru:e would be suspended. Nooperlltions would be allowM in ar€.as where sediment could transferred bito any waterway of stream. 
'1 ..... 

1'1 
lSI 

re 
I 
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00 CRI'fERIA APPLICATION WORKSHEET Page 5 of 11 
['­
f0 Project Nam.e Feader Fuels Reduction Admiu Unit Vale BLM Baker Resource Area 
00 Preparer Garth R. Ross Date May 9, 2002 Activity Type: Mechanical Treatmellts. 
~ Actlvlty Component: AU a<:tivity, compDnenls eltttpt'Where'olberwise noled WDrk Element: AU except where otherwise noted 

Species: Salmontdii 

Con41lionaL Statement Effect Pathway .. Pokntial List Project Criteria. List Rationale. 
Effed Does Project Meet tbe Criteria? (yeslna.)* Is Rationale Appropriate? 

llie actkln DCtw'S outside 1lle 
RHCA b, watersbcds wilh at-
risk fish !pecies Of willi 
desigmlol;:d ailica1 habilal or 

Water qwility, lak~, 
channd moIJIhol;)SY 
md h.IliiAt elemcol.s 

i'o'..enlial'y 
Adverse 

log bauIing 01Iring wet weat1acr OTI ntm-p!veti roads. 
Short SpllIS wilh nn instaW i t)' conwns. will be 
oblitcraloo :md rr:-~pted ilJlRlffliateJy Iflier limber 
harvest is oompleteo. Hanul attiyjli~ will not 311c:r the 

(yes/no)'" 
Thc.se aileria w= rlerived frOO! 
previllilS pmgrantmflic OO>1SWtalions 
(S~lmooid Species Team). They were 
tksigned Ie aVOLd adverse :affCCIS 10 Ih.e 

1I1){1OO1\)ir.d habital ailica1 ro 
spedes rllCO~cry. 

liming. rnagnitwle, odmlioo. and s""lial clistrilll1lioo of 
pl21<. hiEh. and 10'" !lows (ie. BeA '" ·fulI<:lional").. 

pathwayel=nlS. 

Olher f~eling nperalioo! win ooruiSlofa slip-laB not 
W 
LL 

greater 'fum 2Stf tall.ons. U5e ofcOOtlicat pallalives will 
DOt OCCUHlwr bridp, or when [lRcipiblion Is 

--l 
~ 
...J 

3 

o<i 

. 
oceuringlforcut. All f~e1itll; an4 fue] SIQr"'&e areas as wdl 
35 lemee 1llldill.g~ will be 100I1~ ootside the RHeA. An 
IIc!kopter flLeling operalions require aD IIpoore<! 
tmnspmtalion. ~10!'l!gt:, and etnITgCllcy spin plan. 

I 
Ul Project Meets Criteria - Ye~ 

LL Raliooale Is Appropriate - Yes 

Final EtTed 
Detennination 

Ne.glig'bk: 

Ul 
:J 

* Ifyes, explain how the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or refer to project description: 

IS) 
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I 
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i CRITERIA APPLICATION WORKSHEET 
Project Name Frazier Fuels Rtlduction Admin Unit Vale BLM Baker Resource Area IPnparer Garlb R. Ross Date May9, 2001 Activit, Type: Mechanical Trea{m~nts 

t 
Page 6 of 11 

Activity Component: Skiddlngf\'uding, Hanling & Loading Work Element: Slddding/Yarding 
'Spedes: Salmonids 

CondUional Statement Effect Pathway Potential Ust Project Criteria. List Rationale. FinalmTect 
Effect Does Project Meet the Criteria? (Ywa.o)· Is Rationale Appropriate? Determinationn 

" 
(Yesh!!l)"' _ 

Th~ aclicm 0CCIlI'S in walershells 
witll at· mll: fisb ~Jlllcics or with 
dC!ignalrrl crilic.allnbilat or 
oDoccupleo:l habilal crilicallo 

Wal«quality 21ld 
llabitll el~menlS 

PoIeI!tially 
Advme 

No !kiddiog or grmmd-oosed yarding wilhio !be RHCA. 
Full Juspensicm yudinI'; wo old be Iccq»ablr; wilhin Ihe 
RHCA. No ~moYllI Q(Jafg~ woody maleri.al from RHeA 
mm:n« Ih~e activlti&. 

TIle RHeA. is adequilk: as a buffu for 
polr:lLtial sOOimtlll delivery 3ssociillCd 
wiih tlJc 3eti vily (see AllacbmeolS 1 and 
2). 

Negligible 

species fUOVUy. 

W 
LL Projecl Mf;(is Cntm~ - Yes 

-----"-­
R3licrna!e is AppfUpriale ­ Yes 

~ 

~ 
'3 *1f yes, explain how the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or refer to project description: 
00 

I 
lfl 
~ 

LL 

(f) 
~ 

lSI 
If) 

I 
1 

<;t 

"""" 

~ 
lSI 
N 
I 

~ 
I 
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(\J Criteria Application Worksheet 
~ 
If) 11 National Fire Plan Proiects in the North t
OJ 	 v 
[' ­
M CRITERIA APPLlCATlONWORKSHEET 	 Page 70[- 11 
OJ 
lSI 	 Projed Name Frazier Fuels RedUCti<lD Admin Unit Vale BLM Baker ResouTee Area 
(\J 	

Preparer Garlh R. Ross Date May 9, 2002 Activity Type: Mechanical Treatments 
ActivLfy Component: Kilting submerchantable trees Work E~ment: An eXcept where o-Ihet'wise noted 
Species: Salmonids 

Conditional Stalement Effect Pathway Potential Lb;t Project CrUeria. List Rationale. 
Effect Does Project Meet the Criteria? (YeslM}* Is Rationale Appropriate? 

(Yeslno)1< 
S~: ID "500 - MecnaniC31 Treatments ActiYiIyType. Kill;'g 800merclJ~1IIable :treesI'olleotiallyWater 'llJatity and ne ItCtion 0CIC1UlI CNlsidc !he 
Hlrlesl Prcscrip&mllmplfmeJltatiOll. YIOIIId haR. tile S>lIDe potentialhmltal derne.ts Advcm:RHCAin watersbMs with at-

effecl~tim~h~~~mcrist fislL $~cie.s or wilb 
5uch ~ bve tssQ(ially theoileslgtl2led critical habitat or 
SlUIIC mfJuroces on aqualkOll(JCcnpicd hlhilal critical to 
hab,tats (sllbal~inc fu, spruce. specits recovuy. w i1Dd collOOwoad for eumple). u.. 

--l 
(::I 

Final Blteel 
De(ennination 

Negligillle 

--l 

3 

0/1 * Ifyes, explain how the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or refer 10 projett descripti-on: 
I 
(f) 

u.. 
(f) 
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[\J Criteria Application Worksheet \D 
[\J 
lfl 11 National Fire Plan Proiects in the N b

-----~--.-CD So!

M CRITERIA APPLICATION WORKSHEET Page 80f 11 
CD 
lSI Project Name Frazier Foels Re(fuction Admin Unit Vale B1M Baker Resource Area. 
[\J 

PrepareI' Garlh R. Ro-ss Date May 9, 2002 Activity Type: Mechanical Treatments 
Activity Componenl: Landings Hnd SkicJ Trails Work Element: Conslructil)n and lAlcalion 
Species: Salmonids 

. Condilion~\ Statemenf Effec~ Pathway Potential List Project Cl'it"fr ia. List Rationale. 
Effect Does Project Meet Ibe Criteria? {yes/no). Is Rationale Appropriate? 

{Y~'no)* 

The aClioo occurs in watusi;e;ls 
willl al-risl: fISh species or willi 
daigoliedcritical hlbilill or 
unoccupied babilal critical liD 
~jleclcs recovery_ 

Water quality.lale, 
cb;m~el motphoklgy 
IlIrl habitat elemen~ 

PmrntWl)' 
AO\'Cl"Se 

No OOIISlmCkd landings atldlor skid I13ils within Ill)' 

RHCA_ 
Thee aclioo s hl>'C the potutial 
10 delivcr sedimr:Jlllo s1ream 
dWIlu:ls (see altadllnml 1.). The 
RHCA is :adeqllalc as a bulTe~ to 
prevaJl cleliV'U)' of IiD~ scdimelll 

W 
LL-

to slre:lm eba tllIcis. 

:3 
Project Meets Criteria - Yes RatiOllale is Jr.ppropriatJe - Ye5 

Final Effect 
DelerminatiOIl 

Negligible 

3 

00 

I 
[f) * If yes, explain bow the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or refer to project dest:ription: 
LL 

[f) 
:::J 
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fl National Fire Plan Proiects in the North t 
H 

C'J 
t.D CRITERIA APPLlCATION WORKSHEET Page !h)r 11 
IX Projcct Name Frazier Fuels Reduction Admin UBi t Vale BLM Baker Resource ANa 
OJ r-- Preparer Garth R. Ross Date May 9, 2002 Activity Type: Prescribed Fire 
1'1 kenvity Componmt:· Ignitio-n Work Element: All except where otherwise noted 
OJ 
lSI Species: Salmonids 
0J 

~ 
--l 
~ 
--l 

3 
~ 

00 

I 

Conditional Statement Effect Pathway Potential List Project CrUeri a. List Rationale. 
Effect Does Project Meet the etilerial (yes/no)'" Is Rationale Appropriate? 

(yesfno)* 
The action DlXun oUlside Ihe Shade. sediment and Ne8JjgiNe N!.!mtech Fire CNtside Ihe RHCA is ~1!like Iy 10 
RHCA in watenhOils wi!h at- tempe:ra!tlrl: ad¥eTS~ly affect !he ~1hW2!)' elemc:nlJ 
risk tis b species or wiln beause \hey mare fn:quc:ntly experience 
designated critical lIabittl or sue b disturhllnces lIatundly. 
UDoci:upled ha bilal critica11c 
spoci~ RlDOvecy. 

RatiOllal~ is Apprnpri:llle - Yes 

* If yes, explain how the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or refer to project description: 

----"-" 

Final Effect 
Determination 

Ne21iEible 

[f) 

I.i.. 

(f) 
~ 

." 
lfl 

,, 
">t 
." 

1'1 
lSI 
lSI 
0J 
I 

CO 
lSI 
I 
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0... Criteria Application Worksheet 
UJ 
N £1 National Fire Plan Proiects in the NorthN t 
!() " 
00 CRITERIA APPLlCATJON WORKSHEET Page 10 <lr 11" 
[' ­
!'1 Project Name Frazier Fue]s Redllclicm Admin Unit Vale BLM "Baker Resnnrce Area 
00 Preparer Gadh R. Ross Date May 9,1002 Activity Type: Range Infrastructure 
is) 
N I Activity Component: Fenc.e Constroction/Reconstructio n Work Element: 0 nsite material cutting, gathedng 

Species: Salmonids 

Conditional Statement Effect Pathway Potenlial List Projed Criteria. Lid Rationale. Final Ellect 
Effect Does Project Meet tlle Criteria? (ywno)· Is Ratlooale Appropriate? Determination 

(yw'no)'" 
The action ocrors in RHeA! in Waler qualilY aod POlcol3ally N() malerial galbering within lhe RHCA c..i!. renee POlIS, Tbi~ criteria reduC6 poIenria! for Negligible 
walersbeds willi at·ris!:. rlSb babitat braces, stays. rod:. etc.), O~ly band work is allowed,Advene Sedimcnl produclion. 2IId delivery, 

~pccics or wi III rlesignlled 
 Roc\( b~u!InJll ",ill be noo·motoriwi fllIlm me'OOzedclements Cri&erialimil pclenliai for reducing 

critical b~OOt'llor UUOlX\lpiro 
 aocess will C&llSe no &fiKlDrl distrubaoce, No \'Cgeta.tion SilCambank stabilily. 

baOOt'l1 critical Co lpoxies 
 Wlloval. Nt) Fueling within RlieAs, 

w:ovuy. 


Ralionate II Appropriate - Yesw IProject Mttl:!: Criteria - Yesu. 
~ 

5 * Ifyes, explain how the proje.ct meets the tdteria and rationale. (optional) or refer to project description: 3 
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Criteria Application Worksheet 
£ National Fire Plan Proiects in the North --- --tUP 

CRITERIA APPLlCATlON WORKSHEET 
Project Name frazier Fuels Reduction Admin Unit Vale BLM Baker Resource Area 
Preparer Garth R. Ross Date May 9, 2002 Activity Ty~: Roads .and Road MainteDan-ce 
Activity Component: Road Maintained Work Element: Surface Rocking 
Species: Salmonids 

Conditlona 1 Statement 

T'oe ~ctioo OCCUIS hi walcrshws 
with u-risk fish spc: cies or willi 
dCllignaled criticll b~bitll or 
uooccupi~ ~bilAt critiCilI I(] 
species rcrovuy 

-

Bffect Pathway 

W~ler qualill' and 
habltal elemtnls 

Potential 
Effect 

PotelltiaOy 
Ad,elSe 

List Project Criteria. 

Does Project Meet the Criteria? (yf'SIno). 


Road surf"us may be ul'~radoo wlth slttf"oc rock ID 

;educe erosicm and sed imcn1ation SD long Bll Cilt an d fill-
slop~ are 1l(]1 enlarged or di slllrbed_ Gm~ei used fm tlJis 
pu rposc s~ould. washed ano dean~ of 51lcs off-site. Fw 
BlADING sec: Roam at1<l RCilld Mlinte/laDce Activily 
Type, Road MUlltailled CtlmpoamL 

Project MeelS Critma- Yes 

Page 11 of 11 

Li.!lt Rationale. 

Is Ralionale Approprinte? 

(V~sJno)* 

Roc>:illg 5I3bilius ~he road sUlf,,= alloil 
reduces Ihe pillcntial ror erosioo Ind 
scc!tmentalion, and die l11=au in 
illlilbatioo associaled with pavel 
SlIrf!Ces decreases rood ruoolf 
(Atladlment 2), 

Ilational~ is Approprn.lc - Y(;S 

Final Effect 
Detennlnation 

Neglicib1e ­

*Ifyes, explain how the project meets the criteria and rationale (optional) or refer to project description: 

Access into this project site is along a good. stable road network. Some mInor spot rocking may occur, but not mad grade work i5 being proposoo. 

1 
1 

Nortb west NlltiOilal Fife PIao CIJDsulE8ll(]o ProcC!s Altlcbmcol2 <:DJlSollali(]n SllInmary WorKs~~d VclSion 2,0 &:ptmlbu 21, 2001 
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of 

Determination of Effects: 

Data was utilized from the above charts to reach the May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely 
Affect detennination. Overall, this project will have negligible effects to listed species and 
habitat. This determination was reached after review of the above criteria charts, the small size 
of the project, the amount of vegetation that will be altered, the location of the project, and the 
distance of the project to listed species and habitat. Implementing thjs project is not expected to 
result in "take of a listed species or res1.l1t in the destruction or adverse modification of critical 
habitat. 

In the long term, the implementation of this project is expected to move the landscape towards a 
more desirable condition resulting in a more beneficial effect on listed fish and their habitat. 

Rationale for the Determination: 

The rationale for the ''Not LikeJy to Affect detennination was based primarily on criteria 

application worksheets and the best available science. Refer to the above Crileria Application 

worksheets for the appropriate rationale for the effects detennination. 


References: 

Catherine Creek Watershed AnaJysis, 1999. Wallowa-Whitman National Forest. LaGrande 

Ranger District. 


Forest Ecosystem Management Assessment Team (FEMAT) 1993. Forest ecosystem 
management: an ecological, economic, and social assessment. Portland, OR: U.S. Department of 
Agriculture; U.S. Department of the Interior (and others). 

Upper Grande Ronde Assessment Area. Biological Assessment. U.S. Department of Agriculture; 
Forest Service, u.s. Depanment of Interior, Bureau of Land Management. 
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