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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

EUGENE DISTRICT OFFICE 
 

DECISION RECORD 
DOI-BLM-OR-060-2013-0004-EA 

Boulder Creek Timber Sale Decision Record 

DECISION 
Based on the analysis documented in the Boulder Creek Timber Sale EA (DOI-BLM-OR-060-2013-0004-
EA) and the FONSI, it is my decision to implement Alternative 2 as described in the EA, including all 
applicable project design features (PDFs). 

PLAN CONFORMANCE 
This proposed action is in conformance with the Eugene District’s 1995 Resource Management Plan 
(RMP) as amended. 

On December 17, 2009, the U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington issued an order in 
Conservation Northwest, et al. v. Rey, et al., No. 08-1067 (W.D. Wash.) (Coughenour, J.), granting 
Plaintiffs’ motion for partial summary judgment and finding a variety of NEPA violations in the BLM and 
USFS 2007 Record of Decision eliminating the Survey and Manage mitigation measure. Previously, in 
2006, the District Court (Judge Pechman) had invalidated the agencies’ 2004 RODs eliminating Survey 
and Manage due to NEPA violations. Following the District Court’s 2006 ruling, parties to the litigation had 
entered into a stipulation exempting certain categories of activities from the Survey and Manage standard 
(hereinafter “Pechman exemptions”). 

Judge Pechman's Order from October 11, 2006 directs: "Defendants shall not authorize, allow, or permit 
to continue any logging or other ground-disturbing activities on projects to which the 2004 ROD applied 
unless such activities are in compliance with the 2001 ROD (as the 2001 ROD was amended or modified 
as of March 21, 2004), except that this order would not apply to: 

A. Thinning projects in stands younger than 80 years old; 
B. Replacing culverts on roads that are in use and part of the road system, and removing culverts if the 

road is temporary or to be decommissioned; 
C. Riparian and stream improvement projects where the riparian work is riparian planting, obtaining 

material for placing in-stream, and road or trail decommissioning; and where the stream 
improvement work is the placement large wood, channel and floodplain reconstruction, or removal of 
channel diversions; and 

D. The portions of project involving hazardous fuel treatments where prescribed fire is applied. Any 
portion of a hazardous fuel treatment project involving commercial logging would remain subject to 
the survey and management requirements except for thinning of stands younger than 80 years old 
under subparagraph a. of this paragraph.” 

Following the Court’s December 17, 2009 ruling, the Pechman exemptions are still in place. 

RATIONALE FOR SELECTION 
I have selected Alternative 2 because it best fits the purpose and need for action as presented in the EA. 
Treatments would provide and help to create a sustainable supply of timber in the Matrix while managing 
stocking and species composition in the Riparian Reserves. 

Thinning would be designed to increase tree size through time, develop wind firm trees, extend the 
culmination of mean annual increment and capture anticipated mortality. Stands would be thinned from 
below resulting in a residual basal area ranging from approximately 150 square feet to 160 square feet. 
Trees selected for harvest would be the suppressed, intermediate, and co-dominant conifer trees, leaving 
the larger trees. This prescription would result in a stand with a variable spacing of 15 and 35 feet 
between remaining conifers and hardwoods. All hardwoods and Pacific yew would be retained, except 
where necessary to accommodate logging systems and for safety. 
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Silvicultural treatments would occur in the outer edges of most Riparian Reserves, and would be treated 
the same as the uplands. Areas of no harvest, in close proximity to streams, would vary between 75 and 
400 feet; and near wetlands, would vary between 25 feet and 400 feet. 

I did not select Alternatives 1 because it did not fully meet the Purpose and Need as outlined in the EA 
(pg. 1). 

CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 
ESA consultation considers effects to general habitat due to habitat modification, and effects to site 
occupation and reproduction due to habitat modification and nesting behavior due to noise 
disturbance/disruption. Collectively these considerations result in an overall effects determination of 
project actions. Consultation was conducted under the two following batched Province BAs: 

1. Biological Assessment of NLAA Projects with the Potential to Modify the Habitat and/or Disrupt 
Northern Spotted Owls Willamette Planning Province - FY 2011-2012, and; 

2. Biological Assessment of LAA Projects with the Potential to Modify the Habitat and/or Disrupt 
Northern Spotted Owls Willamette Planning Province - FY 2011-2012. 

Consistent with the above documents, Alternative 1 would result in a no effect determination to spotted 
owls or their habitat. Alternative 2 would result in a may affect, but not likely to adversely affect 
determination for Boulder Creek II 5, but would result in a may affect, likely to adversely affect 
determination for Boulder Creek II 35 due to affects to the Osborn Knob site. 

IMPLEMENTATION 
Implementation for this Decision Record is anticipated to begin in September 2013. 

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS 
A comment received on this project expressed concern over the miles of road construction relative to 
harvest and potential for soils impacts in ground based units that could be logged in the winter. Regarding 
concerns about road mileage, the purpose and need of this analysis was to be able to provide 
commercial opportunities to implement harvest management that increases winter harvest opportunities 
within the project area, presenting harvest management in a manner that would make implementation 
feasible. The EA considered but did not analyze in detail an alternative that would reduce permanent road 
construction because fewer permanent roads would not meet the purpose and need. The BLM reviewed 
the Boulder Creek Timber Sale area to identify the least number of miles to permanently construct that 
would provide an implementable sale that met the purpose and need. Concerning winter harvest of 
ground based units, the EA analyzed the impacts of ground base harvest on soil moisture levels less than 
25% (EA, p. A-1; PDF #11d). In the Eugene District, this typically restricts ground based harvest activities 
to July 1 to October 1. These dates are not absolutes: the allowance of ground based activities is driven 
by soil moistures and not calendar dates. Should dates outside this window hold soil moisture levels 
below 25%, ground based harvest would be permitted. Conversely, should soils moisture levels within the 
window hold soil moisture levels above 25%, ground based harvest would be halted until soils dried. 

ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES 
The decision to implement this project may be protested under 43 CFR 5003 - Administrative Remedies. 
In accordance with 43 CFR 5003.2, the decision for this project will not be subject to protest until the 
notice of sale is first published in the Eugene Register-Guard. This published notice of sale will constitute 
the decision document for the purpose of protests of this project (43 CFR 5003.2b). Protests of this 
decision must be filed with this office within fifteen (15) days after first publication of the notice of sale. As 
interpreted by BLM, the regulations do not authorize the acceptance of protests in any form other than a 
signed, written hard copy that is delivered to the physical address of the BLM Eugene District Office. 
 

 

Signature of the Responsible Official:    

/s/ William O’Sullivan  8/7/13 
William O’Sullivan 
Upper Willamette Resource Area Manager 
Eugene District Office  

Date: 


