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4.3.1
Aspect Screening Process
Activities, products and services within the scope of the Forest’s EMS were identified by members of the Colville National Forest: Craig Newman, Don Gonzalez, Steve Rawlings, Katie Phillips; the Okanogan and Wenatchee National Forests: John Townsley, Bobbi Scopa, Jim Burdick, Richy Harrod, Margaret Hartzell; the Pacific Northwest Region: Dick Phillips, Jon Martin; and the Washington Office: Larry Hayden, Linda Parker; with assistance from Katie Countryman, Brad Burmark, Rick Emmick, and the EMS contractor Lynn Penniman.  The participants specified aspect categories using Forest program-of-work areas.  They then identified the activities, outputs and services for each aspect category. Aspects were refined and clarified as the EMS development process proceeded.  The aspects and aspect categories are documented in the file 4.3.1 List of Aspects.  The list of activities, products and services making up the aspects is extensive.  In order to focus on critical aspects, a screening process was developed.  The purpose of each screen and the results are documented below.





	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	





	

	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



First Screen (Key Areas of Concern)

The First Screen compares aspect categories with identified areas of high public or management concern.  This screen is important because it immediately focuses on the programs-of-work that most concerns the public, the owners of the National Forests, and the Forest Leadership who are involved in the day-to-day management of these lands.  The sources of these concerns include:
· The public provided comment to the Colville, Okanogan and Wenatchee forest plan revision process.  The input was received during public meetings held across eastern Washington State in 2003.  The meetings included both written and oral (transcribed) comments that are summarized into topics and listed by meeting location.  These topics were grouped and ranked by the EMS Development Team with the four most frequently discussed topics selected as Areas of High Public Concern.
· The Forest Leadership Team identified additional areas of high management concern during the early stages of significant environmental aspects development.
· Additional external comment received about forest plan revision, project planning, and this EMS along with management team concerns will be considered annually as part of the 4.6 Management Review process.
The First Screen resulted in the identification of five aspect categories that are areas of high public or management concern.  These aspect categories are the following:



· 
· 
· Recreation
· Fire/Fuels
· 
· Transportation and Roads

· Vegetation Management
· Range

· 
· 
· 
· 
· 
· 
· 


	· 

	· 

	· 


Second Screen (Aspect Identification)



The purpose of the Second Screen is to identify aspects that the Forest conducts with high frequency and at a large scale.  Frequency and scale are important because those aspects that occur often, last long periods of time and over large areas of the Forest have higher risks of environmental impacts.  The aspects considered in the second screen are those aspects identified with the five aspect categories identified by the first screen to focus on those aspects that are high public and manager concern.  







The second screening question asks, “Does the Forest engage in the aspect with high frequency and at a large scale?”


· Frequency includes how often the Forest engages in the aspect and the duration of the aspect.  High frequency means the aspect occurs on an
·  annual basis with duration longer than one month.  Aspects occurring less than five times in a decade are dropped.  Note that some of the activities are season long, whereas others are multiple events that may add up to one month in duration.
· Scale refers to the size or extent of area where the aspect is conducted.  Large-scale means the aspect is not localized and occurs on an area greater than 0.3 percent of the National Forest System (NFS) lands outside wilderness, annually.  This percentage was chosen because it represents a cumulative amount of 5 percent of NFS lands outside wilderness per planning cycle of 15 years.  The following table displays how this is calculated.

	
	Total acreage
	Wilderness acreage
	Acreage  outside wilderness
	Acreage considered     large-scale

	Colville National Forest
	1,096,020 acres
	30,613 
acres
	1,065,407 acres
	3,200 acres

	Okanogan and Wenatchee National Forests
	3,957,322

acres
	1,100,000 acres
	2,857,322 acres
	7,900 acres


As shown in the table above, a high scoring for the Colville NF is an activity that occurs on 3,200 or more acres annually.  For the Okanogan and Wenatchee NF’s, the activity must occur on more than 7,900 acres annually.
Acres of road and fireline were calculated assuming the average road width of 20 feet equals 2.42 acres per mile.  Acres of trail were calculated assuming the average trail width of 10 feet equals 1.21 acres per mile.  
Fireline included a mop up area 100 feet wide for 12.1 acres per mile.
· 
· 
Six aspects were identified that the Forest engages in with high frequency and at a large scale:  


	Aspect Category
	Aspect (activity)

	Fire
	· Prescribed Fire

	Range
	· Grazing use

	Transportation and roads
	· Motorized vehicle use of management level 2-5 roads

	Vegetation management
	· Mechanical vegetation treatments
· Non-commercial (non-mechanical) thinning (Okanogan and Wenatchee NF’s only)

· Special forest product collection


Third Screen (Aspect/Impact Identification)
The Third Screen determines whether the six aspects selected in the second screen may result in significant environmental impacts.  Each aspect that the Forest conducts has the potential to impact the environment.  The following list includes the types of impacts that were identified for this screening process.  Each impact is described in detail in the Potential Impact Definition document.  The third screen asks, “Is the impact of the aspect likely to occur, and would it be long lasting?”

· An impact is likely if it would occur most of the time the aspect takes place without operational controls.  This determination is based on professional judgment and experience.
· An impact is considered severe if, without corrective actions, the impact would last longer than ten years.  Ten years was chosen because it is twice the reforestation clock set by Congress in NFMA (1976).  This determination is based on available information regarding the duration of the impact following a single activity.

















	Potential Impacts

	· Impact to air quality

	· Impact to water quality

	· Impact to threatened, endangered and sensitive (TE&S) animals 

	· Impact to focal species 

	· Impact to TE&S plants, mosses, and bryophytes

	· Impact to human health 

	· Impact to cultural resources

	· Impact to soil

	· Consumption of non renewable natural resources

	· Energy use 

	· Waste generation

	· Other (odor, noise, visual)

	· Noxious weeds




· 
· 
There are 13 aspect/impact pairs determined to be both severe and likely.  These aspect/impact pairs are considered Significant Environmental Aspects which are carried forward for development of operational controls (Element 4.4.6).

During the third screen, positive impacts of the aspects were also identified.  These were carried forward in the development process as consideration for objectives and targets (Element 4.3.3).

	Aspect 
	Impact

	Grazing Use
	· Impacts to water quality
· Impacts to soil

· Impacts to TE&S animal species

· Impacts to TE&S plant species

· Impacts to noxious weeds


	Motorized vehicle use of management level 2-5 roads
	· Impacts to noxious weeds

	Mechanical vegetation treatments
	· Impacts to water quality
· Impacts to soil

· Impacts to TE&S animal species

· Impacts to TE&S plant species

· Impacts to noxious weeds

· Impacts to heritage resources

· Impacts to visual resources
· 

























�I suggest replacing management area with watershed.





