Categorical Exclusion Review
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF ILAND MANAGEMENT
Boise District Office
Bruneau Field Office

West Castle Creek Allotment - Rutan Grazing Preference Transfer

CE No.: DOI-BLM-ID-B020-2010-0016-CX Lease/Serial/Case File No.: (192864

Purpose and Need for Action:- Dana Rutan has submitted a Grazing: Preference Apphcatwn for permitted use in
West Castle Creek Allotment. He is leasing base property from Derron Frederick (formerly leased to Blaine Collett
1101708). The application requires that BLM take action to determine if Dana Rutan is a qualified applicant.

Description of Proposed Action: The Proposed Action is to approve a transfer of Derron Frederick’s (formerly
leased to Blaine Collett 1101708) preference to Dana Rutan. Derron Frederick’s base property will be controlled
(leased) by Dana Rutan. The preference attached to the base property is described on form 4130-1a Grazing
Preference Application and Preference Transfer Application (Base Property Preference Attachment and :
Assignment) and attached Exhibit “A” submitted by Dana Rutan. The base property lease submitted by Dana Rutan
describes the base property for Derron Frederick’s preference for West Castle Creek allotment and therefore meets
the requirements of 43 CFR 4110.2 Grazing Preference, subparts 4110.2-1, and 4110.2-3 Transfer of Grazing
Preference. The preference is aiso shown in the table below.,

Grazing Preference Attached or Requested to be -
Attached to Offered Base Property (Under 43 CFR Forage Amount (AUM’s) and Use Status
4110.2-2(c)) . A
For Grazing Use In; Active Suspended
Allotment Number Name e '
00801 West Castle Creek _ 1,418 495

The following is from form 4130-1a “IMPORTANT INFORMATION: Upon BLM approval of this application,
BLM will update its records to reflect the change in preference holders and\or attachments of preference to base
property, BLM will act upon the apphcatlon for the grazing permit or lease concurrently through a separate process
(italics added) which will include a review and possible change to the terms and conditions of grazing use from that
authorized to the prevmus preference holder. On a regional basis, BLM land use plans identify those public lands
that are available for grazing use under a permit or lease. The terms and conditions of such permits and lease
periodically changed to response to management needs or circumstances.”

In this case, the “separate process” will not include a review and possible change to the terms and conditions
because “This permit or lease is issued under the authority of Section 416, Public Law 111-88 and contains the same
mandatory terms and conditions as the expired or transferred permit or lease. This permit or lease may be canceled,
suspended, or modified, in whole or part to meet the requirements of applicable laws and regulations,”

Project Location: The Proposed Action involves the West Castle Creek Allotment, located near Grand View and
Oreana, Idaho, 50 miles south of Boise.

Applicant (ifany):; Dana Rutan
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Part I — Plan Conformance Review '

This propoesed Action is subject to the following land use plan' Not applicable to this CX.
Date Plan Approved: Not applicable to this CX.

Remarks: None

Part II - NEPA Review

A. Categorical Exclusion Review: This proposed action qualifies as a categorical exclusion under 516 DM
11.5,D (1) Category description: Approval of transfers of grazing preference,

B. Exceptions Review (Departmental List of Extraordinary Circumstances Review): Review the 12
exceptions which apply to individual actions within categorical exclusion. Environmental documents (EA
or EIS) must be prepared for any actions involving these exceptions. The following Departmental List of
Extraordinary Circumstances apply to individual actions. Departmental instructions mandate that
environmentat documents MUST BE PREPARED for actions which may: (Mark applicable answer for
each item. If"yes", prepare an EA/EIS and append this form to it.)

List of Exceptions

1. Have s1gmﬁcant impacts on public health or safety.

Yes I~ | No ¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanauon The transfer of existing grazing privileges with no addmonal uge(s) authorized is an
administrative fanction with no effects to public health or safety.

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); ficodplains (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.

Yes |7 | No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: Lo Patiwgren; Archaeologist; 4/16/2010

| Yes I |[No Specialist Signature/Date: Dassl Deaketw; Outdoor Recreation Planner; 4/15/10

IEIE

Yes [~ | No Specialist Signature/Date: Beuce € Sehoeberl, Wildlife Biologist, April 15, 2010

Commems/Explanauon There will be no changes in management so previous assessments specifying no significant
impacts or omission of significant impacts are still vahd (migratory birds, ecologically significant critical areas;
BCS)

3. Have highly controversial environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning altematlve uses of
available resources [NEPA Section 102{2)(E)].

Yes ™ [No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanation: The proposed transfer of grazing preference.is an administrative action and is separate
from the actual issuance of the grazing permit (see Part I Plan Conformance Review — Remarks above).

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

Yes |7 | No ¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanation: The proposed transfer of grazing preference is an administrative action and is separate
from the actual issuance of the grazing permit (see Part I Plan Conformance Review — Remarks above).

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

Yes |7 | No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanation: Transfer of grazing preference without changes from the previous permis, is a routine
administrative procedure. This action neither establishes a precedent for future actions nor represents a decision
in principle about future actions with potentially significant environmental effects.
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6. Have a direct relationship to other actions with individually msngmﬁcant but cumulatlvely s:gmﬁcant
environmental effects. : . :

Yes [~ [No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanation: Transferring the existing prazing preference with no changes from the current
authorization is neither individually nor cumulatively significant.

7. Have significant impacts on properties listed or eligibte for listing on the Natlonal Register of Historic Places as
determined by either the bureau or office.

Yes 17 |No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: Lo Patmgres; Archaeologist; 4/16/2010

Comments/Explanation:

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

.| Specialist Signature/Date for Plants: gffolly . Back, 4/14/10
Yes I™ |[No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date for Wildlife: Bruca Cfchoeberl, April 15, 2010
Specialist Signature/Date for Aquatics: /s/ Kavi Koleini 4/16/2010

Plants Comments/Explanation: No changes in land management will occur as part of this decision. Impacts to
special status plants from grazing will be evaluated in the upcoming West Castle Creek allotment permit renewal.

Wildlife Comments/Explanation: There will be no changes in management so previous assessments for Type 1
Special Status wildlife species specifying no significant impacts are still valid. Additionally, greater sage-grouse
were found to be “...warranted, but preclude by higher priority listing actions.” on March 4, 2010 so they are now
categorized as a Candidate species for Listing under ESA and consequently added to the Type 1 Special Status
species list. Sage-grouse were analyzed in the 1997 EA that currently governs the West Castle Creek allotment and
the selected alternative does not incur significant impacts to greater sage-grouse.

Aquatics Comments/Explanation:

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

Yes |7 |No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date; /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanation: This routine administrative procedure is consistent and compatible with all known Federal,
State, local and Tribal laws or requirements imposed for protection of the environment.

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

Yes 17 |No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanation: There are no known low income or minority populations in the area of the proposed action.
However, if low income or minority populations do exist, the transfer of existing grazing privileges would not be
expected to have a disproportionately high or adverse effect on these populations.

11. 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).

Yes |7 |No [# | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-14-2010

Comments/Explanation:

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).

Yes [~ |No [¥ | Specialist Signature/Date: /s/ Jon Haupt 4-16-2010

Comments/Explanation: Transferring grazing preference is an administrative action and separate from the actual
issuance of the grazing permit.
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1 certify that noﬁe of the Departmental exceptions (Extracrdinary Circumstances) listed in the above Part IT (516
DM 2, Appendix 2) apply to this action; therefore, this categorical exclusion is appropriate for this situation,
Remarks:

Authorizing Official: QM‘,@QGQ\? . DQQ Date: /!/ A / /0

Name: Amold L. Pike
Title: Bruneau Field Manager

Part III - Decision

I have reviewed this plan conformance and NEPA compliance record and have determined that the proposed project
is in conformance with the approved land use plan and that no further environmental analysis is required. It is my
decision to implement the project, as descnbed with the mitigation measures either 1dcnt1ﬁed below or with the
stipulation(s) described above

Mmgatlon Measures/Other Remarks: None

Remarks: None M

Authorizing Official: ~£ Date: / / [0 / / O
Name: Arnold L., Pike '

Title: Bruneau Field Manag'er
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