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[bookmark: _GoBack]Purpose:  The purpose of this template is to help field botanists prepare an adequate analysis for effects to fungi from projects conducted on Region 6 Forest Service and BLM Oregon/Washington federal lands. It is meant to prompt thought about scale and components of effects analysis and also highlights tools the Interagency Special Status / Sensitive Species Program (ISSSSP) fungi work group has developed to help complete the NEPA analysis.   The headings below provide suggested topics to address in project NEPA documentation, with specifics listed as bullets under each heading. 

Background

· Provide a brief discussion of project design features and (L)RMP management direction with references to Sensitive Species policy (http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/sfpnw/issssp/agency-policy/) and Survey and Manage Standards and Guidelines (http://www.blm.gov/or/plans/surveyandmanage/). 
Discuss the impracticality of surveys. 

Existing condition 

· Discuss species known historically or found during surveys
· Discuss basis for assumed occupancy (see tools available from http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/sfpnw/issssp/species-index/flora-fungi.shtml including Fungi Habitats Table, Species Fact Sheets with Distribution maps, and also use Records in NRIS/GeoBOB in adjacent watersheds, pertinent General Technical Reports)
· Utilize the “Fungi Effects Analysis Guidelines” and Attachments available at http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/sfpnw/issssp/species-index/flora-fungi.shtml
· Summarize past and present (ongoing) actions that are important to understanding the existing condition.  Include other agency or private actions and use the same spatial and temporal scope that you use for analyzing direct and indirect effects.  This information will also be used for cumulative effects analysis. 
· Suggested Table to include in NEPA documentation 
	
	Species
	Status
ISSSP/S&M
	No. Occurrences in Project Area
	No. Occurrences on Forest/BLM 
District
	No Occurrences in NWFP or PNW

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



· 

Effects Analysis

Use best available science and ISSSSP tools from:   http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/sfpnw/issssp/species-index/flora-fungi.shtml for analysis.
· Analyze effects to species at the appropriate spatial scale (normally 6th field watershed), and temporal scale for all alternatives including No Action. Include a rationale for the selected scale. 
· Address effects to species we know are present in the project area or that are assumed to be present in the project area.
· Quantify acres and effects if possible.
· Describe assumptions and methodology used for analysis including habitat modeling
· Discuss the effect of Project design criteria (e.g. buffers, maintenance of down woody debris for wildlife, leave trees required by thinning prescription). 
· Address viability and risk in effects conclusions.

No Action Alternative: Describe effects to species of not taking action (e.g. no disturbance of sites but also increased fire risk if stands need to be thinned).  Describe present (ongoing) and reasonably foreseeable future actions (BLM, other agencies, private) that would occur under No Action.  This information will also be used for cumulative effects analysis.
Action Alternatives: Describe effects to species:
Direct: an impact caused by the action and occurring at the same time and place (e.g. host tree removal for mycorrhizal species due to harvest; disturbance of mycorrhizal network from tractor or skyline yarding, road construction or ripping, slash pile burning). 

Indirect: an impact caused by the action but later in time or further removed in distance (e.g. changes in microclimate due to habitat modification; decreased fire risk).

Cumulative: impacts to species resulting from the incremental impact of your action added to the other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions from federal and private lands on the same species.
Analytical Conclusion:  Provide a summary analytical conclusion about the effect to habitat and species for each alternative.  Include a discussion of context and intensity to provide the decision maker with the information needed to make a finding relevant to significance.
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