
   

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-110-2008-058-EA 

 

CASEFILE/PROJECT NUMBER :   COC73096 (associated with COC69157) 

 

 

PROJECT NAME :  Produced Water Pipeline (4 & 10-inch), Armored Fiber Optic Cable, and 

an Interconnect Site with TransColorado Pipeline 

 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION :  Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado 

    T. 2 S., R. 96 W., 

       Sec. 18, lot 10, 15, 16. 

 

    T. 2 S., R. 97 W., 

       Sec. 11, E½SW¼, SW¼SE¼; 

       Sec. 12, S½S½; 

       Sec. 13, lot 2-4, 9, 10, 15; 

       Sec. 24, lot 2, 3, 6, 11, 14; 

       Sec. 25, lot 3, 6, 11; 

       Sec. 28, SW¼NE¼. 

 

 

APPLICANT :  ExxonMobil Corporation 

 

ISSUES AND CONCERNS: None 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES :   

 

Background/Introduction:  On April 23, 2007, Environmental Assessment CO-110-2005-210 

was approved for the Piceance Development Project (PDP) with the right-of-way, COC69157 

being issued June 19, 2007.  The right-of-way grant was for Access to the Central Treating 

Facility, Trunklines/Sales Lines/Condensate Lines/Combined Liquids Lines, and Piceance Creek 

Unit (PCU) Primary & Secondary Area Tank Battery & Gas Sales Station.  The majority of these 

facilities were located on private property with a few segments being on BLM.  
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Proposed Action:  The proposed action is for the construction, operation, and maintenance of a 

10-inch produced water pipeline, 4-inch combined liquids pipeline, a fiber optics line and a 

future interconnect site with the TransColorado Pipeline.   

 

The route selected crosses BLM using PL Gulch and going into the 23-18 well disposal site 

located to the east in section 18.  From the 23-18 well, the water lines proceed to the west 

connecting 68-11 and 35-11 wells into the water disposal system. 

 

The 10-inch produced water pipeline provides a common high pressure trunkline to service 

produced water injection wells.  The 4-inch pipeline is not a produced water line but rather a 

combined liquids line (produced water and condensate).  This pipeline collects combined liquids 

from wellpads and transfers that fluid to PCU2 Tank Battery at Love Ranch. 

 

This new line also comes out of the Central Treating Facility (CTF) and follows the existing 

pipeline route down to the valley floor and is on private property.  This produced water pipeline 

and fiber optics line will become part of the PCU produced water disposal system.  All access to 

the right-of-way will be by existing improved and unimproved roads adjacent to and/or 

intersecting the right-of-way. 

 

The pipelines and fiber optics cable will be placed alongside each other with the standard space 

distance between the two lines that is required for safety precautions. 

 

ExxonMobil has requested a 100 foot wide right-of-way to include additional pipelines that are 

anticipated for future uses. This 100 foot right-of-way is outside of the existing pipeline 

disturbance located in PL Gulch.  At this time, BLM will authorize only a 50 foot right-of-way 

outside of the existing pipeline disturbance; therefore, the proposed right-of-way length is 

37,820.0 feet with a width of 50 feet, encompassing 42.79 acres, more or less. 

 

Plant Species, Noxious Weeds, and Raptor Nest surveys were completed and reports issued by 

Haden-Wing Associates.  Two cultural resource surveys were conducted by Metcalf and reports 

issued.  Uintah Paleo has been conducting Paleo surveys ahead of construction, consistent with 

Piceance Development Project protocol previously agreed to by Michael Selle, Archaeologist; 

White River Field Office. 

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

the existing situation would remain unchanged. 

 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT NOT CARRIED FORWARD :  None 

 

NEED FOR THE ACTION :  The purpose of the proposed action is to manage the exploration 

and development of mineral resources 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):   
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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 

 

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: 

 

 

CRITICAL ELEMENTS  

 

AIR QUALITY  

 

Affected Environment:  The entire 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 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 4.3 

acres of disturbance up the southwestern slope of Piceance Creek to the well site.  Visible dust is 

likely to increase due to construction and vehicle traffic during pipeline installation activities.  

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:  None identified. 
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CULTURAL RESOURCES  
 

Affected Environment:  The proposed pipeline up PL Gulch has been inventoried at the 

Class III (100% Pedestrian) level (Hauck 22002, Compliance Dated 6/26/2002) with no cultural 

resources identified in the areas inventoried. 

 

The proposed pipeline from the PCU 23-18 well to the PCU 35-11 well has been inventoried at 

the Class III (100% pedestrian) level (Metcalf 2007, Compliance Dated 5/30/2008) with no new 

cultural resources identified in the areas inventoried. 

 

The proposed pipeline down from the Central Treating Facility has been inventoried at the Class 

III (100% pedestrian) level (Brogan 2006, Compliance Dated 3/13/2006 and Reed 2007, 

Compliance Dated 9/4/2007) with no cultural resources identified in the inventoried areas. 

 

The well tie in with the secondary tank battery at the mouth of Hatch Gulch has also been 

inventoried at the Class III (100% pedestrian) level (Reed 2007, Compliance Dated 9/4/2007) 

with one previously recorded, non eligible historic site located just south of the tank battery 

location (Redman and Chandler 2004). 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The site located south of the tank 

battery tie in has been officially determined ineligible for nomination to the National Register of 

Historic Places for the REX/Entrega pipeline project.  There are no Historic Properties present 

for the proposed project and there should be no new impacts to any know cultural resources.  

However, there is the potential for previously undetected resources within 308 meters outside of 

the inventoried areas to be adversely impacted due to vibrations from construction or increases in 

unauthorized collection due to increased access and visitation 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:  1. 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. 
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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. 

 

 

INVASIVE, NON -NATIVE SPECIES  
 

Affected Environment:  Noxious weeds known to exist along the pipeline route include 

mullein, teasel and houndstongue.  The invasive alien cheatgrass also occurs along the route in 

numerous areas of unrevegetated earthen disturbance. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action will create 

about 43 acres of new earthen disturbance, which if it is not revegetated with desirable species 

and /or treated with herbicides to eradicate noxious weeds/ cheatgrass, will be invaded and 

dominated by  noxious weeds/cheatgrass, increasing the potential for fire and the consequent 

further proliferation of cheatgrass.  Noxious weeds could also spread from the project sites to 

surrounding native rangelands resulting in a long term negative impact.   The resulting 

proliferation of noxious weeds/cheatgrass will perpetuate a downward cycle of environmental 

degradation that will be largely irreversible.  There will be a low likelihood of long term negative 

impact if the proposed mitigation is properly implemented. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  There will be no change 

from the present situation, 

 

Mitigation:  All known locations of noxious weeds should be pretreated with the 

appropriate herbicide or mechanically removed and sacked for offsite disposal.  The latter option 

would be preferable.  Herbicide use must be approved in advance by submitting a Pesticide Use 

Proposal to the Authorized Officer. 

 

The holder will be required to monitor the project area for the life of the project and eradicate all 

noxious and invasive species which occur on site using materials and methods approved in 

advance by the Authorized Officer.  
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MIGRATORY BIRDS   
 

Affected Environment:  The majority of the pipeline route is broadly encompassed by 

piñon-juniper woodlands with mature components confined mainly to P-L Gulch although small, 

isolated patches are scattered throughout.  Wyoming big sagebrush occurs less frequently along 

the corridor.  The entire pipeline route follows existing pipeline or roadway corridors. 

 

There are a number of migratory birds that fulfill nesting functions in the big sagebrush and 

piñon-juniper communities during the months of May, June, and July, including several species 

identified as having higher conservation interest by the Rocky Mountain Bird Observatory, 

Partners in Flight program and the USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (i.e., green-tailed 

towhee, Brewerôs sparrow, gray flycatcher, black-throated gray warbler, juniper titmouse and 

pinyon jay).   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action will directly 

remove approximately 18 acres of mature piñon-juniper and big sagebrush habitat.  Under 

natural succession regimes, these communities would take anywhere from 20-40 years 

(sagebrush) to 300 + years (piñon-juniper) to return to preconstruction conditions (post 

reclamation).  Based on nest densities within the White River Resource Area, reductions in 

available habitat could displace up to 20 pairs of birds during the 2008 breeding season.  

However, because the pipeline follows existing routes for the entire length, it is likely this 

number would be reduced to some degree.  Most of the birds involved would be more general 

species, although some higher interest species would undoubtedly be affected.  Should 

construction take place during the breeding season, it would likely result in nest 

abandonment/loss or direct mortality (particularly of nestlings).  Although this development 

represents an incremental reduction in the effective extent of available habitat, it would likely 

have no substantive influence on local populations. 

 

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

conceivable influence on migratory birds under the no action alternative.  

 

Mitigation: The portion of the pipeline between the CTF (where pipeline originates) and 

where it turns north and heads down the ridge (T2S 97W section 28) shall be placed as close as 

practical to the existing corridor. 

 

 

THREATENED, ENDANGERED, AND SENSITIVE ANIMAL SPECIES  (includes a 

finding on Standard 4) 

 

Affected Environment: There are no threatened or endangered animal species that are 

known to inhabit or derive important use from the project area.  Mature components of piñon -

juniper woodlands adjacent to the pipeline may provide suitable nesting and roosting substrate 

for four BLM-sensitive species - northern goshawk, Townsendôs big-eared bat and Yuma and 

fringed myotis. 
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The northern goshawk is an uncommon resident in the White River Resource Area.  In general, 

this species prefers to nest in mature, contiguous stands of aspen or aspen/spruce/fir mix.  Over 

the past several decades, a small number of nests (~half a dozen) have been found in mature 

piñon-juniper stands throughout the Piceance Basin.  A raptor survey was conducted in June 

2007 by a third party contractor using approved BLM-protocol.  Surveys were conducted within 

1000 feet of the proposed pipeline in woodland habitat and 0.25 miles of the proposed pipeline 

for cliff -nesting species.  Known nests from the 2007 survey were rechecked in May 2008.  No 

active goshawk nests were located nor were any goshawks observed in the area. 

 

The overall abundance of bats in the project area is likely constrained by the paucity of maternity 

and hibernation roost habitat that could be expected to harbor larger numbers of bats (e.g., caves, 

mines, buildings) and use of the project area is likely limited to the support of small numbers of 

non-breeding animals during the summer months.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  Pipeline construction would 

directly involve ~ 18 acres of predominately mature piñon-juniper woodlands, much of which, 

based on stature and density would likely not provide adequate nesting substrate for northern 

goshawk.  The likelihood of goshawks nesting in the immediate vicinity is reduced even further 

as the entire pipeline route follows existing corridors and, generally speaking, goshawks prefer 

contiguous woodland stands.  Although this developments represent an incremental reduction in 

the effective extent of mature woodland habitat, the long term removal and modification (indirect 

disturbances) of potentially suitable woodland habitat would be minor relative to the typeôs 

availability throughout Piceance Basin (about 300,000 acres of piñon-juniper woodlands).   

 

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

authorized that would have any direct or indirect influence on special status species.   

 

Mitigation: See mitigation in Terrestrial Wildlife section.  

 

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

area potentially influenced by the proposed and no-action alternatives does not currently support 

habitats associated with listed animal species, therefore, neither alternative would influence the 

applicable rangeland health standards.   

 

Although the project area has only limited potential to serve as roosting or nesting habitat for 

BLM-sensitive animals, the area potentially influenced by the proposed action currently meets 

applicable land health standards.  The proposed action would have no substantive influence on 

habitat cores and, on a landscape scale, its implementation would not interfere with continued 

meeting of the land health standards.   
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THREATENED, ENDANGERED, AND SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES (includes a finding 

on Standard 4) 

 

Affected Environment:  There are no plant species listed, proposed, or candidate to the 

Endangered Species 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 Action:  This pipeline project would have 

no conceivable influence on special status species or associated habitats. 

 

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

authorized that would have potential to influence special status species or associated habitats. 

 

Mitigation:  None 

 

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

proposed and no-action alternatives would have no influence on populations or habitats of plants 

associated with the Endangered Species Act or BLM sensitive species and, as such, would have 

no influence on the status of applicable land health standards.  

 

 

WASTES, HAZARDOUS OR SOLID 

 

Affected Environment:  Fuels, oils, and lubricants will be used during the project, and 

solid waste (human waste, garbage, etc.) will be generated during 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.  Garbage 

and sewage from portolets will be hauled to an approved disposal site.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed 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. With 

implementation of the mitigation measures described below and ExxonMobilôs spill prevention 

program, impacts would be temporary.  Solid wastes would be properly disposed of offsite in an 

approved facility. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  No hazardous or other solid 

wastes would be generated under the no-action alternative. 

 

Mitigation:  The following should be added as a condition of approval: The release of any 

chemical, oil, petroleum product, produced water, or sewage, etc, (regardless of quantity) must 

be reported by the lease holder, to the Bureau of Land Management ï WRFO Hazardous 

Materials Coordinator at (970) 878-3800.   
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WATER QUALITY, SURFACE AND GROUND (includes a finding on Standard 5)   

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed action includes disturbance in the Middle and 

Lower Piceance watersheds.  The water quality classification of Piceance Creek downstream 

(segment 15 and 16) is for Aquatic Life Warm 2, Recreation 2, and Agriculture.  Hunter Creek 

and Black Sulfur Creek (segment 20w) is classified as Aquatic Life Cold 1, Recreation 2, and 

Agriculture.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  Pipeline installation will result in 

temporary disturbance of the surface and greater relative erosion rates until successful 

reclamation occurs.  The majority of this route will be in existing disturbance, either roads or 

past pipeline right-of-ways.  A small portion (about ½ mile) is new disturbance on along the 

pipeline route on the south side of Piceance Creek and on the southeastern leg of the pipeline, 

this area will likely result in new erosion.  If reclamation is successful impacts from the pipeline 

in the areas with existing disturbance will be minor.  This is especially true if only the trench 

need for the pipelines and other lines is excavated.  If pipelines are improperly installed they may 

create preferential flow paths along the surface or subsurface.  Standard installation techniques 

should be effective in reducing this risk by using water bars on steeper slopes and water stops 

when necessary. 

 

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

 

Mitigation:  The following should be attached as conditions of approval:  If soil 

productivity is diminished compared to pre-disturbance conditions after initial reclamation 

activities, than reseeding, hydromulching or other efforts will be made to reclaim soil 

productivity along the pipeline right-of-way. 

 

To maintain soil productivity on soils, surface rock as a percentage of ground cover will not 

exceed pre-disturbance conditions after reclamation on the pipeline right-of-ways. 

 

Water bars and water stops in the pipeline trenches will be installed as necessary on steep 

pipeline sections to reduce the likely potential for preferential flow paths on the surface or 

subsurface.  

 

If erosion features such as riling, gullying, piping and mass wasting occur along the pipeline 

right-of-way at anytime in the future these erosion features will be addressed immediately after 

observation by contacting the AO and submitting a reclamation plan with BMPs to address the 

erosion problems. 

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for water quality:  It is unlikely that the 

access road and well pad construction, as well as drilling and production activities would 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. 
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WETLANDS AND RIPARIAN ZONES (includes a finding on Standard 2) 

 

Affected Environment: The nearest channel system supporting riparian vegetation is the 

privately owned portion of Piceance Creek, which is separated by approximately 400 meters 

from the project area.  The nearest BLM-administered reach capable of supporting riparian 

vegetation is along Piceance Creek and is over 12 miles downstream from the project area.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: This proposed pipeline is 

separated from the nearest riparian system by approximately 400 meters.  Pipeline construction 

would have no direct impact on riparian/wetland resources.  With the application 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 or its associated 

riparian resources.  

 

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

authorized that would have any direct or indirect influence on downstream riparian communities.   

 

Mitigation: None  

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for riparian systems: The Public Land 

Health Standards are not applicable to those privately-owned reaches that support riparian 

vegetation.  The nearest BLM-administered reach is located along Piceance Creek, which is over 

12 miles downstream.  Neither the proposed or no-action alternative would have any reasonable 

potential to influence the function or condition of riparian and wetland habitat.   

 

 

CRITICAL ELEMENTS NOT PRESENT OR NOT AFFECTED :   

 

No ACEC, flood plains, prime and unique farmlands, Wilderness, 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.  

 

 

NON-CRITICAL ELEMENTS  

 

The following elements must be addressed due to the involvement of Standards for Public Land 

Health: 

 

SOILS 

 

Affected Environment:  The pipeline passes through fragile soils and steep slopes in 

several locations (see the table below).   

 

Soil Classifications within 30 Meters of the Pipeline Centerline 
Type of Soil Concern Approx. Acres Impacted Stipulation 

Fragile Soils 28 CSU 1 

Slope > 40%  45 n/a 
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Fragile soils are areas have been identified as having Controlled Surface Use (CSU 1) stipulation 

in the 1997 RMP.  The 1997 RMP requires that areas with fragile soils present an engineered 

construction/reclamation plan unless an exception has been granted based on additional soils 

information that shows soils do not meet the fragile soils criteria.  Since no further soils 

information was provided by the holder the plan of development submitted by the holder may 

meet the engineered plan required, if the plan addresses the following specific concerns: 

 

1. How soil productivity will be restored. 

2. How surface runoff will be treated to avoid accelerated erosion such as riling, gullying, 

piping and mass wasting. 

 

Where fragile soils are along the pipeline right-of-way reclamation will be required to achieve 

the goals described above. The holder has not submitted such a plan or indicated any special 

measures for these areas to protect fragile soils.  Since this pipeline will be almost entirely in 

existing disturbance, including almost all fragile soils identified, pipeline mitigation is likely to 

be more appropriate to assure successful reclamation then requiring additional planning by the 

holder.  Mitigation will require immediate action if any of the erosion indicators are observed 

(see the water quality section). 

 

Soils within 30 Meters of the Pipeline Centerline of Greater than 1 Acre 

Soil Complex Acres Potentially Impacted 

Rentsac channery loam, 5-50%slopes 40 

Castner channery loam, 5-50%slopes 35 

Barcus channery loamy sand, 4-8%slopes 43 

Redcreek-Rentsac complex, 5-30%slopes 19 

Veatch channery loam, 12-50%slopes 24 

Yamac Loam, 2-15%slope 5 

Torriorthents-Rock Outcrop, complex, 15-90%slopes 2 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The majority of this route will be 

in existing disturbance, either roads or past pipeline right-of-ways.  A small portion (about ½ 

mile) is new disturbance on along the pipeline route on the south side of Piceance Creek and on 

the southeastern leg of the pipeline, this area will likely result in new erosion.  If reclamation is 

successful impacts from the pipeline in the areas with existing disturbance will be minor.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  No impacts to soils would 

likely occur. 

 

Mitigation: The following should be attached as a condition of approval: 

 

Soil preparation before seeding should allow for a rough surface and waterbars as needed such 

that surface runoff will be reduced.  Mulching should be used as needed to protect soils from rain 

splash erosion.  No rilling or other soil erosion features will be allowed, extra efforts at 

reclamation should be taken to assure successful soil stabilization along the length of the 

pipeline. 
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Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for upland soils:  With mitigation this action 

is unlikely to reduce the productivity of soils impacted by surface disturbing activities. 

 

 

VEGETAT ION (includes a finding on Standard 3) 

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed route is on or adjacent to an existing pipeline 

corridor and is best called ñextensively man modifiedò In some areas revegetation is successful 

and in other areas, marginal at best and has permitted invasive and noxious species to establish. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action will disturb 

approximatly 43 acres much of which has been previously disturbed. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: There will be no change from 

the present situation. 

 

Mitigation: Promptly revegetate all disturbed areas with Native Seed mix #3.  

Revegetation will commence immediately after construction and will not be delayed until the 

following fall.  Debris will not be scattered on the pipeline until after seeding operations are 

completed.  Seed mixture rates are Pure Live Seed (PLS) pounds per acre.  Drill seeding is the 

preferred method of application.  

  
Native Seed Mix # 3 

Plant Species PLS/Lb Ecological Site 

Western wheatgrass (Rosana) 

Bluebunch wheatgrass ( Whitmar) 

Needle and thread 

Indian ricegrass (Rimrock)  

Fourwing saltbush (Wytana) 

Utah sweetvetch 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Gravelly 10"-14", Pinyon/Juniper 

Woodland, Stony Foothills, 147 

(Mountain Mahogany) 

 

If construction/development occurs between April 15 and November 15, the holder will be 

required to water or surface access roads to reduce airborne dust and damage to roadside/pipeline 

vegetation communities 

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for plant and animal communities (partial, see 

also Wildlife, Aquatic and Wildlife, Terrestrial):  Vegetation in the project area currently meets the 

Standard on a watershed and landscape basis and is expected to continue to meet the Standard in 

the future following implementation of the proposed action.  

 

 

WILDLIFE, AQUATIC  (includes a finding on Standard 3) 

 

Affected Environment: The nearest perennial reach which supports higher order vertebrate 

communities is the privately owned portion of Piceance Creek, which is separated by 

approximately 400 meters from the project area.  BLM-administered portions of Piceance Creek, 

located over 12 miles downstream from the project area are the nearest reaches which support 
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higher order aquatic communities.  These reaches support small populations of speckled dace, 

flannelmouth and mountain sucker in addition to northern leopard frog.    

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: This proposed pipeline is 

separated from the nearest perennial channel by approximately 400 meters.  Pipeline 

construction would have no direct impact on aquatic resources.  With the application of best 

management practices (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 wildlife or associated habitats.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: There 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 communities (partial, see 

also Vegetation and Wildlife, Terrestrial): The Public Land Health Standards are not applicable to 

downstream reaches that support prolonged intermittent or perennial flows since they are 

substantially private or State-owned.  The nearest BLM-administered reach is over 12 miles 

downstream.  Neither the proposed or no-action alternative would have any reasonable potential 

to influence the function or condition of subtending channels or their aquatic habitat values.   

 

 

WILDLIFE, TERRESTRIAL  (includes a finding on Standard 3) 

 

Affected Environment:  The lower elevational piñon-juniper and sagebrush communities 

are categorized by the Colorado Division of Wildlife as mule deer severe winter range, a 

specialized component of winter range that periodically supports virtually all of an areaôs deer 

under the most severe winter conditions (i.e., extreme cold and heavy snowpack).  These ranges 

receive heaviest use from January through April. 

 

Mature components of the piñon-juniper woodlands adjacent to the proposed pipeline may 

provide potential nesting habitat for woodland raptors.  Cliff bands and rock outcrops along 

portions of the pipeline corridor may provide nest sites for golden eagle, great-horned owl and 

red-tailed hawk.  A raptor survey was conducted in June 2007 by a third-party contractor using 

approved BLM protocol.  Surveys were conducted within 1000 feet of the proposed pipeline in 

woodland habitat and 0.25 miles of the proposed pipeline for cliff-nesting species.  Two active 

red-tailed nests were located within line-of-sight of the pipeline route.  These nests were 

rechecked in late-May 2008 and determined to be inactive. 

 

Non-game wildlife using this area are typical and widely distributed in extensive like habitats 

across the Resource Area and northwest Colorado; there are no narrowly endemic or highly 

specialized species known to inhabit those lands potentially influenced by this action.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: The proposed action represents an 

incremental expansion of industrial development on the Piceance Basin mule deer severe winter 
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range.  Pipeline construction is scheduled to occur during the spring and summer months and as 

such would not coincide with big game critical use periods.  However, should construction 

extend into the winter use period, appropriate timing restrictions would be applied. 

 

As scheduled, pipeline construction will coincide with much of the raptor breeding season.  

Based on survey results, there are no known raptor nests within the immediate vicinity of the 

proposed pipeline.  Although this developments represent an incremental reduction in the 

effective extent of woodland habitat, the long term removal and modification (indirect 

disturbances) of potentially suitable woodland habitat would be minor relative to the typeôs 

availability throughout Piceance Basin (about 300,000 acres of pinyon-juniper woodlands).   

 

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

authorized that would have any influence on wildlife populations or associated habitat.  

 

Mitigation: There will be no development allowed from 1 December through 30 April to 

avoid big game severe winter ranges (TL-08 White River ROD/RMP). 

 

The portion of the pipeline between the CTF (where pipeline originates) and where it turns north 

and heads down the ridge (T2S 97W section 28) shall be placed as close as practical to the 

existing corridor. 

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for plant and animal communities (partial, see 

also Vegetation and Wildlife, Aquatic):  The project area currently meets the public land health 

standards for terrestrial wildlife and associated habitat.  As mitigated the proposed action would 

have negligible long term influence on the utility or function of wildlife populations or habitat 

associated with the project.  Lands affected by the no-action or proposed action would continue 

to meet the land health standard for terrestrial wildlife.    

 

 

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 

Appl icable & 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  
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Non-Critical Element NA or 

Not 

Present 

Applicable or 

Present, No Impact 

Appl icable & Present and 

Brought Forward for 

Analysis 

Recreation  X  

Socio-Economics  X  

Visual Resources   X 

Wild Horses X   

 

 

FIRE MANAGEMENT  

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed action will traverse through approximately 2.5 

acres in the B7 Piceance Creek polygon where wildland fire is not encouraged.  The remainder 

of the proposed action is located in D fire management polygons where there are few limitations 

on the use of naturally ignited wildland fires for resource benefits. 

 

The National Fire Plan calls for ñfirefighter and public safetyò to be the highest priority for all 

fire management activities.  In the pinion, juniper, and brush types common on the White River 

Resource Area, roads and other man-made openings are commonly used as fuel breaks or 

barriers to control the spread of both wildland and prescribed fires especially when an AMR is 

being utilized.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  Due to the nature of the proposed 

action there is a need to clear off the vegetation from the work site.  In areas where pinion/ 

juniper woodlands exist, the clearing of pinion/juniper trees will increase surface fuel loadings 

and increase the amount of large dead and down woody debris along the ROW.  If not 

adequately treated, this woody material will result in elevated hazardous fuels conditions and 

remain on-site for many years.  These accumulations of dead material are very receptive to fire 

brands, spotting from wind driven fires and can greatly accelerate the rate of spread of the fire 

front. If not treated the slash and woody debris will create an elevated hazardous dead fuel 

loading which could pose significant control problems in the event of a wildfire.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  Under this alternative there 

would be no Environmental Consequences. 

 

Mitigation:  Materials will be dispersed over the portion of the ROW from which the 

trees and brush were originally removed to deter vehicular traffic.  Woody materials dispersed 

across the ROW will not exceed 20% ground cover.  Excess woody materials over 4 inches in 

diameter may be mulched or made available for firewood or fence posts. Materials less than 4 

inches in diameter may either be removed or chipped/mulched then scattered.  Materials used for 

reclamation will be arranged in a manner to avoid accumulation fuels or jackpot piles of 

material. 
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FOREST MANAGEMENT  

 

Affected Environment:  Pinion/juniper woodlands in the project area are typically 

harvested for firewood, Christmas trees, and fence posts. The proposed action is located adjacent 

to existing pipeline disturbances and with the 100 foot right of way approximately 50 feet of this 

proposed action will have a new disturbance related to the action.  A 2,708 foot portion of the 

pipeline in T2S, R97W Section 28 will incur the entire 100 foot of ROW disturbance. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action will traverse 

approximately 3.6 miles of pinion/juniper woodlands for an estimated total disturbance to the 

pinion/juniper woodlands of 21.5 acres.  Due to the nature of the construction activities the 

woodland vegetation will need to be cleared off of the site.  These pinion/juniper sites are 

expected to return within a 30 year period and develop mature woodland characteristics in 200-

300 years. 

 

Stand Structure 
Distance 

(ft)  

Disturbance 

(ft)  
Acres 

Cords/ 

Acre 
Cords 

Mature Pinion/Juniper 16,300 50 18.7 18 336.6 

Young Pinion/Juniper 2,441 50 2.8 5 14 

TOTAL  18,741  21.5  350.6 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  Under this alternative there 

would be no environmental consequences.  

 

Mitigation:  All trees on the pipeline ROW shall be purchased from the BLM WRFO. 

Trees removed during pipeline construction shall be skidded back onto the ROW following 

seeding operations to provide a maximum cover of 20%.  Materials used for reclamation will be 

arranged in a manner to avoid accumulation or jackpot piles of material. 

The trees that will be used for reclamation will be limbed and have the root wads intact. Those 

trees not required for reclamation purposes and subsequently not brought back onto the ROW 

will be cut into four-foot lengths down to a four-inch diameter and located along existing access 

routes to allow removal by the applicant or public. Materials less than 4 inches in diameter may 

either be removed or shipped/mulched then scattered.   

 

 

PALEONTOLOGY  

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed project area is largely in an area mapped as the 

Uinta Formation which the BLM, WRFO has classified as a PFYC 5 formation meaning it is 

known to produce scientifically important fossil resources.  One tie in point to the Tank Battery 

at the mouth of Hatch Gulch appears to be in Quaternary alluviums which are not considered 

fossiliferous in the Piceance Basin. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  If it becomes necessary, at any 

time to, excavate into the underlying bedrock to bury any of the pipelines or the fiber optic 

cables there is the potential to impact scientifically important fossil resources. 
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Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  There would be no new 

impact to fossil resources under the No Action Alternative. 

 

Mitigation:  1. 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. 

 

2.  If it becomes necessary to excavate into the underlying rock formation to bury any of the 

pipelines or the fiber optic cable a paleontological monitor shall be present for all such 

excavations. 

 

 

VISUAL RESOURCES 

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed action would be located in an area with a VRM III 

classification.  The objective of this class is to partially retain the existing character of the 

landscape.  The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be moderate.  Management 

activities may attract attention but should not dominate the view of the casual observer.  Changes 

should repeat the basic elements found in the predominant natural features of the characteristic 

landscape. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action would be 

located in area that has limited access by a casual observer.  Access to the area of the proposed 

action is restricted in some areas by private landowners along the proposed action.  A temporary 

linear disturbance would be visible for a short duration of time to casual observers traveling 

along RBC 5 until vegetation becomes established from required seeding operations.  Persons 

viewing this linear disturbance would be energy related personnel, local ranchers/permittees, 

seasonal big game hunters, and casual observers traveling any of the routes open to the public.  

By painting all above ground facilities either Juniper Green where the proposed action is in trees, 

or Oil Green where the proposed action is in sagebrush, the level of change to the characteristic 

landscape would be low, and the objectives of the VRM III classification would be retained.   
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Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  There would be no 

environmental impacts. 

 

Mitigation:  All permanent (onsite for six [6] months or longer) structures, facilities and 

equipment placed above ground shall be painted Munsell Soil Color Chart Juniper Green where 

the proposed action is in trees, or Oil Green (17-0115 TPX Pantone for architecture & interior 

color guide 2003) where the proposed action is in sagebrush.  

 

 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS SUMMARY:   Cumulative impacts from oil and gas development 

and associated ROWs were analyzed in the White River Resource Area PRMP/FEIS.  Current 

development has not exceeded the foreseeable development analyzed in the PRMP/FEIS. 
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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 

Lisa Belmonte Wildlife Biologist 

Migratory Birds, Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive 

Animal Species, Terrestrial and Aquatic Wildlife, 

Wetlands and Riparian Zones 

Bob Lange Hydrologist Wastes, Hazardous or Solid, s 

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

Jim Michels Fire/Fuels Forestry Technician Fire Management 

Jim Michels Fire/Fuels Forestry Technician Forest Management 

Paul Daggett Mining Engineer Geology and Minerals 

Penny Brown Realty Specialist Realty Authorizations 

Keith Whitaker Natural Resource Specialist Visual Resources 

Melissa Kindall Range Technician Wild Horse 
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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/RATIONA LE :  It is my decision to approve the proposed action with the following 

mitigation measures. 

 

 

MITIGATION MEASURES :   

 

1. 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. 
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3. All known locations of noxious weeds should be pretreated with the appropriate herbicide or 

mechanically removed and sacked for offsite disposal.  The latter option would be preferable.  

Herbicide use must be approved in advance by submitting a Pesticide Use Proposal to the 

Authorized Officer. 

 

4. The holder will be required to monitor the project area for the life of the project and eradicate 

all noxious and invasive species which occur on site using materials and methods approved 

in advance by the AO. 

 

5. The portion of the pipeline between the CTF (where the pipeline originates) and where it 

turns north and heads down the ridge (T2S, R97W, section 28) shall be placed as close as 

practical to the existing corridor. 

 

6. The release of any chemical, oil, petroleum produce, produced water, or sewage, etc., 

(regardless of quantity) must be reported by the right-of-way holder to the Bureau of Land 

Management ï WRFO Hazardous Materials Coordinator at (970) 878-3800. 

 

7. If soil productivity is diminished compared to pre-disturbance conditions after initial 

reclamation activities, then reseeding, hydro-mulching or other efforts will be made to 

reclaim soil productivity along the pipeline right-of-way.  

 

8. To maintain soil productivity on soils, surface rock as a percentage of ground cover will not 

exceed pre-disturbance conditions after reclamation on the pipeline right-of-way. 

 

9. Water bars and water stops in the pipeline trenches will be installed as necessary on steep 

pipeline sections to reduce the likely potential for preferential flow paths on the surface of 

subsurface. 

 

10. If erosion features such as riling, gullying, piping and mass wasting occur along the pipeline 

right-of-way, at any time in the future, these erosion features will be addressed immediately 

after observation by contacting the Authorized Officer and submitting a reclamation plan 

with BMPs to address the erosion problems. 

 

11. Soil preparation before seeding should allow for a rough surface and waterbars as needed 

such that surface runoff will be reduced.  Mulching should be used as needed to protect soils 

from rain splash erosion.  No rilling or other soil erosion features will be allowed, extra 

efforts at reclamation should be taken to assure successful soil stabilizations along the length 

of the pipeline. 

 

12. Promptly revegetate all disturbed areas with Native Seed mix #3.  Revegetation will 

commence immediately after construction and will not be delayed until the following fall.  

Debris will not be scattered on the pipeline until after seeding operations are completed. 

13. Seed mixture rates are Pure Live Seed (PLS) pounds per acre.  Drill seeding is the preferred 

method of application.  
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Native Seed Mix # 3 

Plant Species PLS/Lb Ecological Site 

Western wheatgrass (Rosana) 

Bluebunch wheatgrass ( Whitmar) 

Needle and thread 

Indian ricegrass (Rimrock)  

Fourwing saltbush (Wytana) 

Utah sweetvetch 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Gravelly 10"-14", Pinyon/Juniper 

Woodland, Stony Foothills, 147 

(Mountain Mahogany) 

 

14.  If construction/development occurs between April 15 and November 15, the holder will be 

required to water or surface access roads to reduce airborne dust and damage to 

roadside/pipeline vegetation communities. 

 

15.  There will be no development allowed from December through April 30 to avoid big game 

severe winter ranges. 

 

16.  Materials will be dispersed over the portion of the right-of-way from which the trees and 

brush were originally removed to deter vehicular traffic.  Woody materials dispersed across 

the right-of-way will not exceed 20% ground cover.  Excess woody materials over 4-inches 

in diameter may be mulched or made available for firewood or fence posts.  Materials less 

than 4-inches in diameter may be removed or chipped/mulched then scattered.  Materials 

used for reclamation will be arranged in a manner to avoid accumulation fuels or jackpot 

piles of material. 

 

17. All trees on the pipeline right-of-way shall be purchased from the BLM WRFO.  Trees 

removed during pipeline construction shall be skidded back onto the right-of-way following 

seeding operations to provide a maximum cover of 20%.  Materials used for reclamation will 

be arranged in a manner to avoid accumulation or jackpot piles of material.  Threes that will 

used for reclamation will be limbed and have the root wads intact.  Those trees will be cut 

into four-foot lengths down to a four-inch diameter and located along existing access to allow 

removal by the applicant or public.  Materials less than four-inches in diameter may be 

removed or shipped/mulched then scattered. 

 

18. 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 
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required mitigation has been completed, the holder will then be allowed to resume 

construction. 

 

19. If it becomes necessary to excavate into the underlying rock formation to bury any of the 

pipelines or the fiber optic cable a paleontological monitor shall be present for all such 

excavations. 

 

20. All permanent (onsite for six [6] months or longer) structures, facilities and equipment placed 

above ground shall be painted Munsell Soil Color Chart Juniper Green where the proposed 

action is in the trees, or Oil Green (17-0115 TPX Pantone for architecture & interior color 

guide 2003) where the proposed action is in sagebrush. 



   

 


