U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
FOUR RIVERS FIELD OFFICE

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION REVIEW
CX No. DOI-BLM-ID-B010-2012-0032-CX

A. BACKGOUND

BLM Office: Four Rivers Field Office
Lease/Serial/Case File No.: 1DI-37292
Proposed Action Title/Type: Gold Hill Reclamation and Mining, Inc.
Location of Proposed Action: Boise County, Idaho
Boise Meridian
T.7N,R.4E,,
sec. 9; MS 2865;
sec. 9; lots 22, 23 and 24.
(See attached Exhibit A)

Description of Proposed Action:

The Proposed Action is for a right-of-way grant (wholly within an existing right-of-way 1D1-28483) for a
term of 10-years. The right-of-way (ROW) would be for the commercial use of Gold Hill Reclamation
and Mining Inc. to haul ore from their operation site near the town of Quartzburg to their processing site
on private lands. The existing roadway is approximately 0.38 miles in length and has a width that varies
but is no greater than a 20 feet wide road surface. The grant would allow for the operation and
maintenance of a length of road 2,000-feet x 12-feet wide for across federal public lands.

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is authorized under Title V of the Federal Land Management
and Policy Act (FLPMA) of October 21, 1976: 43 CFR § 2802 to issue a FLPMA ROW grant.

This grant would be subject to the terms and conditions found at 43 CFR § 2800, as well as those
stipulations that would be incorporated into the right-of-way grant if approved.

B. LAND USE PLAN CONFORMANCE

Land Use Plan Name: Cascade Resource Management Plan
Date Approved / Amended: July, 1988

The proposed action is in conformance with the LUP, even though it is not specifically provided for,
because it is clearly consistent with the following LUP decision(s) (objectives, terms, and
conditions):

Lands and Realty Management under Section Il of the RMP states the following:

“Rights-of-way, under Title V of FLPMA, will be considered in the Cascade Resource Area except where
specifically identified in the RMP for avoidance. (Page 43)

C: COMPLIANCE WITH NEPA:
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The proposed action is categorically excluded from further documentation under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) in accordance with 516 DM 11.9E (12).

Category Description:
“(12) Grants of right-of-way wholly within the boundaries of other compatibly developed rights-of-way**
The following list of Extraordinary Circumstances (516 DM 2, Appendix 2) were considered:
1. Have significant impacts on public health or safety.
NO, does not apply.
Comments/Explanation: The proposed hauling action along this road would be similar and
compatible to the existing use of the road. Haul trucks would be required to cover their loads as

necessary to prevent dust, etc. Authorization of this action would not likely have any adverse impacts
to public health or safety.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Cawrie Wontorcik  6/12/2012

2. Have significant impacts on such natural resources and unique geographic characteristics as
historic or cultural resources; park, recreation, or refuge lands; wilderness areas; wild or scenic
rivers; national natural landmarks; sole or principal drinking water aquifers; prime
farmlands; wetlands (Executive Order 11990); floodplains (Executive Order 11988); national
monuments; migratory birds; or ecologically significant or critical areas, or is not in
compliance with the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.

NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: The issuance of a road ROW wholly within an existing road ROW would
not have any effect on natural resources or unique geographic characteristics such as those listed
above. The previous road ROW was issued in 1991 in response to a trespass situation (commercial
use without authorization) of the existing access road to the historic town site of Quartzburg, Idaho
which is all privately owned.

Archeologist Signature/Date: /s DeanvC. Shaww  8/7/2012
Botany Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Mowk Steiger  6/11/2012
Natural Resource Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Lovwiie Huter  6/13/2012
Riparian Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jaomes A. Towter  6/12/2012
Realty Specialist Signature/Date: /s Jeremy Blumar  6/13/2012
Wildlife Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ JALC. Holdermouwv  6/11/2012

3. Have highly controversial environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning
alternative uses of available resources [NEPA Section 102(2)(E)].
NO, does not apply.
Comments/Explanation: Scientific controversy or unresolved conflicts would not occur from the
commercial use of hauling ore over this road. The effects are known and understood and any fugitive
dust from the activities would be required to be mitigated.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s Jevemy Blwmav  6/13/2012

4. Have highly uncertain and potentially significant environmental effects or involve unique or
unknown environmental risks.

CX No. DOI-BLM-1D-B010-2012-0032-CX Page 2 of 5



NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: Highly uncertain environmental effects or potentially significant
environmental effects or risks from hauling ore would not be anticipated from the proposed action of
granting a ROW wholly within the existing road ROW. The use proposed would be the same or
similar to the existing use of access and hauling.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s Jevemy Blwmav  6/13/2012

Establish a precedent for future actions or represent a decision in principle about future actions
with potentially significant environmental effects.

NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: Issuing a ROW wholly within another existing compatible ROW is the
preferred BLM policy to minimize surface disturbances which effect habitat. Therefore, this grant
would be consistent with the BLM’s right-of-way policy and would not set a precedent or represent a
decision in principle about future actions with potentially significant environmental effects.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s Jevemy Blwmar  6/13/2012

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

NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: Granite Creek Road has been in place for over 20 years and the proposed
ROW would be wholly within the existing ROW. The action would be essentially a ROW grant for
the commercial use of an existing road where no new disturbance is proposed. The cumulative
impacts would be static since the total acreage (road length x road width) of public land
use/disturbance would not change from the baseline of the existing condition.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s Jevemy Blwmav  6/13/2012

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.

NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: This road was reviewed for impacts to eligible historic places. Shaw
concluded that granting this ROW wholly within the existing ROW would not affect any known
historic sites as described in the project record.

Archeologist Signature/Date: /s{ DeawnvC. Shaww  8/7/2012

Have significant impacts on species listed or proposed to be listed on the List of Endangered or
Threatened Species, or on designated Critical Habitat for these species.

NO, does not apply.

Botanical Comments/Explanation: Granite Creek Road has likely existed since the inception of the
town of Quartzburg in the late 1800°s. No vegetation exists within the existing road which is
approximately 16 feet in total width and therefore, no special status plant species would be affected
by the issuance of a ROW on top of the existing, disturbed roadway.

Botany Specialist Signature/Date: /s{ Mowk Steiger  6/11/2012
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10.

11.

Wildlife Comments/Explanation: Special status wildlife species could occur in the area of this ROW
but have likely adapted to the presence of the decades-old roadway that is Granite Creek Road.
Therefore, it is unlikely that the proposed action would adversely affect any special status animals
that may occur in the area of the proposed ROW.

Wildlife Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ JALC. Holdermouwv  6/11/2012

Riparian Comments/Explanation: Granite Creek is along the western side of the existing Granite
Creek Road. The applicant’s proposed use of the existing road would not be anticipated to have any
impacts to Granite Creek since the use would not include any modification to the road or otherwise.
Riparian or aquatics resources would not likely be impacted from the proposed action.

Riparian Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jomes A. Towter  6/12/2012

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

NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: The proposed action would be in compliance with all laws and requirements
that pertain to environmental protection in the area.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s Jeremy Blumaw  5/31/2012

Have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on low income or minority populations
(Executive Order 12898).

NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: The area of this proposed road use authorization is within a rural area in
Boise County, Idaho. The proposed use of the road would not substantially differ from the existing
use and the granting of this ROW would not affect low income or minority populations living in the
area any differently than any other citizen.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s Jevemy Blwmav  5/31/2012

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
(Executive Order 13007).

NO, does not apply.

Comments/Explanation: Access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites on Federal lands would
not be impeded by granting an additional ROW on top of another existing/compatible ROW. No
adverse impacts are anticipated to occur to Indian ceremonial or sacred sites by the proposed action of
renewing this power line ROW.

Archeologist Signature/Date: /s/ DeanvC. Shaw  8/7/2012
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12. 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).

NO, does not apply. Comments/Explanation: Noxious weeds could potentially occur from granting
the proposed ROW grant for hauling. The terms, conditions, and/or stipulations of the grant would
include the requirement for the grant holder to treat, monitor, and retreat as necessary, consistent with
established BLM procedures, to prevent infestations from establishing and spreading in the project
area. Based on BLM’s experience, these terms, conditions and stipulations along with compliance site
inspections allow proper mitigation of any weed introduction or spread. Thus, BLM anticipates that
this would reduce the existence or spread of noxious/invasive plant species from the proposed action.

Specialist Signature/Date: /s Lonwie Huter  6/13/2012

D: SIGNATURE

I certify that none of the Departmental exceptions (Extraordinary Circumstances) listed in the above
Part 11 (516 DM 2, Appendix 2) apply to this action; therefore, this categorical exclusion would be
appropriate for this situation.

Authorizing Official: /sl Terry A. Humphrey Date: 10/12/2012

Terry A. Humphrey
Four Rivers Field Manager

Prepared By/Contact Person:

Jeremy Bluma

Realty Specialist

BLM - Boise District Office
3948 Development Avenue
Boise, Idaho 83705

(208) 384-3348
jbluma@blm.gov
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