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Title of Proposed Actioo:Tule Springs Allotment Solar Well Projects 

Description of Proposed Action and Project Design E lements: 

The Bureau ofLand Management (BLM)fJ'ule Springs Allotment #6018 Permittees propose to maintain, rcpah·, and reconstruct the 
existing Little Butte Well (built in 1978), Range Improvement' Project System (RIPS) tn 11386, and the Reimers Valley Well (built in 
1989), RIP #715849, within the Andrews Resource Area (RA), Bums District (see attached map). The existing wells would have their 
power sources changed to solar with fence constructed around the wells and solar towers for protection. ln addition, one trough will be 
replaced. The activities would be limited to the existing footprints of the miginal disturbed areas with no new disturbances; they 
would be completed in less than one week for each well by 3-4 i.nclividuals, after July 1, 20 15. The BLM and the Permittees will enter 
into a Coopcratjve Range lruprovement Agreement to share tbe work and cost~ of these projl!cts, 

Little Butte Well- install a 30-foot or smaJier bottomless water trough to replace the current non-functional 30-foot bottomless water 
trough. In lhe past, water was pumped from tl1e well by a generator into fhe 30-foot bottoml.ess water trough and then overflowed into 
a reservoir. Cun·ently, tbe BLM/Permittees propose to install a solar tower to power the water pump for the welL ln addition, a small 
protection Jence (30 feet by 30 feet) would be built around the well and solar tower. Water would be pumped from the existing weU at 
the site into the trough and then overf1ow into the existing reservoir. A smaJJ trench about 200 feet long and 1.5 feet wide would be 
dug in order to place a water pipe from the Well to the trough and from the trouglJ to the reservoir ifneeded. The BLM Operations 
Crew(e:..>tin1ated 4 people) would conduct the wor1< between July I and October 15. Equipment used would include a backboe for 
leveling a spot for the trough and digging a l!mall trench, a boom truck for placement oflhe solar tower, and a cement truck for 
hauling cement to the site for the bottom ofthe trough. A bird ramp would be installed inside the trough to prevent the drowning of 
small birds, small manunals, and other wildlife. Cultural and botanical resources (if any arc discovered during surveys) would be 
avoided. In the event that cultural resources are uncovered during constmetion, work would be halted and the District Archeologist 
notified. 

Reimers Valley Well- install a solar pump and solar tower for the existing well and trough. There would be a small (30 feeL by 30 
feet) protection fence built around the well and solar tower. The BLM Operations Crew (estimated 4 people) or contract crew would 
conduct the work betweenJLtly 1 and October 15. Equipment used wmild include a boom. truck for placement of the solar tower and 
pump. A bird tamp would be installed inside. the trough to prevent the drowning of small birds, smalJ mammals, and other wildJife. 
Cul!'utal and botanical resources (ifany are discovered during surveys) would be avoided. In the event that cultural resources are 
uttcovered during construction, work would be halted and the District Archeologist notified. 

To minimize opportunities for spread ofnoxious weeds by seeds or other plant parts, all equipment wonJd be cleaned prior Lo 
beginning work on BLM laud. Disturbed sttes-would be monitored closely for two years post-olean for noxious weeds. Any weeds 
found would be treated by the most appropriate method. 

All activities described have limited context and intensity (e.g. limited si~:e and magnitude or short term effects) . 

.Legal Descriptions; (sec attached map) 

LittJeButte Well- W.M., T. 39 S., R. 36 E., Sec. 07. 

Reimers Valky Well· W.M., T. 36 S., R_35 E., Sec. 33. 


Conformance with Land Use PJan (LUP): Andrews Management Uoi1 (AMU) Record ofDecision (ROD) and Resource 
Management Plan (RMP) 

Date Approved/Amended: August 2005 

The proposed action is 1n confonnanco with the applicable LUP, even though it is not specifically provided for, because it is clearly 
consistent with the following LUP decision(s) (objectives, terms, and couditlons): 
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Grazing Management Objective 1 (AMU RMP-54). Management actions will provi.de for sustainable livestock grazing in the AUM 
that meets allotment management (natural resource) objectives and the [Standards and Guidelines] S&Gs. 

Grazing Management Objective 2 (AMU RMP-54). Implement administrative solutions and rangeland projects to provide proper 
mana.gement for livestock grazing while meeting resource objectives and requirements for S&Gs (USDI 1997a). 

Existing projects within the AMU will be maintained if they support livestock grazing or other uses. 

Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Categor ical Exclusion (CX) Reference (516 DM 1 1.9): N/A 

Department of the Interior (DOl) CX Reference (516 DM 2, Appendix 1) : 1.7 "Routine and continuing govenunent business, 
including such things as maintenance and replacement activities having limited context and intensity (e.g. limited size and magnitude 
or short tem1 effects). 

Screening for Exceptions: The following extraordinary circumstances (516 OM 2, Appendix 2) may apply t<> individual actions 
withini:he oategodcnl exception:;. The indicuted :;pcoinlist recommends the proposed action docs not: 

C ATEGORICAL EXCL USION EXTRAORDINARY CIRCUMSTANCES DOCUMEl'iTATION 

2.1 Have significant impacts on public health or safety. 
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Specialist(Print Name and Tit 

Si nature and Date: 
Ratjonale: No sign· . 1mpact oh pubbc hea!Lh or safety. This work is regular and reoccurring maintenance the BLM work crew 
bas done for years; 1e crew follows safety standards for thls type of work. 

2.2 Have significant impacts on such natural resources and unique geographic characteristics as historic or culluraJ resources; 
park, recreation or refuge lands; wildcmess areas; wild or scenic rivers; national natural landmarks; sole or principal drinking water 
aquifers; prime farmlands; wetlands (Executive Order 11990); flood plains (Executive Order 11988); national monuments; 
migratory birds; and other ecologically significant or critical areas. 

Migratory Birds 

Speciali::.1 (Prinl Naroo and Title): Andrew Daniels, Wildlife Biologist 


Si •nature and Date: a ~ I~ 
Rationale: The installation of the t gh and solar panels would cause short term (les!l than two weeks) disturbance while workers 
and equipment are at the sites. Work should occur al.ler Ju ly I, so that nesting birds would not be disturbed. There would be no 
habitat loss for migratory birds since the area has already been used for the same purpose in the past and livestock would still water 
there during the winter when m.igratory birds arc not present. 

Historic and Cultural Resources 

Specialist (Print Name and Title): Scott Thomas, District Archaeologist 


Si nature and Date; • ~ 

Rationale: No cultural resources would be affected by lhe implementation of this project because tl 

where original well, pipeline, and trough installation occurred. 


Areas ofCritical Environmeotal Concern fACEC)/Rcsearch Natural Areas (.RNA) 

Specialist (Print Name and T't1e): Caryn Burri, Natural Resource Specialist (NRS)- Botany


/ II' 
S.i .ature and Date: ~ ~· ?v ·· It-

Rationale: No RNAs or A 'ECs are present in the Project Area. 


Water Rcsources/rlood Plains 

http:provi.de


Specialist (Print Name and Title): Mandy DeCroo; Outdoor Recreation Planner 


Si nature and Date: 5 
Rationale: Impacts to recreation an isunl resources would be limited o initial distmbance only. Impacts would not affect the 
texture, line, and color of the land as dictated by Visual Resource Management (VRM) rating. 

Wilderness/Wild and Scenic River CWSR) Resources 
Specialist (Print Name and Title): Tom WUcox, Wilderness Specialist 

Si nature and Date: ~~ 
Rationale: There are no Wilderness, Wilderness Study Areas (WSA), Wild and Scenic Rivers or Lands with Wilderness 
Characteristics in the proposed project area. 

2.3 Have highly controversial environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts conccming alternative uses of available 
resources EPA Section 1 02 2) (E)). 
Specialist (Print Name and Title): Holly Orr, District Planning and Environmental Coordinator 

Si ature and Date: 03/19/ 15
Rationale: Tl1ere are no higllly conlroversitt 1vironmental effects or unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available 
resources. The wells are existing features on the landscape. Tbe action is to perform routine and conLinuing maintenance on existing 
facilities. 

2.4 Have hi hi uncertain and otentiall si ni licant environmental effects or involve Ulli ue or unknown environmental risks. 
Specialist (Print Name and Title): Holly Orr, District l 1lanning and Environmental Coordinator 
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Rationale: Because of the localized project area within an existing development, water resow-ces and flood plains are not expected 
to be affected. 
Soils. Biological Soil Crust (BSC). Jlrime Farmlands 
Specialist (Print Name and Title): Curyn Burri, NRS -Botany 

.., .,...J, 
·,;. 

Si mHurc and Date: ..,;z_ ~-.;.;o }/.. 
Rationale: Soils and bio ogical soil crusts would be disturbed with the construction ofa 200-foot by 1.5-foot trench for the Little 
Butte Well; however, the disturbance would be unnoticeable after one to two growing seasons as vegetation re-establishes. There 
are no Prime Farmlands within the proposed project areas. 

Recreation/ Visual -Resources 


Rationale: There are no known highly unccrtai or potentially significant environment effects or unique or unknown environmental 
risks. The wells are existing features on the landscape. The action is to perf01m routine and continuing maintenance on existing 
facilities. 

2.5 Establish a precedent for future action or represent a decision in principle about (ututc actions with potentially significant 
environmental effects. 
Specialist (Print Name and Title): Holly rr, District Planning and EnviroiUncntal Coordinator 

Rationale: Implementation would not set prece.Oen or futw·e actions or represent a decision in principle about future actions wilh 
potentially significant environmental effects. The wells are existing features on lhe landscape. The action is to perform routine and 
continuing maintenance on existing facilities. 

2.6 Have a direct relationship to other actions with individually insignificant but cumuJatively significant environmental 
effects. 
Specialist (Plint Name and Title): Holly Otr, District Phlrming and Environmental Coordinator 

Rationale: Implementation does not have any known direct relationship to other actions with individually ltsignificant but 
cumulative significant environmental effects. The wells arc existing features on the landscape. The action is to perform routine and 
continuin maintenance on dXisti.n facilities. 

OR020-l791-01 
(Revised September 19, 2014) 
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2.7 Have significant impacts on properties listed, or eligible for listing, on the National Register ofHistoric Places as 
detennincd by either the bureau or office. 
Specialist (Print Name and Title): Scott Thomas, District Archaeologist 

Signature and Date: ~~·r ..... ~J?H>/;a;-
Rationale: No National Register eligible properties would be affecte'd by (be implementation of this project because tbe activity is 
projected to occur where original well, pipeline, and trough installation occurred. 

2.8 Have significant impacts on species listed, or proposed to be listed, on the List of Endangered or Tlu·catened Species, or 
have signiftcant impacts on designated Critical Habitat for these species. 

Endangered or Threatened Sgecies - Fauna 
Spodalist (Print Name and Titlo): ~ Danid•, WildlitC Biologi•1 

Signantre and Date: av.L, a~ ])J>o/!S 
Rationale: Tl1ere are no known fe~rally listed Threatened, Endangered, Candidate or Proposed fauna species in the area oftbis 
project so there are no effects to listed species. There will be no effect to Greater Sage-Grouse as a result ofthis projecl 

Endangered o r Threatened Sgecies- Aguatic 

Sped•l~t (Vrint NdZmo~ NRS Rip..-i"' 

Signature and DaLe: _, L?. ././__,~ .3; '.3'(}/ ~~s-
Rationale: ThrcateVor Bndangered aquatic species are not present in the project area. 

Endanger~d or Threatened SJ2ccies- Flora 
Spcciali" (Print Name an~ Cru-yn Butri, NRS- Botany 

Signature and Date: u~ ~- -3cJ -/ f3 
Rationale: There are no documented federally listed Threatened, Endangered, Candidate or Proposed or Bureau Special Status plant 
species, nor designated critical habitat, within the proposed project areas. 

2.9 Violate a Federal law, or a State, local, or tribaJ law or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment. 

Specialist (Print Name and Title): Holly Orr, District Planning and Environmental Coordinator 

Signature and Date: ~~~~ 03/19/15 
Rationale: lmplementatlon would not violate any l('t)own law or regulation imposed for the 11rotcction of the environment. The wells 
are existing features on the landscape. The action is to perform routine and continuing maintenance on exisling facil ities. 

2.10 Have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on low income or rninorily popuJaLions (Executive Order 128.98). 

Signature and Date: -/_ -!/~ ~./"V---.r 03/19/15 

Specialist (Print Name and Title): Hoz Orr, District Planning and Environmental Coordinator 

Rationale: lmplcmcntation would not have a Jtsproportionately high or adverse effect on low income or minority populations as 
such populations do not exist within the project area. 

2.11 Limit access tn and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian religious practitioners or significantly 
adversely affect the physical integdly of such sacred sites (Exccuti ve Order 13007). 
Specialist (Print Name and Title): Scott Thomas, D.isi.Jiel Archaeologist 

Signature and Date; .L1.:-v" f7A4Y'I,~ 3/~o/;,§'" 
Rationale: No sacred sites or access to sacred sites would be affected' by the implementation ofthis project because the activity is 
essentially replacing exi:.1ing facilities. No sacred sites are known to occur in tl1e vicinity of the sbuclLtres jn question. 

2.12 Contribute to the introduction, continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or nonnative invasive species known to 
occur in the area or actions thalmay promote the introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of such species (foederal Noxious 
Weed Control Act and Executive Order 131 12). 

OR020-l79 J-0 I 
(Revised September 1 9,1014) 
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ecd Coonlinator 

3 3-<J):z-o/s

acl at this time. 

Additional review (as determined by the Authorized Officct): 

Specialist (Print Name and Title): Holly Orr, District Planning aod Eoviion.mentaJ Coordinator 

Signature' ~A.A.... Date: 3{2zlJf5 
Management Determina tion: Based upon review ofthis proposal. I have determined the Proposed Action is in conformance with the 
LUP, qualifies as a C'ategorical exclusion and does not require further National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis. 

Authorized Officer (Print Name ~nd Title)' RJronda Karges, Andrews/Steens Field Manager \ 

Signature: - t "- ~~\;;,.0 ..., ~:J _ Date: 3~4e:~ 
Decision: lt is my proposed decision to impleme~t~1e Proposed Action with Project Design Elements (PDE)(i f applicable) as 
described above. 

Pr otest and Appeal Procedures: 

Any applicant, permittee, lessee, or other interested public may protest a proposed decision under 43 Code ofFederal Regulations 
(CFR) 4160.1 and 4160.2, in person odn writing to Rhonda Karges, Field Manager, Andrews/Steens Resource Area, Buttls District 
Office, 28910 Highway 20 West, Hines, Oregon 97738, within 15 days after receipt or such decision. Tbe pl·otest, if filed, should 
clearly and concisely state the reason(s) why the proposed decision is in error. 

A protest electronically transmitted (e.g., email, facsimile, or social media) will oot be accepted; a protest must be printed or typed on 
paper and submitted in person or by certified maiL 

In tbe absence ofa protest, the proposed decision will become the final decision of the autJ10rized officer witl1out flil1her notice unless 
otherwilic provided in the proposed decision. 

Any applicant, permittee, lessee, or other person whose interest is adversely affected by the final decision may file an appeal of the 
decision. An appellant may also file a petition for stay of the decision pending fmal determination on appeal. The appeal and petition 
for stay must be filed in the office of the authorized officer, as noted above, within 30 days foUowing receipt of the final decision, or 
within 30 days after the date the proposed decision becomes final. The petition for a stay and a copy of the appeal must also be filed 
with the Oflice of Hearing$ and Appeals at the following address: 

United Stutes Department ofthe Jnterior 

Office of Hearings and Appeals 

35 I South West Temple, Suite 6.300 

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 


The appeal must be in writing and shal l state the reasons, clearly and concisely, why tho appellant thinks the final decision is in error 
and also must comply with the provisions of43 CFR 4.470. The appellant must also serve a copy of the appcuJ by certified maiJ on the 
Oftice of the Solicitor, U.S. Department ofthe [nterior, 805 SW Broadway, Suite 600, Portland, Oregon 9720.5, and on any person(s) 
named (43 CFR 4.42l(h)) in the Copies sent to: section ofthis Decision. 

Standards for Obtaining a Stay-exceptas otherwise provided by law or other pertinen~ regulation, a petition for a stay ofdecisioll 
pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the following standards (43 CFR 4.21(b)): 

OR020-1791-0 l 
(Revised September 19, 2 0 14) 
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(I) The relative Jmnn to the parties if the stay is grunted or denied, 
(2) The likelihood ofthe appellant's success on the merits, 
(3) The Hkelihood of immediatc and irreparable harm if the ~ray is not gr~mted, Hnd 
(4) Whether the public interest favors granting tho stay. 

As noted above, lhc petition for stay must be liled in the office of lhc authorized officer. mu.st be written or typed on paper, and must 
be served in person or by certified mail at the same time the notice ofappenl is served.. 

Title): Rhonda Karges, Andrews/Steens field Manager 

Signature: ---:~____,.~......,~----'~~-tJ....bi.:J.· _______ Date: ~~.~ \v-2 

OR020-l791-0 I 
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