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Summary of Effects 

No increase in mortality risk. Closest bald eagle nest is over three miles away but project is well 
outside of Zones I, 11, Ill, and foraging habitat. No expected displacement of bald eagles nesting 
andlor feeding. No change in prey base. 
The proposal is not in recent post-fire habitat. The proposal would not change the likelihood of the 
creation of new post-fire habitat. It would not remove any current potential post-fire feeding or 
nesting habitat, nor would it remove potential future nesting and feeding. -- 
Proposed upland activities may alter existing non-breeding habitat for the short-term and may 
cause mortality of adult toads. No effects on wetlands. 

No disturbance effects to loons due distance to Whitefish Lake, and no effects downstream. 
~~- 

.- 

NI 

MllH 

One feeding observation 10 miles north; closest known nesting 35 miles southeast. No nesting 
habitat in or adjacent to the proposed areas, and no affect on potential prey sources. 

No vegetation manipulation in potential habitat. Slight potential for loss potential roosting habitat. 
No effects on wetlands. 

MllH 

NI 

NI 

NI 

NI 

Possible displacement effects during operations. No facilitation of access for trapping. Actions 
could remove a small area (two acres) of potential denning habitat. Connectivity along riparian 
habitat corridors would not be affected. Possible displacement effects during operations. 

No effects due to lack of potential habitat. 

No disturbance effects to harlequins due distance to Swift Creek and Big Creek, and no effects 
downstream. 

No vegetation manipulation in potential habitat. No effects on wetlands. 

No vegetation manipulation in potential habitat. No effects on wetlands. 



Species 

Wolverine 
(Candidate 
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/;sting under 
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Endangered 
Species Act) 

"No Action" Proposal Summary of Effects 
~ ~ ~~ 

Poss~ble temporary displacement effects on individuals during construction and transport of the 1 . '. 
cha~rl~ft and its towers. No facilitation of access for traooino. Connectivitv of forested cover would 

. . 

I 1 developed in this proposal. 
BI = "Beneficial Impact"; NI = "No Impact"; MllH = "May Impact Individuals or Habitat, but Will Not Likely Result in a Trend Toward Federal Listing or Reduced 
Viability for the ~o~ulat ion or species" 

, .  - 
not be affected by the two acres of clearing. Considering the large scale of wolverine dispersal, 
these effects would not be measurable, nor would availability of carrion and other food sources be 
measurably affected. This ski area includes areas where reliable deep snow accumulations into 
the spring suggest potential for wolverine denning habitat and year-round habitat use (Aubry et al. 
2007. Copeland et al. 2010). Wolverine home ranges generally do not occur near human 
settlements, possibly due to disturbance (May el al. 2006, Copeland et al. 2007). According to the 
12-month review (Federal RegisterNol.75, No. 239/Tuesday, December 14, 2010/Proposed 
Rules), "It is clear that wolverines can coexist with some level of human disturbance and habitat 
modification. How much is too much is not known. The proximity of wolverine habitats to areas 
heavily or moderately used for dispersed recreation needs more study, especially where there is 
overlap during the denning season. What little information exists suggests that wolverines can 
adjust to moderate habitat modification, infrastructure development, and human disturbance." 
Other than the 1.2 acres near the upper terminal of Chair 5, no additional ski terrain would be 

NI 

In accordance with FSM 2673.42, these determination statements for the segmentof  the population using the analysis area meet the 
requirements of a Biological Evaluation for Sensitive Wildlife Species. 

MllH 

1 
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