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Southern  Utah Wilderness Alliance 

December  15, 2014 

Re: Protest- February  17, 2015, Oil and Gas Lease Sale 

members of the public), but BLM arbitrarily chose to respond to only a few of the issues raised- 

completely ignoring many significant issues.  The specific examples of BLM's failure to respond 

to SUWA's concerns will be discussed in detail in each respective section.  See infra.  In each 

instance, BLM failed to take a hard look at the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to these 

resources when the agency failed to consider and/or respond to SUWA's concerns.  This failure 

violates NEPA and is otherwise arbitrary and capricious under the APA.  Due to BLM's failure 

in this regard, SUWA re-submits our comments provided on the draft environmental assessment 

for the February 2015 oil and gas lease sale and incorporates them by reference into this Protest. 

SUWA's Comments on February 2015 Oil and Gas Lease Sale at 2-5 ("SUWA's Comments on 

Draft EA'') (attached). 

III. BLM Has Failed to Sufficiently Analyze Cultural Resources in Violation of

the NHPA and NEPA
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IV. The EA Failed to Take a Hard Look at Impacts to White-Tailed Prairie Dogs

The EA does not contain any evidence that BLM considered or responded to substantive 

comments submitted by SUWA relating to potential direct, indirect, or cumulative impacts to 

white-tailed prairie dogs.  As such, there is no evidence that BLM took a hard look at this issue 

as it pertains to lease parcels 38, 57, 58, 59, or 91. 

In our comments on the Draft EA, we noted that a Federal district court judge recently 

rejected the United States Fish and Wildlife Service's ("FWS") finding that listing the white- 

tailed prairie dog was not warranted under the ESA. See generally SUWA's Comments on Draft 

EA 5-7. We also noted that the court specifically rejected FWS’s  finding on the basis that 

"[e]xisting BLM regulations are ... of limited assistance as they do not extend across the 

species' entire range or the entire landscape where possible oil and gas development may occur." 

7 
A lessee is granted the "exclusive right to drill for, mine, extract, remove and dispose of all the 

oil and gas [in the lease parcel] together with the right to build and maintain necessary 

improvements thereupon for the term indicated below, subject to renewal or extension in 

accordance with the appropriate leasing authority." BLM Form 3100; see also 43 C.P.R. § 

3110.1-2 (surface use rights) (BLM may only require mitigation to the extent it does not require 

relocation of proposed operations by greater than 200 meters or prohibit new surface disturbance 

for longer than 60 days in any given lease year). 
















































