DHS NEPA Categorical Exclusions
DHS Instruction 023-01-001-01

Instructions: Section I is to be completed and signhed by the Project Proponent for the Proposed Action. Sections I1, I11, IV, and V are to
be completed and signed by agency environmental staff that are working on the Proposed Action, and finally signed by the
CBP NEPA Document Signature Aulhol |ly Lonlmue on sepmale sheels 1Fnece‘;‘n|y

i)tment Infarmntmn j it . : .

2. PM Contact Info (phonc/email):
Phone (b)(6):(b)(7)(c)

Email:

' 1, Project Proponcnl

U.S. Border Patrol

3, Title of Proposed Action:

CATEX ELC Geotechnical Survey for Border Area West of Calexico

4. Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives: (Sufficient information must be provided to answer Section [1.)

The proposed action consists of conducting a minimally intrusive geotechnical survey of an approximately 2.2 mile stretch of existing
primary pedestrian border fence located within the U.S, Border Patrol (USBP) El Centro Sector (ELC) Area of Responsibility (AOR) west
of the Calexico Land Port of Entry, The survey would occur from
and within 30 feet of the border. It is anticipated that up to 20 boreholes would be drilled per mile for a total of up to 40 boreholes. The :
—bﬁreheim&k&-be—d-ﬁHeeHr&hg—a—swﬂdm%heeled-aHﬁeked-geeteehnéeeﬂ-e#ﬂ-l-'wg—ﬁ’rg.—'Fhe-beFel-mim‘eum-be-&ppd%*mm%%hes-#\—;;l-
diameter and drilled to a depth between 5 and 20 feet. Soil and rock samples would be taken continuously during drilling. |
|
[ is anticipated that the geotechnical survey would be completed in approximately five field days utilizing a crew of four people. Once
drilling is completed, the holes would be backfilled and restored to pre-project condition. Staging of equipment, if required, would occur
within previously disturbed portions of the existing adjacent border road. No vegetation clearing or grading would be required. No above !
ground structures would be modified. - {
5. Purpose and Need for Proposed Action:

The purpose of the proposed action is to enhance the overall international border security in the ELC AOR. The action is needed to provide
.S, Customs and Border Protection (CBP) engineers an understanding of the subsurface geophysical conditions underlying a section of !
existing tactical infrastructure in the ELC AOR,
—6, Document Preparer (Name amd - Title):

Environmental Protection Specialist
Border Patrol and Air and Marine
Program Management Office

GbDate:

32007

Ga-Signature:

SﬁCTl’QN Ilm]“iiwroumental Staff Pr o"' oSeﬂ_;\éti’aﬁ Cleﬁrly Flts A (, 1t"egor"y' of Excludable Actions (DHS Instruction 023-01-001- :

7. 4 The entire Proposed Action clearly fits within the category of excludable actions sef forth as Categorical Exclusions (CatEx) # A7 in DHS Instruction ]

023-01-001-01, i
] The entire Proposed Action does not clearly fit within any of the categories of excludable actions set forth in DHS Instruction 023-01-001-01. ’

)

]

Remarks: :
I

1}

The entire proposed action clearly {its within the category of excludable actions set forth as Categorical Exclusion (CATEX) # A7 in DHS
Instruction 023-01-001-01, which states:

The commitment of resources, personnel, and funding to conduct audits, surveys, and daia collection of a minimally intrusive nature. If any
of these commitments result in proposals for further action, those proposals must be covered by an appropriate CATEX. Examples include, i
but are not limited to: I
|
|

(a) Activities designed to support the improvement or upgrade management of natural resources, such as surveys for threatened and
endangered species, wildlife and wildlife habitai, historic properties, and archeological sites; wetland delineations; timber stand
examination; minimal water, air, waste, material and soil sampling; audits, photography, and interpretation.

(b) Minimally-intrusive geological, geophysical, and geo-technical activities, including mapping and engineering surveys.

(¢) Conducting Facility Audits, Environmental Site Assessments and Environmental Baseline Surveys, and i

(d) Vulnerability, risk, and structural integrity assessments of infrastructure.
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DHS NEPA Categorical Exclusions
DHS Instruction 023-01-001-01

SECTION [I—Environmental St:
- 023-01-001

n is a Part of a Larger Action (DHS Instriction

8. [X] Proposed Action Is Not a Piece of a Larger Action OR
{1 Proposed Action Is a Piece of a Larger Action.

Remarks: The proposed action is not a piece of a larger action, The geotechnical survey has independent utility. If the survey results in
proposals for further action, those proposals would be covered by an appropriate environmental document.

nstruction 023-01-001) -

SECTION IV—Enyironmental S

9, Extraordinary Circumstances:

B Based on my review of the information that has been provided to me and that I have in my possession, no extraordinary circumstances apply to the
Proposed Action (see A through K below); OR

[] Based on my review of the information that has been provided to me and that [ have in my possession, at least one extraordinary circumstance does apply
to the Proposed Action (see A through K below). Therefore, a CatEx does NOT apply,

YES NO For A through K below, check the appropriate box (Yes ov NO) and provide description as appropriate,

U B | A. Will the Proposed Action have a potentially significant effect on public health or safety?
Remarks: Any project-specific hazard(s) affecting project workers would be reduced based on strict adherence Lo

Oeeupational-lleaith-and-Salety-Standards-and-otherelevantsaler-lavs—rulesand-repulations—IThe-peatechnienlsurver-is

a common industry standard process that is executed in conformance with professional standards. The survey corridor is
located in a restricted area that is not accessible to the public.

] BJ | B. Will the Proposed Action significantly affect species or habitats protected by the Endangered Species Act, Marine Mammal Protection
Act, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, or the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.?
Remarks: The project involves conducting a limited geotechnical survey of a minimally invasive nature located in a
previously disturbed and developed area. The project area is devoid of vegetation. There is no potential for the presence of
protected species or their habitat to oceur within the project area. The project area is not located within or near designated
critical habitat. Given the limited scope and duration of the proposed geotechnical survey, the heavily disturbed location,
and adherence to standard environmental BMPs, CBP has determined that the proposed action will have no effect on
protected species or their designated critical habitat,

E—Will-the-Propesed-Action-significantly-affect-a-district-siterhighways-strueture-or-object-that-is-listed-or-eligible-for-listing-in-the
National Register of Historic Places, or will it significantly affect historic or cultural resources, traditional or sacred sites, or result in
the destruction of a significant scientific, cultural, or historic resource?

Remarks: CBP has defined the Area of Potential Effect (APE) for the geophysical survey as the proposed locations of the

boreholes. Given that all elements of the undertaking would occur at or below grade, there is no additional above-ground

geographic arca included in the APE,

0
&

The APE is located in a heavily previously disturbed border enforcement area and falls entirely within the disturbance limits
surveyed and analyzed for the construction of the Calexico segments of primary pedestrian border fence and border road. A
records search of the APE conducled prior to construction in 1997 resulted in the identification of no sites within the APE:
similarly, a visual examination of the project area yielded no observed cultural resources.

Based on a lack of historic buildings. structures, sites, districts or objects located within the APE, and the previously
disturbed nature of the area surrounding the borehole locations, CBP has made a determination of no historic properties
present or affected for this Undertaking. On June 26, 2017, CBP sent a letter to the California State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO) requesting concurrence with this determination,

O &= D. Will the Proposed Action significantly affect an environmentally sensitive area?
Remarks: The proposed action would not affect an environmentally sensitive area. The survey corridor is located in a
previously disturbed area and not within or near an environmentally sensitive area.

O 4 . Will the Proposed Action result in a potential or threatened violation of a federal, state, or local law or administrative determination
imposed for protection of the environment?
Remarks: The proposed project would not violate environmental laws or administrative determinations.

D X . Will the Proposed Action result in an effect on the quality of the human environment that is likely to be highly controversial, highly
uncertain, or involve unique or unknown environmental risks?
Remarks: Because of the limited scope of this project, it would not result in controversial, uncertain, or unique effects on the

quality of the human environment.

O Bd | G. Will the Proposed Action employ new or unproven technology that is likely to involve unigue or unknown environmental risks?
Remarks: The proposed action would not employ any new or unproven technology and would be based on standard methods
that were used on past projects of a similar nature.

Fl=Will-the-Proposed-Arction-set-a-precedent-for “future-actions-that-havesi significant-effects?
Remarks: The proposed project would not set a precedent for any future actions.

[
X

[ Bd | 1. Is the Proposed Action significantly greater in scope or size than is normally experienced for this particular category of action?
Remarks: The project is a limited, small-scale action that is similar in nature to projects executed in the past. CATEXSs have
routinely been used to provide NEPA coverage for these projects.

] Bd | J. Will the Proposed Action significantly degrade an already poor environmental condition at or near the project area?
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DHS NEPA Categorical Exclusions
DHS Instruction 023-01-001-01

Remarks: There are no other known existing poor environmental conditions on or near the project area.

]

(] K. Is the Proposed Action related to other actions with individually insignificant, but cumulatively significant impacts?
Remarks: This project is a standalone action and is not related to any other actions,

| SECTION V = Environmental Analysis Determination ' o

I() B4 Proposed Action Qualifies for Categorical Exclusion (CatEx) # AT (Qcc Iable l) OR
[] Proposed Action does NOT qualify for a CatEx and further environmental analysis is required.

11, Remarks: Based on a review of the information provided for the proposed action, there are no extraordinary circumstances associated
with the action and therefore the action qualifies as a CATEX # A7 under DHS Instruction 023-01-001-01.

13. BPAM PMO Signature Authority Name and Title: 13a. BPAM PMO Signature Authority Signature: 13b. Date:
b)(6);(b)(7
(b)(6);(0)(7) 07/05/17

Environmental Branch Chief
Border Pairol and Air and Marine
Program Management Office i
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