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As the Nationôs principal conservation agency, the Department of the Interior has 
responsibility for most of our nationally owned public lands and natural resources.  
This includes fostering economic use of our land and water resources, protecting our 
fish and wildlife, preserving the environmental and cultural values of our national 
parks and historical places, and providing for the enjoyment of life through outdoor 
recreation.  The Department assesses our energy and mineral resources and works 
to assure that their development is in the best interest of all people.  The Department 
also has a major responsibility for American Indian reservation communities and for 
people who live in Island Territories under U.S. administration. 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Environmental Assessment Number OR-086-06-05 

 

 



 

Hoag Pass Projects EA      EA # OR-086-06-05  

The Hoag Pass Projects 
 

Commercial Density Management Thinning, Fish and Wildlife Habitat Enhancement, and 

Roadside Hardwood Removal for Road Maintenance 

 

Environmental Assessment Number OR-086-06-05 

 

 

United States Department of Interior 

Bureau of Land Management 

Oregon State Office 

Salem District 

Tillamook Resource Area 

Tillamook County, Oregon 

 

 

April 17 , 2006 

 
Responsible Agency:    Bureau of Land Management 

 

Responsible Official:   Brad Keller 

Tillamook Field Manager 

Tillamook Resource Area 

4610 Third Street 

Tillamook, OR 97141 

(503) 815-1100  

 

 

 
Abstract:  The Bureau of Land Management proposes to conduct three different 

projects in the Late-Successional Reserve, Adaptive Management Area and 

Riparian Reserve land use allocations.  The first project is a commercial density 

management thinning of approximately 862 acres.  The second project is a fish and 

wildlife habitat enhancement treatment on approximately 911 acres.  The third 

project would remove hardwoods along approximately 9 miles of road.  These 

actions would occur on federal land in portions of  T.3S., R.7W., sections 13, 14, 

21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 34, 35, and 36; T.3S., R.6W., sections 19, 30, and 31; 

Willamette Meridian. 
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

 
Introduction  

 

The Hoag Pass Projects Environmental Assessment (EA) documents the environmental analysis of the 

proposed projects.  The EA is attached to and incorporated by reference in this Finding of No Significant 

Impact determination (FONSI).  The EA analyzes commercial density management on approximately 862 

acres of 30-98 year old, relatively dense Douglas-fir stands; Fish and Wildlife habitat enhancement 

activities on 911 acres of stands and along 1.9 miles of stream segments that would not be treated with 

density management; and about 9 miles of roadside hardwood removal.  The project areas include T.3S., 

R.7W., sections 13, 14, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 34, 35, and 36; T.3S., R.6W., sections 19, 30, and 

31; Willamette Meridian. 

 

The EA and FONSI will be made available for public review April 19, 2006 to May 19, 2006. The notice 

for public comment will be published in a legal notice by the Tillamook Headlight Herald newspaper. 

Comments received by the Tillamook Resource Area of the Salem District Office, 4610 Third Street, 

Tillamook, Oregon, 97141, on or before May 19, 2005 will be considered in making the final 

decisions for these projects. 

 

Finding of No Significant Impact 

 

Based upon review of the Hoag Pass Projects EA and supporting project record, I have determined that 

these projects are not major federal actions and would not significantly affect the quality of the human 

environment, individually or cumulatively with other actions in the general area.  No environmental 

effects meet the definition of significance in context or intensity as defined in 40 CFR 1508.27.  There are 

no site specific impacts that would require supplemental/additional information to the analysis done in the 

Salem District Proposed Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental Impact Statement, September 

1994 (RMP/FEIS). Therefore, an environmental impact statement is not needed.  This finding is based on 

the following discussion: 

 

Context.  The proposed projects are site-specific actions directly involving a total of 1,773 acres of BLM 

administered land, along with actions occurring on various haul routes; and treatments along 9 miles of 

BLM-administered roads.  These actions by themselves do not have international, national, region-wide, 

or state-wide importance.  

 

The discussion of the significance criteria that follows applies to the intended actions and is within the 

context of local importance. The EA details the effects of the action alternatives; none of the effects 

identified, including direct, indirect and cumulative effects, are considered to be significant and do not 

exceed those effects described in the RMP/FEIS. 

 

Intensity.  The following discussion is organized around the Ten Significance Criteria described in 40 

CFR 1508.27.  The discussions below apply to all three projects contained within the Hoag Pass Projects 

Environmental Assessment. 

1.   Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. Due to the proposed projects design features, the most 

noteworthy predicted effects include: (1) acceleration of the development of some late-successional forest 

structural features on about 862 acres using density management and an additional 911 acres of fish and 
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wildlife habitat enhancement projects. These activities include the development of large trees, gaps in the 

canopy, snags and down wood, various levels of over story tree densities; (2) enhancement of the overall 

level of diversity in the area; (3) consistency with the ACS (Aquatic Conservation Strategy) objectives; 

and (4) no loss in population viability of special status or special attention species (also see significance 

criteria #9 below); (5) slight, short term  increases in sediment are anticipated from road construction, 

road improvement and culvert removal, and timber harvest activities; (6) no impacts to water temperature, 

streamflows or stream channel stability; (7) cumulative impacts to spotted owl dispersal habitat and;(8) 

social and economic benefits to the local communities through the supply of timber to local mills and 

some contract work associated with the wildlife and fish habitat enhancement project. 

None of the environmental effects disclosed above and discussed in detail in Chapters 2, 3 and 4 of the 

EA and associated appendices are considered significant, nor do the effects exceed those described in the 

RMP/FEIS. 

 

2.  The degree to which the selected alternative will affect public health or safety. Public health and 

safety were not identified as an issue. The proposed projects are comparable to other density management, 

fish and wildlife habitat enhancement, and road maintenance projects which have occurred within the 

Salem District with no unusual health or safety concerns. 

 

3.  Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural resources, 

park  lands, prime farm lands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas.  There 

are no park lands, prime farm lands, or wildernesses located within the project area (EA, Appendix 2).  

 

There are three identified cultural resource sites that are within the general vicinity of the projects.  One is 

a trail that has been determined to be not historically significant; the other two are homestead sites.  The 

homestead sites are not located within any of the treatment areas, and would not be disturbed.  Several 

design features have been incorporated to protect the trail, including varied buffer widths, the exclusion of 

yarding corridors, and required slash pullback.   

 

There are no federally designated Wild and Scenic Rivers within any of the three project areas; however 

the Nestucca River has been determined to be eligible for inclusion as a recreational river under the 

National Wild and Scenic Rivers System.  The projects preserve the existing characteristic of the 

landscape within sight distance from the river.   

 

Under the design features for the density management treatments, all identified wetland and riparian areas 

would be buffered to protect resource values.  Activities associated with the proposed fish and wildlife 

enhancement project are designed to accelerate the development of some late-successional forest 

structural features and are not predicted to impact wetlands.  There would be no impacts to wetlands as a 

result of implementing the roadside hardwood removal project. 

 

The proposed density management thinning could potentially use existing roads as haul routes that are 

located within the Nestucca River and the Sheridan Peak ACECs.  This would cause no adverse impacts 

to the vegetation or scenic qualities within those areas.  Portions of the Fish and Wildlife Habitat 

Enhancement Project areas are within the Nestucca ACEC.  Protection and/or enhancement of wildlife 



 

Hoag Pass Projects EA      EA # OR-086-06-05  iii  

resources comply with management objectives within the Nestucca River ACEC Management Plan.  A 

portion of the Roadside Hardwood Removal for Road Maintenance Project occurs within the Nestucca 

ACEC primary zone located along the first ¼ mile on Hoag Pass Road.  Some hardwood removal is 

acceptable according to the current Nestucca ACEC management Plan.  

 

4. The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be highly 

controversial.  Extensive scoping of the proposed projects resulted in only three project specific 

comment letters, with a total of 18 comments, and one request for a site visit.  The disposition of public 

comments is contained in Appendix 1 of the EA. 

 

The effects of the proposed projects on the quality of the human environment were adequately understood 

by the interdisciplinary team to provide an environmental analysis. A complete disclosure of the predicted 

effects of the proposed projects is contained within Chapters 2, 3 and 4 of the EA and associated 

appendices. 

 

5. The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly uncertain or 

involve unique or unknown risks.  The proposed projects are not unique or unusual. The BLM has 

experience implementing similar projects in similar areas and have found effects to be reasonably 

predictable. The environmental effects to the human environment are fully analyzed in the EA. There are 

no predicted effects on the human environment which are considered to be highly uncertain or involve 

unique or unknown risks. 

 

6. The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with significant 

effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration.  The proposed projects do 

not set a precedent for future actions that may have significant effects, nor does they represent a decision 

in principle about a future consideration. Any future projects will be evaluated through the NEPA 

(National Environmental Policy Act) process and will stand on their own as to environmental effects.  

 

7. Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively 

significant impacts.  The interdisciplinary team evaluated the proposed projects in context of past, 

present and reasonably foreseeable actions Appendix 3. Although some cumulative effects have been 

identified (spotted owl dispersal habitat) no significant cumulative effects are predicted. A complete 

disclosure of the effects of the action alternatives is contained in Chapter 2, 3 and 4 of the EA.   

 

8. The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, or other 

objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or may cause loss or 

destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources.  The proposed projects will not 

adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, or other objects listed in or eligible for listing in the 

National Register of Historic Places, nor will the proposed projects cause loss or destruction of significant 

scientific, cultural, or historical resources (EA, Appendix 2). 

 

9. The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened species or its 

designated critical habitat under the Endangered Species Act of 1973.  In accordance with regulations 
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pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, informal or formal 

consultation with the USFWS concerning the potential impacts of the Hoag Pass Density Management 

Project, Fish and Wildlife Habitat Enhancement Project and  Roadside Hardwood Removal project upon 

the spotted owl, marbled murrelet and bald eagle would be completed by including the appropriate project 

within the annual programmatic habitat modification biological assessment prepared by the interagency 

Level 1 Team (terrestrial subgroup) for the North Coast Province.  The density management is consistent 

with definitions for light to moderate thinning as found in the programmatic BA.  Should the project not 

be implemented within FY 2007-08 as currently planned but rather in a subsequent year, the project(s) 

would likely be resubmitted for inclusion in the next appropriate programmatic consultation.  If the 

project is determined to not be in compliance with the standards of the programmatic consultation, the 

project would be changed to be in compliance with the programmatic consultation or a project-specific 

consultation would be conducted.  In either case, all of the appropriate Terms and Conditions of the 

appropriate Biological Opinion would be incorporated.  

 

Any ESA consultation with USFWS required on the subsequent maintenance of trees planted as a part of 

this project would likely be accomplished by inclusion of the maintenance work within the appropriate 

Programmatic Biological Assessment for Activities in the North Coast Province which might disturb bald 

eagles, northern spotted owls or marbled murrelets which is prepared by the North Coast Province 

Interagency Level 1 Team.  

 

In accordance with regulations pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, 

there are no impacts to listed or proposed fish species within the action areas.   

 

10. Whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements imposed 

for the protection of the environment. The proposed projects do not violate any known Federal, State, 

or local law or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment. The EA and supporting Project 

Record contain discussions pertaining to the Endangered Species Act, National Historic Preservation Act, 

Clean Water Act, Clean Air Act, Coastal Zone Manage Act, Executive Order 12898 (Environmental 

Justice), Oregon Scenic Waterways Act, and Executive Order 13212 (Adverse Energy Impact). State, 

local, and tribal interests were given the opportunity to participate in the environmental analysis process. 

Furthermore, the proposed projects are consistent with applicable land management plans, policies, and 

programs. 

 

 

Prepared by:    _______________________________ _________________ 

 Steve Bahe Date 

 Team Leader 

 

 

Reviewed by:  __________________________________ _________________ 

Bob McDonald Date 

NEPA 

 

 

Approved by:  __________________________________ _________________ 

William B. Keller Date 

Tillamook Field Manager 
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HOAG PASS ENVIONMENTAL ASSESMENT  

 

1.0   INTRODUCTION  
 

Project Scope - The Hoag Pass Environmental Assessment covers a subwatershed-wide forest management and 

restoration effort proposed by the Tillamook Resource Area.  It contains three distinct project types which 

collectively would help to move the subwatershed toward the Desired Future Condition.  These projects include a 

commercial density management thinning project, a fish and wildlife habitat enhancement project and a project 

removing roadside hardwoods to reduce road maintenance problems.  

 

The projects presented in this Environmental Assessment are the products of the Tillamook Resource Areaôs 

integrated planning processes which were conducted at three scales and utilized an interdisciplinary planning 

approach.  The largest scale of planning considered all BLM lands within the Tillamook Resources Area and 

applied eleven rating criteria which reflected various management directions, concerns or objectives (e.g. Key 

Watershed Status, Clean Water Act, Land Use Allocations, Silvicultural Needs Assessment, and Transportation - 

including both access issues and restoration needs).  This analysis resulted in the identification of the Nestucca 

Watershed as a high priority for management.  The second scale of planning looked at eight APUs (Activity 

Planning Units) roughly correlated to 6th field watersheds within the Nestucca Watershed.  Nine different, 

Nestucca-specific rating criteria were applied to the APUs (e.g. Key Watershed Status, forest restoration potential 

and transportation system concerns) to help prioritize planning efforts within the watershed.  This analysis resulted 

in the Hoag Pass APU being identified as one of the top three planning priorities within the watershed.  The final 

scale of planning considered all lands within the Hoag Pass APU, and in light of APU-specific Planning Issues 

compared current resource conditions to the management objectives and Desired Future Conditions of the area.  

The projects included in this Environmental Assessment were identified during this Activity Planning Process. 

 

1.1   Project Location 
 

The project areas are approximately 22 miles southeast of the town of Tillamook, Oregon, in the upper reaches of 

the Nestucca River watershed. (Please refer to Figure 1).  The project areas include T.3S., R.7W., sections 13, 14, 

21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 34, 35, and 36; T.3S., R.6W., sections 19, 30, and 31; Willamette Meridian. 

 

The proposed project areas are located on Oregon and California Railroad Land (O & C Lands), within the 

Northern Coast Range Adaptive Management Area, overlain by Late-Successional Reserve (AMR), and Riparian 

Reserve (RR) land-use allocations. The projects could potentially use existing roads as haul routes which are 

located in the Nestucca River and the Sheridan Peak ACECs.   

 

The project locations are within designated critical habitat for the marbled murrelet and the northern spotted owl 

(both federally threatened species), Essential Fish Habitat for coho and chinook and the Upper Nestucca Tier 1 Key 

watershed.  The Nestucca River has been determined to be eligible for inclusion as a recreational river under the 

National Wild and Scenic Rivers System and is currently designated as a State Scenic Waterway managed under 

the jurisdiction of the Oregon Parks and Recreation Department. 

 

Approximately 39% of the Federal land within the Nestucca 5th field watershed is 80-years-old or older.  Many of 

the areas proposed for Fish and Wildlife Habitat Enhancement or Density Management are located within late-

successional forests specifically identified within the 15% Analysis Documentation (as updated 11/15/99) that was 

completed to assure conformance with the 15 percent Retention Standard and Guideline (Salem District RMP - pg. 

48).  The proposed projects are not expected to compromise those late-successional habitat features; the projects 

were designed to protect current habitat features and/or promote the continued development of late-successional 

habitat conditions. 
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1.2   Conformance with Land Use Plans, Policies and Programs 
 

The proposed projects are in conformance with the Salem District Record of Decision and Resource Management 

Plan, May 1995 (RMP) and tiers to the Salem District Proposed Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental 

Impact Statement, September 1994 (FEIS). 

 

The proposed projects are also in conformance with the Record of Decision for Amendments to Forest Service and 

Bureau of Land Management Planning Documents Within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl and Standards 

and Guidelines for Management of Habitat for Late-Successional and Old-Growth Forest Related Species Within 

the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl, April 1994 (ñNorthwest Forest Planò); Nestucca Watershed Analysis, 

October 1994; Northern Coast Range Adaptive Management Area Guide, January 1997; Late-Successional Reserve 

Assessment for Oregonôs Northern Coast Range Adaptive Management Area, January 1998 (LSRA); Record of 

Decision and Standard and Guidelines for Amendments to the Survey and Manage, Protection Buffer, and other 

Mitigation Measures Standards and Guidelines, January, 2001; Record of Decision Amending Resource 

Management Plans for Seven Bureau of Land Management Districts and Land and Resource Management Plans 

for Nineteen National Forests Within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl - Decision to Clarify Provisions 

Relating to the Aquatic Conservation Strategy, March 2004; the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1974, as 

amended and the Endangered Species Act of 1972, as amended (ESA). 

 

Tillamook Resource Area is aware of the August 1, 2005, U.S. District Court order in Northwest 

Ecosystem Alliance et al. v. Rey et al. which found portions of the Final Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Statement to Remove or Modify the Survey and Manage Mitigation Measure Standards and 

Guidelines (January, 2004) (EIS) inadequate.  Tillamook Resource Area is also aware of the recent 

January 9, 2006, Court order which: 

 
Á Set aside the 2004 Record of Decision To Remove or Modify the Survey and Manage Mitigation Measure 

Standards and Guidelines in Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management Planning Documents Within 

the Range of the Northern spotted Owl (March, 2004) (2004 ROD) and  

 
Á Reinstated the 2001 Record of Decision and Standards and Guidelines for Amendments to the Survey and 

Manage, Protection Buffer, and other Mitigation Measure Standards and Guidelines (January, 2001) (2001 

ROD), including any amendments or modifications in effect as of March 21, 2004. 

   

The order further directs "Defendants shall not authorize, allow, or permit to continue any logging or 

other ground-disturbing activities....unless such activities are in compliance with the provisions of the 

2001 ROD (as amended or modified as of March 21, 2004)".     

 

The litigation over the amendment that eliminated the Survey & Manage mitigation measure from the 

Northwest Forest Plan does not affect the Hoag Pass Projects.  This is because biological surveys for 

Survey & Manage species have been completed that meet the 2001 protocol (2001 ROD as amended or 

modified as of March 21, 2004).  Therefore, these projects comply with the Northwest Forest Plan prior to 

that amendment.  Even though the Survey & Manage program had been eliminated, in fact the Tillamook 

Resource Area conducted surveys and provided management prescriptions consistent with the former 

Survey & Manage survey protocols and management recommendations anyway.   

 

Therefore, based on the preceding information regarding the status of surveys for Survey & Manage 

wildlife and botany species, it has been determined that the Hoag Pass Projects comply with the 

provisions of the 2001 ROD, as amended or modified as of March 21, 2004.  For the foregoing reasons, 
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these projects are in compliance with the 2001 ROD as stated in Point (3) on page 14 of the January 9, 

2006, Court order. 
 

1.3   Permits and Approvals Required 
 

The following Biological Opinions and/or Letters of Concurrence would be required from the appropriate 

Regulatory Agency prior to implementation of these projects.  

 

Á Biological Opinion from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for Formal and Informal consultation on 

projects within the North Coast Province which may modify the habitat of bald eagles, northern spotted 

owls, and marbled murrelets (Habitat Modification B.O.) 

 

Á Biological Opinion from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for Formal and Informal consultation on 

projects within the North Coast Province which may disturb bald eagles, northern spotted owls, and 

marbled murrelets (Disturbance B.O.). 

 

Á Consultation for Essential Fish Habitat under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 

Management Act would be requested as appropriate for populations of coho and chinook that are located 

within the project area(s).    

 

Proposed haul routes needed to implement the Density Management Project are covered by existing road use 

permits.  New construction on private and/or ODF land would require the approval of crossing plats.  Preparation 

and approval of License Agreements would be needed for use of non-BLM controlled roads.   

 

1.4   Decisions to be Made 
 

The Tillamook Field Manager is the official responsible for deciding whether or not to prepare an Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS), and whether to approve the Hoag Pass Density Management Thinning, Fish and Wildlife 

Habitat Enhancement, and/or the Roadside Hardwood Removal for Road Maintenance projects as proposed, not at 

all, or to some other extent. 

 

 

1.5   Consultation 
 

The proposed actions would be implemented consistent with the Terms and Conditions of the associated Biological 

Opinions (BOs) and/or Letters of Concurrence (LOC) from the regulatory agencies.  Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 

Conservation and Management Act (MSA) consultation would be conducted if necessary.    

2.0   PROJECT 1 - Density Management Thinning 
 

This Environmental Assessment discloses the predicted environmental effects of four alternatives: Alternative 1 

(Proposed Action) and Alternative 2 (No Action), and Alternatives 3 and 4 (Action Alternatives). The Proposed 

Action would be implemented through three commercial timber sales in 2007 and 2008; and service contracts.   

 

Density management consisting of thinning anticipated to be offered for sale would occur on approximately 862 

acres.  The density management would include variable spacing with the retention of larger diameter trees.  Coarse 

Woody Debris (CWD) would be created as snags and down logs within most of the thinning units.  There would be 

approximately 12 miles of road that would be reconstructed and about 1.4 miles of new construction to accomplish 

the treatment.  Planting may occur in patch cuts and in decommissioned roads and landings.  Slash disposal may be 

incorporated into the project if needed.   
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2.1   Purpose of and Need for Action 
 

Historic management practices in the area have resulted in many stands that are generally quite uniform in stand 

structure and composition, and are relatively dense.  Over 1,000 acres of mid-seral stands in the area were 

commercially thinned in the late 1960s and 1970s; however the thinning was light and uniform.  High stocking 

levels have resulted in poor root and crown development, these conditions reduce resiliency and can increase 

disease levels and resulting mortality.  A relatively high proportion of the stands in the project area have a marked 

lack of coarse woody debris, both in snags and downed logs, especially in the earlier decay classes. Some of the 

mid-seral stands have an understory component, but it is developing very slowly due to overstory density.   

 

The desired condition for stands proposed for treatment is where the stands would be set on a trajectory to obtain 

some late-successional forest structural features sooner than they would without treatment.  Some of the features 

include: large trees (some with large limbs, and long wide crowns), green trees with characteristics desirable for 

wildlife such as broken or dead tops, clumps and gaps in the canopy resulting in various levels of overstory tree 

densities and understory development, down wood in various states of decay, and large snags which are used by a 

wide variety of species including flying squirrels - the main prey species of spotted owls.  In addition, the stands 

would have developed windfirmness and stability so that future density management treatments could continue, if 

such treatments were warranted; and the stands would have increased resilience to the impacts of diseases such as 

Swiss needle cast and Phellinus weirii root rot because of mixed-species components in the stands. 

 

The desired condition of the Riparian Reserves would be to provide specific desired vegetation characteristics.  

Desired vegetation characteristics required for proper Riparian Reserve function include large trees, abundant and 

well distributed mature and understory conifers, diverse shrub species, and large woody debris in stream channels 

and on floodplains. The Riparian Reserve stands in the proposed project area currently lack many of these 

characteristics.  Both the Northwest Forest Plan and the Salem District RMP support thinning young to mid-age 

Riparian Reserve stands to help meet management objectives.  

 

Maintaining low road and logging costs is an important objective of the Bureau.  However, having access to our 

lands and being able to treat these stands silviculturally if needed is important to the development of the stands.  

The desired future condition is one where we are able to treat current and future stands for silviculture objectives, 

other resources are not greatly affected and road and logging costs are reduced.   

 

2.2   Alternatives  

 

2.2.1   Alternative Development 
 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (E) of NEPA (National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended), Federal 

agencies shall ñéstudy, develop, and describe appropriate alternatives to recommended courses of action in 

any proposal which involves unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources.ò  No 

unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources (section 102(2) (E) of NEPA were 

identified.  Two action alternatives (in addition to the proposed action and the no action) were identified for 

Project 1, which meet the purpose and need of the project, but may have meaningful differences in 

environmental effects. 

 
On April 29 2005, a Scoping Letter along with a copy of the 16-page Hoag Pass Scoping Report and copies of 

three Project Maps (Project Record Document 16) were sent to 49 individuals, organizations and agencies 

(Project Record Document 17).   As a result of this scoping effort, three letters providing comments were 

received (Project Record Documents 22, 23, 32) and there was one request for a site visit to the project area.  

As a result of this site visit request, Tony Stein, Coastal Land Use Coordinator with Oregon Parks and 
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Recreation Department visited with Tillamook RA staff in the project area on July 7, 2005.  For BLM 

responses to public comments see Appendix 1.   
 
Alternative 1 - Proposed Action - The Proposed Action includes (re)placing1 the three culverts on Road 3-7-

36.6 and leaving them in place for future use.  Upon completion of the project drivable waterbars would be 

installed.  A heavy gate would be installed to limit access and allow for maintenance.   

 

Alternative 2 ï The No Action Alternative. 

 

Alternative 3 ï All project design features are identical to Alternative 1 except 

this alternative includes (re)placing the three culverts on BLM road 3-7-36.6, 

utilizing the road for the thinning operation and then removing the culverts after 

the timber sale has been completed. 

 

Alternative 4 ï All project design features are identical to Alternative 1 except 

this alternative includes not (re)placing the three culverts on BLM road 3-7-36.6 

and opening the road but yarding the cut trees from all the stands along that road 

with a helicopter.  Approximately 45 acres are yarded with a helicopter under 

this alternative which under the other action alternatives are yarded with more 

conventional logging systems. 

 

2.2.2   Alternative 1: The Proposed Action (install and leave culverts) 
 

In order to meet the Purpose and Need stated above, the BLM proposes to 

perform density management thinning, using the commercial harvest of timber 

on approximately 862 acres, located in eleven different sections within the 

Nestucca watershed.  The proposed action is anticipated to be implemented 

(sold) in 2007 and 2008 as three timber sale projects.  A 

combination of ground-based, cable and helicopter yarding 

systems would be used.  Approximately 22% of the area would be 

harvested using a ground system, 55% would be harvested with a 

cable system, and 23% would be harvested by helicopter.  See 

Figure 2 for a map of the proposed action (Alternative 1). 

 

Treatment Area 
The proposed action would treat approximately 862 acres of 

mixed Douglas-fir and western hemlock stands; approximately 

537 acres are 30 to 80 years-old and 384 acres are between 80 and 

97 years-old.  The stands are proposed to be thinned in a variable-

spaced manner that generally removes the smaller trees from the 

stand.  Depending on stand age and condition this may result in 

removing 15 to 60% (average 38%) of the basal area2, which 

translates to approximately 15-80% (average 53%) of the trees per 

acre.   

 

See Photos 1 and 2 for examples of expected before and after photos of the younger treatment areas; Photo 1 is 

a typical 35-40 year old stand that would be harvested, while Photo 2 is a 50 to 60 year old stand where about

                                                 
1 (re)placing: The previous culverts on road 3-7-36.6 were removed in 2001 because they were undersized, in poor condition 

and at risk of failure; failure potentially would have resulted in unacceptable resource damage.  Currently there are no culverts 

in this portion of the road. 
2 Basel area: The sum of the cross sectional areas of all stems in a stand measured at breast height, measured in ft2. 

Photo 1 ï Typical 35-40 

year old stand that would 

be treated by density 

management.    (Currently 

230 trees/acre)                

Photo 2 ï Expected variable-spaced 

thinning in a 50-60 year old stand 

immediately after harvest.  (Retained  

50% of the trees/acre) 

 


