
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1GPRA 309 Performance Measures Form
Title:  Draft Supplement to the 2004 Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement to Remove or Modify the Survey and Manage Mitigation Measure Standards and Guidelines
Principal Reviewer(s):  Teresa Kubo   Project Location: Forest Service National Forests in Regions 5 and 6 and Bureau of Land Management Districts in Washington, Oregon, and California Within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl

CEQ Number(s): 20060307 


ERP Number (optional): _________________

******************************************************************************

Environmental Impacts, Alpha-Numeric Codes:
	Air Issues:
A1= Air Quality

A2= General Conformity

A3= Air Toxics

A4= Transportation Conformity
	Water Issues:
B1: Wetlands

B2: Groundwater

B3: Surface Water

B4: Sole Source Aquifer

B5: Aquatic Resources

B6: Sediment
	Other Issues:
C1: Toxics/Hazardous Waste

C2: Noise

C3: Habitat

C4: Essential Fish Habitat

C5: Pesticides

C6: Radiation
	Other Issues: 
D1: Farmland 

D2: Endangered Species

D3: Environmental Justice

D4: Historic Preservation

D5: Indigenous Peoples

E1: Other (please specify)


******************************************************************
1. Significant Environmental Impact:
Impact (Enter Alpha Numeric Code(s) for All that Apply): No significant impacts identified                
 *          *            *           *            *           *           *          *          *          *         *          *

Prior To Draft Time Frame (if available)       Date of EPA Communication: January 10, 2006
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible): SEIS will (1) analyze potential impacts to Survey and Manage species if they are not added to or are removed from the Forest Service’s and BLM’s respective programs for special status species; (2) provide a thorough analysis of the assumption that the late-successional reserves would adequately protect species that the Survey and Manage standard was introduces to protect; and (3) disclose and analyze flaws in the methodology used for calculating the acreage in need of hazardous fuel treatments.
Recommendation:  EPA recommended that the SEIS (1) discuss how information gathered under the Survey and Manage program related to species populations, range, habitat and distribution would be utilized under the Sensitive Status Species (SSS) Programs; (2) discuss how monitoring and management protocols developed under Survey and Manage will be used under the SSS Programs; (3) consider Status and Trend of Late Successional and Old-Growth Forest, and reference this information against what is known about the habitat needs of Survey and Manage species. 

Result:  Decrease in Impact: x  No Change:   Increase in Impact:  
Result: __Consideration given to each of the factors noted above.   

*          *          *          *          *         *         *          *          *          *         *         *         *        *

Draft (including Draft Supplements) 
Date of EPA Communication: October 4, 2006
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible):  SEIS (1) analyzes potential impacts to Survey and Manage species if they are not added to or are removed from the Forest Service’s and BLM’s respective programs for special status species; (2) provides a thorough analysis of the assumption that the late-successional reserves would adequately protect species that the Survey and Manage standard was introduces to protect; and (3) discloses and analyzes flaws in the methodology used for calculating the acreage in need of hazardous fuel treatments.
Recommendation: EPA finds that the DEIS analysis bolsters the decision by the Agencies to add individual species to the Agencies’ Special Status Species Program (SSSP) lists, and provides important information to Agency decision makers that can help to inform future land management and species conservation decisions.  EPA encourages the Agencies to fully support and regularly update the SSSP programs, and to remain mindful of the importance of the current network of late successional forest in securing the persistence and viability of late-successional species. 
Result:  Decrease in Impact:   No Change:   Increase in Impact:  
Result: Unknown at this time.  Final EIS has not yet been released. 
*        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *       *

Final (including Final Supplements)                 Date of EPA Communication: ____________
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible):___Not applicable.  FEIS not yet available.  
Recommendation:  _____________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

Result:  Decrease in Impact:   No Change:   Increase in Impact:  
Result: _______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

	GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS– Complete this form for each impact identified by EPA during the EIS 309 review process in accordance with instructions included on the form and indicated below and submit to Headquarters.



SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS FOR GPRA 309 PERFORMANCE MEASURES FORM
$ 
PROJECT REFERENCE INFORMATION
Title:  Enter the title of the document (Enter the title as written in the lotus notes database, if available). 

Principal Reviewer(s):  Enter the name of the EPA lead reviewer for the project.  (If the lead reviewer changes during the project time frames, more than one name may be listed in this section.)

Project Location:  Enter information regarding the location of this project.  Depending on the relevant and available project information, the data may vary and could include: state, city, or county information, latitude or longitudinal coordinates, etc. 

CEQ Number(s):  Enter the CEQ number(s) for the draft and final time frames of the project (during the prior to draft time frame, the number(s) is not available and the field should be left blank).

ERP Number:  Enter the family number for the project, if one is assigned (during the prior to draft time frame, the number is not available and the field should be left blank).

$ 
SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Impact:  Using the table of impact types listed on the form, reference the impact(s) that apply and enter the alpha-numeric codes in the space provided.  To the maximum extent practicable, an impact should correspond to one impact category on the table.  However, for certain impacts, groupings of closely related categories are possible (i.e. sediment and surface water). 

$ 
PRIOR TO DRAFT
Date of EPA Communication:  Enter the date when EPA identified an impact during the prior to draft time frame and made recommendations to the agency.  In the prior to draft time frame, this communication may include formal or informal meetings, emails, phone calls, etc.  

Description of Impact:  Enter a brief description of impact identified by EPA during the prior to draft time frame, and include quantifiable data when it is reasonably available.  

Recommendation:  Enter a brief description of EPA’s recommendation to the agency on the impact during the prior to draft time frame, and include quantifiable data when reasonably available.

Result (box)::  Check the box that applies to changes or commitments made by the agency during this time frame related to the impact.  The change should be considered in relation to the impact as it was first identified by EPA.

Result (narrative):  If the lead agency has made a change or commitment during the prior to draft time frame related to EPA’s recommendation, briefly describe this result, including quantifiable data when it is reasonably available.

$ 
DRAFT
Date of EPA Communication:  Enter the date when EPA identified an impact and made recommendations to the agency. During the draft time frame, this date will most likely be the date of EPA’s 309 comment letter to the agency.

Description of Impact:  Enter a brief description of an impact identified by EPA in the draft time frame, and include quantifiable data when it is reasonably available.  If EPA identified the impact during the prior to draft time frame that has changed in the draft time frame (due to a decrease or increase in impact), briefly describe the changes.  If EPA identified the impact during the prior to draft time frame that has not changed in the draft time frame, enter- “no change.”

Recommendation:  Enter a brief description of EPA’s recommendation to the agency on the impact in the draft time frame, and include quantifiable data when reasonably available. If EPA made a recommendation during the prior to draft time frame that has changed during the draft time frame, briefly describe the changes.  If EPA made a recommendation in the prior to draft time frame that has not changed in the draft time frame, enter- “no change.”

Result (box):  Check the box that applies to changes or commitments made by the agency during this time frame related to the impact.  The change should be considered in relation to the impact as it was first identified by EPA.

Result (narrative):  If the agency has made a change or commitment during the draft time frame related to EPA’s recommendation, briefly describe this result, including quantifiable data when reasonably available.  
$ 
FINAL
Date of EPA Communication: Enter the date when EPA made a recommendation to the agency on an impact.  During the final time frame, this date will most likely be the date of EPA’s 309 comment letter to the lead agency.

Description of Impact: A new impacts identified by EPA during the final time frame should not be entered on the form.   If EPA identified the impact during the prior to draft or draft time frame that has changed during the final time frame (due to a decrease or increase in impact), briefly describe the changes.  If EPA identified t he impact during the prior to draft or draft time frame that has not changed in the final time frame, enter- “no change” recommendation to the agency on the impact in the final time frame, and include quantifiable data when reasonably available.  If EPA made a recommendation in the prior to draft or draft time frame that has not changed in the final time frame, simply note- “no change.”  If EPA does not make a recommendation during the final time frame, enter- “no recommendation.”

Recommendation:  Enter a brief description of EPA’s recommendation to the agency on the impact in the final time frame, and include quantifiable data when reasonably available.  If EPA made a recommendation in the prior to draft or draft time frame that has not changed in the final time frame, simply note- “no change.”  If EPA does not make a recommendation during the final time frame, enter- “no recommendation.”

Result (box):  Check to box that applies or changes or commitments made by the agency during this time frame related to the impact.  The change should be considered in relation to the impact as it was first identified by EPA.  

Result (narrative):  If the agency has made a change or commitment during the final time frame of the project, related to EPA’s recommendation, briefly describe this result, including quantifiable data when reasonably available. 







