























surveyed. As such, considerations concerning timing of
deployment should be made to account for periods of high run
off derived from seasonal precipitation or snowmelt. Because
ground disturbance will be minimal and because the temporary
project has a short 30-day duration, no effects to surface water
flows or increases in erosion are expected. Removing cattle may
have subtle replenishment benefits for aquifers due to increases
in infiltration as the natural system restores. There are no NRCS
identified prime farmlands within the project area.

(b) Have significant effects on such natural resources and unique geographic characteristics as
park, recreation or refuge lands; national natural landmarks; national monuments; wilderness
areas; wild or scenic rivers; or other ecologically significant or critical areas.

Yes | No | Rationale: The project is located within the Gila Box NCA: Outdoor
X however, the scope and scale of the project are not anticipated to | Recreation
have any significant effects on the unique geographic Initials

characteristics of these lands. The project is temporary, does not | R,
involve additional development or disturbance to the area. The
project as proposed removes a potential resource threat to the
resource values recognized within the area.

(b) Have significant effects on such unique geographic characteristics as historic or cultural
Tesources.

() Have significant impacts on properties listed, or eligible for listing, on the National
Register of Historic Places as determined by either the bureau or office.

(i) Violate a Federal law, or a State, local, or tribal law or requirement imposed for the
protection of the environment.

(k) Limit access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian
religious practitioners or significantly adversely affect the physical integrity of such sacred
sites (EO 13007).

Yes | No | Rationale: No. There would be no significant ground Cultural
X disturbance as the structure is free-standing without need to Resources
construct footings nor anchor it down. There are no properties Initials
listed, or eligible for listing, on the National Register of Historic | M
Places in within the project locations. This action will not
violate any Federal, State or Tribal laws or requirements to
protect the environment. No known sacred sites are within the
project areas. This action would not preclude access by any
group to access ceremonial or sacred sites on Federal lands or
adversely impact the integrity of such sacred sites.

(b) Have significant impacts on migratory birds, or other ecologically significant or critical
areas.

(h) Have significant impacts on species listed, or proposed to be listed, on the List of
Endangered or Threatened Species, or have significant effects on designated Critical Habitat
for these species.
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Yes | No | Rationale: No. Ground disturbance is not likely to be Wildlife
X significant during the short 30-day duration of the project and Biologist
therefore, no significant impacts to migratory birds, or other Initials
ecologically significant or critical areas. In the Gila Box KF
Riparian National Conservation Area (GBRNCA), which is
where the project is located, a large complex exclosure was
installed to help prevent livestock from entering the riparian
areas of the GBRNCA. According to the SFO Biological
Opinion (BO) for the Gila District Grazing Program (22410-
2006-F-0414), BLM created a conservation measure to remove
unauthorized livestock from areas excluded or closed to grazing.
The proposed action would help alleviate grazing compliance
issues by removing livestock from the GBRNCA riparian
habitat area. The concern associated with the trough in the
corrals has been mitigated by installing an escape ramp in the
temporary trough. The impacts associated with livestock in
confined areas for long durations has been mitigated by the
permittee checking the corral every two days and removing any
Hvestock at that time. Per review of the most current SFO GIS
data, there is Critical Habitat for the yellow-billed cuckoo
(Coccyzus americanus) in the project footprint. With the
proposed action occurring on the floodplain along with minimal
ground disturbance and no vegetation removal, with the
exception of grasses, forbs and small shrubs that may be
consumed or trampled by the captured livestock, there will be
no negative impact on this species critical habitat or
populations. Therefore, there would be “no effect” to
Threatened or Endangered Species or Critical Habitat from the
Proposed Action.

(¢) Have highly controversial environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts
concerning alternative uses of available resources [NEPA section 102 (2) (E)].

Yes | No | Rationale: No, the proposed action as proposed does not AFM
X involve unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of Initials
available resources. The action is authorized and acknowledged | AT

as a use of public lands through the Federal grazing regulations
and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) has
determined the scope and scale of the project type to be
excluded from additional NEPA analysis. The permittee is
skilled at handling livestock and the type of activity proposed is
a regular occurrence on public lands related (o safe capture,
handling and remhoval of livestock on rangelands that stray
between natural and manmade boundaries.

(d) Have highly uncertain and potentially significant environmental effects or involve unique
or unknown environmental risks.
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Yes | No | Rationale: No. The proposed action or its activities would not | Project Lead
X cause any conflicts or highly controversial environmental Initials
effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning alternative RD
uses of resources, because the project is temporary, does not
involve additional development or disturbance to the area. The
project as proposed removes a potential resource threat to the
resource values recognized within the area. :
(e} Establish a precedent for future action or represent a decision in principle about future

actions with potentially significant environmental effects.

Yes

No
X

Rationale: No, as stated above the proposed action type is both
a regular and long-standing use of public lands clearly
acknowledged within the BLM grazing regulations as well as
standard practice among livestock owners. The use of
temporary facilities of this scope and scale on public lands has
also been determined by CEQ to be applicable for the exclusion
of additional NEPA analysis. Therefore, as proposed, the project
is not anticipated to set a future precedent or represent a
decision regarding future actions with potentially significant
environmental effects.

AFM
Initials
AT

(f) Have a direct relationship to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively
significant environmental effects.

Yes

No
X

Rationale: No. The proposed action would not have a direct
relationship to other actions with individually insignificant but
cumulatively significant environmental effects. The direct
relationship to other actions this project has with individually
insignificant effects do not rise to cumulatively significant
because of the limited size and scope of the previous, potential
future actions, and this proposed action, When looked at
together, these projects would not impact any resources to a
level where additional review would be required. Some past and
reasonably foreseeable future actions connected to this proposal
all share the same general area but are analyzing different action
impacts. The effects of this project type can be generally
predicted based on generally known effects of similar project
types completed in the area,

Project Lead
Initials
RD

(j) Have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on low income or minority

(Executive Order 12898).

populations

Yes

No
X

Rationale: No. The proposed action does not have a
disproportionately high and adverse effect on low income or
minority populations (Executive Order 12898). The project is
proposed as temporary (less than 30 days), and the proposed
action will ensure the project as applied for is in conformance
with federal regulation and policy. Several communities within
the project area fall within consideration to be environmental
justice communities, however, no additional project
development or disturbance is proposed for this project.

P&ES
Initials
DC
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By,

(1) Contribute to the introduction, continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or non-
native invasive species known to occur in the area or actions that may promote the
introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of such species (Federal Noxious Weed
Control Act and Executive Order 13112).

Yes | No | Rationale: No. There are no known noxious weeds at this site NR Initials
X and the applicant is required to prevent any introduction of seed | MM
associated with the proposed action. The applicant will not be
creating any significant ground disturbance through the
temporary installation of the portable corral. The applicant will
follow BLM handbook “H-1740-2 Integrated Vegetation
Management Handbook” Best Management Practices, including
cleaning all equipment (thorough removal of soil and plant
parts) before entering public land. The applicant will not be
transporting any vegetative materials or wood products. The
BLM will conduct follow-up monitoring for noxious and non-
native weeds after the corral has been disassembled, as there is
potential for cattle to introduce and disperse non-native
vegetative material and cause infestations.
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