
   

 

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-110-2008-048-EA 

 

CASEFILE/PROJECT NUMBER :  COC72154 

 

 

PROJECT NAME :  Air Sciences monitoring station 

 

 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION :  Sixth Principal Meridian 

    T. 3N., R. 101 W., 

        sec. 34, NE¼NE¼. 

 

APPLICANT :  Air Sciences Inc. 

 

ISSUES AND CONCERNS: None 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES :   

 

Background/Introduction:  Air Science Inc has operated a similar air monitoring site on 

Douglas Pass (COC66899) since 2003.  

 

Proposed Action: Air Sciences Inc. proposes to construct an air monitoring station in 

the Hatch Flat/Red Wash area.  The station is planned to operate for five years and then 

be removed.   

 

The purpose of the station will be to monitor wind speed, wind direction, wind direction 

deviation, ambient temperature, net radiation, precipitation, barometric pressure, and 

solar radiation.  The station operates in a continuous mode.  The station will be solar 

powered.  All of the equipment except the solar panels will be housed in a weather-proof 

metal box at the base of the tower.  Data transfer will be via Wildblue Satellite Internet 

on an hourly basis to Air Sciences for incorporation into their database.  The satellite dish 

is a one meter parabolic system that will be attached to the main platform.  

 

The sampling platform will be 10 feet by 10 feet and approximately 10 feet off the 

ground supported by an open lattice base.  The meteorological equipment will be 
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installed on an open lattice tower, approximately 60 feet tall.  The platform and tower 

will be supported by four concrete piers each, 3 feet deep, using 12 inch sonotube forms.   

 

The sampling platform is self supporting while the meteorological tower has three guy 

wires. The sampling platform piers will be in a 10' x 10' square.  The base for the met 

tower will be within 15 feet of the sampling platform.  The guy wires will be spaced at 

120 degree angles from the base at a distance of ~60 feet.   The ROW will be 120 feet by 

120 feet for a total of 0.331 acres, more of less. 

 

The site will be visited weekly to meet the 90% data recovery required by the EPA.  This 

will be performed by a local contractor.  Air Sciences personnel will visit the site once 

per calendar quarter and whenever advanced troubleshooting is required.  All site visits 

will be conducted on foot form the adjacent access road.  

 

The proposed site is located just to the north of RBC Rd 73 at N: 40 Ü 11.456 ñ   W: 108 º 

42.518ò.  Air Science is referring to it as the Hatch Flat station but it is located near the 

Red Wash Reservoir.  An area map is attached as Exhibit A.  

 

Air Science has provided technical data, maps, photos of the area, and a photo of an 

example of a station, attached as Exhibit B.     

 

No Action Alternative:  The site would not be authorized or constructed.  Either another 

site would be selected or the data would not be collected.  

 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT NOT CARRIED FORWARD :  Other 

general locations were considered but would provide less than ideal baseline information. 

The site was selected because it represents meteorological regimes in the Hatch Flats 

region of Colorado.   

 

NEED FOR THE ACTION :  The proposed action would allow collection of data which 

will provide representative meteorology for the large valley in and around Hatch Flats.  

This data will be useful for the State of Colorado Air Pollution Control District as well as 

any industries who wish to develop in the region.  Air data is currently modeled using 

AERMOD.  This model is capable of using multiple data inputs to generate a regional air 

movement characterization.  Data from this area is needed because there is currently 

complete data for the Piceance Creek Basin but there is a gap in the data near Hatch Flats. 

Collecting this data would provide a more accurate representation. 

 

The purpose of the analysis of the proposed action is to manage the uses authorized 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 ELEME NTS 

 

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.  The White River Field Office (WRFO) is working on an 

amendment to the current Resource Management Plan (RMP) to analyze new natural gas 

wells in the Piceance Basin.  Good metrological data is essential for evaluating potential 

impacts to air quality as well as evaluating actual impacts as this natural gas development 

in the Piceance Basin occurs. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action 

would involve transportation of workers and equipment to the site and installation.  

Visible dust is likely to increase during the transportation to the site during installation 

and also during operation and there will be some soil disturbance by construction 

activities.  Installation of this monitoring station would not lead to an increase in dust 
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above background conditions and the amount of transportation to the site is similar to 

casual uses.  Therefore air quality impacts are not expected from installation or 

operational uses. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  Air quality analysis 

in the future would not have the benefit of the metrological data from this site and 

therefore can be expected to not be as accurate. 

 

Mitigation:  None identified. 

 

 

CULT URAL RESOURCES 
 

Affected Environment:  The proposed project area for the installation of a 

monitoring station has been inventoried at the Class III (100% pedestrian) level during 

two separate projects (Conner 2008, Project No. 08-11-03, Compliance Dated 05/28/2008 

and Conner 2008, Project No. 08-11-04, Compliance Dated 05/29/2008) with no new 

cultural resources identified in the inventoried area.  However, there is a potential for 

resources up to 308 meters outside the inventoried area. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action will 

not impact any known cultural resources.  However there is a potential for impacts to 

previously undetected resources within 308 meters of the proposed access road.  Impacts 

could include damage from heavy equipment vibrations and unauthorized collection due 

to increased access to and visibility of 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 operator is responsible for informing all persons who are 

associated with the project operations that they will be subject to prosecution for 

knowingly disturbing historic or archaeological sites, or for collecting artifacts.  If 

historic or archaeological materials are uncovered during any project or construction 

activities, the operator is to immediately stop activities in the immediate area of the find 

that might further disturb such materials, and immediately contact the authorized officer 

(AO).  Within five working days the AO will inform the operator as to: 

 

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

 the mitigation measures the operator 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 operator 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 
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responsibility for whatever recordation and stabilization of the exposed materials may be 

required.  Otherwise, the operator will be responsible for mitigation cost.  The AO will 

provide technical and procedural guidelines for the conduct of mitigation. Upon 

verification from the AO that the required mitigation has been completed, the operator 

will then be 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:  Within the immediate vicinity of the proposed action, 

cheatgrass (Bromus tectorum), is present/dominate in the plant community.  Cheatgrass is 

an invasive annual grass that readily invades disturbed sites.  Halogeton (Halogeton 

glomeratus) also has been noted in the area of the proposed action, and generally moves 

into areas of disturbance.  Within the Red Wash drainage to the east of the proposed 

action, perennial pepperweed (Lepidium latifolium), Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense), 

Russian-olive (Elaeagnus angustifolia) and salt cedar (Tamarix ramosissima) are present 

within the drainage. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  Cheatgrass is an invasive 

annual that can readily move into sites and become a monoculture particularly following 

disturbance.  Cheatgrass provides minimal forage for livestock and wildlife and due to a 

limited root structure, provides little soil stability.  During construction of this project, 

there will be an opportunity for cheatgrass to invade the site and become a monoculture if 

reclamation does not occur.  Halogeton may also move into the area following 

completion of the project, but is generally not as aggressive and will be pushed out as 

reclaimed species establish. 

 

This project should have no effect on the spread or propagation of perennial pepperweed, 

Canada thistle, Russian-olive, and salt cedar that occur within the Red Wash drainage.  

The drainage is a little over a mile from the project site; however monitoring should take 

place to make sure no perennial pepperweed, or Canada thistle that moves into the area 

after construction of the station has taken place.    

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: None  

 

Mitigation:  The applicant will be responsible for eradicating noxious weeds, 

and/or problem weeds should they occur and/or increase in density as a result of the 

proposed action.  The applicant will use materials and methods as outlined in the RMP 

and/or authorized in advance by the White River Field Office Manager.  Application of 

herbicides must be under field supervision of an EPA certified pesticide applicator.  
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Herbicides must be registered by the EPA and application proposals must be approved by 

the BLM. 

 

 

MIGRATORY BIRDS   
 

Affected Environment: The project area is dominated by a continuous understory 

of annual, invasive, non-native species including: cheatgrass and bur buttercup.  The 

overstory is comprised of low density Wyoming big sagebrush.  Those bird populations 

identified by the Rocky Mountain Bird Observatory Partners in Flight program as having 

higher conservation interest are limited to horned lark, which are well distributed at 

appropriate densities in the White River Resource Areaôs semidesert shrublands.  There 

are no specialized or narrowly endemic species known to occupy the project area.  

Although meadowlark and horned lark may be found nesting in extremely low densities, 

these degraded sites typically do not provide adequate forage or nesting material for 

breeding migratory birds.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action is not 

anticipated to result in any adverse impacts to migratory birds or detract from habitat 

quality.  Degraded site conditions (e.g., dominance by non-native, invasive annuals) 

provide minimal forage and cover resources for local bird populations.  Installation of the 

monitor station will take place in a relatively short timeframe (~2-3 days) and will 

involve a minimal amount of disturbance (60 foot radius).   

 

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

action authorized that would have potential to influence migratory bird species or 

associated habitats.     

 

Mitigation: See mitigation in Terrestrial Wildlife section. 

 

 

THREATENED, ENDANGERED, AND SENSITIVE ANIMAL SPEC IES (includes 

a finding on Standard 4) 

 

Affected Environment: The project area is broadly encompassed by open-canopied 

Wyoming big sagebrush.  The understory is dominated by invasive, annuals including 

cheatgrass and bur buttercup.  There are no threatened or endangered animal species that 

are known to inhabit or derive important use from the project area.  Colonies of white-

tailed prairie dogs, a BLM-sensitive species are scattered throughout the Red Wash and 

Hatch Flats area, however, the nearest known active colony is located nearly one mile 

from the project area.   

 

Prairie dogs and their burrow systems are important components of burrowing owl and 

ferruginous hawk habitat, as well as potential habitat for reintroduced populations of 

black-footed ferrets. Burrowing owls, a State threatened species are uncommon in this 

Resource Area.  These birds return to occupy a maintained burrow system in early April 
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and begin nesting soon after.  Most birds have left the area by September.  No burrowing 

owls have been documented in the vicinity of the project area.  There are no known 

ferruginous hawk nests within two miles of the project area. 

 

Under the auspices of a non-essential, experimental population rule, black-footed ferrets 

have been released annually in Wolf Creek (approximately 7 miles northwest) since 

2001.  The rule applies to any ferrets that may occupy or eventually be released in 

northwest Colorado and northeast Utah.  Black-footed ferrets are nearly wholly reliant on 

prairie dogs and their burrow systems as a source of food and cover. Because there are no 

prairie dog colonies capable of sustaining a ferret for any given period of time (e.g., > 

200 acres) within seven miles of the project area, it is extremely unlikely a ferret would 

occupy habitats associated with the proposed action. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: The proposed action would 

have no conceivable influence on special status animal species or associated habitat.  

 

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

action authorized that would have potential to influence special status animal 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 animal species 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.   

 

 

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:  Platform and tower 

installation 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 

 



CO-110-2008-048-EA 8 

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 

construction, 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.   

 

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.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  No hazardous or 

other solid wastes would be generated under the no-action alternative. 

 

Mitigation:  Any garbage or liquids generated during installation or operation will 

be hauled to an approved disposal site.   

 

 

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

 

Affected Environment:  The weather station is located within the Red Wash 

watershed tributary to the White River above Douglas Creek.  This is water quality 

classification section 13a and it is protected for Aquatic Life Warm 2, Recreation 2, and 

Agriculture. Although this area has been identified as contributing relatively high salt 

loads into the Colorado River System, there are no specific TMDLs and it is not listed on 

the State 303d list for threatened and impaired water bodies.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The installation of the 

weather station will have limited initial disturbance and some sustained surface 

disturbance during operation.  Since the site will be accessed by foot from an existing 

road, disturbance is likely to be light and be similar to casual uses on public lands.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  No meteorological 

data would be collected for this site and therefore impacts from other activities would not 

be identified as well by modeling.  The long-term impacts from other activities on BLM 

lands would be more difficult to quantify without the data from this site.  
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Mitigation:  The holder is responsible for consultation with Rio Blanco County 

for possible requirements for use of County Roads 65 and 73 as access to the site for 

construction and site visits.  Use should not impact soil drainage and road integrity.   

 

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

unlikely that the use of the access road, station construction, and monitoring activities 

would result in an exceedence of state water quality standards.   

 

 

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

 

Affected Environment: There are no riparian or wetland systems located within the 

immediate vicinity of the project area.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: The proposed action would 

have no conceivable influence on riparian or wetland systems.  

 

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

action authorized that would have any direct or indirect influence on riparian 

communities.   

 

Mitigation: None  

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for riparian systems: 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 (includes a finding on Standard 1) 

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed action includes limited disturbance for the 

installation and casual use during operation.  Slopes are generally gradual and the site is 

vegetated with sagebrush and greasewood.  The soils in this area are classified as 



CO-110-2008-048-EA 10 

Moyerson stony clay loam, with 15 to 65 percent slopes.  The surface layer is light gray 

stony clay loam 2 inches thick.  The next layer is light gray clay loam 8 inches thick.  The 

underlying material is light gray clay about 7 inches thick.  The permeability of this 

Moyerson soil is slow, runoff is rapid, and the hazard of water erosion is very high. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  If successful, stabilization 

and reclamation activities should minimize the risk of potential impacts during 

installation.  During the operational phase, vehicles used to access the location will need 

to park along the road and may access the area during high soil moisture periods.  Foot 

access may also occur during periods when the soils are saturated.  These impacts may 

cause local erosion along this access.  Due to the soils in this area the road into the site 

may not be passable during portions of the winter and immediately after storm events. 

Vehicle traffic can easily cause ruts deeper than 3 inches (WHRA RMP, 1997). 

 

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

would likely occur. 

 

Mitigation:  Be advised that, due to soil conditions, this site may be inaccessible 

during portions of the winter and after storm events.  If construction or accessing the site 

causes ruts deeper than 3 inches, all work must cease until conditions improve.  

 

Keep all surface disturbances to a minimum during installation, including not parking 

vehicles off the road.  Consider the installation of a turnout with spot graveling to reduce 

impacts from accessing this site once per week.   

 

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 on public lands. 

 

 

VEGETATION (includes a finding on Standard 3) 

 

Affected Environment:  This project is located on a clayey slopes ecological site.  

The soil on the site is Moyerson stony clay loam which is a shallow well drained soil 

which generally supports grasses and low shrubs.  The potential plant community on this 

unit is mainly Salina wildrye, Indian ricegrass, Sandberg bluegrass, and shadscale.  

Smaller amounts of bottlebrush squirreltail, galleta, spiny horsebrush, and western 

wheatgrass commonly are also present in the potential plant community.  The production 

of forage is limited by low precipitation and drought.   

 

Currently on this proposed site, vegetation is dominated by cheatgrass (Bromus tectorum) 

on the understory, and big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata) in the overstory.  Cheatgrass 

is a non-native invasive annual that readily invades disturbed sites and can develop into a 

monoculture.  This is an undesirable situation as cheatgrass is not highly desirable forage 

for livestock and wildlife and provides minimal soil stability as a result of highly 

undeveloped fibrous root structures.   
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Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  This proposed action will 

not have a significant impact on the current vegetative structure.  The current vegetation 

is dominated by cheatgrass in the understory and in all likelihood the site will revegetate 

to cheatgrass after construction.  If successful reclamation does take place, this would 

improve current condition on the project area and aid in moving the site to meeting land 

health standards. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  The vegetation on the 

site would remain unchanged. 

 

Mitigation:  Promptly revegetate all disturbed areas associated with the proposed 

action with Standard Seed Mix #1 of the White River Resource Area Resource 

Management Plan (RMP) (B-19, Appendix B).  Seeding rates in the White River 

ROD/RMP are shown as pounds of Pure Live Seed (PLS) per acre and apply to drill 

seeding.  For broadcast application, double the seeding rate and then harrow to insure 

seed coverage.  Applied seed must be certified and free of noxious weeds and seed 

certification tags must be submitted to the Authorized Officer within 30 days of seeding.  

 

Seed Mix 

# 
Species (Variety) 

Lbs 

PLS/  

Acre 

Ecological Sites 

 1  Siberian wheatgrass (P27) 

Russian wildrye (Bozoisky) 

Crested wheatgrass (Hycrest)  

 

Alternates:  Yellow 

sweetclover, Fourwing 

saltbush, Nutall saltbush, 

Winterfat, Annual Sunflower, 

Western wheatgrass   

3 

2 

3 

Alkaline Uplands, Badlands, Clayey 7"-9", Clayey Salt 

Desert, Cold Desert Breaks, Cold Desert Overflow, 

Gravelly 7"-9", Limey Cold Desert, Loamy 7"-9", Loamy 

Cold Desert, Loamy Salt Desert, Saline Lowland, Salt 

Desert Breaks, Salt Flats, Salt Meadow Sands 7"-9", 

Sandy 7"-9", Sandy Cold Desert, Sandy Salt Desert, 

Shale 7"-9", Shale/Sands Complex, Shallow Loamy, 

Shallow Sandy, Shallow Slopes, Silty Salt Desert, Silty 

Swale, Steep Slopes 

 

The applicant will be responsible for eradicating noxious weeds, and/or problem weeds 

should they occur and/or increase in density as a result of the proposed action.  The 

applicant will use materials and methods as outlined in the White River ROD/RMP or 

authorized in advance by the White River Field Office manager. 

 

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for plant and animal communities 

(partial, see also Wildlife, Aquatic and Wildlife, Terrestrial):  Early seral ecological sites 

associated with the proposed action lacks desirable plant species at an appreciable 

density and frequency level, thus are not meeting standards.  This is due to the 

prevalence of cheatgrass within the vegetative understory.  A slight positive benefit 

would be received through a successful re-vegetation effort, thus increasing preferred 

plant species within this low producing rangeland 

 

 

WILDLIFE, AQUATIC  (includes a finding on Standard 3) 
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Affected Environment: There are no perennial systems which are capable of 

supporting higher-order aquatic communities within the immediate vicinity of the project 

area. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: The proposed action would 

have no conceivable influence on aquatic systems 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 aquatic 

communities.   

 

Mitigation: None  

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for riparian systems: Neither the 

proposed or no-action alternative would have any reasonable potential to influence the 

function or condition of aquatic communities or associated habitats.     

 

 

WILDLIFE, TERRESTRIAL  (includes a finding on Standard 3) 

 

Affected Environment: The lower elevational sagebrush is categorized as big game 

severe winter range by the Colorado Division of Wildlife.  These ranges are typically 

occupied during the winter and early spring months (January through April).  The 

predominantly annual-based herbaceous forage provides an abundant, but short duration 

forage source in spring.  

 

Raptor species such as golden eagle, ferruginous hawk and red-tailed hawk may 

opportunistically forage throughout the area.  Juniper, which may provide suitable 

nesting habitat for raptor species, is located throughout the slopes adjacent (within 150 ï 

400 meters) to the project area.   

 

Small mammal populations are poorly documented, however, the species that are likely 

to occur in this area display broad ecological tolerance and are widely distributed 

throughout the Rocky Mountain regions.  No narrowly distributed or highly specialized 

species or subspecific populations are known to inhabit this area.      

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: The proposed action is not 

anticipated to result in any adverse impacts to terrestrial wildlife or detract from habitat 

quality.  Degraded site conditions (e.g., dominance by non-native, invasive annuals) 

provide minimal forage and cover resources for local wildlife populations.  Installation of 

the monitor station will take place in a relatively short timeframe (~2-3 days) and will 

involve a minimal amount of disturbance (10ô x 10ô).  Furthermore, station installation 

will not take place during critical use periods for big game. 
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Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: There would be no 

action authorized that would have any direct or indirect influence on terrestrial wildlife 

communities and associated habitats.     

 

Mitigation: The communications tower located at the station should be designed 

to deter raptor perching. 

 

Any disturbance to vegetation associated with vehicle traffic to the site shall be reseeded 

with a seed mix approved by the Authorizing Officer.  It shall be the proponentôs 

responsibility to ensure that once construction is complete, subsequent vehicle traffic to 

the site is deterred. 

 

Finding on the Public Land Health Standard for plant and animal communities 

(partial, see also Vegetation and Wildlife, Aquatic):  The proposed action and no action 

alternative will have no influence on the land health standards.  Due to the dominance of 

invasive annuals, the landscape within the immediate vicinity of the station cannot be 

considered meeting the definition of the land health standard for animal communities.  

Implementation of this project would in no way hinder any future opportunities to 

improve the land health standards.   

 

 

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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ACCESS AND TRANSPORTATION  

 

Affected Environment:  The area of the proposed action will be accessed via Rio 

Blanco County roads 65 and 73.  The roads are currently used in association with the 

Blue Mountain Coal Mine as well as general public use. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action: Implementation of the 

action will increase the traffic on identified county roads during the period of 

construction.  Weekly monitoring visits would continue for the life of the project but the 

general traffic in the area would return to pre-construction levels. No new public access 

will be created by this action.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: None.  

 

Mitigation:  The applicant should drive onto the site only for construction, 

termination, or major repair.  Access for regular monitoring will be by foot only. 

 

 

PALEONTOLOGY  

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed monitoring station project area is located in 

an area generally mapped as the Upper Part of the Mesa Verde Group (Tweto1979) 

which the BLM White River Field Office, has classified as a Potential Fossil Yield 

Classification 4 (PFYC 4), fossil bearing formation meaning that it is a geologic unit 

containing a high occurrence of significant fossils.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  Should it become 

necessary to significantly excavate into the underlying rock formation to install the 

monitoring station or to otherwise excavate in the project area, there is the potential to 

impact scientifically important fossil resources. 

 

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

new impacts to fossil resources under the No Action Alternative. 

 

 Mitigation:  1.  The operator is responsible for informing all persons who are 

associated with the project operations that they will be subject to prosecution for 

knowingly disturbing paleontological sites, or for collecting fossils.  If fossil materials are 

uncovered during any project or construction activities, the operator is to immediately 

stop activities in the immediate area of the find that might further disturb such materials, 

and immediately contact the authorized officer (AO).  Within five working days the AO 

will inform the operator as to: 

 

 whether the materials appear to be of noteworthy scientific interest  

 the mitigation measures the operator will likely have to undertake before the site 

can be used (assuming in situ preservation is not feasible) 
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If the operator 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 operator will be responsible for mitigation cost.  The AO will 

provide technical and procedural guidelines for the conduct of mitigation.  Upon 

verification from the AO that the required mitigation has been completed, the operator 

will then be allowed to resume construction. 

 

2.  If it becomes necessary, at any time to significantly excavate into the underlying rock 

formation to level the project area or construct foundations, a paleontological monitor 

shall be present for all such excavations. 

 

 

RANGELAND MANAGEMENT  

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed action will take place on the Spooky 

Mountain allotment (06316) which is leased for sheep by Cross Mountain Ranch.  

Spooky Mountain is permitted for 2500 sheep from November 20 to April 10 for a total 

of 2241 BLM AUMôs.   

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  This project will have no 

effects on the livestock grazing/AUMôs within the Spooky Mountain allotment.  The size 

of this disturbance (a 60ft. by 60 ft. radius out to guy wires) is nominal in regards to the 

size of the allotment (29,716 acres).  However the cumulative impacts from past, present, 

and possible future development may have a long-term effect on the native rangeôs 

carrying capacity, thus influencing the authorized AUMs.  This possible affect would be 

determined during the grazing permit renewal process which includes an evaluation of 

forage capacity available for livestock. 

 

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

change in current grazing management. 

 

Mitigation:  None 

 

 

REALTY AUTHORIZATION S 
 

Affected Environment:  The proposed site is located north of RBC Rd 73 

(COC49144). The structure will be within the Blue Mountain Energy Coal Exploration 

licensed area and immediately north of the coal lease COC51551.  Blue Mountain has 

ROWs for associated facilities but is over ½ mile from the proposed monitoring station. 

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The monitoring station 

would be authorized as a site ROW COC72154.  RBC Rd 73 will provide access to the 

site for construction and maintenance.  No additional access ROW will be required.  
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Because of the distance between the existing coal mine facilities and the air monitoring 

site, there is no likely interference.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative:  The monitoring 

station would not be authorized or constructed.  Air Science would not collect air data. 

 

Mitigation:  no additional mitigation 

 

 

RECREATION  

 

Affected Environment:  The proposed action occurs within the White River 

Extensive Recreation Management Area (ERMA). BLM custodially manages the ERMA 

to provide for unstructured recreation activities such as hunting, dispersed camping, 

hiking, horseback riding, wildlife viewing and off-highway vehicle use. Four BLM issued 

Special Recreation Permits (SRP) for commercial outfitting and guiding during the fall 

big game and Mountain Lion hunting seasons are permitted within the project area, which 

falls within the Colorado division of Wildlife Game Management Unit 10.  

 

The project area has been delineated a Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) class of 

Semi-Primitive Motorized (SPM). SPM physical and social recreation setting is typically 

characterized by a natural appearing environment with few administrative controls, low 

interaction between users but evidence of other users may be present. SPM recreation 

experience is characterized by a high probability of isolation from the sights and sounds 

of humans that offers an environment that offers challenge and risk.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The public will directly 

lose less than one acre of dispersed recreation potential during the life of the project and 

implementation of the project will not likely disrupt the experience sought by 

recreationists.  

 

Environmental Consequences of the No Action Alternative: No loss of dispersed 

recreation potential and no impact to hunting recreationists. 

 

Mitigation:  None. 

 

 

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. 
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Environmental Consequences of the Proposed Action:  The proposed action 

would be located in area that has limited travel by a casual observer. The proposed action 

would be adjacent to, and visible from, RBC Road 73.  RBC Road 73 is a dirt road 

passing though the Blue Mountain Energy coal mine lease area.  Persons normally 

traveling this route and viewing this proposed action would likely be energy related 

personnel, local ranchers/permittees, and seasonal big game hunters.  Private residences 

and Colorado State Highways 40 and 64 are located 3-4 miles away and are separated 

from the site by high elevation ridge systems. 

 

The dominant vegetation is scattered sagebrush and other small brush, cheat grass, and 

some native grasses. Large wooded ridges are seen only in the distance.  The tower will 

be open lattice and guy wires.  By painting all above ground facilities Oil Green (17-0115 

TPX Pantone or similar color, the level of change to the characteristic landscape would 

be low and the objectives of the VRM III classification would be retained.   

 

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 

Oil Green (17-0115 TPX Pantone, or equivalent within six months of installation. 

 

 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS S UMMARY:  This action is consistent with the scope of 

impacts addressed in the White River ROD/RMP.  The cumulative impacts of related 

development are addressed in the White River ROD/RMP for each resource value that 

would be affected by the proposed action.  The site will have a short term and small 

presence and the data gathered will provide for more informed decision making. 

 

 

REFERENCES CITED:   
 

Conner, C. 

2008 A Class III Cultural Resources Inventory for the Hatch Flats Monitoring 

Station in Rio Blanco County, Colorado DOI, BLM White River FO, Meeker, 

Colorado (Project # 08-11-03).  

 

2008 A Class III Cultural Resources Inventory for the Hatch Flats Monitoring 

Station in Rio Blanco County, Colorado (Final Location) DOI, BLM White 

River FO, Meeker, Colorado (Project # 08-11-04).  

 

Tweto, Ogden 

1979 Geologic Map of Colorado.  United States Geologic Survey, Department of 

the Interior, Reston, Virginia. 
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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 

Sharilee Counce Archeologist Cultural Resources, Paleontological Resources 

Matthew Dupire 
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 

Linda Jones Realty Specialist 
Wilderness, Access and Transportation, 

Recreation,  

Ken Holsinger Botanist Fire Management 

Ken Holsinger Botanist Forest Management 

Paul Daggett Mining Engineer Geology and Minerals 

Linda Jones Realty Specialist Realty Authorizations, Visual Resources 

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 authorize the construction, operation, 

maintenance, and termination of an air monitoring site (tower, solar panel, and instrument 

platform) as described in the Proposed Action with the following mitigation: 

 

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 operator 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. The holder is responsible for eradicating noxious weeds, and/or problem weeds 

should they occur and/or increase in density as a result of the proposed action.  The 

holder will use materials and methods as outlined in the RMP and/or authorized in 

advance by the Authorized Officer.  Application of herbicides must be under field 

supervision of an EPA certified pesticide applicator.  Herbicides must be registered 

by the EPA and application proposals must be approved by the BLM. 

 

4. Any garbage or liquids generated during installation or operation will be hauled to an 

approved disposal site.  
 

5. The holder is responsible for consultation with Rio Blanco County for possible 

requirements for use of County Roads 65 and 73 as access to the site for construction 

and site visits.  Use should not impact soil drainage and road integrity.  

 

6. Be advised that, due to soil conditions, this site may be inaccessible during portions 

of the winter and after storm events.  If construction or accessing the site causes ruts 

deeper than 3 inches, all work must cease until conditions improve.  

 

7. Keep all surface disturbances to a minimum during installation, including not parking 

vehicles off the road.  Alternatively, consider the installation of a turnout with spot 

graveling to reduce impacts from accessing this site once per week.   

 

8. Promptly revegetate all disturbed areas associated with the proposed action, both 

during construction and following termination, with Standard Seed Mix #1 of the 

White River Resource Area Resource Management Plan (RMP) (B-19, Appendix B).  

Seeding rates in the White River ROD/RMP are shown as pounds of Pure Live Seed 

(PLS) per acre and apply to drill seeding.  For broadcast application, double the 

seeding rate and then harrow to insure seed coverage.  Applied seed must be certified 

and free of noxious weeds and seed certification tags must be submitted to the 

Authorized Officer within 30 days of seeding.   

 

Seed Mix 

# 
Species (Variety) 

Lbs 

PLS/  

Acre 

Ecological Sites 

 1  Siberian wheatgrass (P27) 

Russian wildrye (Bozoisky) 

Crested wheatgrass (Hycrest)  

 

Alternates:  Yellow 

sweetclover, Fourwing 

saltbush, Nutall saltbush, 

Winterfat, Annual Sunflower, 

Western wheatgrass   

3 

2 

3 

Alkaline Uplands, Badlands, Clayey 7"-9", Clayey Salt 

Desert, Cold Desert Breaks, Cold Desert Overflow, 

Gravelly 7"-9", Limey Cold Desert, Loamy 7"-9", Loamy 

Cold Desert, Loamy Salt Desert, Saline Lowland, Salt 

Desert Breaks, Salt Flats, Salt Meadow Sands 7"-9", 

Sandy 7"-9", Sandy Cold Desert, Sandy Salt Desert, 

Shale 7"-9", Shale/Sands Complex, Shallow Loamy, 

Shallow Sandy, Shallow Slopes, Silty Salt Desert, Silty 

Swale, Steep Slopes 

 

9. The data tower shall be designed to deter raptor perching. 
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10. It is the holderôs responsibility to ensure that once construction is complete, 

subsequent vehicle traffic onto the site is deterred. The applicant shall drive onto the 

site only for construction, termination, or major repair.  Access for regular monitoring 

will be by foot only. 

 

11. 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 operator is to immediately stop 

activities in the immediate area of the find that might further disturb such materials, 

and immediately contact the authorized officer (AO).  Within five working days the 

AO will inform the holder as to: 

 whether the materials appear to be of noteworthy scientific interest  

 the mitigation measures the operator will likely have to undertake before the 

site can be used (assuming in situ preservation is not feasible) 

If the 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 operator 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. 

 

12. If it becomes necessary at any time to significantly excavate into the underlying rock 

formation to level the project area a paleontological monitor shall be present for all 

such excavations.  

 

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

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

(17-0115 TPX Pantone, or equivalent within six months of installation. 
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COMPLIANCE/MONITORING :  Compliance monitoring should be conducted at five 

year intervals by White River Field Office staff.  

 

NAME OF PREPARER:  Linda Jones 

 

 

NAM E OF ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR :  Caroline Hollowed 



   



   

EXHIBIT 
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