Wildlife and Fish

· Implement grizzly bear (Wenatchee and Okanogan NFs) and wolf recovery as part of forest plan revision including the dedication and protection of critical habitat, as well as the establishment of strict limits on new development in grizzly bear and wolf habitat.

· Protect woodland caribou.  

· Please don’t consider wolf introduction.  This will only create another division within our State and would be detrimental to other wildlife.  

· Roadless area protection and road decommissioning will help Threatened and Endangered (T&E) species recover.

· Evaluate wildlife corridors at the landscape level and across political boundaries.

· The Forest Service must account for adjacent land managed with a conservation focus such as the Loomis Natural Resources Conservation Area.

· Ensure lynx studies continue and are addressed in the Okanogan revised Forest Plan.

· Include management direction/recovery efforts associated with all Threatened or Endangered salmon/fish species in the revised forest plans.

· Forest plan revisions will have to provide special management provisions and possibly land management allocations for the benefit of wildlife and fish that were not listed as federally threatened or endangered in the 1980s.  They include Canadian lynx, northern spotted owl, marbled murrelet, and many runs of anadromous fish.

· Incorporate existing eastside screens and PACFISH riparian protections into the forests plans.  Those screens have been helpful to reduce impacts to late successional forest communities, riparian areas, and watershed.  The screens should be expanded to include dead and dying trees greater than 20.9 inches.  

· Populations of some species have changed significantly since the 1980s.  Wolf packs have been found in the North Cascades.  Mountain Goat populations continue to decline.  Bighorn sheep reintroductions provide the possibility of rehabilitating the species to much of the Okanogan and Wenatchee National Forests.  Larch Mountain salamanders have been found on the Wenatchee N.F. The forest plan should completely update management requirements for most wildlife and be based upon the latest known scientific information.     

· Ensure hindrances to fish passage are adequately identified and targeted for restoration.

· Protect clean water.

· As part of forest plan revision, consider the changes to the Northwest Forest Plan being analyzed related to clarification of the Aquatic Conservation Strategy language.

· Compare current condition of fish and wildlife with that of 1989.

· 15.1 million acres of Riparian Conservation Areas are targeted to implement Inland Native Fish Strategy, denying water to livestock and wildlife, felling timber to create debris flows, creating flood plains.

· The revised forest plans must address and coordinate with Canada’s Grizzly Bear Re-introduction Plan.  

· Use the Wilderness Society’s “Cascade Crest Forests:  Forest Loss, Habitat Fragmentation, and Wildness” in forest plan revision.

· More habitat improvement projects are needed to increase populations of ruffed and blue grouse.  

· Provide forage and cover for game and non-game wildlife through restoring quaking aspen and riparian brush such as bitter cherry and red-osier dogwood.    This restoration should be done in conjunction with timber sales. 

· Revise the restrictions on winter logging as winter logging has less negative impacts on the land.  There is little or no negative effect on winter logging caused by winter logging.  Big game populations are higher in logged areas. Big game eat the tops from felled timber. 

· Update carrying capacity estimates.  Recreation use must be adjusted in order to account for critical wildlife and Threatened and Endangered species’ needs.  Include a quantitative analysis of negative recreation impacts to wildlife.  Use the Bill Gaines model to produce credible quantitative analyses of recreational use and impacts.

· Since snowmobile use does not impact deer, lynx, or grizzly bear, as documented in the winter sue EA studies, there should be no reason that new groomed trails cannot be established.  Per Bill Gaines, Wenatchee National Forest Wildlife Biologist, “Designated and groomed winter routes generally had low levels of human influence to focal species.”  

· Wenatchee National Forest studies show that snowmobile routes only disturb 11% of focal species.  This compares to 22% of focal species disturbed by ski trails, and 52% of focal species disturbed by summer non-motorized trails.

· Animals which live under the snow are not asphyxiated by the weight of snowmobiles since snowmobiles only exert a half pound of pressure per square inch of ground.

· Where species are potentially threatened by existing recreation uses, the Plan should look to Best Management Practices as a method to allow existing motorized trail use to continue.

· Off road vehicle use should be prohibited in riparian areas and where it might affect wolverine habitat.

· Closure of motorized trails due to species impacts must be a last resort.

· As part of forest plan revision, consider the changes to the Northwest Plan being analyzed related to elimination of Survey and Manage Mitigation Measure standards and guidelines.

· The 1988 Colville National Forest Plan is inadequate because wolverine and goshawk were not listed as a Management Indicator Species (MIS).  The habitat for these species is not adequately represented by any Colville National Forest MIS.  Habitat seclusion requirements for both species exceed that of currently selected Colville National Forest MIS.  Designate these species as MIS and develop plans to ensure greater than 100% capability. Barred owl is a poor choice for MIS.   

· The 1988 Colville National Forest Plan is inadequate because: the plan did not allow for full habitat recovery (habitat capability objectives) of many species of concern; the plan did not provide for proper distribution of suitable habitat using existing habitat on the forest for each MIS in the event current distribution does not allow for adequate suitable habitat; and population survey requirements were inadequate.  Develop plans to ensure greater than 100% habitat capability for all MIS. Consider more appropriate native species (including vegetation species) to represent lower elevation and mature old growth habitat. 

· The 1988 Colville National Forest Plan failed to recognize effects of natural stand dynamics including disturbance regimes on quantity and distribution of habitat. Incorporate this into the forest plan to maintain quantity and distribution of habitat.  The plan also failed to provide clear guidance regarding “relocation” of MIS management units when such units served as obstacles to timber sales.  The forest plan should provide clear guidance restricting “relocation” of MIS management units.  Management units should not be moved about to accommodate logging.  

· Update the standards and guidelines for old growth to include management indicator species of spotted owls, pine marten, and goshawk.

· Management Indicator Species need review and re-designation.  There are several essential habitats without MIS, for example, alpine and wetland.   

· Develop habitat management plans for all TES for which critical habitat has not been established by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

· Override all restrictions preventing use of all existing habitat to achieve proper quantity and distribution of suitable habitat rather than “managing stands” to accomplish suitable distribution at earliest possible time.

· Restore beavers and beaver dam habitats to their historic range.  Include more projects that restore riparian ecosystems particularly beaver habitats.

· Required monitoring of fish and wildlife is nearly completely lacking.  Okanogan National Forest Annual Monitoring Reports have recommended as a solution for some species that MIS status be dropped because monitoring hasn’t been done!

