United States Department of the Interior

Fish and Wildlife Service
105 West Park Drive, Suite D
Athens, Georzia 30606
Phone: (706) 613-9493
Fax: (706) 613-6059

West Georgia Sub-Office Coastal Sub-Office

Past Office Box 52560 4980 Wildlife Drive

Fort Benning, Georgia 31995-2560 Townsend, Georgia 31331
Phone: (706) 544-6428 Phone: (912) 832-8739
Fax: (706) 544-6419 Fax: (912) 832-8744

Robert K. Larimore

Chief, Environmental Management Division
Fort Benning Army Installation

Fort Benning, Georgia 31905-5000

Re: FWS Log No. 2017-CPA-2986
Dear Robert Larimore:

This letter is the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (Service) response to the letter we received on
September 21, 2017. Fort Benning is notifying the Service of a reduction of training restrictions
on 32 eligible sites where currently protected clusters (PCs) are being designated as unprotected
clusters (UCs). The new designation of UC will be applied on clusters located in the Echo, Juliet,
Mike, November, Oscar, Tango, Uniform, and Sand Hill Contonment training compartments on
Fort Benning in Chattahoochee County. We submit the following comments under provisions of
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703, ef seq.), and the Endangered Species Act of 1973
(Act), as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531, et seq.).

Fort Benning Army Installation is notifying the Service that in addition to the 19 previously UCs
from 2016, they are unprotecting an additional 32 clusters. This action will include the removal
of the two white bands on all UC cavity trees, application of a single orange band on all UC
cavity trees, and removal of the 200° buffer. According to your letter, Clusters J02-A, J03-A, and
TO09-A are currently labeled as “taken.” Monitoring of these clusters under the Reasonable and
Prudent Measures (RPMs) should continue until all RPMs are fulfilled under the associated
Biological Opinion. Fort Benning’s current 312 Potential Breeding Groups (PBGs) allows for up
to 92 clusters to receive the status of Unprotected.



Based on our analysis with the information you provided regarding the proposed action, the
Service has determined the project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the RCW.
However, if new information becomes available or changes in the project occur that may involve
federally listed species, further consultation with the Service will be required.

Your requirements under section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act have been fulfilled and
based on the information you provided we concur with your finding, and, no further action is
required.

If you have any questions or concerns about this consultation or the consultation process in
general, please feel free to contact John Doresky at (706) 544-6030.

Sincerely,

L, /;TDI‘ D\'%

Tt Donald Imm
Field Supervisor




Cluster Date

Unprotected Unprotected Comment

JO4-A 18-Mar-16

JO04-B 18-Mar-16

JO7-A 18-Mar-16

JO7-B 18-Mar-16

JO8-A 18-Mar-16

JO9-A 18-Mar-16

TO3-A 18-Mar-16

TO3-B 18-Mar-16

TO4-A 18-Mar-16

TO5-A 18-Mar-16

T05-B 18-Mar-16

T06-B 18-Mar-16

TO7-A 18-Mar-16

TO7-B 18-Mar-16

TO7-C 18-Mar-16

TO8-A 18-Mar-16

T10-A 18-Mar-16

T10-B 18-Mar-16

T11-A 18-Mar-16

EO1-A 21-Sep-17

EO1-B 21-Sep-17

EO1-C 21-Sep-17

EO1-D 21-Sep-17

EO1-E 21-Sep-17

EO1-F 21-Sep-17

EO1-H 21-Sep-17

EO02-A 21-Sep-17

EO09-A 21-Sep-17

E09-B 21-Sep-17

JO2-A 21-Sep-17  Take
JO3-A 21-Sep-17  Take
J09-Ab 21-Sep-17 Bud from UC J09-A, 1st year nest 2017.
MO06-C 21-Sep-17

MO06-M 21-Sep-17

NO4-A 21-Sep-17

NO4-B 21-Sep-17

NO04-D 21-Sep-17

NO5-A 21-Sep-17

NO7-A 21-Sep-17

NO7-B 21-Sep-17

028-A 21-Sep-17

TO6-A 21-Sep-17  Take
TO9-A 21-Sep-17 Bud from JO7-B, 2nd year nest 2017 - new partition added 2017.

UO1-A 21-Sep-17





uo1-B
UO3-A
Uo04-A
UO08-A
U09-A
U10-SAT
SHC-B

21-Sep-17
21-Sep-17
21-Sep-17
21-Sep-17
21-Sep-17
21-Sep-17
21-Sep-17






Enclosure 1. 2017 RCW Population Demographics - Fort Benning, GA

2017 Biological Cluster Totals

Manageable 402
Inactive 2
Active 400
Single 8
Captured 5
PBGs 387
2017 A20

Manageable 67
Inactive 0
Active 67
Single 2
Captured 1
PBGs 64
Counted PBGs* 50

2017 Taken Clusters
Manageable 64*
Inactive 1
Active 63
Single 0
Captured 2
PBGs 62

2017 All Other Clusters (No Takes, Less A20)

Manageable 271*
Inactive 1
Active 270
Single 6
Captured 2
PBGs 262

* Only authorized to count 50 groups
in A20 towards our recovery goal

*Note: Taken Cluster SHC-B was
deleted 2015, reactivated 2017, no longer Taken

*Note: Includes SHC-B (n =1)
& 1st year nest attempt budded sites (n = 3)





2017 PBG Totals

PBGs A20 50
PBGs No Incidental Take 262
Total PBGs 312

2007 Army Guideline Unprotected Cluster Ratios

251t0275= 6(25-19) 1l:1ratio unprotect *6 (*Note: 275 less 19 unprotected in 2016 = 6 available at 1:1 ratio)
276 to 300 = 25 2:1ratio unprotect 50

| 301t0312=12 3:1ratio unprotect 36
92 clusters currently available to unprotect 2017

Unprotected Clusters
SRC 15 grandfathered
February 2016| 19 unprotected 2016
Fall 2017 32 *Up to 92 available







Enclosure 1. 2017 List of RCW Clusters Designating as Unprotected - Fort Benning, GA

1 EO01-A

2 EO01-B

3 E01-C

4 EO01-D

5 EO1-E

6 EO1-F

7 EO1-H

8 E02-A

9 E09-A

10 E09-B

11 JO2-A Take
12 JO3-A Take
13 J09-Ab Bud from UC J09-A, 1st year nest 2017.
14 MO06-C

15 M06-M

16 NO4-A

17 N04-B

18 N04-D

19 NO5-A

20 NO7-A

21 NO7-B

22 028-A

23 T06-A Take
24 T09-A Bud from JO7-B, 2nd year nest 2017 - new partition added 2017.
25 UO1-A

26 U01-B

27 UO03-A

28 U04-A

29 U08-A

30 U09-A

31 U10-SAT

32 SHC-B
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Enclosure 4. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (All Banded & nonBanded, n = 289)

2016 Nesting Season

S 98 SUM 852 347 247 223 716 158
nest attempts =Y 251 F 22 AVG | 3.39 2.63 2.42 2.30 2.55 1.44
no nest-pair = NP 24 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 6 w/ic |wloc |wt-z w/o c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 88%| 89% 88% 89%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 11%| 11% 11% 11%
captured = C 3 CAPTURED 1% 1%
Total Active Clusters 284 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 281 284 281 284 281
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 284
GTAC-C 281
inactive = | 5
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 289
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 275
Unprotected Clusters (All Banded & nonBanded, n = 34)
S 19 SUM 126 59 54 54 92 25
nest attempts = Y 32 F 3 AVG | 394 281 2 84 2 84 271 147
no nest-pair = NP 1 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 1 w/c  |wfoc |w/t-Z w/0 C-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 94%| 94% 94% 94%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 6%| 6% 6% 6%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 34 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 34 34 34 34 34
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 34
GTAC-C 34
inactive = | 0
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 34
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 33






Enclosure 4. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (All Banded Including Incidental Take, n = 134)

2016 Nesting Season

S 96 SUM 463 273 246 218 361 108
nest attempts = Y 119 F 22 AVG | 3.89 2.68 2.44 2.32 2.82 1.48
no nest-pair = NP 5 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 4 w/c |wfoc |wic -z w/o c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 92%| 93% 92% 93%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 7% 7% 7% 7%
captured = C 2 CAPTURED 2% 2%
Total Active Clusters 130 UNKMNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 128 130 128 130 128
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 130
GTAC-C 128
inactive = | 4
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 134
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 124
Unprotected Clusters (All Banded Including Incidental Take, n = 23)

19 SUM 99 57 54 54 67 21

nest attempts = Y 23 3 AVG | 430 285 284 284 291 162
no nest-pair = NP 0 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 0 w/c |woc |wic-z w/o c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 0%| 0% 0% 0%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 23 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 23 23 23 23 23
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 23
GTAC-C 23
inactive = | 0
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 23
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 23






Enclosure 4. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (All Banded Excluding Incidental Take, n = 73)

2016 Nesting Season

S 52 SUM 254 147 134 123 197 59
nest attempts = Y 66 F 13 AVG | 385 272 253 241 2 81 144
no nest-pair = NP 2 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 2 w/c  |w/loc |witc -z w/o ¢c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = 7 0 ATTEMPTED 94%| 94% 94% 94%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 6%| 6% 6% 6%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 70 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 70 70 70 70 70
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 70
GTAC-C 70
inactive = | 3
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 73
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 63
Unprotected Clusters (All Banded Excluding Incidental Take, n = 20)
S 16 SUM 87 50 47 47 59 19
nest attempts =Y 20 F 3 AVG [ 435 294 2 94 294 295 173
no nest-pair = NP 0 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 0 w/c  |w/oc (witc-zZ w/o c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 0%| 0% 0% 0%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 20 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 20 20 20 20 20
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 20
GTAC-C 20
inactive = | 0
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 20
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 20






Enclosure 4. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (Incidental Take Only, All Banded, n = 61)

2016 Nesting Season

Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z)
GTAC-C

inactive = |

Total + inactive = Total Manageable

S 44 SUM 209 126 112 95 164 49
nest attempts = Y 53 F 9 AVG | 394 2 63 233 221 283 1.53
no nest-pair = NP 3 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 2 w/c  |wfoc |w/t-Z w/0 C-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = 7 0 ATTEMPTED 88%| 91% 88% 91%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 8%| 9% 8% 9%
captured = C 2 CAPTURED 3% 3%
Total Active Clusters 60 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 58 60 58 60 58
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 60
GTAC-C 58
inactive = | 1
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 61
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 56
Unprotected Clusters (Incidental Take Only, All Banded, n = 3)
] 3 SUM 12 7 7 7 8 2

nest attempts = Y 3 F 0 AVG | 4.00 233 233 233 2 67 1.00
no nest-pair = NP 0 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 0 w/ic |wfoc |wic-z w/o c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 0%| 0% 0% 0%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 3 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 3 3 3 3 3

3

3

0

3

3

potential breeding grps (Y + NP)







Enclosure 5. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (All Banded & nonBanded, n = 298)

2017 Nesting Season

Success 90 SUM 917 321 220 187 742 162
nest attempts = Y 268 Fail 27 AVG | 343 233 2.16 208 252 1.51
no nest-pair = NP 18 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 6 w/ic |w/oc |wtc-zZ w/o ¢c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 91%| 92% 91% 92%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 8%| 8% 8% 8%
captured = C 4 CAPTURED 1% 1%
Total Active Clusters 296 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 292 296 292 296 292
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - 7) 296
GTAC-C 292
inactive = | 2
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 298
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 286
Unprotected Clusters (All Banded & nonBanded, n = 34)
Success 16 SUM 160 67 54 40 97 29
nest attempts = Y 34 Fail 3 AVG || 4.71 3.05 270 2.35 2.85 0.85
no nest-pair = NP 0 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 0 w/c |woc |wit-zZ w/o ¢c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 0%| 0% 0% 0%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 34 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 34 34 34 34 34
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 34
GTAC-C 34
inactive = | 0
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 34
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 34






Enclosure 5. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (All Banded Including Incidental Take, n = 136)

2017 Nesting Season

Success 87 SUM 480 261 220 184 370 109
nest attempts = Y 119 Fail 27 AVG | 4.03 2.39 218 21 282 1.54
no nest-pair = NP 9 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 3 w/c |w/oc |wic-zZ w/o c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 89%| 91% 89% 91%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 9%| 9% 9% 9%
captured = C 3 CAPTURED 2% 2%
Total Active Clusters 134 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 131 134 131 134 131
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 134
GTAC - C 131
inactive = | 2
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 136
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 128
Unprotected Clusters (All Banded Including Incidental Take, n = 23)
Success 16 SUM 125 63 54 40 72 26
nest attempts = Y 23 Fail 3 AVG | 543 3.00 270 235 3.13 113
no nest-pair = NP 0 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 1] w/c |wioc |wic-zZ w/o c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 1] ATTEMPTED 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 0%| 0% 0% 0%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 23 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 23 23 23 23 23
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 23
GTAC-C 23
inactive = | 1]
Total + inactive = Taotal Manageable 23
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 23






Enclosure 5. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (All Banded Excluding Incidental Take, n = 75)

2017 Nesting Season

Success 48 SUM 262 144 120 103 203 58

nest attempts = Y 64 Fail 15 AVG | 409 240 222 1.37 278 077
no nest-pair = NP 6 EGG NESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 3 w/c |w/oc |witc-z w/o ¢c-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 86%| 68% 86% 88%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 12%| 12% 12% 12%
captured = C 1 CAPTURED 1% 1%
Total Active Clusters 74 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 73 74 73 74 73
Grand Taotal Active Clusters (TAC - z) 74
GTAC-C 73
inactive = | 1
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 5
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 70
Unprotected Clusters (All Banded Excluding Incidental Take, n = 23)

Success 16 SUM 125 63 54 40 72 26
nest attempts = Y 23 Fail 3 AVG 5.43 2.86 2.45 1.74 3.13 1.13
no nest-pair = NP 0 EGG MESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 0 w/c w/oc wic -z w/o c-z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 100% 100% 100% 100%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 0% 0% 0% 0%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 23 UNKNOWN 0% 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 23 23 23 23 23
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC -z) 23
GTAC-C 23
inactive = | 0
Total + inactive = Total Manageable 23
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 23






Enclosure 5. Protected vs. Unprotected Cluster Comparisons (A20 Clusters Excluded)

Protected Clusters (Incidental Take Only, All Banded, n = 61)

2017 Nesting Season

Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z)
GTAC-C

inactive = |

Total + inactive = Tatal Manageable

Success 39 SUM 218 17 100 81 167 51
nest attempts =Y 55 Fail 12 AVG | 396 239 213 142 288 0.89
no nest-pair = NP 3 EGG HNESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 0 w/c |w/oc |wic-z w/o ¢-Z
active no birds roosting or went inactive = Z 0 ATTEMPTED 92%| 95% 92% 95%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 5%| 5% 5% 5%
captured = C 2 CAPTURED 3% 3%
Total Active Clusters 60 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 58 60 58 60 58
Grand Total Active Clusters (TAC - z) 60
GTAC-C 58
inactive = | 1
Total + inactive = Tatal Manageable 61
potential breeding grps (Y + NP) 58
Unprotected Clusters (Incidental Take Only, All Banded, n = 3)
Success 2 SUM 16 5 5 5 11 5

nest attempts =Y 3 Fail 0 AVG | 5.33 2.50 2.50 2.50 3.67 1.67
no nest-pair = NP 0 EGG MNESTLING BANDED FLEDGE ADULT HELPERS
no nest-single = NS 0 w/c |w/oc |wic-Z w/o -7
active no birds roosting or went inactive = 7 1] ATTEMPTED 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Unknown = U 0 DID NOT NEST 0%| 0% 0% 0%
captured = C 0 CAPTURED 0% 0%
Total Active Clusters 3 UNKNOWN 0%| 0% 0% 0%
TAC-C 3 3 3 3 3

3

3

0

3

3

potential breeding grps (Y + NP)







DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES ARMY GARRISON
e 4 1 KARKER STREET, MCGINNIS-WICKAM HALL
FORT BENNING, GEORGIA 31905-5000

RIS repLy 10
September 21, 2017

ATTENTION OF

Natural Resources Management Branch

Dr. Donald Imm

Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
West Park Center

105 West Park Drive, Suite D
Athens, GA 30605

Dear Dr. Imm:

Fort Benning's total documented red-cockaded woodpecker (RCW) potential
breeding groups (PBGs} during the 2017 nesting season that are not covered under an
existing incidental take authorization and are available to be counted towards our
population recovery goal, reached 312 PBGs (Enclosure 1). We are therefore initiating
a reduction in training restrictions on additional eligible sites currently designated as
Protected Clusters (PCs) and redesignating them as Unprotected Clusters (UCs). Our
process of unprotecting clusters will be implemented in accordance with Fort Benning’s
RCW Endangered Species Management Component and as outlined in the 2007
Management Guidelines for the RCW on Army Installations (Army Guidelines).

The 2007 Army Guidelines provide Installations the flexibility to systematically
remove cluster boundary signs and training restrictions from PCs as certain PBG goals
are met. Installations with populations greater than 250 PBGs may remove training
restrictions from clusters accordingly: Total PBGs: 251-275 — training restrictions may
be removed from clusters on a 1 to 1 ratio for every PBG above 250, i.e. for every 1
PBG above 250, restrictions may be removed from 1 cluster, cumulative total 25. Total
PBGs: 276-300 - training restrictions may be removed from clusters on a 2 to 1 ratio
for every PBG above 275, i.e. for every 1 PBG above 275, restrictions may be removed
from 2 clusters, cumulative total 50 (Enclosure 1).

Following the above criteria, and based on our population reaching 312 PBG's,
Fort Benning will unprotect up to 32 clusters located in the Echo, Juliet, Mike,
November, Oscar, Tango, Uniform, and Sand Hill Cantonment training compartments
(Enclosures 1, 2, 3). Primary training activities in these compartments consist of Soldier
movement through wooded and open areas on foot for navigation, survival, observation,
offensive and defensive operations; moving wheeled vehicles over dirt and gravel
roads; land navigation; and establishing bivouac sites. This training does not represent
a significant change in the historic baseline training requirements for these areas.





Additionally, that historic training has not resulted in any significant military impact
to protected clusters in this area or UCs across the landscape where similar training
occurs (Enclosures 4 & 5). These 32 new UCs will be in addition to the 19 clusters
unprotected in February 2016 and the 15 UCs that were previously designated as
Supplemental Recruitment Clusters under our previous Endangered Species
Management Plan, which followed the 1996 Army Guidelines. In order to maintain
consistency with all other UCs currently on the landscape, 200 foot buffer boundary
signs will be removed and cavity trees will be marked with a single, orange-painted
band.

If you have any questions or comments please contact Mr. Tim Marston at 706-
544-7069 or timothy.g.marston.civ@mail.mil. A copy of this letter has been provided to
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service - West Georgia Field Office.

Sincerely,

g James M. Parker

Chief, Natural Resources Management
Branch

Enclosures





