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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT  
 

 

NUMBER :  CO-110-2008-179-EA 

 

CASEFILE/PROJECT NUMBER:    COC73102 

 

 

PROJECT NAME :  New Cathodic Protection Stations #1514-3 and 1831 

 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION :  Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado 

 

     T. 1 S., R. 96 W., 

        Sec. 32, SW¼SW¼. 

 

     T. 3 S., R. 101 W., 

         Sec. 5, SW¼NE¼. 

 

 

APPLICANT :  Northwest Pipeline Corporation 

 

ISSUES AND CONCERNS: None 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES :   

 

Background/Introduction:  Northwest Pipeline Corporation (NWP) has encountered problems 

providing the necessary cathodic protection to the 26-inch Ignacio/Sumas pipeline and the 10-

inch Piceance Creek Lateral pipeline. 

 

Proposed Action:  The proposed action is for the installation of two new cathodic protection 

stations (CPS), one on the 26-inch Ignacio/Sumas pipeline and one on the 10-inch Piceance 

Creek Lateral pipeline.  The present CPSôs are failing and donôt not provide adequate protection 

for the existing pipelines and the new sites will remedy the situation. 

 

As shown on the attached drawings, two deep wells plus positive cables leading from new 

rectifiers will be installed.  A permanent right-of-way (ROW) of 20 feet in width on each side to 

the rectifiers, positive cables and deep wells will be required.  A temporary work area needed for 

construction will be a 200 foot by 200 foot area surrounding the deep well and a 50 foot wide 
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area from the pipelines to the deep wells (for construction of the related cable) converting to a 20 

foot wide permanent easement. 

 

All vehicles will use existing highways, county roads, dirt roads and the pipeline rights-of-way.  

A portable drilling rig mounted on a rubber-tired vehicle will be used to drill the hold for the 

deep well bed.  The temporary workspace is necessary for placement of the drilling rug and the 

mud from the deep well.  The drilling medium will be water combined with a small amount of 

biodegradable dish soap that will be discharged into an earthen pit and allowed to evaporate.  

The earthen pit will be located within the temporary workspace and will later be reclaimed. 

 

The disturbed area will be final graded, as close as possible to the original contours.  The area 

will be reseeded upon completion with a seed mix specified by Bureau of Land Management 

(BLM).  The proposed method for reseeding is to drill, however if the seed is broadcast, the 

amounts of seed will be doubled, and the area will be raked or chained to cover the seed.  

 

The terms, conditions, and stipulations of the original right-of-way grants and any subsequent 

amendments to COC011243 and COC011409 will be applied to this right-of-way for the two 

CPS sites.  A term of 30 years has been requested for the CPS sites with a one year term for the 

temporary use area. 

 

Construction is estimated to take place in the fall of 2008 depending on contractorôs schedule 

and should take five days or less for the sites. 

 

No Action Alternative:   Under the no action alternative, the application would be denied and 

the situation would remain the same. 

 
 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT NOT CARRIED FORWARD :  None 

 

 

NEED FOR THE ACTION :   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.  By not replacing the failing CPS facilities, the integrity of the pipeline is 

in question and public safety is at risk. 

 

 

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 Plan: White River Record of Decision and Approved Resource Management 

Plan (ROD/RMP). 

 

Date Approved:  July 1, 1997 

 

Decision Number/Page:  Pages 2-49 thru 2-52 
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Decision Language: ñTo make public lands available for the siting of public and private 

facilities through the issuance of applicable land use authorizations, in a manner that 

provides for reasonable protection of other resource values.ò 

 

 

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT / ENVIRONMENTAL 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 soils, riparian systems, plant and animal communities, 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 made for each of them in an environmental analysis.  These findings are located 

in specific elements listed below: 

 

INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM ANALYSIS RECORD CHECKLIST  
 

DETERMINATION OF  STAFF: 
Determination Resource Rationale  for Determination* 

CRITICAL ELEMENTS  

PI Air Quality 
Short term impacts from drilling activities, impacts are not expected 

after the initial construction and drilling phase. 

NP 
Areas of Critical 

Environmental Concern 
There are no ACECs within proximity of the proposed action. 

PI Cultural Resources See below. 

NI 
Invasive, Non-native 

Species  
Cheatgrass is present in the project area 

NI Migratory Birds 

Construction activities are planned for fall and would not directly 

influence migratory birds during the breeding season. Less than 3 

acres of potential nesting habitat would be lost prior to establishment 

of seeded species. 

PI 

Threatened, Endangered, 

and Sensitive Animal 

Species 

There are no animal species listed, proposed, or candidate to the 

Endangered Species Act. CPS 1831 is located within suitable 

occupied habitat of greater sage-grouse, a BLM sensitive species that 

is currently being considered for listing under the ESA by the FWS.  

NP 
Threatened, Endangered, 

and Sensitive Plant Species 

The proposed action would have no conceivable influence on special 

status species or associated habitats. 

NI Wastes (hazardous or solid) No hazardous or solid wastes have been identified for use.  

PI 
Water Quality 

(Surface/Ground 

One of the temporary use areas impacts an outside meander bend of 

Douglas Creek with a steep drop to the active channel. 

PI Wetlands/Riparian Zones The temporary use area for CPS 1514-3 impacts Douglas Creek. 

NP Wilderness 
There are no Wildernesses or Wilderness Study Areas within or 

proximate to the proposed action. 

NP = not present in the area impacted by the proposed or alternative actions  

NI = present, but not affected to a degree that detailed analysis is required  

PI = present with potential for impact analyzed in detail in the EA 
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AIR QUALITY  

 

Affected Environment:  The White River resource area has been classified as either 

attainment or unclassified for all air pollutants, and most of the area has been designated for the 

prevention of significant deterioration (PSD) class II.  The proposed action is more than ten 

miles from any special designation air sheds or non-attainment areas. Unfortunately, no specific 

air quality 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 Action:  The proposed action includes 

drilling two deep wells, and installing pipelines for cathodic protection stations (CPS).  Drilling 

activities are expected to last not more than 5 days on each site.  Visible dust is likely to increase 

during drilling activities.   

 

The proposed action would increase the level of inhalable particulate matter, specifically 

particles ten microns or less in diameter (PM10) associated with fugitive dust.  In addition, 

increases in the following criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide, ozone (secondary pollutant), 

nitrogen dioxide, and sulfur dioxide would also occur due to combustion of fossil fuels which 

will l ikely be the highest during drilling activities.  Also, non-criteria pollutants such as 

visibility, nitric oxide, air toxics (e.g. benzene) and total suspended particulates (TSP) may also 

experience slight, temporary increases as a result of the proposed action (no national ambient air 

quality standards have been set for non-criteria pollutants).  The Colorado Air Pollution Control 

Division (APCD) estimates the maximum PM10 levels (24-hour average) in rural portions of 

western Colorado to be near 50 micrograms per cubic meter (ɛg/m
3
).  This project is not likely to 

exceed this western Colorado dust standard.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  No impacts would occur 

 

Mitigation:  If there is a visible dust trail behind vehicles, access roads will be treated 

with water and/or a dust suppressant during drilling activities.  All vehicles will abide by 

company or public speed restrictions.   

 

 

CULTURAL RESOURCES  
 

Affected Environment:  Cathodic Protection Station #1514-3: The proposed CPS station, 

as originally proposed has been inventoried at the Class III (100% pedestrian) level (Smith et. al. 

2008) with no cultural resources identified on the surface in the inventoried area.  However, 

there is a potential, though limited, for resources outside of the inventoried area. 

 

Cathodic Protection Station 1831:  The proposed CPS station location has been inventoried at the 

Class III (1005 pedestrian) level (Piontkowski 2003, Compliance Dated 7/16/2003) with no new 

cultural resources identified in the impact area for the CPS station.  However, there is a potential 

for unrecorded resources within 308 meters of the anode bed of the CPS location. 
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Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  Cathodic Protection Station 

#1514-3: There would be no new impacts to known cultural resources under the proposed 

actions.  However, if the action is changed and the layout of the CPS station is changed in any 

way there is a potential to impact cultural resources. 

 

Cathodic Protection Station 1831: The proposed CPS station would not impact any known 

cultural resources.  However, previously unrecorded resources within 308 meters of the CPS 

station, particularly the anode bed location, could be adversely impacted by vibrations from 

construction and increase in unauthorized collected from increased access and activity in the 

area. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  There would be no new 

impacts to cultural resources under the No Action Alternative. 

 

Mitigation:  The holder 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 archaeological materials are 

uncovered during any project or construction activities, the holder 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 holder as to: 

 

 whether the materials appear eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 

 the mitigation measures the holder will likely have to undertake before the site can be 

used (assuming in situ preservation is not necessary) 

 a timeframe for the AO to complete an expedited review under 36 CFR 800-11 to 

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

correct and that mitigation is appropriate. 

 

If the holder wishes, 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.  Otherwise, the holder 

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 holder will then be allowed to resume construction. 

 

2.  Pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(g) 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 cultural patrimony. 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. 

 

3.  The desired change in layout to CPS 1514-3 temporary work area addressed as Water Quality 

mitigation (see # 5 below), will require an additional inventory for cultural resources. 
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WATER QUALITY, SURFACE AND GROUND (includes a finding on Standard 5)   

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed action includes drilling two deep wells, and 

installing pipelines for the CPSs.  Drilling activities are expected to last not more than 5 days on 

each site; however the temporary use sites could be used for as much as 1 year.  The 1514-3 CPS 

site includes a temporary use site that would intrude on a steep drop from the flood plain terrace 

of Douglas Creek to the active channel on the outside edge of an active meander bend.  The 

geomorphology of Douglas Creek is responding to a fairly recent (100-200 year) event of 

downcutting into the floodplain terrace where the CPS is located.  Douglas Creek is actively 

moving within its current elevation and eroding outside meander bends such as the one where 

this temporary use area is located.  Most of this erosion occurs during spring runoff and also 

intense thunderstorms in the late summer and fall.  Erosion on these outside meander bends 

could easily be on the order of 20 feet annually without additional disturbance.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The location of the temporary use 

area for the 1514-3 CPS could result in disturbance on the edge of a drop from the old floodplain 

terrace into the Douglas Creekôs active channel, the other CPS site is located in a stable area and 

should not be as much of a concern.  There are three methods of erosion that act on these drops: 

(1) the active cutting of the channel into the toe of the slope compromises the layback angle on 

the slope and saturates the toe of the slope causing slumping and mass wasting, (2) active rain 

splash erosion on unvegetated  unstable slopes increases slope failure and (3) surface runoff from 

the floodplain terrace concentrating over the terrace edge and through soil piping further 

compromises the integrity of the drop to the active channel. 

 

This project could reduce vegetation along the edge of the floodplain terrace increasing surface 

runoff partially responsible for compromising this drop.  Also, increasing soil compaction in the 

temporary work area adjacent to the drop will accelerate erosion processes by concentrating 

surface runoff and could accelerate the horizontal migration of this meander bend.  At some 

point in the year of use for this temporary area it may be compromised by the natural active 

cutting of Douglas Creek along this outside meander bend.  This project should allow for at least 

a 100 foot buffer from the active stream channel to allow for a vegetative buffer and protect the 

integrity of the work area.  Active erosion on this meander adds to the sediment loads in Douglas 

Creek and this project as proposed could increase these sediment loads. 

 

Construction of the roads and pads will result in temporary disturbance causing increased erosion 

and surface runoff until re-vegetation efforts are successful.  If sites are drilled during wet 

weather, there is the potential for increased erosion.  Both unsuccessful reclamation and damage 

during wet weather would increase erosion in localized areas by increasing surface runoff and 

concentrating water along disturbance along this meander bend.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  No impacts identified. 

 

Mitigation:  Re-locate the temporary work area 100 feet from the active channel for 

Douglas Creek on site 1514-3 to provide a buffer from the active erosion from the abandoned 

floodplain terrace to the active channel.  The proposed drill location should be stable.  Therefore, 

reducing the size of the temporary work area, reorienting the disturbance (rotating the site or 
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cutting off one of the corners and adding to the other side), or move the drill location away from 

the active channel. 

 

All activity shall cease when soils at the drill site or the access road surfaces become saturated to 

a depth of three inches, unless otherwise approved by the Authorized Officer. 

 

Provide for erosion-resistant surface drainage by adding necessary drainage facilities and prior to 

rain or snow events.  When erosion in disturbed areas is anticipated, sediment barriers shall be 

constructed to slow runoff, allow deposition of sediment, and prevent it from leaving the site.  

 

Leave the disturbed area in a condition that provides drainage with no additional maintenance. 

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for water quality:  With mitigation this 

action is unlikely to reduce the water quality in Douglas Creek or in the other location.  

Successful implementation (not accessing the sites during wet conditions) and successful 

reclamation and relocation, should reduce impacts to water quality. 

 

 

WETLANDS AND RIPARIAN ZONES and WILDLIFE, AQUATIC (includes a finding on 

Standards 2 and 3)  

 

Affected Environment:  A temporary use site associated with CPS 1514-3 would be 

placed on the flood plain terrace near an outside meander bend of West Douglas Creek. This 

section of West Douglas Creek was most recently assessed in 1995 and found to be ñFunctional -

At Riskò with an upward trend.  BLM records indicate that speckled dace (Rhinichthys osculus) 

are found in West Douglas Creek. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: The location of the temporary use 

area for CPS 1514-3 would likely increase erosion and sediment deposition in West Douglas 

Creek. (Please refer to the Surface and Ground Water Quality Section for a thorough discussion 

of mechanisms.) Excessive erosion and sedimentation would likely cause West Douglas Creek to 

remain rated as ñFunctional - At Riskò, albeit with a downward trend. Increases in sediment load 

in the creek also negatively impacts habitat quality for native fisheries.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: None. 

 

Mitigation: Please refer to mitigation in the Surface and Ground Water Quality Section.  

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for Riparian Systems and Associated 

Aquatic Wildlife: West Douglas Creek currently meets public land health standards for both 

riparian systems and aquatic wildlife communities. With the implementation of mitigation 

measures designed to minimize erosion of the flood plain terrace and to minimize additional 

sediment entering the creek, it is expected that the proposed action can be accomplished without 

jeopardizing the ability of West Douglas Creek to continue to meet standards in the future. 
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THREATENED, ENDANGERED, AND SENSITIVE ANIMAL SPECIES  (includes a 

finding on Standard 4) 

 

Affected Environment:  There are no threatened or endangered species known to inhabit 

or derive important use from the proposed project areas of either CPS site. However, greater 

sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianu, hereafter ñsage-grouseò) does occur in the project area 

surrounding CPS 1831 and is considered a sensitive species by the BLM. Sage-grouse are also 

currently under review by the US Fish & Wildlife Service to determine if they should be listed as  

either threatened or endangered under the Endangered Species Act.  

 

The Magnolia sage-grouse population is a small, remnant population generally confined to a 

relatively narrow 2- to 3-mile band of sagebrush north of Rio Blanco County Road 3 (Collins 

Gulch).  This area is used year-round by sage-grouse and has one active lek complex. The 

population is isolated from the remainder of the Parachute-Piceance-Roan population due to 

frequent traffic along RBC 3, heavy gas drilling activity along its southern rim, and the 

installation of gas processing and compressor facilities on its southwest corner.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action would 

directly disturb less than 2 acres of suitable sage-grouse habitat and take less than 5 days to 

construct. However, it should be noted that the proposed action requires a power supply 

(approximately 4,000 feet of buried line) which is currently being analyzed in CO-110-08-145-

EA. The proposed CPS site is also within 150 feet of a proposed well pad, access road, and 

pipeline (approximately 13.4 acres of surface disturbance) that is currently being analyzed in 

CO-110-08-093-EA. Construction of the CPS site is simply one of several projects that represent 

continued expansion of natural gas facilities and infrastructure north along Rio Blanco County 

Road 76. In addition to direct habitat loss due to surface disturbing activities, there will also 

likely be additional loss of functional habitat due to behavioral avoidance and fragmentation. For 

example, it is unlikely that the small patch of sagebrush between the CPS site and the well pad 

(less than 3 acres) would continue to serve as functional habitat. Also, otherwise suitable habitat 

can be negatively influenced by increases in traffic. Disturbance from even relatively little traffic 

on a main haul road (<12 vehicles/day) can result in nest initiation rates that are 24% lower than 

in undeveloped areas (Lyon and Anderson 2003).  

 

Overall the proposed action is part of a larger clustering of natural gas facilities and 

infrastructure. It is located adjacent to a well used county road and within sight of other large 

facilities (e.g. compressor stations). It is on the western margin of the Magnolia area and also on 

the perimeter of suitable habitat (habitat type changes to pinyon-juniper woodlands 

approximately 150 feet west of the proposed site).  

 

Using a seed mix of native grasses and forbs during reclamation facilitates the recovery of 

suitable habitat that may be used by broods over the next 20 years prior to the establishment of 

sagebrush cover required for suitable nesting habitat. Prohibiting construction during the nesting 

season ensures that no nests are lost due to accidental destruction during vegetation clearing or to 

abandonment due to increased human presence. 
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Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: There would be no action 

authorized that would have potential to adversely influence the Magnolia sage-grouse population 

or its associated habitat.   

 

 Mitigation:  1. To facilitate recovery of sage-grouse habitat, a seed mix of native grasses 

and forbs shall be used during reclamation of the CPS 1831 site. Additionally, the site shall be 

fenced to prevent use by livestock until the seeded species have fully established (minimum of 

three growing seasons). The fence shall be marked with flagging or tape on the top wire to make 

it more visible to grouse and to minimize the potential for collisions. After establishment of the 

seed mix, the fence shall be removed. 

 

Mid-Elevation Sage-Grouse Seed Mix 

Species (Variety) Rates (lbs PLS/acre) 

Western wheatgrass (Rosanna,) 1 

Indian ricegrass ( Rimrock)  1 

Bluebunch wheatgrass (Whitmar) 1 

Thickspike wheatgrass (Critana) 1 

Letterman needlegrass  1 

Globemallow 0.5 

Utah sweetvetch 1 

Arrowleaf balsamroot 0.25 

Blue flax (Maple Grove) 0.25 

 

2. No disruptive activities are permitted from April 15 through July 7 in order to minimize 

impacts to nesting sage-grouse. 

 

3. The power supply for CPS 1831 is currently being analyzed under CO-110-08-145-EA. No 

above ground power support structures (i.e. rectifier pole) are included or approved in this 

analysis.  

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for Threatened & Endangered species:  The 

persistence of Magnoliaôs greater sage-grouse population is at risk. In the last five years, the 

highest combined count at all the leks in the Magnolia lek complex was only 9 males. Recently 

there has been a dramatic increase in natural gas development and the installation of transmission 

facilities in the Magnolia area. While the proposed action would directly disturb less than 2 acres 

of habitat, it still represents an incremental increase in habitat alteration and human activity in 

the area. By restricting construction activities during sage-grouse nesting season and by requiring 

a reclamation seed mix of native grasses and forbs, the proposed action can be accomplished 

with minimal long-term influences on sage-grouse. 

 

 

CRITICAL ELEMENTS NOT PRESENT OR NOT AFFECTED :  No flood plains, prime 

and unique farmlands, or 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.  
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Determination Resource Rationale  for Determination* 

NON CRITICAL ELEMENT S: 

NI Soils 
Concerns addressed in the water quality section, no additional concerns 

were identified 

NI Vegetation Vegetation has been previously disturbed 

NI Livestock Grazing There will be no appreciable effect on livestock grazing 

PI Wildlife, Aquatic 

The temporary use area for CPS 1514-3 impacts Douglas Creek, which 

provides habitat for aquatic wildlife. Please see Water Quality and 

Wetlands and Riparian Zones Sections for analysis. 

NI Wildlife, Terrestrial 

The two CPS sites occur within mule deer general winter range. The 

project is planned for fall and construction should not coincide with 

timeframes of increased use by deer in the winter months. The project 

area around CPS 1831 lacks mature components of piñon-juniper 

woodlands which provide nesting substrate for raptors.   

NP = not present in the area impacted by the proposed or alternative actions  

NI = present, but not affected to a degree that detailed analysis is required  

PI = present with potential for impact analyzed in detail in the EA 

 

 

OTHER NON-CRITICAL ELEMENTS :  For the following elements, only those brought 

forward for analysis will be addressed further. 
 

Non-Critical Element 

NA or 

Not 

Present 

Applicable or 

Present, No 

Impact 

Applicable & Present 

and Brought Forward 

for Analysis 

Access and Transportation  X  

Cadastral Survey X   

Fire Management X   

Forest Management X   

Geology and Minerals X   

Hydrology/Water Rights  X  

Law Enforcement  X  

Noise X   

Paleontology   X 

Rangeland Management  X  

Realty Authorizations  X  

Recreation  X  

Socio-Economics  X  

Visual Resources  X  

Wild Horses  X  
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PALEONTOLOGY  

 

Affected Environment:  Cathodic Protection Station #1514-3: The proposed CPS is 

located in an area generally mapped as the Upper Mesa Verde Formation, which the BLM, 

WRFO has classified as a PFYC 5 formation, meaning it is known to produce scientifically 

important fossil resources.  However, examination of air photos suggest that the CPS is located 

in the Quaternary alluviums of the floodplain of Douglas Creek which are not generally 

considered to be fossil bearing. 

 

Cathodic Protection Station 1831: The proposed CPS station is located in an area generally 

mapped as the Uinta Formation (Tweto 1979) which the WRFO, BLM has classified as a PFYC 

5 fossil bearing formation meaning it is known to produce fossils of scientific interest. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  Cathodic Protection Station 

#1514-3: Unless it becomes necessary to excavate an open trend or pit of more than 2 feet by 2 

feet in size sufficiently deep to encounter the underlying rock formation it is unlikely that 

significant fossil resources will be impacted, except by any auger holes that extent into the rock.  

Auger holes are not practical to monitor for fossil resources. 

 

Cathodic Protection Station 1831:  Any excavations into the underlying rock formation have the 

potential to adversely impact scientifically noteworthy fossils. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  There would be no new 

impacts to fossil resources under the No Action Alternative 

 

Mitigation:  The holder is 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 any 

project or construction activities, the holder 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 holder as to: 

 whether the materials appear to be of noteworthy scientific interest  

 the mitigation measures the holder will likely have to undertake before the site can be 

used (assuming in situ preservation is not feasible) 

If the holder wishes, 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.  Otherwise, the holder 

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 holder will then be allowed to resume construction. 

 

If it becomes necessary to excavate a trench or minimum sized 2 foot by 2 foot pit to a depth 

sufficient to impact the underlying rock formation a paleontological monitor shall be required. 
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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.  Current development, 

including the proposed action, has not exceeded the cumulative impacts from the foreseeable 

development analyzed in the PRMP/FEIS.   

 

 

REFERENCES CITED:   
 

Piontkowski, Michael 

2003 A Report of the Class III Inventory of the Magnolia WUI Project, Rio Blanco County, 

Colorado.  Unconpahgre Archaeological Consultants, Grand Junction, Colorado. 

 

Smith, Craig S, Brenda Hill and Dave Byers 

2008 Class III Cultural Resource Inventory of Various Locations, Williams Northwest Pipeline 

Vernal District, Rio Blanco County, Colorado.  Entrix, Inc., Salt Lake City, Utah. 

 

Tweto, Ogden 

1979 Geologic Map of Colorado.  United States Geologic Survey, Department of the Interior, 
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PERSONS / AGENCIES CONSULTED:   None 

 

 

INTERDISCIPLINARY REVIEW :   

 

Name Title  Area of Responsibility 

Bob Lange Hydrologist 

Air Quality, Wastes (Hazardous or Solids), Water 

Quality (Surface and Ground), Hydrology and 

Water Rights, and Soils. 

Ken Holsinger Botanist 
Areas of Critical Environmental Concern, 

Threatened and Endangered Plant Species 

Michael Selle Archeologist Cultural Resources, Paleontological Resources 

Mark Hafkenschiel 
Rangeland Management 

Specialist 

Invasive, Non-Native Species, Vegetation , 

Rangeland Management 

Heather Sauls Wildlife Biologist 

Migratory Birds, Threatened, Endangered and 

Sensitive Animal Species, Terrestrial and Aquatic 

Wildlife, Wetlands and Riparian Zones 

Chris Ham Outdoor Recreation Planner 
Wilderness, Access and Transportation, Recreation 

& Visual Resources 

Jim Michels Fire/Fuels Technician Fire Management 

Jim Michels Fire/Fuels Technician Forest Management 

Paul Daggett Mining Engineer Geology and Minerals 

Penny Brown Realty Specialist Realty Authorizations 

Melissa J. Kindall Range Technician Wild Horses 
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Finding of No Significant Impact/Decision Record 

(FONSI/DR) 
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIF ICANT IMPACT (FONSI) /RATIONALE : The environmental 

assessment and analysis of the environmental effects of the proposed action have been reviewed.  

The approved mitigation measures (listed below) result in a Finding of No Significant Impact on 

the human environment.  Therefore, an environmental impact statement is not necessary to 

further analyze the environmental effects of the proposed action. 

 
 

DECISION/RATIONALE :  It is my decision to approve the proposed action with the following 

mitigation measures. 

 

 

MITIGATION MEASURES :   

 

1.  If there is a visible dust trail behind vehicles, access roads will be treated with water and/or a 

dust suppressant during drilling activities.  All vehicles will abide by company or public speed 

restrictions. 

 

2.  The holder 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 archaeological materials are 

uncovered during any project or construction activities, the holder 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 holder as to: 

 whether the materials appear eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 

 the mitigation measures the holder will likely have to undertake before the site can be 

used (assuming in situ preservation is not necessary) 

 a timeframe for the AO to complete an expedited review under 36 CFR 800-11 to 

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

correct and that mitigation is appropriate. 

If the holder wishes, 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.  Otherwise, the holder 

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 holder will then be allowed to resume construction. 

 

3.  Pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(g) the holder of this authorization must notify the AO, by telephone, 



CO-110-2008-179-EA 14 

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 activities in the vicinity of the discovery and protect it for 30 days or until notified to 

proceed by the authorized officer. 

 

4.  The desired change in layout to CPS 1514-3 temporary work area addressed as Water Quality 

mitigation (see # 5 below), wil l require an additional inventory for cultural resources. 

 

5.  Re-locate the temporary work area 100 feet from the active channel for Douglas Creek on site 

1514-3 to provide a buffer from the active erosion from the abandoned floodplain terrace to the 

active channel.  The proposed drill location should be stable.  Therefore, reducing the size of the 

temporary work area, reorienting the disturbance (rotating the site or cutting off one of the 

corners and adding to the other side), or move the drill location away from the active channel. 

 

6.  All activity shall cease when soils at the drill site or the access road surfaces become saturated 

to a depth of three inches, unless otherwise approved by the Authorized Officer. 

 

7.  Provide for erosion-resistant surface drainage by adding necessary drainage facilities and 

prior to rain or snow events.  When erosion in disturbed areas is anticipated, sediment barriers 

shall be constructed to slow runoff, allow deposition of sediment, and prevent it from leaving the 

site.  

 

8.  Leave the disturbed area in a condition that provides drainage with no additional 

maintenance. 

 

9.  To facilitate recovery of sage-grouse habitat, a seed mix of native grasses and forbs shall be 

used during reclamation of the CPS 1831 site. Additionally, the site shall be fenced to prevent 

use by livestock until the seeded species have fully established (minimum of three growing 

seasons). The fence shall be marked with flagging or tape on the top wire to make it more visible 

to grouse and to minimize the potential for collisions. After establishment of the seed mix, the 

fence shall be removed. 

 

Mid-Elevation Sage-Grouse Seed Mix 

Species (Variety) Rates (lbs PLS/acre) 

Western wheatgrass (Rosanna,) 1 

Indian ricegrass ( Rimrock)  1 

Bluebunch wheatgrass (Whitmar) 1 

Thickspike wheatgrass (Critana) 1 

Letterman needlegrass  1 

Globemallow 0.5 

Utah sweetvetch 1 

Arrowleaf balsamroot 0.25 

Blue flax (Maple Grove) 0.25 
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10. No disruptive activities are permitted from April 15 through July 7 in order to minimize 

impacts to nesting sage-grouse. 

 

11. The power supply for CPS 1831 is currently being analyzed under CO-110-08-145-EA. No 

above ground power support structures (i.e. rectifier pole) are included or approved in this 

analysis. 

 

12.  The holder is 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 any project or construction 

activities, the holder 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 holder as to: 

 whether the materials appear to be of noteworthy scientific interest  

 the mitigation measures the holder will likely have to undertake before the site can be 

used (assuming in situ preservation is not feasible) 

If the holder wishes, 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.  Otherwise, the holder 

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 holder will then be allowed to resume construction. 

 

13.  If it becomes necessary to excavate a trench or minimum sized 2 foot by 2 foot pit to a depth 

sufficient to impact the underlying rock formation a paleontological monitor shall be required. 

 

 

COMPLIANCE/MONITORING :  Compliance should be conducted every five years. 

 

 

NAME OF PREPARER:  Penny Brown 

 

 

NAME OF ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR :  Caroline Hollowed




