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1. Background  

The action to implement tree planting on a 20 acre portion of the Big Pines Recreation Site in the 
Yakima Canyon as described and analyzed in the Big Pines Recreation Site Improvements 
Environmental Assessment (EA No. OR134-06-EA-01) will improve vegetation structure, 
enhance visual qualities of the site and improve the recreation experience by providing 
vegetation that will act as screening and shade for campsites within the recreation area. The 
proposed project area currently supports a linear riparian layer of ponderosa pine on the western 
edge of the recreation site.  Native vegetation has been disturbed and displaced with non-natives 
and early-seral species throughout much of the project area.   Scattered Ponderosa pine, big 
sagebrush and Great Basin wildrye can be found throughout the area.  The riparian area is 
dominated by cottonwood and ponderosa pine trees, with understory shrubs of wild rose and 
willows.  
 
2. Decision  

It is my decision to implement Alternative 1 (Proposed Action) and portions of Alternative 2 
(North End Walk-In Campsites) to improve the Big Pines recreation site.  Management actions 
to be implemented include:  
 

• Plant native riparian shrubs and trees throughout the site.   
  

The proposed recreation site improvements are in accordance with the Spokane District Resource 
Management Plan (1987). 
 
3. Authority  

This action is subject to the following authorities:  

1) The Spokane Resource Management Plan Record of Decision (1985), it’s Record of Decision 
ROD (1987), and its RMP Plan Amendment (1992) and ROD (1992), specifically  Chapter 2; 
General management Objectives: 7: Manage Public Lands for increasing recreational uses. 

4.  Rationale  

Implementing the proposed action will meet the needs associated with increasing recreational 
use, protect sensitive resource values of the riparian area and sagebrush steppe vegetation, 



improve vegetation structure, enhance visual qualities of the site and improve the recreation 
experience by providing vegetation that will act as screening and shade for campsites within the 
recreation area. 
 
The proposed action will not, directly or indirectly, have an adverse impact on energy 
development, production, supply and/or distribution (Executive Order 13212-Actions to 
Expedite Energy-Related Projects). 
 
It is my decision to approve the Yakima River Canyon Tree Planting because this action meets 
the need and will accomplish the purposes for action as described and analyzed in the Big Pines 
Recreation Site Improvements Environmental Assessment EA No. OR134-06-EA-01 Alternative 
1 and portions of Alternative 2 were adopted as the Final Decision (6/09/2006) and found to have 
no significant impacts.  Objectives under Alternative 1 include action to “plant native riparian 
shrubs and trees throughout the site”.  

5. Finding of No Significant Impact 

Based on the attached environmental assessment, the above rationale, and other available 
information, I have determined that the selected alternative does not constitute a major Federal 
action affecting the quality of the human environment, constituting a Finding of No Significant 
Action (FONSI).  Therefore, an EIS is not necessary and will not be prepared. 

5.  Public Involvement  

A copy of the environmental assessment was sent to the Washington Department of Ecology, 
SEPA Unit, P.O. Box 47703, Olympia, WA  98504-7703.   
 
A news release announcing availability of the environmental assessment was sent to The Yakima 
Herald-Republic newspaper in Yakima and to the Daily Record newspaper in Ellensburg.  The 
news release was also posted on the kiosk at Big Pines Recreation Site. 
 
Copies of this environmental assessment and the news release were also sent each agency and 
individual identified as providing resource input in the EA (p.9), as well as the Washington 
Department of Transportation and county commissioners in Yakima and Kittitas counties. 
 
Additionally, the environmental assessment was placed on the Spokane BLM District web page 
for a 30-day comment period.  All substantive comments received were responded to in 
conformance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
 
6. Coordination and Consultation  

Consultation with the Yakama Indian Nation, the Washington State Office of Archaeology and 
Historic Preservation, and the Yakima Historical Society was initiated by letters dated March 15, 
2006. 
 



Informal consultation with National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) was 
initiated by e-mail on April 17, 2006. 

7. Administrative Review or Appeal Opportunities  

Any party that is adversely affected and determined to be a party to the case, may appeal the 
implementation of the proposed action to the Interior board of Land Appeals, Office of the 
Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR Part 4. A notice of appeal 
must be filed in this office (see letterhead address) within 30 days of receipt of this decision. The 
appellant has the burden of showing that the decision is in error. 
 
An appellant may also file a petition for a stay (suspension) of this decision during the time that 
the appeal is being reviewed by the Board pursuant to Part 4, Subpart B, 43 CFR Part 4.21. The 
petition for a stay must accompany the 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 for a 
stay must be submitted to each party named in the decision, to the Interior Board of Land 
Appeals, and the Office of the Solicitor (see 43 CFR 4.413) at the same time the original 
documents are filed with this office. The appellant has the burden of proof of demonstrating 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 
decision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the following standards: 

(a) The relative harm to the parties if the stay is granted or denied, 
(b) The likelihood of the appellant’s success on the merits, 
(c) The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm id the stay is not granted, and 
(d) Weather the public interest favors granting the stay. 

 
Attachment: Determination of NEPA Adequacy (DNA) 
            Project Area Maps 

 
/s/ Linda Coates-Markle  07/29/2013 
______________________  _______________ 
Linda Coates-Markle   Date 
Field Manager 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 



 
 


