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Decision 
My decision is to implement the Proposed Action (Alternative 1), including all “Project 
Design Features” described in the Norcross Spring Vegetation Treatments Environmental 
Assessment (EA).  This alternative will consist of the cutting of invasive juniper, seeding 
and planting of native vegetation, thinning of ponderosa pine stands, removal and 
utilization of ponderosa pine and juniper, and less than one mile of road construction.  
 
Background 
The Bureau of Land Management Lakeview District, Klamath Falls Resource Area 
(BLM), completed an EA that analyzed alternatives that proposed various treatments in 
the vicinity of Norcross Springs.  The EA was developed by the Klamath Falls Resource 
Area Interdisciplinary Team based on the current conditions within the project area to 
meet the direction and objectives set forth in the Klamath Falls Resource Area Resource 
Management Plan (RMP).   
 
The overall objectives of the proposed treatments are to (1) Reduce the extent and density 
of western juniper that has encroached into various ecological types, with the overall 
objective of reducing the effect of juniper encroachment on functions of the upland and 
riparian watershed, (2) Reduce fuel loads, (3) Restore the structure and composition of 
ponderosa pine stands that have been affected by fire suppression and (4) Monitor the 
effects of vegetation treatments on upland and riparian watershed function.   
 
Public Involvement 
One comment letter was received during the 30-day comment period for the Norcross 
EA.  The main issues included: 
 

1. Developing a less ecologically destructive alternative 
2. Roadless Concerns 
3. Road building within the project area  
4. The BLM should reconsider juniper management 
5. Thinning Effects on Forest Health 
6. Thinning Effects on Fuels Reduction 
7. Fire at the Landscape Scale 
8. Fuels Management Concerns 
9. Soils Concerns 
10. Cumulative Effects (livestock grazing, juniper removal, and timber harvest) 
11. Weeds  
12. An EIS should be performed 

 
All of these comments were closely reviewed and considered in my decision (see 
Decision Rational below). 
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Decision Rationale 
The decision to implement Alternative 1, as proposed, meets the purpose and needs as 
identified in the Norcross Spring EA, furthers the implementation of the Klamath Falls 
RMP and addresses the recommendations for vegetation management identified in the 
Gerber-Willow Valley Watershed Analysis. 
 
Alternative 2 is rejected because it does not meet the purpose and need of the EA and 
does not implement the RMP and does not consider recommendations of the Gerber – 
Willow Valley Watershed Analysis. 
 
Based on the information in the Norcross Spring EA and public comments, I conclude 
that none of the alternatives analyzed constitutes a significant impact affecting the quality 
of the human environment greater than those addressed in the Final Klamath Falls 
Resource Area Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), September 
1994, and other analysis documents.  The cumulative effect of this decision combined 
with other actions for vegetation treatments fall within the range of effects analyzed in 
the RMP EIS.  The BLM has determined that the proposed action will have no significant 
impacts.  As such, in conjunction with this decision, I have signed a Finding of No 
Significant Impact.  
 
I have reviewed the public comments received and discussed them with Klamath Falls 
Interdisciplinary Specialists.  The comments received did not provide any new 
information that would alter the overall conclusions for the analysis of potential impacts.  
While opinions expressed were valuable, they do not change the finding that there are no 
significant impacts.  I believe this EA provides a thorough site-specific analysis of the 
proposed project and the potential impacts to affected species and habitats. 
 
This decision is consistent with the Endangered Species Act (ESA), the Native American 
Religious Freedom Act and cultural resource management laws and regulations.  It is also 
consistent with Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and will not have any 
adverse impacts to energy development, production, supply and/or distribution per 
Executive Order 13212. 
 
Consultation and Coordination 
Consultation protocol with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was followed pursuant to 
the Endangered Species Act.  Species protected under the ESA were evaluated for 
potential impacts from the proposed project.  A “No Effect” Determination was made for 
all Listed, Proposed, and Candidate species from the proposed project.  
 
The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) will be notified of the project in 
accordance with 36 CFR 805.5 (b).  Cultural Resource surveys are currently being 
conducted as required by the by the Oregon BLM-SHPO protocol.  All identified cultural 
resources will be avoided during project activities. 








