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Identifying Information 

Project Title: Amoco Larson 8 Pad Expansion 

Legal Description: T.2N R.102W Section 26 SESE 

Applicant: Rio Mesa Resources 

Casefile/Project Number: COD-051900 

Conformance with the Land Use Plan 

The Proposed Action is subject to and is in conformance (43 CFR 1610.5) with the following 

land use plan:  

Land Use Plan: White River Record of Decision and Approved Resource Management Plan 

(ROD/RMP) 

Date Approved: July 1997 

Decision Language: “Make federal oil and gas resources available for leasing and development 

in a manner that provides reasonable protection for other resource values.” (page 2-5) 

Proposed Action 

Project Components and General Schedule 

Rio Mesa Resources (Rio Mesa) is proposing to expand the Amoco Larson (AL) 8 pad by 

approximately 0.25 acres (Figure 1). Currently, the AL 8 is utilizing a 650 foot surface pipeline 

to transfer oil down to the production tank on the AL 4. Rio Mesa is proposing to move the 

production tank up to the AL 8 location. This would allow for the initiation of final reclamation 

on the AL 4 location and the surface pipeline to be removed.  
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The production tank would be placed on the western edge of the pad expansion of the AL 8 pad. 

The expansion would also be used to correct a current issue of trucks entering the pad. Currently 

the entrance to the pad has a turn that is too sharp for trucks to enter with an immediate right turn 

on the pad. This would be corrected by placing the production tanks in the southwest corner of 

the pad expansion just above where the current access road enters the pad. Then the pad entrance 

would be adjusted to go around the production tank. This allows for trucks to loop around well 

head without issue. 

BLM Required Conditions of Approval to Mitigate Impacts to Cultural and 
Paleontological Resources  

1. The applicant is responsible for informing all persons who are associated with the project 

that they will be subject to prosecution for knowingly disturbing archaeological sites or 

for collecting artifacts.  

2. If any archaeological materials are discovered as a result of operations under this 

authorization, activity in the vicinity of the discovery will cease, and the BLM WRFO 

Archaeologist will be notified immediately. Work may not resume at that location until 

approved by the AO. The applicant will make every effort to protect the site from further 

impacts including looting, erosion, or other human or natural damage until BLM 

determines a treatment approach, and the treatment is completed. Unless previously 

determined in treatment plans or agreements, BLM will evaluate the cultural resources 

and, in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), select the 

appropriate mitigation option within 48 hours of the discovery. The applicant, under 

guidance of the BLM, will implement the mitigation in a timely manner. The process will 

be fully documented in reports, site forms, maps, drawings, and photographs. The BLM 

will forward documentation to the SHPO for review and concurrence. 

3. Pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(g), the applicant must notify the AO, by telephone and written 

confirmation, immediately upon the discovery of human remains, funerary items, sacred 

objects, or objects of cultural patrimony. Further, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4(c) and (d), the 

operator must stop activities in the vicinity of the discovery and protect it for 30 days or 

until notified to proceed by the AO. 

4. The applicant is responsible for informing all persons who are associated with the project 

operations that they will be subject to prosecution for disturbing or collecting vertebrate  

or other scientifically-important fossils, collecting large amounts of petrified wood (over 

25lbs./day, up to 250lbs./year), or collecting fossils for commercial purposes on public 

lands.  

 

5. If any paleontological resources are discovered as a result of operations under this 

authorization, the applicant or any of his agents must stop work immediately at that site, 

immediately contact the BLM Paleontology Coordinator, and make every effort to protect 

the site from further impacts, including looting, erosion, or other human or natural 

damage. Work may not resume at that location until approved by the AO. The BLM or 

designated paleontologist will evaluate the discovery and take action to protect or remove 

the resource within 10 working days. Within 10 days, the operator will be allowed to 

continue construction through the site, or will be given the choice of either (a) following 
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the Paleontology Coordinator’s instructions for stabilizing the fossil resource in place and 

avoiding further disturbance to the fossil resource, or (b) following the Paleontology 

Coordinator’s instructions for mitigating impacts to the fossil resource prior to continuing 

construction through the project area. 

 

Categorical Exclusion Review 

The Energy Policy Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-58) prescribed five categorical exclusions (CX) for 

activities whose purpose is for the exploration of oil or gas. 

 

The Proposed Action qualifies as a categorical exclusion under the Section 390 of the Energy 

Policy Act, #1: “Individual surface disturbances of less than five acres so long as the total 

surface disturbance on the lease is not greater than 150 acres and site-specific analysis in a 

document prepared pursuant to the NEPA has been previously completed.” 

 

The BLM NEPA Handbook (H-1790-1) provides specific instructions for using this CX.  

 

1. Is surface disturbance associated with the Proposed Action less than five acres? 

 

The total disturbance of the expansion of the pad location would be less than an acre at 

approximately 0.25 acres. 

 

2. Is there less than 150 acres of surface disturbance, including the Proposed Action, on the 

entire leasehold? 

 

The existing disturbance on the COD-051900 lease is approximately 55 acres. Even with 

the proposed expansion the disturbance would be less than 56 acres. 

 

3. Is the Proposed Action within the boundaries of an area included in a site-specific NEPA 

document? (The NEPA document must have analyzed the exploration and/or 

development of oil and gas (not just leasing) and the action/activity being considered 

must be within the boundaries of the area analyzed in the environmental assessment (EA) 

or environmental impact statement (EIS). The NEPA document need not have addressed 

the specific permit or application being considered.) 

  

The Proposed Action falls within the boundaries of the analysis that was completed with 

the BLM-CO-110-2011-0151-EA signed on December 2, 2011. 

Interdisciplinary Review 

The Proposed Action was presented to, and reviewed by, the White River Field Office 

interdisciplinary team on January 20, 2015. A complete list of resource specialists who 

participated in this review is available upon request from the White River Field Office. The table 

below lists resource specialists who provided additional review or remarks concerning cultural 

resources and special status species. 

 
Name Title Resource Date 

Michael Selle Archaeologist Cultural Resources, Native American 1/27/21015 
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Religious Concerns 

Ed Hollowed Wildlife Biologist Special Status Wildlife Species 2/25/2015 

Heather Woodruff Ecologist Special Status Plant Species 1/26/2015 

Ryan Snyder Natural Resource Specialist Project Lead 5/27/2015 

Joe David 
Planning and Environmental 

Coordinator 
NEPA Compliance 6/12/2015 

 

Cultural Resources:  The proposed well pad is in the Rangely Field, which has been inventoried 

at the Class III (100 percent pedestrian) level and has been identified as a noncontributing 

element of a larger landscape. The well is historic but as part of a working industrial area minor 

modifications and maintenance activities are necessary and expected. Removal of a flow line and 

replacing it with a tank is within the expected scope of work in the area and will not impact the 

overall landscape setting or feeling. There are no new anticipated impacts to cultural resources 

from the Proposed Action. 

 

Native American Religious Concerns:  No Native American Religious Concerns are known in 

the area, and none have been noted by Northern Ute tribal authorities. Should recommended 

inventories or future consultations with Tribal authorities reveal the existence of such sensitive 

properties, appropriate mitigation and/or protection measures may be undertaken. 

 

Paleontological Resources: The Proposed Action is located in and area generally mapped as the 

Mancos Shale formation (Tweto 1979) which the BLM has classified as a Potential Fossil Yield 

Classification (PFYC) 3 formation. The Mancos shale has been known to produce scientifically 

noteworthy fossils in other areas (c. Armstrong and Wolny 1989); however, no vertebrates have 

been identified from the Rangely Field area to date. If it becomes necessary to excavate into the 

underlying sedimentary rock there is an unknown potential to impact scientifically noteworthy 

fossil resources. 

 

Threatened and Endangered Wildlife Species: Prairie dogs and their burrow systems are 

important components of burrowing owl (BLM-sensitive and State threatened species) nesting 

habitat and as a sole source of forage and cover for reintroduced populations of black-footed 

ferret. Under a non-essential, experimental population rule and cooperatively developed Black-

footed Ferret Management Plan, black-footed ferret reintroduction and recovery efforts have 

been conducted since 2001 in Coyote Basin, a minimum nine miles west of the project site.  

Although no ferrets are known to have dispersed to and occupied the Rangely Oil Field, there is 

physical potential that ferrets may have reached this portion of Coal Oil Basin. A plague 

epizootic in 2009/2010 decimated WRFO’s ferret population as well as the prairie dog prey base 

and, although individuals are known to have survived in neighboring Utah, it is extremely 

unlikely that ferret populations have acquired the capability to disperse and colonize distant 

habitat.  

The Proposed Action would be located in the sparsely colonized east end of Coal Oil Basin and 

would involve 2 diminutive habitat fragments (total 1.53 acres) that were mapped over 30 years 

ago. All projected expansion and reclamation work would take place within 100 feet of 

producing oil well pads and associated access (i.e., little reasonable likelihood of being selected 

by ferrets for occupation). The expanded AL8 pad would involve about 0.14 acre of mapped 

prairie dog habitat; reclaimed acreage associated with the AL4 pad involves about 0.11 acre of 
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mapped habitat and would permanently remove oil production facilities from 0.7 acre of 

potential prairie dog habitat, including 575 feet of access road. Although there is no reasonable 

likelihood that ferrets occupy these marginal habitats, the Proposed Action would ultimately 

result in a net increase in habitat suitable for the support of BLM-sensitive white-tailed prairie 

dogs as potential habitat for associated species, including black-footed ferret.  

Burrowing owl are uncommon breeders in WRFO. These birds return to occupy a prairie dog 

burrow system in early April and begin nesting soon after. BLM has no record of burrowing owl 

nests in the immediate project area, the nearest being about ¾-mile north of the project locale in 

an extensive prairie dog complex. As discussed above, prairie dog habitat in the project locale is 

suboptimal at best and, considering the close proximity of ongoing oil production activity, there 

is little likelihood of owls selecting habitat that may be available on the 0.14 acre and 0.11 acre 

of mapped habitats encompassed by the AL8 and AL4 locations, respectively.  

  

 

Threatened and Endangered Plant Species: There are no special status plant species issues or 

concerns associated with the Proposed Action.  

 

References cited: 
 

Armstrong, Harley J., and David G. Wolny 

 1989 Paleontological Resources of Northwest Colorado:  A Regional Analysis. Museum 

of Western Colorado, Grand Junction, Colorado. 

 

Rockwell, Nicole Sauvageau, and Kimberly Kintz 

 2014 Chevron Corporation BLM Block Survey Phase II: A Class III Cultural Resource 

Inventory and Historical Analysis for BLM-Managed Land in the Rangely Unit, 

Rio Blanco County, Colorado. Metcalf Archaeological Consultants, Inc., Grand 

Junction, Colorado. (13-534-03:  OAHP # RB.LM.R1333) 

 

Tweto, Ogden 

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

Interior, Reston, Virginia. 

 

Mitigation 

For interim reclamation on the AL 8 and for final reclamation on AL 4 the BLM recommends 

Seed Mix #8 outlined in  
Table  

1. Table . It is recommended that seeding occur between September 1 and March 31. If an 

alternate date of seeding is requested, contact the designated Natural Resource Specialist 

prior to seeding for approval. Drill seeding is the preferred method of application and drill 

seeding depth must be no greater than ½ inch. If drill seeding cannot be accomplished, seed 

should be broadcast at double the rate used for drill seeding, and harrowed into the soil. 

Final reclamation on AL 8 will be completed using the reclamation practices and seed 

mixes recommended at that time.  
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Table 1. Seed Mix 8 for Interim Reclamation of the Amoco Larson 8 well pad and Final 

Reclamation on Amoco Larson 4. 

Cultivar Common Name Scientific Name 

Application 

Rate 

(lbs/PLS/acre) 

Viva Florets Galleta Grass Pleuraphis jamesii 3 

Rimrock Indian Ricegrass Achnatherum hymenoides 3 

Toe Jam Creek Bottlebrush Squirreltail Elymus elymoides 2.5 

Rosana Western Wheatgrass Pascopyrum smithii 4 

  Scarlet Globemallow Sphaeralcea coccinea 0.25 

  Annual Sunflower Helianthus annus 2.5 

  Mat Saltbush Atriplex corrugata 2 

 

2. To reduce erosion and reduce the risk of weed establishment, interim reclamation will be 

initiated within six of when approved activities are completed on the AL 8 well pad. 

3. All seed tags will be submitted via Sundry Notice (SN) to the designated Natural Resource 

Specialist within 14 calendar days from the time the seeding activities have ended. The SN 

will include the purpose of the seeding activity (i.e., seeding well pad, cut and fill slopes, 

seeding pipeline corridor, etc.). In addition, the SN will include the well or well pad 

number associated with the seeding activity, if applicable, the name of the contractor that 

performed the work, his/her phone number, the method used to apply the seed (e.g., 

broadcast, hydro-seeded, drilled), whether the seeding activity represents interim or final 

reclamation, the total acres seeded, an attached map that clearly identifies all disturbed 

areas that were seeded, and the date the seed was applied. 

4. Each year by January 31
st
 Rio Mesa Resource will contact the Natural Resource Specialist 

about reclamation status on the AL 4 and 8 well pads. Initial discussions should include 

reclamation status (e.g., interim or final), whether the well pad and/or pipeline has been re-

vegetated and/or re-contoured, date seeded, photos of the reclaimed site, acres seeded, 

seeding method (e.g., broadcast, drilled, hydro-seeded, etc.).  
5. The operator shall meet the following reclamation success criteria, and these standards 

apply to both interim and final reclamation: 
   a) Self-sustaining desirable vegetative groundcover consistent with the site Desired Plant 

Community (DPC) (as defined by the range site, WRFO Assessment, Inventory, and 
Monitoring (AIM) protocol site data (BLM TN 440), ecological site or an associated 
approved reference site) is adequately established as described below on disturbed 
surfaces to stabilize soils through the life of the project.  

   b) Vegetation with eighty percent similarity of desired foliar cover, bare ground, and shrub 
and/or forb density in relation to the identified DPC. Vegetative cover values for 
woodland or shrubland sites are based on the capability of those sites in an herbaceous 
state. 

   c) The resulting plant community must have composition of at least five desirable plant 
species, and no one species may exceed 70 percent relative cover to ensure that site 
species diversity is achieved. Desirable species may include native species from the 
surrounding site, species listed in the range/ecological site description, AIM data, 
reference site, or species from the BLM approved seed mix. If non-prescribed or 
unauthorized plant species (e.g., yellow sweetclover, Melilotus officinalis) appear in the 
reclamation site BLM may require their removal. 
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  d) Bare ground does not exceed the AIM data, range site description or if not described, 
bare ground will not exceed that of a representative undisturbed DPC meeting the 
Colorado Public Land Health Standards. 

6. All equipment that may act as a vector for weeds shall be cleaned before entering the 

project area. 

7. Application of herbicides must comply with the Vegetation Treatments on Bureau of 

Land Management Lands in 17 Western States Programmatic Environments Impact 

Statement (EIS), and the WRFO Integrated Weed Management Plan (DOI-BLM-CO-

110-2010-0005-EA). 

8. All seed, straw, mulch, or other vegetative material to be used on BLM lands will comply 

with United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) state noxious weed seed 

requirements and must be certified by a qualified Federal, State, or county office as free 

of noxious weeds. Any seed lot with test results showing presence of State of Colorado A 

or B list species will be rejected in its entirety and a new tested lot will be used instead. 

All areas identified to be disturbed under this proposal will be monitored and treated for 

noxious weeds on an annual basis for the life of the project until Final Abandonment has 

been approved by the Authorized Officer. 

9. Pesticide Use Proposals (PUPs) must be submitted to and approved by the BLM before 

applying herbicides on BLM lands. The PUP will include target weed species, the 

herbicides to be used, application rates and timeframes, estimated acres to be treated, as 

well as maps depicting the areas to be treated and known locations of weeds. The WRFO 

recommends that all PUPs be submitted no later than March 1
st
 of the year anticipating 

herbicide application. 

10. If the operator damages any range improvement project(s) (e.g. fences, gates, water 

development, cattleguards) the operator will notify the Authorized Officer through 

Sundry Notice (Form 3160-5) and identify the actions taken to repair the feature(s) 

promptly. Repairs must be prior to the livestock grazing permittee's need to utilize the 

range improvement. 

11. It is recommended by BLM to fence the maximum extent of disturbance of the well pad 

(i.e., the well pad footprint). Fencing should remain in place through successful interim 

reclamation and again through successful final reclamation to promote re-vegetation and 

reduce weeds. Fences and gates (all built to BLM specification per BLM manual H-1741-

1 (see below)) will be installed, maintained, and removed by the operator upon approval 

by the AO. As part of final abandonment the fence around this pad will be removed.  

The fence constructed around the well pad will be a 36 inch height fence with the    

following specifications: 

a) 2 inches from ground a woven 24 inch wire. 

b) 2 inches above woven wire a single strand of barbed wire 

c) 8 inches from single stand wire another strand of barbed wire. 

 

Compliance with NEPA 

The Proposed Action is categorically excluded from further documentation under the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) in accordance with Section 390 of the Energy Policy of 2005. 

 



7L/C AI&
Field Manager
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Appendix A. Figures 

 

 


