Finding of

No Significant Impact

Leavenworth National Fish Hatchery

Hazardous Fuels Reduction Project

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is proposing to reduce hazardous fuels buildup within the forested portion of the Leavenworth National Fish Hatchery (Hatchery) by thinning thickets of small trees as well as pruning low-growing branches of the residual trees.  Slash generated by the project would be chipped.  Approximately forty acres of the 160-acre fish hatchery would be thinned.

The Service has analyzed two alternatives: No Action, and the Proposed Action.  This analysis is documented in the Leavenworth National Fish Hatchery Hazardous Fuels Reduction Project Environmental Assessment, July 2003 (EA).  This EA is incorporated by reference.

No Action: The No Action alternative proposes that no action be taken in reducing hazardous fuels within the LNFH.
The Proposed Action: The proposed action entails reducing ladder fuels by thinning thickets of small trees (( 6”dbh) as well as pruning low-growing branches of the residual trees.  Thinning and pruning would occur within two treatment units totaling approximately forty acres (refer to the map in Appendix A).  Only upland thickets would be treated; no riparian areas would be cut.  The topography is flat, and existing hatchery roads would be used for this proposed project.  No new roads would be constructed.

The proposed action is not expected to have significant effects on the human environment because there will only be minor changes to the physical and biological resources.  The proposal was designed to avoid substantial adverse environmental impacts including actions that adversely affect species listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  The forested setting of the Hatchery will be retained as the ponderosa pine stands begin to take on the characteristics of open-grown park-like stands found before European settlement and active fire exclusion.  The stand structure would improve tree vigor, and reduce the stand’s vulnerability to insects, disease, and severe fire.

Impact Analysis

The Impacts Analysis in the EA analyzed the effects of the proposal on the following impact topics:

· Vegetation and Wildland Fire

· Recreation and Public Use

· Threatened and Endangered Plant and Wildlife Species

I base my Finding of No Significant Impacts on my review of the EA and on the following factors related to context and intensity of impacts as defined by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) at 40 CFR parts 1500-1508.

1) Context:  Short and long term impacts were identified and studied.  Potential off-site effects were studied for applicable resources (e.g., ESA listed species).  Based on the following considerations, the analysis focused on the effects in the local area.

a) The primary beneficiaries are residents in the Wildland Urban Interface adjacent to the Hatchery (EA pp. 3, 7).

b) There would be no change to the recreational experience provided by the Hatchery (EA pg. 9).

c) A portion of the Hatchery has been designated a National Watchable Wildlife Site.  There would be no adverse impacts to this site EA pg. 10).

d) The proposed action is entirely within the 160-acre Leavenworth National Fish Hatchery.  Only about 40 acres of overstocked upland thickets of small trees (( 6”dbh) would be thinned.  No road construction is proposed (EA pg. 3).

2) Intensity:  The potential severity of the impacts anticipated from this decision relative to each of the ten areas suggested by the CEQ as follows:

a) 1)Impacts can be both beneficial and adverse and a significant effect may exist regardless of the perceived balance of effects.  The EA has considered both beneficial and adverse impacts.  None of the individual or cumulative effects have been identified as being significant.  Potential adverse impacts have been mitigated through project design (EA pp. 4, 5, 7, 8, 9)

b) 2)The degree of the impact on public health or safety.  No aspect of the proposed action has been identified as having the potential to substantially and adversely impact public health or safety.  Rather, by reducing the hazardous fuels, the project will have a beneficial impact to the LNFH wildland/urban interface, albeit on a small scale (EA pg. 7).

c) 3)Unique characteristics of the geographic area.  The proposal will not change the forested setting of the project area.  It will help restore the historic setting of open, park-like ponderosa pine stands (EA pg. 9).

d) 4)The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be highly controversial effects.  No unique or appreciable scientific controversy has been identified over the effects of the proposed action (EA pp. 7-14).  

e) 5)The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are likely to be highly uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks.  The EA has shown that there are no unique or unknown risks to the human environment (EA pp. 7-14). 

f) 6)The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with significant effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration.  There is no indication that this proposed action, or the decision to implement it, establishes a precedent for future actions with significant impacts (EA pp. 7-14). 

g) 7) Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant impacts.  No significant cumulative effects have been identified in the analysis (EA pp. 7-14).

h) 8) The degree to which the action may adversely affect National Historic Register listed or eligible to be listed sites or may cause loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural or historical resources.  No known cultural resources occur within the project area.  The proposal would have little to no potential to adversely affect cultural or historical resources (EA pg. 13). 

i) 9) The degree to which the action may adversely affect ESA listed species or critical habitat.  The EA documents that the proposal is not likely to adversely affect ESA listed species or critical habitat.  ESA consultation has been completed, and the determination has been made that the proposal may affect, but is unlikely to adversely affect bald eagles, or bull trout and its critical habitat.  There would be no effects to other listed species  (EA pp. 10, 11, 12).

j) 10) Whether the action threatens a violation of environmental protection law or requirements.  There is no indication that the proposal will result in actions that will threaten any such violation (EA pp. 7-14).

Determination

It is my determination that the proposal does not constitute a major Federal action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment under the meaning of section 102(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (as amended).  As such, an environmental impact statement is not required.  The environmental assessment for the proposal has been prepared and is available on line at leavenworth.fws.gov or, upon request from the Leavenworth Nation Fish Hatchery, 12790 Fish Hatchery Road, Leavenworth WA 98826, (509) 548 7641.  

Public Notice

Hard copies of this determination (FONSI) have been mailed to individuals and organizations affected by this proposal.  An electronic copy of this FONSI has been posted on the Hatchery’s website: leavenworth.fws.gov.  Notice of this FONSI has been published in the Leavenworth Echo and Wenatchee World newspapers.  A final decision as to which alternative will be selected for implementation will be prepared in a Decision Notice and made available to the affected public at the same time as this FONSI.
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