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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

GLENWOOD SPRINGS FIELD OFFICE

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Grazing Permit Renewal with Changes on the Lundgren-Hogback, Elk Park Common, Brush Creek, Cedar
Mtn, Horse Mtn, and Middle Rifle Allotments.

DOI-BLM-CO-N040-2009-0025-EA

Based on the analysis of potential environmental impacts contained in the attached environmental
assessment, and considering the significance criteria in 40 CFR 1508.27, | have determined that the
Proposed Action will not have a significant effect on the human environment. An environmental impact
statement is therefore not required.

BACKGROUND

A Land Health Assessment was completed for these allotments in 2001 with the determination document
signed on January 14, 2003. All of the allotments involved with this permit renewal were considered to be
meeting standards for livestock grazing. Also in 2003 a ten year permit was issued from 3/1/2003 to
2/28/2013. This permit was issued under the appropriation rider language since there was not enough time
to complete an Environmental Assessment (EA) to fulfill the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
requirements prior to livestock turn-out. Grazing was permitted to continue as previously authorized until
an EA could be completed. In 2007 the grazing permittee met with the BLM to discuss possible changes
in the grazing schedule that would reflect what was happening on the ground better. This meeting was in
response to a trespass case in 2005 and another one in 2007. Both cases were not substantial and both
were resolved non-monetarily. A temporary authorization was issued in 2008 authorizing the changes
applied for by the permittee. In the fall of 2008 a new ranch manager was put in charge of the livestock
operations and made one more adjustment in the application. An EA analyzing the proposed changes and
continued livestock grazing on these allotments has now been completed.

Context

The grazing preference on the Cedar Mountain, Elk Park Common, Horse Mountain, and Lundgren-
Hogback allotments was attached to a different base property until it was transferred to the current
permittee in 2005. Application was never made at that time to make changes to the grazing schedule on
each allotment. The permittee runs livestock on 6 different BLM allotments before moving his cattle to
the Forest Service in the summer. The changes on the permit are to facilitate rotational needs of the
permittee.

Intensity

I have considered the potential intensity/severity of the impacts anticipated from the grazing permit
renewal with changes on these allotments relative to each of the ten areas suggested for consideration by
the CEQ. With regard to each:

1. Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse.

Grazing use was changed on the Cedar Mountain allotment that allows the allotment to be used
throughout the growing season. The allotment has 3 pastures in which cattle will be rotated. The proposed
grazing would have cattle off the allotment during the main hunting seasons. This action may be both
beneficial and adverse. Monitoring will continue to be conducted to make sure that cattle are being
rotated on the allotment to avoid season long grazing which would have negative effects to the perennial
grasses.
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2. The degree to which the proposed action affects public health and safety.
This action does not affect public health and safety.

3. Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity of historic or cultural resources,
park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas.

These allotments are adjacent to Rifle Gap State Park and the Rifle Creek Wildlife Area. Changes in
season of use on the Cedar Mountain allotment should benefit hunters visiting the area since cattle would
be off the allotment during the main hunting seasons.

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

Effects to the human environment are not likely to be highly controversial. There may be occasional
trespass of cattle onto Rifle Gap State Park and adjacent Rifle Creek Wildlife Area. Hunters that use these
areas would not run into cattle in the majority of the Cedar Mountain allotment although the permit would
still authorize livestock use on the Horse Mountain allotment during hunting season.

5. The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly uncertain or involve
unique or unknown risks.

The possible effects to the human environment are not highly uncertain and involve no unigue 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 change in season of use will be issued as a ten year permit and will be analyzed further upon
expiration of the permit. It represents no precedent for future actions. All actions of this nature will be
analyzed separately.

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

There have been recent habitat improvement treatments in this allotment. These treatments were focused
on improving habitat by taking out juniper trees encroaching in sagebrush and reducing the dominance of
old growth sagebrush by mechanical cuttings. These methods were successful in achieving a more diverse
stand of sagebrush in the areas of treatment. It is expected that there would be no significant cumulative
impacts from continued grazing on these allotments.

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 historic resources.

Ten historic properties have been identified. Historic properties are cultural resources that are considered
eligible or potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

A determination of “Conditional No Adverse Affect” has been made for this renewal. In order to
mitigate the potential affect mitigation has been proposed on all ground disturbing activity and the
placement of supplemental feed, etc, must be at a minimum 100 m from the areas of concern and historic
properties. The cultural resource specialist should be involved in discussions for improvements,
maintenance, supplemental feeding areas, etc to ensure that the historic properties and area of concern are
avoided.

9. The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened species or its
habitat that has been determined to be critical under the Endangered Species Act of 1973.
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The renewal of the Brush Creck, Cedar Mountain, Horse Mountain, and Middle Rifle Creek Common
allotments “May Affect, but is Not Likely to Adversely Affect” the Threatened, Canada lynx.
Furthermore, the proposed action would not result in the destruction or adverse modification of Fish &
Wildlife Service designated critical habitat. Programmatic consultation for Canada [ynx was completed
on the entire grazing program as administered by the GSFO. A “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely
Affect” determination was made and concurrence was obtained from the FWS (ES/GJ-6-CO-03-F-01 3.
Consultation specific to these four allotments regarding Canada lynx and livestock grazing has also been
completed. A “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect” determination was made and concurrence
was obtained from the FWS (2/25/08).

10. Whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements imposed
Jor the protection of the environment. .
No laws are violated by the proposed action.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

On the basis of the information contained in the EA, and all other information available to me, it is my
determination that: (1) the implementation of the Proposed Action or alternatives will not have significant
environmental impacts beyond those already addressed in the “Record of Decision and Resource
Management Plan," (Jan. 1984, revised 1988); (2) the Proposed Action and alternatives are in
conformance with the “Record of Decision and Resource Management Plan,"; and (3) the Proposed
Action and alternatives do not constitute a major federal action having a significant effect on the human
environment. Therefore, an environmental impact statement or a supplement to the existing
environmental impact statement is not necessary and will not be prepared.

This finding is based on my consideration of the Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) criteria for
significance (40 CFR 1508.27), both with regard to the context and to the intensity of the impacts
described in the EA or as articulated in the letters of comment.

Autho,tqzed Oﬁj’cial 7 Date/
Glenwood Springs Field Office

38





