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Yurt Construction
Danebo Demo Area

June 12, 2001

Concerned Citizen,

The West Eugene Wetlands of the Eugene District Bureau of Land Management has completed the Environmental
Assessment for a proposal to construct a yurt on the grounds of the Danebo Demonstration Area located at 751

S. Danebo in Eugene. The yurt would serve as a field classroom that would shelter educational sessions on site
at the wetlands.

You have expressed an interest in receiving copies of Environmental Assessments for district projects. Enclosed
is a copy of the Environmental Assessment for your review and any comments. Public notice of this action will be
published in the Eugene Register Guard on June 13, 2001. The public comment period will end on June 28, 2001.
If you have any questions concerning this proposal, please feel free to call Jean Battle at (541)683-6993.

Comments, including names and street addresses of respondents, will be available for public review at the district
office, 2890 Chad Drive, Eugene, Oregon during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.), Monday through
Friday, except holidays, and may be published as part of the EA or other related documents. Individual
respondents may request confidentiality. If you wish to withhold your name or street address from public review or
from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act, you must state this prominently at the beginning of your
written comment. Such requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. All submissions from

organizations or businesses and from individuals identifying themselves as representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, will be made available for public inspection in their entirety.

Sincerely,

Joe Williams, Acting
Coast Range Field Manager

Enclosure

sekpidocswplerglyurtealeafrwpd



1792A
EA-01-18

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

EUGENE DISTRICT OFFICE

YURT CONSTRUCTION AT THE WEST EUGENE WETLANDS
DANEBO DEMONSTRATION AREA

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT No. 1792A-EA-01-18
l. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

The West Eugene Wetlands (WEW) Project is a cooperative venture by the Eugene Didtrict, Bureau of Land
Management (BLM), to protect and restore historic wetland ecosystems in the southern Willamette Valley of
Oregon. Thisunique project involves federd, state, and loca agencies and organizationsin partnership to
manage lands and resources in an urban area for multiple public benefits. Mgor partnersin the WEW
Project include the BLM, the City of Eugene, The Nature Conservancy, The Oregon Y outh Conservation
Corps, and The Army Corps of Engineers. The BLM became an active partner in 1993 when they adopted
the WEW Plan (WEWP) (City of Eugene,1992). The BLM has been involved with its partnersin land
acquisition, restoration, enhancement, and maintenance of gpproximately 2,200 acresin the west Eugene
area.

A variety of management activities for the WEW project area are recommended in the WEWP. 1n 1994, the
BLM began limited management actions on various properties that included planning, research on specid
satus species, prescribed burning, environmenta education, trash removal, and noxious weed control. Public
use of federa land within the WEW Project is currently alowed under the Code of Federd Regulations (43
CFR 8365.1-6).

The Proposed Action is in conformance with the environmental education component of the WEWP (1992).
The purpose of this assessment isto evauate the potentia environmenta impacts of atemporary structure that
would be constructed within the Danebo Demonstration Area, located in Township 17S., Range 4W.,
Section 33 (Appendix A.)

Interest in the WEW Project from schools and specia user groups has grown aong with the project itself.
Cooperative programs with the Rachd Carson School of Churchill High School, aswell as regular
environmental education programs by eementary schools in Bethel and the 4-J School Didtricts, continue to
expand yearly. The Wetlands fidd office, located a 751 S. Danebo, is not capable of accommodating these
groups due to its limited size and its use by the on-gte full-time staff during business hours. Often these
programs are held during inclement wegther, and there is a need to provide shelter from the dements so that



the lecture portion of the program can be held without interruption or discomfort of the groups. The Structure
would serve as afield classroom that would shelter school groups and others during educational sessonson
dte at the wetlands, until a permanent environmental education facility is congtructed. This permanent
sructure would receive afull environmentd review, including a public comment period, a afuture date during
its planning stage. The utility of thisyurt is not dependent upon later construction of the environmentd
education center.

. PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES
A. Proposed Action (Alternative A)

The Proposed Action is the congtruction of ayurt (a circular structure with adomed roof) on the grounds of
the South Danebo Demondtration Area (Appendix B.) Theyurt isa 30" enclosed canvas structure, with ten
windows, two doors, and a skylight. 1t would rest on a 30" circular wooden support platform placed on
cement pier blocks, gpproximately 2' above the ground’ s surface; minor earthmoving or filling would occur
only to place the pier blocks (Appendix C,D.) There would be afront and back deck, each measuring
approximately 5'x5', accessble by two wooden steps, and a ramp measuring approximately 15x3' that
conforms to standards set by the Americans with Disabilities Act. The yurt would have no plumbing or
electrica hookups, dl class and group activities are expected to be held during daylight hours, and naturd light
would be sufficient. 1-2 handicap-accessible portable toilets would be ingaled in the existing BLM Wetlands
field office parking lot to serve users of thisfacility.

The yurt would be located 100" east of the existing barn, and gpproximately 50" north of an existing access
trall in adisturbed upland area. A smdl gravel spur trail leading to the yurt would be congtructed in the upland
and measure approximately 50x6'. Construction would occur between July-November of 2001, and would
last atotal of gpproximately two weeks.

B. No Action Alterndive (Alterndive B)

Under this dternative, no temporary structure would be constructed. School groups and specia educationa
tours would continue to occur in the wetlands, but pre- and post- tour presentations and lectures would
continue to be affected by inclement wegther.

1. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
A. Exiging Conditions

The three-acre Site congsts of the BLM Wetlands field office, agravel parking area, afruit orchard and an
equipment barn, and the adjacent grounds. The grounds are dominated by mowed and unmowed grassy
aress, and avariety of large trees and shrubs, both native and introduced. This Site is proposed as the eventud
location of an environmentd education center. Higtorically the Site was used for agriculturd purposes, and as
aresdence. Both the upland and wetland portions of the Site are disturbed as aresult of prior uses. The
wetland on the Ste was previoudy impacted by the channdlization of Amazon Creek, and was later restored in



1997. A wetland ddineation was conducted in 1996 (Salix and Associates), and existing conditions for the
mitigated wetland area at this Ste are described in detail in the West Eugene Wetland 1998 Annua Report.
One plant pecies of interest at the Ste is the annual, Howd I’ s montia (Montia howellii), which growsin the
gravel parking lot of the field office. Between 150 and 200 plants were located in a 1997 survey. This
species has no state or federal protected status.

The proposed congtruction steis currently part of the unmowed upland acreage southeast of the equipment
barn. The siteis dominated by two non-native grasses, shortawn foxtail (Alopecurus pratensis), and anon-
native fescue (Festuca arundinaceae), and has not been a part of the restoration efforts described in
Environmental Assessment OR0O90-95-13. South of the congtruction site is the Fern Ridge Bicycle Path,
wetland prairie restoration aress, and the Amazon Channel. West of the Siteis the Danebo wetland prairie
restoration area.

B. Impacts of the Proposed Action

Criticd Elements. The following resources are either not present or would not be affected by any of the
dternatives regiond or locd ar quality, water qudity (ground and surface water), prime or unique farmlands,
cultural resources, floodplains, areas of critical environmenta concern, environmentad justice, native American
religious concerns, threatened or endangered species, invasive nonnative species, hazardous or solid waste,
wild and scenic rivers or wilderness.

Irreversible and Irretrievable Resources. There are no irreversible or irretrievable resources affected by the
Proposed Action.

Cumulative Effects This proposd is not expected to result in negative cumuleive effects. There may be some
minor compaction of soils and disturbance in the area surrounding the yurt by the users, but thisisin an
dready disturbed area, and most activity would be restricted to foot paths and ingde the yurt itsdlf.

Vegetation: The vegetation undernesth the structure and immediately adjacent to it would be impacted during
congtruction and as aresult of use of the structure under the Proposed Action Alternative. The vegetation
present at the Site isamixture of aggressive non-native grass species that are consdered undesirable for
restoration efforts. Reducing the areain which these species are present may provide aminor benefit to the
nearby restored aress by reducing the non-native seed source. Eventudly, however, some shade-tolerant
species would likely replace these species under the yurt. 1t is anticipated that these would be rudera species
(species which colonize disturbed Sites.) The nearest restored areais aminimum of 50" east of the project
area. Vegetation in the nearby restored areasis not expected to be impacted because groups would be
supervised and required to stay on boardwalks and paths, except under limited conditions, asthey currently
are now.

Wildlife: Thedteis currently occupied by terrestria vertebrates and invertebrates common in grasdand aress
near an urban/rura interface. Some of the vertebrates in the areainclude the common garter snake, and smdll

mammals such as voles, shrews, skunks, raccoons, and opossums. Bird species in the immediate areainclude
resident species such as gray jays, towhees, starlings, robins. The Proposed Action would cause minor



impacts during construction of the structure and itsuse. Noise from congruction (hammering, sawing, €etc.)
may temporarily disrupt some diurna species and cause them to seek cover. Use of the yurt may disrupt any
individuds that nest or feed in the areaimmediatdy surrounding the yurt. This disruption would be minor
(voices of children) and temporary (mainly during ingress and egress of the yurt.) Activity would be restricted
mostly to paths and the yurt itself. No trees or other woody structure would be removed during construction.
The yurt itsdf may actudly provide some shelter and cover, especidly for invertebrates, reptiles, and smdll
mammds, as it would have a 1-2' clearance from the ground. Species currently present in the project area
may temporarily relocate during congtruction, but are expected to return to the site once the congtruction is
complete.

Soils: The Proposed Action would cause some minor compaction during construction and use of the yurt.
There would be no mgor grading or earthmoving, only minor soils disturbance for placement of the pier
blocks (done with hand tools), and only minor grave fill for the congtruction of spur trall leading to the yurt.
Thisarea has higoricaly been plowed and farmed, resulting in historical disturbance of the soil. No erosion is
expected to occur.

Wetlands. The Proposed Action would not impact wetlands. The Steisan upland area.

Hydrology: The Proposed Action would not impact hydrology. The Ste is not adjacent to any water body.
The nearest water body is the Amazon Channel, which is approximately 250" to the south of the project area.
Runoff quantities or qudity from the site should not change, as the structure would rest above the ground,
alowing for surface movement of water during storm events to continue unaffected. The spur trail would be
congtructed of gravel, which would alow for percolation of rain water, and should not increase runoff rates.

Water Qudity: The Proposed Action would not impact water quality. The structure would not have plumbing.
1-2 portable toilets would be located in the exigting parking lot of the Wetlands office, and not near any
surface water bodies.  These structures would be serviced regularly under a private contract.

Hazardous Materids. The materias used for the Proposed Action would be ddlivered to the parking lot of the
BLM Wetlands field office by truck, and thereisaminor chance that diesel fuel or gasoline could accidentally
spill during ddivery. The materids would be moved by hand or smdl tractor from the parking lot to the
condruction site. Construction would not require heavy equipment. Neither the parking lot nor the Steis
adjacent to any water body or storm drain, and any spill could be contained in the uplands. Spill containment
kits would be available in the event of aspill, and removad, trangport, and disposa would be doneiin
accordance with the U.S. Environmenta Protection Agency and Oregon Department of Environmental
Qudity laws and reguletions.

Aesthetics: The structure would be tan-colored, and located near the existing equipment barn and office. It
may cause aminor negetive or positive impact on visual aesthetics, depending on persona preference.

C. Impactsof Alternative B (No Action Alternative).

No impacts to current conditions are expected.



V. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

Specidigts contacted for review, consultation and coordination included:

Mark Stephen BLM Forest Ecologist (NEPA Review)

Pat Johnston BLM Wetlands Program Project Manager

Meanie Marshdl BLM Botanist

Jean Battle BLM Natura Resource Specidist (Wildlife and Wetlands)
Karin Batis BLM Soil Scientist

Graham Armstrong BLM Hydrologist

Gary Hoppe BLM Planning & Environmental Coordination
Attachments:

Appendix A- Vicinity Map
Appendix B- Site Map
Appendix C- Diagram of Y urt Platform

Appendix D- Typica Side View of Yurt and Support Platform
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UNITED STATESDEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
EUGENE DISTRICT OFFICE

Prdiminary
Finding of No Significant Impact
for
Y urt Congtruction at the West Eugene Wetlands Danebo Demongtration Area

Determination

On the basis of the information contained in the Environmenta Assessment, and dl other information available
to me, it is my determination that implementation of the proposed action or dternatives will not have sgnificant
environmenta impacts beyond those dready addressed in the Eugene District Record of Decision and
Resource Management Plan, June 1995 (Eugene District ROD/RMP) and is consistent with the West
Eugene Wetlands Plan, City of Eugene, 1992 with which this EA isin conformance, and does not, in and of
itsdlf, congtitute amgjor federd action having a sgnificant effect on the human environment. Therefore, an
environmenta impact statement or a supplement to the existing environmenta impact statement is not

necessary and will not be prepared.
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I’ 34" 2 6* extevion plywood idrip edge sttached 1o
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"“ (I}mcmﬂm.: Living Structures (541) 942-9435

By addmg 2' 1o each 4x6 beam dimension the beam ends can be cut after the deck material 1s cut
in a circle. This will allow a better connection for the drip edge scctions which ideally should
meet over the beam cnds. The deck diameter dimension shown on the diagram does not

include the plywood drip edge.
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