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CYCLE OREGON 2016 

It is my decision to implement this action as described in the categorical exclusion documentation D0I­
BLM-ORWA-R050-2016-0006 

Decision Rationale 

The proposed action has been reviewed by BLM staff, and determined to be in conformance with 
management direction from the 1995 Roseburg, Medford and Coos Bay Districts Records of Decision and 
Resource Management Plans (as amended). Based on the Categorical Exclusion, I have determined that 
the proposed action involves no significant impact to the human environment and no further analysis is 
required. 

Administrative Remedies 

Any person adversely affected by this decision may appeal it to the Interior Board of Land Appeals 
(IBLA), Of:fj_ce of the Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR, Part 4. If an 
appeal is taken, a notice of appeal must be filed in this office within 30 days of this decision for 
transmittal to the Board. If a notice of appeal does not include a statement of reasons, such statement must 
be filed with this office and with the Board within 30 days after the notice of appeal was filed. A copy of 
a notice of appeal and any statement of reasons, written arguments, or briefs, must also be served upon 
the Regional Solicitor, Pacific Northwest Region, U.S. Department of the Interior, 805 SW Broadway, 
Suite 600, Portland, OR 97205. 
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Port Orford Cedar Risk Key Analysis for Cycle Oregon; DOI-BLM-ORWA-ROS0-2016-0006 

(Risk_t(�}' is from Alternative 2 of the FSEIS for Mana9ement of Port Orford Cedar in Southwest Oregon, and the Record of Deoision} 

!... 

1a. 

1b. 

� 

1c. 

.-
-
.
. 

a 
�: ? �- .  '9t_UESTl'ON .. � 

Are there uninfected POC within, near', or downstream of the activity area 
whose ecological, Tribal, or product use or function measureably 

contributes to meeting land and resource management plan objectives? 

Are there uninfected POC within, near', or downstream of the activity area 
that, were they to become infected, would likely spread infections to trees 

whose ecological, Tribal, or product use or function measurably 
contributes to meeting land and resource management plan objectives? 

Is the activity area within an uninfested 7'" field watershed2 as defined in 
Alternative 6 
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Will the proposed project introduce appreciable additional risk3 of infection 

to these uninfected POC? 

1; yes,-app/y,mon,ag_ement praotlc;es ;UJm the ll$ below [w1Uim f.SEIS] loWi}kicii-°tha. 
(isk,lD tl{e.eof!it_Jc TillO 1$1'1�! apprecia_lJ!f i�maet ih"e_�if;_eaoo !=O"IIP.1 obj� �
olhl!r meon_s.iSllch as /&deslgnl/Jg the p/Ofe.lll so 1'111.t, unirf/111:ted POG.ara no:�fige,-; 
rl'eiir o/ 'dov;risfrefarn of.(hli"ac.iMiy �- If tfl.'o ijpr(#i_not liirrodiloo.cf lo �-,g,f,j_tJi • 
f1J,fitlO!Jii.er,a�a'firt1 th,ougp;�(�bi�,e,1J;f�lff.e.c/iV9.1JTJaliiiei!tf�t:.�J@� .. 
() 11/lQ�S, the'ptiiN!!.(Tl�p{ll,W�if.!!1� !"m s:��l?J"!t[P !3.fln4ilJ!t_/(lif_'.'l/tJ�'l!P�<1r 
: nr;;;tJIQ[ f/lff P�.r/'t!"trMti oiJ�-{gli§-i.fi't,_!!,�'tlii!_O!i1¥fl$f('lfiJ�;��@il�� 
. 

p19]1JG1,... _  ' • - -. � : . ..: 

N 

2co 
s 

c: � 2 
0 <I) <I) 

:.:::. 't: ·x 
(1l •• <1> Ol"O � 
:e��55 E·:;coc. 
O a-� 0 
Z�"m..'J> 

N y 

/(iio, 1/ifln nsk lsJoW�tJlf,,io 'PO�fomo�(TBmentaraqtll;e� ara rr,q,:rited, 
""Management Practices by Road/Road System 
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1 - In questions 1a and 1 b, "near" generally means within 25 to 50 feet downslope or 25 feet upslope from management activity areas, access roads, or haul routs; farther for drainage features; 100 to 200 feet in streams. 
2. Uninfested 7th field watersheds are listed on Table A12-2 [of FSEIS] as those with at least 100 acres of POC stands, are at least 50% federal ownership, and are free of PL except within the lowermost 2 acres of the drainage. 
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3 - Appreciable additional risk does not mean "any risk." It means that a reasoriable person would recognize risk, additional to existing uncontrollable risk, to believe mitigation is warranted and would make a cost-effective or important difference (see Risk Key 
Definitions and Examples for further discussion.) 
"Please see attachment - Stay out of the creek south of Bear Camp Road at the Water Stop on Day 5 

""Management practices: 1) project scheduling, 2) utilize uninfested water, 3) unit scheduling, 4) access, 5) public information, 6) fuels management, 7) incorporate POC objectives inot prescribed fire plans, 8) routing recreation us, 9) road management 
measures, 10) resistant POC planting, 11) washing project equipment, 12) logging systems, 13) spacing objectives for POC thinning, 14) non-POC special forest products, 15) summer rain events, 16) roadside sanitation, and 17) site-specific POC management 
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