Worksheet

Determination of NEPA Adequacy (DNA)
U.S. Department of the Interior

Bureau of Land Management

OFFICE:  Example District
TRACKING NUMBER:  Example
CASEFILE/PROJECT NUMBER:  Example
PROPOSED ACTION TITLE/TYPE:  Commercial thinning
LOCATION/LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  Example
APPLICANT (if any):  Example
A. Description of the Proposed Action and any applicable mitigation measures
The proposed action is to implement the Ben Lane Thin by commercially thinning approximately 305 acres within the North Lake Creek planning area.  The proposed action, including silvicultural prescriptions, logging systems, Riparian Reserve treatments, road decommissioning prescriptions, and wildlife and botany mitigation measures is described in the attached “Project Implementation Prescription.”   
B. Conformance with the Land Use Plan (LUP) and Consistency with Related Subordinate

Implementation Plans

LUP Name* Example District ROD/RMP

Date Approved
 June 2005



Other Document
N/A



Date Approved




Other Document
N/A



Date Approved




*List applicable LUPs (for example, resource management plans; activity, project, management, or program plans; or applicable amendments thereto)

The proposed action is in conformance with the applicable LUPs because it is specifically

provided for in the following LUP decisions:
The Example District Record of Decision and Resource Management Plan calls for providing a sustainable supply of timber from the Matrix Land Use Allocation (LUA) (p. 84).  The Proposed Action is within the Matrix LUA.  The RMP also calls for applying silvicultural practices in Riparian Reserves to control stocking, reestablish and manage stands, and acquire desired vegetation characteristics needed to attain Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives (p. 24).
C. Identify applicable National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and other related documents that cover the proposed action.
List by name and date all applicable NEPA documents that cover the proposed action.

· EA 090-04-07, North Lake Creek Thinning Project; June, 2005.
· Record of Decision and Standards and Guidelines for Amendments to the Survey and Manage, Protection Buffer, and other Mitigation Measures Standards and Guidelines, January, 2001 (2001 S&M ROD).

List by name and date other documentation relevant to the proposed action (e.g., biological assessment, biological opinion, watershed assessment, allotment evaluation, and monitoring report).
· Biological Assessment of the North Lake Creek Thinning Project, January 25, 2005, Example District, Example Resource Area.
· Biological Opinion – US Fish and Wildlife Service, March 17, 2005.
D. NEPA Adequacy Criteria

1. Is the new proposed action a feature of, or essentially similar to, an alternative analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s)? Is the project within the same analysis area, or if the project location is different, are the geographic and resource conditions sufficiently similar to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s)? If there are differences, can you explain why they are not substantial?
Yes.  The North Lake Creek EA considered commercial thinning on 5,500 acres of Matrix and Riparian Reserve LUAs.  The Proposed Action is included in that analysis area (see Map 5 in the EA).  The EA considered extensive improvements to permanent roads used for log haul in order to minimize sediment to adjacent streams.  The Proposed Action includes those improvements and also includes adding a hard surface to approximately 1.5 miles of permanent road to further reduce sedimentation.
2. Is the range of alternatives analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s) appropriate with

respect to the new proposed action, given current environmental concerns, interests, and
resource values?
Yes.  The EA analyzed an appropriate range of alternatives given the purpose and need for the project. Five alternatives were analyzed:  (1) Alternative A, No Action; (2) Alternative B, designed to contribute to the Example District’s Allowable Sale Quantity (ASQ) as well as provide for forest health and productivity; (3) Alternative C, designed to contribute to ASQ, but included additional objectives to protect and enhance northern spotted owl habitat and mushroom productivity; (4) Alternative D, designed to contribute to ASQ, but included objectives to emphasize stand structure development in a portion of the Riparian Reserves and minimize short-term impacts to aquatic habitat; and (5) Alternative E, which would contribute to ASQ, but also enhance aquatic habitat complexity.  See EA, pp. 5-11.  The selected alternative is Alternative E as described in the North Lake Creek Thinning Project EA, modified to include the heavy thinning in 20% of the Riparian Reserves as described under Alternative D.  Ben Lane Thin includes 304 acres of moderate thinning as described in Alternative E and 1 acre of heavy thinning as described in Alternative D.   No new environmental concerns, interests, resource values, or circumstances have been revealed since the EA was published in 2004 that would indicate a need for additional alternatives.
3. Is the existing analysis valid in light of any new information or circumstances (such as, rangeland health standard assessment, recent endangered species listings, updated lists of BLM-sensitive species)? Can you reasonably conclude that new information and new circumstances would not substantially change the analysis of the new proposed action?
Yes. No new information or circumstances have arisen since the EA was published in 2004 that would affect the adequacy of the analysis.  The effects analysis regarding road-related sediment was extensive and appropriate for the type of landscape comprising the Ben Lane Thin timber sale, in that the type and amount of road construction and renovation needed to implement the Ben Lane Thin project is consistent with what was anticipated in the EA (pp. 5, 8, 9-11).  The Proposed Action also includes applying a hard surface (asphalt or chip-seal) to BLM Road Nos 14-6-34 and 15-7-36 (approximately 1.5 miles) to further reduce sediment to adjacent streams.  Effects analysis in the EA regarding dispersal habitat for spotted owls and mushroom production remains adequate.  The Ben Lane Thin project does not lie within an active northern spotted owl home range; the EA specified that thinning dispersal habitat would degrade but not remove dispersal habitat (pp. 31-32).  This conclusion is consistent with the findings of the Biological Opinion of the USFWS.  Analysis of mushroom productivity assumed that productivity would be reduced on a nearly 1:1 ratio between the number of trees removed and loss of mushrooms, when averaged over a large area and multiple years (EA, p. 34).  The EA estimated that productivity would be reduced overall to 38% within thinned areas (EA, p.36) for the Proposed Action under a moderate thinning regime (EA, p. 8) with a relative density in the mid-30’s.  The silvicultural prescription for Ben Lane Thin would result in a relative density of 33-35, within the range anticipated in the EA.  
4. Are the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects that would result from implementation of the new proposed action similar (both quantitatively and qualitatively) to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document?
Yes.  The EA describes impacts to the aquatic ecosystem, northern spotted owl foraging habitat and dispersal habitat, mushroom productivity, noxious weeds, and implementation costs.  Impacts from implementing the Ben Lane Thin timber sale would fall within those analyzed in the EA, and were anticipated in the EA.  The models used in the EA to predict road-related sediment remain current and appropriate at the landscape scale.  The analysis of effects to northern spotted owls is consistent with that contained in the Biological Opinion from the US Fish and Wildlife Service.  No new research has come to light regarding effects of commercial thinning on mushroom productivity.  Vascular and nonvascular plant surveys were conducted on the project area.  A Bureau Assessment species of lichen (Pseudocyphellaria mallota) was located just outside of the southwest edge of the timber sale and would not be affected by harvest activities.  No other Special Status Species were found in the project area.  No Survey and Manage Species were found during these surveys. No surveys for Survey and Manage vertebrate 
or invertebrate species were required in the project area (2001 S&M ROD, as amended by the 2003 Annual Species Review). 

The EA analysis included typical effects that would be expected at the site-specific level, and identified BMPs that would be implemented as needed depending on site-specific conditions.  There is no indication that implementing the Ben Lane Thin would result in different environmental effects than those anticipated in the EA.   
7. Are the public involvement and interagency review associated with existing NEPA

document(s) adequate for the current proposed action?

Yes.  The Ben Lane Thin project area is within the North Lake Creek planning area, which went through extensive public scoping prior to development of the EA.  In August 2003, a scoping letter was mailed to over 300 groups, businesses, local government agencies, and individuals, announcing that BLM was seeking help identifying issues and concerns regarding timber harvest in the North Lake Creek area.  An open house was held at the Triangle Grange on September 4, 2003, and BLM staff was available during the Blachly Fair, September 7-8, 2003.  In May 2004, the North Lake Creek EA was released for a 30-day public review and was sent to 12 groups or businesses, 9 state or local government agencies, and 15 individuals.  In addition, a notice announcing the availability of the EA was sent to approximately 90 individuals who had received commercial mushroom harvesting permits for this area since October 2003.  
Formal consultation as required by Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act was initiated with the US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).  The FWS issued its biological opinion on March 17, 2005.
In December 2005, BLM sent a letter to interested parties describing the proposal to harden the surface of selected permanent roads, including those listed in Paragraph 3.  The letter described the extent of surfacing and the anticipated effects of surfacing.  Recipients were asked to provide any questions or concerns they may have regarding surfacing the selected roads.  No responses were received.
E. Persons/Agencies/BLM Staff Consulted
Name



Title 



Resource/Agency Represented
EXAMPLE


EXAMPLE


EXAMPLE
Jane Doe


Soils Scientist


BLM
John Smith


Landscape Planner

BLM

Jane Doe


Wildlife Biologist

BLM
John Smith


Botanist


BLM
Jane Doe


Planning Forester

BLM
John Smith


Fisheries Biologist

BLM
Jane Doe


Fuels Specialist

BLM
John Smith


Hydrologist


BLM
Jane Doe


Logging Systems Forester
BLM
Note: Refer to the EA/EIS for a complete list of the team members participating in the preparation of the original environmental analysis or planning documents.

Conclusion  (If you found that one or more of these criteria is not met, you will not be able to check this box.)
( Based on the review documented above, I conclude that this proposal conforms to the applicable land use plan and that the NEPA documentation fully covers the proposed action and constitutes BLM’s compliance with the requirements of the NEPA.
Signature of Project Lead 

Signature of NEPA Coordinator 

Signature of the Responsible Official:



 Date 

Note: The signed Conclusion on this Worksheet is part of an interim step in the BLM’s internal decision process and does not constitute an appealable decision. However, the lease, permit, or other authorization based on this DNA is subject to protest or appeal under 43 CFR Part 4 and the program-specific regulations.
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