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	Proposed Action:
Mosaic Potash Carlsbad Inc. requests authorization to mine a drift towards the Nash Draw Ore Body from the 700 mining level to the 850 mining level through kieserite contaminated ore. and slurry it to the salt stack pile.  This is the first step in accessing Mosaic’s Pogo-Yates leases directly north of WIPP.  The project is located in Eddy County, New Mexico, approximately 20 miles east of  Carlsbad, in T22S R29E Sec. 28, 27, 22, and 23, Federal Lease NMLC-0048730A and NMLC-0062188, NMLC-046370, and NMLC-116402. 
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Figure 1 – Proposed Nash Draw drive depicted in red cells.  The drive will go from the 700 mining level to the 850 mining level.
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Figure 2 – Cross section view of proposed mine level drift into the Nash Draw Ore Body.



Authority of this action is Mineral Leasing Act of February 25, 1920, (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended.

	
Part I: PLAN CONFORMANCE REVIEW

	This proposed action is subject to the Carlsbad Resource Area Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/FEIS, BLM February 1986) and the Carlsbad Resource Area Resource Management Plan Amendment/Final Environmental Impact Statement (RMPA/FEIS, BLM January 1997), which were approved as the Final RMP and RMPA for the BLM-CFO by the Record of Decisions (ROD) signed September 30, 1988 and October 10, 1997, respectively. The proposed action has been reviewed and determined to be consistent with these plans (43 CFR 1610.5).
The Carlsbad Field Office utilizes a resource conflict map that was prepared by an interdisciplinary team showing areas of concern. These areas of concern include special management areas (SMA), threatened & endangered (T&E) habitat, known locations of T&E species, areas with other special status species, wildlife habitat projects, riparian/wetland areas, 100-year floodplains, etc. The conflict map is reviewed and the author of the EA signs off the projects outside the areas of concern. The projects that occur in the areas of concern depicted on the map are reviewed and signed off only by the resource specialist with the expertise for that area.

	Reviewed by: Robert Salaz
	 
	Date: 7/8/2016
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	PART II: CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION REVIEW

	This proposed action qualifies as a categorical exclusion under 516 DM 11, CXAP4_F7, CXAP4_F8, CXAP5_0.0. 

	The proposed action has been reviewed against the following exceptions to individual categorical exclusions (516 DM 2, Appendix 2).

		Yes
	No
	Exception

	
	x
	Have significant adverse effects on public health and safety.

	 
	x
	Have adverse effects on such unique geographic characteristics as historic or cultural resources, park, recreation, or refuge lands, wilderness areas, wild or scenic rivers, sole or principle drinking water aquifers, prime farmlands, wetlands, floodplains, or ecologically significant or critical areas, including those listed on the Department's National Register of Natural Landmarks.

	 
	x
	Have highly controversial environmental effects.

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

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

	 
	x
	Be directly related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant environmental effects.

	 
	x
	Have adverse effects on properties listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

	 
	x
	Have adverse effects on species listed or proposed to be listed on the List of Endangered or Threatened Species, or have adverse effects on designated critical habitat for these species.

	 
	x
	Require compliance with Executive Order 11988 (Floodplain Management), Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands), or the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.

	 
	x
	Threaten to violate a Federal, State, Local Government or Tribal law or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment.

	 
	x
	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).

	 
	x
	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).




	Remarks:

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Reviewed by: Robert Salaz
	 
	Date: 7/8/2016
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	PART III. DECISION
	 
	 

	Based on the review documented above, I conclude that this proposal conforms to the applicable land use planning document(s) and that this NEPA documentation fully covers the proposed action and constitutes BLM’s compliance with the requirements of NEPA and that no further environmental analysis is required.  It is my decision to implement the proposed action, as described, with the following stipulations/mitigation measures to be applied.
Authority of this action is Mineral Leasing Act of February 25, 1920, (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended.
Stipulations/Mitigations: 
Authorized Official:

	

___________________________________________
George MacDonell 
Carlsbad Field Office Manager
	 
	_____________________
Date
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