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Worksheet 

Determination of NEPA Adequacy 

signed CONCLUSION at end of this worksheet is an interim step BLM's 
internal analysis process and does not constitute an appealable decision; however, it constitutes 
an administrative record to be provided as evidence in protest, appeals and legal procedures. 

-=-::c..~= 
Moab Field Office 

~=~'-"--'--===~· MFO-YOI0-15-106R 

Special Permit for Red Rocks 
College 

=:..=~~~==-c~~==-'"=~~"--'· Canyoneering Routes within 
specifically, Medieval Chamber and Granary. 

Moab 

~=-==~"'-'. Sally Palmer, 13300 W. 6th Ave., Box 20, Lakewood, CO 80228 

A. Description of the Proposed Action and Any Applicable Mitigation Measures 

Sally Palmer, on behalf of Red Rocks Community College has requested authorization through 
an SRP to conduct an outdoor education course involving canyoneering in Medieval and Granary 
Canyons. (Medieval Canyon is within the Negro Bill WSA). The course would be held 
March. Red Rocks Community College previously held an SRP with the Moab Field 



"'"L'V"''" and natural resources, and provide for the health and safety of visitors. addition, 
98 of the Moab RMP, it states, "All SRPs contain standard stipulations appropriate 

of and may include stipulations necessary to protect lands or resources, 
reduce user conflicts, or and safety concerns ... .Issue and manage 
permits tor a wide outdoor recreational opportunities, provide 

.... .,,._.,.,.., for and the to 
uses upon natural and cultural resources." 

The Moab Resource Management Plan (RMP), Final Environmental Impact Statement, signed 
October 31, 2008, identified lands with wilderness characteristics. The proposed use does not 
include any areas determined to have wilderness characteristics. The proposed activity would not 
result in any changes in the impacts that were analyzed in the FEIS tor the RMP. 

C. Identify the applicable National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and 
other related documents that cover the proposed action. 

List by name and date all applicable NEP A documents that cover the proposed action. 

Assessment DOI-BLM-UT-YOI 12, Special Recreation Permit tor 
Navtec, signed December 28, 2012 covers 10 canyoneering routes: Winter Camp/Repeat Junior, 
Negro Bill (Medieval Chamber), BLM portion of Mystery Towers (in side canyon of Onion 
Creek), Pritchett (Rock of Ages), Professor Creek (aka Mary Jane), Cable Arch, Cameltoe 
(Culvert), Granary {no use from April 1 to August 15), and Big Cave 

List by name and other documentation relevant to the proposed action biological 
assessment, biological opinion, watershed assessment, allotment evaluation, and monitoring 
report): None 

D. NEPA Adequacy Criteria 

1. the new proposed action a feature of, or essentially similar to, an alternative analyzed 
the existing NEPA document(s)? Is the project within the same analysis area, or if the 

the range alternatives analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s) with 
respect to the new proposed action (or existing proposed action), given current 
environmental concerns, interests, and resource values? 



answer and explanation: Environmental Assessment DOI-BLM-UT-YOlO-
Recreation Permit for contains analysis of the proposed action, and a 

no action alternative. The environmental concerns, interests, resource and 
not changed to a that warrants broader consideration. 

3. Is existing analysis adequate in light of any new information or circumstances (such as, 
rangeland health standards assessment; recent endangered species listings, updated list of 
BLM sensitive species)? Can you reasonably conclude that new information and new 
circumstances would not substantially change the analysis of the new proposed action? 

./ Yes 
No 

Documentation of answer and explanation: The existing analysis and conclusions are adequate as 
there has been no new information or circumstances presented. It can be reasonably concluded 
that all new information and circumstances are insignificant with regard to analysis of the 
proposed action. 

4. Are the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects that would result from implementation 
of the new proposed action similar (both quantitatively and qualitatively) to those analyzed 
in the existing NEPA document? 

./ Yes 

Documentation answer and explanation: The direct and indirect impacts are substantially 
unchanged from those identified in the existing NEP A document. Yes; site-specif1c impacts 
analyzed the existing document are the same as those with current proposed 
action. 

5. Are the public involvement and interagency review associated with existing NEP A 
document(s) adequate for the current proposed action? 

./ 



Don 

David Williams 

Pam Riddle 

0 

Wildlife Biologist 

Threatened, Endangered, or 
Candidate Plant Species; 



Date 

Note: signed this Worksheet is part of an interim step the BLM's internal 
decision process and does not constitute an appealable decision. However, the lease, permit, or 
other authorization based on this DNA is subject to protest or appeal under 43 CFR Part 4 and 
the program-specific regulations. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

ID Team Checklist 
IMPWSA 



INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAl\f CHECKLIST 

Title: Recreation Permit Renewal for Red Rocks 

NEPA Log Number: DOI-BLM-UT-YOI 15-0242 DNA 

File/Serial Number: 

Project Leader: Jennifer Jones 

DETERi\IINATION OF STAFF: (Choose one of the following abbreviated options for the left column) 

NP 
NI 

in detail in the EA 
actions and not changed from those disclosed in the NEP A documents cited in 

Section 0 of the DNA form. The Rationale column may include NI and NP discussions. 

The elements are not present Moab Field and have been removed 
Farmlands Wild Horses and Burros. 

Determi­
nation 

Resource Rationale for Determination* Signature Date 

RESOURCES AND ISSUES CONSIDERED (INCLUDES SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITIES APPENDIX 1 H-1790-l) 

NC Greenhouse Gas 



Determi· 
nation 

REVIEW: 

Resource 

Standards 

Reviewer Title 

Rationale for Determination* Signature Date 

Pam Riddle 

Pam Riddle 

Comments 



WILDERNESS INTERIM MANAGEMENT 
IMPAI~mNT EVALUATION FORM 

DESCRIPTION ACTION 

of action: 

Action: Alternative Action: 
~----~ 

What BLM WSAs are included in the area where the action is take 



When the use, would the area's 
constrain the 

for 



MAJOR CONCLUSION OF NON-IMPAIRMENT EVALUATION 

Action fails to meet the standard or any 
e.g. VER, and should not be allowed: 

Action appears to meet the standard: No 

Action may be allowable, pre-FLPMA use: 

Action may be allowable, pre-FLPMA VER: 

OTHER CONCLUSIONS 



Media notification 

Federal Notice 

Information copy of case file sent to US0-933: 

Evaluation 



FONSI: Based on the 
that action 
therefore not 

FI:"i'DING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
AND 

DECISIO:"i' RECORD 

Red Rocks Community College (Organized Group) 
DOI-BLM-UT-YOI0-2015-0242 DNA 

po1tenna1 environmental contained in the present 
'"t;,m'''"''"' effect on the human environment and an environmental 

I have determined 
statement is 

DECISION: It is my decision to issue this Recreation Permit Renewal to Red Rocks Community 
instruction in the areas listed under the Action. This decision is "v."''"!5'-u' 

RATIONALE: The decision to authorize the 
been made in consideration of the environmental impacts of the proposed action. The action is in conformance with the 
Moab Resource Plan, which allows for recreation use for a wide of uses to enhance outdoor 
recreational for private and limit the nnr,<'li'N 

to such uses upon natural and cultural resources. 


