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Table 2.4-1 Comparison of Key Resources Impacted by the South Connector Route Alternative 
and the Proposed Action (MP 0.0 to MP 42.0) 

Resource Analysis Parameter 
Proposed 

Action 

South 
Connector 

Route 
Alternative 

Miles Crossed     

 Project Total  152.2 149.2 

 Per Route Alternative  42.0 39.0 

 Co-location Parallel to Existing Utilities 
(e.g., pipelines, transmission lines) 

36.3 36.0 

 Wildlife Mule Deer Severe Winter Range 13.6 24.5 

 Visual Visual Resource Management (VRM) II 0.1 0.8 

Acres of Impact    

 Project Total  1,599 1,553 

 Colorado Total  1,007 955 

Topsoil Depth >18 inches 95 134  Soils (Colorado only) 

Hydric Soils 2 58 

Number of Occurrences    

 Oil and Gas Wells Wells within 400 feet of centerline 8 15 

Perennial Stream Crossings 3 7 

Stream Crossings  20 43 

Piceance Creek Crossings  1 6 

Dry Fork Piceance Creek 1 1 

 Surface Water Crossings 

White River  1 1 
 

The primary land uses crossed by the South Connector Route Alternative would be rangeland and forest. This 
alternative would impact previously undisturbed forested and shrubland communities as well as critical habitat 
(i.e., Severe Winter Range) for big game species such as mule deer. More than half the length of this 
Alternative would be within Mule Deer Severe Winter Range habitat, compared to less than a third of the 
length of the comparable section of the Proposed Action. 

There are 15 oil and gas wells within 400 feet of the pipeline centerline of the South Connector Route 
Alternative while between MP 0.0 and MP 42.0 along the Proposed Action route there are only eight oil and 
gas wells. The increased number of oil and gas wells in close proximity presents a greater safety concern and 
increases the potential that the pipeline would need to be re-routed to avoid these wells. 

The landscape that would be crossed by the South Connector Route Alternative consists of gently rolling 
landforms with vegetation limited to shrubs or grasses, diverse riparian landscape, and steeply sided 
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landforms with shrubs and coniferous vegetation. View distances range from foreground, to middleground, and 
background (more than 5 miles). Compared to the Proposed Action, approximately 0.7 additional miles of 
VRM Class II and 1.1 fewer miles of VRM Class III would be dedicated to operational pipeline ROW for the 
Project life. 

Considering the anticipated undesirable residual impacts associated with this route as noted above, as well as 
the problems encountered during construction of the recent Entrega pipeline along that route, the South 
Connector Route Alternative was eliminated from detailed analysis.  

2.4.2 North Connector Route Alternative 
Like the South Connector Route Alternative, the proposed facilities needed for this alternative would not 
change substantially from the Proposed Action. The pump and meter station configurations would be the same 
as would the pigging facilities. The total number of MLVs and their locations would remain the same. The 
primary concern with this alternative is that it would open a new corridor for pipelines and other utilities. The 
Proposed Action avoids impacts associated with opening a new corridor by following an existing utility ROW as 
the route turns northeast south of Wamsutter toward the Echo Springs Pump Station. A summary comparison 
of the key resources that would be impacted by the North Connector Route Alternative compared to the 
Proposed Action is presented in Table 2.4-2.  

This alternative would shorten the overall length of the pipeline by approximately 3 miles, resulting in less total 
surface disturbance; however, the entire 13-mile length of the alternative route would be across greenfields 
rather than running parallel to existing previously disturbed areas.   

Construction activities through previously undisturbed areas often contribute to the spread of noxious weeds.  
Vegetation removal and soil disturbance during construction can create optimal conditions for the 
establishment of noxious weeds. Constructing through previously disturbed areas would limit the potential 
spread of noxious weeds to previously undisturbed areas. 

The North Connector Route Alternative would be located immediately adjacent to Echo Spring, and excavation 
in the vicinity is likely to have adverse impacts on the duration or timing of flows from this feature. Given that 
surface water resources are sparse in the area, any such effect would be an adverse impact to the available 
resource.   

During operations, any spills or leaks that occurred would be isolated in the enclosed basins nearby.  Although 
such events are unlikely, they may adversely impact temporary habitats associated with dry or seasonal lakes 
in the area. Due to the isolated and intermittent or ephemeral nature of ponding in these features, a spill or 
leak would have minimal effect on surface water resources in the dry lakes. However, if an operational event 
were to reduce flow or water quality at Echo Spring, it would result in adverse impacts. 

Although this alternative would impact previously undisturbed forested and shrubland communities, no 
additional big game critical winter habitat would be crossed. Total miles crossed and acreages impacted for big 
game critical winter habitat would be the same as the Proposed Action. However, this alternative would cross 
60 percent more previously undisturbed habitat for the mountain plover, a BLM sensitive species.  

There are 15 oil and gas wells within 400 feet of the pipeline centerline of the North Connector Route 
Alternative while between MP 136.5 and MP 152.2, along the Proposed Action route, there are only 2 oil and 
gas wells. 

When compared to the Proposed Action, the North Connector Route Alternative would disturb less land; 
however, it would generally have a greater impact on resources. Considering the anticipated undesirable 
residual impacts associated with this route as noted above, the North Connector Route Alternative was 
eliminated from detailed analysis.  
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Table 2.4-2 Comparison of Key Resources Impacted by the North Connector Route Alternative 
and the Proposed Action (MP 136.5 to MP 152.2) 

Resource Analysis Parameter 
Proposed 

Action 

North 
Connector 

Route 
Alternative 

Miles Crossed     

 Project Total  152.2 149.2 

 Per Route Alternative  15.7 12.7 

 Co-location Parallel to Existing Utilities 
(e.g., pipelines, transmission lines).  

15.2 0.0 

 Wildlife Mountain Plover Habitat 3.5 5.7 

Acres of Impact    

 Project Total  1,599 1,562 

 Wyoming Total  592 574 

Number of Occurrences    

 Oil and Gas Wells Wells within 400 feet of centerline 2 15 

 Surface Water Crossings Stream Crossings  5 8 

 Echo Springs Draw 0 2 
 




