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Gr aen Union Praoject: Environmental Assessment, Wind River Ranger District

considered at-the scale of either the home range of an adult wolverine in the Greater
&m ot the action area. Further, the likeliliood of such displacement effects are low
€ quite rare. in the analysis area.

: d treatment umts octur in hlgh-elevahon (greater than 3, 000 feet) comferous forests

et al, (200?_ showed that hab;tat use by female wulvennes n summer Was neganvely assoc:ated

Ik enttly logggd areas. These temporary effects would be minimal due to the low densitiés of _
iries inthe grea, Construction and use of project roads could reduce the quality of wolverine habitat

Eunng imiplementation, bitt effects would be short-termi {fewet than 5 years).

efihie in the Greater Ye]lowatnne Ecosystem or the-action area. Further, the project aréa
e 10.offer large tracts of unmodified wolverine habitat. As aesult; few if any cumulative
qrines are expected from the proposed action when-coupled with-past, present, and

jeeable future actions.

h e secnon 7. consultatlon reqmrement 10 consult when a federal aciion may affect a hsted
iis, i 'sclosmg effects to whitébark pine.
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And -a‘i_'

L A et oy o v e e

el : 1 will enhance conservation of whitebark pine by prohibiting activities that would
' tcn the specms, while allowmg the. forest managemant, restm'arlon, and research

active Vegemnon and fmest.managameni m areas where wh;tebark pme frees are
present. However, we found no threats at fhe species fevel resulting from vegetation or forest
‘imanagement Ectmﬁes In faci; forest managemcnt acnvmes can bc nnpurfmrt mamtammg the

the specuas
o:

.iin choog ing to exceptremoval,. damage, or destruction associated with certain actvities ina.
4(:1) tule, wi have already detérmined that these activities are compatible with whitebark ] pine’s

conservatioh 4tthe range-wide scale (even if these activities may affect individual irees or
$), which can streamline our aualysxs of whether an action would jeopardize the
istence.of the species; making consultation more straightforward and predictable.”

.'.; her levels 6 predatlon Effects to the seed bank Would be mJ.mmmed through the 39131103“0‘1 of

i Projc'ct treatments ate coilsi_stcnt:véri_th both Forest Plan direction and the whitebark pine
Vegetation management in areas where whitebark pine is present.

roads1da clearmg, and shelterwmd Prescnptmns would all use both heavy eqmpment

omplete work. Under each prescription, whitebark pine trees would: experience

dintentional mortality in the Understory and overstory. Intentional mortality would -Geeur
m:: {tees need bo be removed to address msect and dlsease mfestanons, for fuels

dard soil diﬂmgn Afeatures incorporated to minimize detrimental soil conditions that pergist overthe

Io_ 'g—zerm The design featires limit vehicle operations to dry or frozen soils which are more resistant to:

dzs!placement, sompaction, ‘and erosion.

: avy machidbry used o maintain roads and. construct temporary roads and landings wonld typicaliy

move dll vegetation within the construction footprint. Mortality in these areas would likely. be 100
i

species, inchiding whitehark pine. However, temporary. roads and landings can be sited to

a .01& damage and'-mo'rtalityi to individuals with the highest reproduciive potential. Effects to the seed
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d;sturbance isat iugher mtens1ty 1eve}s such as temporary roads and 1andmg&

nk would be minimized through the application of standard soil design features

nize detrimental soil conditions that persist over the long-tetmn, such as rehabilitation
-rating condition restrictions.

| i -mlmmlze these: eﬂc‘ects. Rahabﬂataum of pﬂe bum areas (soxl nppmg, seedmg, and
) El' ger operings in the canopy and foster seedlmg establishment and cachmg sites.

n! proposed sitvicultural and burning treatments would imaprove forest health, reduce

> fuelbreaks. Prescriptions for specific unit goals (desired tree spacing, composition,
ence, fuel loads, and whitebark pine restoration potential) dictate levels of

_' tory removal for all spemes thtehank pme Would contmue to be present in all nmts

‘_- al would be pnonuzed for Ietentlon in conccrt with tIeaxment goals Trcatments
hwould maximize full and open crown development that would result in mcreased free
production, and reproduictive capacity (Keane et al. 2007). Loss of individuals would be
) ssed seedlings and saplings, as well as those matiire trees that are.diseased, damaged, or

low reproductive capacity (table 6). Table 6 includes loss of individuals both in-areas

Pine is a minorpatt of the forested stands as well as areas where it is.a more significant’

T,'ea_tmen_t ; Pérceﬁt of Whitéba_ék'!"ine 'Tfeatr:q'_lént Urii_ts Perceni.df-_Whiitébark.

i Units'  © Analysis Area ;|  Habitatin ' in Whitebark ° Pine Habitat in
(acres) : BeingTreated . Analysis Area °  Pine Habitat | Analysis Area
] . {acres) ) {acres) : Affected by

i _ : : : Treatments
9677 . 94 43,931 2,749 65

ntnber of traés and esfimated loss of the haumber of existing whitebark:pine and percent of

lloss by-_siz_‘ctass as a restilt of projectactivities o
k| [Estimates of ; Mortality rom . intentionat . Uninfentional . Total
' Existing | Temporary ¥ HMortality (Tree _ Moriality : Estimated
Treesin All | Roads-and ; Rémoval to ; (Inzdvertent ! ortality
Treaiment . Landing : Address. ' Mortalityasa | :
Areds . Construction @  Management | ResultofProject 7 b
D . - -1 Objectives) Actliities) E o
- Seedlings. [ 2481476 . 02768 (38%) . 863,434.(36.2%) . 355480 (140%) - 1310 082
il : 74%) ¢ . ' 2 (54 9%)
i . Shoshone Nationial Forest
a2
y




en Union Praject: Environmental Assessment, Wind River Ranger District

Mortality from | Intenfional  ©  Unintentional @  Total

Temporary |  Mortality (Tree Mortality . Estimated. -

, Reads and Removal to ‘(Inadveitent. . Mortality ©
: : Landing. ; Address © Mortalityas a
i y i Construction Management - Resuit.of Project
_ i _ Objectives)  ~ - Activities)
_Sap_!ln&% 25539 (35%) . 230914(318%) | 95430(13.1%) . 351,802
o L o b I )
“Maturel 3516 @2%) | B925(81%) 0 (0.0%) 12433
_troes u L {13%)

Typlcajly, effects t trees would vary ﬁom sumvablc damage to- mortahty Fnr ThlS analyms effects are

what tual morta ' may 1ook lxke aﬁer prOJect completmn (table 7). Mortallty esumates were developed
by a fgrester and § mcultunst andwere based on literature reference and professional judgment -from
prior trlechamcal _' atiments on the forest. Mortality estimates were calclﬂated based on specific

prescr _tlons and t1c1pated effects Some smtable umts Wmlld be replanted with whlteba:k pme

g ects

ments, grazing, Tecreation, and invasive plant matiagement in conjunction with the
‘dould result in cimulative effects to whitebark pine, Project design features for this and
incorporated to minimize. effects.

at 'Ln to treat n whitébark pma habitat does not equateto complete whitebark pine removal.
j yposed: actmn. treatments m other pIO_] ects will aﬂ‘ect mdmdual trees, but are concentrated

m&y aﬂ’ect i G ' ividuals through tioof action and above gmund dlSillfba]lCE: in some areas, it would bc
ilSlgmﬁcant and likely undetectable.
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pen Union Project: Enviranmental Assessment, Wind River Ranger District

i ; ‘may interact with fndividuals and habitat through cross country travel by foot and

ver-snow motorized and non-motosized cross- country travel. The likelihood of
, e actw:ttlcs 1s hlgh but frequency and spatxal extent 15 very hmlted. Over—snow

:: e those for which population viability is a concern. Criteria used by regional foresters,
' "e specles mchlde but is not Iumted to Da s1gmﬁcant current or predwted downward

i Ithat would reduce a speclas emstmg dxstnbutmm An eﬂ‘ects analysm was’ completcd for

af potentially oceur within the analysis area (s¢e lists below). Deterrinations for- all
twere “may impact individuals or habitat-but would not likely contribute to a trend

sting or loss of viability to the-population or species™

le: subalpiné and alping riparian areas with narrow channel, gentle streams; and stream
v ith deep, well-developed soils.
i 'EWI: highéc_lcﬁ\?a_tibn mixed conifer forest, iree cavities.

nous hawk: sagebrush plains, prairies, open and dry habitats.

in duek: swift forest rivers and sireams.

» : e P
g goshawk: mature montane coniferous and mixed forests,
]

Fldﬂd ﬂycatcher coniferous forest,
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411024, 1:37 M

Re: whitebark pire projects

From: Loflisa Willcox fwildgriz1 @gmail.com)
% .
Tor  sjjghnsonkoa yahco.com
Date: Wednesday, Agril 10,2024 at 01:11 PM MDT

Hi Sara,

This is: gre at, many thgnkSI Would you mind if-| sernt to Diana Six, Jesse and Sean?

Yahoo Mail - Re: whitébark. ping projects

Also d'o'y'iu happen 16 kriow if the FS is consulting with the FWS on this?

G_reat_--siu: and good iming, many thanks,

touisa

' On 471012024 11:54 AM, Sara Johnson wrote:

Hi 'Louis'*; ,

and Claik forest-wid
' draft de

l'hada iiﬁle break fr.Emtaf! these projects, so summarized ail the information on whitebark pine in the Helena-Lewis.

P . 3
ision is esti

- Sara

abouf:blank

> burning proposal. | think this wauld be perfect for going after whitebark pine treatments. The
ated to be next month, so we could get-all the needed info into an objection that | would write.
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