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          Contact:  Joe Garcia (505) 434-7200
U.S. FOREST SERVICE SEEKS COMMENTS - PERK-GRINDSTONE FUELS PROJECT - DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Alamogordo, NM (December 18, 2007) – The U.S. Forest Service has completed a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) addressing the Perk-Grindstone fuels reduction project on the Smokey Bear Ranger District, Lincoln National Forest. Public comments on the DEIS are being requested. The comments will be analyzed, leading to a Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Record of Decision. 
The closing date for written comments is February 11, 2008, based on the Notice of Availability appearing in the Federal Register on December 28, 2007.


Smokey Bear District Ranger Buck Sanchez said, “Perk Grindstone, a Healthy Forest Restoration Act Project, is the Forest Service’s third focused effort to reduce hazardous fuels and restore healthy forest/watershed ecosystems on National Forest System lands that lie west and south of the Ruidoso area. The project is a collaboration that will continue to connect community protection, firefighter safety, and forest/watershed restoration in the complex and scenic landscapes of the Lincoln National Forest, Mescalero Apache Reservation and the Ruidoso area. The purpose of the project is to conduct forest thinning and prescribed burning treatments on about 4,783 acres of the 5,200 acres of the project area. 
From 1994 to 1999 over 800 acres were treated in the Perk-Grindstone area. This first effort focused on creating a “fuelbreak” along the National Forest and private land boundary along the west side of the Village of Ruidoso. A second series of projects occurred from 2000 to 2004 where the Forest Service treated more than 1,500 acres by thinning, piling, and prescribed burning.


The desired condition is to restore fire-adapted forest composition and structural characteristics that support primarily surface fires, rather than large-size crown fires, and to have a more complex mosaic of stand densities across the landscape. There would be a shift toward larger-sized trees and less understory growth. This would achieve a more balanced size-class distribution; reduce the amount of ladder fuels and create more canopy gaps through more widely spaced groups of trees. This would  reduce the potential for crown fire spread and allow dominant trees to grow into large trees with less risk of tree mortality from bark beetles. Opening the canopy would increase the abundance of grasses, forbs and shrubs in the denser patches of trees. 
Lincoln National Forest Supervisor Lou Woltering added, “Treating the steep slopes as well as other interior areas is essential to community protection. Our treatments will be designed to moderate potential wildfire intensity on National Forest System Lands adjacent to or near Ruidoso and Mescalero.”

Smokey Bear District Wildlife Biologist, Larry Cordova added, “What’s new about our third entry in the Perk-Grindstone area is that we would treat steep slope areas, some of which contain Mexican spotted owl habitat, a threatened species. This new emphasis required a thorough analysis to address the complexities associated with steep slopes.”


Please send written, e-mail or oral comments to the project leader by:

1) mail:  Perk-Grindstone Hazardous Fuel Reduction Project, Smokey Bear Ranger District, Attn:  Lou Woltering, Lincoln National Forest Supervisor, 1101 New York, Alamogordo, 88310  or 2) telephone:  (505) 434-7200, or 
3) e-mail:  comments/southwestern/lincoln@fs.fed.us. If you choose to comment by e-mail, please include your name and regular mailing address.

For additional information on the Lincoln National Forest or this project, please contact the Smokey Bear Ranger District Office at (505) 257-4095, between 7:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, or visit our website at:  www.fs.fed.us/r3/lincoln.

####

�I recommend deleting highlighted section. It sounds like we are limiting comments to those who commented before, which is not appropriate.


�I strongly recommend deleting the highlighted sentences. It would not be appropriate to analyze past comments as if they were submitted on the DEIS. We should encourage people to specifically comment on the DEIS. We are legally required to respond in writing in an Appendix to substantive written comments on the DEIS.


�Change this section to be consistent with DEIS transmittal letters or DEIS cover sheet, which explain where comments should be sent. They do not go to me or to the District. 





