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  U.S. Department of the Interior  

Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 

Determination of NEPA Adequacy (DNA) 
 

 

Office: Salem District BLM, Cascades Resource Area 

 

Tracking Number:  DOI-BLM-OR-S040-2014-0007-DNA 

 

Case file/Project Number: N/A 

 

Proposed Action Title/Type: 2016 Cascades Recreation Site Hazard Tree Removal 

 

Location/Legal Description:  

 T.09S.,R.02E.,Section 25, 26 – Fisherman’s Bend Recreation Site 

 T.09S.,R.03E.,Section 07 – Canyon Creek Recreation Site 

 T.09S.,R.03E.,Section 09 – Elkhorn Valley Recreation Site 

 T.06S.,R.03E.,Sections 07, 18-19, 30-32, & T.07S.,R.03E.,Sections 06-08, 14-17 – 

Molalla River Corridor and Campgrounds 

 

Applicant (if any): 

 

A. Description of the Proposed Action and any applicable Project Design Features 

 The Proposed Action includes the cutting and removal of dead, dying or diseased trees, 

which are considered hazardous to public safety, property, and recreation site facilities 

and operations. Hazard trees will be cut and removed in a method that minimizes ground 

and vegetation disturbance. Existing blown down trees may be removed to further reduce 

fire risk, potential for spread of diseases, potential theft of wood products, or reduce 

hazards to the public. Disposal of cut hazard trees will vary depending on site logistics, 

resources availible, timing-specific considerations, and funding limitations. Hazard trees 

could be disposed by retention at the recreation site as firewood, sold as firewood or saw 

logs, or used as part of an in-stream large woody debris project.  

 Tree removal will follow Project Design Features and Aquatic Conservation Strategies as 

defined within the 2013 Hazard Tree Management Categorical Exclusion: DOI-BLM-

OR-S040-2013-0002-CX. 

 When the date of the operation is determined, warning signs will be posted at the park 

entrance and anywhere where fees are collected one week in advance of the tree cutting, 

unless deemed an immediate safety hazard.   

 Areas where tree cutting occurs will be monitored with a spotter and/or posted with 

danger signs at the time of the cutting. 

 All Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) will be in place for all employees completing 

the cutting prior to commencement. 

 

B. Land Use Plan (LUP) Conformance 

 

LUP Name: Salem District Record of Decision and Resource Management Plan (1995 

RMP)   

Date Approved:  March 1995                                                                                             
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Date Amended: January 2001 by the Record of Decision for Amendments to the Survey and 

Manage, Protection Buffer, and Other Mitigation Measures Standards and Guidelines, 

dated January 2001 (SM/ROD) with subsequent Annual Species Reviews. These actions 

comply with the SM/ROD as described above and utilize the December 2003 species list. 

This list incorporates species changes and removals made as a result of the 2001, 2002, and 

2003 Annual Species Reviews (ASR) with the exception of the red tree vole. For the red tree 

vole, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals in KSWC et al. v. Boody et al., 468 F.3d 549 (9
th

 

Cir. 2006) vacated the category change and removal of the red tree vole in the mesic zone, 

and returned the red tree vole to its status as existed in the 2001 ROD Standards and 

Guidelines, which makes the species Category C throughout its range.   
 

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

provided for in the following LUP decisions: 

 

 1995 RMP p. 42 – remove hazard trees along trail and in developed recreation sites; 

 1995 RMP p. 43 – manage timber within developed recreation sites for purposes of 

removing hazard trees; and 

 1995 RMP p. 44 – for other recreation areas salvage dead and dying trees or remove 

hazard trees. 

 

C. Identify applicable National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and other 

related documents that cover the proposed action. 
 

The Cascades Resource Area (RA) Recreation Site and Area Hazard Tree Management 

Categorical Exclusion (CX), DOI-BLM-OR-S040-2013-0002-CX, covers the proposed 

action 

 

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)?  

 

 Yes, the proposed action is a feature of the Cascades RA CX for Recreation Site 

and Area Hazard Tree Management (please see DOI-BLM-OR-S040-2013-

0002-CX). 

 

2. 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)? 

 

 Yes, the proposed action location was analyzed under the Cascades RA CX for 

Recreation Site and Area Hazard Tree Management. The CX analyzed thirteen 

Recreation sites and areas where hazard tree removal can occur. The proposed 

action will be implemented in four of the thirteen analyzed sites and areas 

(please see DOI-BLM-OR-S040-2013-0002-CX). 

 

3. If there are differences, can you explain why they are not substantial? 

 

 There are no differences between the proposed action and the Cascades RA CX 
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for Recreation Site and Area Hazard Tree Management (please see DOI-BLM-

OR-S040-2013-0002-CX). 

 

4. 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, there are no differences between the current environmental concerns, 

interests, and resource values since the Cascades RA CX for Recreation Site and 

Area Hazard Tree Management was completed (please see DOI-BLM-OR-

S040-2013-0002-CX). 

 

5. Is the existing analysis valid in light of any new information or circumstances 

(such as, rangeland health standard assessment, recent endangered species listings, 

and updated lists of BLM-sensitive species)?  

 

 Yes, the existing analysis is still valid and no new information or circumstances 

has occurred within the analysis area (please see DOI-BLM-OR-S040-2013-

0002-CX). 

 

6. Can you reasonably conclude that new information and new circumstances would 

not substantially change the analysis of the new proposed action? 

 

 Yes, there is no new information or circumstances within the analysis area, so 

there is no change in the analysis. 

 

7. 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, all effects from implementation of the proposed action are similar to those 

effects disclosed in the Cascades RA CX for Recreation Site and Area Hazard 

Tree Management (please see DOI-BLM-OR-S040-2013-0002-CX). 

 

8. Are the public involvement and interagency review associated with existing NEPA 

document(s) adequate for the current proposed action? 

 

 Yes, the proposed action will not require any additional public involvement or 

interagency review other than that associated with the Cascades RA CX for 

Recreation Site and Area Hazard Tree Management (please see DOI-BLM-OR-

S040-2013-0002-CX). 
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Project Description: 

 

 Fisherman’s Bend:  117 trees to be removed or topped. 

 Canyon Creek: 3 trees to be removed. 

 Elk Horn: 51 trees to be removed or topped. 

 Molalla Corridor: 33 trees to be removed. 

 

Total trees to be removed or topped: ~204* 

 

* - Additional trees may be removed for safety concerns in order to facilitate identified hazard 

tree removal during implementation. Additional trees will be treated using the same PDFs 

identified within the CX.  

 
























































