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Chapter 4 Changes Between Draft and Final 

• Consultation information has been updated 
• Information about the public comment period has been added.  
• The Responsible Officials have been updated. 
• Response to Comments has been added as Appendix I. 

 

4.1  Consultation with other Agencies 
4.1.2 Consultation with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries) 
Informal consultation was conducted with USFWS for northern spotted owl and Canada lynx.  
Based on the effects analysis prepared for the project, the project is not likely to adversely affect 
spotted owls and will have no effect on Canada lynx (see Chapter 3.9).  Therefore, formal 
consultation is not required for these species. 

Informal consultation was conducted with USFWS for bull trout.  The Level I team was presented 
the proposed action and affected environment; conversations with the Level One Team has 
continued throughout the analysis stages.  Informal consultation was conducted with NOAA 
fisheries on listed anadromous fish species and their habitat that occur within or near the 
proposed invasive plant treatment areas.  For those watersheds where listed fish and their habitat 
occur, formal consultation with USFWS and NOAA is expected to begin in November 2007.  A 
Record of Decision for those areas will not be signed until a Biological Opinion is received. 

4.1.3 Consultation with Oregon State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 requires consideration be given to the potential 
effect of federal undertakings on historic properties.  This includes historic and prehistoric 
cultural resource sites, structures, and objects.  The guidelines for assessing effects and for 
consultation are provided in 36 CFR 800.  To implement these guidelines, the Pacific Northwest 
Region (Region 6) and the USDA Forest Service signed an agreement in 2004 with the Oregon 
SHPO and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.  In accordance with the agreement, 
areas of potential effect were inventoried and project design features were developed to avoid 
impacts to any historic properties or potential historic properties.  A no effect determination has 
been made for the proposed action (Alternative 2) and for Alternative 3 and documentation has 
been submitted to the Oregon SHPO for their review. 

Any additional locations identified for treatment under the early detection/rapid response 
protocols will include review of potential effects to historic properties and compliance with the 
provisions of the National Historic Preservation Act as specified in the agreement with the 
Oregon SHPO and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. 

4.1.4 Consultation with Tribal Governments 
Potentially affected Tribes were first notified of the proposed action on September 23, 2005, by 
letters addressed to each of the following Tribes:  Burns Paiute, Klamath, Confederated Tribes of 
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the Warm Springs.  The Tribes also received the January 2006 mailing of the alternative 
descriptions.   

Several phone calls were made to Natural Resource Directors, and Cultural and Heritage 
Directors of the Tribes.  The Tribes expressed concerns about the use of herbicides in areas of 
plant collecting and requested that notification and signing be used.  These measures are 
incorporated into the action alternatives (PDFs and the implementation planning process 
(Appendix F)).   

The Forest Service offered to provide electronic maps to the Burns Paiute, Klamath and 
Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs (CTWS).  The CTWS and Klamath Tribes accepted 
this offer; the Burns Paiute were provided paper maps.  

A meeting was held with Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs in May 2006.  This meeting 
did not result in identification of any new significant issues related to the proposed action.  The 
natural resource managers expressed support for treatment of invasive plants. 

4.1.5  Consultation with State and County Noxious Weed Departments 
Because the county weed departments and Oregon Department of Agriculture (ODA) conduct 
invasive plant treatments in and around the Forests and Grassland, they are experts in the 
selection and application of herbicides.  Representatives of the ODA and Deschutes and Crook 
County noxious weed departments have been consulted on technical aspects of the project.  These 
departments were invited to review the Project Design Features and the list of preferred 
herbicides for invasive species.  They have also participated in field review of invasive plant 
sites, including discussions of herbicide application techniques and implementation of project 
design features. 

 

4.2  Preparers and Contributors  
This Draft EIS document was prepared by the USDA Forest Service, Deschutes and Ochoco 
National Forests, and Crooked River National Grassland.  A Forest Service Interdisciplinary 
Team developed analysis, prepared the FEIS document, and provided technical review of analysis 
and documentation.  This Chapter identifies the coordinators, resources specialists and others who 
participated in the overall preparation of the Draft and Final EIS for Invasive Plants Treatment, 
and includes the index for the document and the project glossary.  A distribution list of agencies 
and people who requested a copy of the DEIS is also in this chapter. 

 

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIALS 
John Allen - Forest Supervisor, Deschutes National Forest 

Jeff Walter – Forest Supervisor, Ochoco National Forest 

 

ID TEAM MEMBERS 
Beth Peer – USDA Forest Service, Deschutes/Ochoco National Forests 

Contribution:  Interdisciplinary Team Leader; writer/editor.  
Education:   B.S., Anthropology, University of Oregon 1990 
Experience:  Sixteen years experience with the Forest Service in planning, and GIS. 



Chapter 4 – Consultation and Coordination 

388  Invasive Plant Treatment FEIS 

Shawna Bautista - Wildlife Biologist, USDA Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Region.   
Contribution:  Effects analysis for terrestrial wildlife; Herbicide expertise 
Education:  B.S., Wildlife Management, Humboldt State Univ. 1985; M.S. Zoology and 

Physiology, Univ. of Wyoming, 1988.   
Experience:   Eighteen years experience with the Forest Service in habitat and endangered 

species management, consultation, NEPA writing and reviewing, and exotic 
plant control in endangered species habitat. 

Marcy Boehme, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes National Forest, Crescent Ranger District, 
Environmental Specialist 
 Contribution:  Wildlife Existing Condition and Project Design Features 
 Education:  B.S. Wildlife, Humboldt State University, 1993 
 Experience:   Ten years experience with the Forest Service in wildlife and     
 planning.   

Stephen Bulkin - ROD Implementation and Human Health Risk Analyst, USDA Forest 
Service, Pacific Northwest Region,  
 Contribution:  Alternative development, herbicide expert, human health effects     
 analyst 
 Education:  M.S., Humboldt State University, 1984 
 Experience:  Twenty five years experience with the Forest Service in NEPA,     
 silviculture, herbicides and their risk assessments 

Nate Dachtler - Fishery Biologist, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes/Ochoco National Forests 
 Contribution:  Effects analysis for fish 
 Education: B.S., Fisheries/Wildlife Biology, The Evergreen State College,     
 1994 
 Experience:   Two years experience with the Washington Dept of Fish and     
 Wildlife; ten years experience with the Forest Service 

Roland Giller – Public Affairs Specialist, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes/Ochoco National 
Forests 
 Contribution:  Public involvement  
 Education:  B.A., Journalism, University of Oregon, 1990 

Experience:  Thirteen years experience with the Forest Service in fire and public affairs 

Katie Grenier – Botany Program Manager, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes/Ochoco 
National Forests 
 Contribution: Effects analysis for botany and invasive species 
 Education:   M.S., Biology in Botany, Humboldt State University 

Experience: Ten years with the Forest Service as Botany Program Manager, 
Deschutes/Ochoco National Forests; five years as Botany Program Manager, Siuslaw 
National Forest; and nine years as a seasonal botanist in Wyoming, Idaho, Utah, and 
California 

Donald Sargent - Rangeland Management Specialist, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes 
National Forest, Bend/Fort Rock Ranger District 
 Contribution:    Effects analysis for range 
 Education:  B.S., Forest Resource Management, Humboldt State University, 1980 

Experience:  Twenty-four combined years Forest Service and BLM in Recreation 
Management, Range Management, Fire Management, Special Uses, and Timber 
Management. 

Janice Schultz – Writer/Editor, USDA Forest Service, TEAMS Planning Enterprise 
 Contribution:  Writing, document structure, project record 
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Experience:  Twenty-five years experience with the Forest Service in silviculture, recreation, 
public information and writing. 

James E. Seymour – Hydrologist, USDA Forest Service, Ochoco National Forest, Lookout 
Mountain Ranger District  
 Contribution:  Effects analysis for hydrology 
 Education: B.S., Watershed Science (concentration in hydrology), Colorado     
 State University, 1980 

Experience: Twenty five years experience with the Forest Service in hydrology, planning, 
and water quality monitoring 

Peter Sussmann - Soil Scientist, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes/Ochoco National Forests  
 Contribution: Soils Report; BAER Team Member 
 Education:  B.S., Soils/Agronomy, University of Illinois 

Experience: Soil scientist for the Deschutes National Forest, Natural Resource Conservation 
Service and Area 4 Ecology Program Interagency Riparian Classification 

Ranachith (Ronnie)Yimsut - Landscape Architect, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes- 
National Forest, Bend Fort Rock Ranger District 
 Contribution: Effects analysis for recreation, social ecology, and scenic resources 
 Education:  B.S., Landscape Architecture, emphasis on Environmental      
 Planning and Design, University of Oregon, 1987 

Experience: Sixteen years experience with the Forest Service; Two years university 
instructor, trainer, and public facilitator on civil rights issues. 

Donald Zettel - Archaeologist, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes NF, Sisters RD 
Contribution:  Heritage Resources Report, SHPO compliance report 
Education:    BA in Anthropology, UCLA, 1985, graduate work, University of Montana, 
1986 and 87. 
Experience:  19 years experience as archaeologist with Forest Service at Deschutes NF, 
Bighorn NF, and Black Hills NF, and two years as seasonal archaeology technician at 
Beaverhead NF. 

TECHNICAL ADVISORS 

Byron Cheney - Range and Noxious Weed Program Manager, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes 
& Ochoco National Forests and Crooked River National Grassland 

Steve Gibson, -  Range Conservationist and Weed Coordinator, USDA Forest Service, Ochoco 
National Forest, Crooked River National Grassland  

Lucy Hamilton – Anthropologist, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes National Forest, Bend/Ft. 
Rock District 

Mark Lesko - District Botanist and Weed Coordinator, USDA Forest Service, Ochoco National 
Forest, Lookout Mt. Ranger District 

Debra Mafera - District Botanist and Weed Coordinator, USDA Forest Service, Ochoco 
National Forest, Paulina Ranger District 

Carolyn Close -  District Botanist and Weed Coordinator, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes 
National Forest, Crescent Ranger District  

Maret Pajutee – District Ecologist and Weed Coordinator, USDA Forest Service, Deschutes 
National Forest, Sisters Ranger District 
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Rick Dewey – Assistant Forest Botanist, Deschutes and Ochoco National Forests. 

Charmane Powers – District Botanist/Ecologist and Weed Coordinator, USDA Forest Service, 
Deschutes National Forest, Bend/Ft. Rock Ranger District 

Kev Alexanian – Crook County Weed Management Specialist, Prineville, Oregon 

Dave Langland –Oregon Department of Agriculture Weed Specialist, Redmond, Oregon 

 

4.3  Distribution of the Environmental Impact Statement  
This Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been distributed in the form of a hard copy or 
compact disc to individuals who responded throughout the development of this project and is also 
available at the National Forests Website (http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/invasiveplant-eis/site-
specific/DES/).  In addition, copies have been sent to federal agencies, federally-recognized 
tribes, state and local governments.  Where agencies or individuals requested only www access to 
the DEIS, a letter informing them when and where the document is available has been sent.  
Comments received and the Forest Service responses are included in Appendix H. 

 
Received DEIS or Notified of DEIS Availability 
 
Federal Agencies 
U.S. Dept. of the Interior National Park Service 
U.S. Dept. of the Interior  Bureau of Land Management 
U.S. Dept. of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service 
U.S. Dept. of the Interior Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Forest Service  
      Pacific Northwest Region 
      Mt. Hood National Forest 
      Willamette National Forest 
      Pacific Northwest Research Station, Blue Mountains Pest Mgmt. Service Center 
U.S. Dept. of Agriculture APHIS PPD/EAD 
U.S. Dept. of Agriculture, National Agricultural Library 
U.S. Army Engr. Northwestern Division 
U.S. Dept. of Energy, Office of NEPA Policy and Compliance 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Northwest Power Planning Council 
U.S. Coast Guard, Marine Environmental and Protection Division 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Federal Highway Administration 
 
American Indian Tribes  
Burns Paiute Tribe 
Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation 
The Klamath Tribe  
 
Oregon State Government Agencies 
Oregon Dept. of Agriculture 
Oregon Dept. of Geology and Mineral Industries 
Oregon Dept. of Forestry 
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Oregon Dept. of Environmental Quality  
Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife 
 
County/Local Government Agencies 
Crescent Water Association 
Crook County 
Crook County Natural Resources 
Crook County Parks and Rec.  
Grant County Soil and Water  
Deschutes County CDD 
Deschutes County Weed Board 
Deschutes County Road Dept. 
Klamath County Weed Control 
Sisters-Camp Sherman Rural Fire District 
 
Businesses 
Bill Gowen, Mt. Bachelor Academy 
Richard and Audrie Bedortha, Bedortha Ranches, Inc. 
Tim McIsaac, Gutierrez Cattle Company 
Robert Marheine , Portland General Electric 
Ken Speakman, Grant Western Lumber Co. 
John Morgan, Ochoco Lumber Company 
Loy Helmly, Black Butte Ranch 
 
Individuals 
Bob and Diane Siebert 
Robert Ervin 
Bill and Gloria Gibbs 
Mark Dohrmann 
Tyler Groo 
Charles and Helen McDonald 
Allen Greendale 
James Baird 
Eunice and Dean Richardson 
Greg Bedortha 
Loy Helmly  
Charles Hedges 
Brenda Pace 
Al and Sharon Sahonchik 
Bob and June Hill 
Jim and Janet Crates 
David Kruse 
Paul Smoland 
Warren Pavlat 
Violet Johnson 
Stan Kunzman 
Kathryn Venator 
William Padgham 
Bruce Kassab 
Peter Schay 
Dave Molony 
Michele Penner 
Kent Gill 
Jerry Asher 
 
Organizations 
Blue Mountain Biodiversity Project 
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Central Oregon Audubon Society 
Deschutes Basin Land Trust 
Sunriver Homeowners Assoc. 
Sierra Club, Juniper Group 
Oregon Wild 
Northwest Coalition for Alternative to Pesticides 
Crooked River Weed Management  
Clean Air Committee 
Friends of Metolius 
Western Society of Weed Science 
Rocky Mtn. Elk Foundation 
 
Paper of Record:  The Bulletin, Bend, Oregon  
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Index 
Alternative comparison, 60 
alternatives, 23, 24 
BAER, 78, 90 
bald eagle, 258, 263 
biocontrol, 25 
biological control, 59 
birds 

neotropical migratory, 256 
bull trout, 207 
Canada lynx, 258, 259 
Canada thistle, 355 
Chinook salmon, 213 
Clean Air Act, 382 
Clean Water Act, 13 
consultation, 387 
containment, 38 
control, 37 
Cultural resources, 360 
cumulative effects, 104, 152, 153, 162, 170, 201 
Cumulative Effects, 76 
desired future condition, 8 
dicamba, 24 
drift, 125, 239, 240 
Early Detection/Rapid Response, 11, 39, 76, 

102, 133, 136, 147, 379 
economic analysis, 342 
EDRR, 39, 361, 379 
Endangered Species Act, 258 
eradication, 37 
Executive Order 

13112, 12 
Experimental Forest, 379 
exposure scenarios, 255 
fish habitat, 20 
Forest Plan, 16, 40 
Forest Plan Amendment, 381 
glyphosate, 24 
grazing, 153, 156 
Grazing, 347, 349, 354, 355, 357, 359 
hazard quotient, 81, 226 
herbicide, 35, 124, 136, 164, 169 

risk assessment, 159, 225 
Herbicide, 57, 75, 77, 356 

Risk Assessment, 78 
Toxicology, 80 

herbicides, 7, 20, 24, 26, 42, 56 
Himalayan blackberry, 103, 135, 149 
houndstongue, 56, 129, 132, 348 
Houndstongue, 354 
human health, 21 
Human Health, 249 

Implementation planning, 39 
INFISH, 205 
interdisciplinary team, 388 
invasive plant, 7 
Inventoried Roadless Areas, 377 
issues, 19 
jobs, 344 
Late Successional Reserve, 17 
medusahead, 132, 135 
native vegetation, 20, 107 
NEPA, 56 
Newberry National Volcanic Monument, 376 
no action, 24 
northern spotted owl, 258 
Northwest Forest Plan, 13, 415 
Noxious Weed Act, 12 
NPE, 79 
Oregon Cascades Recreation Area, 372 
Peck's mariposa lily, 123, 130, 153 
Peck's penstemon, 101, 123, 134, 149, 150 
picloram, 24 
prevention, 12, 14, 18, 25, 59, 84, 90, 94, 240 
Prevention, 353 
proposed action, 10, 26 
public involvement, 18, 19 
purpose and need, 10 
recreation, 363 
Recreation, 364 
redband trout, 217, 245 
reed canarygrass, 103, 151 
Research Natural Areas, 375 
restoration, 38, 345 
revegetation, 38 
ribbongrass, 103, 151 
riparian, 167, 219, 221 
riparian habitat conservation area, 20 
riparian reserves, 58, 219 
risk assessments, 239 
Russian knapweed, 352 
scenery, 363 
scenic views, 364 
SERA, 249 
SERA Risk Assessment, 78, 249 
soil, 21 
soil types, 157 
soils, 155 
spotted knapweed, 101, 104, 129, 148 
State Historic Preservation Office, 361 
steelhead trout, 210 
suppression, 38 
survey and manage, 117, 118, 145, 150 
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surveys, 117, 118, 119 
Toxic, 355 
Toxins, 57 
treatment 

cost, 342 
method, 343 

treatment effectiveness, 19, 104 
triclopyr, 24 
vectors, 90 

volunteer, 342 
water quality, 20, 77, 174 
watershed analysis, 18 
Wild and Scenic River, 373 
Wild horse, 353 
Wilderness, 371 
wildlife, 21, 256 
Yellow star thistle, 181, 352 


