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UNITED STATES 2812

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Weyerhaeuser
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT E-476

EUGENE DISTRICT OFFICE Amend. 3

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. OR090-00-11 
Amendment to Road Use and Right-of-Way Agreement E-476

and O&C Logging Road Right-of-Way Permit  E-476

    I. INTRODUCTION

A. BACKGROUND

The Proposed Act ion involves the amendment of  an exist ing reciprocal  r ight-of-way
agreement.   The Bureau of  Land Management (BLM) has entered into a number of  such
agreements in  the past  under  regulat ions in  43 CFR 2812,  which were f i rs t  issued in
1950.  A reciprocal  agreement is  composed of  two separate documents:  (1)  a Right-of-
Way and Road Use Agreement,  which is a form of  non-exclusive easement grant ing
r ights to the United States to use roads control led by the pr ivate landowners (Permit tee)
and to construct  new roads over land owned by the Permit tee for the purpose of  reaching
publ ic (BLM) land, and (2) an O&C Logging Road Right-of-Way Permit  that grants r ights
to the Permit tee to use roads control led by the United States and to construct  new roads
over publ ic  land administered by BLM for  the purpose of  accessing Permit tee lands.   The
road and lands over which r ights have been granted are speci f ical ly  l is ted in schedules
which are at tached to the Agreement and Permit  documents.   In addi t ion,  most
rec iprocal  agreements inc lude an Exhib i t  C map showing the lands and roads of  each
party to the agreement.   In most BLM, Eugene Distr ict  reciprocal agreements, r ights
have been granted in perpetuity.

Reciprocal  agreements were or ig inal ly  developed to resolve problems created by the
checkerboard ownership pattern of  BLM lands in Western Oregon.  Pr ior  to 1950 many
pr ivate landowners would not  grant  access r ights to the Uni ted States across their  lands
and most  BLM lands had no legal  access.   The reciprocal  agreements have provided the
mechanism for  both par t ies to s imul taneously  secure the long- term access r ights they
need to reach and manage thei r  in termingled lands.   A second major  goal  of  the
regulat ions creat ing reciprocal  agreements was to avoid dupl icate road systems by
provid ing the mechanism for  two part ies to share roads in common.  Much of  the exist ing
forest  road system in the Eugene Dist r ic t  has been constructed under the provis ions of
rec iprocal  agreements.

B. NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

Weyerhaeuser Company (WeyCo) has requested Amendment No. 3 to O&C Logging
Road Right-of-Way Permit  E-476 in order to acquire legal  access to a parcel  of  i ts  land
over an exist ing BLM road and a short  segment of  new road to be constructed across
publ ic land.  The BLM proposes to acquire access over exist ing WeyCo roads and the
r ight  to construct  segments of  new road across WeyCo lands in several  locat ions in
order to reach tracts of  publ ic land for potent ia l  future t imber sales.  The Proposed Act ion
would  accompl ish  a l l  o f  these purposes.
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  II. PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

A. PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Act ion is to amend O&C Logging Road Right-of-Way Permit  E-476 and

Road Use and Right-of-Way Agreement E-476 as descr ibed in the at tached draf t
amendment  document .

The amendment  would accompl ish the fo l lowing act ions:

1 . Add the BLM control led segments of  exist ing BLM Road No. 21-1-33 in Sect ion 33,

T. 21 S., R. 1 W., W.M. to Schedule 1, U. S. Lands.  The addit ion would al low the
Permit tee in the future to use th is road in accordance wi th the provis ions of
Agreement and Permit  E-476 to access approximately 5 acres of  i ts  lands in the
NW1/4NW1/4 of Section 34, T. 21 S., R. 1 W., W.M.  Use of the road would be
restr icted between March 1 and June 30 as provided in the Biological  Opinion of  the
U.S. Fish and Wildl i fe Service.   This term and condi t ion may be waived in a part icular
year i f  nest ing or reproduct ive success surveys conducted reveal that spotted owls
are non-nest ing or that no young are present that year.   Waivers are val id only unt i l
March 1 of the fol lowing year.

2 . Add a f i f ty foot wide str ip of BLM land in the NE1/4NE1/4 of Section 33, T. 21 S., R. 1
W., W.M. to Schedule 1, U. S. Lands.  The addit ion would al low the Permit tee in the
future to construct  a new road in accordance with the provis ions of  Agreement and
Permit  E-476 to access approximately 5 acres of  i ts  lands in the NW1/4NW1/4 of
Section 34, T. 21 S., R. 1 W., W.M.

The construct ion would consist  of  a temporary natural  sur face spur road,
approximately 463 feet in length, 14 feet in width, with a 2-foot wide ditchl ine and a
6% gradient .   The proposed road is  located on gent le s ide s lopes ranging f rom 5% to
15%.  The road would be constructed to BLM standards.

3 . Add a BLM control led segment of  exist ing Road No. 21-2-2 in the E1/2NE1/4 of

Section 35, T. 20 S., R. 2 W., W.M. to Schedule 1, U. S. Lands.  The addit ion would
al low the Permit tee in the future to use th is road in accordance wi th the provis ions of
Agreement and Permit  E-476 to access i ts  lands in the NW1/4NW1/4 of  Sect ion 36,
T. 20 S., R. 2 W., W.M.

4 . Add 1,318.06 acres of  WeyCo land located outside of  the E-476 agreement area
boundary to Schedule 2,  Permit tee Lands.  The addi t ion would al low the Bureau to
use exist ing roads and/or  construct  new roads across these Permit tee lands to
access publ ic lands.   Any future BLM road use or new construct ion would be
assessed by separate NEPA analyses pr ior  to making a decis ion to approve such
future road use or construct ion.

5 . Add language that speci f ical ly al lows each party to construct,  improve, use and

mainta in hel ipor ts,  hel iponds and temporary logging landings upon the other party ’s
land.  Approval  of  the locat ion,  design,  access and f l ightways must be obtained in
wr i t ing f rom the landowner and agreement  must  be reached as to the d isposal  of  any
t imber on the s i te.  This act ion would not add any r ights not a l ready granted under
Agreement E-476 and Permit  E-476 under the general  terms of  the r ight  to construct
and use roads for  forest  management  purposes.

B. NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

The No Act ion Alternat ive would be to deny the proposed amendment.   Both WeyCo and
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BLM would then need to pursue the acquisi t ion of  al ternate access to their  respect ive
lands where legal  access does not  current ly  exist .

C. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT NOT ANALYZED

At WeyCo’s request,  Act ions 1 and 2 above could be removed from Amendment 3 to
E-476 and author ized through a separate short  term permit .   This opt ion was not
analyzed because administrat ively i t  would be more ef f ic ient  to manage this parcel  under
an amendment to the exist ing agreement.

 III. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The BLM-managed lands affected by the Proposed Act ion are in the Row River Watershed. 
The exist ing BLM-control led roads ( I tems 1 and 3)  and the 50-foot  wide str ip of  land ( I tem 2)
are in the Connect iv i ty land use al locat ion.  

The 1,318.06 acres of WeyCo land ( I tem 4)  are in the Row River Watershed, as are the lands
descr ibed in  Schedules 1 and 2 ( I tem 5) .

  The 50-foot wide str ip of  land (Item 2 )  is in a 3-year-old plantat ion.  The WeyCo stand to be
accessed by construct ion on th is  st r ip  is  5 acres of  forest  est imated to be 65 years o ld and is
wi th in the home range (1.2 mi les)  of  two histor ic  owl  s i tes:  Wi ldwood Fal ls  (Sect ion 33) and
Disston (Sect ion 35).   These s i tes are based on act iv i ty  centers of  two male owls and the
occasional  female in  1991-1993;  the owls d id not  show any nest ing behavior  and the males
were somet imes located at  the adjacent  s i te.   There was a pair  at  Disston in 1997 but  only the
male was located in  1998.

Typical ly in western Oregon, sui table Northern Spotted Owl habi tat  is  def ined as nest ing-
roost ing-foraging habi tat  in stands of  age 80 years or  more.   However,  in th is case, the two owl
s i tes consist  of  second-growth forest  wi th a few possib le nest  t rees.   Al though the stands do
not meet the def in i t ion of  sui table habi tat ,  there are owls resid ing in them.  Both s i tes have
less than 30% sui table habi tat  wi th in thei r  home ranges.   The surrounding pr ivate land has
been heavi ly harvested by clearcuts or is fair ly young second growth.

Because the 50-foot-wide str ip ( I tem 2)  has been harvested within approximately the last 3

years,  there is no red tree vole habitat  or terrestr ia l  mol lusk habitat  avai lable.   Therefore, no
survey and manage terrestr ia l  mol lusk or red tree vole surveys are necessary.

The 50-foot-wide str ip ( I tem 2)  is  an area of  low-r isk habi tat  for  sensi t ive botanical  resources.  

Distr ict  pol icy on ground-disturbing act ions grants that a botanical  survey for sensi t ive plants
and survey and manage species is  not  necessary in  a s tand as young as th is .

There are no l is ted f ish species under the Endangered Species Act  located in the Row River
Watershed.  There are no f ish-bear ing streams within 2,000 feet of  e i ther of  the exist ing roads
or the 50-foot wide str ip of  land.  The 50-foot wide str ip of  land ( I tem 2)  is  wi th in the Ripar ian
Reserve of  the headwaters of  a stream located 150 feet  to the southwest.   There are no stream
cross ings on BLM managed land.

A cul tural  resource survey was completed in the NE1/4NE1/4 of Sect ion 33 in conjunct ion with
a 1995 t imber sale (Row River) .   No cul tura l  resources were found.

The fol lowing resources are ei ther not present or would not be af fected by any of  the
al ternat ives:   Areas of  Cr i t ical  Environmental  Concern; pr ime or unique farm lands; invasive,
non-nat ive species;  Nat ive American re l ig ious concerns;  sol id or  hazardous wastes;  Wi ld and
Scenic Rivers;  Wi lderness;  minor i ty  populat ions;  and low income populat ions.
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  IV. DIRECT AND INDIRECT EFFECTS

A. PROPOSED ACTION  

The use of  the exist ing roads ( I tems 1 and 3)  and the construct ion of  a new road on the 3-
year-old plantat ion ( I tem 2)  are not l ikely to affect threatened and endangered or other
wi ld l i fe  species.   The use of  Road No.  21-1-33 ( I tem 1)  may affect but is not l ikely to
adversely af fect  northern spotted owls.   I f  owls should nest  at  the Wi ldwood Fal ls owl
si te, heavy truck traff ic on the road might disturb them.  Approximately 3/4 mile of road
is  wi th in 1/4 mi le  of  the second growth stand that  makes up the s i te ’s  core.  The seasonal
restr ic t ion would mit igate th is d isturbance.  

  The Proposed Act ion would not affect habitat for Survey and Manage terrestr ial  mol lusks
or red tree voles.

The Proposed Act ion would not  af fect  sensi t ive botanical  resources.

I t  is unl ikely that the Proposed Act ion would retard attainment of the Aquatic

Conservat ion Strategy object ives because the exist ing roads are gravel led and more than
2,000 feet f rom f ish habi tat ,  and because the locat ion of  the 50-foot-wide str ip is
approximately 150 feet f rom the nearest stream.  The Proposed Act ion would not af fect
spat ia l  or  temporal  connect iv i ty;  the aquat ic system; instream f lows; f loodplain
inundat ion;  species composi t ion or  st ructural  d ivers i ty  of  aquat ic  p lant  communit ies;  nor
habi tat  for  r ipar ian-dependent  species.

There is  a potent ia l  for  an increase in  eros ion for  as long as roads are in  use,  and
sedimentat ion where eroded mater ia l  is  routed to  s t ream cross ings.   The amount  of
erosion f rom road r ight-of-ways is  dependent on many factors,  inc luding surfacing,
vegetat ive cover,  and traff ic levels.   The Proposed Act ion is l ikely to result  in an increase
in t raf f ic  use dur ing logging operat ions,  which is  expected to cause only minor increases
in eros ion/sediments.   Regular  road maintenance of  the gravel  sur faced roads is  an
effect ive mit igat ion measure to reduce erosion potent ial .   The exist ing vegetat ive cover
on cut  and f i l l  s lopes is  not  expected to change as a resul t  of  increased use of  ex ist ing
roads .

Road construct ion on the 50-foot-wide str ip ( I tem 2)  would add approximately 0.25 acre
of  compact ion on BLM-managed lands.   The road would be subsoi led and barr icaded
subsequent  to  WeyCo’s use.

The addit ion of  1,318.06 acres of  WeyCo land to Schedule 2 ( I tem 4)  would a l low the

BLM to use exist ing roads and/or  construct  new roads on these lands.   There would be
no ef fect  at  th is t ime.  Any future BLM road use or new construct ion would be assessed
by separate NEPA analysis.

I tem 5 is  administrat ive in nature.   No aquat ic,  botanical ,  or  wi ld l i fe resources would be
affected.

The harvest of  WeyCo’s 5-acre stand ( I tem 1)  may affect and is l ikely to adversely affect
northern spotted owls and other wi ld l i fe species that  may use i t .   The removal  of  5 acres
of  d ispersal  and foraging habi tat  f rom two owl  s i tes fur ther  lowers the amount of  habi tat
wi th in their  home ranges.   The s i tes are al ready below the 30% habi tat  level  and any
further loss is an adverse ef fect  to the owl s i tes.   There would be no ef fects to northern
spot ted owl  cr i t ica l  habi tat ,  marbled murrelets,  bald eagles,  or  peregr ine fa lcons.
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B. NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

BLM and WeyCo would ei ther need to pursue the acquis i t ion of  a l ternate access to their
respect ive lands where legal  access does not  current ly exist ,  or  not  access their
respect ive lands. 

Proposed Act ion I tems 1,  2,  3 and 5 would not occur.   Under I tem 4, BLM would request
access on a case by case basis and analyze i t  under separate NEPA process.

With respect to I tems 1 and 2,  WeyCo has legal ,  but  longer al ternate access.  Therefore,
WeyCo’s 5-acre stand could be harvested and the impacts on Northern Spotted Owl
habi tat  would be s imi lar  to the Proposed Act ion.

C. MITIGATION MEASURES  

The BLM shal l  provide WeyCo the conservat ion recommendat ions contained in the
biological  opinion for this act ion involving the removal of  spotted owl habitat  or pr ivate
land via federal ly-control led roads.

   V. CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

This analysis incorporates by reference the analysis of  cumulat ive effects in the NSO FSEIS
(Chapters 3 and 4,  pp. 4-10) and the RMP EIS (Chapter 4).   Those documents analyze most
cumulat ive ef fects of  road bui ld ing and other related management act iv i t ies.   None of  the
al ternat ives analyzed here would have cumulat ive ef fects on soi ls or air  qual i ty beyond those
effects analyzed in the above documents.

The cumulat ive ef fects of  the Proposed Act ion would be increased t imber harvest ing in the
vic in i ty ,  resul t ing in the loss of  5 acres of  d ispersal  and foraging habi tat  for  spot ted owls.   

Should the No Act ion al ternat ive be selected, and WeyCo f inds other means of  accessing their
5-acre parcel ,  the ef fects would be simi lar to the Proposed Act ion.  Should WeyCo not f ind
other means of  accessing thei r  5-acre parcel ,  there would be no ef fect  on d ispersal  and
foraging habi tat  for  spot ted owls.

  VI. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

The fol lowing BLM resource special is ts have examined the Proposed Act ion and provided
ei ther wr i t ten or  verbal  input  ut i l ized in th is assessment:

A. LIST OF PREPARERS

Part ic ipant Tit le Resource Values Assigned
Molly Widmer Botanis t Botany
Mike Southard Archaeologist Cul ture Resources
Al ison Center Wi ld l i fe  Bio logis t Wildl i fe

  Don Meckley Area Engineer Team Leader
Steve Steiner Hydrologist Hydrology
Ron Wold Real ty Special is t Access

 B. CONSULTATION

Consultat ion with the U.S. Fish and Wildl i fe Service (FWS) has been completed on
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Proposed Act ion I tems 1 and 2.   I t  is  the opinion of  the FWS that these i tems are not l ikely
to jeopardize the cont inued existence of the spotted owl.

Consultat ion with the Nat ional  Marine Fisher ies Service is not required for any of  the
alternat ives analyzed herein.

  C. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Ann Mathews, Eugene, OR
Carol Logan, Kalapooya Sacred Circle Alliance, Springfield, OR
Charles and Reida Kimmel, Eugene, OR
Confederated Tribes of the Siletz, Siletz, OR
Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde, Grand Ronde, OR
Craig Tupper, Eugene, OR
David Simone, Eugene, OR
George Sexton, American Lands Alliance, Eugene, OR
Governor's Forest Planning Team, Salem, OR
Harold Schroeder, Eugene, OR
Jan Wroncy, Eugene, OR
John Bianco, Creswell, OR
John Poynter, Lorane, OR
Kris and John Ward, Eugene, OR
Lane County Land Management, Eugene, OR
Neal Miller, Eugene, OR
Oregon Dept. of Forestry, Springfield, OR
Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, Springfield, OR
Oregon Dept. of Environmental Quality, Portland, OR
Oregon Natural Resources Council, Eugene, OR
Pam Hewitt, Marcola, OR
Peter Saraceno, Eugene, OR
Roseburg Forest Products, Roseburg, OR
Sierra Club - Many Rivers Group, Eugene, OR
Sondra Zemansky, Junction City, OR
Swanson-Superior Forest Products, Inc., Noti, OR
The Pacific Rivers Council, Eugene, OR
Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield, OR

 VII. ATTACHMENTS

Amendment No. 3 to Right-of-Way and Road Use Agreement E-476 and O. and C. Logging

Road Right-of-Way Permit E-476.

VIII. REFERENCES

USDA, Forest Service and USDI Bureau of Land Management.  February 1994.  Final
Supplemental  Environmental  Impact Statement on Management of  Habitat  for Late-
Successional  and Old-Growth Forest  Related Species Within the Range of  the Northern
Spotted Owl.  Port land, Oregon.

USDI,  Bureau of  Land Management.   November 1994.  Eugene Distr ic t  Proposed Resource

Management Plan/Environmental  Impact Statement.   Eugene Distr ict  Off ice, Eugene, Oregon.
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OR 40407

RWA E-476

Amendment No. 3

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Amendment No. 3
to

Right-of-Way and Road Use Agreement E-476
and

O & C Logging Road Right-of-Way Permit E-476

WHEREAS, the United States of America, hereinafter referred to as UNITED STATES, has issued O. and C.
Logging Road Right-of-Way Permit No. E-476 to GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION on February 20, 1979, and

WHEREAS, the UNITED STATES has entered into Right-of-Way and Road Use Agreement No. E-476 with
GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION dated February 20, 1979, and recorded in the  Lane County, Oregon, Deed
Records on Supplemental Reel #3, Reception No. 7918246 on March 30, 1979, and

WHEREAS, REX TIMBER, INC., by conveyance from GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION of the lands listed in
Schedule 2 of said agreement and permit, and by assignment of said permit, approved by the United States on June
3, 1982, became the successor in interest to GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION in said agreement and permit,
and

WHEREAS, WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, hereinafter referred to as PERMITTEE, by conveyance of the lands
listed in Schedule 2 of said agreement and permit, and by assignment of said permit, approved by the United States
on May 18, 1988, became the successor in interest to REX TIMBER, INC. in said agreement and permit, and

WHEREAS, UNITED STATES and PERMITTEE wish to amend the above-mentioned agreement and permit to
include additional lands of the PERMITTEE and of the UNITED STATES, 

Now, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows:

1. That the following described real property should be, and is hereby, added to Schedule 1, United States

Lands, of the said agreement and permit:

Township Range Section Subdivision Period of Time

21 S. 1 W.    33 A strip of land 50 feet Perpetual
wide located in the
NE¼NE¼,  the centerline
of which is shown in detail
on Exhibit D (Amendment No. 3) 
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That certain existing road shown by an open circle line (""""") on Exhibit C (Amendment No. 3) attached

hereto across the following described lands:

Township Range Section Subdivision Period of Time

  20 S,  2 W. 35 E½NE¼ Perpetual
  21 S.  1 W. 33 N½NE¼, E½NW¼ Perpetual

2. That the following described real property should be, and is hereby, added to Schedule 2, Permittee's
Lands, of the said agreement and permit:

Township Range Section Subdivision Period of Time

  20 S.  2 W. 26 SW¼SE¼ Perpetual
36 NW¼NW¼ Perpetual

  21 S.  1 W. 27 SW¼NW¼, S½ Perpetual
28 E½, NE¼SW¼, S½SW¼ Perpetual
29 Lots 15, 16 Perpetual
32 NE¼NE¼, W½NE¼, E½NW¼ Perpetual
34 N½NE¼, N½NW¼ Perpetual

3. That the following paragraph shall be added to Exhibit A which is attached to said permit as paragraph 16:

“The Permittee may not move timber between 1 March and 30 June over that certain existing road identified
as BLM Road No. 21-1-33, which road is shown by an open circle line (""""") on Exhibit C
(Amendment No. 3) across the N½NE¼ and E½NW¼ of Section 33, T. 21 S., R. 1 W., W.M.  This
restriction may be waived by the Authorized Officer in a particular year if nesting or reproductive success
surveys conducted according to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service-endorsed guidelines reveal that northern
spotted owls are non-nesting or that no young are present that year.  Such waivers will be valid only until
March 1 of the following year.”

4. That the following paragraph shall be added to Exhibit B which is attached to said agreement as paragraph

21:

‘The parties hereto agree that each may construct, improve and maintain heliports, heliponds with
supporting water supply systems and temporary logging landings upon the other party's land described in
Schedules 1 and 2, for forest management use by the constructing party, its agents, contractors and in the
case of the United States its licensees; provided, however, that prior to the construction of a heliport,
helipond, or temporary logging landing, approval of the location, design, access and flightways (if
applicable) must be obtained in writing from the landowner and agreement must be reached as to the
disposal of any timber on the site; and provided, further, that said heliports and heliponds shall not be used
for aerial logging or log transportation, the storage of fuel and other petroleum products or as a site for the
construction of any hangar, shop or other buildings without the written approval of the landowner subject to
such additional terms and conditions as he may require.  

The Permittee and the United States also agree that each party, its agents, contractors and in the case of
the United States its licensees, may use the other's heliports and heliponds constructed upon lands
described in Schedules 1 and 2, under terms and conditions to be mutually agreed upon.’
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5. That Exhibit C, which is attached to said agreement and permit, shall be amended, as shown on Exhibit C

(Amendment No. 3) attached hereto, to change the Agreement Area Boundary and to show the addition of
lands to Schedule 1 and Schedule 2 as specified above.

6. That in all other respects said agreement and permit shall continue in full force and effect.

Dated this             day of                                ,                      .

WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Department of the Interior

By: Bureau of Land Management

Title: By:

Attest: Title: Field Manager, South Valley 
Resource Area 

Title:

(SEAL)
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CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STATE OF )
) ss:

COUNTY OF )

On this             day of                                              , 19                           , before me personally appeared

                                                                         and                                                            to me known to be

the                                                                    and                                                                        respectively

of the corporation that executed the foregoing instrument,   and they acknowledged said instrument to be the free

and voluntary act and deed of said corporation, for the uses and purposes therein mentioned, and on oath stated

that they are authorized to execute said instrument and that the seal affixed is the corporate seal of said

corporation.

(SEAL)
Notary Public in and for the

State of 

Residing at 
My commission expires:

AGENCY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STATE OF OREGON            )

           ) ss:

COUNTY OF            )

On this                                                         day of                                                , 19        , before me

appeared                                          to me personally known, who being duly sworn, did say that she is the

District Manager of the Eugene District, Bureau of Land Management, United States Department of the Interior, and

that she is authorized to sign the said instrument on behalf of the said Bureau, and she acknowledged that she

executed the said instrument as her voluntary act and deed.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year first above

written.

(SEAL)
Notary Public in and for the

State of Oregon

Residing at 
My commission expires 
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UNITED STATES EA-00-11

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 2812
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT WeyCo

EUGENE DISTRICT OFFICE E-476

Finding of No Signi f icant Impact

On the basis of  the informat ion contained in th is  Environmental  Assessment,  and al l  o ther
information avai lable to me, i t  is my determinat ion that the Proposed Act ion wi l l  not have
signi f icant  environmental  impacts and does not ,  in and of  i tsel f ,  const i tute a major  federal  act ion
having a signi f icant ef fect on the human environment.   Therefore, an Environmental  Impact
Statement or  a supplemental  to the exist ing environmental  impact  statement is  not  necessary
and wi l l  not  be prepared.

Field Manager:                                                                  Date:                                       
 



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. OR090-00-11

AMENDMENT TO RIGHT-OF-WAY AND ROAD USE AGREEMENT E-476
AND O. AND C. LOGGING ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY PERMIT E-476

Prepared by
Janet Zentner

Forester

Bureau of  Land Management
South Val ley Resource Area

Eugene Distr ic t
Oregon

Apri l ,  2000
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