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IN REPLY REFER TO:
3100
(ur-G02000)

Memorandum

To:

From:

Subject:

uT0309-051
uT0309-052
uT0309-053
uTO309-055
uTO309-054
uT0309-056
uT0309-057
uT0309-058
uTO309-059
uT0309-060

State Director,UT-922
Attention: Terry Catlin and Teresa Thompson

,{
Michael Stiewig, Field Manager f

March competitive oil and Gas Lease Sale Parcel Recommendations

The Price Field Office has 39 parcels on the list for the March 2009 competitive oil and gas lease sale. The
parcels were reviewed for land use plan conformance and NEPA adequacy as documented through completion
of a Documentation of Land Use Plan Conformance and NEPA Adequacy (DNA) Worksheet attached to this
Memorandum. Following is a summary of the determinations and recommendations:

Parcels Recommended For Sale

uT0309-061
uTua9-062
uT0309-063
uTO309-064
uT0309-065
uTO309-066
uT0309-067
uT0309-068
uTO309-069
uT0309-070

uTO309-073
uT0309-074
uTO309-075
uTO309-076
uT0309-077
uTO309-078
uT0309-079
uTO309-080
uT0309-081
uTO309-082

uTO309-083
uT0309-084
uTO309-087
uT0309-088
uTO309-089
uT0309-091
uT0309-092
uTO309-093
uT0309-094

Parcel Recommended for Deferral

None

Parcels Unavailable for Consideration

None



Notices and Stipulations

The following Notices and Stipulations were derived from the Price Field Office RMP and are listed below in an

abbreviated form.
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s-5

s-6

s-8

s-9

s-4 NSO-Spri

s-7

No new surface disturbance (excluding fence lirres)
would be required in areas equal to the 100-year
floodplain or 1O0-meters (330 feet) on either side

NSU-PStr 
aom tne centerline, whichever is greater, along all
perennial and intermittent streams, streams with
perennial reaches, and riparian areas.

NSO for cultural values within areas of critical
NSO-ACEC environmental concern (ACEC) to retaitr the cultural

character and context ofthe area.

NSO within Trail Springs/Lost Springs Wash
NSO-TSLS segment of the Old Spanish National Historic Trail

to retain the historic character ofthe trail.

Code Abbreviation

S-1 NSO-SGL

S-2 NSO-SONA

S-3 NSO.SG4O

s- 10

Stipulation

No Surface Occupancy (NSO) within 112 mile of
greater sage-grouse leks.

No Surface Occupancy (NSO) within 112 mile of
known Mexican Spotted Owl (MSO) nests.

NSO on slopes > 40%o

No surface disturbance or occupancy would be
maintained around natural springs to protect the
water quality of the spring. The distance would be
based on geophysical, riparian, and other factors
necessary to protect the water quality ofthe springs.
Ifthese factors cannot be determined, a 660-foot
buffer zone would be maintained.

Desert bighorn sheep and Rocky Mountain bighorn
sheep spring/lambing range would be closed
seasonally.

Time
Limitation

December I
April l5

May 15 to
July 5

April 15 to
June 15

Location

Sage Grouse Leks

Spotted Owl Nest Areas

Slopes > 40o

Springs

Intermittent/perennial
streams.

ACEC with cultural R&l
values

Trail Springs/Lost
Springs Wash segment

Developed recreation
sites and administrative

sites.

Crucial winter habitat

Crucial fawning and
calving areas. Located

within the crucial summer
habitat.

Desert bighorn sheep and
rocky Mountain bighorn
sheep crucial yearlong

habitat.

NSO within developed recreation and administrative

rrdn ^d ^. sites not consistent with the purpose of the site,
NSU-KSAS 

includins those authorized under a recreation and
Public P"uroose Act.

rL-DEwR Hl:*:il 
-d elk winter range would be closed

TL_DECA 
Mule deer fawning and elk calving areas would be
closec seasonallv.

S-1I  TL-DMSH
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S-12 TL-MWR Moose winter range would be closed seasonally.

S-13 TL-RNC
Raptor nesting complexes and known raptor nesl
sites would be closed seasonally.

s -14
Migratory bird nesting areas would be closed

TL-MBNA seasonally. Birds designated a BLM Special Status
Species would have the highest priority.

S-15 TL-  SGL
No surface disturbing or otherwise disruptive
activities within 2 miles of a know greater sage-
srouse lek.

qooA_grouse leks and
March 15 to "*?'' , . ;_  

; ; ' "  associated nest ing/brood-
JU IV  |  )

rearins. habitats

December I
through April

1 5

February 1 to
July 15

April 15 to
August I

Crucial yearlong moose
habitat

Known raptor nest sites
(within 1.2 mile of nests

occupied within the past 3
years) and raptor crucial

cliff-nesting complex
habitats.

High value breeding
habitat

s- l8 CSU-2040

In surface disturbing proposals regarding
construction on slopes of20 to 40% include an
approved erosion control strategy and topsoil
segregation/restoration plan. Such construction must
be properly surveyed and designed by a certified
engineer and approved by the BLM prior to project
implementation, construction, or maintenance.

s -  19
Within VRM II areas, surface disturbing activities

CSU-VRMII would comply with BLM Handbook 8431-l to
retain the existing character ofthe landscape.

December I to Sage-grouse crucial
March 14 winter habitat.

December I to Areas above 7,000 feet in
Anril 15 elevation.

Slopes between 20oh and
40%

VRM II areas

All areas

All Areas

s-l 6

s- 17

S-20 CSU-CRI

S-21a CSU-PALE

Qeoe-orr1s5g wintering areas would be closed
TL-SGWA ""O- O':

seasonally.

TL-HCWS H1H,ff:tt 
watershed areas would be closed

I
Cultural resources inventories (including point, area,
and linear features) would be required for all federal
undertakings that could affect cultural resources or
historic properties in areas ofboth direct and
indirect impacts.

An assessment of fossil resources would be required
on a case-by-case basis, mitigating as necessary
before and during surface disturbance.

An assessment of fossil resources would be required
on a case-by-case basis, mitigating as necessary
durin s surface disturbance.

S-2lb CSU.PALE All Areas



s-22 CSU-DCH

s-23

s-24

wo-rM-200s-003

Wo-lM-2002-174

UT-LN-I5

UT-LN-52

T&E-02

T&E-03

T&E -06

UT-LN-102

Any surface use or occupancy within designated
critical habitat would be strictly controlled through
close scrutiny ofany surface use plan filled to
protect habitat values and the use ofthe area by
Mexican spotted owls. Modifications to the Surface
Use Plan of Operations may be required for the
protection of these resources. This limitation may
apply to operation and maintenance of producing
wells.

Follow guidelines and implement management
recommendations presented in species recovery or
conservation plans or alternative management
strategies developed in consultation with
USFWS.Use emergency actions where use threatens
known communities of special status plant or animal
species.
Prohibit surface disturbances that may affect listed
species or critical habitat oflisted or candidate
plants or animals without consultation or conference
(ESA, Section 7) between the BLM and USFWS.

Continue implementation of noxious weed and
invasive species control actions in accordance with
national guidance and local weed management
plans, in cooperation with State, federal, affected
counties, adjoining private land owners, and other
partners or interests directly affected. Implement
Standard Operating Procedures and Mitigation
Measures for herbicide use as well as prevention
measures for noxious and invasive plants identified
in the Record of Decision Vegetation Treatments
Using Herbicides on Bureau of Land Management
Lands in 17 Western States PEIS and associated
documents.

Cultural

Endangered Species Act

Historical and Cultural Resources. Old Spanish
Trail. Modifications to the Surface Use Plan of
Operations may be required for the protection of
these resources.

Utah Sensitive Species

Black-Footed Ferret

Endangered Fish of the Upper Colorado River
Drainage Basin

Mexican Spotted Owl
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Designated critical
habitat.

Pronghorn Fawning Habitat (CFR Title 43. Volume 2 Part3101.1-2\



Attachments:
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List of Offered Parcels with Stipulations and Notices
Deferred Parcel Table
Staff Reports and ID Team Analysis
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Attachment 1-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

Worksheet
Documentation of Land Use Plan Conformance and Determination of NEPA Adequacy (DNA)

U.S. DePartment of the Interior
Utah Bureau of Land Management (BLM)

I
I
I
I

The signed CONCLUSION at the end of this worksheet is part of an interim step in the BLM',s internal analysis

process and does not constitu te an appealable decision; however, it constitutes an administrative record to be

provided as evidence in protest, appeals and legal procedures'

A. BLM Office: Price Field Office (LLUTG02000)

proposed Action Title: March,2009 competitive oiland Gas Lease Sale

Location of proposed Action: parcels are within carbon and Emery Counties, utah' Attachment 2 contains the

legal description for these parcels.

Description of the proposed Action: The utah State offrce proposes to offer_the referenoed parcels of land in

carbon and Emery counties, utah administered by the Price Fleld office for oil and gas leasing in a competitive

lease sale to be held in March 2009. These parcels were assessed for land use plan compliance and NEPA

adequacy. Attachment 2 lists each parcel including special lease stipulations and lease notices. These parcels

include public lands or lands in which the mineral Jstate is administered by the BLM' If a parcel of land-is not

purchased at the lease sale by competitive bidding, it rnay still_be leased within two years after the initial offering

under a current review orNppa ud"quacy. A leaie .uy b" held for ten years, after which the lease expires unless

oil or gas is produced in paying quantities. A producing lease can be held indefinitely by economic production'

planning decisions place certain lands in a no leasing category. Most lands are leased with minor stipulations

attached to the lease from the appropriate land use plan for ih" ut"u. Some lands are leased with limited areas of

no surf-ace occupancy within the lease boundaries. Some lands are leased with no stipulations other than those

found on the standard lease contract form. A lease grants the right to drill for oil and gas at some location on the

lease.

A lessee must submit an Application for Permit to Drill (APD) (Form 3160-3) to the BLM for approval and must

possess an approved ApD prior to any surface disturbance in preparation for drilling. Any stipulations attached to

the standard lease form must be 
"orili"d 

with before an APD may be approved. Following BLM approval of an

ApD, a lessee may produce oil and gas from the well in a manner approved by B_LM in the APD or in subsequent

sundry notices. The operator must iotif, the appropriate authorized officer, 48 hours before starting any surface

disturbing activity approved in the APD.

B. Conformance with the Land Use Plan (LUP) and Related Subordinate Implementation Plans

o Price Field Office Resource Management Plan (PRMP), 2008

The proposed action is in
following LUP decisions:

conformance with the applicable LUP because it is specifically provided for in the

The RMP describes specific lease stipulations (Appendix R-3 of the PRMP) that apply to a

variety of different ,"rour"", including raptors, greater sage-grouse, and big game habitat, as well

u, p.og.ulx-related Best Manag.."n1 Piacticei (Appendix R-14 of the PRMP) that may be

uppii.ion a case-by-case, site-s=pecific basis to prevent, minimize, or mitigate resource impacts'

- l -



Attachment I-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

Fufihermore, the PRMP states that BLM will, "Review all lease parcels prior to lease sale. If the
PFO determines that new resource data information or circumstances relevant to the decision is
available at the time of the lease review that warrants changing a leasing allocation or specific
lease stipulation, the PFO will make appropriate changes through the plan maintenance or
amendment process. The PFO may also apply appropriate conditions of approval at the permitting
stage to ensure confotmance with the LUP and all applicable law, regulation, and policies."
(Department of the Interior, 2008).

C. Identify the applicable NEPA document(s) and other related documents that cover the proposed action.

o Price Field Office Resource Management Plan, 2008

D. NEPA Adequacy Criteria

1. Is the current proposed action substantially the same action (or is a part of that action) as previously
analyzed in the RMP?

Item 1: Yes for the following parcels:

I
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uT0309-051
urO309-052
uT0309-053
uTO309-055
uT0309-054
uTO309-0s6
uT0309-057
uTO309-058
uT0309-0s9
uTO309-060

uT0309-051
uT0309-052
uTO309-053
ur0309-055
uro309-054
uTO309-056
uT0309-057

uT0309-061
uT0309-062
uT0309-063
uTO309-064
uT0309-065
uTO309-066
uT0309-067
uTO309-068
uT0309-069
uTO309-070

uT0309-058
uTO309-059
ur0309-060
ur0309-061
uT0309-062
uT0309-063
uTO309-064

uT0309-073
uT0309-074
uT0309-075
uTO309-076
uT0309-077
uTO309-078
ur0309-079
uTO309-080
uT0309-081
uTO309-082

ur0309-083
uTO309-084
uT0309-087
uTO309-088
uTO309-089
ur0309-091
uT0309-092
ur0309-093
uTO309-094

uT0309-074
uT0309-07s
uTO309-076
uT0309-077
urO309-078
ur0309-079
uTO309-080

Item 1: Rationale for Yes: The Price RMP analyzed the
resources.

Item 1: No for the followins narcel:

None

leasing of parcels for development of mineral

2. Is the range of alternatives analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s) appropriate with respect to
the current proposed action, given current environmental concerns, interestso resource values, and
circumstances?

Item 2: Yes for the following parcels:

I
I
I
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uTO309-065
urO309-066
uT0309-067
uTO309-068
uT0309-069
uTO309-070
ur0309-073

I
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Attachment l-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

uT0309-081
ur0309-082
urO309-083

ur0309-0s1
urO309-052
uTO309-0s3
urO309-055
uT0309-0s4
urO309-056
ur0309-057
urO309-0s8
ur0309-0s9
urO309-060

ur0309-084
urO309-087
urO309-088

ur0309-061
ur0309-062
urO309-063
urO309-064
ur0309-065
uT0309-066
ur0309-067
uTO309-068
ur0309-069
uT0309-070

urO309-089
ur0309-091
urO309-092

urO309-073
ur0309-074
uTO309-075
ur0309-076
urO309-077
urO309-078
ur0309-079
urO309-080
ur0309-081
urO309-082

urO309-093
urO309-094

Item 2: Rationale for Yes: The range of alternatives in the Price RMP are appropriate. In the RMP, BLM

"""1*t.d 
l;uring una fou. other alternatives, to not allow leasing. The Record of Decision of the 2008 Price

RMp states that alternatives were considered throughout the document including no action, open to leasing,

leasing with special stipulations, no surface occupancy and no leasing.

Item 2: No for the following Parcel:

None

3. Is existing analysis adequate in light of any new information or circumstances (including, for example,

riparian proper functioning condition [PFCI reports; rangeland health standards assessments; Unified

Watershed Assessment caiegorizationsl inventory and monitoring data; most recent U.S. Fish and

Wildtife Service lists of threatened, endangered, proposed, and candidate species; most recent BLM

lists of sensitive species)? Can you reasonably conclude that all new information and all new

circumstances are insignificant with regard to analysis of the proposed action?

Item 3: Yes for the following parcels:

ur0309-083
urO309-084
uro309-087
ur0309-088
uTO309-089
uTO309-091
ur0309-092
urO309-093
urO309-094

Item 3: Rationale for "Yes".' The PriPrice RMP is adequate. The PRMP is the culmination of over five years

ffidiscussionwithenvironmentalprofessionals,industry,andthepublic.

Environmental Justice: The ethnic composition and economic situation of residents of Carbon and Emery

Counties indicate that no minority or low-income populations are experiencing disproportionately high or

adverse effects from current management actions (Price RMP, pg 4-402). Leasing would not adversely or

disproportionately affect minority, low income or disadvantaged groups.

Groundwater: Groundwater quality for the land proposed for lease was analyzed in the original planning

documents. Usable water zones would be isolated and protected under current regulations and Onshore Orders

when permits are submitted and considered for approval.

Invasive, Non-native Species: Currently the Price Field office has agreements with Carbon and Emery

county to treat noxious weeds on federal lands in which the counfy maintains roads. Fufthermore, noxious

weed introduction is limited by standard operating procedures and best management practices used as

conditions of approval for surface use auihorizations. These practices include, equipment washing,

- 3



Attachment l-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

inspections and treatments to limit the spread or.introduction of invasive, not-native species' Lease notices are

applied to parcels that are in areas where invasive, non-native species already occur. The parcels offered in

this lease sale are not within an areaknown to contain invasive, non-native species'

Native American Religious concerns.. on January 14,2009 certified consultation letters (attached to the

cultural staff report in Attachrnent 4) were sent to the following Tribes: Pueblo of Laguna, Pueblo of Nambe'

pueblo of Santa Clara,pueblo of Zia, pueblo of Zuni, Navajo-, Hopi, Uintah.and Ouray Ute, Ute Mountain

Ute, and paiute. The letters requested comments to be provided to the PFO within 30 days upon receipt of the

letter.

cultural Resources: The area of potential effect as defined for the March

identified by the legal descriptions provided in Attachment 2 for each lease

lease sale were reviewed for the presence of cultural resoufces.

The information on previous archaeological inventories and recorded sites comes from the archaeological site

files located at the BLM Field Office in price, Utah. Additional sites are expected to exist that have not been

recorded. The existing inventories and others surrounding these parcels are sufficient to determine that

historic properties ur. lit"ty to be present on each proposed lease parcel'

This evaluation is based on the assumption, supported by topography, perceived.site density, existing access

possibilities and previous inventories in the areas of the parcel, that there should be a place on each lease

parcel that one five acre well pad could be developed wiihout directly affecting a significant cultural resource'

Also it is the policy of this office that with the addition of the stipulation required by wo IM 2005-003, the

BLM can avoid all impacts to cultural resources. Any additionui 
"on"".ns 

would be addressed in site specific

NEPA documentation'

It is submitted tl.rat this oil and gas lease undertaking falls under the purview of the Protocol negotiated

between BLM and the Utah State Historic Preservat--ion Office, a document designed to assist BLM in

meeting its responsibilities under the National Historic Preservation Act, various implernenting regulations,

and the National Cultural programmatic Agreement. Further, the view taken here is that the undertaking

does not exceed any of the ,"ui"* thresholdi listed in Part vII (A) of the Protocol,-and that it may be viewed

as a No Historic properties Affected; eligible sites present, but not affected as defined by 36CFR809'4 IVII

(A) C (4)1. This unde(aking will be documented in ihe Protocol log and sent to the SHPO in March 2009'

To assure appropriate consideration of future effects from the March 2009 lease sale' the BLM

following,,lease stipulation" (wo-lM-2005-003), to all parcels offered for lease'

,,This lease nruy be found to contain historic properties and/or resources protected under the National

Histaric preservation Act (NHPA), American Iniian Religious Freedom Act, Native American Graves

protection and R.epa*iation Act, E.O. 13007, or other statues and executive orders' The BLMwill not

approve any groind disturbing activities that may ffict any such properties or resources until it

contpletes its obligations uncler applicable ,equire*enti of the NHPA and other authorities' The BLM

nny require moiifcation to exploration, oi development proposals to protect such properties' or

disapprove any activity that is likety to result in odrnrr, ,lfrrtt that cannot be successfttlly avoided'

minimized or mitigated. " WO-IM 2005-03)'

Special status species: Habitat evaluations were conducted for special status plant and wildlife species'

parcels containing potential habitat for threatened or endangered plant species have stipulations attached'

Therefore there will likely beoono affect" on federally listed plant species within the Price Field office'

I
I
I
I
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and Gas Lease Sale is
The parcels within this

add the
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Attachment l-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

The price RMP has adequately addressed impacts which may result from oil and gas development regarding

special status wildlife species. Therefore the current management guidance is sufficient to protect special

status wildlife species.

Wilderness Characteristics: Several parcels are proximal to Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs); however,

stipulations included for those parcels will mitigate any potential impacts for those adjacent to WSAs'

ACECs: Several parcels are in and associated with ACECs which require special efforts for protection. The

stipulations assigned to these parcels would mitigate any potential impacts.

paleontological Resources: The parcels recommended for lease are within areas where paleontological

resources are known to occur in high concentrations. For those leases locating in the Green River Formation

areas, pre-work surveys are not recommended; however, a qualified paleontologist is required to be on site

during earth-disturbing activities. For parcels in the Monison and Cedar Mountain Formation areas, a pre-

work survey is requirid in addition to having a qualified paleontologist present during surface disturbing

activities. These stipulations would mitigate possible impacts to paleontological resources.

Wild Horse and Burro Resources: The parcels recommended for lease are not within a Wild Horse and

burro Management Area.

Item 3: No for the folowing parcels:

None

4. Do the methodology and analytical approach used in the existing NEPA document(s) continue to be

appropriate for the current proposed action?

Item 4: Yes for the following parcels:

I

ur0309-051
uTO309-052
uT0309-053
uTO309-055
uTO309-054
uTO309-056
uT0309-057
urO309-058
uT0309-059
urO309-060

ur0309-061
uT0309-062
urO309-063
uTO309-064
urO309-065
uTO309-066
ur0309-067
urO309-068
ur0309-069
urO309-070

urO309-073
ur0309-074
urO309-07s
uTO309-076
uTO309-077
uTO309-078
ur0309-079
ur0309-080
uT0309-081
urO309-082

uT0309-083
ur0309-084
uTO309-087
uTO309-088
uTO309-089
urO309-091
ur0309-092
uTO309-093
urO309-094

I
I
I
I

I

Item 4: Rationale for ooYesoo: The methodology and approach used in the Price RMP is adequate.

Item 4: No for the following Parcel:

None

Are the direct and indirect impacts of the current proposed action substantially unchanged from those

identified in the existing NEPA document(s)? Do the existing NEPA documents analyze impacts

related to the current proposed action at a level of specificity appropriate to the proposal (plan level'

programmatic level, project level)?

- 5 -



Attachment l-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

Item 5: Yes for the following parcels:

t
I

uT0309-051
uT0309-052
urO309-053
ur0309-055
uT0309-0s4
uT0309-056
uT0309-057
urO309-058
uT0309-0s9
uTO309-060

ur0309-051
uT0309-052
urO309-053
uT0309-055
urO309-054
uT0309-056
urO309-057
uT0309-058
urO309-059
uTO309-060

urO309-061
uT0309-062
uTO309-063
urO309-064
urO309-065
uT0309-066
ur0309-067
urO309-068
uT0309-069
urO309-070

ur0309-061
ur0309-062
uTO309-063
urO309-064
uTO309-06s
urO309-066
uT0309-067
urO309-068
ur0309-069
uTO309-070

ur0309-073
urO309-074
uT0309-075
uTO309-076
uT0309-077
urO309-078
ur0309-079
uTO309-080
ur0309-081
ur0309-082

uT0309-073
uT0309-074
uT0309-075
uTO309-076
uT0309-077
uT0309-078
uTO309-079
uT0309-080
uT0309-081
uT0309-082

uT0309-083
uTO309-084
ur0309-087
ur0309-088
uTO309-089
uT0309-091
ur0309-092
ur0309-093
uTO309-094

t
I
I
I
I
I
I

Item 5: Rationale for "Yesoo: The RMP evaluated the direct and indirect impacts of oil and gas leasing' No

rigniftcant new information or circumstances have been identified which would render the existing analyses

inadequate for leasing the above parcels.

Item 5: No for the following parcels:

None

6. Can you conclude without additionat analysis or information that the cumulative impacts that would

result from implementation of the current proposed action are substantially unchanged from those

analyzed in the existing NBPA document(s)?

Item 6: Yes for the followinq parcels:

urO309-083
ur0309-084
uT0309-087
urO309-088
uTO309-089
ur0309-091
uT0309-092
ur0309-093
urO309-094

t
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Item 6: Rationale for ooYes": The cumulative impacts of oil and gas including coal-bed methane

development have been analyzed in the Price RMP, 2008.

The Price RMP analyzed 1900 well locations, 600 of which are located on the West Tavaputs plateau.

Because the reasonably foreseeable level of oil and gas activity analyzed is still appropriate and additional

connected, cumulative, or similar actions are not anticipated; potential cumulative irnpacts are substantially

unchanged from those analyzed in the Price RMP.

Item 6: No for the following parcels:

None

- 6 -
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Attachment 1-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

7. Are the public involvement and interagency

adequate for the current proposed action?

Item 7: Yes for the followingparcels:

review associated with existing NEPA document(s)

t
I
I
I

uT0309-051
uTO309-052
ur0309-053
urO309-055
uro309-0s4
urO309-056
ur0309-057
urO309-0s8
ur0309-059
ur0309-060

uT0309-061
urO309-062
urO309-063
ur0309-064
urO309-065
urO309-066
ur0309-067
urO309-068
urO309-069
ur0309-070

uTO309-073
uTO309-074
uT0309-075
uTO309-076
uTO309-077
uT0309-078
uT0309-079
urO309-080
uT0309-081
uTO309-082

uro309-083
urO309-084
ur0309-087
urO309-088
urO309-089
uT0309-091
uTO309-092
uro309-093
uT0309-094

I

Item 7: Rational for ..Yes": The public involvement and interagency review.procedures and

@publ icandotheragency invo lvementoppor tun i t iesdur ing the
scopin-"g pio""r, in early 2002-. Scoping meetings were held in Salt Lake, Green River' Price,

Casilebale, and Moab, Utah, and in Grand Junction, Colorado. The scoping period, its results,

and additional agency and public participation are described in Chapter 5 of the RMP'

Consultation and Coordination. The Draft RMP/EIS and Notice of Availability Q{OA) was

published July 2004.The Draft E1S considered public and agency comments received during

ihe scoping process, described the alternatives, described the environment that would be

affected, and assessed the potential impacts. The public and agencies reviewed and commented

on the broyt AtS during a comment period thaf ended November 29, 2004. The BLM held

public op"n hou..s foi informational purposes and received comments from the public'

Analysis-and response to public comments are described and contained in Chapter 5 of the

RMp under the heading "Comment Analysis." Additional public comment periods were held

for the Draft RMp/plJaCpC information (December 13,2005 through February 12,2006),

the Supplemental Information and Anolysis to the Price Fietd Office Draft RMP/EISfor ACECs

(June'9, 2006 through Septembe r 7, 20061, and the Supplement to the Price Field Office Draft

RMp/EIS for Non-WSA iands v,ith Witderness Characteristics (Septernber 14:2007 through

Decembei 13,200'l). The purpose of the Proposed RMP/Final EIS was for the BLM to assess,

consider, and respond to comments received on the Draft RMP/EIS and to lay out the Proposed

RMp for management of public lands using the draft alternatives as a base line. A 30-day

protest period lollowed the release of the Proposed RMP/Final EIS, along with a 60-day

governor's consistencY review.

Item 7: No for the followine Parcels:

None
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Name Title Resource Represented

Blaine Miller Archeolosist Native American Consultation

Tom Gnoiek Outdoor Recreation Planner Wilderness, Recreation

Floyd Johnson Environmental Coordinator NEPA
Karl Ivorv Natural Resource Specialist T&E Plants/Weeds
Mike Leschin Geoloei st/Paleontology Paleontology

Blaine Miller Archaeolosist Cultural Resource
Mike Tweddell Rans,e Manasement Specialist Wild Horses & Burros
David Waller Wildlife Biolosist T&E Wildlife
Chris Conrad Geologist Geology

Dana Truman Ranse Manasement Special  ist Soil, Vegetation

Jeff Brower Hydrologist Farmlands, Floodplains, Water
Oualitv

Attachment l-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

E. Interdisciplinary Analysis:
preparation of this worksheet. An

Identifu those team members conducting or participating in
Interdisciplinary checklist is attached to this DNA.
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Attachment l-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

F. Mitigation Measures: The following Lease Notices andlor Lease Stipulations should be applied to
the identified, subsequent parcels (these are in addition to those applied by the Utah State Office).

In addition to the Stipulations below, the Washington Office (WO-IM-2005-003), (WO-fM-2002-
174) and stipulation s-25: Air Quality should be appried to all parcels:

I
I

uT0309-051
uT0309-052
uTO309-053
uT0309-054
uTO309-0ss
uT0309-056
uTO309-057
uT0309-058
uTO309-059
uT0309-060
uTO309-061
uT0309-062
uT0309-063
uTO309-064
uT0309-065
uTO309-066
uT0309-067
uTO309-068
ur0309-069
uTO309-070
uT0309-073
uT0309-074
uT0309-075
uT0309-076
uT0309-077
uT0309-078
uTO309-079
uT0309-080
uT0309-081
uTO309-082
uTO309-083
uTO309-084
uT0309-087
uTO309-088
uT0309-089
uTO309-091
uTO309-092
uT0309-093
uTO309-094

s-13, UT-LN-52, T&E-02
S-4, S-5, UT-LN-52
S-4, S-5, UT-LN-52
S-4, S-13, S-21a, UT-LN-52,T&E-02
S-2 1 a, UT-LN-52 . T &E-02
S-4, S-5, S-27a, UT-LN-102
UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
S-27 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
s-4, s-5, s-21a
S-4, S-5, S-14, S-21a, UT-LN-52,T&E-02,UT-LN-102
S-21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E -02, UT-LN- I 02
S-21a. UT-LN-102
S-21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02
S- 1 3, S-2 I a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN-1 02
S-21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- I 02
S-2 1 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
s-4, TL-13, UT-LN-52,7&E-02, S_19, UT_LN_102
s-24, UT-LN-52, T&E-02, S-19
UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT.LN- 1 02
s-24, UT-LN-52, T&E-02, S-19
S-21a, UT-LN-102
S-21a, UT-LN-I02
S-2la
S-21a
s-5,  s-9,  S-21a
s-4, s-5, S-9, S-21a
S-4, S-9, S-21a,5-24
S-21a, S-24, UT-LN-102
S-9, S-13, S-21a, S-24, UT-LN-52,T&E-02, UT-LN-102
S-9, S-13, S-27a, S-24, UT-LN-52, T&E-02,UT-LN-102
s-4, \-24,UT-LN-52, T &E-02,S-1 g, UT-LN_l 02
UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
s-24
S-4, S-21a
S-4, S-21a, S-24
S-13,  S-2 la ,S-24
s-4, s-24
S-2la,S-24



Attachment l-DNA-PFO
March 2009 Lease Sale

CONCLUSIONS

Plan Conformance and Determination of NEPA Adequacy

Based on the review documented above, I conclude that the following parcels conform with the existing land
use plans and have adequate NEPA;

-

I
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uT0309-051
uT0309-052
uTO309-053
uT0309-055
uTO309-054
uTO309-056
uT0309-057
uTO309-0s8
uT0309-059
uTO309-060

uT0309-061
uT0309-062
uTO309-063
uT0309-064
uTO309-065
uT0309-066
urO309-067
uT0309-068
urO309-069
uT0309-070

uT0309-073
uT0309-074
ur0309-075
uTO309-076
uT0309-077
uTO309-078
uT0309-079
urO309-080
uT0309-081
urO309-082

ur0309-083
uTO309-084
uT0309-087
ur0309-088
uTO309-089
uT0309-091
ur0309-092
uT0309-093
urO309-094

Based on information identified in the 2008 Price RMP EIS, the current land management prescriptions no
longer provide adequate protection of specific resource values located within the parcels listed below (refer to
Attachment 3 deferred parcel table rationale).

None

2c

I
I
t
I

Signature of the Responsible Official
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List of Offered Parcels with Stipulations and Notices
Attrchment 2

Price Field Office

March 2009 Preliminarv Oil and Gas Lease Sale List
Parcels with Stipulations
Abbreviated Stipulations
Legal Descriptions
Appendix G Price RMP

In addition to the Stipulations below, the Washington Office (WO-IM-2005-003) and (WO-lM-2002-

174) should be applied to all parcels:

uT0309-051
uTO309-052
uTO309-053
uT0309-0s4
uT0309-055
uT0309-0s6
urO309-057
uT0309-0s8
uTO309-059
uT0309-060
ur0309-061
uT0309-062
ur0309-063
uTO309-064
ur0309-06s
uTO309-066
uT0309-067
uTO309-068
ur0309-069
uTO309-070
uT0309-073
uT0309-074
uT0309-075
uTO309-076
ur0309-077
uTO309-078
uT0309-079
uTO309-080
uT0309-081
uTO309-082
uTO309-083
uTO309-084

s-13, UT-LN-52, T&E-02
S-4, S-5, UT-LN-52
S-4, S-5, UT-LN-52
S-4, S-1 3, S-21a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02
S-21a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02
S-4, S-5, S-27a, UT-LN-102
UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
S-21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- I 02
s-4, s-5, s-21a
S-4, S-5, S-14, S-21a, UT-LN-52,T&E-02, UT-LN-102
S-21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- I 02
S-21a. UT-LN-102
S -21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02
S-1 3, S-2 I a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN-1 02
S-21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- 1 02
S-21 a, UT-LN-52, T &E -02, UT-LN- I 02
s-4, TL-l3, UT-LN-52,T&E-02, S-19, UT-LN-102
s-24, UT-LN -52, T &E-02, S-19
UT-LN-52, T &E-02, UT-LN- I 02
s-24, UT-LN -52, T &E-02, S-19
S-21a, UT-LN-102
S-21a, UT-LN-I02
S-2Ia
S-2la
s-5, s-9, s-2la
s-4, s-5, S-9, S-2la
S-4, S-9, S-21a, S-24
S-21a, S-24, UT-LN-102
S-9, S-13, S-21a, S-24, UT-LN-52, T&E-02, UT-LN-102
S-9, S-13, S-21a, S-24, UT-LN-52, T&E-02, UT-LN-102
s-4, s-24, UT-LN-52, T &E -02, S-1 9, UT-LN- I 02



uT0309-087
uTO309-088
uTO309-089
urO309-091
ur0309-092
urO309-093
uT0309-094

UT-LN-52 ,T &E-02,
s-24
S-4, S-21a
S-4, S-21a, S-24
S-13,  S-21a,  S-24
s-4,s-24
S-27a,5-24

Abbreviated Notices and Stipulations are

attached.

Code Abbreviation Stipulation

s-3

NSO-SGL

NSO-SONA

NSO-SG40

s-4 NSO-Spri

s-5 NSO-PStr

s-6 NSO-ACEC

NSO-TSLS

NSO-RSAS

UT-LN-102

listed below. The full version (Appendix G of the RMP) is

Time

Limitation

I
I
I
I
I
I
T

I
t
I
I

I
t
T
I
I
I

s-7

s-1

s-2

No Surface Occupancy (NSO)within t/2mile of greater

sage-grouse leks.

No Surface Occupancy (NSO) within t/2 mile of known

Mexican Spotted Owl (MSO) nests.

NSO on slopes > 40%

No sur face d is turbance or  occupancy would be

maintained around natural springs to protect the water

qual i ty  of  the spr ing.  The d is tance would be based on

geophysical, riparian, and other factors necessary to

protect the water quality of the springs. lf these factors

cannot be determined, a 660-foot buffer zone would be

mainta ined.

No new surface disturbance (excluding fence lines)

would be requi red in  areas equal  to  the 100-year

floodplain or 100-meters (330 feet) on either side from

the center l ine,  whichever is  greater ,  a long a l l  perennia l

and intermittent streams, streams with perennial

reaches,  and r ipar ian areas.

NSO for  cu l tura l  va lues wi th in areas of  cr i t ica l

environmental concern (ACEC) to retain the cultural

character and contest of the area.

NSO within Trail Springs/Lost Springs Wash segment of

the Old Spanish Nat ional  Histor ic  Tra i l  to  reta in the

historic character of the trail.

NSO wi th in developed recreat ion and adminis t rat ive

sites not consistent with the purpose of the site,

spotted owl Nest Areas I

Location

Sage Grouse Leks

Slopes > 40%

Springs

ACEC with cul tural  R&l

values

Trail Springs/Lost Springs

Wash segment

Developed recreation
si tes and administrat ive

'"t"'':l,"Jf;renniar 
I

s-8
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S-11 TL-DMSH

Desert  b ighorn sheep and Rocky Mounta in b ighorn

sheep spr ing/ lambing range would be c losed

seasonal ly .

S-12 TL-MWR Moose winter range would be closed seasonally.

s-13 TL-RNC
Raptor nesting complexes and known raptor nest sites
would be closed seasonal lv.

s-9 TL-DEWR

S-10 TL-DECA

S-14 TL-MBNA

s-15 TL- SGL

including those author ized under a recreat ion and

Publ ic  Purpose Act .

Mule deer and e lk  winter  range would be c losed

seasonal ly .

Mule deer fawning and e lk  calv ing areas would be

closed seasonal ly .

Migratory bird nesting areas would be closed

seasonally. Birds designated a BLM Special Status

Species would have the highest priority.

No surface disturbing or otherwise disruptive activit ies

within 2 miles of a known greater sage-grouse lek.

Sage-grouse wintering areas would be closed

seasonal ly .

High-country watershed areas would be closed

seasonal ly .

December 1

to April L5

May 15 to July

5

April 15 to

June  15

December 1

through Apr i l

15

February 1 to
July 15

Apr i l  15 to

August 1

March 15 to

July 15

December L

to March 14

December 1

to Apr i l  15

Crucia l  winter  habi tat

Crucia l  fawning and

calving areas. Located

wi th in the cruc ia l

summer habi tat .

Desert  b ighorn sheep and

rocky Mounta in b ighorn

sheep cruc ia l  year long

habi tat .

Crucia l  year long moose

habi tat

Known raptor nest sites

(wi th in 1.2 mi le of  nests

occupied wi th in the past

3 years) and raptor

crucial cliff-nesting

complex habi tats .

High value breeding

habi tat

Sage-grouse leks and

associated

nesti ng/brood-rea ring

habi tats

Sage-grouse crucial

winter  habi tat .

Areas above 7,000 feet in

e levat ion.

s-16

s-17

TL-SGWA

TL-HCWS



s-18 CSU-2040

s-19 CSU-VRM||

s-20 CSU-CRI

S-2La CSU-PALE

s-21b CSU-PALE

s-22 CSU-DCH

In surface disturbing proposals regarding construction
on slopes of 20 to 40% include an approved erosion
control strategy and topsoil segregation/restoration
plan. Such construction must be properly surveyed and
designed by a certified engineer and approved by the
BLM prior to project implementation, construction, or
maintenance.

Within VRM ll areas, surface disturbing activities would
comply with BLM Handbook 843t-1. to retain the
existing character of the landscape,

Cultural  resources inventor ies ( including point,  area,
and l inear features) would be required for al l  federal
undertakings that could affect cultural resources or
histor ic propert ies in areas of both direct and indirect
impacts,

An assessment of fossil resources would be required on
a case-by-case basis, mitigating as necessary before and
during surface disturbance.

An assessment of fossil resources would be required on
a case-by-case basis, mitigating as necessary during
surface disturbance.

Any surface use or occupancy within designated critical
habitat  would be str ict ly control led through close
scrutiny of any surface use plan fil led to protect habitat
values and the use ofthe area by Mexican spotted
owls. Modifications to the Surface Use Plan of
Operations may be required for the protection of these
resources. This l imitat ion may apply to operat ion and
maintenance of producing wel ls.

Slopes between 20% and

40%

VRM l l a reas

Al l  areas

Al l  Areas

A l lA reas

Designated crit ical

habi tat .

I
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Fol low guidel ines and implement  management recommendat ions presented in

species recovery or conservation plans or alternative management strategies

developed in consul tat ion wi th USFWS.Use emergency act ions where use threatens

S-23 known communi t ies of  specia l  s tatus p lant  or  animal  species.

Prohibit surface disturbances that may affect l isted species or crit ical habitat of l isted

or  candidate p lants or  animals wi thout  consul tat ion or  conference (ESA, Sect ion 7)

between the BLM and USFWS.
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s-24

s-2s

wo-tM-2005-003

Wo-lM-2002-t74

UT-LN-15

UT-LN-52

T&E-02

T&E-03

T&E -06

UT-LN-102

Continue implementation of noxious weed and invasive species control actions in

accordance with nat ional guidance and local weed management plans, in

cooperation with State, federal, affected counties, adjoining private land owners,

and other partners or interests directly affected. lmplement Standard Operating

Procedures and Mit igat ion Measures for herbicide use as wel l  as prevent ion

measures for noxious and invasive plants identified in the Record of Decision

Vegetat ion Treatments Using Herbicides on Bureau of Land Management Lands in

17 Western States PEIS and associated documents.

Air Quality: All new and replacement internal combustion gas field engines of less

than or equal to 300 design-rated horsepower must not emit more than 2 gms of

NO" per horsepower-hour. Exception: This requirement does not apply to gas field

engines of less than or equal to 40 design-rated horsepower. Modification: None

Waiver: None Air Quality: All and replacement internal combustion gas field

engines of greater than 300 design rated horsepower must not emit more than 1.0

gms of NO" per horsepower-hour. Exception: None. Modification: None

Cul tura l

Endangered Species Act

Histor ica l  and Cul tura l  Resources.  Old Spanish Tra i l .

Modifications to the Surface Use Plan of Operations

may be required for the protection ofthese resources.

Utah Sensitive Species

Black-Footed Ferret

Endangered Fish of  the Upper Colorado River  Drainage

Basin

Mexican Spotted Owl

Pronghorn Fawning Habitat (CFR Tit le 43, Volume 2ParL3101.1-2)

I



uT0309-051
T. 18 S.,  R. I  E. ,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 1:  Al l ,
Sec. 3: Lots 1, 2, SWNE, NWNE;
Sec. 10: E2NE;
Sec. 11: E2E2, SWSE;
Secs. 12 and 13: All.

2,364.42 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

ur0309-053
T. 18 S.,  R. 9 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 14: Al l ;
Sec. 15: NENE, S2NE, SENW, 52;
Sec.21: E2, NESW, S2SW;
Sec. 22: All;
Sec.28: N2NE. SENE, NENW.

2,360.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-054
T. 18 S.,  R. I  E. ,  Sal t  Lake

Secs.23,24 and 25: Al l ;
Sec. 26: Lots 1-8, N2N2, SENE,

S2S2, NESE.
2,504.86 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-055
T. 18 S..  R. 9 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 27: All;
Sec.28: SESE;
Sec. 33: E2E2',
Secs. 34 and 35: All.

2,120.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-056
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 1, 11 and 12. All.
1,949.52 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

ur0309-057
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 3, 4 and 5. All.
2,046.43 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-058
T. 18 S..  R. 10 E..  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 6,  7 and 18:Al l .
1,986.60 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-059
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs .8 ,9 ,10  and  15 :  A l l .
2,560.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-060
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 13, 14, 23 and 24: All.
2,560.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
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uT0309-061
T. 18 S..  R. 10 E..  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 17,20,21 and29'. All.
2,560.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-062
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 19, 30 and 31: Al l .
1,942.66 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-063
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 22, 25,26 and 27'. All.
2,560.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-064
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 28, 33,34 and 35: All.
2,560.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-065
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 1,11 and 12 All.
1 ,959.12 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

ur0309-066
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 3, 4 and 5: All.
2,038.36 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

ur0309-067
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 6,  7 and 18: Al l .
1,984.45 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-068
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 8,  9 and 10:Al l ;
Sec. 15: N2, SE.

2,400.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-069
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 13: N2;
Sec. 14: Al l ;
Sec .23 :  N2,  SE;
Sec.24: SW.

1,600.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-070
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 17 and 19: All;
Sec.20: N2, SW, N2SE;
Sec.21 :  N2NW.

1,929.56 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-073
T.  19  S. ,  R .  10  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec. 25: W2W2,
Sec. 26: E2;
Sec.34 :  SE;
Sec. 35: All.

1,280.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-074
T. 18 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec.5: Lots2-4, SWNE, S2NW,
SW, W2SE;

Sec. 8:  W2NE, SENE, W2, SE,
Sec.9:  SW, S2SE.

1 ,359.14 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office



uT0309-075
T. 18 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 6,  7 and 18:Al l .
1,945.23 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-076
T. 18 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 14: SWNE, S2NW, SW, W2SE;
Sec. 15: S2N2, SE;
Sec. 23:W2.

1,000.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-077
T. 18 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 17, 19 and 20: Al l ;
Sec .  21 :W2NE,  W2,  SE.

2,472.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

ur0309-078
T. '18 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec.25: S2NW, SW;
Sec. 26:W2. SE:
Secs. 34 and 35: All.

2,000.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-079
T. 18 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 27. S2N2, 52;
Secs. 28 and 33: All.

1,760.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-080
T.  18  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Secs. 29, 30 and 31: All.
1,901.20 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

u10309-081
T. 19 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 1: Lots 3, 4, SWNE, S2NW,
SW, W2SE, SESE;

Secs. 12 and 13: All;
Sec. 14: W2NE, SENE, NW, NESW,

N2SE;
Sec.24. NE, NENW.

2,379.42 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

u10309-082
T. 19 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 3: Lots 1-3, S2NE, 52;
Sec. 9: N2, NESW, N2SE, SESE;
Secs. 10 and 1 1:  Al l ;
Sec. 15: NENW.

2,349.32 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-083
T.  19  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec. 4: Lot 4, SWNE, S2NW, 52;
Secs. 5 and 6: All;
Sec. 8: NE, W2W2;
Sec. 17: NENW.

2,198.52 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-084
T. 19 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 7 and 18: All.
1,264.16 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-087
T. 15 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 7:  N2NE.
80.00 Acres
Carbon County, Utah
Price Field Office
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uT0309-088
T. 18 S..  R. 12 E..  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 24: Lot 2:
Sec.25: Lot 1,  NENE, S2NE,

SESW, SE.
386.58 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-089
T.  18  S. ,  R .  12E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec. 30: Lots 5, 8, E2SW, SE;
Sec. 31: Al l .

1,083.68 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-091
T. 19 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 5: Lot 4, S2NW, N2SW, SWSW
Sec. 6:Al l .

1,056.94 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-092
T. 19 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 7: Lots 1-8, NE, E2W2.
606.64 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-093
T. 19 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 12:W2NE, SENE, W2, SE;
Secs. 13,14 and 15:Al l .

2,520.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-094
T. 19 S,,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 18: Lots 1-8;
Sec. 19: Lots 1,4,  NE, E2NW.

610.80 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
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Deferred Parcel Table
Attachment 3

Price Field Office

March 2009 Pretiminary Oil and Gas Lease Sale List

Parcel Recommended for Deferral

None

Parcels Unavailable for Consideration

None
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Staff Reports and ID Team Analysis
Attachment 4

I
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Price Field Office

1) Wildl i fe; Threatened and Endangered Species

2) Vegetation; Threatened and Endangered Species

3) Cultural Resources
4l Paleontological Resources

5) Wild Horse and Burro Resources

6) Range Resources
7l Outdoor Recreation and Planning

8) Coal
9) Geology
10) Hydrology
11) Native American Consultation with letters and attachments

12) lD Team Checklist
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Wildlife, Threatened and Endangered Species
Checkl ist  for Wildl i fe Lease Notices and St ipulat ions -  Oi l  and Gas Leasing

David L. Wal ler -  PFO

For 2009 March sale

i
Resource  ;  S ta tus  :  No :Yes

: i

.  Where -  Lease ;

i t.l" lo ,

.-----. --. --;_ 
. 
--.--"."-'

Lease Notice/St ipu lat ion

to be added to the Rarcef

I
I
I

Monday,200S-lrn-1 I

Comments 
I

I
Whooping Crane

Mexican Spotted Owl

Southwestern Wil low

Flycatcher

Yel low-bi l led Cuckoo

Greater Sage Grouse -

leks

Greater Sage Grouse -

nest ing

Greater Sage Grouse -

winterlnS

Long-Bi l led Curlew

Northern Goshawk

s*.inron'l i lk---

'  Endangered

l - - --------  
----  ---

, Threatened

;  and

,  Cr i t ica l

i  Habi tat

l--- 
---------

i  Endangered

X

. *
i

.X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

I
I
I
I
I
t
I
t
T
I
t
I
I

i

i
Cand ida te  i

1
Sensit ive ;

Sensitive

- - - ' ' . -

5ensrtrve

Sensitive

Sensitive

Sensitive

Ferruginous Hawk

Burrowing Owl

il;-;;;";;*,-
Peregrine Falcon

i Sensitive

;
a

i  Sensitive

Sensi t ive

5ensruve

j

i- - - - - - - - - - i -

uT0309-068 & a TL-RNC
i

no,  i

uT0309-068 &
069

uT-LN-52 (LEASE NOTTCE-
UTAH SENS|TIVE SPECTES)



Checkl ist  for Wildl i fe Lease Notices and St ipulat ions -  Oi l  and Gas Leasing

David L. Wal ler -  PFO

For 2009 March sale

Monday,2009{an-1 .

CommentsResource

,  

White-rai led Prair ie-Dog

t

Status

Sensitive

No . Yes

X

Where - Lease

Sale  lD

i Lease Notice/St ipulat ion

to be added to the parcel

Black-Footed Ferret i Endangered

UT0309-051;054; i  UT-LN-52 (LEASE NOTICE-

055; 057;058; i  UTAH SENSITIVE SPECIES)

059;061.;062; 
i

064;065;066;  :
067;068;069; i
O7O;073;082; 

i
083 ;084;  and 087 i

I
UT03O9-051; 054; : T&E-02 Lease Notice -

055;057;058; i  Black-Footed Ferret & the

059;061.;062; i Endangered Species Act

064;065; 066; :  Sect ion 7 Consultat ion

067;068;069; :  St ipulat ion

070;073;O82; i
083;084; & 087 i

uT0309-052 &
053

ur-LN-52 (LEASE NOTTCE-
UTAH SENSITIVE SPECIES)

Based on White Tailed
Prair ie dog towns &
Past reports

I
| 

;;";;;,;;;-----

t 
ryt ro"
Townsend's Big-Eared

I ffi,,"',.' Red Bat

l:ni*::l*;;;:;
Humpback Chub

I 
narornack Sucker

Bluehead Sucker

lrmli$l;"n"
I 
'"';JXliJ:?;",,

t ;:"Jilf:'n';'J'n"

I
I

Sensitive

Sensitive

^ - . . '5enstUVe

i  Endangered

i  and

i Crit ical

i  Habi tat

i 
---------- --------"

i  Sensit ive

i
i - - - - - - - - - - -  

- - -  - -

i  Sensi t ive

-------"t-_

j

X

X

X

i V :



Checklist for Wildlife Lease Notices and Stipulations - Oil and Gas Leasing

David L. Wal ler -  PFO

For 2009 March sale

t
-l

Monday, 200g-lan-f: I

CommentsResource

Western Toad

Great Plains Toad

Elk -  winter

Elk -  calving

,;i;;;;;-fi;;

Mule deer -  fawning

Antelope - winter

Antelope - fawning

RM Bighorn -  winter

RM B ighorn  -  lambing

D Bighorn - winter

D Bighorn - lambing

il;;-;;;; 
-

Raptor - crucial cliff
nesting comRlexes

Migratory birds
(that are BLM sensltlve)

Waterfowl

Natural springs

l

Status i  No

;#il;

Where - Lease
Sale lD

i - - - - - - -

i
:-- '------
i UT0309-078;079;

: 080;082; & 083

UT0309-051;054;
065;082;  & 083

ur0309-061

UT0309-054;056;
060;06L;068;
079;080;084;
089; 091 & 093

UT0309-052; &
053

Lease Notice/St ipulat ion

to be added to the parcel

TL-DEWR

Yes I
t
I
I
T
I
I
I
I
t
I

I
I
I

X

X

X i

t ,

xi
X i

X

X

X

TL-RNC

TL-MBNA

NSO-Spri

I

I

i

l;;i;il;;;#l
topo maps)

I

Perennia ls t reams
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Vegetation, Threatened and Endangered Species

Stipulations for springs and riparian/wetlands are found in Appendix G of the RMP and are referred to as

S-04 and S-05.

S-04 No surface disturbance or occupancy would be maintained around natural springs to protect the

water qual1y of the spring. The distance would be based on geophysical, riparian, and other factors

necessary to protect the water quality of the springs. lf these factors cannot be determined, a 660-

foot buffer zone would be maintained'

S-05 No new surface disturbance (excluding fence lines) would be required in areas equal to the 100-
year floodplain or '100 meters (330 feet) on either side from the centerline, whichever is greater,

along all perennial and intermittent streams, streams with perennial reaches, and riparian areas.

Stipulations for special status species are found on pages 2-29 and 2-30 in the RMP and are referred to

as S-23.

S-23 Follow guidelines and implement management recommendations presented in species recovery or

conservation plans or alternative management strategies developed in consultation with USFWS.

Use emergency actions where use threatens known communities of special status plant or animal

species.

Prohibit surface disturbances that may affect listed species or critical habitat of listed or candidate

olants or animals without consultation or conference (ESA, Section 7) between the BLM and

USFWS.

Stipulations for noxious/invasive weed management are found on pages 2-21 in the RMP and are

referred to as S-24.

S-24 Continue implementation of noxious weed and invasive species control actions in accordance with

national guidance and local weed management plans, in cooperation with State, federal, affected

counties, adjoining private land owners, and other partners or interests directly affected.

lmplement Standard Operating Procedures and Mitigation Measures for herbicide use as well as

prevention measures for noxious and invasive plants identified in the Record of Decision

Vegetation Treatments Using Herbicides on Bureau of Land Management Lands in 17 Western

States PEIS and associated documents.

uT0309-052
T.  18  S. ,  R .9  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec.6:  NWSE;
Sec. 7: Lot 3, NENE, E2SW, SWSE;
Sec. 9: E2SW, SE;
Sec. 17: SENW;
Sec. 18: Lot 3, N2NE, SWSE;
Sec. 19: SESE;
Sec.20: S2SW, SWSE;
Sec.28: W2SW;
Sec. 29: W2NE, SENE, W2, SE;
Sec. 30: Lots 3, 4, NENE, S2NE,

W2SW, SE;
Sec. 31: Lots 1,2,  4,  E2, E2NW.

2,482.09 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

S-04 Huntington Creek (sec 20 and 28)
S-04 Dutchmans Wash (sec 31)

I



uT0309-053
T. 18 S..  R. I  E. .  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 14: Al l ;
Sec. 15: NENE, S2NE, SENW, 52;
Sec.21 :E2,  NESW, S2SW;
Sec. 22: Al l ;
Sec. 28: N2NE. SENE. NENW

2,360.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-04 Huntington Creek (sec 21)

uT0309-056
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E..  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 1, 11 and 12 All.
1,949.52 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

S-05 Goat Spring (sec 1)
S-05 Bull Hollow Spring (sec 11)

uT0309-060
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 13, 14,23 and 24. All.
2,560.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-05 Staker Spring sec 13

uT0309-061
T. 18 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 17,2Q,21 and 29. Al l .
2,560.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-04 Buckhorn Reservoir (sec 20)

uT0309-069
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 13: N2,
Sec. 14: Al l ;
Sec .23 :  N2,  SE;
Sec.24: SW.

1,600.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus despainii

uT0309-073
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Saft  Lake

Sec. 25: W2W2;
Sec.26 :  E2;
Sec. 34: SE;
Sec. 35: All.

1,280.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus despainii

uT0309-076
T.  18  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec. 14: SWNE, S2NW, SW, W2SE;
Sec. 15: S2N2. SE:
Sec. 23: W2.

1,000.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

uT0309-078
T.  18  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec.25: S2NW. SW:
Sec. 26: W2. SE:
Secs. 34 and 35: All.

2,000.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-05 Bob Hil l Spring (sec 34)

uT0309-079
T.  18  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec.27: S2N2, 52:
Secs. 28 and 33: All.

1,760.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-05 Joe Jensen Spring (sec 33)

uT0309-080
T.  18  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Secs. 29, 30 and 31: Al l .
1,901.20 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Talinum thompsonii
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uT0309-081
T.  19  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec. 1: Lots 3, 4, SWNE, S2NW,
SW, W2SE, SESE;

Secs. 12 and 13: All;
Sec. 14: W2NE, SENE, NW, NESW,

N2SE;
Sec.24 :  NE,  NENW.

2,379.42 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus despainii and Talinum thompsonii

ur0309-082
T. 19 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 3: Lots 1-3, S2NE, 52;
Sec.9:  N2, NESW, N2SE, SESE;
Secs. 10 and 1 1:  Al l ,
Sec. 15: NENW.

2,349.32 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus despainii and Talinum thompsonii

uro309-083
T.  19  S. ,  R .  11  E. ,  Sa l t  Lake

Sec. 4: Lot 4, SWNE, S2NW, 52;
Secs. 5 and 6: All;
Sec. 8: NE, W2W2;
Sec. 17: NENW.

2,198.52 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus desP ainii

ur0309-084
T.  19  S . ,  R .  11  E . ,  Sa l t  Lake

Secs. 7 and 18. All .
1,264.16 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus desP ainii

uT0309-088
T. 18 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec.24: Lot2:
Sec .25 :  Lo t  1 ,  NENE,  S2NE,

SESW, SE.
386.58 Acres
Emery County, Utah

Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus desPaini i

uT0309-089
T. 18 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 30: Lots 5, 8, E2SW, SE;
Sec.  31 :  A l l .

1,083.68 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

Birch Spring (sec 31) Pvt land
Wiregrass Spring (sec 20) Pvt land

uT0309-091
T. 19 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 5: Lot 4, S2NW, N2SW, SWSW
Sec.6:  Al l .

1,056.94 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Talinu m thomp sonii

ur0309-092
T. 19 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec.7:  Lots 1-8,  NE, E2W2.
606.64 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Tal i n u m th om P son i i

ur0309-093
T. 19 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 12: W2NE, SENE, W2, SE;
Secs .  13 .14  and 15 :  A l l .

2,520.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Pediocactus despainii (State Land)

uT0309-094
T. 19 S.,  R. 12 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 18: Lots 1-8;
Sec. 19: Lots 1,4,  NE, E2NW.

610.80 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office
S-24 Talinum thom7soni



Cultural Resources

Cultural Resource Assessment of March 2009 Oil & Gas Lease Sale

Public land parcels identified by the BLM for its scheduled March_2009 O&G lease sale have been
assessed relative to potential impacts to cultural resources. Thirty nine parcels were reviewed.

UT0309-051to 070,073 to 0840 088 to 089, and 091 to 094-These parcels are located in the area of
Cedar Mountain and surounding lands. The parcels are mainly a contiguous block surrounding Cedar
Mountain. Areas with greater topography diversity such as Cedar Mountain, Little Cedar Mountain and
the Hadden Hills, have a high site density, while the area in the middle of Cow Flats, Buckhorn Flats and
Hadden Flats have fewer sites. Non contiguous parcels include isolated scattered tracts of land in the
Huntington Creek drainage that is adjacent to the blocked parcels, and two parcels in the Chimney Rock
Flat area at the southeast base of Cedar Mountain. Thirty nine archaeological inventories, covering about
3040 acres, have previously been made within these parcels. Seventy eight archaeological sites have been
recorded. It is likely there are areas for development of a well pad without affecting a historic property.

UT0309-87- This parcel is located along Highway 6 between Wellington and Sunnyside Junction. Four
archaeological inventories, covering about 10 acres, have previously been made within this parcel. One
archaeological site has been recorded. It is likely there are areas for development of a well pad without
affecting a historic propeffy.

As per WO IM 2005-003 the following stipulation should be applied to each parcel:"This lease may be
found to contain historic properties andlor resources protected under the National Historic Preservation
Act (NHPA), American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, E.O. 13007, or other statutes and executive orders. The BLM will not approve any
ground disturbing activities that may affect any such properties or resources until it completes its
obligations under applicable requirements of the NHPA and other authorities. The BLM may require
modification to exploration or development proposals to protect such properties, or disapprove any
activity that is likely to result in adverse effects that cannot be successfully avoided, minimized or
mitigated."

The area of potential effect for this undertaking is generally the entire lease parcel as defined in Appendix
1 .

The information on previous archaeological inventories and recorded sites comes from the archaeological
site files located at the BLM Field Office in Price, Utah. Many of the previous inventories are over twenty
years old and were made at a different standard than today. Sites are expected to exist that have not been
recorded. The inventories surrounding these parcels are sufficient to determine that historic properties are
likely to be present on the proposed lease parcel.

This evaluation is based on the assumption, supported by topography, perceived site density, existing
access possibilities and previous inventories in the areas ofthe parcels, there should be a place on each
lease parcel that one five acre well pad could be developed
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It is submiffed that this oil and gas lease undertaking falls under the purview of the Protocol negotiated

between BLM and the Utah State Historic Preservation Office, a document designed to assist BLM in

meeting its responsibilities under the National Historic Preservation Act, various implementing

regulations, and the National Cultural Programmatic Agreement. Further, the view taken here is that the

undertaking does not exceed any of the review thresholds listed in Part VII (A) of the Protocol, and that it

may be viewed as a No Historic Properties Affected; eligible sites present, but not affected as defined by

36CFR800.4 [Vrr (A) C (4)].



P ale ontolog i cal Res ource s

There is a classification system in the BLM that is used to make decisions easier for managers as far as
paleontological resources are concerned.lt is called the Potential FossilYield Classification System
(PFYC). lt assigns values on a scale of 1 to 5 to each geologic formation with 1 being the least likely to
have fossils and 5 having the greatest likelihood of encountering fossil resources. Anything that has a
PFYC value of 4 or 5 means that a paleontological survey is going to be recommended by me. The 26 O
& G lease parcels that are listed below have surface outcrops of Morrison Formation and/or Cedar
Mountain Formation both of which fall into the PFYC 4 and 5 category. So a lease notice should be
included making bidders aware that paleontological surveys will likely be required prior and during any
surface disturbances. Please let me know if this has made thinos clear like clean air or like mud.
ttyl,

Michael Leschin

054, 055, 056, 059 - 067, 074 -083, 089, 091, 092, 094

Wild Horse qnd Burro Resources

I don't have any concerns, No WH&B present in area.

MichaelTweddell

Range Resources

We do not have many pressing issues. Just that this lease sale is in active grazing allotments so any
activities will need to consider livestock such as gates, fence removal, seed mixes......

Dana Truman
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Outdoor Recreation and Planning

Tom Gnojek's Comments in Red

uT0309,068
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 8,  9 and 10:Al l ;
Sec. 15: N2, SE.

2,400.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

PFO-CSU-I9 - portions of this parcel (south
of the Buckhorn Road) are within the VRM
Class ll area of the San Rafael Canyon
ACEC.

uT0309-069
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 13: N2;
Sec. 14: All;
Sec .23 :  N2,  SE;
Sec.24: SW.

1,600.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

PFO-CSU-I9 - portions of this parcel (south
of the Buckhorn Road) are within the VRM
Class ll area of the San Rafael Canyon
ACEC.

ur0309-073
T. 19 S.,  R. 10 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Sec. 25: W2W2:
Sec.26: E2:
Sec.34 :  SE:
Sec. 35:Al l .

1,280.00 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

PFO-CSU-I9 - This parcel is within the
VRM Class ll area of the San Rafael
Canyon ACEC.

uT0309-084
T. 19 S.,  R. 11 E.,  Sal t  Lake

Secs. 7 and 18: All.
1,264.16 Acres
Emery County, Utah
Price Field Office

PFO-CSU-I 9 - portions of this parcel (south
of the Buckhorn Road) are within the VRM
Class ll area of the San Rafael Canyon
ACEC.

l1



Coal

I have reviewed the parcels in the March 2009 Oil and Gas lease sale which are specific to the PFO as
well as a few in Sevier County which might have represented a conflict with either SUFCO and/or Consol.
Parcels 52 through 94 (inclusive) located in the San Rafael desert in Emery County (PFO), do not
represent conflicts with respect to coal development in the next 10 years, or ever. Parcels 47 through 51 ,
while being located over the top of deeply buried Emery coals in Sevier County, do not represent conflicts
for coal mine development in at least the next 10 years.

I have not specifically plotted parcels 1 through 46 or 95 through 198, but these do not represent conflicts
with near term coal mine development.

Mike G.

Geology

As far as Locatable minerals go, there are no issues or stipulations that need to be added to the DNA.

Chris Conrad

Hydrology

No concerns at this time.
Jeffrey Brower
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UnitedStates Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

PRICE FIELD OFFICE
125 South 600 West
Price, Utah 84501

http :// www.blm. gov/utah/price/

In Reply Refer to:

81 00
(u-010)

Januarv 21.2009

CERTIFIED MAIL #
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mary Felter, Tribal Secretary
Hopi Tribal Council
P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, A286039

Re: March 2009 Oil and Gas Competitive Lease Sale

Dear. Ms. Felter:

The Price Field Office (PFO) is seeking your tribe's comments, concerns, or recommendations

regarding the following Federal Action by the Department of the Interior (DOI), Bureau of Land

Management (BLM).

The BLM/PFO proposes to offer 39 parcels (approximately 72,721acres) for bid during the March

2009 Oil and Gas Lease Offering. The majority of these parcels are located in Emery County with one

parcel located in Carbon County, Utah. Attached is amap that shows the parcel locations.

If a parcel is not taken by competitive biddin g, it may be leased by non-competitive sale for the two

years following the competitive offer. A lease may be held for ten years (43 CFR 3120.2-l), after

which the lease would expire unless oil or gas is produced in paying quantities. A producing lease

would be held indefinitely by paying production of oil or gas.

A lessee's right to explore and drill for oil and gas, at some location on the lease, is implied by

issuance of the lease, unless the lease has a non-surface occupancy stipulation. A lessee must submit

an application for permit to drill (APD) to the BLM for approval and must possess a BLM approved

APD prior to drilling. Following BLM approval of an APD, a lessee may produce oil and gas from a

lease without additional approval.

These lands would be offered subject to applicable laws and standard lease conditions. In addition,

lease operations would be subject to stipulationg 3or surface disturbing activities prescribed in the Price

Field Office Resource Management Plan. The PFO will ensure that all of the requirements for the

protection of cultural resources are met. That would include cultural resource survey, Native

American consultation, and other measures BLM has legal responsibility to cany out.
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I
IThe PFO Archaeologist has completed a literature and inventory review of the PFO cultural data. The

PFO recommends a finding of No Historic Properties Affected; eligible site present but not affected as
defined by 36CFR800.4. This is based on the determination that at least one well could be located
within each parcel without affecting cultural resources.

The Price Field Office welcomes your comments relating to cultural, environmental or any other issues
regarding this project proposal in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act, the National
Historic Preservation Act, and the American Indian Religious Freedom Act to ensure that any concerns
you may have about the proposed project are fully considered and incorporated into the environmental
analysis. The BLM is requesting your assistance in identifying properties of traditional, religious, or
cultural importance which may be affected by the proposed project. The BLM would also like to
consult, if possible, with traditional or religious leaders who may have information about places of
cultural significance. Your assistance in recommending such leaders would help us in determining the
effects to such areas.

If you would like additional information or wish to discuss the project further, please contact Kyle
Beagley, Natural Resource Specialist at (435) 636-3668. We would very much appreciate receiving your
comments or questions; however, we will conclude that you have no concerns if we receive no response from
you within 30 days of receipt of this letter,

Sincerely,

Michael Stiewig
Field Office Manager

Enclosures:
l. Location Map
2. Parcel List

Leigh Kuwanwisiwma, Director
Hopi Cultural Preservation Office
Hopi Tribal Council
P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039
CERTIFIED MArL 7004 2510 0005 4743 5731
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Mailing List
10 tr ibal heads and cc. to 6 tr ibal historic preservation departments

lvan Wongan, Chairperson
Northwestern Band of Shoshone Nation
707 North Main
Brigham City, Utah 84302

cc: Patty Timbimboo-Madsen
Northwestern Band of Shoshone Nation
707 Nor th Main
Brigham City, Utah 84302

Alonzo A.  Coby,  Chai rman
Fort  Hal l  Business Counci l
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes
Pima Drive
P. O. Box 306
Fort Hall ,  ldaho 83202-0306

Ms. Lora Tom, Tribal Chair
Paiute Ind ian Tr ibe of  Utah Tr iba l  Counci l
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, Utah 84720

cc. Dorena Martineau
Cultural Resource Director
Paiute lnd ian Tr ibe of  Utah
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

Joe Shir ley, Jr. President
Navajo Nation President's Off ice
Highway 264Tribal Hill Drive
P.O. Box 9000
Window Rock, Arizona 86515

cc.  Mark lyn Chee
Preservation Specia l ist
Navajo Nation
P.O. Box 4950
Window Rock, AZ 86515

lvan Posey, Chairman
Shoshone Business Counci l
Shoshone Tribe
P. O. Box 538
Fort Washakie, Wyoming 82574

D. Maxine Natchees,  Chai rman
Uintah & Ouray Tr iba l  Business Commit tee

Ute Ind ian Tr ibe
988 South 7500 East
P. O. Box 190

cc: Betsy Chapoose
Cultural Rights & Protection Director
Ute Ind ian Tr ibe
P.O. Box L90
Fort Duchesne, Utah 84026

Benjamin H.  Nuvamsa,  Chai rman
HopiTr iba l  Counci l
Main Street
P. O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, Arizona 86039

cc: Leigh Kuwanwisiwma
Cultural Preservation Off ice
Hop iT r ibe
P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, Arizona 8603

Clement  Frost ,  Chai rman
Southern Ute Tribal Council
P.O.  Box 737
lgnacio, Colorado 8tI37
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cc: Neil  Cloud, NAGPRA Coordinator

Southern Ute Tribe
P .O.  Box737
lgnacio, Colorado 81,137

Manuel  Har t ,  Chai rman
Ute Mountain Tribe
P.O. Box JJ
1 Mike Wash Road
Towaoc, CO 8L334

cc: Terry Knight
Tribal Cultural Rep
Ute Mounta in Tr ibe
P.O. Box 248
Towaoc, Colorado 81334

Norman Cooeyate, Governor
Pueblo of  Zuni
1203 B. State Highway 53
P.O. Box 339
Zuni, New Mexico 873
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INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM ANALYSIS RECORD CHECKLIST

Project Title: March 2009 Competitive Oil and Gas Lease Sale

NEPA Log Number:

File/Serial Number: 1310

Project Leader: Kyle Beagley

DETERMINATION OF STAFF: (Choose one of the following abbreviated options for the left column)

NP : not present in the area impacted by the proposed or alternative actions
NI : present, but not affected to a degree that detailed analysis is required
PI : present with potential for significant impact analyzed in detail in the EA; or identified in a DNA as

requiring further analysis
NC : (DNAs only) actions and impacts not changed from those disclosed in the existing NEPA documents cited in

Section C of the DNA form.
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Determi-

nation
Resource Rationale for Determination* Signature Date

CRITICAL ELEMENTS

NI Air Quality

The proposed action would not exceed the level ofactivity
rrojected in the RMP. Given the low level of drilling and relate<
activity, only minimal emissions are anticipated. There would
be no significant changes in circumstances or conditions that

warrant further analysis relative to leasing. 4 r,lot

NI
Areas of Critical Environmental

Concern

Given the degree ofanticipated exploration and development

and application of standard operating procedures, best
management practices and site specific mitigation applied at the
APD stage as conditions of approval, it is concluded that Areas

,l4u
of Critical Environmental Concern would not be affected in a

way not already analyzed in the Price RMP

NI Cultural Resources

A cultural resource records search was completed for lands
involved with the subiect lease sale parcels Cultural resources
are or could be present in all lease areas; but, there is room on

each lease parcel to locate at least one well pad, ancillary
facilities and afford reasonable access and still avoid any

cultural resources that may be present. The Utah Protocol Part
VII.A.C. was applied to this cultural resource review for the
August 2008 lease sale and the PFO determination under the
Protocol review threshold (Part Vll.A.C(4) is: "No Historic

Properties Affected; Eligible Sites Present But Not Affected As
Defined By 36 CFR 800.4."

A cultural inventory is done prior to all surface disturbing
activities and a Section 106 consultation will be done to ensure

that cultural and historic properties are avoided or are not

z'{'ry
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Determi-
nation

Resource Rationale for Determination* Signature Date

adversely affected. See attached Cultural Resources Specialisl

report.

NI Environmental Justice

The ethnic composition and economic situation of residents of

Carbon and Emery Counties indicate that no minority or low-

income populations are experiencing disproportionately high or

adverse effects from current management actions (RMP EIS, pg

3-62). Leasing would not adversely or disproportionately affect

minority, low income or disadvantaged groups.

als loq

NP Farmlands (Prime or Unique)
Ihe parcels do not contain lands that meet the criteria for prime,

state important, or unique farmlands.
-4

>'"^/p^-rt_ 2/5/o7

NP Floodplains
The parcel does not contain lands that meet the criteria for

fl oodplain or riparian/aquatic habitat. /---t-- U'
NI Invasive, Non-native Species

Siven the degree ofanticipated exploration and development

md application ofstandard operating procedures, best

nanagement practices and site specific mitigation applied at the

APD stage as conditions ofapproval, it is concluded that

lnvasive species resources would not be affected in a way not

rlreadv analvzed in the Price RMP.

//,

NI
Native American Religious

Concerns

Letters containing notification ofthis lease sale and the results

ofa cultural resources records search were sent to the Tribes on

January 14,2009 to the tribes listed in an attachment. The

letters detailed the leasing proposal and requested comments

and concems. All responses are disclosed in the DNA;

however, no concerns were raised by the tribes to date.

Consultation will be considered complete if tribal response
presents no objections or ifresponse is not received prior to the

date of the proposed sale. Additional consultation will be

conducted should site-specific use authorization requests be

received. As the proposal becomes more site-specific, tribes

will again be notified 
T|?:il.*.rer 

opportunity for

z -{'tj

NI
Threatened. Endangered or

Candidate Plant Species

Given the degree ofanticipated exploration and development

and application ofstandard operating procedures, best

management practices and site specific mitigation applied at the

APD stage as conditions ofapproval, it is concluded that

Threatened, Endangered or Candidate Species resources would

not be affected in a way not already analyzed in the Price RMP. //r
NI

Threatened, Endangered or

Candidate Animal Species

Lease Notices and stipulations have been attached to parcels
that are known to contain threatened, endangered or candidate
animal species or their habitat and site-specific surveys will
determine whether T&E animal species are present. Should

l&E animal species be found, the surface use plan ofoperationr

'ifi



Determi-
nation

Resource Rationale for Determination* Signature Date

may be amended to protect or avoid these species. As such

there will likely be no adverse impacts to T&E animal species

NI Wastes (hazardous or solid)

Drilling fluids, produced waters, and other wastes associated

with the exploration, development or production of crude or

natural gas are excluded as a hazardous waste under 40 CFR

261 .4(b)(4). Application of standard operating procedures, besl

management practices and conditions of approval (COA) at the

APD stage would be sufficient to ensure proper containment,

transport and disposal ofsolid or toxic waste ifany are required

or generated. Additionally, all hazardous materials used or

produced must be reported to the PFO. They must be removed

and disposed in an appropriately permitted disposal facility.

Solid waste must be removed and properly disposed

/_=-

o'l"r/of

NI Water Quality (drinking/ground)

Standard operating procedures (including the requirements for

disposal of produced water contained in Onshore Oil and Gas

Order (OOGO) #7 and the requirements for drilling operations

contained in OOGO #2) and site specific drilling requirements

applied as conditions ofapproval at the APD stage would be

sufficient to isolate and protect all usable water zones.

A "'Lr7n

NI Wetlands/Riparian Zones

Wetlands/riparian zones are indirectly but adequately addressed

n discussions ofdrainages, streams, rivers, lakes, ponds,

,vaterholes, seeps, marshes, and wildlife habitat in the Price

lMP. In conformance with the RMP, parcels or portions of

rarcels having wetlands and riparian/aquatic areas would be

eased with NSO andlor CSU stipulations to protect those areas.

\dditionally, application of standard lease terms and the "200

neter" rule of43 CFR 3101.1-2 prior to any surface disturbing

rctivities would afford additional protection.

c\.

"/{q

NI Wild and Scenic Rivers

fhere are no parcels recommended for lease that contain river

iegments which have been designated, or found to be suitable

br possible designation, as a Wild and Scenic Rivers

NP Wilderness lhere are no lands designated as Wilderness present. /8?zi/,{'(1ry7

NI
Rangeland Health Standards and

Guidelines

l4tater quality, vegetation, Threatened & Endangered Species
'tabitat and other components ofecological conditions that are

:onsidered in Rangeland Health Standards and Guides have

teen analyzed in the Price RMP. Given the degree of

znticipated exploration and development and application of

itandard operating procedures, best management practices and

nitigation applied at the APD stage as conditions of approval it

s concluded that Rangeland Health Standards would be met.

fua

NI Livestock Grazing jiven the degree ofanticipated exploration and development

md application ofstandard operating procedures, best Y4-rM ot@
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Determi-
nation

Resource Rationale for Determination* Signature Date

nanagement practices and site specific mitigation applied at the

\PD stage as conditions ofapproval, it is concluded that

:xisting analysis is adequate and that livestock grazing

rperation would not be affected. Any facilities such as fences

rnd cattle-guards that would be affected would be replaced or
'estored and disturbed areas would be reclaimed

NI Woodland / Forestry

iiven the degree of anticipated exploration and development

md application of standard operating procedures, best

nanagement practices and site specific mitigation applied at the

\PD stage as conditions ofapproval, it is concluded that

voodland or forest resources would not be affected in a way not

iready analyzed in existing NEPA documents'

/a/t

NP
Vegetation including Special

Status Plant Species other than
FWS candidate or l isted species

iiven the degree ofanticipated exploration and development

rnd application ofstandard operating procedures, best

nanagement practices and site specific mitigation applied at the

\PD stage as conditions ofapproval, it is concluded that
y'egetation and Special Status Species resources would not be

rffected in a way not already analyzed in the Price RMP'

NI

Fish  and Wi ld l i le  Inc lud ing

Special Status Species other than

FWS candidale or l isted sPecies

e.g. Migtatory birds.

fhis parcel contains crucial wildlife habitat. (See attached

;pecialist report). In conformance with the Price RMP, parcels

rr portions of parcels within crucial wildlife habitat would be

eased with a special stipulation that prevents drilling operations

luring the crucial period. Therefore, no impacts to Special

itatus Species are expected from the proposed action'

Np*lp,
Zoo(- Fc

/w,--
,_r

NI Soils

jiyen the low degree ofanticipated exploration and application

f standard operating procedures, best management practices

rnd site specific mitigation applied at the APD stage including
'eclamation, as conditions of approval it is concluded that

:xisting analysis is adequate and potential impacts on soils have

reen adequately addressed.

tlSltsnt

NI Recreation

n addition to minor amounts of dispersed recreation, there are

:xisting recreation resources (e.g., Price Canyon Recreation

iite, the access road leading to that facility, Indian Canyon Utaf

itate Scenic Byway / Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Highway
',lational Scenic Byway, Nine Mile Canyon Scenic Backway

rnd the view shed surrounding these facilities). Given the

legree ofanticipated exploration and development identified in

he land use plans cited in the DNA, application of standard

lperating procedures, best management practices and the

rrovisions of 43CFR 3101.1-2 would mitigate, impacts to
'ecreation Additionally, site specific mitigation applied at the

\PD stage as conditions ofapproval, including reclamation,

vould mitigate impacts to recreation opportunities'

-T-T



Determi-

nation
Resource Rationale for Determination* Signature Date

NI Visual Resources

Siven the degree ofanticipated exploration and development
dentified in the land use plans cited in the DNA, application of
;tandard operating procedures, best management practices and
he provisions of 43CFR 3l0l .1-2 would mitigate, impacts to
'ecreation Additionally, site specific mitigation applied at the
\PD stage as conditions of approval, including reclamation,

vould mitigate impacts to recreation opportunities.

NI
Geology / Mineral

Resources/Energy Production

Ihe existing NEPA documents cited in the DNA adequately

address the impacts of oil and gas leasing. Oil and gas

exploration could lead to an increased understanding ofthe
geologic setting, as subsurface data obtained through lease

rperations may become public record. This information

lromotes an understanding of mineral resources as well as

3eologic interpretation. Conflicts could arise between oil and /
gas operations and other mineral operations. These could /
3enerally be mitigated under the regulations 3101.l-2,where 

-

rroposed oil and gas operations may be moved up to 200 meters

rr delayed by 60 days and also under the standard lease terms
Sec. 6) where siting and design of facilities may be modified to
)rotect other resources. Mineral claims are present in the lease
rreas; however, the proposed actions can accommodate these
lre-existing claims.

fuMe

/l /l

'-z/e a

NI
Paleontology

?aleontological resources are known to exist within the parcels
'ecommended for leasing. The stipulations attached to the leaset

,vill mitigate the potential losses. I Y/e

NI Lands / Access

As described, the proposed action would not affect access to
public land. No roads providing access to public land would be
closed on a long term basis. Any proposed project would be
subject to valid prior existing rights and any operations would

be coordinated with right-of-way (ROW) Holders and adjacent
non-federal landowners (See attached MTP pages). Off-lease
ancillary facilities that cross public land, ifany, may require a

separate authorization. Existing ROW in proposed operation

areas would not be affected because site specific mitigation

4plied at the APD stage, including the ability to move

rperations up to 200 meters, would ensure that communication
;ites, water projects, power lines, etc. would be avoided,
"estored or replaced. The described parcels are not located
,vithin an identified ROW corridor. Potential issues include but
re not limited to surface disturbance within and outside

lescribed project areas and generated trash/.debris should be
'emoved from public land and discarded at an authorized
bcility.

^U-- {/,r

NI Fuels / Fire Manasement mpacts analyzed in the Price RMP are consistent with the
rroposed action. Ap p I i c a t i o n of s t a ndar d oper atin g procedures 4^/tffi,noefplo?
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Determi-

nation
Resource Rationale for Determination* Signature Date

.SOPs), and site specific mitigation and safety measures applied
rt the APD stage would minimize the risk of inadvertent
gnition. Impacts to fire or fuels management are not expected.

N1 Socio-economics

Jocio-economic conditions are adequately addressed in the
lxisting NEPA record. Given the level of development
tnalyzed and documented in the NEPA documents referenced in
.his DNA, no further socio-economic analysis is required for the
rarcels recommended for leasing. No impacts to socio-
:conomics are expected to occur as a result ofthe proposed

rction.

elbhE

NP Wild Horses and Burros
fhe parcel does not contain any lands managed for wild horses
rnd buros. {/M1/ ,tbt

NI Wildemess characteristics

Ihere are lands under study by Congress for possible
lesignation as Wilderness (WSA status) adjacent to the parcels
'ecommended for lease. (Desolation Canyon WSA and Jack 

4
r P u r q

o lease areas would mitigate any impacts.
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Reviewer Title Signature Date Comments

NEPA /  Envi ronmental  Coordinator vryIt^ 4o loq
Authorized Officer hkf\ z/d/2
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