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based on the information, analyses, 
and requirements in § 219.20(a) and 
§ 219.21(a). During the plan revision 
process or at other times as deemed ap-
propriate, the responsible official must 
determine which inventoried roadless 
areas and unroaded areas warrant addi-
tional protection and the level of pro-
tection to be afforded; and 

(9) Develop an estimate of outcomes 
that would be anticipated, including 
uses, values, products, or services, for a 
15-year period following initiation of 
the revision process, if the plan deci-
sions in effect at the time the revision 
process began remain in effect. 

(c) Public notice of revision process and 
review of information. After the respon-
sible official has compiled the informa-
tion required under paragraph (b) of 
this section, the responsible official 
must give public notice of the plan re-
vision process and make the informa-
tion compiled under paragraph (b) of 
this section available for public com-
ment for at least 45 calendar days. 

(d) Notice of Intent. Based upon the in-
formation compiled under paragraph 
(b) of this section and any comments 
received during the comment period re-
quired under paragraph (c) of this sec-
tion, the responsible official must pub-
lish a Notice of Intent to prepare an 
environmental impact statement to 
add, modify, remove, or continue in ef-
fect the decisions embodied in a plan. 
The responsible official must give the 
public notice and an opportunity to 
comment on the draft environmental 
impact statement for at least 90 cal-
endar days. Following public comment, 
the responsible official must oversee 
preparation of a final environmental 
impact statement in accordance with 
Forest Service NEPA procedures. 

(e) Final decision on plan revision. The 
revision process is completed when the 
responsible official signs a record of de-
cision for a plan revision. 

§ 219.10 Site-specific decisions. 
To the extent appropriate and prac-

ticable and subject to valid existing 
rights and appropriate statutes, the re-
sponsible official must provide oppor-
tunities for collaboration consistent 
with §§ 219.12 through 219.18, follow the 
planning framework described in 
§§ 219.4 through 219.6 and comply with 

§ 219.11 to make site-specific decisions. 
All site-specific decisions, including 
authorized uses of land, must be con-
sistent with the applicable plan. If a 
proposed site-specific decision is not 
consistent with the applicable plan, the 
responsible official may modify the 
proposed decision to make it consistent 
with the plan, reject the proposal; or 
amend the plan to authorize the ac-
tion. 

§ 219.11 Monitoring and evaluation for 
adaptive management. 

(a) Plan monitoring strategy. Each plan 
must contain a practicable, effective, 
and efficient monitoring strategy to 
evaluate sustainability in the plan area 
(§§ 219.19 through 219.21). The strategy 
must require monitoring of appropriate 
plan decisions and characteristics of 
sustainability. 

(1) Monitoring and evaluation of eco-
logical sustainability. The plan moni-
toring strategy for the monitoring and 
evaluation of ecological sustainability 
must require monitoring of: 

(i) Ecosystem diversity. Monitoring 
must be used to evaluate the status 
and trend of selected physical and bio-
logical characteristics of ecosystem di-
versity (§ 219.20(a)(1)). The plan moni-
toring strategy must document the 
reasons for selection of characteristics 
to be monitored, monitoring objec-
tives, methodology, and designate crit-
ical values that will prompt reviews of 
plan decisions. 

(ii) Species diversity. Monitoring must 
be used to evaluate focal species and 
species-at-risk as follows: 

(A) The status and trends of ecologi-
cal conditions known or suspected to 
support focal species and selected spe-
cies-at-risk must be monitored. The 
plan monitoring strategy must docu-
ment the reasons for the selection of 
species-at-risk for which ecological 
conditions are to be monitored, includ-
ing the degree of risk to the species, 
the factors that put the species at risk, 
and the strength of association be-
tween ecological conditions and popu-
lation dynamics. 

(B) In addition to monitoring of eco-
logical conditions, the plan monitoring 
strategy may require population moni-
toring for some focal species and some 
species-at-risk. This monitoring may 
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