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Grants Pass Resource Area
Sample Tree Falling — 2008
CE OR117-09-01

A. Background:

BLM Office: Medford District — Grants Pass Resource Area
2164 NE Spalding Avenue, Grants Pass, Oregon, 97526
Phone: 541-471-6500

Categorical Exclusion Number: OR117-09-01
Proposed Action Title: 2008 Grants Pass Resource Area Sample Tree Falling

Location of Proposed Action: The project is located in the Grants Pass Resource Area in the Granite Joe
project area. Granite Joe is located in the Jumpoff Joe 5" field watersheds, five miles north of Grants Pass in
Josephine County, Oregon.

Description of Proposed Action: To ensure accuracy of timber cruises, sample trees would be felled, bucked
and scaled. This is necessary to determine wood quality and level of defect to more accurately predict proposed
timber sale volume. Activities would be within units proposed for timber harvest in the Granite Joe project
area. This project is expected to be cruised to determine timber sale volume during the 2009 fiscal year
(October 2008 — September 2009). Felling and bucking may be done by contractors. BLM Contractor
Representatives would be on site during contract felling, bucking, and/or scaling of sample trees.

Felling will be limited to:
e An average of no more than one tree per acre across the proposed timber sale units
o Trees will be from all diameter ranges;
o from all conifer species;
o reflect the percentages of each conifer species on the landscape; and
o only trees within timber sale units would be selected for sample falling
gas-powered chainsaws or hand tools;
no road or trail construction;
no off road driving to felling sites; and
no ground based equipment or other manner of timber yarding.

Design Features

e No falling of trees within plant, wildlife or cultural resource buffers.
e No chainsaw work within 195 feet of known spotted owl nest sites from March 1 to June 30.
e No chainsaw work within ¥ mile of known raptor nest trees from March 1 to July 15.

e Felling would be limited to marked trees only.
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B. Plan Conformance Review:

The actions proposed and analyzed in this CE were developed to be consistent with the management objectives
for public lands identified in the following documents:

1. Final EIS and ROD for the Medford District Resource Management Plan (RMP) (1995)

2. Final Supplemental EIS on Management of Habitat for Late-Successional and Old-Growth Forest Related
Species within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl (1994)

3. ROD for Amendments to Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management Planning Documents Within the
Range of the Northern Spotted Owl and its attachment A entitled the Standards and Guidelines for
Management of Habitat for Late-Successional and Old-Growth Forest Related Species Within the Range of
the Northern Spotted Owl (NWFP) (1994)

4. Medford District Noxious Weed Environmental Assessment (1998).

ROD for Management of Port-Orford Cedar in Southwest Oregon (2004)

6. Record of Decision to Remove the Survey and Manage Mitigation Measure Standards and Guidelines in
Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management Plans within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl. (July
2007)

o

The proposed action is in conformance with the direction given for the management of public lands in the
Medford District by the Oregon and California Lands Act of 1937 (O&C Act), Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA), the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, the Clean Water Act of 1987,
Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 (as amended 1986 and 1996), Clean Air Act, and the Archaeological
Resources Protection Act of 1979.

The proposed action is in conformance with the applicable LUP because it is specifically provided for in the
following LUP decision(s): This proposal is consistent with management direction in the Medford District
Resource Management Plan that directs the BLM to “produce a sustainable supply of timber and other forest
commodities to provide jobs and contribute to the community stability” (USDI 1995, p. 38).

C. Compliance with NEPA:

The Proposed Action is categorically excluded from further documentation under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) in accordance with 516 DM 11.9, C. Forestry, (6) — Felling, bucking, and scaling sample
trees to ensure accuracy of timber cruises.

This categorical exclusion is appropriate in this situation because there are no extraordinary circumstances
potentially having effects that may significantly affect the environment as documented in the following table.
The proposed action has been reviewed, and none of the extraordinary circumstances described in 516 DM 2

apply.
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D. Categorical Exclusions - Extraordinary Circumstances Documentation:

The Department of the Interior Manual 516 2.3A (3) requires the review of the following “extraordinary
circumstances” (516 DM 2 Appendix 2) to determine if an otherwise categorically excluded action would

require additional analysis and environmental documentation.

THE PROPOSED CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ACTION WOULD:

YES

NO

2.1 Have significant impacts on public health or safety.

Rationale: All proposed activities follow established rules concerning health and safety.

2.2 Have significant impacts on such natural resources and unique geographic characteristics as historic or cultural
resources; park, recreation or refuge lands; wilderness areas; wild or scenic rivers; national natural landmarks; sole or
principal drinking water aquifers; prime farmlands; wetlands (Executive Order 11990); floodplains (Executive Order
11988); national monuments; migratory birds; and other ecologically significant or critical areas.

Rationale: No tree falling will occur in parks, recreation or refuge lands; wilderness areas; wild or scenic rivers; national natural

landmarks; sole or principal drinking water aquifers; prime farmlands; wetlands. Trees to be felled are only within the proposed ti

sale units.

mber

2.3 Have highly controversial environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of
available resources [NEPA Section 102(2)(E)].

X

Rationale: Falling individual trees of an average of no more than 1 per acre would not be considered highly controversial nor are

unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources.

there

2.4 Have highly uncertain and potentially significant environmental effects or involve unique or unknown
environmental risks.

X

Rationale: Past experiences from falling of individual trees have shown no highly uncertain, potentially significant, unique or

unknown risks.

2.5 Establish a precedent for future action or represent a decision in principle about future actions with potentially
significant environmental effects.

X

Rationale: Sample tree falling has taken place throughout the State of Oregon and the Medford District and there is no evidence that

this type of project would establish a precedent or decision for future action. This action assists in the accuracy of timber cruises.

2.6 Have a direct relationship to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant environmental
effects.

X

Rationale: Fall, buck and scaling of individual trees has been conducted in the past and this activity had no significant direct, indirect,

or cumulative effect.

2.7 Have significant impacts on properties listed, or eligible for listing, on the National Register of Historic Places as
determined by either the bureau or office.

X

Rationale: Cultural resource surveys have been completed and no falling will occur within known cultural or historic sites.

2.8 Have significant impacts on species listed, or proposed to be listed, on the List of Endangered or Threatened
Species, or have significant impacts on designated Critical Habitat for these species

Rationale: Implementation of the Project Design Features will prevent impacts to species listed or proposed for listing. No Critical

Habitat is in the project area.

2.9 Violate a Federal law, or a State, local, or tribal law or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment.

X

Rationale: The proposed action is in conformance with the direction given for the management of public lands in the Medford District
by the Oregon and California Lands Act of 1937 (O&C Act), Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA), the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, the Clean Water Act of 1987, Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 (as amended 1986 and 1996),

Clean Air Act, and the Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979.
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2.10 Have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on low income or minority populations (Executive Order 2898). X
Rationale: The falling of individual trees will not disproportionately affect low income or minority populations.
2.11 Limit access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian religious practitioners or X
significantly adversely affect the physical integrity of such sacred sites (Executive Order 13007).
Rationale: There are no Indian sacred sites are located within the project area.
2.12 Contribute to the introduction, continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or non-native invasive species X
known to occur in the area or actions that may promote the introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of such
species (Federal Noxious Weed Control Act and Executive Order 13112).

Rationale: Falling of individual trees will not contribute to the introduction, continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds. Vehicles
used to get to the project area will stay on the roads.

E. Special Consideration:

During the design of this Proposed Action I gave special consideration to the potential for significant impacts to
threatened and endangered or bureau sensitive species of fish, wildlife and plants, cultural resources, noxious
weeds and soil/hydrologic resources. Where appropriate, surveys have been completed for these resources and
buffer areas have been established where deemed necessary. The design features included in Section A of this
Categorical Exclusion Documentation will further protect these resources from the potential for significant
impacts resulting from implementation of the Proposed Action.

F. Signature:

NEPA Review: <—ZZ ¢, <\ &~ Date: /0,08
Anthony Kerwin e
GPRA Environmental Planner

|
Authorizing Official: [ /

Abbie Jossie
GPRA Field Manpger

Date: /020 ~0 /%

G. Contact Person:

For additional information concerning this Categorical Exclusion review, contact: Anthony Kerwin, Project Leader,

at (541) 471-6564.
H. Administrative Remedy:

The forest management decision to be made on the action described in this categorical exclusion is subject to protest
under 43 CFR subpart 5003. Under 43 CFR 5003.2 subsection (c), for all decisions relating to forest management
except advertised timber sales, the notice and decision document shall contain a concise statement of the
circumstances requiring the action. Under 43 CFR 5003.3 subsection (a), protests of a forest management decision,
including advertised timber sales, may be made within 15 days of the publication of a notice of decision or notice of
sale in a newspaper of general circulation. Under 43 CFR 5003.3 (b), protests must be filed with the Grants Pass
Resource Area Manager at the Grants Pass Interagency Office, Medford District BLM, 2164 NE Spalding Avenue,
Grants Pass, OR 97526, and shall contain a written statement of reasons for protesting the decision. The regulations
do not authorize the BLM to accept protests in any form other than a signed, paper document that is delivered to the
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physical address of the BLM office within the 15-day period. Therefore, e-mail, verbal, or facsimile protests will not
be accepted. A decision on this protest would be subject to appeal to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, although,
under 43 CFR 5003.1 subsection (a), filing a notice of appeal under 43 CFR part 4 does not automatically suspend
the effect of a decision governing or relating to forest management under 43 CFR 5003.2 or 5003.3.
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