
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) 

Plan Consistency 

Based on information in the EA, the project record , and recommendation s from the BLM 
specialist s, I conclude that this deci sion is consist ent with the 1997 Caliente Resource 
Management Plan, the Endangered Species Act; the Native American Religious Information Act ; 
other cult ural resource management laws and regulations; Executive order 12898 regarding 
Environmental Justice; and Executive Order 13212 regard ing potential adverse impacts to 
energy development, production, supply and/or distribution. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 

It is my determination t hat this decision wil l not result in significant impacts to the quality of 
the human envi ronment. Ant icipat ed impacts are with in the range of impacts addressed by the 
Caliente Resource Management Plan. Thus, the September 9, 2009 Oil and Gas Compet itive 
Lease Aucti on doe s not const itu t e a major federal act ion having a signif icant effect on t he 
human envi ro nment; t herefore, an envi ronmental impact st at ement (EIS) is not necessary and 
w ill not be prepared . This conclusi on is based on my considerati ons of the Counci l of 
Environmental Qual it y' s (CEQ) following crit er ia for signif icance (40 CFR 1508.27), regardi ng th e 
cont ext and int ensit y of t he impacts described in the EA and based on my underst anding of t he 
pro ject . 

1) Impacts can both be beneficial and adverse and a significant effe ct ma y exist regardless of 
the perceived balance of effec ts. No signif icant adverse impacts (site specif ic or cumulati ve) 
have been identi f ied. 

2) The degree of impact on public health and safety. No aspects of the project have been 
ident if ied as having the potential to significantly and adversely impact public health and safety. 

3) Unique characteristic of the geographic area. No unique characterist ic of the geographic 
area were ident if ied within the proposed project area. 

4) The degree to which the effects on quality of the human enviranment are likely to be highly 
controversial effects. No anticipated effects have been identified that are signif icant ly 
controversial. As a factor for determining within the mean ing of 40 CFR 1508.27(b)(4) whether 
or not to prepare a detailed environmental impact statement, "cont roversy" is not equated 
wi t h " t he existen ce of opposition to use." Northwest Environmental Defense Center v. 
Bonneville Power Administration, 117 F.3d 1520, 1536 (s" Cir. 1997) . "The term highly 
controversial refers to inst ances in which a subst ant ial dispute exists as to the size, nature, or 
effect of the major federal act ion rat her than the mere existence if opposition to a use. Hells 
Canyon Preservation Council v. Jacoby, 9 F.Supp.2d 1216, 1242 9d. Or, 1998). 

5) The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are likely to be highly 
uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks. The analysis does not show that this action would 
involve un ique or unknown risks. 



6) The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future action with significant 
effects or represents a decisian in principle about a future consideration. The decision to hold 
this Compet itive Oil and Gas Lease Auction is not precedent setting. There are at least two 
competitive oil and gas lease auctions held per year. Lease auctions have been conducted in 
this general area for many years and these are expected to continue. Auctions are an integral 
part ofthe nation's energy policy. 

7) Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively 
significant impacts. No signif icant cumulative impacts have been ident if ied. The project is 
consist ent w ith the act ion and impacts anticipated in the Caliente Resource Management Plan. 

8) The degree to which the action may adversely affect National Register listed or eligible to 
listed sites or ma y cause loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural or historical 
resources. This covers the lease sale action only, not pro ject level development. 

9) The degree to which the action may adversely affect ESA listed species or critical habita t. 
Any impacts from oil and gas leasing, exploration, and development ofthe Fede ral lands are 
wi t hin t he range analyzed in t he Caliente RMP, EIS and Biological Opinion . 

10) Whe ther the action threatens a violation of environmental protection laws or requirem ents. 
There is no indicat ion that this decision will result in action t hat will threaten such a violation. 

11) The degree to which the action may adversely affec t Traditionol Cultural Praperties or other 
places of cultural or religious value to Native Americans, as determined through consultation 
with local Native Americans Tribes and groups. As a result, Native American consultation 
regarding lease parcel locations there will be no affect to Traditional Cultural Properties or 
other places of cultural or rel igious value to Native Americans. 

DECISION 

I have reviewed the recommendat ions on the proposed act ion addressed in this environmental 
assessment. I find th is action to be in conformance with applicable land use plan s, that it 
effectively serves the public, and that it will not cause unnecessary or undue degradation. It is 
therefore my decision to approve the proposed action, subject to the mitigation measures 
identified for the proposed action in the Environmental Assessment. The Decision Record 
incorporates the mitigation measures and recommendations into the proposed action as the 
deci sion of the Bureau on this matter. 
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