
CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

i 
Project Name: Ed Baldwin- Twin Creek AP $&; 5.87 SP~  13 r ? ? / ~ ~ ~  
Proposed Implementation Date: 12/05 
Proponent: Ed Baldwin (Landowner) and Roger McLinden (Logger) 
Type and Purpose of Action: Ed's property is forested with lodgepole pine that came in 
after the 1910 fire. 'These trees have reached maturity and. are being hit by beetles and 
falling over at an increasing rate. Some of this area is quite close to Ed's house and 
presents a hazard. In the understory Douglas fir is coming in and Ed would like to have 
the lodgepole removed to make room for the young fir and to make his property safer from 
fire and falling trees. Many trees have already fallen across the stream that runs 
through Ed's property. This small, unnamed stream appears to be a class two, possibly a 
class chree stream. It has a small amount of water in places at the lower part of Ed's 
property and is dry at the upper part of the property. Ed would like Roger McLinden 
(Logger) to remove the lodgepole including about twenty trees that have fallen across the 
stream that are still merchantable. This would be done during frozen, winter conditions. 
There are many more trees that have fallen across the stream and are no longer 
merchantable and it will not be necessary to get machinery closer than 50" to the stream. 

County: Mineral 

MAR E), 8 2006 

I. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR 
INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED: Provide a brief 
chronology of the scoping and ongoing 
i-nvolvement for this projec~. 

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH 
JURISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED: 

3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 

11. IMPACTS ON 

The landowner (Ed Baldwin); the logging contractor iRoger 
McLinden); 

None 

1.  To leave the tree standing and the trees laying across the stream. 
This would not allow Ed to have his property cleaned up and the trees 
would continue to die and fall over. 
2. Leave the required number of retention trees along the SMZ. 
These trees are dying and would most likely blow over anyway if left 
standing. There has been a great deal of blow down in the past even 
with all the trees standing. 

THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

RESOURCE 

GZOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND 
MOISTURE:   re fragile, zompactable or unstable 
soils present? Are there unusual geologic 
f eanures? Are there special reclamation 
considerations? Are cumulative impacts likely to 
occur as a result of this proposed action? 

[Y/N] POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND P!ITIGATION M3AEURES N - Not 
present or No Impact will occur.Y = Impacts may occur 
(explain below) 

[N] The soils along the ShlZ  are rocky. The bed of the Stream is 
very rocky. The trees will be yarded from outside the SMZ on deep 
snow and frozen ground. The trees laying across the stream will be 
pulled out with a cable from outside the SMZ also on frozen ground 
on snow. 



standards, drinking water 
contaminant levels, or deyradation of water 

of this Alternative Practice? 

channel and banks. 
arge, woody debris for 
into the stream to 

s and other elements of 

result. of this proposed action'? 
Would the ability to support diverse and 
productive aquatic and terrestrial habitats be 
compromised? 

result of  his pr 



lrnpacts l i k e l y  t o  occur  a s  a r e s u l t  of ocher 
p r i v a t e ,  s t a t e  o r  f e d e r a l  c u r r e n t  a c t i o n s  w/n 
t h e  a n a l y s i s  a r e a ,  o r  from f u t u r e  proposed 
s r a t e  a c r i o n s  t h a t  a r e  under MEPA review 

ACTZVITIES AND PRODUCTION: W i l l  t h e  p r o j e c t  
add t o  o r  a l t e r  t h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s ?  

mber. Are cumulative 

roads?  W i l l  o t h e r  s e r v i c e s  ( f i r e  p r o t e c t i o n ,  
p o l i c e ,  schools ,  eEc) be needed? Are 



23. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 1 iN1 
CIRCUMSTANCES: Is  here a potential for other 
furure uses for easement area other than for 
t irrber management? Is future use 
hypothetical? Whar 1s the estimated return to 
the izrust. Are cumulative im~acts likelv to 
occur as a result of this proposed action? 

EA Checklist Prepared By 

1 

L 
;A checklist Approved By: 

FINDING 

Name Eric Norris Title Service Forester Date 12/13/05 
IV. 

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: 

- F i u .  SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS: 

I 
Proposed Action - Allow the removal of the overstory and the 
merchantable trees laying across the stream, This must be done under 
frozen conditions with a machine located outside the SMZ. 

No significant impacts are anticipated. 
27. Need for Further Environmental Analysis: [ 1 EIS [ ] More Detailed EA [ X ] No Further 
Analysis 




