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Finding  

Based upon review of the environmental assessment (EA) for the Riggins Shooting Range Land 

Conveyance, I have determined that the proposed action described in the EA (Alternative A) will 

not have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment. Therefore, preparation of 

an environmental impact statement is not required.  As described and analyzed in the EA, no 

environmental effects meet the definition of significance as defined by regulations to implement 

NEPA found at 40 CFR 1508.27.  This finding is based on my consideration of both the context 

and intensity of the project, as described below.  

Context.  This means that the significance of an action was analyzed in several contexts such as 

society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality. 

Significance varies with the setting of the proposed action. For instance, in the case of a site-

specific action, significance would usually depend upon the effects in the local area rather than in 

the world as a whole. Both short-and-long-term effects are relevant. 

As described in the EA, few resources would be affected by the proposed action, and the effects 

that would occur are limited to the general vicinity of the action or local area. 

Intensity. This requirement refers to the severity of impact. The following factors are considered 

in evaluating intensity.  

1.  Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse.  

The EA describes effects that would be beneficial, such as the potential for the proposed 

development of a shooting range to compliment the City of Riggin’s plan to grow the recreation 

and tourism aspects of their economy (EA Section 7.11.2); as well as adverse effects, such as 

potential displacement of wildlife (Section 7.5.2).  

2.  The degree to which the proposed action affects public health or safety.  

The EA describes potential effects on public health and safety that could arise from exposure to 

hazardous materials, and found that there is little risk (EA Section 7.2.2).   

3.  Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural 

resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically 

critical areas.  

The conveyance parcel is within a designated area of critical environmental concern (ACEC) and 

within the specified corridor of a segment of the Salmon River found suitable for inclusion in the 

National Wild and Scenic River System, but, as described in the EA, the proposed action would 



2 
 

have little or no effect on the relevant and important values of the ACEC (Section 7.4.2) or the 

outstandingly remarkable values of the suitable Wild and Scenic River (Section 7.3.2).  

4.  The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be 

highly controversial.  

There is no indication that the effects would be highly controversial.  

5.  The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly uncertain 

or involve unique or unknown risks.  

The EA did not reveal any effects which were highly uncertain or involved unique or unknown 

risks.  

6.  The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with 

significant effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration.  

This is a localized action that would not establish a precedent.  

7.  Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but 

cumulatively significant impacts.  

The analysis included consideration of effects of construction and operation of a shooting range, 

which is a connected action to the BLM’s proposal.  The BLM also analyzed cumulative effects 

for all affected resources.  None were found to be cumulatively significant.  

8.  The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, 

or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or may 

cause loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources.  

The EA identified no potential impacts to significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources 

(EA Section 7.7.2).  

9.  The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened 

species or its critical habitat that has been determined under the Endangered Species Act 

of 1973, as amended.  

As described in the EA (Section 5.3.2), no endangered, threatened, or candidate wildlife species 

or their habitats occur in the conveyance parcel and none would be affected by the proposed 

action.  

l0.  Whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements 

imposed for the protection of the environment.  

The proposed action would not violate any Federal, State, or local law or requirements imposed 

for the protection of the environment.  
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