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Responses to TU – Mark Kaelke, Trout Unlimited  

 
TU-1 – The IDT and the Responsible Official considered many alternatives in detail (DEIS and 
FEIS, Chapter 2, Alternatives 1 through 5) as well as alternatives which were eliminated from 
detailed analysis for the reasons described in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated 
from Detailed Study section.  As identified in the Introduction of Chapter 2, Alternative 3 is the 
preferred alternative.  Please also see response to BC-4 and EH-1.  The effects to bear foraging 
habitat was addressed in the DEIS and FEIS, Chapter 3, Management Indicator Species (MIS) 
and Other Wildlife, Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences for Brown Bear. 

TU-2 – The effect of roads on sedimentation and fish habitat are described in Chapter 3 of the 
DEIS and FEIS, Watershed and Fish, Environmental Consequences, Direct and Indirect Effects 
on Water Quality-Sediment and on Fish.  The effects on potential to over harvest fish from roads 
was updated in the FEIS, Environmental Consequences section, based on your comment.  Many 
of the standards and guidelines in the Forest Plan were based, to a large extent, on the 
recommendations of the Anadromous Fisheries Habitat Assessment (AFHA).  AFHA is 
considered the most comprehensive scientific review available for the Tongass.  The 1997 ROD 
noted that the standards and guidelines and other direction included in the Forest Plan meet or 
exceed all of the recommendations by AFHA. 

TU-3 - The effects of roads on fish habitat are disclosed in Chapter 3 of the DEIS and FEIS.  The 
potential impacts of the Iyouktug project on fishing have been considered and added to Chapter 3 
of the FEIS, Watershed and Fish section. 

TU-4 – The potential for timber harvest to affect fish habitat is discussed in Chapter 3 of the 
DEIS and FEIS. 

TU-5 - Your comments regarding allocating reserves free of timber harvest that would include 
entire watersheds rather than only parts of watersheds were considered.  We agree with the 
panel’s recommendation that reserving entire watersheds would effectively protect fish habitat, 
however, in the Essential Fish Habitat Potential Adverse Effects on Freshwater EFH section 
analysis (DEIS and FEIS, Chapter 3 Environment and Effects, Watershed and Fish) we did not 
find fish stocks to be at risk.  The Forest Service analyzed cumulative effects at a scale 
appropriate for each resource.  The analysis determined that Forest Plan standards and guidelines 
and non-development LUDs maintain fish and wildlife and their habitat (DEIS and FEIS, 
Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, Issues and Essential Fish Habitat, Chapter 3, Watershed and Fish).  
Furthermore, the 2008 Forest Plan Amendment has designated Old Growth Reserves which 
encompass entire watersheds to the north and south, adjacent to the project area. 

TU-6 – The Forest Plan does not require Watershed Analysis unless riparian standards and 
guidelines are modified or public water supply is involved.  Neither applies to this project.  
Nonetheless, a detailed, field-based assessment was completed and is directly relevant to the 
effects analysis.  It is summarized in the DEIS and FEIS Watershed section 

TU-7 –Protecting the upper reaches of watersheds for downstream fish habitat is important 
regarding the amount of wood and sediment delivery to downstream fish habitat.  AHMU class, 
channel types and process groups are used to assign appropriate buffers (see Table B-1, 
Appendix B of the DEIS, page 3) not only for Class I and II fish streams, but on high gradient 
Class III streams that flow into fish habitat and have sufficient flow or sediment and debris 
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transport to directly influence downstream water quality or fish habitat capability (Aquatic 
Habitat Management Handbook, FSH 2090.21).  Streams in the Iyouktug Timber Sales units 
were field verified by hydrology and fisheries technicians.  Stream class, channel type and 
process group were determined in the field and specific recommendations for protection are 
documented in the unit cards. 

TU-8 – Thank you for providing information on brown bears and mortalities. The DEIS and 
FEIS, Chapter 3 (and the Wildlife and Subsistence Resource Report), Management Indicator 
Species and Other Wildlife, Environmental Consequences for Brown Bear section address the 
effects of human caused mortalities and roads to bears and their habitat.   

TU-9 – Your statement is supported in the DEIS and FEIS, Chapter 3 (and the Wildlife and 
Subsistence Resource Report), Management Indicator Species (MIS) and Other Wildlife, 
Environmental Consequences for Deer section. 

TU-10 – The analysis was updated to reflect recent information about deer mortalities and the 
doe hunting closures that resulted from the 2006-2007 winter. Please see response to SCS-13 for 
more information.  

TU-11 – Please see responses above regarding specific concerns on fish, bear and deer on 
Northeast Chichagof.  The Decision Maker will consider your preference for Alternative 5. 
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Responses to USDI – Doug Mutter (for Pamela Bergmann), United States Department of 
the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance  

 
USDI-1 – Your recommendation to implement the interagency proposed Old Growth Reserves 
(OGRs) and to maintain connectivity is supported in the DEIS and FEIS.  The Interagency 
proposed OGRs were proposed for all of the action alternatives.  Connectivity was addressed and 
the action alternatives meet Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines.  The Forest Plan Amendment 
adopted the interagency recommendation for OGRs for the Iyouktug project area. 

USDI-2 – Although we considered your recommendation to maintain 500 acres of forest habitat 
around the goshawk nest sites to maintain the post-fledging area, this exceeds what is required in 
the Forest Plan.  The goshawk nests are currently buffered to meet Forest Plan Standards and 
Guidelines.  The goshawk buffers maintain a minimum of 84 percent (122 acres) of the average 
post-fledging area (146 acres) as defined in the reference that you provided..  

USDI-3 –Your recommendation to inventory and monitor goshawk nest sites is supported in the 
DEIS and FEIS, Chapter 2, Monitoring, Project-specific Monitoring section.  This section states 
that goshawk nests will be surveyed to assess activity and location before harvest activities 
occur.  A discussion of the survey method is in the Wildlife Resource Report.   

USDI-4 –  Your recommendation to modify harvest methods to maintain important deer winter 
range and corridors has been noted.  Please see response to BC-5 for information on the range of 
alternatives developed to address the issues.  Alternative 3 was developed to minimize impacts to 
deer habitat and connectivity by dropping units or portions of units in lower elevation winter 
habitat. 

USDI-5 – Chapter 1 of the DEIS and FEIS address and support the information you cite on 
encumbered lands.  Please see response to BC-25 for information on how the cumulative effects 
analysis was completed. 

USDI-6 – Thank you for providing information on the National Bald Eagle Management 
Guidelines.  Although there are no bald eagle nests currently identified within the areas of 
proposed activities, if active nests are identified in areas of proposed activities, the Bald Eagle 
MOU between the Forest Service and the Fish and Wildlife Service will be followed.  

USDI-7 – Your recommendation that forest owls be considered in the analysis was considered.  
Although the owls were not addressed as a specific issue in the analysis, the habitat for this 
species was addressed. The analysis addressed the effects to productive old growth forest (refer 
to the DEIS and FEIS, Habitat Connectivity and Old Growth Reserve section) and habitat for the 
goshawk (refer to the DEIS and FEIS, Threatened, Endangered, Petitioned, and sensitive 
Wildlife Species section), marten, migratory birds’ and endemic species (refer to the DEIS and 
FEIS, Management Indicator Species (MIS) and Other Wildlife Species section) that use similar 
habitats to the owl or provide prey for this species.  The Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines for 
Raptor Nest Protection will be applied to active owl nest sites. 

USDI-8 – Thank you for providing information on the marbled murrelet.  Although the marbled 
murrelet was not addressed as a specific issue in the analysis, the habitat for this species was 
addressed.  Murrelets generally occur in near shorewaters (usually within 3 miles of the 
shoreline) and prefer forested habitat for nesting. Therefore, the analysis addressed the effects 
murrelet habitat including to productive old growth forest (refer to the DEIS and FEIS, Habitat 
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Connectivity and Old Growth Reserve section) and habitat for the goshawk, osprey, trumpeter 
swan, Vancouver Canada goose (refer to the DEIS and FEIS, Threatened, Endangered, 
Petitioned, and sensitive Wildlife Species section) and migratory birds’ that use similar habitats 
to the murrelet (refer to the DEIS and FEIS, Management Indicator Species (MIS) and Other 
Wildlife Species section).  Proposed activities will not occur within 1 mile of the shoreline and 
the DEIS and FEIS (and the Wildlife and Subsistence Resource Report), defines the effects to 
productive old growth forest. If any murrelet nests are identified during project activities, the 
Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines for the Marbled Murrelet will be applied. 
 
USDI-9 – Please see responses to SCS-160 and 161.
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Responses to WC – Wanda Culp  

 
WC-1 – Many of the points raised in your comments on the Iyouktug Timber Sale project are 
addressed at the forest planning level.  Forest plans are programmatic in nature; they do not 
authorize activities such as timber harvest or road building that affect the environment, but the 
Tongass Forest Plan does provide critical protection for the habitat that supports hunting, fishing 
and other traditional uses with management direction.  The goals and objectives in the Forest 
Plan ensure the sustainability of the Tongass National Forest and the ecological, social and 
economic values derived from the forest.  The land use designations provide expectations and 
limits on how and where activities can be conducted.  The standards and guidelines in the Forest 
Plan regulate how projects, such as timber harvest and road building, can occur with resource 
protection.   It is under all this higher-level management direction that the Iyouktug project is 
planned.  Where laws, such as ANCSA and ANILCA, apply to the Iyouktug project, they are 
discussed in the Iyouktug DEIS and FEIS (see Chapter 1, Non-National Forest System Lands, 
and Applicable Laws and Executive Orders, and Chapter 3, Subsistence section, and Findings 
and Disclosures).  

The 2008 Tongass Forest Plan has several new goals added to maintain viable plant communities 
and populations and a mixture of habitats capable of supporting the full range of naturally 
occurring plants.  It also includes a new goal to consult with Tribes to protect and maintain 
sacred sites across the Forest.  The fish and riparian standards and guidelines and comprehensive 
wildlife conservation strategy in the Tongass Forest Plan ensure the maintenance of viable 
populations of animals.  The system of large, medium and small old-growth reserves protects 
much of the existing productive old-growth habitat on the Tongass.  Together, the old-growth 
habitat reserves and standards and guidelines protect 91% of the existing productive old-growth 
habitat on the Tongass.  All of this is part of the cumulative effects analysis that was done at the 
broader forest-wide scale, under which the project effects analysis for Iyouktug now takes place.  
Relative to the Iyouktug Timber Sales, the IDT analyzed cumulative effects; analysis was done 
at a scale appropriate for each resource (please see response to BC-25 for more information).  

Work with the Hoonah Indian Association resulted in an area of concern being dropped from the 
Iyouktug project area (FEIS, Chapter 3, Heritage, pg. 3-65).  Subsistence and traditional and 
cultural uses of the area were important considerations, especially the habitat connectivity and 
Old Growth for the Sitka black-tailed deer, which was one of the driving issues in the analysis 
that resulted in Alternative 3 being developed to reduce the impacts to deer habitat and 
connectivity as much as possible.  

Concerns about protecting roadless areas was another driving issue in the Iyouktug analysis that 
resulted in Alternative 4 being developed to have no further impacts on the roadless areas.  Using 
issues to develop different alternatives helps show the trade-offs of the decision that will be 
made.  These are among the many factors the Forest Supervisor will consider when he decides 
how to best balance the needs and uses of the natural resources within the Iyouktug project area, 
under the broader considerations already made in the Tongass Forest Plan. 
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