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BACKGROUND 

The Upper Willamette Resource Area of the Eugene District Bureau of Land Management prepared an 
Environmental Assessment for the proposed Oak Basin Restoration/RAC Project (DOI-BLM-OR-E060-
2011-0005-EA), which analyzed the effects of restoration activities on a total of 224 acres of prairie, oak 
savanna and oak woodland habitats. 

The EA considered two alternatives: 1) No Action, and 2) Restoration Action Alternative.  Under 
Alternative 2, the actions described in Oak Basin Prairie and Oak Habitat Restoration Title II RAC project 
would be implemented.  Restoration actions would include mowing, manual and mechanical treatment of 
invasive species, removal of conifers, thinning of native oaks, prescribed burning, seed collection, and 
native plant cultivation and planting.  Activities occurring on BLM lands are primarily weeding, removing 
encroaching conifers in and between prairies, burning of prairie areas, and planting of native prairie and 
nectar species. 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

On the basis of the information contained in the EA (DOI-BLM-OR-E060-2011-0005-EA), and all other 
information available to me, it is my determination that the implementation of the proposed action is 
consistent with the objectives, land use allocations and management direction of the 1995 ROD/RMP as 
amended. 

The implementation of any of the action alternatives would not have significant environmental effects and 
does not constitute a major federal action having significant effects on the human environment.  
Therefore, an environmental impact statement is not necessary and will not be prepared.  This finding is 
based on my consideration of the Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) criteria for significance (40 
CFR 1508.27), both with regard to the context and to the intensity of the impacts described in the EA. 

Context 

The action alternatives would occur on a total of 224 acres.  The majority of the acres (184) are located 
on adjacent private property, and the remaining acres (40) are on BLM managed lands.  The 40 acres 
located on BLM lands (referred to as “Oak Basin”) are proposed as an Area of Critical Environmental 
Concern (ACEC).  Project activities are expected to occur over a period of 3-5 years.  Therefore, the 
potential impacts of the proposed action are of limited geographic extent and short duration. 

Intensity 

I have considered the potential intensity/severity of the impacts anticipated from the 2010 Thinning 
Project relative to each of the ten areas suggested for consideration by the CEQ.  With regard to each: 

1. Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse.  Both beneficial and adverse impacts 

have been considered in the EA.  The proposed action would have beneficial effects on the 
abundance of listed plant populations and thus would contribute to recovery of these species (EA, 
pp. 25-47).  The EA considered potential adverse effects of the proposed action on Kincaid’s 
Lupine and Fender’s blue butterflies and concluded that any potential adverse effect was 
immeasurably small (EA, p. 25) and within acceptable limits as established by the USFWS. 
 

2. The degree to which the proposed action affects public health and safety.  No aspect of the 
Proposed Action would have an effect on public health and safety. 



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

resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically 

critical areas.  There are no known historic or cultural resource sites that would be affected by 
the Proposed Action. 
 

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

highly controversial.  Restoration activities such as these are not expected to be highly 
controversial and are specifically recommended by the numerous plans, including the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service Recovery Plan for the Prairie Species of Western Oregon and Southwestern 
Washington (2010).  No unique or appreciable scientific controversy has been identified. 
 

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

or involve unique or unknown risks.  The analysis has not shown that there would be any 
unique or unknown risks to the human environment. 
 

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.  This 
project neither establishes a precedent nor represents a decision in principle about future actions. 
 

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

cumulatively significant impacts.  The environmental analysis analyzed the cumulative effect 
of the proposed action together with other related actions and did not identify any cumulatively 
significant impact. 
 

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

or 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 historic resources.  There are 
no features within the planning area that are listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places. 
 

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

or its habitat that has been determined to be critical under the Endangered Species Act of 

1973.  The EA concluded that the proposed action would have no adverse effect on endangered 
or threatened species or its critical habitat. 
 

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

imposed for the protection of the environment.  The Proposed Action does not threaten to 
violate any Federal, State, local law or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment. 
 

This action is consistent with the Eugene RMP. 
 

/s/ _________________________ _______________ 
Field Manager  
Upper Willamette Resource Area  
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