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CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL 

ex Number: DOl-BLM-OR-B060-201 1-001 I-CX Date: 12/0612010 
Filr Code (Proj~tlSerilil Number): N/A 
Preparer: Aaron Eklund Applicant: Aaron Eklund 
Title of Proposed Action: Wildhorse Rim Communicalions Sile Renovation 

Dncription of PropoS4:d Action and Proj~t Design Eiemenu (if applicable): The asbestos-containing paint on the ex isting 
concrete structure would be removed and disposed of by a OEQ-licensed HAZMAT contractor. The existing concrete structure would 
thcn be demolished and the existing lower removed by the BLM Operations Crew, with debris removed ofT-site to a county solid 
waste disposal facility. A contractor would install a new 8'xl2' pre-fabricated structure at the same location as the old structure, and 
install a new 35'-40' monopole tower approximately 8'-10' from the new structure. The new location would be on Ihe same side of 
the access road, thus eliminating the risk of line damage between the communications building and the tower (current configuration). 
Thc tower would need to be set approximately 10' into the ground, with al least a 4 ' diameter hole cxcavated. No explosives would be 
allowed to excavate the hole. Rock hammers andlor rock drills are planned to be used 10 create the hole (due to bedrock condilions at 
the site). The tower would be set in concrete andlor compacted aggregate. The new pre-fabricated communications building would be 
sci on a reinforced concrete stem wall at the same location as the existing communications building. The access road would receive 
maimenance by the Operations Crew with a bulldozer andlor grader to blade off sloughed material on roadway and fix any damage 
caused by winter conditions. All equipment would be cleaned prior to being brought to this site to prevent introductions of noxious 
weeds. The communications site lies on State land (State of Oregon Easement and Right-of-Way No. 105024. dated 21 July 1959), 
and the access road lies on both State and BLM lands. Rcnovation activities are planned for July - September 2011. The structure and 
tower are to be Motorola R56 Standard compliam, and designed to remedy thc Scptember 17, 2009 CASHE findings of the existing 
communications configuration. 

legal Description: See Attached Maps. 

B. Conformance wllh land Use Plan (lUP): Stetns M(Junlain Cooperative Management and Protection Area Resource 
Management Plan: 

Date Approved/Amended: August 2005 

The proposed action is in confonnancc with the applicable LUP, even though it is not specifically provided for, because it is clearly 
consistent with the following LUP decisions: 

-Land Use Plan Goals: 
-Goal Number I : Serve current and future publics. 

-Reduce threats to public health, ~fety, and property.-pg. 12 

-Transportation and Roads: 
-Objective: Manage roads and ways within the CMPA consistent with the Route Management Categories and 
Mainlenance Levels. 
-"[RJoutes should be managed to minimize undue damage, maimenance costs, and provide for safe cravel"- pg. 62. 
-"Maintenance Level 2 is assigned to all remaining open roads within the CMPA unless otherwise prescribed under 
a Cooperative Management Agreement. Seasonal closures and road upgrades will be considered as needed to reduce 
damage to road surfaces, to protect resources, or to provide for public safety"- pg. 62. 

-Land and Reahy: 
-Objective I : Relain, consolidate, acquire land or interest in land with high public resource values for e ffective 
administration and improvement of resource management- pg. 58. 

DOl Calegorical Exclusion Reference (516 OM 2, Appendh I): 1.7- Routine and continuing government business, including such 
things as supervision, administration, operations, maintenance, renovations, and replacement activities having limited COnlext and 
intensity (e.g. limited size and magnitude or short-tenn effects). 

Screening for Exceptions: The rollowing extraordinary circumstances (516 OM 2, Appendix 2) may apply to individual actions 
wilhin the categorical exceptions. The indicated specialist recommends the proposed action docs 1/0 /: 

CATEGORICAL E:~CLUSION EXTRAORDtN,\RY CtRCUMST,\NCES DOCUMt:1\TATION 

Have significant impacts on public health or safelY. 
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2.1 



Rationale: TIle construction site wil l have to have barrier to keep the public Qui of the job site. With the heavy equipment and the 
removal of the asbestos can be a hazard \0 the public health. May have to closes the road way up to the radio site, where you can 

control the public. 

Specialist (Print Name andJTy~ettY, Sa~ety M~nager
Sj~alure and Date: r /~~7'-,--..,...Lf./--2'""L--=,L/.'!.Y-,=c--:-:==cc=== =c:::==-:-:c======-1 
2.2 Have signifi~nt Impacts ?~...~uCh natural re~ources an~ u~ique ge~graphic characteristics as historic ~r ~ultura.1 re.sources; 
park, recrealion or refuge lands; Wi lderness areas; Wild or scenic rivers; nallonal nalurallandmarks; sole or pnnclpal dnnkmg waler 
aquifers; prime fannlands; wellands (Executive Order 11990); nood plains (Executive Order 11988); national monuments; 
m-i j.!.T3tory birds; and other ecologically si}Uli fi canl or critical areas. 
Migratory Birds J 
Specialist (Print Name and Tille): n .ObradovicM Wil t1 life BiaJogis! /.-1 
SI.I!JlatureandDale: 2 -' J 7'l?7- :7. 7~ i!IIIZS-1 ~/ 
Rationale: This project, due 10 the limi<ed time frame of July to September 20 1 ~ fl'Iould have only minor affects to migratory 
birds. Most nesting and fledging of young birds would be completed by July and most birds would have moved to other areas for 
foraging. The demolilion and construction would preclude bird use within a 100 yard radius of !he project depending on the terrain 
durine the noisiest limes but birds would re!um to use the area when the oroiect is comDlete. 
Historic and Cultu@1 Resources 
Specialist (Print Name~Tille): Scott Thomas, Archeologist . . 
Sillnature and Date I ~ 1. -;~-II 
Rationale: The proj(ct will nol affect cultural resources because it is limited to aboveground structure replacemenls in their original 

localions. 

Areas Qf Critical Environmental ConcemlReseaTch Na!uTIlI Areas 
Spec ialist (Print Name an~tle): Dourlinn, Botanjsl I • 

S;~nature and Dale: ~ \ h.s I LO \ \ 
Rationale: The proposal is outside of the existing RNNACEC boundaries. No impacts to RNAs or ACECs would occur as a result 
of implementation of the proposal. 

Water ResQurces.fFlood Plains 
Specialist (Print Name and Title~~~m, Riparian Specialist 
Signature and Dale: /"~ " ? 7 )7I;J 2&// 
Rationale: lllere are no water resources present in the project area, nor is the projccllITea located in a floodplain. 

Soils. Diological Soil Crusl. Prime Farmlands 
Specia list (Print Name a~d Title): Doug.,Cipn, Botani~t I 

Si2.naturcandDate: ~ _~. I J2..Sb(\\\ 
Rationale: No signilicani1iTIpacts t6 these rcsources are foreseen as a result of implementing !.his proposal. 

Recreation! Visual Resources 
Spec ia list (Print N~~): M'~ K.eJly. OutqOQr Recreation ~!anner 
Si~nature and Da~ {PI//!; ( I:l .c;'firl..~---;' I 
Rationale: Visual r.(source: N I i Ica ~ acts r an ci at visual impacts will remain essentially the same as at present. 

. Recreation: Durmg the constructIOn phase there will be disruptive activity to recreation use. This will be ofa shon tenn 
duration and wou ld not have any long term effects to recreation. 
Wildemess!Wild and Scenic River Resources 
Special ist (Print Name ~Rd Title): Epl; Haa)<:enson, Wilderness Specialist ./ 
Sig~atureandDatc : /....,,,,.J ~A ,V11 . " -- //Z-.l:J 7 ...,// 
Rallonalc: This project is on state land, therefore there is no wildem~s, WSI\, WSR or Lands wi!h Wilderness Characteristics 

I present. 
2.3 H~~e hi~ ~ontro~~~ial environmental effec15 or involve unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available 

resources INEPA"seclion 102(2) E . 

Specialist (Print NIDQe-tnd Title ~~ "es, Planning and Ett"l1iTQ.~ enlal Coordinator 

S i~natureand Dale:~~f\"'" ~ \.I \. ~'6..-; -D - \.\ '_,\\\ \\ 

Rat ~onale: There are no known h~ghly contro*rsia!ftv'fronmental ~ ! cts Or ~n~solved conflicts concerning alternative uses of 

available resources. Implementation of the proposal~ould occurwlthtn an eX lslmg communication site. 


1.4 . . Hav~ hisn~ uncena.in nd olent ·· lly significant cnvironmo;ntai effects or involve uniQue or unknown environmental risks. 
S?CClahst (Print M<!;m\. and Till on)ta arges, ~I~n:-ing and En'(l~w~(~1 Coordinalor 

SiJl.nature and Dalo-)J '\.~"'- ~ ~ r+J... (). 1[1.. \ \ '.:J \\ \\ 

Rationale : ~ere arc no known uncenain or pot.en~i~ si~n~ficant env~nm~l\tal eff~ts or unique or unknown environmental risks. 

Implementation of the nronosal would occur wllhin~ah eX lstIRI.! communlcallon site. 
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2.S Establish a precedent for future action or represent a decision in principle about future actions with potentially significant 

env ironmental effects. 0 

Rationale: Implementation ~th~ proposal would'not ~a precedent ~~_futlk~ actions or represent a decision in .pri.nciplc a.b~ut 

future actions with potentially significant environmen!afeffects. Implementation of the proposal would occur wlthm an eXlstmg 

communication site and other communication sites currently exist within Burns District. 


2.6 Have a dirpt\relationsh ip to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively sign ificant environmental 

effects. 

S~cial i st (Print Na~ ¥!~ Ti~le) .Rf~n,.. ~ ,e:, PI~nn}nJ.and Env· \ ~e tal Coordinator 

SignatureandDate:-~ !\""\(~ \ )~ _ J( . I ~~(}' f / .....r I ;::) \ 1 

Rationale: There are no known in ividually ins i ~~ific, tout cumuJativtly s l~incant environmental effects. rmplementation of the 
proposal would occur within an existing communicat i site. 

2.7 Have significant impacts on properties listed, or eligible for list ing, on the National Register of Historic Places as 

detennined by either the bureau or office. 

Specialist (Print Nam~~.Tit le) : Scott Thomas, Archeologist 

Signature and Date: n......... ( -#-S--l/ 

Rationale: The project will not affect eligible or listed National Register properties because the impacts will be confmed 10 the 

original building foot print. 


2.8 Have significant impacts on species listed, or proposed to be listed, on the List of Endangered or Threatened Species, or 
have si 'n ificant imoacts on desil!11ated Critica l Habitat for these species. 

Endangered or Threatened Soecies·Fauna , h('h.
Specialist (Print Namc and ;JJ~le)~t Qbra . WildlifWiBiologist 

Si,,-natun: and Date: -""".h.- ~ ,.) :£lZ£ ;;::;Ir ~ t!J1 '..bI/ 

Rationale: There are no known federall Istli Endangered, Threatened, or Rioposed to be listed species known to occur in this 

area or critical habitat for any listed species in the project area. 


Endangered or Thre!l!ened Species·Agualic 

Specialist (Print Name and Titl . ingham, Riparian Specialist 

Si 'nature and Date: ~ 27 .J?'bV .;C// 

Rationale: There are no Threatened or Endangered aquatic species present in the proposed project area. 


Endangered or Threatened Speties-flora 
Specialist (Print Name ilnd Title): Doua;..inn, Botanisf t 
Si,,-natureandDatc: ~ ~ 11"":LS-J~o \\ 
Rationale: There are no'1rnown threatened or Endangered plant popu lations within the proposed project !lrea. As thert! is limited 
potential for ON HP list I spec ies of flora, a botanical clearance will be required prior to implementation. 

2.9 Violate a '" 'eell ral taw, or }....State, ~cal or tribal law or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment. 

Special ist (Print N~i{ ~sJ...Ti~e):¥lliPn~a .... '\V:F s;..Pla~in~~d Envi,o~~n~ Coordinator 

Signa!ureandDall:_)~ '\tN'JJ(} '- Y>.dv'--L\ PIrl- \ \ ..":).l \\ 

Rationale: No known laws or requlJements for prolecti¥"Vf!he environri ent would be violated. Implementation of tile proposal 

would occur in an existing communication site. '-.J 


2.10 Have a d~prot rtiona!e~ high and dverse effect on low income or minority populations Executive Order 12898). 

S~cialist (Print NIi~ <\od...Title : ~hond,!,\< 'cs. ~nning and Envir~~n~ I Coordinator 

Signa,.« and Datc .~ , 1.1 /J.. ~ (\.;\1 '). !ri \ \ ::> . \I 


Rat ionale: Implcmen!atlon of thc proposa l wo Id no~suh in a dispropohion~\ely adverse effect 0 11 minority or economically 

disadvantaged popu lalions as such popolations do ndl.6 cur in or near the project area. 

2.1 I Limit access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian religious practitioners or significant ly 
adversely affect the physical integrity of such sacred sites (Executive Order 13007). 
Specialist (Print Name ~d Titlc): Scott Thomas, Archcologist 
Si 'nature and Datc: I I ~ ZS--II 
Rationale: This project will not affect access to or physical integrity of any known Indian sacred site because the project will only 
rep lace existing aboveground structures. 
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2. 12 ContribUie to the introduction. continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or nonnative 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). 

Specialist (Print Na.nTo~tTitle)~~~~y Richman, Wi~I SFialit~ 
~gnature and Date: lo. I II ­ \;j , J I ~I ~ l 
Rationale: Noxious weeds are 010wn to be present in timite numbers in relatively close proximity to this area. Treatments are on­
going. The weeds are not present in suffici ent quantity to be considered a significant impact at this time . 

Additional review (As determined by the Authorized Officer): 

RMP conformance and ex review confirmation: 

:::::~JS:.~:; PI,nning and En'iro:::,,' coo~\;\ d-~\ \ 

Management Determination: Based upon review of this proposa l. I have determined the Proposed Action is in confonnance with 
the LUP, qualifies as a categorical exclusion and does not require further NEPA analysis. 

Authorized Officer (Print Name and Title): Joan Suther, Andrcws/Steens Field Manager 

SigJ>alureU~. >It;1~ ) Dale :;'/'/11 
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