






and gas related activities were proposed in the future, this action would be subject to additional 
site-specific NEPA analysis prior to receiving authorization. 

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

The Proposed Action is not expected to be controversial. The EA was posted on the BLM ePlanning

website for 30 days to solicit public comments. Tribal coordination was initiated and is ongoing.

Two comment letters were received and their content and disposition is included in the body of

the EA.

5) The degree to which the possible effects 011 the human environment are highly uncertain or involve
unique or unknown risks:
Possible effects on the human environment as a result of the lease sale action are not anticipated.

Indirect effects of potential future development would not be significant based on the reasonably
foreseeable development scenario in the Ely RMP.

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:

The Proposed Action would not establish a precedent for future actions with significant effects or

represent a decision for future consideration. Completion of the EA does not establish a precedent
for other oil and gas competitive lease sales of similar size or scope. Any future leasing within the

project area or in surrounding areas would be analyzed on their own merits and implemented, or
not, independent of the actions currently selected.

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

Past, present and reasonably foreseeable future actions were considered in the cumulative impacts
section of the EA. The cumulative impacts analysis examined all of the other appropriate actions
and determined that the Proposed Action would not incrementally contribute to significant impacts.
In addition, for any actions that might be proposed in the future, further environmental analysis,

including assessment of cumulative impacts, would be required prior to authorization of surface
disturbing activities.

8) The degree to which the action may adversely affect dis{ricts. sites. highways. structures. or obiects
listed in or eligible for listing 011 the National Register of Historic Places or may cause loss or
destruction gfsignificant scientific, cultural. or historic resources:

No adverse effect to these resources was identified as a result of the lease sale. If future

development is proposed for any of the leases, site-specific NEPA analysis and mitigation would
minimize any risk to districts, sites, highways, structures, or objects listed in or eligible for listing
in the National Register of Historic Places.

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/973:

Although such species occur adjacent or within the nominated parcels, there is no ground disturbing

activity associated with the lease sale action. lffuture development is proposed for any of the leases,
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