
Worksheet 
 
Determination of NEI'A Adequacy (DNA) 
 

U,S. Department of the Interior 
 
Bu~au of Land Management 
 

Office: Bums B06iJ 
Tracking Nwnber (ONA #): DOI-BLM·OR~B06Qw2011~0009·DNA 
Case File/Project Number: 115126 
Proposed Action Titlerrype: Burke Springs Pipeline Extension 
LocationlLegal Description: T.37S. R.33E, Sec, 9, SEV4NWV. 
Applicant (ifany): 

A. 	 Description of the Proposed Action and flny llppli<'able "~itigJltion measures 

Install a rubber-tire crough and bury Approximately ,5 mile of pipeiine on Ille east side of East Steens Road. 
The new pipeline would tie into the existing pipeline in Schauvcr Flat Seeding on the west side of East 
Steens Road and run under the road to. the proposed trough location, The work would be completed by the 
BLM operations crew in the spring of2{}] L This would be accomplished by use ofa backhoe and 
caterpiltar to dig the trench for the pipe and bury it A cement truck would be needed to pour a base for the 
tire trough. 

Proie.:! Desl2lLreamres ­
• 	 Construction of the project would occur before May 15th and after July i Sill to protect migratory birds. 
• 	 A bird ramp would be installed in the trough to allow trapped birds and small mammals an escape route. 
• 	 The only noxious weed known to' exist in the project area is perenniat pepper wee{t The same steps 

outlined in the original EA to control the spread of weeds would be administered to prevent further spread. 
• 	 Disturbed areas would be seeded with native species or ceeMed wheatgra$$ in apPf{)priate areas. 

B. Land Use Plan (LUP} Conformance 

CUP Namc·Andrews Management Unit Record of Decision and Rcsource Management Plan 

Dale Approved: August 2005 

The proposed action is in confom:a.'lce with lhe LL:P, eve:; though it is no! specifically provided for, because it IS 
 
clearly consistent with t1:e following LCP dedsions (object:yc.s,)crms, nnd conditions) 
 

Rangclimds; 
 
Maintain, restore or improve the integrity of desirable vegetation communities including perennial, native and 
 
desirable introduced plant species. Provide for their continued existcncc and nonna) (unction in r1u1rient, water, and 
 
energy cycles. 
 

Objective 2. Manage desirable nonnative seedings to meet resource objecHves. 

Grazing Man.a.gcment: 
 
Managc for a SUSlained level of livestock grazing wbi!e maintaining healthy public land resource..;. 
 

Objective I. Provide for a sustained Jevel of livestock grazing tn the AMU, whIle meeting resource objectives and 
 
requirements f!)f the S&Gs (USDI1997a), 
 

Objectlve 2. Implemem administrative solutions and rangeland projects to provide proper management for livestock 
 
grazing while meeting resource objectives and requirements far S&Gs (USDI 1997n). 
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C. Idc-ntify applicable National Envinmmental Polley Act (NEPA) documents and other relattd documents 
that cover tbe proposed action. 

List by name and date all applicable NEPA documents that C{)ver the proposed action. 

1.) Projects for Implementation of the Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Act of2000 
Environmental Assessment EA OR-027-01-27, 

2) Andrews Managemenl Unit/Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Area Proposed RMP!FEIS 
(August 2004) 

List by name and date other documentation reJevant 10 the proposed action (e.g., bioJogi-cal assessment, biological 
opinion, watershed assessmt;'1It, allotment evaluation, and rnonlloring report). 

Cultural surveys werc completed in August and September 2006 following: tbe Pueblo fire. 

[), NEPA Adequacy Criteria 

1. Is the nt'w proposed action a feature of, or essentially similar to, an alternative analyzed in the existing 
NEPA dO<'ument(s)? Is the project \\ithin the same anal)'sis area, or letne project location is: diltenmt. are the 
geographic and resource conditions sufficiently similar to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s)? 
If there are differences, can you explain why they arc not substantial? 

Documentation of answer and explanation: 

The current project was specificalty analyzed in "Projects for lmplementa:ion of the Steens Mountain Cooperative 
Managemcnl and Protection Act of20Q(} Environmental Af>Scssment" (Implementation EA) F.A# ORw027~OI~21, as 
an alternative to the Ready Pastore Well and Pipeline proposed action. 

2. Is the range ofaltnnatives aoalyzed in the existing NEVA dQcumcnt(s) appropriate with respect to the new 
pJ'-oposcd action, given current em'ironmenlal concerns, interests, and resource values? 

Documental ion of ;mswer and explanation: 

The range of alternatives analyzed in the original document is appropriate with the new proposed action. 
Environmental concerns have not changed since the initial 200 I EA. Migratory birds would not be affected if 
constructton of the project occurred before May 15$ and after July ISlh A bird ramp would be installed in the 
trough 10 allow trapped birds and small mammals an escape route, Noxious weeds arc knQl!rll to exist in the proje<:t 
are, The same steps outlined in tbe original EA to control spread of these weeds would be administered to prevent 
further spread, Surface disturbance by project construction would allow noxiQus weeds the opportunity to move in 
especially in areas which do not have a healthy perenniall'iant community. Revegetation with native species or 
crested wheatgrass in appropriate areas would help reduce the chance ofnoxiotls weed spread, No other conccms or 
issues were identified. There arc no known Sage Gmuse issues witbin the project area, In addition, considerable 
public involvement occurred during the preparation of the Implementation EA. 

3, Is the existing analysis valid in light nf any new information or drClimstances (sneh as, rangeland health 
standard assessment., recent endangered species listings, and updated lists ofBLM-sensitive spedes)? Can 
you reasonably conclude that new Information and new £lr-tums1ances would .not snbshmtially change the 
analysis of the new proposed action? 

Documentation of answer and explanation: 
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The existing NEPA analysis is still valid. No new endangered, threatened or sensitive species bave been [isted or 
found to exist in the area of the pwposed project since the 200 I EA. Wilderness characteristics were not analyzed in 
Ihe original EA. However, BLM completed wilderness inventories during the R..\1P process and no parcels 
containing wilderness characteristics were ldel)tified within the project area. 

4. Are the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects that would Tesull from implementation of the new proposed 
action similar (both quanlitati\,ely and qualitatively) to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document? 

Documentation of answer and explanation; 

Eff«:ts resultIng foom implementation ofme project including dir~t, indirect and cumulative remain the same as 
those analyzed in the original Implementation EA. No new information has been presented that would cause a 
change to the prQject or the effects of implementiug the prQject. 

S. Are the publk involnment and intcragt"llt'y review associated with existing NEPA doC"ument(s) adequa.te 
for tho current proposed action? 

Documentation ()f answer and explanalkm: 

The Qtlginai :::000 Implementation EA was written with the involvement of many different organizations such as, 
Bums Paiute Tribe, Oregon ~partment ofFish and Wildlife, Southeast Oregoll Resource Advisory Committee, 
several envirnnmental groups and fifteen separate individuai5. In addition severnl public meetings were heLd for 
comment, along with a public notice being printed in the local newspaper. 

I);. Intcrdi5dplinary Analysis: Identify those team members conducting orL~icipadng in lhe N 
preparation of this worksheet, 

Specialist Signature and Date: Bil! Pieratt Su rvisorv Natural 

I 

Sp«:ialist Signature and Dale: Eric Hjl:!lkmson Wilderness Specialist 

SpeCialist Signature and Dale: Rhonda Kaq:".?;J'P~la~nmn~jnllUa""!.fJll'i""IIill'~nWta!lIJCAO~O~'d~'~at~o~,~!c~,*,a~""£A.J..J~p;o 

SpecialJst Signature and !)ute: !l;;~uK1Ld;n~nl.lBho~la~nlli,~t____~JJ""'''''~_.-l'':'~___'LlL~'-LL__ 

~ 

Specialist Signuture and Date: l!M1J!!tlLQllli'Mv~'LOl1~W!{ilil~dliHfif'~BElli;O~Iow;,gl--?It:.i4~~"f<'~ 

Specialist Signature and Date: M.1.kfi..Ks:!l Outdoor Recreation Planner 
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. . . .~ . ~.~ /"f' ;MN-",,tJd 
Specialist Signa~ure Bod Date: D31)'1 Bingham, fli,b B1QIQgISI~6. ...... _____....~~ 

Specialist Signa"'" tmd D"'~ Riehm"". W,cd Special;" ~,.."*~U~// 
Note: Refer to the EAtElS for a complete lisl of the learn members participating in the preparation ufthe Qriginal 
ellvirnnmental analysis or planning documents. 

F. Others Consulted: Identify other individuals, agencies or entities that were consulted with as part of completing 

the NEPA analysis, 

Audubon Sodety of Portland 
Burns Paiute Tribe 
Central Oregon Audubon Society 
Defenders of Wildlife 
Rod and Cindy Hoagland 
Native Plant Society 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Oregon Natural Desen Association 
Oregon Natural Resource Council 
Oregon Trout 
Fred Otley 
Roaring SpriOlgS Rancb, Inc, 
Sierra Club High Desert Comminee 
Southeast Oregon Regional Advisory Comm!ltee 
Stafford Ranches 

lcondU.Sion {JfYOlifound thaI one or more ofthese criteria is /Jot met, you will not be able to check this box) 

Based on the review documented above, 1 conclude tbat this proposal conforms to lhc applicable land U!ie phm and 
thaI the NEPA documentation fully cover~roposcd action and constitules BLM's compliance with the ­

rcquirtment5 of the NEPA, C:::::-cf;("./$ ~.,.,.....,. .. I 
Title and Signature of Project Lead: R4"'.>t. MMd",5:,(.V1!.u. t .s. Pe"i.. /:s.r I Iiihi 
Title and Signature ofNEPA Coordinator: ~.Jl",(J<~..d~"<:"'V'-..(~"":"" \\\'1\\[ 
Title and Signature of the Responsible Official: 

Joan Suther, Andrews Resource Area Field Man Da" y~zo" 


Not,..: 1fle signed Conclusion on this Worksheet is par1 oran interim step in the BLM's mtemal decision pf'QC(JSS and 
does not constitute an appealable decision. However, the lease, pemlit, or other aathorization based on this DNA is 
subject to protest or appeal under 43 CfR Part 4 and the program·spccific regulations. 
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BB uu r kr k e  Se  S pp r ir i n gn g  PP ii pp ee ll ii nn ee  EE xx tt e n s ie n s i oo nn  
Legend 

US DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 

Proposed Trough Location Paved Road Steens Mtn WildernessProposed Pipeline 

Existing Trough Primitive or Unknown Road Surface Bureau of Land Management Burns District, OregonExisting Fence Note: No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management 
Perennial Streams as to the accuracy, reliability or completeness of these data 

Existing Pipeline for individual or aggregate use with other data. Original data was 
Intermittent Streams compiled from various sources and may be updated without notification. 
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Note: No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
 

as to the accuracy, reliability or completeness of these data
 
for individual or aggregate use with other data. Original data was
Legend compiled from various sources and may be updated without notification. 
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