UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Twin Falls District
Burley Field Office
15 East 200 South
Burley ID, 83318

Categorical Exclusion Documentation Format When Using Categorical Exclusions Not
Established by Statute

NEPA NO. DOI-BLM-1D-T020-2013-0002-CX
A. Background
BLM Office: Burley Field Office.

Lease/Serial/Case File No.: N/A

Proposed Action Title/Type: Goose Creek Exclosure Expansion

Location of Proposed Action: T 15 S, R 22 E; Section 31, SW ¥4 NW ¥ and NW ¥ SW V..
Cassia County, ID.

Description of Proposed Action: The Bureau of Land Management Burley Field Office would
like to expand an existing livestock exclosure along Goose Creek. BLM would remove a cross
fence at the north end of the existing exclosure and construct a new fence along Goose Creek
road. The new fence would be approximately 1,400 feet in length and would join an existing
BLM/Private land boundary fence.

B. Land Use Plan Conformance

Land Use Plan Name: Cassia Resource Management Plan.

Date Approved/Amended: January 24, 1985

The Proposed Action is in conformance with the land use plan, even though it is not specifically
provided for, because it is clearly consistent with the following decision(s) (objectives, terms,
and conditions):

Watershed Management: "A variety of methods may be employed to maintain, improve, protect
and restore watershed conditions. Priority will be given to meeting emergency watershed needs
due to flooding, severe drought or fire." (Cassia RMP, p. 9.) The proposed exclosure fence
would help to improve watershed conditions.
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C. Compliance with NEPA:

The Proposed Action is categorically excluded from further documentation under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) in accordance with 516 DM 11.9, J(9): “Construction of
small protective enclosures, including those to protect reservoirs and springs and those to protect
small study areas.”

This categorical exclusion is appropriate in this situation because there are no extraordinary
circumstances potentially having effects that may significantly affect the environment. The
Proposed Action has been reviewed, and none of the extraordinary circumstances described in 43
CFR 46.215 apply. Refer to the following extraordinary circumstances:

1. The Proposed Action would not have significant impacts on public health or safety.

Wire fences are a common range application in the region. Existing wire fences in the region
have not resulted in any known hazards to the public. The proposed fence would be located in an
area that is considered to receive limited use by the public. The establishment of the proposed
fence is not expected to result in any significant impacts to public health and safety.

2. The Proposed Action would not 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; and other ecologically
significant or critical areas.

Of the aforementioned classifications no significant impacts are expected to occur because most
of the classifications do not occur in the Proposed Action area. The Proposed Action area does
include a wetland (i.e., Goose Creek). However, the expansion of an existing livestock exclosure
is not expected to result in significant impacts to a wetland. The fence would not be constructed
within the mean high water mark of Goose Creek. Fence construction would occur in the
uplands and minimal soil disturbance would occur.

3. The Proposed Action would not have highly controversial environmental effects or involve
unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources [NEPA Section
102(2)(E)].

The impacts of fence construction are well understood. Livestock exclosures are a common
riparian management application in the region. Wire fences are known to represent an avian
collision hazard, particularly for sage-grouse. However, the proposed fence is not considered a
significant hazard because the Proposed Action area provides limited sage-grouse habitat.

4. The Proposed Action would not have highly uncertain and potentially significant
environmental effects or involve unique or unknown environmental risks.
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The environmental impacts of fence construction are well understood. Wire fences are
commonly used in similar settings throughout the region.

5. The Proposed Action would not establish a precedent for future actions or represent a
decision in principle about future actions with potentially significant environmental effects.

The Proposed Action is a site specific proposal that is limited to a small area along Goose Creek
in Cassia County. The Proposed Action is not connected to any other project.

6. The Proposed Action would not have a direct relationship to other actions with individually
insignificant but cumulatively significant environmental effects.

The Proposed Action is not connected to any other project and does not have a direct relationship
to other projects that may have individually insignificant, but cumulatively significant impacts.
Expanding the existing livestock exclosures is not expected to result in cumulatively significant
impacts.

7. The Proposed Action would not have significant impacts on properties listed, or eligible for
listing, on the National Register of Historic Places as determined by the bureau.

No historic properties are present within the Proposed Action area.

8. The Proposed Action would not have significant impacts on species listed, or proposed to be
listed, on the List of Endangered or Threatened Species, or have significant impacts on
designated critical habitat for these species.

There are no Threatened or Endangered species kown to occur in the region. The Greater sage-
grouse is a Candidate species. Wire fences are known to represent an avian collision hazard,
particularly for sage-grouse. The Proposed Action area provides limited habitat for Greater sage-
grouse and there are no occupied lek sites within 2 miles of the Proposed Action area. The risk of
collision is expected to be minimal.

9. The Proposed Action would not violate a Federal law, or a State, local or tribal law or
requirement imposed for the protection of the environment.

The Proposed Action is consistent with federal, state, local and tribal regulations.

10. The Proposed Action would not have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on low
income or minority populations (Executive Order 12898).

Expanding the existing exclosure is not expected to affect low income or minority populations.
11. The Proposed Action would not 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).
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Access would not be limited as a function of the Proposed Action.

12. The Proposed Action would not 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).

The Proposed Action is not expected to influence introduction or spread of noxious weeds or
invasive plants. The Proposed Action is expected to improve habitat conditions by promoting
healthy riparian habitat.

D. Signature

I have considered the Proposed Action and extraordinary circumstances. No conflicts have been
identified. | have determined that there is no potential for significant impacts.

Authorizing Official: /s/ Michael Courtney Date: 11/19/2012
Michael Courtney
Field Manager

Contact Person
For additional information concerning this CX review, contact Jesse Rawson, Wildlife Biologist,
(208) 677-6600, 15 East 200 South, Burley 1D, 83318.
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