
Swiftwater Stream Crossing Upgrade Project 

EA# OR-104-04-04 

Decision Record 

An Interdisciplinary (ID) Team of the Swiftwater Field Office, Roseburg District, Bureau of Land 
Management has analyzed the proposed Swiftwater Stream Crossing Upgrade Project. This analysis 
and the "Finding of No Significant Impact" (FONSI) were documented in Environmental Assessment 
(EA) No. OR-104-04-04. The thirty day public review and comment period was completed on February 
12th, 2004. No comments were received. 

This proposal is in conformance with the Final - Roseburg District Proposed Resource Management 
Plan / Environmental Impact Statement (PRMP/EIS) dated October 1994 and its associated Roseburg 
District Record of Decision and Resources Management Plan (RMP) dated June 2, 1995. 

The EA analyzes the replacement of stream crossing culverts at six sites within the Swiftwater Resource 
Area, located in the Elk Creek, Middle North Umpqua and Upper Calapooya fifth-field watersheds in 
Section 17, T.21S., R.4W.; Sections 15 and 27, T.22S., R.4W.; Section 3, T.25S., R.4W.; and Section 
17, T.26S., R.2W.; W.M. 

Decision 
It is my decision to authorize the implementation of the Proposed Action as outlined above and 
described in EA #OR-104-04-04. The EA did not identify any impacts of the Proposed Action that 
would be beyond those identified in the EIS.  These projects will be accomplished through 
contracts offered for bid and accomplished during the summer construction seasons of 2004 
through 2005. 

Decision Rationale 
The Proposed Action Alternative meets the objectives for lands in the Matrix and Riparian Reserve 
Land Use Allocations and follows the principles set forth in the "Roseburg District Record of 
Decision and Resources Management Plan" (RMP), the "Final Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement (FSEIS) on Management of Habitat for Late-Successional and Old Growth 
Forest Related Species Within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl" (Feb. 1994) and the Record 
of Decision (ROD) for that plan dated April 13, 1994. 

The EA describes two alternatives: a "No Action" alternative and a "Proposed Action" alternative. 
The No Action alternative was not selected because the EA did not identify any impacts of the 
Proposed Action that would be beyond those identified in the EIS.  The No Action alternative 
would not meet the objective of reducing potential sedimentation, improving fish passage and 
opening additional stream habitat to Pacific salmonids. 

Cultural clearances have been completed according to protocol.  No consultation was required. 
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