
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
          

 
 
 

   
 

 
 
 
 

       
     

    
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

           
         
 
 

      
  

   
 

   
 
 

      
  

   
     

 
 











Consumers Power, Inc. - 2nd Amendment to Right-of-Way Grant OR060205 

Decision Record 
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For further information, contact: Jodi Murphy, Project Leader 
Cascades Resource Area 
1717 Fabry Road SE 
Salem, OR 97306 
(503) 589-6854 



 

                        

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

         
            

            
          

          
           
             
           

  
 


 

As the Nation’s principal conservation agency, the Department of Interior has 
responsibility for most of our nationally owned public lands and natural resources. This 
includes fostering economic use of our land and water resources, protecting our fish and 
wildlife, preserving the environmental and cultural values of our national parks and 
historical places, and providing for the enjoyment of life through outdoor recreation.  The 
Department assesses our energy and mineral resources and works to assure that their 
development is in the best interest of all people.  The Department also has a major 
responsibility for American Indian reservation communities and for people who live in 
Island Territories under U.S. administration. 

BLM/OR/WA/AE10/058+1792 
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1.0 Introduction 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has conducted an environmental analysis for authorizing 

a right-of-way to Consumer Power, Inc (CPI), which is documented in the Consumers Power, Inc. 

- 2nd Amendment to Right-of-Way Grant OR060205 Environmental Assessment and Finding of No 

Significant Impact (# DOI-BLM-OR-SO40-2010-0002-EA) (EA) and the associated project file. 

This Decision Record (DR) documents my decision, based on site-specific analyses in the EA. 

The EA is incorporated here by reference.  


2.0 Decision 

I have decided to implement the proposed action as described in the EA (EA pp. 5-6). This 
Decision is summarized in this section of the DR and is hereafter referred to as the “selected 
action”.   

The project is located on BLM lands in T. 9 S., R. 3 E., sec. 7, SE¼, W.M., near BLM’s Canyon 
Creek Recreation Site, in Marion County, Oregon. The selected action will authorize CPI to 
replace an aerial power line with a buried cable for the reasons described in EA section 1.0. The 
selected action will authorize excavating a 1 foot wide trench, 3 feet deep and 100 feet long (see 
Map, DR p. 7). The cable will be buried at a depth of 36 inches with 6 feet on each side of center 
line. It is estimated that construction will occur in one day. The selected action will also authorize 
existing unauthorized CPI facilities on public lands in the area (aerial lines, buried cable, concrete 
building). These facilities will be added to Right-of-Way Grant 060205. 

Project design features include placing the equipment that will remove the aerial line on the 
established road and driveway; using a backhoe with tires (not tracks) to limit effects to the 
vegetation; operating outside the open season for Canyon Creek day use recreation site; and 
placing the cable route to avoid removing trees. 

3.0 Alternatives Considered 

The EA analyzed the effects of the proposed action and no action alternatives. The proposed action 
is described in the EA and in this DR, p. 3. Under the No Action Alternative, the removal of the 
aerial power line and the burial of the cable outside of the existing right-of-way will not take place. 
Additionally, the existing unauthorized facilities will not be added to the authorization. 

4.0 Decision Rationale 

Considering the analysis documented in the EA, the supporting project record, and the 
management direction contained in the RMP, I have decided to implement the selected action as 
described in DR section 2.0.  The following is my rationale for this decision.  
•	 No Action alternative: I did not select this alternative because it will not meet the purpose and 

need of the project (EA p. 3). The No Action alternative will adversely affect public health 
and safety by not addressing current hazards associated with the aerial line. Existing aerial 
power line will continue to detract from a natural recreation setting. 

•	 Proposed Action/Selected Action: The selected action 1/ meets the purpose of and need for 
action (EA p. 3); 2/ removes the current above-ground hazards associated with the aerial line; 
and 3/ will have a beneficial effect to visual resources by providing a more natural setting for 
visitors. 
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5.0 Compliance with Direction 

The analysis documented in the EA is site-specific and supplements analyses found in the Salem 
District Proposed Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental Impact Statement, September 
1994 (RMP/FEIS). This project was designed under the Salem District Record of Decision and 
Resource Management Plan, May 1995 (RMP) and related documents which direct and provide 
the legal framework for management of BLM lands within the Salem District (EA pp. 3-5). All of 
these documents may be reviewed at the Cascades Resource Area office. 

6.0 Public Involvement/ Consultation/Coordination 

6.1 Scoping, EA Comment Period and EA Comments 

The BLM prepared a scoping letter, which was posted on the Salem District BLM website and 
sent to 11 interested individuals, groups and agencies on September 20, 2010. There were no 
public comments received in response to this scoping.  I signed a Finding of No Significant Impact 
on October 19, 2010 and made the EA available for public review from October 20 to October 27, 
2010 (DR section 6.0). I received no comment letters during the public review period. 

6.2 Consultation 

1.	 US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) (EA p. 11): The only terrestrial species which could 
be affected is the northern spotted owl.  The project would have no effects to the northern 
spotted owl because no spotted owl habitat would be modified or lost, and there are no sites 
within disturbance range of the project. 

2.	 National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) (EA p. 11): Upper Willamette River (UWR) winter 
steelhead trout and UWR Chinook Salmon are federally listed as threatened and inhabit the 
Little North Fork Santiam River adjacent to the project area.  The project would have no effect 
on these species or on listed fish habitat. No soil will move from the project site to the river 
channel because of the small area of disturbance, flat topography (<10% slope), and distance 
to the river (>250 feet to the channel).   Consultation with NMFS is not required because the 
project would have no effect on listed fish and their habitat. 

3.	 Cultural Resources: Section 106 Consultation with State Historical Preservation Office (EA p. 
11): Cultural surveys were conducted in compliance with section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act for the areas affected by the buried cable on October 4, 2010. No cultural 
resources have been found (EA Table 2); therefore consultation with SHPO is not required.  

7.0 Conclusion 

I have reviewed the information in the EA and this DR. I have determined that change to the 
Findings of No Significant Impact (EA pp. 11-13) is not necessary because no new information 
was provided during the public comment period for the EA that led me to believe the analysis, 
data or conclusions related to environmental effects of the proposed action are in error or that the 
selected action needs to be altered.  The selected action will not have effects beyond those already 
anticipated and addressed in the RMP EIS.  
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Supplemental or additional information to the analysis in the RMPIFEIS in the form of a new 
Environmental Impact Statement is not needed for the reasons described in the Findings of No 
Significant Impact (EA pp. 11-13). 

8.0 Administrative Review Opportunities and Implementation 

This decision may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, Office of the Secretary, in 
accordance with the regnlations contained in 43 CFR, Part 4 and the enclosed Form 1842-1. If you 
appeal: A Notice ofAppeal must be filed in writing to the office which issued this decision 
Cindy Enstrom, Cascades Field Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 1717 Fabry Road SE, 
Salem, OR, 97306. A copy of the Notice ofAppeal must also be sent to the BLM Regional 
Solicitor. The appellant has the burden of showing that the decision is in error. 

If you wish to file a petition (request) pursuant to regulation 43 CFR 2801.10 or 43 CFR 2881.10 
for a stay (suspension) of the effectiveness of this decision during the time that your appeal is 
being reviewed by the Board, the petition for a stay must accompany your notice of appeal. A 
petition for a stay is required to show sufficient justification based on the standards listed below. 
Copies of the notice of appeal and petition for a stay must also be submitted to each party named 
in this decision and to the Interior Board of Land Appeals and to the appropriate Office of the 
Solicitor (see 43 CFR 4.413) at the same time the original documents are filed with this office. If 
you request a stay, you have the burden of proof to demonstrate that a stay should be granted. 

Standards for Obtaining a Stay: Except as otherwise provided by law or other pertinent 
regulation, a petition for a stay of a decision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification 
based on the following standards: II The relative harm to the parties if the stay is granted or 
denied, 21 The likelihood of the appellant's success on the merits, 3/ The likelihood of immediate 
and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted, and 4IWhether the public interest favors granting 
the stay .. 

8.1 Implementation 

All BLM decisions under CFR 43 2801.10 (b) remain in effect pending appeal unless the 
Secretary of the Interior rules otherwise, or as noted in this part. Ifno stay is received, this project 
will be implemented in the Fall of 2010. Agency contact: Jodi Murphy, Cascades Resource Area, 
Salem District Office, 1717 Fabry Road SE Salem, OR 97306, phone: (503) 589-6854. 

Approved by: --~~bd~~~~~~~~~- 11/'1 j 2ol{) 
Cindy Enstro Cascade Resource Area Field Manager Date 
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9.0 Map 
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