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DECISION RECORD 
McGowan Creek EEA Vault Toilet 
DOI-BLM-OR-E060-2012-0004-EA 

Decision It is my decision to select the proposed action, analyzed in the Environmental Assessment 
(EA).  The EA and FONSI analyzed the selected alternative and found no significant. 

Plan Conformance The selected alternative is in conformance with the Eugene District RMP (1995), as 
amended. 

Alternatives 
The EA analyzed one alternative in detail and the No Action alternative.  The proposed action proposed 
the installation of a single vault toilet at the McGowan Creek Environmental Education Area.  The No 
Action alternative would have left the existing portable toilet in place. 

Rationale for Selection 
The purpose of the action is to provide for a permanent, sanitary, and minimal odor producing toilet facility 
in the parking area of the McGowan Creek Environmental Education Center.  The replacement of the 
existing temporary portable toilet with the more permanent vault toilet would reflect the long term 
commitment the District has made to the Center; would be considerably less expensive to maintain; and 
would produce less offensive odors. 

Consultation and Coordination 
Public involvement and coordination efforts for this action were detailed in the EA (pp. 2).  The EA and a 
preliminary FONSI were posted on the Eugene District website and mailed to local landowners, interest 
groups, tribes, state and government agencies, and other members of the public who have expressed 
interest in management of the lands within the Upper Willamette Resource Area.  We received no 
comments on either the EA or unsigned FONSI. 

Implementation 
Implementation of the proposed action would be accomplished by the installation of the CXT toilet by a 
professional installation company and ongoing maintenance, which would consist of pumping the unit on 
a regular basis. 

Administrative Review Opportunities 
Any person adversely affected by this decision may appeal it to the Interior Board of Land Appeals 
(IBLA), Office of the Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR, Part 4.  If an 
appeal is taken, a notice of appeal must be filed in this office within 30 days of this decision for transmittal 
to the Board.  If a notice of appeal does not include a statement of reasons, such statement must be filed 
with this office and with the Board within 30 days after the notice of appeal was filed.  A copy of a notice 
of appeal and any statement of reasons, written arguments, or briefs, must also be served upon the 
Regional Solicitor, Pacific Northwest Region, U.S. Department of the Interior, 805 SW Broadway, Suite 
600, Portland, OR 97205. 

 
/s/William O’Sullivan  8/17/2012 
William O’Sullivan Date 
Field Manager 
Upper Willamette Resource Area
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
McGowan Creek EEA Vault Toilet 
DOI-BLM-OR-E060-2012-0004-EA 

BACKGROUND 
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) (DOI-BLM-OR-
E060-2012-0004-EA) which analyzed the effects of the proposed installation of a precast concrete single 
vault toilet in the parking area of the McGowan Creek Environmental Education Center.  The EA analyzed 
in detail the effects of two alternatives, including the No Action Alternative. 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
On the basis of the information contained in the EA (DOI-BLM-OR-E060-2012-0004-EA), and all other 
information available to me, it is my determination that the implementation of the proposed action would 
be consistent with the Eugene District Record of Decision/Resource Management Plan, as amended. 

The implementation of the action alternative 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 Proposed Action would occur on BLM-administered lands at the McGowan Creek Environmental 
Education Area, located in a portion of T. 16 S., R. 2 W., Section 19.  The proposal would replace an 
existing portable toilet with a new vault toilet.  Based on the analysis in the EA, the proposed action would 
affect very few elements of the human environment, and impacts would be geographically limited to the 
immediate area of the McGowan Creek Environmental Education Area. 

Intensity  
I have considered the potential intensity of the impacts that would result from the proposed action relative 
to each of the ten areas suggested for consideration by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ).  
With regards 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 education site for both 
the reduced cost of long term maintenance and the reduction of offensive odors.  The adverse effects 
would be limited to some minor and highly localized displacement and compaction of soil in the 
immediate location of the pit that would be dug for the vault toilet. 

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.  The proposed action would involve minimal soil disturbance that would not affect 
wetland function or ecologically critical areas. 

4. The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be highly 
controversial.  The effects of the replacement of a portable toilet with a vault toilet is not likely to be 
highly controversial and would actually improve the quality of the human environment by reducing, to a 
certain extent, the offensive odors produced with the use of portable toilets. 
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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 nature of this project, in that the net number of toilets at the site will remain 
one, will not result in additional cumulative impacts. 

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. 

 

/s/William O’Sullivan 8/17/2012 
William O’Sullivan Date 
Field Manager 
Upper Willamette Resource Area 
 


