
DNRC. Trust Land tvfanagernent Division

DS-252

CHECKTTIST EM/IRONMEIITAL ASSESSMEIIT

Project  Name: AP-ELO-01-08 Proposed fmplementat ion
Proponent.: Sioux Ranqer District of the Cust.er National
E'nrae l -

T\pe and Purpose of Action: The recruest is for an alt.ernaEive practice to the SMZ law

Date:  2008-20LI

exceeded the minimum tree retention recruirements of a class II stream secment and to
remove all submerchantable ponderosa pine within a class II stream secment in an attempt
to stimulate the orowth and reoeneration of asoen. oreen ash. and other shrrrb snecies-

Location: NE % Sec 33 Trarn 1N Rno 58 E County: Carter

I . PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

1. PUBLTC TNVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR
INDMDUALS COIIIIACTED: Provide a brief chronologry
of the scoping and ongoing involvement for this
proj  ect .

Conducted a site visit with the DNRC Forester,
Hydrologist Custer National Forest, Contract Officer
Custer National Forest

2. orHER c,ovERNMENTAL AGENcTES wrrs ,LrniSDretioN;
LTST OF PERMITS NEEDED: None

J. AIJTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: Retaining required #'s of leave trees within the SMZ
continuing the encroachment of Ponderosa Pine into
the draw bottoms and continuing the suppression
and shadinq of shade intolerant shrub species.

I T IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

RESOURCE tYlNl POTEI\I|IAL IMPACTS AITD MTTIGATION MEASURESITT = nor
present or No Impact will occur.Y = Impactss may occur (explain
below)

4. GEOLOGY AI{D SOIL QUALTTY, STABILITY
AND MOISTURE: Are fragile,
compact ib le or  unstable soi ls
present? Are there unusual geologic
features? Are there specj-a1
reclamation considerations? Are
cumulative impacts 1ike1y to occur as
a result of this proposed action?

lNl The soils witshin the SMZ and surrounding areas are generally
developed in weaLhered sandstone with sorne siltstone. They are
generally loamy and coarse loamy (moderately coarse to medium
textured) with mod.erately rapid infiltration rates and high
percolatsion rates. Runoff is uncommon in these areas. Active
surface erosion is uncommon under vegetative cover.

5. wa[ER QI'aJ,ITY, QUAIEIrY AIID
DISTRfaIIIION! Are irqrortant surface
or grroundruater reaorrrces D!e6e|1t? Ia
tbere DoteDtLal for violatl.oa of
aobLeat trater qua].lty Etaadarda,
drint<ing ratea maxlmrm corrtanLaaat
lerrels, or degradatio|r of water
quallty? A:ie sumrlative Lnfracts
likeIy to occur ae s result of, thls
pror'osed actLon?

lYl A short reach of Class fI stream segrment exlstss hrj-thin the
entire eptremeral draw bottom. This Class If stream segment is a
spring fed seep that has overland flow for at least 6 monChs of
the year. The lovrer reach of the Class II stream segment exhibits
sigrns of cattle tsrampling making it diffi-cu1t to determine a
natural stream cha-nnel or vegetative conmunity. A secondary
objective of tshe proposed project is placement of large woody
debris along the side slopes of the drainage in an attempt to
linit cattle trailing within the SMZ and subsequent impacts of
that  cat t le use.

6.  AIR QUALITY: Wi l l  pol lutants or
particulate be produced? Is the
project influenced by air quality
regnrlatj-ons or zones (C1ass f
airshed) ? Are cumulative impacLs
1ike1y to occur as a resuLt  of  th is
proposed action?
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VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND
QUALITY: Will vegetative conununities
be permanently altered? Are any rare
plants or cover tlT)es present? Are
cumulative impact.s likely to occur as
a resul t  of  th is proposed act ion?

LYI The objectives of the proposed action are to limit or
eliminate the encroaclunent and subsequent competition of ponderosa
pine on aspen. green ash, and other shrub species located within
the draw features of the entire project area and specifically
wi th in the area of  the Class I I  SMZ. Histor ic  f i re suppression
activities have limited or altogether eliminated the 1ow intensity
high frequency fire disturbance regime allowing ponderosa pine to
encroach upon a4d domj-nate sites that were historically dominated
by shrub species. Several of the largest ponderosa pine trees
within the SMZ will be retained, this coupled with the anticipated
rapid response and re-occupation of the site by the shrub species
should limit or eliminate impact to the functions of the SMZ

RESOURCE tYlN] POTE}ilIIAL IMPACTS AND MITTGATION MEASURES

8. TERRESTRTAI, avrwe
AND HAB]TATS: Is there substantial
use of the area by important
wi1d1ife, birds or f ish? Are
cumulative irnpacts 1ike1y to occur as
a result of this proposed action?

tN l

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGITE OR
LIMTTED EN\rIRONMEI\IIAL RESOURCES: A.re
any federally listed threatened or
endangered species or identified
habitat present? Any wetlands?
Sensitive Species or Species of
special concern? Are cumulative
j-npacts 1ike1y to occur as a result
of this proposed action?

tN l

1O. HISTORICAL AND ARCTAEOLOGICAL SITES:
Are any historical, archaeological or
paleontologi.cal resources present?

tN l

11. AESTHETTCS: Is the project  on a
prominent topogrraphic feature? Will
it. be visible from populated or
scenic areas? Will there be
excessive noise or  l ight? Are
cumulative impacts likely to occur as
a result of this proposed action?

N ]

12. DEI.'ANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES O.
LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY: Will the
project. use resources that are
limited in the area? Are there other
activities nearby that will affecc
the project? Are cumulative impacts
1ike1y to occur as a result of this
proposed action?

tN l

1J. OTHER EN\IRONMEI\1TAI, DOCIJMEIiIIIS
PERTINEMr TO THE AREA: Are there
other studies,  p lans or  projects on
this tract? Are cumulative impacts
1ike1y to occur as a result of other
private, state or federal current
actions w/n the analysis area, or
from future proposed state actions
that are under MEPA review (scoping)
or permitting revj_ew by any state
agency w/n the analysis area?

tN l

III. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION

RESOIIRCE tYlN] POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION IIEASURES
14. HUMAN HEATTH AND SAFETY: Will this

project add to health and safetv
risks in the area?

tN l

15. INDUSTRTAL, COMMERCTA], AND
AGRTCULTURAL ACTTVITIES AND
PRODUCTION: Will the project add tso
or a l ter  these act iv i t ies?

I,NJ
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].6. QUAT]IIITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF
EMPLOYMENT: Will the project create,
move or e l iminate jobs? I f  so
estimated number. Are cumulative
impacts likely to occur as a result
of  th is proposed act ion?

tN l

17. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX REV-
ENUES: Wi l l  the project  create or
eliminate tax revenue? Are cumulative
i.mpacts 1ike1y to occur as a result
of this proposed action?

tN l

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMEIIfl| SERVTCES: Will
substantial traffic be added to
existing roads? Will other services
(f i re protect ion,  pol ice,  schools,
etc) be needed? Are cumulative
inpacts 1ike1y to occur as a resulc
of this proposed action?

t N l

rY. IJOCALIJY ADOPTED ENUTRONMEI{TAL PI,ANS
AND GOALS: Are there State, County,
City, USFS, BLIvl, Tribal, etc. zonj_ng
or management plans in effect?

[ N ]

2U. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL
AND WfLDERNESS ACTfWTIES: Are
wilderness or recreatsional areas
nearby or accessed through this
tract? Is there recreational
potential within the tract? Are
cumulative impacts likely to occur as
a result of this DroDosed action?

I N J

ZI.. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTTON OF
POPULATION AND HOUSING: Will the
project add to the population and
requi.re additional housing? Are
cumulative impacts 1ike1y to occur as
a result of this proposed action?

t N l

22. SOCIAIJ STRUCTURES AND MORES: Is some
disruption of native or traditional
l i festy les or  communit ies possib le?

t N j

2J. CUI,TURAL TJNIQUEIVESS AND DIVERSITY:
Will the action cause a shift in some
unique quality of the area?

IN ]

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC
CIRCUMSTANCES: Is there a potential
for other future uses for easement
area other than for timber
management? Is future use
hypothetical? hlhat is the estj_mated
recurn to tshe trust. Are cumulative
impacts 1ikely to occur as a result
of this proposed action?

I.NI

EA Checkli.st Prepared
Name
IV. FINDING

By: Chr is Pi leski
T iE le

Forester 1 - 1 5 - 2 0 0 8
DaCe

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: Allow the altemative practice with suggested
mitiqations.

26. SIGNTFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMFACTS. No significant impacts are anticipated
27. Need for Further Environmental Analvsis:
Analysis

I EIs [ ] More Detailed EA lxl No Further

EA Checklist Approved By: Rick Strohmyer _ _4lgg
Name Title

Manager
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