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Responses to EH – Ernestine Hanlon  

 
EH-1 – The timber industry in Southeast Alaska needs to be considered on a more regional scale 
than on a community by community basis.  The purpose of the Iyouktug Timber Sale includes 
serving the existing timber operators in Hoonah as well as other users of Southeast Alaska timber 
both existing and potential.  Looking at only supplying the current need eliminates the possibility 
of any future expansion for the timber industry. 

EH-2 - The DEIS and FEIS, Chapter 3 (and the Wildlife and Subsistence Resource Report), 
Management Indicator Species and Other Wildlife and Subsistence sections, Sitka Black-tailed 
Deer portion, address the impacts to deer winter habitat and to hunting. This section confirms 
your statement that subsistence hunting would be affected by the proposed project.  

EH-3 – The DEIS and FEIS alternative maps in Chapter 2 show the distance from estuaries to 
the project area. The Chapter 2, Activities and Design Elements Common to All Action 
Alternatives, Beach and Estuary Fringe section clarifies that no harvest or roads are proposed in 
beach or estuary fringe.  We do not expect cumulative watershed effects to result in changes in 
downstream vegetation in the Iyouktug project area.  

EH-4 – We considered a no action alternative that proposes no harvest in the project area 
(Chapters 2 and 3).  Please also see the response to BC-25.   
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Responses to EPA – Christine Reichgott, United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA)  

 
EPA-1 – EPA’s rating of the Draft EIS as Environmental Concerns – Inadequate Information 
(EC-2) and your request that additional information and mitigation measures to address these 
concerns be added to our EIS is noted. 

We feel the analysis within the Water Quality, Fisheries and Wetlands sections located in 
Chapter 3 adequately describe the potential impacts relating from this proposed project.  
Furthermore, we feel the design measures described in unit and road cards in Appendix B and C 
of the DEIS and also in the project record, including the implementation of Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) are expected to maintain water quality within standards established by the 
State of Alaska. 

Additionally, EPA’s comment about the lack information on water quality limited water bodies 
(303d listing) is also noted.  Currently, the only water body within the project area listed on 
Alaska’s 303(d) list is the Long Island MAF (referred to by the State as the East Port Fredrick 
LTF).  The listing of this water body and its status has been added to the Water Quality section 
of the FEIS.  See also DEC-2 for more discussion on this topic. 

EPA 2 - EPA’s concern for potential sediment loading in terms of meeting or exceeding water 
quality (WQ) standards is noted.  EPA’s primary concern is the potential cumulative adverse 
impacts in water quality and high quality salmon fisheries from this project. 

The DEIS and FEIS conclude that BMP implementation is expected to maintain water quality 
with standards established by the State of Alaska.  While short-term, local sedimentation is likely 
during the replacement of pre-existing stream crossing structures and during installation of new 
road segments and stream crossing structures, properly placed and maintained structures affect 
only the local channel segment and are expected to be minor.  Additionally, fish stream crossings 
will be bridged to minimize channel disturbance. 

The site-specific application of BMPs, with a monitoring and feedback mechanism, is the 
approved strategy for controlling nonpoint source pollution as defined by Alaska’s Nonpoint 
Source Pollution Control Strategy (Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) 
2007).  In 1997, the State approved the BMPs in the Forest Service’s Soil and Water 
Conservation Handbook  (FSH Handbook 2509.22, R10 Supplement, October 1996) as 
consistent with the Alaska Forest Resources and Practices Regulations.  We are using the most 
current BMPs (USDA Forest Service 2006d).  The DEIS and FEIS conclude that water quality 
effects will be temporary and localized, will be minimized by the application of BMPs (shown 
site-specifically in unit and road cards in the ROD), and will not impair existing or designated 
uses or exceed State Water Quality Standards.  Forest-wide BMP implementation monitoring 
results indicate a high rate of successful BMP implementation.  We continue to work 
cooperatively with the State of Alaska to develop and apply water quality monitoring protocols. 

See response to EPA-1 above for additional information on mitigation and design measures. 

EPA-3 - Thank you for your review and comments.  
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Responses to ISES-– Gregory P. Streveler, Icy Strait Environmental Services 

 
ISES-1 - We are providing timber from the suitable and available timber base within 
development LUDs in the project area.  Please see Chapter 3, Silviculture and Vegetation 
section, Chart 3SV-1. 

ISES-2 – Please see responses to BC-22 and BC-23.  In addition, yellow-cedar third-year 
seedling survival percentages following planting on the Tongass from 1994 to 2001 have ranged 
from 67 to 92 percent with a weighed average of 84 percent.   Silvicultural prescriptions will 
specify yellow-cedar planting in specific clearcut units and larger openings within some single 
tree selection units to increase yellow-cedar composition. Please see FEIS, Chapter 3, Affected 
Environment for Forest Vegetation and Species Composition. 

ISES-3 - Please see response to BC-23. 

ISES-4 – We considered your recommendation to avoid clearcutting units with more than 10% 
basal area of cedar. However, the prescriptions as proposed in the FEIS will adequately provide 
for yellow-cedar regeneration in clearcut units.  Yellow-cedar is intolerant of shade and can 
successfully regenerate naturally following clearcut harvest and larger openings created through 
single tree selection harvest (Deal 2006).  
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Responses to JB – Judy Brakel 

 
JB-1 - Please see response to ISES-1. 

JB-2 - Please see response to ISES-2. 

JB-3 - Please see response to ISES-3. 

JB-4 - Please see response to ISES-4. 
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