U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
White River Field Office
220 E Market St
Meeker, CO 81641

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

NUMBER: CO-110-2008-145EA

CASEFILE/PROJECT NUMBER : Amend COC37822A

PROJECT NAME : WREA power line to NW Pigline on Greasewood
Buried power line to proposed Questar Gas Compression Facility

LEGAL DESCRIPTION : Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado
T.2S.,,R.96 W,
sec. 5, lots 146, 21,23,and24.

APPLICANT : White River Electric Associain, Inc

ISSUES AND CONCERNS: Sage grouskabitat

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES :

Background/Introduction White River Electric Associatigrinc (hereafteWWREA) proposed

to construct a singiphase, overhead power line fromtheix i st i ng pole to Nort|
(NWP) rectifier siteon Greasewood. Due to sage grouse habitat, NorthWest Pipeline agreed to

bury the power line.

Proposed Action WREA wishes to construct a singtasepuriedpower line fron their
existing poleo NorthWest Pipeliné eectifier site. The power line will extend down
Greasewood Gulch approximatelp@0 feetn length and 25 feeh width (2.3 acres)and
parallelRio BlancoCounty(RBC) road 76 and th€olorado Interstate Ga€IG) pipeline right
of-way. Construction wiltake approximately one week ten days

WREA estimates it will takapproximatelyl-5 cubicles(green boxes sticking approximately 2
feet out of the groundypacedL,000-1,100feet aparto complete this power line. Equipmea
be used will be aduckettruck at the takeoff polebasic utility trucksa digger truck at the
transformeiand possibly d@-wheelerfor stringing wireif needed.NWP will provide a trench.
The intent is to go between the pipeline and county ragutsrof-ways so there will be no
cutting of brush needed.



Additional buried power line WREA intends to construct a new-R¥ buriedthreephase
distributionpower line for the proposed Questar Gas Compression Facility on Greasewood Hill.
WREA is reqiesting a 25 foot right of way for the approximately 400 feet of buried power line
to a transformer site. Construction will take approximately one day to complete.

One wbddénpol e wi | | b e ismedstng powet line. rEquipmaemRdbA dise

will be standard earth moving equipment andvahteel drive 2 ton digger truck. Electrical
clearances will be considered for protection of raptors and perching deterrents will be placed on
the pole to discourage perching considering the close proxiihgsouse habitat.

No Action Alternative: Thesepower lineswould not be authorized or constructed.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT NOT CARRIED FORWARD :

NEED FOR THE ACTION : WREA has been requested by Northwest Pipeline to provide
electical service The purpose of the proposed action is to manage multiple uses on Public
Lands in a manner that avoids, minimizes, reduces, or mitigates potential impacts to other
resource values.

PLAN CONFORMANCE REVIEW : The Proposed Action is subject to and has been
reviewed for conformance with the following plan (43 CFR 1610.5, BLM 1617.3):

Name of PlanWhite River Record of Decision and Approved Resource Management
Plan (ROD/RMP).

Date Approved July 1, 1997

Decision Number/Page?-49 thru 252

DecisionLangage A To make public | ands available fo
facilities through the issuance of applicable land use authorizations, in a manner that
provides for reasonabl e protection of othe

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT / ENVIRO NMENTAL CONSEQUENCES/
MITIGATION MEASURES :

STANDARDS FOR PUBLIC LAND HEALTH : In January 1997, Colorado Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) approved the Standards for Public Land Health. These standards cover
upland solls, riparian systems, plant and aticommunities, threatened and endangered

species, and water quality. Standards describe conditions needed to sustain public land health
and relate to all uses of the public lands. Because a standard exists for these five categories, a
finding must be mae for each of them in an environmental analysis. These findings are located
in specific elements listed below:

CRITICAL ELEMENTS
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AIR QUALITY

Affected EnvironmentThe entire White RiveField Officearea has been classified as
either attainment ornclassified for all air pollutants, and most of the area has been designated
for the prevention of significant deterioration (PSD) class Il. The proposed action is more than
ten miles from any special designation air sheds oratmmnment areas. Unfortately, no air
guality monitoring data is available for this area. However, air quality conditions near the
proposed location (Grand Junction, CO) indicate generally good air quality for this region.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Acflte: proposed action includes the
installation of a number of electrical lines (buried and poles) and other maintenance in the
Magnolia area. Visible dust is likely to increase due to construction and vehicle traffic.

The proposed action would increase tavel of inhalable particulate matter, specifically

particles ten microns or less in diameter ggMssociated with fugitive dust. In addition,
increases in the following criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide, ozone (secondary pollutant),
nitrogen dioxde, and sulfur dioxide would also occur due to combustion of fossil fuels which

will likely be the highest during construction and drilling activities. Also,-aeteria pollutants

such as visibility, nitric oxide, air toxics (e.g. benzene) and totalesuked particulates (TSP)

may also experience slight, temporary increases as a result of the proposed action (no national
ambient air quality standards have been set foranberia pollutants). The Colorado Air

Pollution Control Division (APCD) estimagghe maximum PM levels (24hour average) in

rural portions of western Coloradoteb near 50 mi crogr athsThiper cubi c
project is not likely to exceed this western Colorado dust standard.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternati@impacts would occur

Mitigation: None Identified

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Affected EnvironmentThe proposed power line appears to be located in areas that have
been previously inventoried at the Class 11l 9100% pedestrian) level (Lowe 2008, Compliance
Dated 7/23/2008, Pennefatierd Br i en et . al . 199 292 POuakowskii anc e
2003, Compliance Dated 7/16/2003) with no new cultural resources identified in the inventoried
areas. However, there is a potential for previously unrecorded resuutttiesl,010feetof the
proposed rectifier station and buried portadrihe power line.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Acfith& proposed action will not
impact any known cultural resources. However, there is a potential to impact previously
undetected resources due to vibrations associated with constrocticreases in unauthorized
collection due to increased access to and visitation to the area.
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Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafive=re would be no new
impacts to cultural resources under the No Action Alternative.

Mitigation: The operator is responsible for informing all persons who are associated with
the project operations that they will be subject to prosecution for knowingly disturbing historic or
archaeological sites, or for collecting artifacts. If historic or archaexbgiaterials are
uncovered during any project or construction activities, the operator is to immediately stop
activities in the immediate area of the find that might further disturb such materials, and
immediately contact the authorized officer (AO). Wuit5 working days the AO will inform the
operator as to:

e Whether the materials appear eligible for the National Register of Historic Places

e The mitigation measures the operator will likely have to undertake before the site can be
used (assuming in situgservation is not necessary)

¢ Atimeframe for the AO to complete an expedited review under 36 CFR B@®

confirm, through the State Historic Preservation Officer, that the findings of the AO are

correct and that mitigation is appropriate.

If the operatowishes, at any time, to relocate activities to avoid the expense of mitigation and/or
the delays associated with this process, the AO will assume responsibility for whatever
recordation and stabilization of the exposed materials may be required. G&heheioperator

will be responsible for mitigation cost. The AO will provide technical and procedural guidelines
for the conduct of mitigation. Upon verification from the AO that the required mitigation has
been completed, the operator will then be adldwo resume construction.

Pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(qg) the holder of this authorization must notify the AO, by telephone,
with written confirmation, immediately upon the discovery of human remains, funerary items,
sacred objects, or objects of culturalrpabny. Further, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(c) and (d), you
must stop activities in the vicinity of the discovery and protect it for 30 days or until notified to
proceed by the authorized officer.

INVASIVE, NON -NATIVE SPECIES

Affected Environmenthe primary noxious weeds in the project area are common mullein
(Verbascum thapsysind bull thistle Cirsium vulgare).Both these weeds occur on areas of
unrevegetated earthen disturbance associated with roads, pipelines and well locations primarily
involved with intensive oil and gas development. The invasive alien annual cheatgrass also
occurs throughout the project area in association with unrevegetated earthen disturbance along
roads, wells, and pipelines. The Magnolia area is a veritable hot bed founoseed
infestations due primarily to the continuous earthen disturbance which has and continues to
occur there.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Acfltne proposed actiowould
disturb approximately 2.3 acres as a result of the proposed attiere is some slight chance
that cheatgrass and noxious weeds could establish on disturbed areas as a result of powerline
construction; however, it is unlikely that there will be any long term negative impact if the
proposed mitigation is adhered to.
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Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafiveere will be no change
from the present situation.

Mitigation: The operator will be required to monitor the project area for the life of the
project and eradicate all noxious and invasive spagfgch occur on site using materials and
methods approved in advance by the Authorized Officer

MIGRATORY BIRDS

Affected EnvironmenThe proposed righbf-ways are broadly encompassed by ridgeline
big sagebrush and mixed shrub (sagebrush/Utah seeviggloommunities. The,@00-foot
singlephase line would be situated between a regutaalyelled county road and a-6@ot
pipeline corridor that parallels the county road at an offset not exceg2litegt The 406foot
3-phase line involves previsly disturbed acreage with88 feetof existing compression
facilities.

A number of migratory birds fulfill nesting functions in thetgublandcommunities during the

months of May, June, and July, includogh e (i . e . , Brewer Gskand par r ow)
Wildlife Service recognizes as a Bird of Conservation Concern. The very near proximity of

these projects to existing forms of disturbance and, in the case of the longef-igiyt, the

very narrow sliver of shrubland habitat available betweerctunty road and the herbaceous
right-of-way substantially limits the utility of these sites for nesting.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Adtisrscheduledpowerline
installationwould be conducted in the fall of 20G8ytside the migraty bird nesting seaspn
and would haveo impact on nestingnitiation orsuccess

The proposed action would remawe to 2.3acres of sagebrush andxed shrub communities

that have limited utility for nesting because of their close proximity toiegigbrms of

disturbance and fragmented distribution of sagebrush habitats between the county road and
pipeline corridor. Although it is likely that shrubland character suitable for nesting would not be
regained for at least a decade, there is littldiiked that the project areas support any more

than 1 or 2 pair of breeding birds. In the event this project were to be delayed until the following
spring or summer and coincided with all or portions of the migratory bird nesting season, the
losses attribtable to this project in these locales would be discountable.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafilrere would be no
conceivable influence on migratory birds under the no action alternative.

Mitigation: None.

THREATENED, ENDANGER ED, AND SENSITIVE ANIMAL SPECIES (includes a
finding on Standard 4)
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Affected EnvironmentThere are no animals listed, proposed or candidate to the
Endangered Species Act that are known to inhabit or derive important use from the project area.

The Magndia area hosts a small, remnant population of greatergragse that are the target of
populationprotectionand habitat restoration efforts by the BLM and Colorado Division of

Wildlife (CDOW). The greater saggrouse is a BLMsensitive species and Isetsubject of

considerable management emphasis on a local and national basis, including concerted habitat
restoration activitiesh Piceance Basihy BLM and CDOW. Under a courbrdered remand, the

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servicarecurrently reviewingte bi r dés status to det
species is warranted for listing under the Endangered Species Act.

Theproposed powerline projects are encompassed by a transitigoahingmountainbig
sagebrusltommunityinterspersed withltah serviceberryhat isbroadly suited for greater sage
grouse nesting and broadaring functions.This insular population fulfills virtually all its life
history requirements, including nesting, breedring and wintering functions aconstricted
band of habitatompising about 1500 acresughly between Cole Gulch and Dark Canymal
north of RBC 3 This habitatorehas become increasingdggregatetom potential habitats
lying to the south and west by frequent traffic along RBC 3, heavy gas drilling actosty s
southern rimand a spate of gasocessing and compressor facility installation on its southwest
corner.Magnol i a 6 sgrosse strgtting grasirad gup 8roosters in 2005) is located
about 1 mile from the nearer singdbase project and garated topographically by 1 intervening
ridge. Close association with the Magnolia lek increases the likelihood e§sagge, now or in
the future, selecting sagebrush communities in the vicinity of these projects for nesting.

Environmental Conseggnces of the Proposed ActioAs originally proposed, a
conventional powerline would have offered a series of elevated ridgeline perches that overlooked
about 480 acres of suitable sagyeuse nesting habitat lying as clos8#80 feefrom the only
active lek on Magnolia. BLM and Colorado Division of Wile biologists were concerned that
increasing the total length and expanding the distribution of afpawend powerlines in the
Magnolia area would, as elevated raptor perches, pose increasedelskisruption and/or
brood mortality with the potential for serious consequences on this vulnerable population of
birds. Over the course of project analysis, BLM discussed siting options with the applicant and
project proponent. Their decision to prepan underground powerline to the CPS stations
would virtually eliminate residual short or long term influence on-gpgase. On the shorter
project (servicing the compressor station), inserting an additional pole into an existing powerline
corridor within 131 feetof an existing compressor facility would have no additive consequence
on sagegrouse mortality or declines in habitat utility attributable to elevated features. The
applicanés offer to install perch deterrents on this pole would ensureiskatto the birds would
not change from the current situation.

Powerline installation would involve surface disturbance abup.5 acres of righof-way, kut
these corridors would, in the case of the sivgflase line, lie immediately adjacent to arstmng
pipeline corridor and county road, or in the case of tpadse line, withirl31 feetof an

existing compression facilityDue to tleseprojects proximity to a wekltravelled county road
and existing industrial facilities1o wildlife-related tining constraints are considered necessary
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for installation of either projectReclamation that includes forbs favored by sggrise during
the spring through early fall months would provide a nutritious source of herbaceous forage
important throughout theesting and broedevelopment sequence of sageuse.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafilvere would be no action
authorized that would have potential to adversely influence the Magnoliysagee population
or its associated b#at.

Mitigation: On the shorter powerline segment (servicing the Questar meter/compression
facility), the applicant would be required to install raptor perch deterrents crofsarmsnd
pole top on the single powerpole that would be insertedetexisting aerial powerline series.

The reclamation seed mix would be requirechtbudeforbs favored by grouse as forage during

the summer and early fall broodaring months. The following forbs would be included in the
reclamation seed mix date PLS rates listed, and wowddpersedéiose forbs normally
prescribed in BLM6s native seed miXx. Seeding
and emergence of forbs would be employed (e.g., broadcast and lightly dragged after drill

seeding ofjrasses).

Species Pounds Pure Live Seed
Globemallow 0.5
Utah or northern sweetvetch 0.5
Blue flax (Maple Grove) 0.5
Alfalfa (Travois; preinoculated) 0.5

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for Threatened & Endangered spEoees
capacityoMagnol i abs sage st e pgmesupperttoftiisansudar t o pr ovi
population of greater saggouse is currently aisk due to a series of historic habitat quality
issues (e.g., advanced seral succession, degraded channel systems), aneéntiyrearec
dramatic increase in natural gas development and installation of natural gas transmission
facilities. The proposed action, as conditioned, would have no additive or cumulative influence
on conditions that pose a threat to the continued meetitigedand health standards for this

special status species.
THREATENED, ENDANGERED, AND SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES (includes a finding
on Standard 4)
Affected EnvironmentThere are no plant species listed, proposed, or candidate to the
Endangered Spes Act, nor plants considered sensitive by the BLM, that are known to inhabit

areas potentially influenced by the proposed action.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Actrmwer line installation would
have no conceivable influence on spestatus species or associated habitats.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action AlternafiVe=re would be no action
authorized that would have potential to influence special status species or associated habitats.
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Mitigation: None

Finding on the Bblic Land Health Standard for Threatened & Endangered spedibe
proposed and naction alternatives would have no influence on populations or habitats of plants
associated with the Endangered Species Act or BLM sensitive species and, as such,weould ha
no influence on the status of applicable land health standards.

WASTES, HAZARDOUS OR SOLID

Affected EnvironmentFuels, oils, and lubricants will be used during the project
construction, and solid waste (human waste, garbage, etc.) will be genduang activities.
There are no known hazardous or other solid wastes on the subject lands. No hazardous materials
have been identified that will be used, stored or disposed of at sites included in the project area.

Environmental Consequences of Breposed Action:Accidental spills or leaks
associated with equipment failures, refueling or maintenance of equipment, and storage of fuel,
oil, or other fluids could cause soil, surface water and/or groundwater contamination.

Environmental Consequees of the No Action AlternativéNlo hazardous or other solid
wastes would be generated under theakon alternative.

Mitigation: Garbage and sewage will be contained onsite and then hauled to an approved
disposal site.

The release of any chemicall, or sewage, etc, (regardless of quantity) must be reported by the
lease holder, to the Bureau of Land ManagemaNRFO Hazardous Materials Coordinator at
(970) 8783800.

WATER QUALITY, SURFACE AND GROUND (includes a finding on Standard 5)

Affected EnvironmentThe proposed action includes the installation of a number of
electrical lines (buried and poles) and other maintenance in the Magnolialaregroject is
entirely within the Lower Piceance Creek watershed@mhsewoodulch an ephmeral
tributary to Piceance Creek. The water quality classification of Piceance Creek Tributaries to the
White River (segment 16) is for Aquatic Life Warm 2, Recreation 2, and Agriculture.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Act@onstructon and installation of
the electrical lines and maintenance will cause temporary disturbances during construction
activities. This area is industrial in nature and much of the project area is in existing disturbance
and therefore impacts are expecteddaddatively minimal.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternati@impacts identified.
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Mitigation: None identified

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for water qualityis unlikely that the
access road and pad constructiayuid result in an exceedence of state water quality standards.
Cumulative impacts from this activity and others may eventually impact sediment yields to the
degree that they impact listing of the Piceance Creek or its tributaries.

WETLANDS AND RIPARIAN ZONES (includes a finding on Standard 2)

Affected EnvironmentThe head of Greasewood Gulch, which parallels and lies
immediately east of the powerline alignment along RBC 76, bears a shortispnmegreach that
supports a modest riparian community gased primarily of pioneering obligate plants. The
nearest channel system supportingre highly developedparian vegetation is privatelywned
portiors of Piceance Creek that axeparated bgver 8miles of ephemeral channel from the
project area.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Acliba:narrow and linear form of
surface disturbance associated with the longer of the project proposals would, at its nearest point,
remain separated from the diminutive Greasewood Gulch system by dt9&dset With the
application ofbest management practic&MPs) associated with soil erosion there is no
reasonable likelihood that fugitive sediments would havenaggsurabléenfluence on the
function or conditiorof the Greasewood channel or downstrggarian resources.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafilvere would be no action
authorized that would have any direct or indirect influence on downstream riparian communities.

Mitigation: None

Finding on the Public Land He&ltStandard for riparian systemNeither the proposed
or ng-action alternative would have any reasonable potential to influence the function or
condition ofdownstreantiparian and wetland habitat.
CRITICAL ELEMENTS NOT PRESENT OR NOT AFFECTED :
No ACEC,flood plains, prime and unique farmlandgildernessor Wild and Scenic Rivers

exist within the area affected by the proposed action. There are also no Native American
religious or environmental justice concerns associated with the proposed action.

NON-CRITICAL ELEMENTS

The following elementmust be addressed due to the involvement of Standards for Public Land
Health:
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SOILS (includes a finding on Standargl 1

Affected EnvironmentThe proposed action includes the installation of a numbemof ne
electrical lines and maintenance activities.

Soil Types in the Project Area, within 98 Feet of Surface Disturbance
Soil Complex Acres Impacted
Castner channery loam;3% slopes 14.4
Irigul-Parachute complex;30% slopes 4.5
Yamac Loam, 215% sbpes 2.3

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed ActBmil disturbance will be localized
and minor with regard to the installation of electrical poles. The installation of the ground line
will result in more disturbances, but will still be relatiy minor due to the short length (400
feet). Reclamation effort will be applied along this buried line. If successful, this reclamation
should minimize the risk of potential impacts to soils from the project. Restoring the
productivity of these soilwill be entirely dependent on reducing disturbance and successful
reclamation.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternatie@impacts to soils would
likely occur.

Mitigation: None identified.

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard tgland soils This action is unlikely to
reduce the productivity of soils impacted by surface disturbing activities on public lands.
VEGETATION (includes a finding on Standardl 3

Affected EnvironmenThe proposed powerline will be constructed throogked
mountain shrub/mountain big sagebrush vegetation. The corresponding ecological site is Rolling
Loam/Brushy Loam.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Acfltne proposed action will result in
less than one acre of earthen disturbancelwffidt is successfully revegetated, will result in no

long term negative impact.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafive=re will be no change
from the present situation

Mitigation: Promptly recontour and revegetate all areas dheardisturbance with
Native Seed mix 2:

Seed . ] Lbs. PLS : .
Mix # Species (Variety) per Acre Ecological Sites
2 Western wheatgrass (Rosanna) 2 Deep Loam, Loamy
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N?iieg Species (Variety) IE)%‘:’ APc I;S Ecological Sites
Indian ricegrass (Nezpar) 1 10"-14", Loamy Breaks,
Bluebunch wheatgrass (Whitmar) 2 Loamy Slopes, Rolling
Thickspike wheatgrass (Critana) 2 Loam, Valley Bench
Green needlegrass (Locho) 1
Globemallow 0.5
Alternates: Fourwing saltbush, Utah sweetvetch, balsamrg

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for plant and animal commuftieal, see
also Wildlife, Aquatic and Wildlife, Terrestriil On a site specific scale vegetation meets the Standard.
On a watershed scaleegetatiorcan only be said to marginally meet the Standard due to the
extensive amount of earthen disturbance inMlagnolia area, very little of which has been
successfully revegetated.

WILDLIFE, AQUATIC (includes a finding on Standardl 3

Affected Environmenf he nearest perennial reach which supports higher order vertebrate
communities is privately owned portioaf Piceance Creek, whidreseparated bynore than 8
miles ofephemeral channel from the project area. Badiiinistered portions of Piceance
Creek, located anoth85 milesdownstream from this point, are the nearest reaches which
support higher ordemaiatic communities. These reaches support small populations of speckled
dace, flannelmouth sucker, mountain sucker and leopard frog.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Actidarrow, linear surface
disturbance configurations associated \liseprojects aresituatedon gently sloping or level
ridgeline positionseparated fromquatic habitats associated with Piceance Creek by more than
8 miles ofephemerathannel and 3.5 miles of privatebyvned portions of Piceance Creek.
With the apfication of BMPs associated with soil erosion there is no reasonable likelihood that
fugitive sediments would have any influence on the function or condition of the Piceance Creek
channel, its aquatic wildlifeor associated habitats.

Environmental Corequences of the No Action Alternatiiérere would be no action
authorized that would have any direct or indirect influence on downstream aquatic habitat.

Mitigation: None
Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for plant and animal commuftiésl, see
also Vegetation and Wildlife, TerrestjalNeither the proposed or +axtion alternative would have any

reasonable potential to influence the function or conditiaoafnstream aquatic fauna or
habitats.

WILDLIFE, TERRESTRIAL (includes dinding on Standard)3
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Affected EnvironmentThesemid-elevation sagebrush and mountain shrub communities
are categorized by the Colorado Division of Wildlife as general winter rangpetiodeer and
elk. These ranges generally receive the heaviedtaseOctober through Mayhowever, in
both project locales, habitat utility has been and will remain compromised-exigtiag, and
essentially permanent features (i.e., county road and industrial facilities).

Theshrubland vegetation composing fireject area, as well as their close proximity to existing
forms of disturbance, virtually eliminates the potential for the project sites to support raptor nest
activity.

Small mammal populations are poorly documenteavever, the species that are ke occur

in this area display broad ecological tolerance and are widely distributed throughout the
Resource Area. No narrowly distributed or highly specialized species or subspecific populations
are known to inhabit this area.

Environmental Consequees of the Proposed Actiomstallation of these underground
powerlines would involve clearing of up to 2.5 acres of shrubland vegetation. This habitat,
which has been previously disturbed and reclaimed in the recent past, or lies in close proximity
to existing forms of disturbance, provides very limited resource value to resident terrestrial
wildlife. The direct and cumulative effects of habitat modification in these instances would be
negligible. Successful reclamation would abbreviate dieom lcsses of herbaceous forage and
ground cover for those species groups that remain better able to exploit such resources, such as
small mammals.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafilvere would be no action
authorized that would havany direct or indirect influence on terrestrial wildlife or associated
habitats.

Mitigation: None.

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for plant and animal commuftie®l, see
also Vegetation and Wildlife, Aquajic On a landscape sealthe project area meets the public land
health standards for terrestrial animal communities. The proposed action is considered an
incremental addition to those lands dedicated to mineral development, but would not detract
appreciably from continued mésg of the land health standard at the landscape scale.

OTHER NON-CRITICAL ELEMENTS : For the following element&nly those brought
forward for analysis will baddressedurther.

Non-Critical Element NA or Applicable or Applicable & Present and
Not Present, No Impact Brought Forward for
Present Analysis
Accessand Transportation X
Cadastral Survey X
Fire Management X
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Non-Critical Element NA or Applicable or Applicable & Present and
Not Present, No Impat Brought Forward for

Present Analysis

Forest Management X

Geology and Minerals X

Hydrology/Water Rights X

Law Enforcement X

Noise

Paleontology X

Rangeland Management X

Realty Authorizations X

Recreation X

SocicEconomics X

Visual Resources X

Wild Horses X

PALEONTOLOGY

Affected EnvironmentThe proposed power line is located in an area generally mapped
as the Uinta FormatiofTweto 1979) which the WRFO, BLM has classified d&ogential Fossil
Yield Classification PFYC) 5 formation meaning it is known to produce scientifically
important fossil resources.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Actiiiting of holesfor the proposed
power poles has the potential to impact fossil resources. However, due to the small nature of the
holes that will be drilled it will be extremely difficult to determine what has been impacted.
Buried lines n a trench could also impaadib resources but open trenches make identifying the
resource impacted much easier.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternafive=re would be no new
impacts to fossil resources under the No Action Alternative.

Mitigation: The operator isesponsible for informing all persons who are associated with
the project operations that they will be subject to prosecution for knowingly disturbing
paleontological sites, or for collecting fossils. If fossil materials are uncovered during any
projector construction activities, the operator is to immediately stop activities in the immediate
area of the find that might further disturb such materials, and immediately contact the authorized
officer (AO). Within five working days the AO will inform the egator as to:

¢ whether the materials appear to be of noteworthy scientific interest
e the mitigation measures the operator will likely have to undertake before the site can be
used (assuming in situ preservation is not feasible)
If the operator wishes, atyatime, to relocate activities to avoid the expense of mitigation and/or
the delays associated with this process, the AO will assume responsibility for whatever
recordation and stabilization of the exposed materials may be required. Otherwise, the operato
will be responsible for mitigation cost. The AO will provide technical and procedural guidelines
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for the conduct of mitigation. Upon verification from the AO that the required mitigation has
been completed, the operator will then be allowed to resomsraction.

All open trenches utilized for buried power lines shall be monitored by an approved
paleontologist during trenching operations into the underlying rock formations.

REALTY AUTHORIZATION S

Affected EnvironmentThe proposed action is in area that is being devagbed for oll
and gas activities and for a singlephasepuriedpower line fromanexisting pole to NorthWest
Pi pel i ne 06 slInadditon, WREABtendsstd construct a new-RY buried threephase
distribution power lindor the proposed Questar Gas Compression Facility on Greasewood Hill.

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed AdBoth powerlines will be authorized
as an amendmentWR E A 6 s e x i-ofway COE37822 g The total length of the right
of-way will be 4,400 feet with a width of 25 feet encompassing 2.53 acres, more or less. The
expiration date will run concurrent with the original grant expiring December 31, 2028.

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternatiane

Mitigation: No additional

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS S UMMARY: Cumulative impacts from oil and gas development
were analyzed in the White River Resource Area Proposed Resource Management Plan/Final
Environmental Impact Statement (PRMP/FEIS) completed in June 1996. QGlevefdpment,
including the proposed action, has not exceeded the cumulative impacts from the foreseeable
development analyzed in the PRMP/FEIS.
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PERSONS / AGENCIES GONSULTED: Rio Blanco County
Colorado Division of Wildlife

INTERDISCIPLINARY REVIEW

Name Title Area of Responsibility
Air Quality, Wastes (Hazardous or Solids), Wate|
Bob Lange Hydrologist Quality (Surface and Ground), Hydrology and
Water Rights, and Soils.
. . Areas of Critical Environmental Concern,
Ken Holsinger Botanist

Threatened and Endangered Plant Species

Michael Selle

Archeologist

Cultural Resources, Paleontological Resources

Mark Hafkenschiel

Rangeland Management
Specialist

Invasive, NorNative Species, Vegetation ,
Rangeland Management

Migratory Birds, Threatened, Endangered and

Ed Hollowed Wildlife Biologist Sensitive Animal Species, Terrestrial and Aquati
Wildlife, Wetlands and Riparian Zones

Chris Ham Outdoor Recreation Plannet Wll(jerness, Accesand Transportion, Recreation
& Visual Resources

Jim Michels Fire/Fuels Technician Fire Management

Jim Michels Fire/Fuels Technician Forest Management

Paul Daggett

Mining Engineer

Geology and Minerals

Stacey Burke

Realty Specialist

Realty Authorizations

Melissa JKindall

RangeTechnician

Wild Horses
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Finding of No Significant Impact/Decision Record
(FONSI/DR)

CO-110-2008-145EA

FINDING OF NO SIGNIF ICANT IMPACT (FONSI) /RATIONALE : The envirmmental
assessment and analysigttd environmental effects of the pased action have been reviewed.
The approved mitigation measui@isted below)esult in aFinding of No Significant Impaain
the human environment. Therefore, an environmental impact statement is not necessary to
further analyze the environmentalets of the proposed action.

DECISION/RATIONALE : It is my decision t@pprove the proposed action with the addition
of the migration measures listed below.

MITIGATION MEASURES :

1. Theholderis responsible for informing all persons who are assediaith the project
operations that they will be subject to prosecution for knowingly disturbing historic or
archaeological sites, or for collecting artifacts. If historic or archaeological materials are
uncovered during any project or construction aiéis, theholderis to immediately stop
activities in the immediate area of the find that might further disturb such materials, and
immediately contact the authorized officer (AO). Within 5 working days the AO will inform the
holderas to:
e Whether the miarials appear eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
e The mitigation measures thelderwill likely have to undertake before the site can be
used (assuming in situ preservation is not necessary)
¢ Atimeframe for the AO to complete an expgedireview under 36 CFR 8d( to
confirm, through the State Historic Preservation Officer, that the findings of the AO are
correct and that mitigation is appropriate.
If the holderwishes, at any time, to relocate activities to avoid the expense of tinitigand/or
the delays associated with this process, the AO will assume responsibility for whatever
recordation and stabilization of the exposed materials may be required. Otherwhsdd¢ne
will be responsible for mitigation cost. The AO will provigehnical and procedural guidelines
for the conduct of mitigation. Upon verification from the AO that the required mitigation has
been completed, the operator will then be allowed to resume construction.

2. Pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(g) the holder of &luthorization must notify the AO, by telephone,

with written confirmation, immediately upon the discovery of human remains, funerary items,
sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony. Further, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(c) and (d), you
must stop activies in the vicinity of the discovery and protect it for 30 days or until notified to
proceed by the authorized officer.
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3. Theholderwill be required to monitor the project area for the life of the project and eradicate
all noxious and invasive speciesiwh occur on site using materials and methods approved in
advance by the Authorized Officer

4. On the shortgrower linesegment (servicing the Questar meter/compression facility), the
holder would be required to install raptor perch deterrents cerdlssarm and pole top on the
singlepower polethat would be inserted into the existing aepaver lineseries.

5. The reclamation seed mix would be required to include forbs favored by grouse as forage
during the summer and /yafall brood-rearirg months Seeding techniques that promote
successful germination and emergence of forbs would be employed (e.g., broadcast and lightly
dragged after drill seeding of grasseByomptly recontour and revegetate all areas of earthen
disturbance witimodified Native Seed mix # 2

Msiieg Species (Variety) I[_)k()a? ;C l;g Ecological Sites
2 Western wheatgrass (Rosanna) 2 Deep Loam, Loamy 1014", Loamy
Indian ricegrass (Nezpar) 1 Breaks, Loamy Slopes, Rolling Loam,
Bluebunch wheatgrass (Whitmar) 2 Valley Bench
Thickspike wheatgrass (Critana) 2
Green needlegrass (Lodorm) 1
Globemallow 0.5
Utahor northern sweetvetch 0.5
Blue flax (Maple Grove) 0.5
Alfalfa (Travois; preinoculated) 0.5

6. Garbage and sewage will be contained onsite and then hawaedypproved disposal site.

7. The release of any chemical, oil, or sewage, etc, (regardless of quantity) must be reported by
the lease holder, to the Bureau of Land Managein®RFO Hazardous Materials Coordinator
at (970) 8783800.

8. Theholderis responsible for informing all persons who are associated with the project
operations that they will be subject to prosecution for knowingly disturbing paleontological sites,
or for collecting fossils. If fossil materials are uncovered during anygirojeconstruction
activities, theholderis to immediately stop activities in the immediate area of the find that might
further disturb such materials, and immediately contact the authorized officer (AO). Within five
working days the AO will inform thiolderas to:

e whether the materials appear to be of noteworthy scientific interest

e the mitigation measures thelderwill likely have to undertake before the site can be

used (assuming in situ preservation is not feasible)

If the holderwishes, at any tim to relocate activities to avoid the expense of mitigation and/or
the delays associated with this process, the AO will assume responsibility for whatever
recordation and stabilization of the exposed materials may be required. Otherwhsdd¢ne
will be responsible for mitigation cost. The AO will provide technical and procedural guidelines
for the conduct of mitigation. Upon verification from the AO that the required mitigation has
been completed, tHelderwill then be allowed to resume constrocti
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9. All open trenches utilized for buried power lines shall be monitored by an approved
paleontologist during trenching operations into the underlying rock formations.

COMPLIANCE/MONITORING : Compliance monitoring should be performed at five year
intervals by White River Field Office staff.

NAME OF PREPARER: Stacey Burke

NAME OF ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR : Caroline Hollowed

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED OFFICIAL: 7ZA//‘%//K

%;’ Field Manager
DATE SIGNED: /j%) 5/@’

ATTACHMENTS: Map of the Proposed Action
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