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Description of the Proposed Action

On September 15, 1978, Albert Spensko, representative of Natural
Gas Corporation of California, proposed a two hole drilling pro-
gram. Proposed drill site 8-3 is located in the SW4SE% sec. 8,

T. 13 5., R. 12 E. SIM, in Federal lease U-089096. Proposed drill
site 10-3 is located in the NSF4 sec. 10, T. 13 S., R 12 E., SIM,
in Federal lease U-U7746. Access roads and drill sites will require
surface improvements to meet specification of drill and appurtentant
equipment. Drill site 8-3 will be in a ravine presently accessible
by a jeep road and will require upgrading. Drill site 10-3 will be

.on a gentle slope near an old road which will require upgrading--

a road will be opened through the sagebrush from the existing por-
tion of road to the drill site.

* (As noted in the June 25, 1975 analysis.) See also agreements of

surface owners to the drilling proposal.

An archeological clearance has been made of the proposed sites.
A copy accompanies this analysis.

Alterndtive to the Proposed Action

.(As noted in the June 25, 1975 analysis.)

(As noted in the June 25, 1975 analysis.)

Controversial Issues and Conservation Division Responses

There are no controversial ‘issues nor Conservation Division re-
sponses. BLM raised no objections to the proposed drill site
locations. '
Determination

I determine the proposed action does not constitute a major Federal
action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment



> o

Page 2

in the sense of NEPA, Section 102 (2)(C), and the environmental
impacts of the proposed action are not likely to be highly con-
troversial.
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