Chapter 7: Comments on Draft Environmental
Impact Statement and Service Responses

This appendix contains copies of the comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) and the Fish and Wildlife Service’s (Service) responses to these comments.

Approximately 156 copies of the DEIS summary and 87 copies of the DEIS were mailed based on the
distribution list (Chapter 6) and upon request. A letter (see page 96) inviting comment was also sent along
with the summary to 81 landowners who adjoin Refuge lands or who have species listed under the
Endangered Species Act occurring on their land. Each DEIS summary contained information on how to
obtain a copy of the DEIS.

The Service made the DEIS available for a 60-day public review period from May 18 through July 22, 2005.
During this review period, four public meetings were held in Decorah, Elkader, and Peosta, Iowa and
LaFarge, Wisconsin. Thirty-three people attended.

Comments at the public meetings were recorded on a flip chart and a comment sheet was provided to
encourage and facilitate additional written comments (see page 97). Twelve comment letters or emails were
received during the public review period. Each comment document is reproduced in this Appendix and
assigned a number. The Service responses follow. The numbers in the top margin of the comment letters
correspond to the matching numbers in the response section.

Participant comments from public meetings:
1. Support for Refuge expansion
. Consider other deer hunting options to control herds such as special hunts
. Study algific slopes, impacts of global warming
. Use volunteer support, especially for education and tours
. Prevent impacts from pesticides, soil erosion, ete., protect sinkholes
. Support for protection of sites with species of concern
. Limit public use
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. Concern over further government land acquisition, lack of taxes
9. Coordinate with county land plans where they exist
Response to above comments:

Public meeting attendees generally supported acquisition of small, scattered tracts from willing sellers.
Localized opposition or concern with Refuge land acquisition seems to be a result of past history with the
government or existing government ownership in some areas. The impact of acquisition on taxes is discussed
in Section 4.7.3 of the EIS. We include local governments on our mailing list and will continue to coordinate
with them in planning or Refuge management projects when appropriate.

We will consider special hunts for deer or other species where they are adversely affecting habitat or listed
species. This strategy has been added to the species management goal and the hunting compatibility
determination.
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More study of algific talus slope habitat is proposed in the plan under the habitat goal. Language regarding
the potential impacts of global warming is addressed in section 4.2.4. We also added a strategy to objective 2,
species management goal regarding climate change.

We addressed the use of volunteers in the Visitor Services goal as strategy 14 and in Chapter 5, Plan
Implementation in the draft EIS. We believe volunteers can provide valuable assistance to Refuge
programs. We also recognize that staff is needed to manage volunteers and propose to share a park ranger
with Upper Mississippi River NWFR, McGregor District for that purpose (strategy 9, visitor services goal).

The goal of land acquisition is to protect the entire algific slope system that requires sinkholes and buffer
areas from the impacts associated with land uses on adjacent property. When there are not willing sellers for
some portions of the system, we propose to work with willing landowners through the Service’s Partners for
Wildlife Program, USDA programs, or other private lands assistance to resolve erosion or chemical runoff
issues into sinkholes or onto Refuge lands.

The aim of protecting sites that do not contain endangered species, but do contain Service species of concern
(species facing threats but not warranting listing at this time), is to prevent future threatened or endangered
listing status by removing the threats to these species and their fragile habitat. Algific talus slopes contain a
broad community of rare plants and animals that require protection to maintain or increase existing
populations.

Public use would be allowed only with certain conditions to ensure protection of endangered species
habitat from disturbance. Those conditions are: large enough acreage to provide recreation and buffer
around the algific slopes, adequate access to the unit, adequate law enforcement, and monitoring of public
use.
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Driftless Area National Wildlife Refuge

Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Comprehensive Conservation Plan 2005

Comment Form

Please mail comments to: Driftless Area NWR Attn: CCP Comment
PO Box 460, 401 Business Hwy 18N
MeGregor, IA 52157
Comments may also be sent through the following website:
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/planning/DriftlessArea/index.html
(Phone 563-873-3423 for further information)
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401 Business Highway 18N s

Subject: Diraft Rioview of Driftless Arca Mational Wildlife Refuge EISCCP
Dear Ms. Heary:

Thask you for the opportunity 1o review the deaft EISICCP, The Wiseonsin Department of Nansral
Resounces would like to provide the following comments.

The Department strongly supports the parpess and goal of the Driftless Area Matiosal Wildlife Refuge,
The proposed expansion and increased management has the polential 1o enhance and maintain this
ghobally imperilod matural comemunity as well a8 contribuba to regional bicdiversity and profection.

Cigals for the Refisge ara to consarve populations of the fodorally endangered lowa Ploistocens snail and
the federally threatencd Northom monkshood. Additiomally, the plan includes vaguely characterined
goals for “habitat™ and “epocics management™ including conserving specics of concern, inventory of
plants and animals assoclansd with algific talus slopes, and determining buffer arexs needed 1o adequatcly
proget algifie sbopes (p. § and 3).

Princery threats to the Northermn moakshood and the lowa Pleisiocene snail are mid to be “grazing,
logging, sinkhole filling, ercsion, pesticides, imvasive specics, and development” (p. i), The objectives
seclions on pp, #4-597 staie that the majority of Refige habitat bas been impacted by past agriculhare or
logging uscs, and that “chamges to forests immediately adjacent to algific tales slopes may affoct
microclinate vastables and increase encroachment of invasive species.” In addition, it also describes
sraleghes to “provent impacts from grasing. legging, invasive spocics, erosion, and sinkhele Alling.™

Upon reviewing the Compatibility Determinstion (deemed compatible) ta albow Arcwood asd commencisl
trew cutting for habitat management purposes, it appeared that the Determination did mot refier back 1o the
afprementioned goals, issues, threats, and impacts, This section should discuss the speciiic comparibdliny
of tree harvest with regand wo protection of buffer arcas sround algific tslus slopes, shading and
microclinate, sedimentation fo sinkhodes, ercsion, and spread of invasive plasts swch as garlic mustand

If tree harvest is 1o tnke place, it should pose po adverse effects on the federally listed specics for which
the Refisge is established. The statement, “constraints regarding location and timing of loggisg will
reduge adverse impacts on affected species and habital,” lexds the reader to conclude that some sdverse
impacts are ikely to cocur, possibly to the federally listed specics, This would be incompatible with the:

parpose of the Refuge.
vl gov Qualty Natura! Resources Managamant é
WIBCONSIN Gov Through Excelent Cuslomer Senace (=5
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If there is a goal of restoring cak-hickory forcsis on the Refuge, as stated on p, 95, and there is a high deer
population as stated clsewhere in the document, it is unlikely that natural regencration of cak will be
achicved. Oak forcsts are declining throughout their range in the Midwest, and it is a laudable goal 10
attempt to restore young cak forests. However, older cak forests are also searce and becoming scarcer,
and thesc are the arcas that provide habitar for uncommeon species like the Cenulean Warbler, Kentucky
Warbler, and Acadian Flycatcher. These spocies are identified within the plan as oocurring or lkcly to
occur within the Refuge. These species are Partners in Flight priority specics (p. 67) and are also listed as
state-threatened by the State of Wisconsin.

Within the context of oak-hickory Fosest restoration, i may be appropriaie to remove and sell trecs of
specics such as maples, basswood, ironwood, ash, and elm. Such removals may or may not be
commercially viable, particularly on such small sites. Neverthebess, the Compatibility Determination
must place limits on such removals, emsuring that they do not exacerbate the threats to the fiederally listed
species for which the Refuge is established, I is difficult to see how Refge goals, issucs, threats, and
impacts can be adequately addressed in a namowly comstituted “Forest Management Plan,” The
Drepartment would prefer the development of an integraicd habitat management plan, inclading plans for
oak-hickory forest restoration, within the comtext of the primary goal of conserving populations of
federally listed specics.

In surmimsary, the Plan could be strengthened by providing clarification on what types of wildlife, in
addition to the federally listed specics, are 1o be encoaraged through habitan management, The
Compatibility Detcrmination shoubd be modified to clearly state that removal of trees through commercial
or non-commercial harvests is only allowable if it docs not, by direct or indirect means, constitute any
thircat 1o the federally listed spocics. Given that off-gite threats ane mentioned throughout the document,
the Compatibility Determination as cussently written docs not lead the reader 1o this conclusion. The
Determination is flawed in that it docs nod provide sufficient analysis and rationale for concluding that
timber harvest is compatible with the purpese of the Refuge. In addition, the type of wildlife habitat 1o be
featured at cach Refuge lecation should be determined through an infegrated planning process within the
overriding goals of the Refuge, and forest harvesting should be a byproduct of habitst restoration and
managomend programs,

Thank voiu fof the apportunity 10 comment on the draft EIS/CCP for the Driftless Arca Mational Wildlife
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Response to comment number 1: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources

1.

Thank you for your comments and support of the Refuge. Firewood and commercial tree harvest
for habitat management purposes are intended only as possible management tools on small areas
for specific management purposes as stated under the first paragraph of the description of the use
in the accompanying Compatibility Determination (CD). Based on your comments, we added
language to the CD to clarify the purpose of tree harvest as a management tool and how harvest
can be completed while protecting or benefiting algific talus slope habitat.

. For example, one purpose, which was explained under the habitat goal in the EIS, but not in the

CD was the potential to improve the light regime for Northern monkshood by removing trees that
are shading the algific slopes. This removal would usually be adjacent to, and not on, the slope.
This would only be done after studies are completed on this issue. We added language that
distance setbacks from endangered species habitat will be used when tree harvest is for other
habitat management. This will prevent erosion or other impacts to endangered species habitat.
We also amended the justification section to read ‘prevent adverse impacts’.

. We realize high deer populations are problematic for natural oak regeneration or for planted trees.

We also have goals in the plan to manage deer and are hopeful that state efforts to reduce the
herds will be successful in the next few years. We also will use tree protection when planting trees.
We will maintain mature forests when they are present. However, most forests on the Refuge have
been selectively logged during the last fifty years and few old forests are present.

Where removal of some tree species is not commercially viable, then other means may be used.
Firewood permits may be useful in these situations. Some tree removal may be completed by
Refuge staff.

. Habitat and forest management plans will place limits on where and how many trees will be

removed. Habitat management plans for each Refuge unit will be completed as stated on page 51
of the EIS under the habitat goal, objective 3. We changed the language in the CD to reflect this.
These plans will include management actions to benefit endangered species, migratory birds, and
resident wildlife in that order of priority. These plans will specify if forest management is needed
and the specific goals, constraints, and uses of tree harvest within that.

. The EIS specifies (page 50, objective 3) that Service Region 3 migratory birds of management

concern are priority species for habitat restoration project planning. Different Refuge units may
be managed for different specific bird species that will be outlined in Habitat Management Plans.
The habitat goal in the EIS says ‘conserve endangered species habitat and contribute migratory
bird and other wildlife habitats within a larger landscape’. This is meant to recognize that other
wildlife will benefit through habitat management and that we will coordinate with others,
particularly for bird management. We added coordination with states and partners to develop
habitat management plans under objective 3 of the habitat goal.

‘We intend to specify how habitat will be managed at each Refuge unit as stated on page 51. We intend
tree harvesting as a method to accomplish habitat restoration and management programs where
appropriate. It is meant to be one of many tools available for management.
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BALLY J. PEOCASGN, LT, SOVERNON PT.H*— - JEFFRIY B VO, DIRECTOR
Caily Henry
Refuge Operations Specialiv
Diafibess Area National Wildlife Refuge
PO Box 460

McGregor, LA 52157
Ms. Henry,

lowa Depanment of Natursl Resousces Neld biolagists have read the Draf Envicommental
Impact Statement and Draft Comprehensive Conservation Plan for the Drifiless Area National
Wildlife Refuge and have the following comments:

We agree that Alemative C: Habitat Protection, Increased Management and Integraied Wildlife
—Depemden Recreation is the prefermed aliemative, We agree with the goals and ehpoetives as
presented ender this aliermative,

With respoct 10 keeping the arcas of the Refage closed vo white-tasled deer bumting, we realize

that prosection of these vital habdtats is paramount to the Refuge’s purpose. However, we alwo 1
realize thal non-hanted white-tailed deer populations have a detrimemial effect on their habstats,

Addstionally, we are aware that Chronic Wasting Discase is present in ibe white-taibed deer herd

in meaghy Wiscomsin, Therelore, we feel tha chosing aress o white-1ailed deer husiting is not the

st management 1ol 1o preserve these habitats and populations. Iastead, we sapgedt closing

only the algific lopes 1o white-tabled deer hunting. and believe the remainder off the arcas should

b open b0 this type of hunting.

The Driftless Area National Wildlife Refage bs very imponant 1o the stae of lowa and the
mation. lowa is prowd o have many of the arcas in the Fiefuge in our state. This document is well
written and visionary, We commend the Service amd endlorse all aspects of the plan, When the
Plan is accepied and implemented it will provide the ability for endangered species o bhe
protected and recover.

Sincerely:

LA DR

Mississippi River Wildlife Biologiu
20 Rose 51

Bellevue, 1A 32031
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CCP Comment
401 Business Highway 18N
P.0). Box 460

McGregor, LA 52137

Thank you for the epportunity 1o review the Draft Comprehensive Comservation Plan and EIS for
the Driftless Area Natsonal Wildlife Refuge.

| concur that Altemastive C will provide the greatest benefits io listed and rare species. The
increased moniloring and management o control invasive speches are very important
components in protoction and management eiforts for the lowa Pleistocene snail and northem
monkshood. This allemative also provides the best opporunity 1o delist the snail and move
choser 1o delisting for nostherm monkshood.

Sincerely,

2~

DaryFHowell
Loologis

WALLACE STATE OFFICE BARLDIMG [ 503 EAST fah STREET / DES MOWNES., HANA S315
SI5-381-5000  TOOD S15-242.5087 FAN SISIR1ETH  wwrs Kwamser oom
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Response to comment number 2 and 3: Iowa Department of Natural Resources

1. Thank you for your comments and your support of the preferred alternative. We agree that high
white-tailed deer populations have the potential to damage endangered species habitat as well as
other wildlife habitat on the Refuge. We also agree that hunting can be an effective means of
maintaining appropriate deer populations. Three of the units that are currently closed to public
use consist primarily of algific slope habitat and are less than 25 acres. We do not believe hunting
on these units would appreciably change the local deer population. Hunter activity on these small
units would have potential to impact algific slopes. However, we will consider limited permit hunts
on these units if we observe habitat damage by deer. We do plan to open the 140-acre Pine Creek
unit in 2006 and will consider permit hunts on the 110 acre Cow Branch unit. Language to this
effect was added to the CCP under species management goal, objective 4 and visitor services goal,
objective 1.

The compatibility determination for hunting of resident game states that we will open newly
acquired lands to hunting when there is sufficient public access and buffer acreage around
endangered species habitat. It also states that units may be opened to special public hunts if
habitat damage or disease conditions occur. We added language that the Pine Creek unit will be
opened to hunting subject to appropriate special regulations, similar to other units. We also added
the option to allow shotgun hunting for deer on Refuge units, which is not currently allowed.
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Comemand number 4

T

Lansing, lowa  52151-0299
July 22, 2005

Cathy Henry.

Dirifiless Area Mational ‘Wildlife Refuge
401 Business Highway 18N

POy Box 460

MeCiregor, lowa 32157

Dicar Ms Henry:

The following are comments on the Dvafl Comprehensive Conservation Plan snd Emvironmental Impact
Statemend for the Dirifiless Arca National Wildlife Refuge, dased Apeil 11, 2005

lowa Audubon, including 10 Audubon Chapters within lows with spproximately 4,500 members, and the
statewide lowa Impomand Bird Arcas (IBA) Program, suppons improved land-use management, habitn
restoration, environnental education, and carefully crafted public palicy decisions that result in restoring
the health of the entire Mississippi River Basin, including most especially, the beautiful Driftless Anca. We
recognize and greatly appreciate the fact thai the entire Drifiless Area is 3 rational treasure wortky of
federal and simte support. and that these agency efforts should be sugmenied by a8 moch assisance a5
possible from bocal. non-profin and peivate landowner protection and restoration efforts.

Accordingly, the position of all Audubon members and entities within lowa is that we support Aliemative
C: Habitat Protection, [ncrcased Managemend, and Integrated Wildlife-Dependent Recrestion as described
in your draft document.

W beleve that the current Refisge (TR acres of land on mine scaftered tracis) should continue 10 be
maraged for the benefit of the threatened Northern monkshood and the endsngered lowa Pleistocene snail,
with the intent of helping cach species reach endamgered species recovery poals leading to delisting.
However, the values of the estimated 6,000 acres of habital that supporis these species goes far beyond the
habitat needs of these two very important threatened and endangered species. The algific tabus slopes that
suppon these species, are important to other species of birds and wildlife and are sites of scientific,
Mw.dﬂmﬂﬁﬁ:\im.n}whwdmmhdwﬂjhwdnﬂ:ph-ndﬁm.

W are especially concemed that aff conservarion plavs and ol fond monegemend aoifors taken o the
Driftless Arca NWR fully take into sccount the ecological noeds of each of the migratory non-game birds
of management concern identified in section 3.2.3 of the Draft EIS and CCP that may occus on the Refisge
arsd several Region 3 resource conservation priority bind species.

We fislly suppon all proposed [ond acquisitions mentioned in the CCP, and subenit that any new property
added 1o the Refuge should also give full consideration 1o ihe specics of birds mentioned in section 3.2.3
and all other forms of biodiversity present on these propenties.
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The lowa Audubon Importans Bird Areas (IBA) Frogram is in the process of implementing a nomination
and identification process for habitsts that support 37 key species of birds that have been identified by the
lowa IBA. Technical Commiites s species of high conservation priosity. Eleven of the bird spacies listed
in section 3.2.3 of the Drft E15 and CCP are also species of high priority conservation concern within
lowm [t is very likely that there may be sites within the current Refuge, or sites under consideration for
addition to the Refuge that ane or will be Audubon Inpostant Bisd Aneas or could be immediasely adjacent
1o afficially recognized [BA sites. We most expecially ane advocates for lamg-ferm maonitoring projects;
ard lamg-term profection. restoration, enbamcement amd management of each of these habirals.

lowa Audubor and the lowa IBA Program will collsborate as muoch a8 possible with the U5, Fish and
Wildlife Service on the development and implementation of both mositoring and conservation plans for
certain sites, including the development of “site suppon groups.”

Wie suggest ihat, in the final document, you include two changes: One, Expand the dotied line boundaries 3
of the “Driftless Area™ on your maps 10 be comsistent with the considersbly larger peographic area
desenbed by the new Driftless Area Initiative — a collaborative effor of Resource Comservation and

Development (RC&D Programs), non profit organizations and state and federal agencies cummently working

on managemen of this region. Two, Acknowledge that future planning should include collaboratson by the

Service and lowa Audubon 1o develop and implement both monitoring programs and conservation plans

for properies that are currently pant of the Refuge or are evaluated andior acnally added to the Refispe, 4
where such sites are also real o potemiial Important Bird Areas (IBAs).

Wie would be happy to continue to work with you as you complete the Comprehensive Conservation Plan
process. and implement fts provisions, particularly as the Important Bird Area program continues 1o

develap across lowa

Please contact nee if you have questions aboul our comments on the Draft EIS and CCP

Sincerely,
Signed....
Ric Larwell, Coordinsior

Imporiant Bird Aress (IBA) Program

lowa Anduhon

Chapter 7: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Service Responses
105



CoeTamgnl el

b o 1S
Audu Un ‘f"m .g.» ::n::-:—-w [ TRSTY ey
t’t -
=
-
Cim
P
@"__ L Tivvat Moms Birding Trad
July 19, 2005 ey S
Driftless Asca NWR
Arn UCP Commien
HIMIW 18N :“-'*-f‘l:l:"l“‘ Trp
L} "
PO Box 460 r_‘"“'.- -
MoGregor, lows S2147 M, LA,

Tell o) % #a

Diear Reciphents

Thank v for prinading & Gopy af thoe Dvaft Comprehensive Conservadion Plan and
Eavronmental Impact Stalement Tor the Drifiless Area National Wildlife Refuge, daied
Aprl 11, 2005

The Audubon Upper Mississippi River Campaign, established s 199, suppents habita
the health of the Misissppi River in Minnesota, Wisconsin, bowa, linois and Missosn

Wi pecognine that the Missbusippl River lhoadplais and the Drifiless Area in this region
and pinvale prodection and resiorsiion offorts

The curreni hodding of the Refuge (T21 scres of land on nine scaitered tracts) should
continue io be mansged for the bemefit of the threstensd Neonbern monkshood asd the
minaﬂ'ndlmli’hmuﬂ with the [nten of helpisg cach spocics reach

gered species y poals leading 1o delisting,

However the valucs of the habitat that sapports thess species {estimated 1o include at beast
Em“mﬂmnlllmmhﬁm-ﬂ Wisconsim) goes well beyond
haltmtat important for threatened and endangened species. The algific alus slopes that
support these species, are important i odher species of birds and wildlife and are sites of
sciontific, cultural, educational and scenic value, as you bave documented well in your
drafi plan asd E15

Az noted on page 67 of the drall report, several ssgralory non-game bands of
MARSgCMent comcern may ocour on the Refigge and several Region 3 poscurnos
comgTvation prcty bird species are present. im the regios and likely 1o coos on the
Refigge, particularly if the proposed scquisitions are also considered
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The Audubon Lmponest Bird Ares program, sctive in all of the sistes mentiomed in the
previous paragraph, is in the process of implememing o nominsion and idestifemion
process fior sies containing habstat that supports key species identificd by Audubons for
profection. Because this program is in different stages in cach of e slales affoctod, we
are not sble, #l this time, to match our final Important Bad Arca maps with vous maps of
exisling or proposed mew sites for the Refuge. Fowever, it is very likely that thare may
be sites under comskderation o sddition 1o the refuge that also are or will be Audubon
1BA sites or oould be immedistely adjscent to designated [BA sites.

It would be valusble for Audubos and the LTS, Fish and Wildlife Service to collaborate
om the development of conservation plans for certain sites, ncluding the development of
“site suppo progps” s the developrment and implementation of mondoring programs.
al ceriain identified sites.

In comeideration of the above comments, Audabon supports Alternative O Flabitat
Protection, Increased Mansgement, and Integrated Wildlife- Dependent Rocroation as
described in your draft document. 'We also suggest that, in the final document, you
el Hid Chiinies.

] Adjust the dotted line boundaries of the “Dvifl less area”™ on your maps o
b conisbent with the shighily larger googsaptos aics descnibed by the
Diviftheia Initaative — a collaborative elfor of non frofils and agency

2 Ackmowledge thai fuiure planning should include collaboration by ihe
Service and Audubon to seck to work bopeiher to develop and implement
conservazion plass for sy sites that are evalianied snd'cr scoally sdded 1o
the refage, where such sites are also being considenad or identilied us
Audulon TEA sl

W wouldl be happy o ongage in additional comsaliation with you as you contaman o

plide the Comprohesave Comservation Plan asd smploment fls provisions,
particalarly as ihe Imporiant Bird Area progoram contisues. o develop i ihis regeos
Please comtact me i you have questions aboui our imonesis of our comments on this draft
doouments.

Dot
Co  hady Pollock, Audubom, lmois A Coondinator
Ric Zarwell, lowa IBA program

Mark Mariell, Audubon Minnesoia

Yoy Steele, Wisconsin DNE, IBA program

Jom & Audubon, Upper Mississippi River Progras
Bonsie Koop, Audubon, Upper Mississippi River Frogram
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Response to comment number 4 and 5: Iowa Audubon and Audubon, Upper Mississippi River
Campaign

1.

Thank you for your comments and support of the Refuge. We recognize the value of habitat on the
Refuge for species other than the endangered species. We believe that our habitat goals and
associated strategies to conserve endangered species habitat and contribute to migratory bird and
other wildlife habitats within a larger landscape captures this outcome. Objective 3 under the
Habitat Goal says that we will write Habitat Management Plans for each Refuge unit.

. We will consider the migratory birds identified on page 67 when preparing these plans. We would

appreciate Audubon’s assistance in identifying specific species to target for management at that
time. However, we need to complete bird inventories as identified in the species management goal,
objective 3 before we can write Habitat Management Plans. Audubon may also be of assistance
with these inventories.

. We amended the general driftless area boundary to be consistent with that used by the Driftless

Area Initiative.

. We added language to strategy 4, objective 3, Habitat Goal to address coordination with partners

on Habitat Management Plans. We included language in objective 4 in the habitat goal about
coordinating with partners in site protection.
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Dcar Mr. Lindell:

For the past 15 years The Nature Conservancy has been o strong supponer and pariner of the
Dyifthess Matiomal Wildlife Relige, 'Wo applaad the Service's continued cfforts to proicct aed
conserve the Algific Talus Slopes of the Drifless Reghoa in lowa, Illinois, Minncsots and
Wiwonsin, We alo appeeciale the opporiuniny 1o commest on The Drifiless Area Natiosul
Wildlife Refuge’s Drafl Comprehersive Conservation Plas (OCP) and look Borweerd B0 ansisting the
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the Prefereed Allernatie - Allermative © « Mabited Provection, Incremed  Mmmagement and
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delisting of the lowa Pleistocene Snall - a feat which the Service and American poople would
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The MNature Conservancy |s setively cigaged in the conservation and restoration of Freshwater
ecosystems of the UMR hasin fior the benefit of all residents. Our Upper Mississippi River Prograsn
objectives inchade prosecting and rostoring, the funciions of the basin's mabaral bluff so fosdplsin
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Response to Comment number 6: The Nature Conservancy — Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin

Thank you for your comments and support of the preferred alternative.
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ﬁ Diear SirMadam,

The Blufflands Allsance suppors Aliereative © of the Daft Ervironmeenial bmpact
Staterneent snd Comprehensive Conservation Plan for the Drililess Area National
Wildhile Befuge. Expanding the oxssling sutharneed sequisition sereage by 2,275
acre s a spnibean move [orwand 1o prosect aed manage the algific wabe slopes
fourd in [llinois, lows, Minncsota, and Wisconsin, The BlufMands Alliance partners
look foreand to werking with the Driftless Arca MWER stafl in pursuing the purchass
off fee simple, purchase of conservation caement, or donated cosservation casement
of the identifed algific tabs shopes

Furttermaors, ks Blufllasds Alhince member dedde W so2 (e entine S0 sitzs
tofaling 6,000 acres acrosa 21 countacs wuughoul our fegion proserval. We ked
foreard o utilwing your final CCP plan for the Dnills Asca N'WR in planning our
land prodection efforis. By ascoomplishing a prolccted mosaic of public and privale
wn.u!lnh.&ul will streich the spproved acquisition fends furiher, allowing for
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endamgered, and specics of concem.

Educational cestreach showt aligific talus slopes and appropriale ouldoor recreatsonal
opporiunslics are imnportant aspecis of the Drifiless Area NWR CCP plan. This will
allowr the refupe sic to be ook to educaie the penem| public showl slgific tahs
slopeos, their theeats, and what is being done 5o protect asd manage these special
areas.

We thask you for your consideration of o comments and look forwand b working
with the Drifiless Area NWHR stafl 1o implement the final Esvirossnental Impact
Sunement and Comgeehensive Conservation Plan.

Simcerely,

The BlaMands Alliance Partners:

Minnesots Land Trust Wient Wismoonsin Lasd Truss
Missassippi ¥alley Conservancy lowa MNataral Heritage Foundation
Matura] Land Instivute Jo Daviess Consorvation Foundatsan

Response to comment number 7: Iowa Natural Heritage Foundation and Blufflands Alliance

Thank you for your comment and support of the preferred alternative.
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Response to comment number 8: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Thank you for your comments.
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Response to comment numbers 9, 10, 11: Citizen comments

1. Thank you for your comments. The purpose of the Refuge is to conserve the threatened Northern
monkshood and endangered Iowa Pleistocene snail and that is what the plan is intended to do. The
intent of Refuge land acquisition is to permanently protect these species as identified in their
endangered species recovery plans. The only activities listed in comments 10 and 11 that are, or
will be allowed on the Refuge are hunting and prescribed burning.

2. Hunting not only provides recreation, but is a means of managing wildlife. There are particularly
high deer populations in the area currently. Hunting will help prevent adverse impacts to
endangered species and other wildlife habitat by deer. All endangered species habitat is closed to
all public entry.

3. Prescribed burning creates short term air pollution and long term habitat benefits. The
prescribed burns conducted on the Driftless Area Refuge and small, infrequent, and of short
duration.
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Response to comment number 12: Citizen comment

1.

We agree population estimates are difficult for the Iowa Pleistocene snail because of its small size
and where it lives. We have been conducting more detailed monitoring during the last five years to
obtain better population estimates and trends for this species. Population estimates for the
northern monkshood are somewhat easier to obtain and likely would not change greatly based on
different personnel or methods.

. Regardless of population counts, the reason for these species being listed as endangered and

threatened is because of the threats to their populations. They both exist in a very discrete and
fragile environment that cannot be restored once lost and they are both difficult species to
reintroduce to appropriate habitat. The Iowa Pleistocene snail occurs nowhere else in the world.
Therefore, when making a decision to list, whether threatened or endangered, the numbers are not
as important as the threats to their habitat. Although it is often the case that the operative threats
have significantly reduced the species affected. For these particular species, long term protection
is the primary means of ensuring they survive for many years to come. We anticipate they will be
delisted when enough sites are secure from the threats that may destroy the habitat and when
populations are considered stable.

. We agree that land stewardship by any owner is the best way to protect these sites, as well as other

natural resources. We will promote land stewardship whenever possible. We have worked with
private owners in the past and will continue to do so. Land acquisition by the Refuge is not the
only means of protection outlined in the EIS. We do have strategies in objective 4 under the
habitat goal of maintaining contact with landowners and working with partners to protect sites
through a variety of means. This protection could be through USDA programs, conservation
easements, or simply assisting with fencing and other direct habitat protection measures. Fee title
acquisition is often the best long term protection option because landowners and shorter term
government programs can change. However, we believe it will take a combination of these
methods to reach delisting goals.
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