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3.2.10 Land Use
3.2.10.1 Introduction and Regulatory Framework

Land use resources include existing land use, future land use, and zoning and general plan management
direction. Land use resources were identified and evaluated for all jurisdictions occurring in the 2-mile-
wide alternative route study corridors.

Issues raised by the public and agencies during Project scoping and preparation of the EIS, related to
potential impacts on land use resources, are identified and evaluated by alternative route in this section
(Section 3.2.10.4). Other land use related resources in the Project area are identified and evaluated in the
following sections:

Parks, Preservation, and Recreation Resources (Section 3.2.11)

Transportation and Access (Section 3.2.12)

Special Designations and Other Management Areas (Section 3.2.13)

Wilderness Areas, Wilderness Study Areas, and Non-wilderness Study Area Lands with
Wilderness Characteristics (Section 3.2.14)

m Inventoried Roadless Areas and Unroaded/Undeveloped Areas (3.2.15)

3.210.1.1 Regulatory Framework

Various regulatory systems are in place throughout the Project area that direct management to all levels of
jurisdiction (federal, state, and local). BLM- and USFS-administered lands occurring in the Project area
are managed by direction provided in RMPs and LRMPs that establish the goals and objectives for the
management of resources. The approved management plans and their amendments relevant to the Project
area are listed in Section 1.7.3.

Within each respective state in the Project area, state-owned lands are managed under the Wyoming State
Office of Lands and Investment, the Colorado State Land Board, and the SITLA as applicable. In
addition, some State of Utah owned lands are managed by the UDWR, who also manage lands as WMAs
(Section 3.2.13), and the Utah Division of Forestry Fire and State Lands (FFSL) (who owns and manages
some sovereign lands). Each state entity manages various active leases for present and future
development, as well as other activities that occur on the lands.

The Colorado State Trust Lands guide by CPW (Colorado Department of Natural Resources 2008)
provides information about the nearly 3 million acres of state trust lands in Colorado. It includes
guidelines for use, descriptions of the various areas available under the State Trust Lands program, and
maps to designated areas.

Privately owned lands are regulated by local zoning ordinances and general plans. The Colorado State
Constitution provides counties with the rights to develop zoning ordinances, as found in titles 16, 24, 29,
30, 34, 38, and 43 (Colorado Department of Local Affairs 2008). The Utah Land Use Development
Management Act (10 Utah State Code 09a [municipal] and 17 Utah State Code 27a [county]) requires
counties and incorporated municipalities to develop a zoning map, zoning ordinance, and general plan.
There is no land use management act for Wyoming.

3.2.10.2 Issues Identified for Analysis

Several issues were raised by the public and agencies (including BLM and USFS realty specialists,
recreation planners, and other agency staff and planners and representatives from cooperating agencies)
during the Project scoping period and data inventory phases of this EIS. The issues and information
related to potential impacts on land use are included below, and were used to guide the focus and level of
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detail of the NEPA analysis. This section is organized to reflect the issues identified for existing land use;
future land use; and zoning and general plan management direction.

In addition to issues raised by the public and agencies during the Project scoping period, other issues were
identified during the data inventory and assessment and are identified in Tables 3-137 and 3-139.

Many issues presented by the public and agencies have been addressed with the addition, subtraction, and
alteration of the alternative routes since the Project scoping period and the Agency Interdisciplinary Team

meetings.

Issues Related to Existing Land Use

TABLE 3-137
EXISTING LAND USE ISSUES

Issue Raised

Concern

General
Location/Description

Relevant
Alternative Routes

Agriculture (includes center-
pivot, irrigated, pasture land,
dryland)

Loss of income (especially
when agricultural practices
are the primary source of
income), reduced property
value, damage to natural
springs, and loss of related
farming infrastructure
(e.g., a barn or storage
facility)

Throughout the study
corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations

Airports and landing strips

Towers interfering with
airport and landing strip
operations

Throughout the study
corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations

Commercial

Reduced property value

Throughout the study
corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations

Existing rights-of-way

Siting the Project near
existing over-head utilities
and impacts on the
properties near those
existing rights-of-way

Throughout the study
corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations

Grazing allotments and
rangeland areas (fences, cattle
guards, other related

Project interference with
grazing allotments and
operation of associated

Throughout the study
corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations

operation

corridors

infrastructure) infrastructure
Project interference with All Project
Industrial industrial land uses and Throughout the study alternative routes

and route variations

Incorporated areas (e.g.,
Rawlins, Baggs, Hanna) and
communities (e.g., Fort Steele)

Proximity of the Project to
the boundaries of the
incorporated areas and
communities, and the
potential of the Project to
impact existing
communities’ ability to
expand

Along Interstate 80 in
south-central Wyoming,
through western Colorado
and along U.S. Highway
89 and other areas in
Utah

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations
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TABLE 3-137

EXISTING LAND USE ISSUES

Issue Raised

Concern

General
Location/Description

Relevant
Alternative Routes

Mining Operations

Interruption of existing
surface mining operations
and subsidence from
formerly (coal) mined
sites.

Mining operations
located in south-central
Wyoming and western
Colorado

AllWYCO
alternative routes
and route variations

Oil and gas projects

Project impacting the
Anadarko and Chevron oil
and gas fields and the
Greater Natural Buttes
Project

Located in north-east
Utah, south of the City of
Vernal

All COUT BAX
and COUT
alternative routes
and route variations

Pipeline projects (water and
other resources)

Siting the Project near
existing underground
utilities and impacts on the

property

Throughout the study
corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations

Prisons

Project crossing in
proximity to the Wyoming
State Penitentiary

South of Rawlins,
Wyoming and Interstate
80

AllWYCO
alternative routes
and route variations

Project in proximity to

Reservoirs and dams Strawberry Reservoir in Wasatch County, Utah COUT-A
Utah
Presence of transmission
towers on property, visual
impacts, reduced property Thrqughout thc? study All Project
. . values, health concerns, corridors, specifically .
Residential . . . . alternative routes
private land rights, lower recreational cabins and and route variations
quality of life, noise dispersed residential
disturbance, and limiting
use of property
Project in the vicinity of All Project
Schools schools and other Throughout the study alternative routes

educational facilities

corridors

and route variations

State Trust Land

Project may interfere with
current land uses and
active leases

Refer to the Land
Jurisdiction, State Trust
Lands, Parallel Linear
Facilities, and Utility
Corridor discussions under
each alternative for a
description of the state
trust lands crossed by each
alternative route

Throughout Utah and
Colorado in the study
corridors

All COUT BAX
and COUT
alternative routes
and route variations

Transportation and access

Siting the Project near
existing transportation
routes and additional
access needed for the
Project

Throughout the study
corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations
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TABLE 3-137
EXISTING LAND USE ISSUES

Issue Raised

Concern

General
Location/Description

Relevant
Alternative Routes

Uranium Tailings

Effects of the Project on
the uranium tailings buried
adjacent to the Project

Near Crescent Junction,
Utah where Interstate 70
and U.S. Highway 191
intersect

All COUT BAX
alternative routes

Project would be outside of
designated utility corridor or in
a corridor designated as
underground or pipeline

If the Project is located
outside of designated
utility corridor crossing
federal land, plan
amendment may be
required

Refer to Tables 3-165,
3-169, and 3-173) for
information regarding
Land Ownership, Parallel
Linear Facilities, and
Utility Corridors, related
to the study corridors

All Project
alternative routes
and route variations

Issues Related to Future Land Use

TABLE 3-138
FUTURE LAND USE ISSUES
Relevant
General Alternative
Issue Raised Concern Location/Description Routes
Conlflicts with future land use
(proposed and planned
fievelo'pment prOJegts} Project could limit
including, but not limited to, e
. . possibilities of
airports, agriculture, . . .
2 . development in certain All Project
commercial, industrial (e.g., . Throughout the study .
. . . ; areas, may stop a project, . alternative routes
mine expansion projects, oil corridors _
s N or reduce property values and route variations
and gas facilities), pipelines, .
. . and income based on
proposed or designated rights- current plans for bropert
of-way or corridors, P propetty
recreational cabins, and wind
energy development
Project could limit
possibilities for
Conflicts with future development of residential Throughout the study All Pm].eCt
. . property, and reduce . alternative routes
residential developments corridors -
property values and and route variations
income based on current
plans for property
Project could limit
Conlflicts with future development of the Sanpete County. Utah COUT BAX-E,
reservoirs and water projects Narrows Dam and P Y COUT-H
Reservoir
Project could affect the Near City of Green All COUT BAX
Proposed nuclear power plant | proposed Blue Castle . )
. . River, Utah alternative routes
Holdings project
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Issues Related to Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

TABLE 3-139
ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION ISSUES
General Relevant
Issues Raised Concern Location/Description Alternative Routes
Conflicts between the
) o Project and regulations,
Conflicts with city or county plans and guidelines of the
land use plan designations and | cities and counties in the
current zoning areas (e.g., i .
residential, parks/ study corridors. Throughout the study All Project

These conflicts may . alternative routes

. corridors o
include master/general and route variations
plan designations and
current zoning areas, based
on municipal ordinances
and maps.

preservation/open space,
commercial, agriculture,
proposed or designated rights-
of-way or corridors, etc.)

3.2.10.3 Regional Setting

Diverse land uses occur in the Project area. Typical development patterns within the 2-mile-wide
alternative route study corridors include rural residential, agricultural, commercial, and industrial uses.
Focused development occurs along major highways and railroad lines. Vast remote, vacant, and
undeveloped lands occur throughout the Project study corridors.

The majority of lands within the study corridors are federally administered lands, managed by the BLM
or USFS.

3.210.3.1 Wyoming

The predominant land uses within Sweetwater and Carbon counties in Wyoming include open rangeland
with interspersed oil and gas developments. Cattle and other livestock graze throughout these areas. Some
irrigated and dryland agriculture operations occur near the North Platte River, in the Fort Steele area off
the north side of 1-80, and near the populated areas of the towns of Hanna, Baggs, and Dixon, and south
of the City of Rawlins.

From the planned Aeolus Substation, south along U.S. Highway 30 to Hanna, the open rangeland is
interspersed with a small amount of residential and commercial development. The Town of Hanna has a
population of approximately 800. The land uses in the Hanna area are mainly residential, with some
commercial and a large underground coal mine (Hanna Coal Mine).

The community of Fort Steele, the Town of Sinclair, and the City of Rawlins are situated along I-80 and
include residential, commercial, and industrial development. The Sinclair oil refinery is located in the
Town of Sinclair.

South of 1-80, along Wyoming Highway 789, oil and gas development exists on both the west and east
side of the highway to the Town of Baggs. The towns of Baggs and Dixon are located on the
Wyoming/Colorado border and have populations of approximately 340 and 80, respectively. Rural
residential and agricultural plots stretch between the two towns, and extend to the west and east. Irrigated
and dryland farm practices are the main agricultural uses, with some areas used for grazing.
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3.2.10.3.2 Colorado

The study corridors within Moffat, Routt, Rio Blanco, Garfield, and Mesa counties in Colorado have a
diverse landscape with development ranging from open rangeland and agricultural uses to rural residential
and oil and gas development. The terrain includes large stretches of plateau areas, rolling hills, and some
steep mountain terrain.

From the Wyoming/Colorado border proceeding south along Colorado State Highway 13, oil and gas
development is mixed with rural residential and ranching operations. North of the City of Craig, a greater
concentration of residential development begins, with ranchettes varying in size scattered on both the
west and east side of the highway. Irrigated and dryland farmland, and grazing occur in this vicinity.

Colorado State Highway 13 connects to U.S. Highway 40, which proceeds west through Craig before
continuing south of Craig. With a population of approximately 9,500, Craig has a mix of residential,
commercial, and light industrial facilities. The Craig-Moffat County Airport is located southeast of Craig.

U.S. Highway 40 proceeds west through rolling terrain until it reaches the Town of Maybell, where it
turns to the south and eventually to the west toward the Colorado/Utah border. The Town of Maybell has
an approximate population of 70 and consists of residences with a few commercial businesses. To the
west of the Town of Maybell, U.S. Highway 40 passes by Deerlodge Road, which is the southern
entrance of Dinosaur National Monument, and then continues west through the Town of Dinosaur before
coming to the Colorado/Utah state border. Irrigated and dryland farmlands, and rural residential
properties are scattered throughout the landscape along U.S. Highway 40 to the state border.

On the western edge of the city limits of Craig, Colorado State Highway 13 continues south, passing
through areas of steeper terrain and paralleling a portion of the Yampa River, west of the Tri-State
Generation and Transmission’s Craig Station. Irrigated agricultural plots and rural residences are
scattered across the landscape. Colorado State Highway 13 passes through the Town of Meeker before it
connects with Colorado State Highway 64, west of town, and turns back to the south. The Town of
Meeker has an approximate population of 2,200 with a mix of residential properties and commercial
facilities.

Colorado State Highway 64 proceeds west, paralleling the White River. Open rangeland and rural
residences are spread out along Colorado State Highway 64, with small clusters of residences and
farmland (both irrigated and dryland) periodically occurring. Colorado State Highway 64 passes through
the Town of Rangely where the population is approximately 2,600, with residential, commercial, and
some light industrial uses located within the town’s limits. South of Rangely towards Fruita there is steep
mountainous terrain, including Baxter Pass. From Baxter Pass to the south, there is dense oil and gas
development along the state border to 1-70, north of Fruita.

3.2.10.3.3 Utah

Similar to Colorado, the study corridors within Uintah, Grand, Duchesne, Carbon, Emery, Wasatch, Utah,
Sanpete, and Juab counties in Utah have a diverse landscape with development that ranges from semi-
urban to agricultural, rural residential, oil and gas development and open rangeland, with large expanses
of undeveloped land. The terrain includes large stretches of plateau areas, rolling hills, and some steep
mountain terrain. Proceeding west from Colorado, the 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors, in
general, split to the north along U.S. Highway 40, to the south along I-70, and centrally from the
community of Bonanza to Helper City.

The northern alternative routes proceed from the Utah/Colorado border toward the communities of
Fort Duchesne and Roosevelt City. The alternative routes then continue along U.S. Highway 40 toward
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the Town of Fruitland before turning southwest through the Uinta National Forest to the Clover
Substation.

Along the northern alternative routes there are many areas of irrigated and dryland farmland and scattered
rural residences south of the City of Vernal and near the community of Jensen (located along the Green
River). The populations of Vernal and Jensen are approximately 9,200 and 400, respectively, with
residential, commercial, and industrial development occurring primarily within Vernal. Along U.S.
Highway 40 toward Strawberry Reservoir, numerous formal and dispersed recreation opportunities exist.
Proceeding west across the Uinta portion of the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest the terrain is steep,
heavily wooded, and contains dispersed recreation areas, and motorized and non-motorized trails.

The southern alternative routes proceed from the Utah/Colorado border along I-70 to the City of Green
River, Utah (passing through generally flat open terrain), where the routes split with one portion
proceeding toward Huntington City, through the Manti-La Sal National Forest to the City of Fountain
Green, and terminating at the Clover Substation. The second portion proceeds north toward the ghost
town of Woodside along U.S. Highway 6 before proceeding west, south of the City of Wellington through
irrigated agricultural areas. The alternative routes then progress north, west of the City of Price, which has
a population of 8,700, and passes through a variety of residential, commercial, and industrial land uses.
Irrigated and dryland farming are scattered along the city limits and U.S. Highway 6. The routes proceed
west to the Clover Substation, passing through rural residential and agricultural areas (including irrigated
and dryland farmland, and grazing lands).

The central alternative routes proceed from the Utah/Colorado border toward Bonanza, through open
rangeland and existing and future oil and gas development areas, heading in a southwestern direction
through the Uintah and Ouray Indian Reservation. The study corridors cross through dense existing and
future oil and gas development areas in relatively flat terrain after passing out of the Uintah and Ouray
Indian Reservation; continue through the Ashley National Forest turning south toward Price; and then
proceed west toward the Clover Substation passing through the Manti-La Sal National Forest.

3.210.4 Study Methodology

This section discusses the study methodologies used for the major land use categories analyzed within the
2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors:

m  Existing land use
m  Future land use
m  Zoning and general plan management direction

All land use categories were inventoried within a 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridor (1 mile on
either side of the reference centerline of the alternative routes) to identify land uses that could be affected
both directly and indirectly by Project construction, operation, and maintenance.

Existing land uses were inventoried by reviewing and interpreting aerial photography, followed by
verifying the data through field reconnaissance in 2009 and 2011. Authorized projects were also
inventoried for the Project study area. Authorized projects are development that have not been built, but
have been authorized by the applicable decision maker to be constructed at any time. Authorized projects
were not included in the existing land use impact assessment because, in general, these projects only have
large development boundaries and the exact area where development may occur is not yet defined. If
included in the existing land use impact analysis, the assessed levels and extent of impacts would be
overestimated and would not reflect the actual land-use development that would occur. Authorized
projects within the right-of-way are listed for each alternative. Authorized projects are also discussed in
the Chapter 4 cumulative analysis as past and present projects.
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Future projects and information for planned and proposed projects were collected from federal, state,
county, and local governments, as well as from private entities that are proposing projects on private or
public lands.

Zoning and general plan management direction was inventoried by reviewing all city and county
general/comprehensive plans and zoning ordinances, as available. After review of the plans and/or zoning
ordinances, a generalized zoning data layer was compiled using city and county general plan mapping
data. Where general plan mapping data was not available, zoning ordinance mapping data was used.

The generalized zoning data layer was created by interpreting the land use designations within the city or
county plan/ordinance and grouping them into similar categories. For example, a variety of similar
designations are used by municipalities for park/preservation areas (i.e., open space, greenbelt, or
preservation area). All areas throughout the 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors with
designations closely matching park/preservation were generalized to one category: Park/Preservation. All
zoning or general plan designations that were similar were grouped as appropriate.

Inventory data for all types of land uses listed above were also obtained from various materials and
information provided by federal, state, and local agencies (counties and other departments), including the
following:

m  BLM, NPS, and USFS land and resource management plans and information concerning land use
classifications (plans provided in Section 1.7.3)

m  Wyoming State Division of Land, Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife and State Land Board,
and Utah State Parks and SITLA (plans provided in Section 3.2.13)

m  City and county land use plans, including existing land use, zoning, and general plan data (plans
provided below under Zoning and General Plan Management Direction)

m  Private development plans, including energy development projects and residential

m  Aerial photography of the alternative routes using images from the 2009 National Agriculture
Imagery Program (NAIP)

m  BLM -LR2000, which provides lease information on BLM lands

For graphic representation of the locations of existing land use; future land use; and zoning and general
plan management direction, refer to MV-13 through MV-15. Further information on data inventoried is
discussed below.

3.210.41 Inventory

This section discusses the inventory of land uses occurring within the 2-mile-wide alternative route study
corridors. Although the following inventory lists many resources within the 2-mile-wide alternative route
study corridors, only those resources potentially crossed or paralleled by the Project reference centerline
or right-of-way are discussed and analyzed in detail in the Results section. The inventory data
corresponds to the detailed impact analysis found in Section 3.2.10.5.

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors

Land Jurisdiction

The study corridors cross portions of 2 counties in Wyoming, 5 counties in Colorado, and 9 counties in
Utah, and include a variety of ownership and management entities including federal, state, and local land-
management agencies. In addition, there are 7 incorporated cities and towns and 3 unincorporated
communities in the study corridors.

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project Page 3-636



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10 Land Use

Federal, state, and local agencies with land ownership or management responsibilities within the 2-mile-
wide alternative route study corridors are listed in Tables 3-140 and 3-142.

TABLE 3-140
FEDERAL LAND JURISDICTION AND OWNERSHIP
Office/Management Responsibility
Agency Wyoming | Colorado I Utah
U.S. Department of the Interior

Little Snake, White River, ;Tf;f;:iﬁi}?:l’ 4
Bureau of Land Management | Rawlins Field Office and Grand Junction Field . ’ J
Price, and Moab Field
Offices
Offices
Bureau of Indian Affairs - — Uintah apd Ouray Indian
Reservation
National Park Service - Dinosaur National -
Monument
U.S. Department of Defense
Military Reservations and White Sands Missile
U.S. Army Corps of - — Range, Green River
Engineers Launch Complex
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Ashley, Uinta, and
U.S. Forest Service - - Manti-La Sal National
Forests
TABLE 3-141

STATE LAND JURISDICTION AND OWNERSHIP

Department Management Responsibility
Wyoming

State wildlife, hunting and fishing opportunities and

wildlife habitat management areas

State properties, investments, and lands (both surface

and subsurface)

State highways, roads, bridges, repairs, and

maintenance

Colorado

State properties, including conservation easements on

some private lands and state wildlife areas

State properties, investments, and lands (both surface

and subsurface)

State highways, roads, bridges, repairs, and

Wyoming Game and Fish Department

Wyoming Office of State Lands and Investments

Wyoming Department of Transportation

Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife

Colorado State Land Board

Colorado Department of Transportation

maintenance
Utah
State of Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands State properties, investments, and lands (both surface
Administration and subsurface)

State forests, rangelands, sovereign lands and
watersheds for its citizens and visitors

State parks, off-highway vehicle, boating, and trails
programs

Utah Division of Forestry, Fire, and State Lands

Utah Division of State Parks and Recreation
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TABLE 3-141
STATE LAND JURISDICTION AND OWNERSHIP
Department Management Responsibility
Utah Department of Transportation Sta.te highways, roads, bridges, repairs, and
maintenance

State wildlife, hunting and fishing opportunities and

Utah Division of Wildlife Resources e
wildlife management areas

TABLE 3-142
LOCAL LAND JURISDICTION AND OWNERSHIP
County | Cities/Towns

Wyoming

Carbon Tgwn of Hanpa
City of Rawlins

Sweetwater None

Colorado
Garfield None
Mesa None
Moffat Town of Dinosaur
Rio Blanco Town of Rangely
Routt None

Utah

Carbon Helper City
Duchesne Roosevelt City
Emery City of Green River
Grand None
Juab Nephi City
Sanpete Mount Pleasant City
Uintah Town of Ballard
Utah None
Wasatch None

State Trust Lands

The state trust land leases in Wyoming, Colorado, and Utah will be discussed in the Land Jurisdiction,
State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors section under each alternative in the
Results section (refer to Section 3.2.10.5). The state trust land leases will not be analyzed using initial and
residual impacts as these lands and leases are not indicative of actual land use, but of land ownership. The
impacts on the surface disturbance and uses on these lands will be captured and analyzed in the existing
land use discussion of impacts. These leases will also be analyzed in Chapter 4 as part of the cumulative
effects analysis under authorized and pending projects in the Project area.

Wyoming

State trust lands cover approximately 3.6 million acres and are granted by the federal government to the
State of Wyoming under various acts of the U.S. Congress (Public Lands Interpretive Association 2012a).
The funds generated by these lands, which are leased or sold or that users are charged to access or
recreate on, are reserved for the sole benefit of public schools and certain other designated public
institutions in Wyoming. Restrictions related to the development and construction of linear energy
facilities on state trust lands will be assessed on a case-by-case basis by the State Land Board.
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Colorado

State trust lands in Colorado are managed by the State Board of Land Commissioners (also known as the
State Land Board), including approximately 3.0 million acres of surface land and 4.0 million acres of
mineral rights established in 1876 under the Colorado Constitution Article IX Section 10 (Colorado
Department of Natural Resources 2008). To generate revenue for public education and some State
institutions (i.e., public buildings, penitentiaries, and universities), the federal government gave this land
to Colorado for the state to lease the land for activities including agricultural purposes (such as grazing),
mineral development, commercial development, and leasing lands for recreational activities. Seasonal
stipulations and restrictions may apply regarding construction in some of these areas.

Utah

State trust lands managed in Utah are administered by SITLA, which was designated under the Utah
Constitution Title 53C. This title established an administration and board to manage lands that Congress
granted to Utah to support schools and other beneficiary institutions, under the Utah Enabling Act of 1894
(State of Utah 2012a). State trust lands make up approximately 7 percent of the land in the State,
including approximately 3.5 million surface land acres and 1.0 million acres of mineral only lands,
providing financial benefits to 12 recipients; 95 percent goes to the Common Schools Trust, benefiting
public schools in the State. Income is generated from these lands by renting and selling land for uses that
include mineral extraction, agricultural practices such as grazing or growing crops, and commercial and
industrial development. Restrictions related to the development and construction of linear energy facilities
on SITLA land will be assessed on a case-by-case basis by SITLA.

Table 3-143 displays the state trust lands found in the study corridors for the Project:

TABLE 3-143
STATE TRUST LANDS AND
STATE INSTITUTIONAL TRUST LANDS ADMINISTRATION BY STATE
Name | Description | Relevant Alternative Routes

Wyoming — State Trust Lands
State lands in Wyoming are managed as state
trust lands. Typical state trust land leases All WYCO alternative routes and
include rights-of-way, oil and gas leases, and route variations
coal and hard rock leases.

Colorado — State Trust Lands
Owned by Cinco Land and Exploration Inc.;
Langham Petroleum LLC; Quicksilver
Resources Inc.; Antelope Energy Company All Project alternative routes and
LLC; Axia Energy LLC; Beartooth Oil and Gas | route variations
Company; Gulport Energy Corporation; QUP
Energy Company; Yates Petroleum Corporation
Used for hunting Pronghorn antelope, mule
Bakers Peak deer, elk, sage-grouse, rabbit, and coyote WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
(12,393 acres)
Exchange of use on the land, part private land
and part state trust land; State trust land used for

State Trust Lands

Oil and Gas Leases

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations, except

prld o lslzjl1 netmgoPrscén%:gﬁ: r:ﬁgosriarﬁulzn?: e(g .;161{6’ Alternative WY CO-D and Route
ac%es-)g o ™ g ’ Variation WYCO-D-1

Used for hunting Pronghorn antelope, mule
deer, elk, and small game (640 acres)

Used for hunting Pronghorn antelope, mule All WY CO alternative routes and
deer, mountain lion, and small game (640 acres) | route variations

Cedar Springs WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Elk Springs #1
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TABLE 3-143
STATE TRUST LANDS AND

STATE INSTITUTIONAL TRUST LANDS ADMINISTRATION BY STATE

Name Description Relevant Alternative Routes
Exchange of use on the land, part private land
Fortification and part state trust land; State trust land used for | WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
hunting cow elk only (866 acres)
Pole Gulch Used for hunting big game and small game WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
(11,026 acres)
Exchange of use on the land, part private land
and part state trust land; state trust land used for | All WYCO alternative routes and
Sagebrush Draw . .
hunting mule deer, elk, pronghorn antelope, route variations
rabbit, sage-grouse, and dove (640 acres)
All WYCO alternative routes and
Simsberry Draw Used for hunting elk, mule deer, pronghorn route variations except
antelope, and small game (640 acres) Alternative WY CO-D and Route
Variation WYCO-D-1
All WYCO alternative routes and
. . Used for hunting elk, mule deer, pronghorn route variations except
South Nipple Rim antelope, and coé;ote (19,962 acref)s) ¢ Alternative WYCO—B and Route
Variation WYCO-D-1
Thornburg Draw Used for hunting elk, mule deer, pronghorn WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
antelope, and small game (640 acres)
Exchange of use on the land, part private land
Twenty Mile and part state trust land; state trust land used for WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

hunting mule deer, elk, and small game (1,206
acres)

Yampa River

State trust land used for hunting mule deer, elk,
grouse, and rabbit (2,006 acres)

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Utah — State Institutional Trust Lands Administration

Coal Contracts

One coal related contract or lease is crossed

COUT BAX-B, COUT BAX-C,
COUT-I

Mineral Contracts

Mineral related contracts including limestone,
potash metalliferous minerals, and humic shale;
as few as 2 and as many as 13 leases occur
along the various alternative routes

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations

Oil and Gas Contracts

Oil and gas related contracts and/or leases; as
few as 72 and as many as 184 leases occur along
the various alternative routes

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations

Oil Shale Contracts

27 oil shale related contracts and/or leases are
crossed

COUT-C, COUT-C-1, COUT-
C-2, COUT-C-3, COUT-C+4,
COUT-C-5, COUT-H, COUT-I

Range Improvement
Contracts

These contracts include activities such as lop
and scatter and stock watering lines; There are
as few as 3 and as many as 7 leases that occur
along the various alternative route

All COUT BAX alternative
routes and COUT-C, COUT-C-1,
COUT-C-2, COUT-C-3, COUT-
C-4, COUT-C-5, COUT-H,
COUT-I

Sand and Gravel
Contracts

Four sand and gravel contracts and/or leases are
crossed

All COUT BAX alternative
routes and COUT-I

Special Use Contracts

Special use contracts include industrial uses,
development pre-designation, and agricultural
uses; as few as 1 and as many as 33 leases occur
along the various alternative routes

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations
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Parallel Linear Energy Facilities

3.2.10 Land Use

Existing linear energy-related facilities in the study corridors include transmission lines and pipelines.
Table 3-144 provides a description of the major transmission line rights-of-way (230kV and greater)
relevant to the study corridors. Table 3-145 provides a description of the owners of the major pipelines
(greater than 6 inches) paralleled by the Project (refer to Maps 2-1a, 2-1b, and Map 3-6 for the locations

of these facilities.).

TABLE 3-144

MAJOR TRANSMISSION LINE RIGHTS-OF-WAY

Linear Facility Name

Links Paralleled

Alternative Routes Paralleled

Difficulty to Miners 230-
kilovolt (kV)

W15, W16, W21, W22

All WYCO alternative routes and route
variations

Miners to Foote Creek 230kV

W22

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Miners to Sinclair 230kV

W21, W22, W30, W35, W36

All WYCO alternative routes and route
variations

W30, W32, W101, W102, W109,

All WYCO alternative routes and route

Sinclair to Bar X 230kV W125, W128 variations

Hayden to Craig 230kV C101, C105 WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
Craig to Ault 345kV C101, C105 WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
Craig to Bears Ears 345kV C101, C105 WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
Craig to Rifle 230kV C101, C105 WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
Craig to Rifle 345kV C101, C105, C106, WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Bears Ears to Bonanza 345kV

C91, C92, C101, C105, C106,
C170, C171,C172, C173, C174,
Cl175, C177, C186, C187, C188,
U242, U280, U285, U300

All Project Alternatives

Camp Williams to Sigurd
Reroute 1 and 2 - 345kV

U650

All COUT BAX and COUT alternative
routes and route variations

Mona to Bonanza 345kV

U241, U280, U285, U300, U310,
U390, U391, U410, U420, U421,
U424, U425, U426, U427, U428,
U429, U430, U433, U539, U460,
U621, U625, U631, U636, U637,
U638, U639, U650

All COUT BAX and COUT alternative
routes and route variations

Spanish Fork to Emery 345kV

U433, U460, U498, U530, U537,
U539, U544, U548, U585, U586,
U587, U600, U628, U731, U765

All COUT BAX and COUT alternative
routes and route variations

Spanish Fork to Huntington
345kV

U433, U460, U498, U530, U537,
U539, U544, U548, U585, U586,
U587, U600, U628, U629, U765

All COUT BAX and COUT alternative
routes and route variations

Mona to Huntington 345kV

U629, U630, U631, U636, U637,
U638, U639, U650

All COUT BAX and COUT alternative
routes and route variations

All COUT BAX and COUT alternative

Mona to Intermountain 345kV | U650 L.
routes and route variations

Mona to Oquirrh 500KV U650 All COUT BAX anq COUT alternative
routes and route variations

Sigurd to Mona 345kV U650 All COUT BAX and COUT alternative

routes and route variations

Huntington to Pinto 345kV

U487, U488, U498, U628, U629,
U728, U729, U730, U732, U733,
U734, U765

All COUT BAX alternative routes,
COUT-1

Huntington to Emery 345kV

U498, U628, U629, U731, U765

All COUT BAX alternative routes and
COUT-I
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TABLE 3-145
OWNERS OF MAJOR PIPELINES PARALLELED BY THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Relevant Alternative Routes
w v w w w
I I A M
SE| S5 | S35 =% ﬁ ! ﬁ S| SR ST | =
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ds| oS |e8s|os 5 DECH RORCE IR B =R =
> > >l == =|F > | B> o
o &) Qw0 2 el = o
2| =e|=E|=¢g|3|3|3|cE|ae|lcg|0|C
2| 22|22|F2|S|8|S|8E|S2|8¢2
& 7 N - = - -~
Owner
Private vV vV
Anadarkq Petroleum v v v v
Corporation
Chevron Corporation v v v | VIV
Devon Energy Corporation v v 4 4
El Paso Corporation v v v vV VIV VvV v v V]V
Energy Transfer Partners LP VvV
Egterprise Products Partners sl v v v v s
General Electric Company v v v v
Kinder Morgan Inc. v v v v
MidAmerican Energy Holdings v
Company
OneOk Inc. v v v v
Plains All American GP LLC v v v vV VIV Vv v v vV
Questar Corporation v 4 4 v I vVIiVvIvI] Vv v v V]V
Sinclair Oil Corporation v v v v
Source Gas LLC v vV vV
Williams Companies Inc. VvV v v v | VIV
Xcel Energy Inc. v VvV

Utility Corridors

There are two types of designated utility corridors in the study corridors: the DOE WWEC and individual
federal agency RMP corridors. These corridors are shown on Maps 2-1a and 2-1b.

Department of Energy West-wide Energy Corridors

As directed by Congress in Section 368 of Energy Policy Act of 2005, codified in 42 U.S.C 15926°,
participating agencies examined the energy infrastructure issues in the west and proposed to designate
energy corridors on federal land for oil, gas, and hydrogen pipelines and electricity transmission and
distribution facilities in 11 western states (including Wyoming, Colorado, and Utah).

Several agencies also proposed to amend their respective land use management plans or similar land use
plans, as appropriate, to include the designated energy corridors on land administered by their agency, if
designated corridors occur on those lands. The Fillmore Field office did not amend the House Range
RMP, due to a moratorium on planning.

*P.L. 109-58, title III, §368, Aug. 8, 2005, 119 Stat. 727.
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In July 2012, the Obama administration agreed to settle a 2009 lawsuit against the Departments of
Interior, Agriculture, and Energy filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California by
15 plaintiffs regarding the DOE WWECs. The lawsuit claimed that the utility corridors encouraged coal-
fired power in the West and, in several areas, ignored or underserved renewable energy resources (DOE

and BLM 2008).

The settlement requires that the BLM, USFS, and DOE look at each corridor and evaluate how it
facilitates renewable energy, avoids environmentally sensitive areas, and prevents a dense web of
transmission and pipeline infrastructure. The settlement gives the BLM and USFS the authority to
reassess the corridors and revise, delete, or potentially add new corridors. Specific corridors outlined in
the settlement have environmental concerns identified by conservation groups (hereafter referred to as
corridors of concern). The Project alternative routes that are currently located within the corridors of
concern (Table 3-146) will require additional assessment to ensure all impacts are addressed. Other
Project alternative routes are being analyzed in addition to the alternative routes within the WWECs.

TABLE 3-146

WEST-WIDE ENERGY CORRIDORS OF CONCERN
COINCIDING WITH PROJECT ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Concern(s)

General
Location

Relevant Alternative
Routes

Reason for Locating
Alternative Route
within the Corridor

Corridor Number 66-212

Access to coal-fired power plant and
impacts on National Historic Places,
America’s Byways, Old Spanish

Grand and Carbon
counties, Utah

All COUT BAX
alternative routes,
COUT-B-5, COUT-

To be located within
Moab and Price Field
Offices designated

National Historic Trail, Bureau of C-5, COUT-H, utility corridors
Land Management Wilderness Study COUT-I
Area, Utah-proposed Wilderness, To parallel existing
critical habitat; adjacent to Arches 138-kilovolt (kV) and
National Park 46KV transmission
lines
Corridor Number 126-258

Access to coal-fired power plant

Uintah County, Utah

COUT-A and COUT-
B alternative routes
and route variations

To parallel existing
345kV transmission
line

Corridor Number 66-259

Access to coal-fired power plant

Wasatch and Utah
counties, Utah

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

To be located within
Salt Lake Bureau of
Land Management
Field Office and
Uintah National
Forest designated
utility
corridor/window and
parallel existing
345kV transmission
line

not corridors of concern.

SOURCE: Exhibit A to Settlement Agreement, The Wilderness Society et al. v. United States Department of the Interior et al.,
Case No. 3:09-cv-030480-JW (Northern District of California) (The Wilderness Society 2012)
NOTE: Other West-wide Energy Corridors coincide with project alternative routes and are not reported here because they are
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Bureau of Land Management and U.S. Forest Service Designated Utility Corridors

In addition to the DOE WWECs, the BLM and USFS have utility corridors designated under their related
RMPs and LRMPs. Within the 2-mile-wide study corridors, the BLM has designated corridors in the field
offices of Rawlins in Wyoming; Little Snake, Grand Junction, and White River in Colorado; and Moab
and Price in Utah. The USFS has designated corridors in the Uinta and Manti-La Sal National Forests.
There are various types of designations for these corridors, including overheard utilities only,
underground utilities only, and overhead and underground utilities. These corridors are shown on

Maps 2-1a and 2-1b.

Existing Land Use

General Developed Land Uses

Table 3-147 lists the types of general development within the 2-mile-wide alternative route study
corridors by alternative that could potentially be affected by the Project.

TABLE 3-147
GENERAL DEVELOPED LAND USES

Relevant Alternative
Type of Development Description Routes
Agricultural uses in the study corridors include
dryland farmland, irrigated farmland,
agriculture stockyards, outstructures, fallow

] o . . farmland, farm complexes, horse farms, and All Project alternative
Agriculture (irrigated [including raneeland
! geland. routes and route
center-pivot], rangeland, dryland) . . . . e
Agriculture is a major source of income for variations

private landowners and provides benefits to
cities, towns, and counties throughout the
Project Study Area.

Commercial uses in the study corridors
include restaurants, gas stations, banks,
grocery stores, motels and hotels, service
stations, retail businesses, office buildings,

All Project alternative

Commercial . . routes and route

mixed-use development, and other businesses. L

. . . variations

The concentrations of commercial use mainly

occur near population centers and along major

transportation corridors.

Industrial uses in the study corridors include

light and heavy industrial areas, oil and gas

extraction, coal mining, gravel extraction, All Project alternative
Industrial landfills, salvage yards, sewage and water routes and route

treatment plants, tailing ponds, warehouse variations

business, manufacturing companies, storage
facilities, and other industrial uses.
Public/Quasi-public uses in the study corridors
include prisons, government buildings,
cemeteries, museums, community centers,
places of worship, and hospitals. Public/quasi-
public uses occur near populated areas in all
three states.

All Project alternative
routes and route
variations

Public/Quasi-public
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TABLE 3-147
GENERAL DEVELOPED LAND USES

Relevant Alternative
Type of Development Description Routes
Rangeland uses that occur in the study
corridors include livestock grazing and
hunting of animals. These areas are sometimes | All Project alternative
Rangeland grassy, but often sparsely vegetated and are routes and route
usually not maintained to sustain livestock variations

(unlike areas that are maintained by utilizing
irrigation, spraying for weeds, etc.)
Residential uses in the study corridors includes
low, medium, and high-density’ single-family

residential', multi-family residential (e.g., All Project alternative
Residential apartment complex), rural residential, and routes and route
mobile home parks. Residences are found variations

throughout with concentrated areas near
population centers.
Residential Mixed Use (Authorized) in the

Residential Mixed Use study corridors includes subdivisions that have All COUT BAX -
. . . . COUT alternative routes
(Authorized) been authorized and are moving forward with .
. and route variations
construction.

School and educational facilities in the study

X . . WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1,
corridors include primary schools, secondary

all COUT BAX, and all

School and Educational Facilities schools, and colleges. Schools and educational COUT alternative routes
facilities are typically located near population .
centers. and route variations
Utilities in the study corridors include power

Utilities (substations, renewable plants, substations, wind farms, pipelines, All Project alternative

and fossil fuel ower, Jants) pipeline pump stations, canals, dams, water routes and route
owers, and wells. Utility land uses are foun variations

powerp t d wells. Utility land found t

throughout the study corridor.

NOTE:

'For the purpose of this inventory, residential densities were defined as:
e Rural residential/low density — 0 to 2 dwelling units per acre
e Medium density — 3 to 8 dwelling units per acre
o High density — 9 or more dwelling units per acre

Authorized Projects

Authorized Residential/Mixed-use Residential Subdivisions

Table 3-148 lists authorized residential and mixed-use residential subdivisions within the 2-mile-wide
alternative route study corridors by alternative that could potentially be affected by the Project.

TABLE 3-148
AUTHORIZED RESIDENTIAL AND MIXED-USE RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS
Subdivision Name Description’ Relevant Alternative Routes

68 lots proposed for mixed-use
residential and recreational
development, with a few existing | COUT-A and COUT-B alternative
structures, located on the routes and route variations
western edge of the City of
Roosevelt

Airport Estates Subdivision

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project Page 3-647



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10 Land Use

TABLE 3-148

AUTHORIZED RESIDENTIAL AND MIXED-USE RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS

Subdivision Name

Description’

Relevant Alternative Routes

Arch View Ranchettes Subdivision

5 lots for mixed-use residential
and recreational development
located approximately 15 miles
west of the City of Duchesne; no
residences have been built to
date

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Brad Knight Subdivision

5 lots to be used for residential
development with 4 existing
residences, approximately

2 miles south of Roosevelt City

COUT-A and COUT-B and route
variations

Castle Gate Addition Subdivision

Residential subdivision that a
majority of the lots have been
built out, located in the western
portion of Helper City limits

COUT-H

Cedar Mountain No. 6 and 6A
Subdivision

195 lots of mixed-use residential
and recreational development
approximately 22 miles west of
Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Cedar Mountain No. 8 Subdivision

33 lots of mixed-use residential
and recreational development
approximately 6 miles west of
Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Cedar Mountain No. 9 Subdivision

322 lots of mixed-use residential
and recreational development
with a few existing structures,
approximately 13 miles west of
Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Clear Creek Subdivision

Residential subdivision located
approximately 4 miles south of
the Town of Scofield

COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Dale Gines Subdivision

10 lots of residential
development with 5 existing
residences located approximately
6 miles north of Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Deer Acre Plat "B" Subdivision

Residential subdivision with 2
houses built; on the eastern edge
of the municipal boundary of
Nephi City

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route variations

Deer Field Subdivision

8 lots of residential development
with 1 existing residence
approximately 25 miles west of
Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Elk Tracks at Golden Eagle
Subdivision

Mixed-use residential
development with a few existing
structures located approximately
5 miles northwest of Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Fitch’s Subdivision

Residential subdivision located
on the western portion of the city
limits of Helper

COUT-H
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TABLE 3-148
AUTHORIZED RESIDENTIAL AND MIXED-USE RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS
Subdivision Name Description’ Relevant Alternative Routes

4 lots of residential
development, with 1 existing
Fruitland Ranchettes Subdivision building being used as sales COUT-A, COUT-A-1
office approximately 5 miles
northwest of Duchesne
Residential subdivision located
Giocoletto Subdivision on the northern portion of the COUT-H
city limits of Helper

9 40-acre lots, one existing
Golden Eagle Subdivision residence; located approximately | COUT-A, COUT-A-1
24 miles west of Duchesne

50 lots mixed-use residential and
recreational development with a
Great Basin Estates I Subdivision few existing structures COUT-A, COUT-A-1
approximately 7 miles northwest
of Duchesne

38 lot residential development
with lexisting residence and a
large riding arena, approximately
24 miles west of Duchesne

9 lot residential development,
approximately 1 acre each with 5

Hidden Meadow Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

COUT-A and COUT-B and route

Highland Estates Subdivision existing residences; .
; . variations

approximately 2 miles south of

Roosevelt City

12 lot residential development

o with 6 existing residences; COUT-A and COUT-B and route

Ioka Meadows Subdivision ) . L

approximately 2 miles southwest | variations

of Roosevelt City

14 lot residential development
with 2 existing residences;
approximately 23 miles west of
Duchesne

6 lot residential development
with 3 existing residences;
approximately 6 miles west of
Roosevelt City

Residential and recreational
Moondance Ranch Phases I and II development, 40-acre lot size;
Subdivision located approximately 6 miles
southeast of Duchesne
Residential development with
existing structures; located COUT-A, COUT-B, and COUT-C and
approximately 7 miles northeast | route variations

of Fountain Green

Residential development located
New Helper Townsite Subdivision | on the northern portion of the COUT-H
city limits of Helper
11 lots of residential
development, approximately 1- COUT-A and COUT-B and route
acre lots; located approximately | variations

3 miles from Roosevelt City

Lazy JP Ranchettes Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Ledge Rock Cove Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

COUT-B and route variations

Mount Baldy Subdivision

Pheasant Run Subdivision
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TABLE 3-148
AUTHORIZED RESIDENTIAL AND MIXED-USE RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS
Subdivision Name Description’ Relevant Alternative Routes
Residential development with
Soldier Summit Estates Subdivision lexistigg residence; ‘located COUT-A, COUT—B, and COUT-C and
approximately 13 miles north of | route variations

Scofield

4 lots of residential

development; 1 existing
residence located approximately
5 miles north of Duchesne.

46 lots, with 4 developed lots,
mainly vacant; located
approximately 25 miles west of
Duchesne

Residential and recreational
subdivision with a few existing
structures; located approximately
5 miles southeast of Duchesne
25 lot residential development
with 12 existing residences;
located approximately 26 miles
west of Duchesne

34 lots with 12 developed lots
and 2 existing residences; COUT-A and COUT-B and route
located approximately 4 miles variations

southwest of Roosevelt City
Residential and recreational
subdivision with a few existing
Tabby Shadows Subdivision structures; located approximately | COUT-A, COUT-A-1
15 miles west-northwest of
Duchesne

8 lot residential development
with no existing structures;
located approximately 5 miles
north of Duchesne

Residential and recreational
subdivision; located
approximately 25 miles west of

River Breeze Estates Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Robbers Roost Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Silver Moon Subdivision COUT-B and route variations

Sundown Ridge Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Sunrise Estates

Uintah Haven Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Valle Del Padre Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Duchesne
Residential (1/2-acre lot size)
View Subdivision subdivision; located COUT-A and COUT-B and route
approximately 2 miles south of variations
Roosevelt City

Residential (1/5-acre lot size)
and recreational development
Vista Valley Subdivision with a few existing structures; COUT-A, COUT-A-1
located approximately 18 miles
west of Duchesne

Residential and commercial

. o development; located COUT-A and COUT-B and route
Vonsville Subdivision i . .
approximately 1 mile southwest | variations
of Roosevelt City
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TABLE 3-148

AUTHORIZED RESIDENTIAL AND MIXED-USE RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS
Subdivision Name Description’ Relevant Alternative Routes
11 lots of residential
development with 1 existing
residence; located approximately
26 miles west of Duchesne
Mixed-use residential
development with 3 lots and one
existing residence; located
approximately 20 miles west of
Duchesne

Wasatch Meadow Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

West Star Properties Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

31 lot residential development
with 2 existing residences;
located approximately 20 miles
west of Duchesne

Young Meadows Subdivision COUT-A, COUT-A-1

NOTE: 'The number of homes that have been built per subdivision is based on information received in the fall and winter of
2012.

Authorized Projects

Table 3-149 lists other authorized projects in the study corridor that could be potentially affected by the
Project. As discussed previously, these projects have not yet been built, but could be constructed any time
and, for purposes of this analysis, are being considered an existing land use. The other authorized projects

crossed are listed by alternative in Section 3.2.10.5.

TABLE 3-149

AUTHORIZED PROJECTS IN THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDOR

Project Name

Description

Relevant Alternative Routes

Anadarko Atlantic Rim Natural
Gas Project

Oil and/or gas development in
Carbon County, Wyoming, south of
Interstate 80, east of Wyoming
Highway 789

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations

Anadarko Petroleum
Corporation
Ferron Natural Gas Project

Oil and/or gas development north of
Price, Utah

COUT BAX-C, COUT BAX-E,
COUT-I

Andalex Resources Inc.
Centennial Mine

Coal mine 6 miles northeast of
Helper, Utah

COUT-I

Berry Petroleum South Unit Oil
and Gas Development

Oil and/or gas development between
Antelope and Sowers Canyon in the
Duchesne Ranger District

COUT-B and route variations

Bill Barrett Corporation
Blacktail Ridge Exploration and
Development Agreement

Oil and/or gas development west of
Duchesne, Utah

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Bill Barrett Corporation Lake
Canyon Exploration and
Development Agreement

Oil and/or gas development south of
Fruitland, Utah

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Blue Mountain Energy Inc.
Deserado Mine

Coal mine near the Moffat and Rio
Blanco county lines

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Canyon Fuel Company LLC
Skyline Mine

Coal mine 3 miles west of Clear
Creek, Utah

COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Canyon Fuel Company Soldier
Canyon Mine

Coal mine 12 miles northeast of
Wellington, Utah

COUT-I
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TABLE 3-149

AUTHORIZED PROJECTS IN THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDOR

Project Name

Description

Relevant Alternative Routes

Encana North Chapita Wells
Natural Gas Development

Oil and/or gas development 6 miles
northwest of Bonanza, Utah

COUT-C and route variations,
COUT-H, COUT-I

Enterprise Mid-America Pipeline
Western Expansion II Project

Pipeline that crosses Baxter Pass in
Colorado and turns west and
proceeds along Interstate 70 to
Thompson Springs, Utah

All COUT BAX alternative routes

EOG Resources Inc. Chapita
Wells-Stagecoach Area Natural
Gas Development

Oil and/or gas development 10 miles
southeast of Ouray, Colorado

COUT-C and route variations,
COUT-H, COUT-1

Flatirons Resource LLC No. 1-4
Helium Well Project Pipeline

Industrial pipeline 15 miles
southwest of Mack, Colorado

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Gasco Energy Inc.
Uinta Natural Gas Development
Project

Oil and/or gas development
T9-11S, R14-19E

COUT-C and route variations,
COUT-H, COUT-1

Hiawatha Coal Company Inc.

Coal mine 15 miles southwest of

Wildcat Loadout

Hiawatha Mine Price, Utah COUT BAX-E
Intermountain Power Agenc Coal mine 3 miles west of U.S.
geney Highway 6, on Consumers Road near | COUT-H

Helper, Utah

Interwest Mining Company
Deer Creek Coal Mine, Coal
Exploration

Coal mine
T16S, R6E, Sec. 22-27

COUT BAX-B, COUT BAX-C,
COUT-I

Kerr-McGee Oil and Gas
Onshore LP
Greater Natural Buttes Project

Oil and/or gas development in
T8S, R20-23E

T9S, R20-24E

T10S, R20-23E

T11S, R12-22E

COUT-C and route variations,
COUT-H, COUT-I

Newfield Gusher Development

Oil and/or gas development
5 miles northeast of Randlett, Utah

COUT-A and COUT-B and route
variations

Coal and Non-Coal Mine
Development

Throughout the Wyoming and Utah
portion of the Project Study Area

All Project alternative routes

Oil and gas development leases
(BLM)

Throughout the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) White River
Field Office

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations and all COUT BAX
alternative routes

Throughout the BLM Little Snake
Field Office

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Throughout the BLM Grand Junction
Field Office

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Throughout the BLM Vernal Field
Office

All COUT alternative routes

Throughout the BLM Richfield Field
Office

All COUT BAX alternative routes,
COUT-H, and COUT-I

Throughout the BLM Price Field
Office

All COUT BAX alternative routes,
COUT-H, and COUT-I

Throughout the BLM Moab Field
Office

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Oil and gas development leases
(State)

Throughout the Wyoming portion of
the Project Study Area

All WY CO alternative routes and
route variations

Throughout the Colorado portion of
the Project Study Area

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations and all COUT
alternative routes and route variations
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TABLE 3-149
AUTHORIZED PROJECTS IN THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDOR
Project Name Description Relevant Alternative Routes

All COUT alternative routes and

Oil and gas development leases Throughout the Utah portion of the route variations and all COUT BAX

(State) Project Study Area .

alternative routes
Oil Shale and/or Tar Sands Throughout the Utah portion of the COUT-C and route variations,
development leases Project Study Area COUT-H, COUT-I
PacifiCorp Seven Mile Hill Wind energy facility 42 miles All WY CO alternative routes and
Wind Energy Facility northeast of Rawlins, Wyoming route variations

Substation 2 miles southeast of

PacifiCorp Standpipe Substation Hanna, Wyoming

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Petro-Canada Resources (USA)
Inc. Rye Patch Environmental
Assessment

Power Company of Wyoming
Chokecherry and Sierra Madre
Wind Farm

Questar Exploration and
Production Company

Greater Deadman Bench

Oil and/or gas development 21 miles | COUT-C and route variations,
south of Duchesne, Utah COUT-H, COUT-I

Wind energy facility south of WYCO alternative routes and route
Interstate 80 and Rawlins, Wyoming | variations

Oil and/or gas development COUT-A and COUT-B and route
8 miles northeast of Ouray, Colorado | variations

Pipeline which extends from
Roosevelt, Utah, to the west 9 miles
Highway/road from Ouray, Colorado | COUT-C and route variations,
to Uintah county line COUT-H, COUT-I

Coal mine 3 miles of Hiawatha, Utah | COUT BAX-E

Roosevelt Pipeline COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Seep Ridge Road

Sunnyside Cogeneration
Associates Star Point Waste Fuel

Utah Nat}onal Gua'rd - Military Training/Testing Site 6

Engineering Battalion Training . . COUT-I

Area miles east of Price, Utah

Wh¥t§ Sands Missile Launch Military .trammg/testmg site near All COUT BAX alternative routes
Facility Green River, Utah

XTO Energy Riverbend Oil and/or gas development COUT-C and route variations,
Directional Infill T10S, R19-20E COUT-H, COUT-I

Grazing Allotments

Grazing allotments cover large areas of BLM- and USFS-administered lands within the 2-mile-wide
alternative route study corridors. Grazing allotments are designated primarily for grazing cattle and sheep.
The BLM objective for grazing lands is to ensure the long-term health and productivity of these lands,
and to create multiple environmental benefits that result in healthy watersheds (BLM 2012b). Livestock
grazing is managed in accordance with Rangeland Health Standards. The number of authorized animal
unit months on BLM-administered lands can vary depending on factors such as drought, wildfire, and
market conditions (BLM 2012b).

USFS range management objectives are similar to BLM objectives, with the earliest publication of
grazing controls on USFS land dating back to 1905. USFS (2005) objectives for range management
include:

m  Managing range vegetation to protect basic soil and water resources, providing for ecological
diversity, improving or maintaining environmental quality, and meeting public needs for
interrelated resource uses.
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m Integrating management of range vegetation with other resource programs to achieve multiple use
objectives contained in Forest LRMPs.

m  Providing for livestock forage, wildlife food and habitat, outdoor recreation, and other resource
values dependent on range vegetation.

m  Contributing to the economic and social well-being of people by providing opportunities for
economic diversity and by promoting stability for communities that depend on range resources
for their livelihood.

m  Providing expertise on range ecology, botany, and management of grazing animals.

States also lease land for grazing and have similar systems in place for the proper management of grazing
leases. Grazing also is a major land use activity on private land. Table 3-150 identifies the grazing

allotments by jurisdiction.

TABLE 3-150
GRAZING ALLOTMENTS WITHIN THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDOR
Number of
Allotments Total Acres
Crossed by Total Allotment Affected by Relevant Alternative
Managing Agency Project Acres Project Routes
Wyoming Bureau of Land Management Field Offices
All WYCO alternative
Rawlins Field Office 56 1,870,978 374,511 routes and route
variations
Wyoming State Land
. All WYCO alternative
Wyoming Office of State 29 18,934 12,312 routes and route
Lands and Investments .
variations
Colorado Bureau of Land Management Field Offices
Grand Junction Field 3 120,607 26.971 All COUT BAX
Office alternative routes
All WYCO alternative
Little Snake Field Office 40 585,230 120,340 routes and route
variations
All Project alternative
White River Field Office 24 780,338 121,757 routes and route
variations
Colorado State Land
All WYCO alternative
Colorado State Land 140 53,010 36,384 | routes and route
Board .
variations
Utah Bureau of Land Management Field Offices
All COUT BAX and
Fillmore Field Office 2 5,823 620 | COUT alternative
routes and route
variations
Moab Field Office 13 774,382 93,083 | All COUTBAX
alternative routes
All COUT BAX and
Richfield Field Office 4 9,174 g300 | COUT alternative
routes and route
variations
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TABLE 3-150
GRAZING ALLOTMENTS WITHIN THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDOR
Number of
Allotments Total Acres
Crossed by Total Allotment Affected by Relevant Alternative
Managing Agency Project Acres Project Routes
All COUT BAX
. . alternative routes and
Price Field Office 66 800,095 268,847 Alternatives COUT-H
and COUT-I
COUT-A, COUT-B,
Salt Lake Field Office 4 956 665 and COUT-C and route
variations
All COUT alternative
Vernal Field Office 34 1,030,783 169,174 routes and route
variations
Utah State Land
All COUT BAX and
State Institutional Trust COUT alternative
Lands Administration 19 188,602 111,205 routes and route
variations
National Forests
All COUT alternative
Ashley National Forest 10 134,626 24,649 routes and route
variations
All COUT BAX
Manti-La Sal National alternative routes,
Forest 29 216,149 44,659 | COUT-A, COUT-A-1,
COUT-H, COUT-I
All COUT BAX and
Uinta National Forest 13 190,219 31219 | COUT alternative
routes and route
variations

NOTE: The unit in Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest called “Watershed Closure” is not included in the numbers above.
The unit in the White River Field Office called “Unallotted” is also not included in the numbers above.

Communication Facilities

Numerous types of communication facilities, including Antenna Structure Registration, cellular towers,
FM radio towers, LM communication towers, LM private communication towers, microwave towers, TV
NTSC towers, and other communication facilities were identified during the detailed land use inventory
(Table 3-151, MV-13). Communication facilities are owned and operated by several public and private

companies.
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TABLE 3-151
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES BY STATE

Relevant Alternative Routes
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TABLE 3-151
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES BY STATE
Relevant Alternative Routes
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COMMUNICATION FACILITIES BY STATE

TABLE 3-151
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TABLE 3-151
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES BY STATE
Relevant Alternative Routes
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Forestry and Woodland Products

Collection of firewood, Christmas trees, wood for fence posts, pine nuts, timber, and other special forest
products is permitted on BLM and USFS lands. Table 3-152 provides a description of the allowable
collection of forestry and woodland products on the lands managed by each agency’s RMP.

TABLE 3-152
FORESTRY AND WOODLAND PRODUCTS BY STATE
Plan Source
Managing Agency Information Acres Available Products
Wyoming
Bureau of Land Rawlins Resource Fuel-wood, posts and
Management (BLM) Management Plan 196,000 poles, Christmas trees,
Rawlins Field Office (RMP) and wildings
Colorado
glfﬁé[eGrand Junction Field f({}lr\?[;d Junction 112,000 Firewood and timber
BLM Little Snake Field . que:sted lands within the 1.3 Firewood, Christmas
Office Little Snake RMP mllllon acres rpanaged by the trees. and timber
Little Snake Field Office ’
Timberland — A total of
400 acres would be
available for harvest at a
oo . 100-year rotation rate.
glfdé\g eWhlte River Field White River RMP 27,000 Woodland — A total of
27,600 acres would be
available for
commercial harvest at a
100-year rotation rate
Utah
BLM Fillmore Field Office | House Range RMP 75,000 Fuel-wood and posts
BLM Moab Field Office | Moab RMP 1,166,000 Woodland harvest and
gathering
Controls harvest of forest and
woodland products through
permitting. Permits will specify Fuel-wood, timber,
BLM Price Field Office Price RMP area, timing, and type of product | posts, nuts, and
according to the prescriptions of | Christmas trees
the Forest and Woodlands
Management Plan.
Provide for commercial and
noncommercial use of forest and
woodland products where
sustainable and compatible with
restoring, maintaining, and
improving woodland health in
. . areas specified by permit. Fuel-wood, timber,
glf“é\g eRIChﬁeld Field Richfield RMP Wilderness Study Areas, the 12 posts, pine nuts, and
non-Wilderness Study Area lands | Christmas trees
with wilderness characteristics
(78,600 acres), and suitable Wild
and Scenic River corridors would
be closed to commercial and
noncommercial use of forest and
woodland products.
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TABLE 3-152
FORESTRY AND WOODLAND PRODUCTS BY STATE
Plan Source
Managing Agency Information Acres Available Products
Fuel-wood, biomass,
posts, pine nuts,

BLM Vernal Field Office | Vernal RMP 546,000 Christmas and
ornamental live trees,
and other special forest
products

Harvest of saw timber for

commercial or individual use

shall not be allowed anywhere on

public land within the Pony

Express Resource Area except

for maintenance practices such as

thinning, disease control, wildlife

improvements, and watershed

enhancement. The harvest of

pinyon pine for use as Christmas

trees, either commercially or
BLM Salt Lake Field Pony Express 1gd1v14ually, shall be at Fhe Christmas trees,
Office RMP discretion of the Authorized firewood, fence posts

Officer. All other areas of juniper ’

forest on public land within the

Pony Express Resource Area

shall remain open to harvesting

of firewood, fence posts,

Christmas trees or any other

juniper products as defined in the

Tooele County Woodland

Management Plan and the Utah

Supplemental Guidance:

Management of Woodland

Resources.

. Fuel-wood, posts, pine

Ashley National Forest ?Osgsetyg\lg\t/l[%nal 530,000 nuts, and Christmas
trees

Manti-La Sal National Manti-La Sal Clgssﬂied as tentatively

Forest LRMP 368,000 suited fgr timber
production
Timber harvest

Uinta Final gctivities will b§ '

UinFa—Wasatch—Cache Environmental 39,000 g)ng iiiir;lezr;tigrle)grﬁ::llt{l

National Forest Impact Statement .

LRMP concerns, suph as insect
and disease infestations
and hazardous fuels.

Minerals and Mining

There are many types of mineral and mining operations within the 2-mile-wide alternative route study
corridors. The main types of mining are liquid extraction (oil and gas), mining extraction (gravel, coal,
hardrock), and gas extraction (natural gas).
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Liquid extraction occurs throughout the study corridors, with large authorized oil and gas leases occurring
in central Wyoming, western Colorado, and eastern Utah. Mining extraction is also prevalent, with major
coal mining operations such as Black Butte, Deserado, ColoWyo, Bonanza, Tri-State Generation and
Transmission’s Craig Station, and reclaimed mines (e.g., Hanna Coal Mine), occurring within the 2-mile-
wide alternative route study corridor.

Mineral materials in the study corridors are used for the construction of roads, highways, and commercial
and residential development. The BLM has active contracts for private extraction of sand, gravel, and
building stone, as well as free-use permits (agreements between government and nonprofit organizations
to extract and use mineral materials for nonindustrial and commercial purposes) with state and local
governments.

Mining claims are also present in the study corridors. Claims would be identified once a preferred route is
selected.

Superfund and Hazardous Waste Sites

A superfund site is identified by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as an uncontrolled or
abandoned place where hazardous waste is located which may possibly affect local ecosystems or people.
There are no EPA listed superfund or hazardous waste sites located within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridors (EPA 2012g).

Future Land Use

Future land uses within the 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors were identified by reviewing
agency project lists, as well as information provided by agencies, and consist of numerous proposed
developments. These developments are listed in Table 3-153 and include both approved and proposed
projects. For subdivisions that are partially built out, the number of structures that were existing as of
November 2011 also are mentioned in the table.

TABLE 3-153
FUTURE LAND USE BY STATE

Relevant Alternative

Project Name Description of Project Route(s)
Multi-State Project

A proposed approximately 725-mile-long,

600-kilovolt (kV) high-voltage direct-current All Project alternative

transmission line with a 3,000-megawatt routes and route

capacity that begins in Wyoming and variations

terminate in Nevada

A proposed approximately 1,000-mile long,

500-kilovolt transmission project that begins at | All WYCO alternative

TransWest Express Transmission
Line

Gateway West Transmission

Proicct the Windstar Substation near the Dave routes and route
) Johnston Power Plant in Wyoming to the variations
Hemingway Substation near Melba, Idaho
Wyoming
BP Continental Divide-Creston Oil agd/or gas d@velopmfznt 25 miles west of All WY CO alternative
. Rawlins, Wyoming within Carbon and routes and route
Natural Gas Project ; S
Sweetwater counties varlations
Proposed coal mine northeast of the Town of All WYCO alternative
. Hanna, Wyoming; proposed by Ambre
Rosebud Mine 1 . routes and route
Energy; exploratory drilling planned in the variations

existing re-claimed mine area
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TABLE 3-153
FUTURE LAND USE BY STATE

Relevant Alternative

Project Name Description of Project Route(s)
Wind energy facility 2 miles southwest of All WY CO alternative
Whirlwind I Rawlins, Wyoming routes and route
variations

Colorado

Clouse No. 1 and No. 2 Simple
Land Divisions

Proposed land division in Mesa County;
Clouse No. 1 exemption plat is directly
attached to Clouse No. 1 Simple Land
Division

All COUT BAX
alternative routes

Utah

Bill Barrett Corporation Blacktail
Ridge

Oil and/or gas development in Duchesne
County, eight miles east of Fruitland, Utah,
and two miles north of U.S. Highway 40

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Duchesne County Victory Pipeline

Approximately 29 miles long; a water pipeline
in Duchesne County; Designed to transport
water from the Starvation Reservoir Water

All COUT-A and
COUT-B route

Green River Industrial

Treatment Plant to Roosevelt, Utah variations
Emery County Potential Wind Location of possible wind farm in Emery COUT BAX-C
Farm County
Flat Canyon Coal Lease Tract Coal mine 5 miles west of Clear Creek, Utah ggg;ﬁAX_E’

Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands

Administration lease for the Blue Castle All COUT BAX

Project, a proposed 2-unit nuclear power plant
near the City of Green River

alternative routes

Juab County Loop Road

Proposed loop/belt route type extension for
Interstate 15

All COUT BAX and
COUT alternative routes
and route variations

Mona South Pumped Storage
Project

Pumped storage project located in Wide
Canyon, 4 miles southwest of Mona, Utah

All COUT BAX and
COUT alternative routes
and route variations

Narrows Proposed Reservoir and
associated facilities

Bureau of Reclamation and Sanpete Water
Conservancy District proposed this reservoir
and associated facilities; approximately 669
acres

All COUT BAX
alternative routes,
COUT-H, COUT-I

. Vegetation management project 3 miles west COUT BAX-E,
Shalom Fuels Project of Clear Creek, Utah COUT-H
. Recreation trail located 9 miles east of Thistle, All COUT alternative
Sheep Creek Trail Utah routes and route
variations

Strawberry Highlands Subdivision

Residential subdivision with a golf course;
located approximately 30 miles west of
Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Wasatch Natural Resources Long
Canyon Coal Lease

Coal mine 3 miles east of Scofield along a
north-south trending ridge east parallel to
Pleasant Valley/Scofield

COUT BAX-E,
COUT-H

Woodside Carbon Sequestration
Site

Potential carbon-sequestration site and
associated facilities

COUT BAX-C, COUT
BAX-E, COUT-H

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project

Page 3-663



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

To determine management direction from local municipalities within the study corridor,
general/comprehensive plan and zoning ordinances were reviewed. Zoning and general plan uses, within
the 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors, are predominantly grazing, agricultural activities,
parks/preservation areas, and industrial uses (e.g., urbanized, commercial, residential, etc.) uses generally
occur near cities and towns.

A generalized zoning data layer was compiled using city and county general plan mapping data. Where
general plan mapping data was not available, zoning ordinance mapping data was used. The following is a
list of each general/comprehensive plan and/or zoning ordinance for each municipality within the 2-mile-
wide alternative route study corridors reviewed for data inventory. Cities within the alternative route
study corridors are located under the applicable County their within. An asterisk symbol (*) is placed next
to the plans or ordinances used for impacts and mapping in the generalized zoning section.

Wyoming
m  Carbon County Comprehensive Land Use Plan (2012)
m  Carbon County Zoning Resolution (2004, 2009, 2010, 2011)*
e Zoning Ordinance of Baggs, Wyoming (1982)*
e Town of Hanna Zoning Ordinance (2007)*
e City of Rawlins Master Plan Update (1999)
e Rawlins Municipal Code (2010)
m  Sweetwater County Comprehensive Plan (2003, 2012)
m  Sweetwater County Growth Management Plan and Agreement (2003, 2011)*
Colorado
m  Garfield County Comprehensive Plan 2030 (2010)
Garfield County Land Use Resolution (2008)*
Mesa County Master Plan (2000)
Mesa County Land Development Code (2011)*
Moffat County/City of Craig Master Plan (2003)
The Moffat County Zoning and Resolution Map (1995)*
e City of Craig Land Use Code (2007)
e Town of Dinosaur Zoning Ordinance (1983)
Rio Blanco County Master Plan (2011)
m  Rio Blanco County Land Use Resolution (2002)
e Town of Rangely Comprehensive Plan 2004 to 2024 (2004)
e Rangely Municipal Code (2007)*
e Town of Meeker Comprehensive Plan (2005)
e The Meeker Zoning Ordinance (2006)
m  Routt County Master Plan (2003)
m  Routt County Zoning Regulations (1972)*

m  Carbon County Master Plan (1997)
m  The Development Code of Carbon County, Utah (2003)*
e Helper City, Utah General Plan (2005)
e City of Helper Zoning Ordinance (2004)*
e Price City General Plan (2009)
e The Land Use Development and Management Act of Price City (2010)
m 2008 Daggett County General Plan Update & Regional Planning Guide (2009)
The 1994 Amended Zoning Ordinance for the Unincorporated Area of Daggett County (2009)
m  Duchesne County General Plan (1997, 1998, 2005)
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m  Duchesne County Zoning Ordinance Amendment (2005)*
e Duchesne City, Utah City Code (2012)
e Myton City General Plan (2006)
e Roosevelt City General Plan (2010)
e Uniform Zoning Ordinance of Roosevelt City Corporation (2007)*
m  Emery County General Plan (1996, 1999)
m  Emery County Zoning Ordinance (2009)*
City of Green River General Plan (2005)
Castle Dale Zoning Map (No Date)*
Green River, Utah City Code (2010)*
Huntington General Plan (2007)*
Huntington City Approved Expansion Area Map (2008)
e Orangeville City General Plan (1999)
Grand County Utah General Plan 2012 (2012)
Grand County Land Use Code (2008)*
Juab County General Plan (1996)
Land Use Ordinance of Juab County, Utah (2007)*
e Nephi City General Plan (1996)
e Land Use Ordinance of Nephi City, Utah (2007)*
Sanpete County General Plan Update 2020 (2010)
m  Sanpete County Land Use Ordinance (2001, 2010)*
e Fairview City General Plan (2001)
e  Moroni City Zoning Map (2003)
e Mount Pleasant General Plan 2007 to 2017 (2007)
e Mount Pleasant City Zoning Regulations (1999)*
Uintah County General Plan (2005)
Uintah County Transportation Master Plan (2010)
Uintah County Land Use Plan (2010)
Uintah County Land Use Ordinance (2011)*
e Ballard City General Plan (2008)
e Ballard City Land Use Ordinances (2009)*
e Naples City General Plan (2000)
e Naples City Land Use Ordinance (2008)
Utah County General Plan (2006, 2007)
Utah County Land Use Ordinance (2010)*
Wasatch County General Plan 2001-2016 (2001)
Wasatch County Land Use and Development Code (2004)*

Zoning and general plan management direction within the 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors
are listed in Table 3-154.

Energy Zones

Several counties in the Project Study Area have created energy zones within their jurisdictions to
maximize efficient and responsible development of energy and mineral resources. Uintah, Carbon, and
Emery counties in Utah, and Sweetwater County in Wyoming, have adopted an energy zone component
to the counties’ ordinances and all of the counties have incorporated a map illustrating the energy zones.
These energy zones are typically designed as overlay zones to existing zones and general/comprehensive
plan designations. The energy zones are not analyzed or displayed on any maps within this EIS because
they are irrelevant to the proposed action
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3.2.10  Land Use
TABLE 3-154
ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION BY STATE WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS
Alternative Routes
A M N H I H R EHEE R R I I I I M EIHE
QOOOQOOOUOUOOOMQMSHSHHHHHSHHHHHSD
2(21812]812(8185 88 8 |2185(51E1815 515515 15 515 515 5]5 5]
Generalized Zoning 3333ggg33 3BBOOOOUUUUUUOOOUUUOUO
Land Use Code Layer Clo| ©
(Description) (MV-16a and MV-16b)
Wyoming
Carbon County Zoning Resolution (2004, 2009, 2010, and 2011)
C-1 (Neighborhood Commercial) Commercial vV
C-2 (Highway Commercial) Commercial Viivi]ivivilivivilivvIiviIiviIiviIivVvIYLIY) Y
MH (Heavy Industrial) Industrial 4
RAM (Ranching, Agriculture, Mining) Agriculture Viivi]ivivilivivilivvIviIiviviIivVviILIY] Y
RD (Residential single-family) Residential Viivi]ivivilivivilivvIliviIivivivVviIYLIY] Y
RRA (Rural Residential Agriculture) Residential SRR SN N R R AN R R anarans
Town of Hanna Zoning Ordinance (2007)
C (Commercial Business) Commercial vV
I (Industrial Business) Industrial Vv
R (Residential) Residential Vv
Zoning Resolution of Sweetwater County, Wyoming (2003 and 2012)
A (Agriculture) Agriculture ViV YL YL YL T
MD-1 (Mineral Development) Industrial VIiviIiviVIVIYIVI YL YL Y
Colorado
Garfield County Land Use Resolution (2008)
PL (Public Lands) Public/Quasi-public VvV
R (Rural) Residential Viv]Y
Mesa County Land Development Code (2011)
LL R/A 35+ (Large lot, residential/agricultural, 35+ .
Agriculture
acres)
R/A 35+ (Large lot residential/agriculture) Agriculture ViIiv]Y
The Moffat County Zoning and Resolution Map (1995)
A (Agriculture) Agriculture v vivi]iviiviiviv]iv]Iv]Vv v vVivi]ivi]iv])Vv v viiviiviv]| Vv v v v v v viviviiv] Vv v
B (Business) Commercial Vv VvVl YL YL YL YL YL YL YL YL Y
HI (Heavy Industrial) Industrial vV
LI (Light Industrial) Industrial vV
O (Open) Parks/Preservation vV
R-1 (Low Density Residence) Residential vV
R-2 (Medium Density Residence) Residential vV
R-R (Rural Residence) Residential vV
Rangely Municipal Code (2007)
Country Residential Viiv] v
Industrious Industrial Viiv] v
Native Parks/Preservation Viiv]v
Suburban Residential Viiv] v
Town Residential Viiv] v
Urban Residential Viiv] Vv
Rio Blanco County Land Use Resolution (2002)
A (Agriculture) Agriculture MMM AR ARl R e N Sl I s s s s a2 anans
MC (Mixed Commercial) Commercial VIv]Y
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3.2.10  Land Use
TABLE 3-154
ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION BY STATE WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS
Alternative Routes
Tl K || R T K| &P i il BN B ol M Bo - —la]l o] ]| w |l x| w
slal2l2lglelelelalz]|gls|5 22|21 5 (22222 al=]|2|S ||| e[c|E]|E
olelelelalelelelalelalelelelr|alalS]|e|lSlele=lelel=lS]le]le]lele]lE S =)
HHHEHHEHHEHHHEHEEHEEHHEHHEHHEHEHEHHHEEEE
Generalized Zoning zlz| = = zlz|2 = = zlezlzl2l3|la|°|c|~|o|c|c|T|c|e]|T|a|lalc|a|® O
Land Use Code Layer Clo| ©
(Description) (MV-16a and MV-16b)
R (Rf:sidential? Residential High Density, Residential Residential v IV
Medium Density)
RR (Rural Residential) Residential v v
Routt County Zoning Regulations (1972)
Commercial Commercial R4
Agriculture Agriculture R4
Recreation Site Recreation vV
Utah
Ballard City Land Use Ordinances (2009)
A (Agriculture) Agriculture viviivi]ivi]Iv]IVv ]IV ]V
OS (Open Space) Parks/Preservation Viivi]ivIvIv]IVvI]IVv]V
HI (Heavy Industrial) Industrial viivi]ivi]ivi]iv]v]v]|Vv
MI (Medium Industrial) Industrial Viivi]ivIvIv]IVvI]IVv]VY
MUI (Mixed Use) Mixed Use vivi]ivi]iv]iv]IVv]vVv]|V
LDR (Low Density Residential) Residential ViV
LMDR (Low to Medium Density Residential) Residential ViV
MDR (Medium Density Residential) Residential ViviiviIviiv]IVV]VYL VY
RR (Rural Residential) Residential ViVl YLV Y
The Development Code of Carbon County, Utah (2003)
C-1 (Retail Commercial) Commercial v vV
C-2 (Wholesale Commercial) Commercial vl v
HMC (Historic Mining Camp) Residential v v
I-1 (Light Industrial) Industrial 4
1-2 (Heavy Industrial) Industrial vl v
M&G (Mining and Grazing) Agriculture v v v VvV Y
MR (Mountain Range) Agriculture v v VvV YV vV
R-1-20,000 (Residential Zone) Residential v
R-4-8,000 (Residential Zone) Residential v
RA-20 (Residential Agricultural) Residential v
RR-1 (Rural Residence) Residential v vl v
RR-2.5 (Rural Residence, 2.5 acre) Residential v vl v
RR-5 (Rural Residence, 5 acre) Residential v vl v
WS (Water Shed) Parks/Preservation v v vi]ivi]ivi]iv]Vv viivi]ivi]ivi]ivi]iv]|vVv
Duchesne County Zoning Ordinance Amendment (2005)
A-10 (Agriculture, 10 acre minimum) Agriculture ViivivyilivyivlivyLIvLIYLIvYLIvYIVYLIYLIYL Y
A-5 (Agriculture, 5 acre minimum) Agriculture vViivi]ivi]vi]v]ivIvVvIVIVIVYVLIYLYLIY YY)
A-2.5 (Agriculture, 2.5 acre minimum) Agriculture ViVl YLV Y
Commercial Commercial ViviiviIviiv]IvV]VY] Y
1 Acre Zone Residential Viivi]iviIv]IVv]IVY V] Y
Industrial Industrial Viivi]iviIv]IVv]IVY V] Y
Ngtive American Reservations; Authority possessed by | Not inc!uded in .the IV BV BV VA BV VA
tribe generalized zoning layer
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10  Land Use
TABLE 3-154
ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION BY STATE WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS
Alternative Routes
il DN Y Tl @ I lalel2]1S]E - o]l o] ] w —“la]le]l <] w
sl elele|2]a|2|%|s|s(2|212(2 <8 2|2zl 2|c|e]e|e]|c|E]E
clelelelalelelelalelalelelelr|“]l=|ElelS|lelelelele|Slelslsle]E= S =
221212122182 8|2 8|52 (515 5185155155 5 5518 55 5 5 53]
Generalized Zoning zlz| = = zlz|2 >4 = zlezlzl2l3|la|°|c|~|o|c|c|T|c|e]|T|a|lalc|a|® O
Land Use Code Layer Clo| ©
(Description) (MV-16a and MV-16b)
Emery County Zoning Ordinance (2009)
A-1 (Agriculture) Agriculture Viiv] v v
H-C (Not defined in zoning code) Agriculture v
I-1 (Industrial) Industrial Viiv]VY
M-1 (Mountain) Rangeland Viiv]VY vl v
MG&R-1 (Mountain) Rangeland Viiv] VY v
Castle Dale Zoning Map (No Date)
Rural Residential Residential vV
Central Commercial Commercial vV
Light Industrial Industrial vV
Green River, Utah City Code (2010)
I-2 (Medium Industrial Zone) Industrial VvV
1-3 (Heavy Industrial Zone) Industrial ViV V
Huntington General Plan (2007)
R2-A (Residential Zone) Residential Vv
C-1 (Commercial Zone) Commercial vV
Grand County Land Use Code (2008)
HC (Highway Commercial) Commercial ViVl Vv
HI (Heavy Industrial) Industrial VvV
LI (Light Industrial) Industrial VvV
NC (Neighborhood Commercial) Commercial ViVl Vv
RG (Range and Grazing) Agriculture VvV
SLR-1 (Small Lot Residential) Residential ViIiv] VY
SLR-2 (Small Lot Residential) Residential ViIiv] VY
Helper City Zoning
CC-1 (Commercial) Commercial v
GC-1 (General Commercial) Commercial v
I-1 (Industrial) Industrial v
LI-1 (Light Industrial) Industrial v
R-1-30,000 (Residential) Residential v
R-1-8,000 (Residential) Residential v
R-1-5,000 (Residential) Residential v
R-2-5,000 (Residential) Residential v
R-2-3,000 (Residential) Residential v
Juab County Zoning
A-160 (Not defined in zoning code) Agriculture MMM AR ARl R N N N N s s s s a2 arans
A-60 (Not defined in zoning code) Agriculture MMM AR ARl SR N N I s s s s a2 anans
thRFt-)l 60 (Grazing, Mining, Recreation, and Forestry Recreation VA BV BV BV BV VA BV DV BV BV BV IV DV BV V2 IV BV
istric
HC (Highway Commercial) Commercial VvVl vl 7t 77l YLl Yl YLl Y
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3.2.10  Land Use
TABLE 3-154
ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION BY STATE WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS
Alternative Routes
T G| <@ T & B T nl Bl By ol M o - —la]l o] T]w —la]leo| <] w
slalzl2laglelelelalalels|5|=|2|512 (22222 al=2]|2]|8 ||| c|c|E]|z
&} (=N Nel e (&) ol ol o) (&) Ol O =3 BNl Bk I-- -2 /M SlelS|E|E 2 - = = -l =l =] =] = S =)
HHHEHHEHHEHHHEHEEHEEHHEHHEHHEHEHEHHHEEEE
Generalized Zoning zlz| = = zlz|2 < = zlezlzl2l3|la|°|c|~|o|c|c|T|c|e]|T|a|lalc|a|® S
Land Use Code Layer Clo| ©
(Description) (MV-16a and MV-16b)
Land Use Ordinance of Nephi City, Utah (2007)
CC (Central Commercial District) Commercial viiviiviiviivliviivivyL vyl YLyl YLV
CU (Combined Use) Agriculture viviviiviivi]ivivIiv]v]iv]iv]IvVvvVv]IVviv]Vv]iv]v]Y
CU-2 (Combined Use District II) Mixed Use viviiviiviivi]ivivi]iv]v]Iv]iv]IvVv]v]IVviv]ivVv]iv]iv]Y
HC-2 (Highway Commercial District II) Commercial viiviiviivivyLvliYlvL vl YLV LY
ID (Industrial Development) Industrial viivivivivyLivyliYlvL vyl vyl v
R-1 (Residential) Residential viviiviviivi]ivivIiv]v]iv]iv]IvVv|v]iviv]v]iv]v]Y
R-1-8 (Residential) Residential viiviiviiviivliviivivyL vyl YLyl YLV
R-1H (Residential) Residential viivitivivilivtvlivtvytl vyl vyl vyl v
R-2-8 (Residential) Residential vivitiviiviivliviviivyL vyl YL
Mount Pleasant City Zoning Regulations (1999)
CG (General Commercial) Commercial 24 v
CG MOD (General Commercial Modified Zone) Commercial 24 v
CC MOD (Commercial Modified Zone) Commercial 24 v
CH (Historic Commercial Zone) Commercial 24 v
CM (Commercial Manufacturing Zone) Commercial 24 v
CN (Neighborhood Commercial Zone) Commercial vV v
PF (Public Facilities Zone) Public/Quasi-Public 24 v
R-A (Residential Agricultural) Residential vV v
R-M (Multiple Residential Zone) Residential vl v v
R-S (Single-Family Residential Zone) Residential vl v v
SL/AB (Sensitive Lands) Agriculture vV v
Sanpete County Land Use Ordinance (2001 and 2010
A (Agriculture) Agriculture v v v v v v vV v v v v v v v vV v v
B (Business/Commercial) Commercial 24 vV
PF (Public Facilities) Public/Quasi-public vV v
RA-1 (Residential-Agricultural) Residential 24 vV
RA-2 (Residential-Agricultural) Residential 24 4
SL (Sensitive Lands) Parks/Preservation viiviiviiviivliviivivyLylYlY YL
Uintah County Land Use Ordinance (2011)
A-1 (Agriculture) Agriculture Viivi]ivI]IvIv]IVvI]IVv]V
Commercial Commercial Viivi]ivIvIv]IVvI]IVv]V
1-2 (Industrial) Industrial Viivi]ivIvIv]IVvI]IV]V
MG-1 (Mineral and Grazing) Rangeland viiviivi]iviiviiviviv]vIVv]VY vV
Uniform Zoning Ordinance of Roosevelt City Corporation (2007)
C (Commercial) Commercial viviiviiviiv]v]iv]v]Vv
M-1(Light Manufacturing District) Industrial viiviliviIvIvVvIVYIVYIVY] Y
M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing District) Industrial viiviviIvIvVvIVYIVYIY] Y
R-1-6 (Residential Single-family) Residential viiviivi]iv]iv]iv]Iv]v]Vv
R-M-18 (Multiple Residential District) Residential viiviiviIviIivIvVvIIvVv]VY] YV
R-R-1 (Rural Residential) Agriculture ViV YV Y
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3.2.10  Land Use
TABLE 3-154
ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION BY STATE WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS
Alternative Routes
Al B 0 il R B o = | ] e :9 c"J m' — - | [20) < (7o) — ] o < |
a2l elelel2]z]elz|=|=|2|2|2 (2212 22|22 2(2|9]|o|e|e|c[F]|z
olelelelalelelelalelolelelelrrlrlalSlelS|lelelel=l=lS]le]lele]le]E= S =)
A EHEHHHEEEHH BB EHEEHEBHEE
Generalized Zoning zlz| = = zlz|2 < = zlezlzl2l3|la|°|c|~|o|c|c|T|c|e]|T|a|lalc|a|® S
Land Use Code Layer Clo| ©
(Description) (MV-16a and MV-16b)
Utah County Land Use Ordinance (2010)
CE-1 (Critical Environmental) Parks/Preservation Viviiviviiv]IvIvYLIYL YL YY) Y
CE-2 (Critical Environmental) Parks/Preservation ViviiviviivLIvVvIvYLIYL YL YY) Y
HS-1 (Highway Services) Commercial Viviiviviiv]IvIvYIvYIVYIYLIYLY YL
M&G-1 (Mining and Grazing) Agriculture Viviiviviiv]IvIvYIvYIVYIYLIYL YL
RA-5 (Agricultural) Residential ViviyivilivyLIvyL YL YY)V Y
Wasatch County Land Use and Development Code (2004)
HS (Highway Services) Commercial Vivi]ivilivlivv]IviIivviIvIVYIVIYLIYL YL Y
P-160 (Preservation) Parks/Preservation Vivi]ivilivlivv]IviIivvivIvVvIvVvIVIYLIYL Y
SR (Strawberry Recreation Zone) Residential Mixed Use vl v
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3.2.10  Land Use

3.2.10.4.2 Impact Assessment and Mitigation Planning
Types of Potential Environmental Effects

The construction, operation, and maintenance of the Project would result in both direct and indirect
effects on land use resources. Direct effects associated with construction, operation, and maintenance
activities could include:

m  Loss of existing agricultural, commercial, industrial, and residential areas (long-term)

m  Loss of rangeland for livestock grazing associated with clearing pulling and tensioning sites,
staging areas, access roads, tower sites, and a batch plant (short- and long-term)

m  Potential spread of noxious and invasive species on grazing land, interference with livestock
management, interference of access to livestock operations, and mortality of livestock from
increased traffic (short-term)

m Increased access into areas not suitable for vehicular travel due to new access roads constructed
for the Project (long-term)

m  Conflicts with future energy facilities, including the design, construction, and operation of these
facilities (long-term)

m  Limiting future development of agricultural, industrial, and residential areas (long-term)

m  Diminishment of open space in areas zoned for open space conservation, as well as non-
designated open space areas (long-term)

Criteria for Assessing Level of Impacts

Criteria were developed to assess the level of potential effects on land use resources associated with
implementation of the Project (Tables 3-155 to 3-157). The assessment of impacts on each category of
existing land use, future land use, and zoning and general plan management direction was based on the
relationship between the level of a potential effect on each use to estimated disturbance associated with
Project construction, operation, and maintenance.

The methodology for assessing the potential impacts on land use resources associated with implementing
the Project generally includes:

m Identifying the types of potential effects on existing land use, future land use, and zoning and
general plan management direction that could result from construction, operation, and
maintenance of the proposed transmission line and associated facilities

m  (Classifying the relative level of impacts on existing land use, future land use, and zoning and
general plan management direction to potential environmental effects

m  Developing criteria for assessing the level of a potential effect on existing land use, future land
use, and zoning and general plan management direction

m  Assessing the initial impacts on the existing land use, future land use, and zoning and general
plan management direction

m Identifying the appropriate selective mitigation measures for minimizing potential adverse effects
m  Determining specific areas where selective mitigation should be applied

m  Disclosing potential residual impacts on existing land use, future land use, and zoning and general
plan management direction (refer to Tables 3-155 to 3-157 for details)
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Existing Land Use

TABLE 3-155
CRITERIA FOR ASSESSING LEVEL OF IMPACTS ON EXISTING LAND USE
Level of
Impacts Description
= Areas where the Project would conflict physically and create a direct long-term conflict with
High existing residential, commercial, industrial, or agricultural uses (i.e., displacement of homes,

businesses, or center-pivot irrigation agriculture fields)

= Areas where the Project would create an indirect conflict with residential, commercial,
industrial, or noncenter-pivot or flood irrigation agricultural uses

Moderate = Areas where the Project would create short-term impacts on agricultural operations

= Areas where the transmission lines would require expansion of the existing right-of-way in
existing commercial, industrial, or residential areas

= Areas used for grazing

= Areas where the Project would not conflict with existing development, structures, or

Low jurisdictional restrictions, such as undeveloped land

= Areas where land use is compatible with a transmission line such as industrial areas, rangeland,
vacant/undeveloped land, etc.

Future Land Use

TABLE 3-156
CRITERIA FOR ASSESSING LEVEL OF IMPACTS ON FUTURE LAND USE
Level of
Impacts Description

= Areas where the Project would conflict physically with planned residential subdivisions at the
High final plat approval stage

= Approved industrial or commercial project areas that would conflict physically with the Project
= Areas where transmission lines would require new or expansion of the existing right-of-way in a

Moderate . . .
proposed recreation area or proposed residential area (approved/concept plans)
= Areas where the Project would not conflict with existing or future development, structures, or
Low jurisdictional restrictions, such as undeveloped land

= Areas where future land use is compatible with a transmission line, such as linear features or
existing or proposed utilities

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

TABLE 3-157
CRITERIA FOR ASSESSING LEVEL OF IMPACTS ON ZONING
AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION

Level of
Impacts Description
High = Areas where the project would conflict with specific applicable adopted policy or goals of the

affected land-management agency (on a case-by-case basis)
= Areas where the Project would require new right-of-way or expansion of the existing right-of-
Moderate way area in areas zoned or designated for residential, public/quasi-public, school/educational,
parks/preservation, or air facility use
= Areas with compatible uses, such as linear features or existing or proposed utilities
= Areas where the Project would not conflict with zoning or general plan designations
NOTE: Impacts analyzed for zoning and general plan management direction are reported in the Results section. The potential
impacts relate to the generalized definitions of the zone or general plan designation found within each municipality’s zoning
ordinance or general/comprehensive plan. Other uses may occur or be allowed on the land within these zones or designations
(e.g., residences located within an agricultural zone), however impacts on an existing land use or future land use are captured
in the existing land use and future land use sections.

Low
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Mitigation and Effects Analysis

Assessment of Initial Impacts

3.2.10 Land Use

To determine initial impacts that could result from implementation of the Project, the level of a potential
effect on a land use resource was assessed. The level was determined based on the compatibility of the
land use resource with construction of a new transmission line. The initial impacts were assigned using
the criteria presented in Tables 3-155 to 3-157.

Mitigation Planning and Effectiveness

In addition to the design features of the proposed action (Table 2-8), selective mitigation measures
(Table 2-13) would also be used to minimize adverse impacts on land use resources; these are described
in Tables 3-158 to 3-160.

TABLE 3-158
SELECTIVE MITIGATION FOR EXISTING LAND USE

Mitigation Number

Description of Mitigation

Example of Application

Minimize disturbance to
sensitive soils and vegetation

Existing access roads/trails would not be widened or
otherwise upgraded for construction and maintenance
in areas where soils and vegetation are particularly
sensitive to disturbance such as farmland, irrigated
farmland, and center-pivot farmland

Tower design modification

Used to address site-specific constraints on airports,
airstrips, heliports, and other air facilities

Span and/or avoid sensitive
features

Placing structures in a manner that would span over a
residence, commercial building, oil/gas well pad,
cemetery, center-pivot irrigated field, utility,
communication facility, road, or other existing land
use

11

Minimize right-of-way
clearance

Vegetation clearing of the right-of-way would be
minimized to avoid sensitive features such as
farmland, irrigated farmland, and center-pivot
irrigated farmland

TABLE 3-159
SELECTIVE MITIGATION FOR FUTURE LAND USE

Mitigation Number

Description of Mitigation Example of Application

Minimize disturbance to sensitive soils

and vegetation

Existing access roads/trails would not be
widened or otherwise upgraded for
construction and maintenance in areas
where soils and vegetation are particularly
sensitive to disturbance such as planned or
proposed farmland (irrigated and center-
pivot irrigated)

Minimize new and improved accessibility

Relocating a portion of an alternative
route to avoid a planned recreation site,
campground, or trail to avoid
unauthorized access to new areas

Tower design modification

Used to address site-specific constraints
on planned or proposed airports, airstrips,
heliports, and other planned or proposed
air facilities
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TABLE 3-159

SELECTIVE MITIGATION FOR FUTURE LAND USE
Mitigation Number Description of Mitigation Example of Application
Placing structures in a manner that would
span over a planned residential
subdivision, commercial area, industrial
project, school, or other proposed project
Locate structures the maximum distance
possible across planned roads, railroads,
and recreation sites
Clearing of the right-of-way would be
minimized to avoid sensitive features such
as planned or proposed farmland (irrigated
and center-pivot)

7 Span and/or avoid sensitive features

Maximize the span between the
transmission towers

11 Minimize right-of-way clearance

TABLE 3-160

SELECTIVE MITIGATION FOR ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION
Mitigation Number Description of Mitigation Example of Application
Minimizing disturbance to vegetated areas
4 Minimize tree clearing within areas zoned or designated for
parks/preservation.
Relocating a portion of an alternative
route to avoid an area zoned or designated
for a recreational use or
parks/preservation.
Placing structures in a manner that would
7 Span and/or avoid sensitive features span over an area that conflicts with an
agricultural use (e.g., pivot irrigation)
Clearing of the right-of-way would be
minimized to avoid sensitive features such
11 Minimize right-of-way clearance as areas zoned or designated for
parks/preservation, state parks, or regional
parks

5 Minimize new and improved accessibility

Residual Impacts

Tables 3-161 to 3-163 summarize the initial impacts on existing land use, future land use, and zoning and
general plan management direction, the selective mitigation measures listed in Table 2-13, are applied to
mitigate potentially adverse effects on those resources, and the remaining residual impacts. Section
3.2.10.5 reports on the high or moderate residual impact mileages that would occur after selective
mitigation is applied. Tables 3-161 to 3-163 report the initial and residual impacts that will occur after
considering the application of design features the Applicant has committed to as standard practice during
construction, operation, and/or maintenance as applicable (refer to Section 2.4.8). For example, it would
be standard practice for the Applicant to repair fences, gates, and walls to the original condition as
required by the landowner or land-management agency in the event they are damaged (Design Feature 22,
Table 2-8).
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3.2.10  Land Use
TABLE 3-161
SUMMARY OF INITIAL AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS ON EXISTING LAND USE
Selective
Initial Mitigation Residual
Resource' Impacts Measures Applied Impacts
Agriculture
Center-pivot irrigated agriculture High 1,7,11 Moderate
Dryland farmland Moderate 1,7, 11 Low
Irrigated agriculture High 1,7, 11 Moderate
Outstructures Moderate 7 Low
Farm complex (non-residential) High 7 Moderate
Cemetery High 7 Moderate
Communication facility (cellular/digital towers) High 7 Low
Extraction mining (active pit, coal, gravel) High 7 Low
Flood-control facility (canal, dam) High 7 Low
Grazing allotments (selective mitigation measures not
Low - Low
necessary)
Industrial (general, light) Low 7 Low
Landfill Moderate 7 Low
Oil/gas extraction High 7 Low
Pipeline and pipeline pump station High 7 Low
Power substation (selective mitigation measures not
Low - Low
necessary)
Power plant/wind farm High 7 Low
Residential (single-family dwellings, mobile homes, High 7 Moderate
apartment complexes)
Transmission line (selective mitigation measures not
Low - Low
necessary)
Vacant/undeveloped (selective mitigation measures
Low — Low
not necessary)
Water tower/water/wastewater treatment plant Moderate 7 Low
NOTES:
'Only resources crossed by the alternative routes are listed in this table.
TABLE 3-162
SUMMARY OF INITIAL AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS ON FUTURE LAND USE
Selective
Initial Mitigation Residual
Resource”? Impacts Measures Applied Impacts
Gas extraction (preliminary plat) (selective mitigation Low B Low
measures not necessary)
Gas extraction (final plat) Moderate 7 Low
Industrial (final plat) Low 7 Low
M.n.nng. extraction (preliminary plat) (selective Low B Low
mitigation measures not necessary)
Mining extraction (final plat) Moderate 7 Low
Non-developable open space (preliminary plat) Moderate 5,7 Low
Pipeline (approved/concept plan) (selective mitigation Low B Low
measures not necessary)
Recreation trail (final plat) Moderate 57,9 Low
Tr.a.nsm.lssmn line (preliminary plat) (selective Low B Low
mitigation measures not necessary)
Transmission line (final plat) Low — Low
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TABLE 3-162
SUMMARY OF INITIAL AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS ON FUTURE LAND USE
Selective
Initial Mitigation Residual
Resource”? Impacts Measures Applied Impacts
Utilities (final plat, preliminary plat,
approved/concept plan) (selective mitigation Low - Low
measures not necessary)
Vegetation Habitat Management (final plat) Low — Low
NOTES:

'Only resources crossed by the alternative routes are listed in this table.
%A development status code was assigned to future land uses to aid in the determination of the level of initial and residual
impacts. The development status codes are defined as follows:

o General plan: a future land use that has been designated as a compatible use in a municipality’s planning document (i.e.,
general, master, or comprehensive plans).

e Approved/concept plan: a future land use with a development plan that has received the necessary approvals from the
respective municipality, but has not yet begun the surveying and preliminary plat process.

o Preliminary plat: a future land use that has a drawing with surveyed boundaries of a proposed development showing such
details as the general layout of streets and/or alleys, lots, blocks, and other covenants and/or elements to be applicable to
the development. This preliminary document furnishes a basis for the approval, approval with modifications, or
disapproval by the municipality of the general layout of the development.

o Final plat: a future land use with a finalized drawing of the development that has been approved by the applicable
municipality decision makers. Development can move forward with other permitting to begin construction.

o Under construction: a future land use where a development is under construction but the development area is not entirely
built out (i.e., a subdivision where plots have been purchased and some homes are being built, but not all).

TABLE 3-163
SUMMARY OF INITIAL AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS
ON ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION

Selective
Initial Mitigation Residual
Resource' Impacts Measures Applied Impacts

Agriculture Moderate 7,11 Low
Commercial (selective mitigation measures not

Low - Low
necessary)
Industrial (selective mitigation measures not

Low - Low
necessary)
Parks/preservation Moderate 4,5,7,11 Low
Public/quasi-public (selective mitigation measures not Low _ Low
necessary)
Rangeland Moderate 7,11 Low
Recreation Moderate 5,7 Low
Residential (selective mitigation measures not Moderate _ Moderate
necessary)
Residential (mixed use) (selective mitigation Moderate B Moderate
measures not necessary)

NOTES:
'Only resources crossed by the alternative routes are listed in this table.

3.2.10.5 Results

The summary of inventory and impact results includes the affected environment and environmental
consequences for each alternative route. The term reference centerline is used to describe impacts on the
existing land uses, future land uses, and zoning and general plan management direction. Reference
centerline also refers to impacts within the Project’s associated 250-foot-wide right-of-way. When
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discussing where the reference centerline crosses an existing land use, future land use, or zoning and
general plan management direction the term crossing also includes where the reference centerline may be
adjacent to a project or facility.

3.2.10.5.1 No Action Alternative

Under this alternative, existing and future land uses would remain as they presently exist, and no impacts
would occur from the Project.

3.210.5.2 Impacts Common to All Action Alternatives

Grazing Allotments

Grazing is a primary use of public and private lands throughout the Project area and is a major source of
income for private landowners in the Project study area. Rights-of-way across grazing allotments and
rangeland would be obtained through right-of-way grants, special use permits, or easements negotiated
between the Applicant and various federal, state, and local governments; other companies; and private
landowners.

The short- and long-term impacts that may occur on these grazing allotments are discussed in this section.
The socioeconomic impacts on grazing are discussed in Section 3.2.20.

Short-term impacts would result from temporary construction disturbance (structure work areas, wire
tensioning/pulling sites, wire-splicing sites, multipurpose construction yards, helicopter fly yards, guard
structures, and temporary access roads [refer to Table 2-1]) due to the:

Potential spread of noxious and invasive plant species,
Interference with livestock management,

Interference of access to livestock operations, and
Increased mortality of livestock from increased traffic.

Long-term impacts on grazing would result from permanent construction disturbance due to loss of
vegetation on land occupied by structure pad areas, communication regeneration stations, substations and
series compensations stations, and permanent access roads. Short- and long-term impacts on grazing
would occur in upland rangeland habitat. Riparian grazing habitats would be avoided.

Residual impacts on grazing allotments and rangeland crossed by the reference centerline within each of
the alternative route study corridors would be low after the application of the design features (refer to
Section 2.4.8). A summary of the key design features designed to alleviate impacts on grazing allotments
are as follows (refer to Table 2-8 for detailed information). Also note, during construction and
maintenance of the Project, coordination with the BLM, USFS, other land-managing agencies, and/or
private landowners will occur.

m  Design Feature 1. In construction areas where recontouring is not required, vegetation would be
left in place wherever possible, and original contour would be maintained to avoid excessive root
damage and allow for resprouting in accordance with the reclamation plan.

m  Design Feature 2. A Reclamation, Revegetation, and Monitoring Framework Plan will be
developed and incorporated into the POD. The Reclamation, Revegetation, and Monitoring
Framework Plan would instruct the Applicant to immediately stabilize the site following ground
disturbance to control and limit plant invasive species and would require monitoring of
reclamation success.
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m  Design Feature 5. A Noxious Weed Management Plan would be developed to prevent the spread
of noxious weeds.

m  Design Feature 17. The soil surface would be seeded and left rough to help reduce potential for
weeds and wind erosion.

m  Design Feature 18. Grading would be minimized by driving overland in areas approved in
advance by the land management agency within pre-designated work areas whenever possible.

m  Design Feature 22. Any fences, gates, and/or walls would be replaced, repaired, or reclaimed to
their original condition as required by the landowner or land-managing agency in the event they
are removed, damaged, or destroyed by construction activities. Cattle guards or permanent access
gates would be installed where new permanent access roads cut though fences on land
administered by an affected federal agency or other grazing lands, which would reduce increased
mortality of livestock from increased traffic and access. Calving, lambing, and trailing areas
(pathways over which livestock are moved to facilitate proper grazing management) would be
avoided in the Project right-of-way and ancillary facilities. Calving season generally occurs
between December and February. Lambing season generally occurs between March and June.
Trailing areas (areas where livestock producers move livestock across lands to facilitate proper
grazing management) can occur throughout the Project area and timing may vary throughout the
year. Prior to construction, the Applicant would coordinate with the applicable land-managing
agency or private landowner to avoid areas used for calving, lambing, and trailing during
construction.

m  Design Feature 26. All construction-vehicle movement outside the right-of-way would be
restricted to pre-designated access, contractor-acquired access, public roads, or overland travel
approved in advance by the applicable land-management agency, unless authorized by the CIC.

m  Design Feature 27. The spatial limits of construction activities including vehicle movement
would be predetermined, with activity restricted to and confined within those limits.

m  Design Feature 32. Watering facilities (tanks, natural springs and/or developed springs, water
lines, wells, etc.) would be repaired or replaced if they are damaged or destroyed by construction
activities to their pre-disturbed condition as required by the landowner or land-management
agency.

m  Design Feature 39. To minimize vehicle collisions with wildlife, a speed limit of 15 mph would
be employed on overland access routes.

Long-term impacts on grazing, such as loss of vegetation, would be low due to the minimal extent of
disturbance on rangeland from construction and operation of the Project. Impacts could be minimized
through soil and vegetation reclamation practices as well as the resumption of grazing after construction
and reclamation. Table 3-164 identifies the amount of disturbance (in acres) anticipated for each
alternative and the percentage of the grazing allotments disturbed (refer to Appendix G for detailed
information for each allotment).

In addition to impacts on grazing allotments, short- and long-term impacts could occur on active lambing
and/or calving areas. Short-term impacts could include:

m A reduction or loss of lambing/calving areas due to construction activities that take place in or
near these areas.

m  Mothers abandoning their young due to disturbance and noise from construction and maintenance
equipment, resulting in increased mortality.
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m  Separation of cattle/ewes from water or food sources due to construction activities. Such
separation would cause the cattle/ewes to move and consequently separate mothers from their
young, resulting in increased mortality.

Short-term impacts would be minimized by performing construction activities when calving and lambing
is not occurring and avoiding calving and lambing areas within the Project right-of-way and/or within
associated ancillary facilities. Long-term impacts on these calving and lambing operations would be low
due to the minimal extent of disturbance on these calving and lambing areas from Project operation and
maintenance. Construction timing stipulations for the selected alternative route will be addressed in the

POD.

TABLE 3-164

ALLOTMENTS FOR THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

TOTAL BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, U.S. FOREST SERVICE, AND STATE GRAZING

Acres of Acres of Percent of
Total Acres of Miles Temporary Permanent Allotment
Alternative Route Allotment Crossed Disturbance' | Disturbance’ Disturbed’
Alternative WYCO-B (Applicant Preferred Alternative)
BLM Total 1,651,911 198.5 2,283 973 0.0
State Total 26,967 14.8 170 72 0.0
Grand Total 1,661,948 201.6 2,318 988 0.0
Route Variation WYCQO-B-1
BLM Total 1,651,911 198.9 2,288 955 0.0
State Total 23,706 13.8 158 66 0.0
Grand Total 1,659,325 202.0 2,323 970 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-B-2 (Agency Preferred Alternative)
BLM Total 1,673,802 198.2 2,259 951 0.0
State Total 26,967 14.8 168 71 0.0
Grand Total 1,683,199 201.2 2,294 966 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-B-3
BLM Total 1,651,911 198.5 2,283 973 0.0
State Total 26,967 14.8 170 72 0.0
Grand Total 1,661,948 201.6 2,318 988 0.0
Alternative WYCO-C
BLM Total 1,793,637 204.5 2,351 961 0.0
State Total 27,442 15.0 172 70 0.0
Grand Total 1,803,674 207.5 2,386 975 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-C-1
BLM Total 1,793,637 204.9 2,356 963 0.0
State Total 24,181 14.0 161 66 0.0
Grand Total 1,801,051 208.0 2,392 978 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-C-2
BLM Total 1,815,529 204.1 2,327 959 0.0
State Total 27,442 15.0 171 70 0.0
Grand Total 1,824,926 207.2 2,362 974 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-C-3
BLM Total 1,793,637 204.5 2,352 961 0.0
State Total 27,442 15.0 172 70 0.0
Grand Total 1,803,674 207.6 2,387 976 0.0
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TABLE 3-164

TOTAL BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, U.S. FOREST SERVICE, AND STATE GRAZING

ALLOTMENTS FOR THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Acres of Acres of Percent of
Total Acres of Miles Temporary Permanent Allotment
Alternative Route Allotment Crossed Disturbance' | Disturbance’ Disturbed’
Alternative WYCO-D
BLM Total 1,406,797 205.4 2,341 924 0.0
State Total 39,639 25.0 285 112 0.0
Grand Total 1,425,227 215.7 2,459 971 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-D-1
BLM Total 1,406,797 205.4 2,342 945 0.0
State Total 39,639 25.0 285 115 0.0
Grand Total 1,425,227 215.7 2,459 992 0.0
Alternative WYCO-F
BLM Total 1,780,321 212.9 2,427 1,000 0.0
State Total 27,768 14.9 169 70 0.0
Grand Total 1,790,369 215.9 2,461 1,015 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-F-1
BLM Total 1,780,321 213.3 2,453 981 0.0
State Total 24,507 13.9 159 64 0.0
Grand Total 1,787,747 216.4 2,489 995 0.0
Route Variation WY CO-F-2
BLM Total 1,802,212 212.6 2,423 978 0.0
State Total 27,768 14.9 169 68 0.0
Grand Total 1,811,621 215.6 2,458 992 0.0
Route Variation WYCO-F-3
BLM Total 1,780,321 212.9 2,448 1,001 0.0
State Total 27,768 14.9 171 70 0.0
Grand Total 1,790,369 216.0 2,484 1,015 0.0
Alternative COUT BAX-B
BLM Total 1,386,840 217.7 2,482 1,263 0.0
USFS Total 89,963 20.0 228 116 0.0
State Total 93,504 28.3 322 164 0.0
Grand Total 1,502,421 239.5 2,730 1,389 0.0
Alternative COUT BAX-C
BLM Total 1,530,524 228.2 2,601 1,255 0.0
USFS Total 89,963 20.0 228 110 0.0
State Total 96,625 30.9 352 170 0.0
Grand Total 1,645,002 250.0 2,850 1,375 0.0
Alternative COUT BAX-E
BLM Total 1,523,442 238.7 2,745 1,170 0.0
USFS Total 31,339 11.3 130 55 0.0
State Total 84,023 20.9 241 103 0.0
Grand Total 1,595,145 252.8 2,907 1,239 0.0
Alternative COUT-A
BLM Total 371,993 64.8 751 447 0.0
USFS Total 156,859 20.2 235 140 0.0
State Total 11,071 8.2 95 57 0.0
Grand Total 531,423 85.0 986 587 0.0
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TABLE 3-164
TOTAL BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, U.S. FOREST SERVICE, AND STATE GRAZING
ALLOTMENTS FOR THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Acres of Acres of Percent of
Total Acres of Miles Temporary Permanent Allotment
Alternative Route Allotment Crossed Disturbance' | Disturbance’ Disturbed’
Route Variation COUT-A-1
BLM Total 371,993 64.8 738 460 0.0
USFS Total 161,461 19.8 226 141 0.0
State Total 11,071 8.2 93 58 0.0
Grand Total 536,025 845.0 9,633 6,000 0.0
Alternative COUT-B
BLM Total 410,633 74.8 868 501 0.0
USFS Total 159,473 17.5 203 117 0.0
State Total 22,484 13.3 154 89 0.0
Grand Total 580,150 95.3 1,105 639 0.0
Route Variation COUT-B-1
BLM Total 403,205 75.8 879 516 0.0
USFS Total 200,768 19.5 227 133 0.0
State Total 18,495 9.9 114 67 0.0
Grand Total 610,306 96.6 1,121 657 0.0
Route Variation COUT-B-2
BLM Total 403,205 75.8 879 515 0.0
USFS Total 195,163 19.1 222 130 0.0
State Total 23,778 12.7 147 86 0.0
Grand Total 610,502 98.1 1,138 667 0.0
Route Variation COUT-B-3
BLM Total 403,205 76.0 881 517 0.0
USFS Total 159,473 17.5 203 119 0.0
State Total 23,778 11.8 137 80 0.0
Grand Total 574,815 95.9 1,112 652 0.0
Route Variation COUT-B-4
BLM Total 403,205 75.8 879 515 0.0
USFS Total 195,163 19.1 222 130 0.0
State Total 23,778 11.8 137 80 0.0
Grand Total 610,502 97.2 1,128 661 0.0
Route Variation COUT-B-5
BLM Total 403,205 76.0 874 555 0.0
USFS Total 159,473 17.5 201 128 0.0
State Total 23,778 12.7 146 93 0.0
Grand Total 574,815 96.8 1,113 707 0.0
Alternative COUT-C
BLM Total 861,446 122.1 1,392 940 0.0
USFS Total 138,487 5.5 63 42 0.0
State Total 33,203 18.4 209 141 0.0
Grand Total 1,012,329 129.5 1,476 997 0.0
Route Variation COUT-C-1
BLM Total 859,139 127.5 1,466 994 0.0
USFS Total 179,782 7.5 87 59 0.0
State Total 31,347 16.0 184 125 0.0
Grand Total 1,049,680 136.1 1,565 1,062 0.0
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TOTAL BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, U.S. FOREST SERVICE, AND STATE GRAZING

TABLE 3-164

ALLOTMENTS FOR THE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Acres of Acres of Percent of
Total Acres of Miles Temporary Permanent Allotment
Alternative Route Allotment Crossed Disturbance' | Disturbance’ Disturbed’
Route Variation COUT-C-2
BLM Total 859,139 127.4 1,465 994 0.0
USFS Total 174,177 7.1 82 55 0.0
State Total 33,491 18.8 217 147 0.0
Grand Total 1,046,797 137.7 1,584 1,074 0.0
Route Variation COUT-C-3 (Agency Preferred Alternative)
BLM Total 859,139 127.6 1,468 1,021 0.0
USFS Total 138,487 5.5 63 44 0.0
State Total 33,491 18.8 217 151 0.0
Grand Total 1,011,110 136.3 1,567 1,090 0.0
Route Variation COUT-C-4
BLM Total 859,139 127.0 1,461 940 0.0
USFS Total 174,177 7.1 82 53 0.0
State Total 35,749 20.8 239 154 0.0
Grand Total 1,047,803 137.3 1,579 1,016 0.0
Route Variation COUT-C-5
BLM Total 859,139 127.3 1,464 942 0.0
USFS Total 138,487 5.5 63 41 0.0
State Total 35,749 20.8 239 154 0.0
Grand Total 1,012,115 135.9 1,563 1,006 0.0
Alternative COUT-H (Applicant Preferred Alternative)
BLM Total 879,383 134.2 1,530 940 0.0
USFS Total 31,339 11.3 129 79 0.0
State Total 30,546 17.7 202 124 0.0
Grand Total 922,312 146.7 1,672 1,027 0.0
Alternative COUT-I
BLM Total 954,029 154.8 1,764 1,037 0.0
USFS Total 89,963 20.0 228 134 0.0
State Total 64,261 33.0 376 221 0.0
Grand Total 1,070,971 183.7 2,094 1,231 0.0
NOTES:

'"Temporary Disturbance: Estimated area of disturbance associated with structure work areas, wire tensioning/pulling sites,
wire splicing sites, multipurpose construction yards, helicopter fly yards, guard structures, and temporary access roads (refer

to Table 2-1).

permanent Disturbance: Estimated area of disturbance associated with the area occupied by structures (pads), communication
regeneration stations, substations and series compensation stations, and permanent access roads (refer to Table 2-2).

3All percentages of allotments disturbed are less than 0.1 percent. Due to rounding, the percentages show as 0.0 percent.

The grand total acreage and the miles crossed do not equal a sum of each agency’s total allotment acreage or miles crossed

due to overlap of allotment boundaries.
BLM = Bureau of Land Management
USFS = U.S. Forest Service
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Minerals and Mining

The Project could affect minerals and mining land operations in the following ways:

m  Loss of mineral resources caused by construction activities
m  Limit and/or prevent existing and/or future development and extraction of mineral resources
resulting from the presence of permanent facilities

Section 3.2.2.1.2 addresses the types of minerals that may be affected by the Project. Avoidance of
mineral and mining operations where possible was a criterion in the Applicant’s engineering study to
identify locations where transmission lines could be sited and constructed. It is industry standard to site
transmission lines 200 feet away from existing oil and/or gas well pads. In the event mineral extraction
operations cannot be avoided during siting and final engineering, the Applicant will compensate lease
holders.

If mineral extraction leases cannot be avoided, valid existing rights will be addressed. Valid existing
rights are the legal rights or interest associated with a land or mineral estate. These rights cannot be
divested from the estate until the interest expires or is relinquished. For minerals, valid existing rights
govern authorizations for activities on existing mineral leases and mining claims. The rights vary, but
generally involve the right to explore, produce, and develop within the constraints of the law and other
regulations and policy at the time the lease/claim was established or authorized (BLM 2008¢). In an
instance where the Project could not avoid a mineral extraction operation, a mineral entry would take
precedence over other land uses. The granting of a utility right-of-way would not overrule the mineral
owners’ right to develop and extract minerals within the right-of-way identified.

Impacts on oil and/or gas and other mineral extraction are also discussed by alternative in Section
3.2.10.5.4.

3.2.10.5.3 345-kilovolt Ancillary Transmission Components

The 345kV ancillary transmission components of the Project (Segments 4a, 4b, and 4c) would cross a
grazing allotment for 5.9 miles on Links U640, U642, U643, and U644 in the Fillmore Field Office for
existing land use, the proposed Juab County Loop for 0.1 mile on Links U640 and U642 in future land
use, and agriculture use for 6.6 miles on Links U640, U642, U643, and U644 in planned land use.

All residual impacts would be low. Impacts resulting from construction to Segments 4a and 4b (Links
U640 and U642) would be minimal due to disturbance occurring where there is already an existing
transmission line corridor. Impacts on Segment 4¢ (Links U643 and U644) resulting from construction
would be mitigated to result in a low residual impact.

3.210.5.4 500-kilovolt Transmission Line Components
Wyoming to Colorado — Aeolus to U.S. Highway 40 (WYCO)

Table 3-165 reports land jurisdiction, state trust lands, parallel linear facilities within 1,500 feet of the
alternative route, and utility corridors for WY CO alternative routes. The baseline resource inventory and
residual impacts on the four WY CO alternative routes considered are presented in Tables 3-166 to 3-168.
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TABLE 3-165
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND
UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
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Alternative Total 3
Route Miles
Alternative WYCO-B and Route Variations
WYCO-B
(Applicant 2045 | 1258 | 00 | 00 |147| 00 | 640 | 116 | 00 | 183 | 25 | 213 387 | 153 18.5
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 77.9 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 56.3 2.6 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 30.9 1.0 2.2
Colorado 66.4 47.9 0.0 0.0 10.8 0.0 7.7 9.0 0.0 18.3 0.0 21.3 7.8 14.3 16.3
WYCO-B-1 204.9 127.3 0.0 0.0 13.7 0.0 63.9 10.9 0.0 18.3 2.5 21.3 38.7 15.3 18.5
Wyoming 138.1 77.9 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 56.3 2.6 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 30.9 1.0 2.2
Colorado 66.8 49.4 0.0 0.0 9.8 0.0 7.6 8.3 0.0 18.3 0.0 21.3 7.8 14.3 16.3
WYCO-B-2
(Agency 2045 | 1241 | 00 | 01 |147] 00 | 656 | 116 00 [ 128 | 25 | 158 387 | 135 17.3
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 77.9 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 56.3 2.6 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 30.9 1.0 2.2
Colorado 66.4 46.2 0.0 0.1 10.8 0.0 9.3 9.0 0.0 12.8 0.0 15.8 7.8 12.5 15.1
WYCO-B-3 204.5 1254 0.0 0.0 14.7 0.0 64.4 11.6 0.0 14.9 2.5 17.9 38.7 14.9 18.9
Wyoming 138.1 77.9 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 56.3 2.6 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 30.9 0.9 2.2
Colorado 66.4 47.5 0.0 0.0 10.8 0.0 8.1 9.0 0.0 14.9 0.0 17.9 7.8 14.0 16.7
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TABLE 3-165

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND
UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
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== £ 2 = 28 |zgEE
< 3 |5} 72! ] 3 S @
o [77)] o L = 1 O ) s E
- = < @ = = = > > > > = - o =
°H| 2 s = = S = = A = o= 3 SE |2ed=
(5] iy o= p— [=a] 1
=S e - 7 S = o S < e %) = C = S A =
S & = = = A = 0 @ « = - 5 | EE 9 5
= = g S & = 29
52 | 4 g @ S5 |E2zC
= .- =3 [z2%
- 2 = = é‘ »n
Alternative Total 3
Route Miles
Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations
WYCO-C 2104 127.3 0.0 0.0 15.0 0.0 68.1 11.8 0.0 18.3 6.6 21.3 60.4 43.0 24.1
Wyoming 144.0 79.4 0.0 0.0 4.2 0.0 60.4 2.8 0.0 0.0 6.6 0.0 52.6 28.7 7.8
Colorado 66.4 47.9 0.0 0.0 10.8 0.0 7.7 9.0 0.0 18.3 0.0 21.3 7.8 14.3 16.3
WYCO-C-1 210.8 128.8 0.0 0.0 14.0 0.0 68.0 11.1 0.0 18.3 6.6 21.3 60.4 43.0 24.1
Wyoming 144.0 79.4 0.0 0.0 4.2 0.0 60.4 2.8 0.0 0.0 6.6 0.0 52.6 28.7 7.8
Colorado 66.8 49.4 0.0 0.0 9.8 0.0 7.6 8.3 0.0 18.3 0.0 21.3 7.8 14.3 16.3
WYCO-C-2 210.4 125.6 0.0 0.1 1.0 0.0 69.7 11.8 0.0 12.8 6.6 15.8 60.4 41.2 22.9
Wyoming 144.0 79.4 0.0 0.0 4.2 0.0 60.4 2.8 0.0 0.0 6.6 0.0 52.6 28.7 7.8
Colorado 66.4 46.2 0.0 0.1 10.8 0.0 9.3 9.0 0.0 12.8 0.0 15.8 7.8 12.5 15.1
WYCO-C-3 2104 126.9 0.0 0.0 15.0 0.0 68.5 11.8 0.0 14.9 6.6 17.9 60.4 42.7 24.5
Wyoming 144.0 79.4 0.0 0.0 4.2 0.0 60.4 2.8 0.0 0.0 6.6 0.0 52.6 28.7 7.8
Colorado 66.4 47.5 0.0 0.0 10.8 0.0 8.1 9.0 0.0 14.9 0.0 17.9 7.8 14.0 16.7
Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation
WYCO-D 250.0 105.8 0.0 0.0 253 0.0 118.9 23.7 0.0 53.1 24.2 56.4 54.8 59.8 66.5
Wyoming 135.0 67.1 0.0 0.0 6.4 0.0 61.5 4.2 0.0 0.0 | 24.1 0.0 27.7 24.0 31.1
Colorado 115.0 38.7 0.0 0.0 18.9 0.0 574 19.5 0.0 53.1 0.1 56.4 27.1 35.8 354
WYCO-D-1 250.0 105.4 0.0 0.0 26.3 0.0 119.3 23.7 0.0 49.7 | 24.2 53.0 54.8 594 66.5
Wyoming 135.0 67.1 0.0 0.0 6.4 0.0 61.5 4.2 0.0 0.0 | 24.1 0.0 27.7 24.0 31.1
Colorado 115.0 38.3 0.0 0.0 18.9 0.0 57.8 19.5 0.0 49.7 0.1 53.0 27.1 35.8 354
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10

Land Use

TABLE 3-165

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND
UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Land Jurisdiction

Parallel Linear Facilities (within 1,500

feet) (miles)"**

of June 2013.

kV = Kilovolt

k] -
SE |- S £
@ = g5 s = =k
3 2 = RS |24 o=
Te| £ g = 2E [S=22E
< £ N = s R ° 8
a9 ) . 2 @ 20 SSE =
JE| @ r e | = g g > > > > 2 iy |88 5E
°%| g s = 2 > = = - = 5 S SE |Ze 8=
) - o — [=a] o~
g < - - 7N e — o = < n en ,E-' a = LA =
S & = = = A = 0 @ « = - 5 | EE 9 5
= = g S & = 29
= 7 S n £ 5 =R @)
R 5 = =2 |2 £ 3
= 2 = = é‘ 77
Alternative Total 3
Route Miles
Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations
WYCO-F 218.9 140.7 0.0 0.0 14.9 0.0 63.3 11.7 0.0 18.3 2.5 21.3 41.7 154 18.6
Wyoming 152.5 92.8 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 55.6 2.7 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 33.9 1.1 2.3
Colorado 66.4 47.9 0.0 0.0 10.8 0.0 7.7 9.0 0.0 18.3 0.0 21.3 7.8 14.3 16.3
WYCO-F-1 219.3 142.2 0.0 0.0 13.9 0.0 63.2 11.0 0.0 18.3 2.5 21.3 41.7 154 18.6
Wyoming 152.5 92.8 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 55.6 2.7 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 33.9 1.1 2.3
Colorado 66.8 49.4 0.0 0.0 9.8 0.0 7.6 8.3 0.0 18.3 0.0 21.3 7.8 14.3 16.3
WYCO-F-2
(Agency 2189 | 1390 | 00 | o1 |149| 00 | 649 | 11.7 | 00 | 128 | 23 | 158 417 | 136 17.4
Preferred
Alternative
Wyoming 152.5 92.8 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 55.6 2.7 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 33.9 1.1 2.3
Colorado 66.4 46.2 0.0 0.1 10.8 0.0 9.3 9.0 0.0 12.8 0.0 15.8 7.8 12.5 15.1
WYCO-F-3 218.9 140.3 0.0 0.0 14.9 0.0 63.7 11.7 0.0 14.9 2.5 17.9 41.7 15.0 19.0
Wyoming 152.5 92.8 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 55.6 2.7 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0 33.9 1.1 2.3
Colorado 66.4 47.5 0.0 0.0 10.8 0.0 8.1 9.0 0.0 14.9 0.0 17.9 7.8 13.9 16.7
NOTES:

"Number of miles is approximate, rounded to the nearest 0.1, and may include where a linear facility crosses a Project centerline. These numbers may change and are current as

’The numbers summed in the individual categories (e.g., 138kV, 230kV, 345kV, etc.) may not equal the total miles due to potential overlap between linear facilities.
3To ensure that all parallel linear facilities within 1,500 feet were captured, report included linear facilities within 2,000 feet of Project centerline.
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10 Land Use

TABLE 3-166

TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING

Residual

Existing Land Use Crossed (miles) = Impacts (miles)
D
-« - - 2
= = = 2 5 g1 <
o % g g" g E E o qé g E
=& < - S | & = 8] 5 o | B = | =
= B = > = A = = oE 2 — = < ’E‘n
S |28 = = = = ) S a3 S = & sl =
S| = 2 ~zZlEa S| & |= | E | E (&3 = | gt =| = @
E|2|E|EHSE| E|E| 2 |BE|E| 28|52 2|8|1285|E8| = |E|s
= 155} =) === g = s EE| Z = o | = 5 ] = He = ; s ) =
2|E|E|EE|s=| 8| 5| & s F 2|12l E|S|s25| & = 2| =
b ) o= E ol =) = ° 7} < = @ k=N g = |8 ] <9 ] ]
o | S| = [ E & 2|~ S| E | 2|2 2| |58 || 8 =
< S | =s=|8 — » < Ay S =4 o < = = 4 [} =
E([8 2|8 -E (3 g 5 s S| ¢ gl 3 E = )
E|IS°|L | & S|1E | £] S A I T N -
S| |E | 2 5|2 |2 = 2% 2
Alternative | Total 2= £ & § =
Route Miles
Alternative WYCO-B and Route Variations
WYCO-B
(Applicant 2045] 02]00[01]00]00]|00]00| 10| 50([20][2015/00]00] 1.2/09] 00 4] 1 |2020[01 00
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1) 02)00)01] 00|00 0000| 10| 1.7 |20|1381| 00| 00| 06|07| 00 3| 1 |1380(01]00
Colorado 66.4] 0.0[00]00]| 00| 00]00]00| 00| 33]00| 634/ 00| 00| 06l02] 00 1l 0| 640]00]00
WYCO-B-1 [ 2049| 02]0.0]01] 00 ][00 00][00] 10 [ 50 [20]2009] 0000 12[08] 00 3 1 [20240.1]00
Wyoming | 138.1) 0.2]00) 01| 00 | 0.0 | 00 00| 1.0 | 1.7 |20|1381| 00| 00| 06|0.7| 0.0 3| 1 |1380(01]00
Colorado 66.8] 0.0[00]00] 00| 00]00]00| 00| 33]00| 638/ 00| 00| 06l01]| 00 ol o | 6440000
WYCO-B-2
(Agency 2045 03]00[01]00]00]|00]00| 10| 50 [20][2013]|00]00]| 1.2/09] 0.0 s| 1 ]2019(0.1]00
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming | 138.1] 0.200|01]| 00 | 00| 00 00| 1.0 | 1.7 |20|1381| 00| 00| 06|0.7| 0.0 3| 1 |1380(01]00
Colorado 66.4] 0.1100]00] 00| 00]00]00| 00| 33]00| 632[00] 00| 06l02] 00 2l o | 639]00]00
WYCO-B-3 | 2045] 02[00][01] 00 [00]00[00] 1.0 50 [20][201.5[00] 00| 46[09] 00 4l 1 [2020[01 00
Wyoming | 138.1] 0.200|01] 00 | 00| 00 00| 1.0 | 1.7 |20|131.11 00| 00| 06|0.7| 0.0 3| 1 |1380(01]00
Colorado 66.4] 0.0[00]00]| 00| 00]00]00]| 00| 33]00| 634/ 00| 00| 20[02]| 00 1] o | 640]00]|00
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10 Land Use

TABLE 3-166

TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING

Residual

Existing Land Use Crossed (miles) = Impacts (miles)
D

-« - - 2

= = = a = g &

e % g g" g E E o - qé g E

Hlz_|e |2 g | & S| B =) el 2| 5 |25

2 i) > = = oE = o

S| 298 = = 2 = ) S a3 S | = = = =

e lweZal szl S |58 E|E|28 2 |2|25 |2z g

E1 S| |28 E|E| 2 |25|e| 2 |E|ES| £ 8|82z 2|2] ¢ |E|s
= ) S |lE= = = = = = o= > @ |= 3 @ = He s o~ s 2 1) oo
2 = S |E sl= = 5 § = = 8 = = s =S| = D |5 -3 2l @ .| g o

S| S| E|Fc|Eel 2| 3| 2 |[Ea|=| | T (€5 E|l2|288 21 8

Q Ol =S 45 = @ R @ 5] E

< = = 'c_" = = 72} «< A N ~ o < = = = Q =

E|S8ls | € Slg | 5| 8 TS 5P |22

E|IS°|L | & S|1E | £] S A I T N -

S| |E | 2 5|2 |2 = 2% 2

Alternative | Total 2= £ & § =

Route Miles
Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variation
WYCO-C 2104 02100(0.1| 0.0 ]00|00]00| 1.3 |203 |2.0]2074| 0.0 | 0.0 1.210.9 0.1 41 1 1207.9]0.110.0
Wyoming 14401 0210010.1] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 |00 1.3 | 186 |2.0|144.0| 0.0 | 0.0 06|07 01 31 1 |1439(0.11]0.0
Colorado 66.4] 0.0100]00| 00| 00| 00|00 0.0 1.7 0.0 63.4| 0.0 | 0.0 06|02 0.0 11 0 64.0( 0.0 0.0
WYCO-C-1 | 210.8] 02|00]0.1| 0.0 |00 00]00| 1.3 |203 |2.0]/207.8| 0.0 | 0.0 1.210.9 0.1 31 1 |2083[0.1]0.0
Wyoming 144.0) 02100101 0.0 00| 0.0 100]| 1.3 | 186 |2.0]|144.0| 0.0 | 0.0 06|07 01 31 1 | 1439(0.1]0.0
Colorado 66.8] 0.0100]00 00 )] 00| 00|00 00 1.7 100 63.8| 0.0 0.0 06|02 0.0 ol o 64.4( 0.0 0.0
WYCO-C-2 | 2104 03/00]0.1| 0000 (00]00| 1.3 |203 |2.0]2072| 0.0 | 0.0 1.210.8 0.1 51 1 |207.8(0.1]0.0
Wyoming 14401 02(00101] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 |00 1.3 | 186 |2.0|144.0| 0.0 | 0.0 06|07 01 31 1 | 143901 0.0
Colorado 6641 0.110.0]00| 00 ] 00| 0.0 |00 0.0 1.7 10.0| 63.2] 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.1 0.0 21 0 63.9(0.01 0.0
WYCO-C-3 | 2104] 02]00(0.1] 00 | 00 ] 00|00 1.3 [20.3 |20(207.4] 0.0 | 0.0 46|09 0.1 41 1 1207.9]0.10.0
Wyoming 14401 02(00101] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 |00 1.3 | 186 |2.0|144.0| 0.0 | 0.0 06|07 01 31 1 | 143901 0.0
Colorado 66.4] 0.010.0]00| 00| 00| 0.0 |00 0.0 1.7 10.0| 63.4| 0.0 0.0 4.0] 0.2 0.0 1] 0 64.0( 0.0 0.0
Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation

WYCO-D 250.01 106/ 00(0.1 03 ] 0.1 |[00]03] 1.3 76 139121541 00 | 0.0 | 122] 1.8 0.0 50 1 122931421 0.0
Wyoming 13501 02(00)101] 0.0 | 0.0] 00 (00| 1.2 2.7 3911350 0.0 0.0 14|14 0.0 150 1 |134.9]|10.110.0
Colorado 115.01 10410000 0.3 | 0.1 | 0.0 [0.3| 0.1 49 100 804 0.0 | 0.0 | 10.8] 0.4 0.0 351 o0 944 4.110.0
WYCO-D-1 | 250.0] 106/00]0.1| 03 ] 0.1 |00]03]| 1.3 76 13912154 0.0 | 0.0 | 15.6] 0.8 0.0 50] 1 |229314210.0
Wyoming 135.01 02100(01] 00| 001 00100 1.2 2.7 1391350 0.0 | 0.0 14|14 0.0 151 1 | 13491 0.110.0
Colorado 115.01 10410000 0.3 | 0.1 | 0.0 [0.3| 0.1 49 100 804 0.0 | 0.0 | 14.2] 0.4 0.0 351 o0 944 4.110.0
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

TABLE 3-166
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING
TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Residual
Existing Land Use Crossed (miles) = Impacts (miles)
D
-~ = = 3
= = ) 2 5 g1 <
o % g E‘J g E E o qé g E
=R 2 = S = 2 5 o | 3 = R
S 8o = A = = s | = o S
S | 23| & = = 2 = ) S a3 S | = = = =
Ele| 5 |9E5al == S |5<|8] E| (2% 2 2|25 |2]= g
E| 2| E|2aSE|E|E| 2 |B5|lE| 2 |E|58| 2 |&8|B8<5|E]| - |E)|<
= S| E|E=lm=| 2| = S EE| 2| = s [Z5] 2| E|F=8& = S S | oo
E|E|S|E3=2| E| 5| £ |2§8|¢% = |EE| 2 5 £&| & = | 2| E
(= s | S |SSESEl & | = » =25 & o0 z |=%| & 2|3 3&a] 8 @ =
% Q| g LJES| |- H | £ = | & S | =2 2|28 % =] 38 >
< = = 'c_" = = 72} «< A N ~ o < = = = Q =
£18 3|8 & < o . < =2 & gl = E =t )
g |5 o5 = 9 i g (S @ == « s =
SIE B | 2 2|2 |8 & > B | 2| %
Alternative | Total |2 = & = = B
= = =
Route Miles
Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations
WYCO-F 2189| 02|00|0.1] 0.0 | 0.1 [ 0.0]0.0]| 1.0 52 (2.0]2159] 0.0 [ 0.0 1.2]109| 0.0 41 1 | 2164|0.1]0.0
Wyoming 15251 02100(01( 0.0 0.0 00|00 1.0 35 120]152.5] 0.0 | 0.0 0.607( 0.0 31 1 | 1524 0.1]0.0
Colorado 66.4] 0.0[00[00[ 0.0 01100100 0.0 1.7 10.0] 634 0.0 ] 0.0 0.61021 0.0 11 0 64.01 0.0 1 0.0
WYCO-F-1 | 219.3] 02(0.0]|0.1| 00 ] 0.1]001]0.0] 1.0 52 12.0]216.3( 0.0 | 0.0 1.2109] 0.0 31 1 ]216.8|0.1]0.0
Wyoming 152.5] 021001011 00 ) 00| 0.0 00| 1.0 35 120]1525] 0.0 | 0.0 0.6|10.7( 0.0 31 1 |1524(0.1]0.0
Colorado 66.8] 0.0[00[00] 0.0 01100100 0.0 1.7 10.0] 63.2| 0.0 ] 0.0 0.61021 0.0 0] 0 64.41 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-2 | 2189] 03(0.0]|0.1| 00 ] 0.1]001]0.0] 1.0 52 12.0(215.7( 0.0 | 0.0 1.2108] 0.0 51 1 ]12163(0.1]0.0
Wyoming 152.5) 02100(01) 00| 001| 00100 1.0 35 120]1525] 0.0 | 0.0 0.6|0.7( 0.0 31 1 |1524(0.1]0.0
Colorado 66.4] 0.1100[00[ 0.0 01100100 0.0 1.7 10.0| 63.2] 0.0 | 0.0 0.61011 0.0 21 0 63.9(10.0] 0.0
WYCO-F-3 | 2189 02(0.0{0.1| 0.0 [ 0.1 | 0.0 |0.0| 1.0 52 12.0(2159( 0.0 | 0.0 46(09]| 0.0 41 1 |216.4(0.1]0.0
Wyoming 1525 021001(01) 00| 001| 00100 1.0 35 120]1525] 0.0 | 0.0 0.6|0.7( 0.0 31 1 |1524(01]0.0
Colorado 6641 0.0[00[00| 0.0 01100100 0.0 1.7 10.0| 63.4] 0.0 | 0.0 4.01 02| 0.0 1] 0 64.0]1 0.0 ] 0.0

NOTE: Existing residences within alternative route right-of-way and within 0.25 mile of reference centerline were calculated with residence structure point
data collected by EPG. Residence structure point data was collected through interpretation of aerial imagery and/or field verification.
Due to overlap of some existing land uses, the total miles of residual impacts are less than if all existing land use impacts were added together.
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10 Land Use

TABLE 3-167

TO COLORADO - AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR FUTURE LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING

= _ = = | Residual Impacts
Extraction o |8=|s s 5 = Utilities o miles)
s |lax|B |E eol 22 | & 5 A
~| = ~ 19 xlz2lB 22| 52 b - Z 3
S 18| 22| E 28585 |€5| 2R 5| & |§ [5E
£ = ol z 22| =2 <l3 E = E = o A~ = == @
Eol = |2l B S (2855 E|5E| 2258 & |Sc|E¢ | =
S5 E|EE| E| E (22| 2e|E~|2E| EE|5%| £ |sE|cs¢g| B8 |&8| 2
el B (EEl S ElzelEElE M=l 2= | 2 = S=|E£E| = T | =
& S |ZE| e 2 |=<=|%5 8 @3] 57 g = > S8
~ 7] = = = [ Q_‘U et = = g AL 7] = E D« E
@ ] [ =] = S o .= (%} ) A = = = O c > =
< &) fut = = e x| A 5] o ~ < o) <
Total | O =) S i 4 % [~ 7] - A 2‘ =
Alternative Route | Miles =
Alternative WYCO-B and Route Variation
WYCO-B
(Applicant 204.5 (357 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 ] 0.0 ] 00| 00| 00| o00] 230 | 49 | 130 |00 o0o0]| 730[00] 00
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 |35.7 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.2 4.9 13.0 0.0 0.0 612 |1 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.8 | 0.0 | 0.0
WYCO-B-1 204.9 |35.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.5 4.9 13.0 0.0 0.0 70.5 1 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 138.1 135.7 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.2 4.9 13.0 0.0 0.0 61.2 | 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.8 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.3 1001 0.0
WYCO-B-2
(Agency 204.5 1357 1 00 | 00 | 00|00 ] 00| 00|00 ]oo] 224 | 49 | 130 |00 00| 72400/ 00
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 1357 | 0.0 | 0.0 001 00| 00 ] 00 ] 00 0.0 11.2 4.9 13.0 0.0 1] 0.0 61.2 |1 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 1 0.0 | 0.0 | 00 001 001 00 1] 00| 0.0 0.0 11.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1] 0.0 11.21 0.0 | 0.0
WYCO-B-3 204.5 1357 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 ] 0.0 0.0 24.8 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 74.8 1 0.0 [ 0.0
Wyoming 138.1 1357 | 0.0 | 0.0 001 00| 00 ] 00 ] 00 0.0 11.2 4.9 13.0 0.0 1] 0.0 61.2 |1 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 1 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 001 001 001 00| 0.0 0.0 13.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 13.6 | 0.0 | 0.0
Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variation
WYCO-C 2104 |41.6 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 ] 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 ] 0.0 0.0 40.4 4.9 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 909 [ 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 |41.6 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 1 00| 00 ] 00| 00 0.0 28.6 4.9 0.0 0.0 1] 00 79.1 1 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 1 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 001 001 001 00| 00 0.0 11.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 11.8 1 0.0 | 0.0
WYCO-C-1 210.8 |41.6 | 0.0 | 0.0 00 ] 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 ] 0.0 0.0 37.9 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 88.410.0| 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 |41.6 | 0.0 | 0.0 001 00| 00| 00 ] 00 0.0 28.6 4.9 13.0 0.0 1] 00 79.1 1 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.81 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 001 001 001 00| 0.0 0.0 9.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 93100 0.0

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project

Page 3-692



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

TABLE 3-167
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR FUTURE LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING
TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
= _ = = | Residual Impacts
Extraction ) § = = s 5 ° = Utilities o miles)
S | 2&]|3 = zo| 2o | & 5 A~
- | =| gl 5|32 (|28|28|S |Z&| 52 |2 = |5 |23
s | 2| E|l=| E|28|a68|F_|€2| =2 | 3 2 |z |EE
22 LG 2 8 1EE55 R 5 Be )] 212 |EEl |
Eol 3 (2| B S |8E|<e|CE|2E 2252 £ [Sc<|E2| - | B =
S35 E|EE|E| E|228|zg|ls*|2E| EE|2*| E |==|52| 3 || &
CIRREE I AR EREE el 2= | 2 Z | 2= EEl = | 2| E
ol % = & El e el B = | & g = ° ¥ =
T g S £l = T |5 8|E ] 3=l == | § T g |> g
otal | © el € = |z & 7 o = A~ j:- <
Alternative Route | Miles
WYCO-C-2 2104 |41.6 | 0.0 | 00 1 0.0 ] 00 ] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 39.8 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 903 [ 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 |41.6 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 } 0.0 | 0.0 28.6 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 79.1 1 0.0 0.0
Colorado 6641 00 00 | 00 ] 00 ] 0.0] 00| 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 11.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 11.2 1 00| 0.0
WYCO-C-3 2104 |41.6 | 0.0 | 00 1 0.0 ] 0.0 ] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 42.2 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 927 { 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 |41.6 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 } 0.0 | 0.0 28.6 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 79.1 1 0.0 0.0
Colorado 6641 00 00 | 00 ) 00 0.0] 00| 00 1] 00 ] 0.0 13.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 13.6 | 0.0 0.0
Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation
WYCO-D 250.0 1383 [ 0.0 | 22 1 0.0 ] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 74.4 2.0 13.0 0.0 ] 0.0 | 121.2 1 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 1350 1383 1 0.0 | 22 | 0.0 | 00 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 23.0 2.0 13.0 0.0 ] 0.0 69.8 1 00| 0.0
Colorado 11501 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 00 ] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 514 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 514 (00| 0.0
WYCO-D-1 250.0 |383 [ 0.0 | 22 1 00 ] 00 ] 00 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 76.2 2.0 13.0 0.0 ] 0.0 | 123.0 | 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 1350 1383 1 0.0 | 22 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 23.0 2.0 13.0 0.0 ] 0.0 69.8 1 00| 0.0
Colorado 11501 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 00 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 53.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 532100 0.0
Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variation
WYCO-F 2189 1489 [ 0.0 | 00 1 0.0 ] 00 ] 00 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 41.6 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 97.1 [ 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 1525 1489 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 29.8 4.9 13.0 0.0 ] 0.0 853100\ 0.0
Colorado 6641 00 | 00 | 0.0 | 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 | 00} 0.0 | 0.0 11.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 11.81 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-1 2193 1489 | 00 [ 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 ] 00 | 00 ] 0.0 | 0.0 39.1 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 946 | 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 1525 1489 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 29.8 4.9 13.0 0.0 ] 0.0 853100 | 0.0
Colorado 66.81 00 | 00 | 0.0 | 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 | 00 ] 0.0 | 0.0 9.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 93100 00
WYCO-F-2 2189 |489 | 00 [ 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 ] 00 | 0.0 ] 0.0 | 0.0 41.0 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 965 [ 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 1525 1489 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 00 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 ]} 0.0 | 0.0 29.8 4.9 13.0 0.0 1 0.0 853100 | 0.0
Colorado 6641 00 | 00 | 00| 00 1] 00 1] 001 001 00 ] 00 11.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 11.2 1 0.0 | 0.0
WYCO-F-3 2189 1489 [ 0.0 | 00 1 0.0 ] 00 ] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 434 4.9 13.0 0.0 | 0.0 989 [ 0.0 | 0.0
Wyoming 1525 1489 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 ]} 0.0 | 0.0 29.8 4.9 13.0 0.0 1 0.0 853100 | 0.0
Colorado 6641 00 | 00 | 00| 00 ] 00 ] 0.0 | 00 ] 00| 0.0 13.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 13.6 | 0.0 | 0.0
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TABLE 3-168

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Residual Impacts (miles)

: = 3
T = —_ = E z = = &
s || E| B | ¢ o = £ s £
s | 2| 5| 5 | % z 3 5 | 22 | & £
E|E| 2| B | £ g 2 T | €3 | 3 E =
5 g = S & 3 g g g =
< &) = & E = & ~ =
Total & E I~
Alternative Route Miles
Alternative WYCO-B and Route Variations
WYCO-B (Applicant | 0, 5 | 1461 | 00| 00 | 00 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 146.1 0.0 0.0
Preferred Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 79.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 79.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
WYCO-B-1 2049 | 146.5 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 146.5 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 138.1 79.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 79.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.8 66.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.8 0.0 0.0
WYCO-B-2
(Agency Preferred 204.5 | 146.1 00| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 146.1 0.0 0.0
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 79.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 79.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
WYCO-B-3 204.5 | 146.1 00| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 146.1 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 138.1 79.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 79.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations
WYCO-C 2104 | 1741 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 174.1 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 | 107.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 107.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
WYCO-C-1 210.8 | 1745 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 174.5 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 | 107.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 107.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.8 66.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.8 0.0 0.0
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TABLE 3-168
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction Residual Impacts (miles)

et - = —_— o

= g =} = e o o z = S
) ° = S > 5 o] Q o =

< ol = ~ 2 = & & =

[ = g

Total £ = [~

Alternative Route Miles
WYCO-C-2 2104 | 174.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 174.1 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 | 107.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 107.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
WYCO-C-3 2104 | 174.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 174.1 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 | 107.7 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 107.7 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation
WYCO-D 250.0 | 183.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 183.5 0.1 0.0
Wyoming 135.0 68.3 0.0 1| 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 68.5 0.1 0.0
Colorado 115.0 | 115.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 115.0 0.0 0.0
WYCO-D-1 250.0 | 183.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 183.5 0.1 0.0
Wyoming 135.0 68.3 0.0 1| 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 68.5 0.1 0.0
Colorado 115.0 | 115.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 115.0 0.0 0.0
Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations

WYCO-F 2189 | 139.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 139.6 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 73.2 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73.2 0.0 0.0
Colorado’ 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-1 219.3 140.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 140.0 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 73.2 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73.2 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.8 66.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.8 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-2 218.9 | 139.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 139.6 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 73.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73.2 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-3 218.9 | 139.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 139.6 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 73.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73.2 0.0 0.0
Colorado 66.4 66.4 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 0.0
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Alternative WYCO-B (Applicant Preferred Alternative) and Route Variations (WYCO-B-1,
WYCO-B-2 [Agency Preferred Alternative], and WYCO-B-3)

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Wyomin

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
WYCO-B and route variations in Wyoming.

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations cross various types of state trust lands with uses that include
rights-of-way for fiber optic lines;, highways, telephone and telegraph lines; telecommunication lines;
communication site roads; the Sinclair Regenerator station; natural gas, gas, and oil pipelines; power
lines; railroads; and oil and gas leases.

Alternative WYCO-B is located within a WWEC corridor for 1.0 mile and within BLM-designated and
underground utility corridors in the BLM Rawlins Field Office for approximately 2.2 miles. Route
Variation WYCO-B-3 is located within a WWEC corridor for 0.1 fewer mile (0.9 mile) than Alternative
WYCO-B and Route Variations WYCO-B-1 and WYCO-B-2.

Affected Environment (Wyoming)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B in Wyoming crosses agriculture (outstructures and farm complexes),
communication facilities, oil/gas extraction, pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations, grazing allotments,
transmission lines, vacant/undeveloped, and the Seven Mile Hill wind farm. Alternative WY CO-B
crosses the following authorized projects:

Anadarko Atlantic Rim Natural Gas Project
PacifiCorp Seven Mile Hill Wind Energy Facility
Power company of Wyoming Chokecherry Wind Farm
State oil and/or gas leases

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations in Wyoming cross pipeline (approved/concept plan),
transmission line (both preliminary and final plats), utility (preliminary plat), and gas extraction mining
(preliminary plat) land uses.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations cross lands zoned for agriculture in Carbon and Sweetwater
counties.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)
Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations in Wyoming would have a total of 0.1 mile of moderate
residual impacts that occur where the reference centerline crosses an agricultural farm complex. There are
no high residual impacts on existing land use.

Approving the Project could require affected existing and future pipelines to install cathodic protection if
it is currently not in place.
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Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future
land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations would have no high or moderate impacts on zoning and
general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
WYCO-B and route variations in Colorado.

Alternative WYCO-B and Route Variations WY CO-B-2 and WYCO-B-3 cross the Bald Mountain State
Trust Land, the South Nipple Rim State Trust Land, and two oil and gas leases owned by Langham
Petroleum LLC and Quicksilver Resources Inc. Route Variation WY CO-B-1 does not cross the Bald
Mountain State Trust land.

Alternative WY CO-B and Route Variations WYCO-B-2 and WYCO-B-3 in Colorado are located within
a WWEC corridor for 14.3 miles, 12.5 miles, and 14.0 miles, and BLM-designated utility corridors in the
BLM Little Snake and White River Field Offices for 16.3 miles, 15.1 miles, and 16.7 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations crosses agriculture, pipeline and/or pipeline pump station,
grazing allotments, transmission lines, and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative WY CO-B crosses
the following authorized projects:

m  BLM oil and/or gas leases in the White River Field Office
m  State oil and/or gas leases

Alternative WY CO-B route variations have several differences in the mileages of existing land uses

crossed (Table 3-166). These occur for agriculture, pipeline and/or pipeline pump station, grazing
allotments, transmission lines, and vacant/undeveloped land uses.

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations crosses transmission lines (both preliminary and final plats).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations crosses land zoned for agriculture in Moffat County.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing
land use.
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Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future
land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-B and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations (WYCO-C-1, WYCO-C-2, and WYCO-C-3)

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Wyomin

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
WYCO-C and route variations in Wyoming.

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations cross various types of state trust lands with uses that include
rights-of-way for fiber optic lines; highways; telephone and telegraph lines; telecommunication lines;
communication site roads; the Sinclair Regenerator station; natural gas, gas, and oil pipelines; power
lines; railroads; and oil and gas leases.

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations cross various types of state trust lands with land uses that
include rights-of-way for fiber optic lines, highways, telephone and telegraph lines, telecommunication
lines, communication site roads, the Sinclair Regenerator station, natural gas, gas, and oil pipelines,
power lines, railroads; and oil and gas leases.

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations are located within a WWEC corridor for 28.7 miles and BLM-
designated and underground utility corridors within the BLM Rawlins Field Office for 7.8 miles.

Affected Environment (Wyoming)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations in Wyoming cross agriculture (outstructures and farm
complexes), communication facilities, oil/gas extraction, pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations, grazing
allotments, transmission lines, vacant/undeveloped, water tower/wastewater treatment plant, and the
Seven Mile Hill wind farm. Alternative WY CO-C crosses the following authorized projects:

Anadarko Atlantic Rim Natural Gas Project

PacifiCorp Seven Mile Hill Wind Energy Facility
Power Company of Wyoming Chokecherry Wind Farm
State oil/and or gas leases

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C crosses gas extraction mining (preliminary plat), and transmission lines (both
preliminary and final plats).

Alternative WY CO-C route variations cross utilities (preliminary plat) for a total of 13.0 miles, compared
to WYCO-C which does not cross these areas.
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Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations cross land zoned for agriculture in Carbon and Sweetwater
counties.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations would have a total of 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts
that occur where the reference centerline crosses an agricultural farm complex. There are no high residual
impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future
land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

WY CO-C and route variations in Colorado.

Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations WY CO-C-2 and WYCO-C-3 cross the Bald Mountain State
Trust Land, the South Nipple Rim State Trust Land, and two oil and gas leases owned by Langham
Petroleum LLC and Quicksilver Resources Inc. Route Variation WY CO-C-1 does not cross the Bald
Mountain State Trust land.

Alternative WY CO-C and Route Variations WYCO-C-2 and WYCO-C-3 are located within a WWEC
corridor for 14.3, 12.5, and 14.0 miles, and BLM-designated utility corridors in the BLM Little Snake and
White River Field Offices for 16.3, 15.1, and 16.7 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C crosses pipeline and/or pipeline pumpstation, grazing allotments, transmission line,
and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative WY CO-C crosses the following authorized projects:

m  BLM oil and/or gas leases in the White River Field Office
m  State oil and/or gas leases

Alternative WY CO-C route variations have several differences in the mileages of the existing land uses
crossed (Table 3-166). These occur for agriculture, grazing allotments, transmission line, and
vacant/undeveloped land uses.
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Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations cross a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations cross land zoned for agriculture in Moffat County.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing
land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future
land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation (WYCO-D-1)
Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Wyoming)

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
WYCO-D and route variation in Wyoming.

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation cross various types of state trust lands with uses that include
rights-of-way for fiber optic lines; highways; telephone and telegraph lines; telecommunication lines;
communication site roads; the Sinclair Regenerator station; natural gas, gas, and oil pipelines; power
lines; railroads; oil and gas leases; and coal and hard rock leases.

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation are located within a WWEC corridor for 24.0 miles and a
BLM-designated utility corridor within the BLM Rawlins Field Office for 31.1 miles.

Affected Environment (Wyoming)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation cross agriculture (outstructures and farm complexes),
communication facilities, oil/gas extraction, pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations, grazing allotments,
transmission lines, vacant/undeveloped, and the Seven Mile Hill wind farm. Alternative WYCO-D
crosses the following authorized projects:

Anadarko Atlantic Rim Natural Gas Project

PacifiCorp Seven Mile Hill Wind Energy Facility
Power Company of Wyoming Chokecherry Wind Farm
State oil/and or gas leases
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Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation cross transmission line (both preliminary and final plats), utility
(preliminary plat), gas extraction (preliminary plat), and extraction mining (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation cross land zoned for agriculture in Carbon and Sweetwater
counties, residential in Carbon County and the town of Hanna, and industrial in Hanna.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation would have a total of 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts that
occur where the reference centerline crosses an agricultural farm complex. There are no high residual
impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land
use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation would have a total of 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts that
occur where the reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There are no high residual impacts
on zoning and general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
WYCO-D and route variation in Colorado.

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation cross the Baker’s Peak, Pole Gulch, Thornburg Draw, and
Twenty Mile state trust lands, and six oil and gas leases owned by Antelope Energy Company LLC, Axia
Energy LLC, Beartooth Oil and Gas Company, Gulfport Energy Corporation, QEP Energy Company, and
Yate Petroleum Corporation with the reference centerline.

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation are located within a WWEC corridor for 35.8 miles and BLM-
designated utility corridors in the BLM Little Snake and White River Field Offices for 35.4 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-D and its route variation cross agriculture, extraction mining, flood-control facility,
landfill, oil/gas extraction, pipeline and/or pipeline pump stations, grazing allotments, transmission lines,
and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative WY CO-D crosses the following authorized projects:

m  BLM oil and/or gas leases in the White River and Little Snake Field Offices
m  State oil and/or gas leases
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Future Land Use

Alternative WYCO-D and its route variation cross a transmission line (preliminary plat) future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-D and its route variation cross land zoned for agriculture in Moffat and Routt
counties.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WYCO-D and its route variation would have a total of 4.1 miles of moderate residual impacts
that occur where the reference centerline crosses irrigated farmland. There are no high residual impacts on
existing land use.

Future Land Use
Alternative WYCO-D

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land
use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-D and route variation would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations (WYCO-F-1, WYCO-F-2, and WYCO-F-3)
Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Wyoming)

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
WYCO-F and route variations in Wyoming.

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations cross various types of state trust lands with uses that include
rights-of-way for fiber optic lines; highways; telephone and telegraph lines; telecommunication lines;
communication site roads; the Sinclair Regenerator station; natural gas, gas, and oil pipelines; power
lines; railroads; and oil and gas leases.

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations are located within a WWEC corridor for 1.1 mile and BLM-
designated and underground utility corridors within the BLM Rawlins Field Office for approximately 2.3
miles.

Affected Environment (Wyoming)
Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F and route variation cross agriculture, communication facilities, pipelines, grazing
allotments, Seven Mile Hill wind farm, transmission lines, oil/gas extraction, and vacant/undeveloped
lands. Alternative WY CO-F crosses the following authorized projects:

m  Anadarko Atlantic Rim Natural Gas Project
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m  PacifiCorp Seven Mile Hill Wind Energy Facility
m  Power Company of Wyoming Chokecherry Wind Farm
m  State oil/and or gas leases

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations in Wyoming cross transmission line (both preliminary and
final plats), utility (preliminary plat), and gas extraction (preliminary plat) land uses.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-F and Route Variations (WYCO-F-1, WYCO-F-2, and WYCO-F-3) cross land zoned
for agriculture in Carbon and Sweetwater counties.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)
Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations have 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts that occur where
the reference centerline crosses irrigated farmland and there are no high residual impacts on existing land
use.

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future
land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-165 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

WY CO-F and route variations in Colorado.

Alternative WY CO-F crosses the Bald Mountain State Trust Land, South Nipple Rim State Trust Land,
and two oil and gas leases owned by Langham Petroleum LLC and Quicksilver Resources Inc. with the
reference centerline. Route Variation WY CO-F-1 does not cross the Bald Mountain State Trust Land.

Alternative WY CO-F and Route Variations WYCO-F-2 and WYCO-F-3 are located within a WWEC
corridor for 14.3, 12.5, 13.9 miles and within the BLM-designated utility corridors in the BLM Little
Snake and White River Field Offices for 16.3, 15.1, and 16.7 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F crosses grazing allotments, flood-control facility, pipeline and pipeline pump
station, transmission line, and vacant/undeveloped land. Alternative WY CO-B crosses the following
authorized projects:
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m  BLM oil and/or gas leases in the White River Field Office
m  State oil and/or gas leases

Alternative WY CO-F route variations have several differences in the mileages of the existing land uses
crossed (Table 3-166). These occur for agriculture, grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped land uses.

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations cross transmission line (preliminary plat) land uses.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations cross land zoned for agriculture in Moffat County.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing
land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future
land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Colorado to Utah — U.S. Highway 40 to Baxter Pass to Clover (COUT BAX)

Table 3-169 reports land jurisdiction, state trust lands, parallel linear facilities within 1,500 feet of the
alternative route, and utility corridors for COUT BAX alternative routes. The baseline resource inventory
and residual impacts on for COUT BAX alternative routes considered are presented in Tables 3-170 to
3-172.

Alternative COUT BAX-B
Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-169 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

COUT BAX-B in Colorado. Alternative COUT BAX-B does not cross state trust lands.

Alternative COUT BAX-B is located within a WWEC corridor for 0.8 mile and BLM-designated utility
corridors in the BLM Grand Junction and White River Field Offices for 48.1 miles.
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TABLE 3-169
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND
UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO BAXTER PASS TO CLOVER (COUT BAX)

ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Land Jurisdiction

Parallel Linear Facilities (within 1,500
feet) (miles)"**

of June 2013.
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Alternative Total 2 = 5
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Route Miles
COUT BAX-B 2792 | 172.7 16.9 0.0 30.9 0.0 58.7 22.0 0.0 95.9 0.0 21.9 27.3 5.9 131.9
Colorado 86.7 69.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.8 24.7 0.8 48.1
Utah 1925 103.3 | 16.9 0.0 30.9 0.0 41.4 22.0 0.0 95.8 0.0 20.1 2.6 5.1 83.8
COUT BAX-C 289.7 | 179.3 16.9 0.0 34.8 0.0 58.7 21.9 0.0 72.7 0.0 25.3 27.3 17.3 128.5
Colorado 86.7 69.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.8 24.7 0.8 48.1
Utah 203.0 | 109.9 | 16.9 0.0 34.8 0.0 414 21.9 0.0 72.6 0.0 23.5 2.6 16.5 80.4
COUT BAX-E 29151 191.0 7.7 0.0 27.1 0.0 65.7 26.6 0.0 31.5 0.0 18.0 33.7 34.6 136.6
Colorado 86.7 69.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.8 24.7 0.8 48.1
Utah 204.8 | 121.6 7.7 0.0 27.1 0.0 48.4 26.6 0.0 314 0.0 16.2 9.0 33.8 88.5
NOTES:

'Number of miles is approximate, rounded to the nearest 0.1, and may include where a linear facility crosses a Project centerline. These numbers may change and are current as

’The numbers summed in the individual categories (e.g., 138kV, 230kV, 345kV, etc.) may not equal the total miles due to potential overlap between linear facilities.
3To ensure that all parallel linear facilities within 1,500 feet were captured, report included linear facilities within 2,000 feet of Project centerline.
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TABLE 3-170

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON

BAXTER PASS TO CLOVER (COUT BAX) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

FOR EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO

Residual
Existing Land Use Crossed (miles) = Impacts (miles)
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Alternative | Total |2 = & = = B
= = =
Route Miles
COUTBAX-B | 27921 22 [0.0]0.1| 02 | 0.0 |02 ]0.0] 0.1 7.2 0.0 {240.0| 0.0 | 0.0 6.2 3.1 0.0 106 0 | 247.6| 1.8 0.0
Colorado 86.71 0.1 10.0]10.0] 0.2 | 00| 0.0 00| 0.1 6.9 (00| 856| 0.0 | 0.0 0.6(1.0|( 0.0 5101 85.6[00(00
Utah 192501 21 [{00[011 0.0]0.01]102]100[ 00 | 03 [00]1544] 0.0 [ 0.0 5.6121] 0.0 1011 0 1162.0]1.8[0.0
COUT BAX-C | 289.7] 22 |{0.0[{0.1| 02 |00 ] 02 [0.0] 0.1 7.2 0.0 {2505 0.0 | 0.0 [ 18.5(3.1 0.0 106] 0 | 258.1| 1.8 | 0.0
Colorado 86.71 0.1 10.0]10.0] 0.2 | 00| 0.0 00| 0.1 6.9 (00| 85.6| 0.0 | 0.0 0.61.0|( 0.0 5101 85.6(00(00
Utah 203.00 2.1 {0.0[01]1 00100102100 00 | 03 [00]164.9] 0.0 0.0 |179][21] 0.0 1011 01172.511.810.0
COUT BAX-E | 291.5] 1.5 [{0.0(0.1| 0.2 | 0.0 | 0.0 |0.0[ 0.1 7.5 0.0 (2535 00| 00 [393(35]| 0.0 106 0 | 263.4| 1.4 0.0
Colorado 86.71 0.1 10.0]10.0] 0.2 | 00| 0.0 00| 0.1 6.9 (0.0 85.6| 0.0 | 0.0 0.6(1.0|( 0.0 5101 85.6[00(00
Utah 204.8) 1.4 [ 0.0[01] 0.0 ] 0.0] 00]00( 00 | 06 [00]167.9] 0.0 0.0 |38.7[24]| 0.0 1011 01177.8]1.4]0.0

NOTE: Existing residences within alternative route right-of-way and within 0.25 mile of reference centerline were calculated with residence structure point
data collected by EPG. Residence structure point data was collected through interpretation of aerial imagery and/or field verification.
Due to overlap of some existing land uses, the total miles of residual impacts are less than if all existing land use impacts were added together.
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TABLE 3-171
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR FUTURE LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO
TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO BAXTER PASS TO CLOVER (COUT BAX) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Residual Impacts
Extraction = | = gl _ = = Té Utilities 0 miles)
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Route Miles
COUT BAX-B 279.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 85.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8541 0.0 0.0
Colorado 86.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.6 | 0.0 0.0
Utah 192.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 51.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 51.8 1 0.0 0.0
COUT BAX-C 289.7 0.0 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 107.0 0.0 1.6 3.5 0.0 |1 109.3 ] 0.0 0.0
Colorado 86.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.6 | 0.0 0.0
Utah 203.0 0.0 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 73.4 0.0 1.6 3.5 0.0 75.7 1 0.0 0.0
COUT BAX-E 291.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 88.5 0.0 1.6 8.1 1.2 | 100.1 | 0.0 0.0
Colorado 86.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.6 | 0.0 0.0
Utah 204.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 54.9 0.0 1.6 8.1 1.2 66.5 | 0.0 0.0
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TABLE 3-172

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION INVENTORY DATA
AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO BAXTER PASS TO CLOVER (COUT BAX)

ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction Residual Impacts (miles)

o £
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2 2 2 3 & 5 2 = = 3 =
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Total R A~ g

Alternative Route Miles =
COUT BAX-B 279.2 136.5 0.2 0.0 79.0 19.1 11.5 7.0 14.3 0.0 2533 14.3 0.0
Colorado 86.7 49.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.5 0.0 14.2 0.0 60.9 14.2 0.0
Utah 192.5 87.1 0.2 0.0 79.0 19.1 0.0 7.0 0.1 0.0 192.4 0.1 0.0
COUT BAX-C 289.7 136.5 0.2 1.1 88.4 19.1 11.5 7.0 14.3 0.0 263.8 14.3 0.0
Colorado 86.7 49.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.5 0.0 14.2 0.0 60.9 14.2 0.0
Utah 203.0 87.1 0.2 1.1 88.4 19.1 0.0 7.0 0.1 0.0 202.9 0.1 0.0
COUT BAX-E 291.5 138.9 0.0 1.1 70.4 36.7 11.5 7.0 14.3 0.0 265.6 14.3 0.0
Colorado 86.7 49.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.5 0.0 14.2 0.0 60.9 14.2 0.0
Utah 204.8 89.5 0.0 1.1 70.4 36.7 0.0 7.0 0.1 0.0 204.7 0.1 0.0
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Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses agriculture outstructures, extractive mining, grazing allotments,
pipeline and pipeline pump stations, transmission lines, coal mining, and vacant/undeveloped lands.
Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses the following authorized projects:

m  BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Grand Junction and White River Field Offices
m  Blue Mountain Energy Inc. Deserado Mine
m  Enterprise Mid-America Pipeline Western Expansion II Project

Future Land Use
Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses land zoned as agriculture in Mesa, Moffat, and Rio Blanco counties,
public/quasi-public in Garfield counties, and residential in Garfield and Rio Blanco counties.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-B would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-B would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-B would have a total of 14.2 miles of moderate impacts that occur where the
reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There would not be any high impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration, Parallel Linear Facilities,
and Utility Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-169 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

COUT BAX-B in Utah.

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses SITLA humic shale, mineral, oil and gas, potash, range improvement
use leases and the abandoned White Sands Missile Launch Facility special use contract.

Alternative COUT BAX-B is located within a WWEC corridor for 5.1 miles and BLM-designated utility
corridors within the BLM Moab, Price, and Richfield Field Offices for 83.8 miles.
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Affected Environment (Utah)
Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses communication facilities, transmission lines, general industrial,
pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations, dryland farmland, irrigated farmland, grazing allotments, and
vacant/undeveloped lands. Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses the following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Moab, Price, and Richfield Field Offices
Interwest Mining Company Deer Creek Coal Mine (coal exploration)
Anadarko Petroleum Corporation Ferron Natural Gas Project

State non-coal mine development

Flatirons Resource LLC No. 1-4 Helium Well Project Pipeline
Abandoned White Sands Missile Launch Facility

State oil and/or gas leases

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses a pipeline (approved/concept plan) and transmission line (preliminary
plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses land zoned as agriculture in Mount Pleasant and Emery, Grand, Juab,
and Sanpete counties, commercial in Sanpete County, rangeland in Emery County, parks/preservation in
Sanpete County, recreation in Juab County, and residential in the City of Nephi.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-B has a total of 1.8 miles of moderate residual impacts that occur where the
reference centerline crosses irrigated farmland. There are no high residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-B would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-B would have 0.1 mile of moderate impacts that occur where the reference
centerline crosses land zoned for residential.

Alternative COUT BAX-C
Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-169 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

COUT BAX-C in Colorado. Alternative COUT BAX-C does not cross state trust lands.

Alternative COUT BAX-C is located within a WWEC corridor for 0.8 mile and BLM-designated utility
corridors in the BLM Grand Junction and White River Field Offices for 48.1 miles.

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project Page 3-710



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations, transmission lines, oil/gas
extraction, coal mining, agricultural outstructures, grazing allotments, industrial, and vacant/undeveloped
lands. Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses the following authorized projects:

m  BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Grand Junction and White River Field Offices
m  Blue Mountain Energy Inc. Deserado Mine
m  Enterprise Mid-America Pipeline Western Expansion II Project

Future Land Use
Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses land zoned as agriculture in Mesa, Moffat, and Rio Blanco counties,
public/quasi-public in Garfield County, and residential in Garfield and Rio Blanco counties.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have a total of 14.2 miles of moderate residual impacts that occur
where the reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There are no high residual impacts on
zoning and general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, State Institutional Trust Lands Administration, Parallel Linear Facilities, and
Utility Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-169 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

COUT BAX-C in Utah.

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses SITLA humic shale, mineral, oil and gas, potash, range improvement
use leases and the abandoned White Sands Missile Launch Facility special use contract.

Alternative COUT BAX-C is located within a WWEC corridor for 16.5 miles and BLM-designated utility
corridors within the BLM Moab, Price, and Richfield Field Offices for 80.4 miles.

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project Page 3-711



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

Affected Environment (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses a communication facility, transmission lines, general industrial, oil
and gas extraction, dryland farmland, irrigated farmland, grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped land
uses. Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses the following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Moab, Price, and Richfield Field Offices
Interwest Mining Company Deer Creek Coal Mine (coal exploration)
Anadarko Petroleum Corporation Ferron Natural Gas Project

State non-coal mine development

Flatirons Resource LLC No. 1-4 Helium Well Project Pipeline
Abandoned White Sands Missile Launch Facility

State oil and/or gas leases

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses a pipeline (approved/concept plan), transmission line (preliminary
plat), utilities (preliminary and approved/concept plan), and gas extraction (final plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses land zoned for agriculture in Mount Pleasant and Emery, Grand, Juab,
and Sanpete counties, commercial in Sanpete County, industrial in Emery County, rangeland in Emery
County, recreation in Juab County, parks/preservation in Sanpete County, and residential in the City of
Nephi.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have a total of 1.8 miles of moderate residual impacts that occur where
the reference centerline crosses irrigated farmland. There are no high residual impacts on existing land
use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts that occur where the
reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There are no high residual impacts on zoning and
general plan management direction.

Alternative COUT BAX-E

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-169 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

COUT BAX-E in Colorado. Alternative COUT BAX-E does not cross state trust lands.

Alternative COUT BAX-E is located within a WWEC corridor for 0.8 mile and BLM-designated utility
corridors in the Grand Junction and White River Field Offices for 48.1 miles.
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Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses pipeline and pipeline pump stations, transmission lines, oil and gas
extraction, dryland farmland, irrigated farmland, grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped lands.
Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses the following authorized projects:

m  BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Grand Junction and White River Field Offices
m  Blue Mountain Energy Inc. Deserado Mine
m  Enterprise Mid-America Pipeline Western Expansion II Project

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses land zoned for agriculture in Mesa, Moffat, and Rio Blanco counties,
public/quasi-public in Garfield County, and residential in Garfield and Rio Blanco counties.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.
Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have a total of 14.2 mile of moderate residual impacts that occur where
the reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There are no high residual impacts on zoning
and general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration, Parallel Linear Facilities,
and Utility Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-169 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative

COUT BAX-E in Utah.

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses SITLA humic shale, mineral, oil and gas, potash, range improvement
use leases and the abandoned White Sands Missile Launch Facility special use contract.

Alternative COUT BAX-E is located within a WWEC corridor for 33.8 miles and BLM-designated utility
corridors within the Moab and Price Field Offices for 88.5 miles.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses a communication facility, recreation cabins and properties used as
seasonal residences, communication facilities, railroads, roads, pipelines, pipelines and/or pipeline pump
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stations, transmission lines, general industrial, oil and gas extraction, dryland farmland, irrigated
farmland, grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped land uses Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses the
following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Moab, Price, and Richfield Field Offices
Interwest Mining Company Deer Creek Coal Mine (coal exploration)
Canyon Fuel Company LLC Skyline Drive

State non-coal mine development

Flatirons Resource LLC No. 1-4 Helium Well Project Pipeline
Abandoned White Sands Missile Launch Facility

State oil and/or gas leases

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses extraction mining (final plat), industrial (final plat), pipeline
(approved/concept plan, scenic roads/parkway (preliminary plat), transmission line (preliminary plat),
utility (both preliminary plat and approved/concept plan), and vegetation habitat management plan (final

plat).
Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses land zoned for agriculture in Carbon, Grand, Juab, and Sanpete
counties, industrial in Emery County, rangeland in Emery County, parks/preservation in Carbon and
Sanpete counties, recreation in Juab County, and residential in the City of Nephi.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have a total of 1.4 miles of moderate residual impacts that occur where
the reference centerline crosses irrigated farmland. There are no high residual impacts on existing land
use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts that occur where the
reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There are no high residual impacts on zoning and
general plan management direction.

Colorado to Utah — U.S. Highway 40 to Central Utah to Clover (COUT)

Table 3-173 reports land jurisdiction, state trust lands, parallel linear facilities within 1,500 feet of the
alternative route, and utility corridors for COUT alternative routes. The baseline resource inventory and
residual impacts for COUT alternative routes considered are presented in Tables 3-174 to 3-176.

Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation (COUT-A-1)
Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative COUT-
A and route variation in Colorado.
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Alternative COUT-A and route variation cross one oil and gas lease owned by Cinco Land and
Exploration Inc.

Alternative COUT-A and route variation are located within a WWEC corridor for 9.0 miles and a BLM-
designated utility corridor within the BLM White River Field Office for approximately 16.2 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-A and route variation cross coal mining, transmission lines, pipeline and pipeline
pump stations, grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative COUT-A crosses
authorized state oil and/or gas leases.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-A and route variation cross transmission line (preliminary plat) areas.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-A and route variation cross land zoned for agriculture in Moffat County.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-A and route variation would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing
land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-A and route variation would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land
use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-A and route variation would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning and
general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration, Parallel Linear Facilities,
and Utility Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
COUT-A and route variation in Utah. Alternative COUT-A crosses SITLA oil and gas contract areas.

Alternative COUT-A and route variation are located within a WWEC corridor for 40.7 and 37.5 miles and
within BLM (Salt Lake Field Office) and USFS (Uinta National Forest) designated utility corridors for
1.1 miles.
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TABLE 3-173
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON
FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE
COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Parallel Linear Facilities (within 1,500 —
Land Jurisdiction feet) (miles)"** g =
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S = S = — = = - 2 E
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Alternative Total 5 =
Route Miles
Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation
COUT-A 206.0 554 200 | 0.0 | 248 | 0.0 105.8 8.4 0.0 104.0 | 0.0 37.2 11.1 49.7 17.3
Colorado 24.0 16.2 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 192 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 182.0 39.2 | 200 | 0.0 | 20.7 | 0.0 102.1 6.4 0.0 84.8 | 0.0 13.8 7.2 40.7 1.1
COUT-A-1 205.6 55.4 200 | 0.0 | 248 | 0.0 105.8 8.4 0.0 104.0 | 0.0 37.2 11.1 46.5 17.2
Colorado 181.6 16.2 0.0 | 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 192 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 24.0 39.2 19.6 | 0.0 | 20.7 | 0.0 102.1 6.4 0.0 84.8 | 0.0 13.8 7.2 37.5 1.1
Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations
COUT-B 216.0 56.2 19.1 | 0.0 | 264 | 7.8 106.5 17.2 0.0 83.2 | 0.0 59.1 10.9 38.9 229
Colorado 24.0 16.2 0.0 | 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 192 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 192.0 40.0 19.1 | 0.0 | 22.3 7.8 102.8 | 15.2 0.0 64.0 | 0.0 35.7 7.0 29.8 6.7
COUT-B-1 212.7 61.6 209 | 0.0 | 232 | 7.8 99.2 10.0 0.0 832 | 0.0 542 10.9 38.9 22.7
Colorado 24.0 16.2 0.0 | 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 192 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 188.7 454 | 209 | 0.0 | 19.1 7.8 95.5 8.0 0.0 64.0 | 0.0 30.8 7.0 29.8 6.5
COUT-B-2 214.2 58.8 20.5] 0.0 [ 26.0 | 7.8 101.1 10.9 0.0 832 | 0.0 54.2 10.9 38.9 22.7
Colorado 24.0 16.2 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 19.2 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 190.2 426 | 205 0.0 | 21.9 7.8 97.4 8.9 0.0 64.0 | 0.0 30.8 7.0 29.8 6.5
COUT-B-3 213.9 58.4 19.1 | 0.0 | 252 | 7.8 103.4 11.9 0.0 832 0.0 56.3 10.9 38.9 22.7
Colorado 24.0 16.2 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 19.2 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 189.9 42.2 19.1 | 0.0 | 21.1 7.8 99.7 9.9 0.0 64.0 | 0.0 32.9 7.0 29.8 6.5

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project

Page 3-716



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

TABLE 3-173
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON
FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE
COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Parallel Linear Facilities (within 1,500 —
Land Jurisdiction feet) (miles)"** g =
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3 2z =5 | SRS 5
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Alternative Total 5 =
Route Miles
COUT-B-4 214.2 588 | 20500 | 252 7.8 1019 | 11.3 0.0 832 | 0.0 | 56.3 10.9 38.9 22.7
Colorado 24.0 16.2 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 192 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 190.2 426 | 205 ] 0.0 | 21.1 7.8 98.2 9.3 0.0 64.0 0.0 | 32.9 7.0 29.8 6.5
COUT-B-5 213.9 58.4 19.1 1 0.0 | 26.0 | 7.8 102.6 | 11.5 0.0 832 | 0.0 | 542 10.9 38.9 22.7
Colorado 24.0 16.2 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 3.7 2.0 0.0 19.2 | 0.0 | 234 3.9 9.0 16.2
Utah 189.9 422 | 191100 | 219] 78 98.9 9.5 0.0 64.0 | 0.0 | 30.8 7.0 29.8 6.5
Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations
COUT-C 209.8 91.2 92100 | 31.1| 27 75.6 | 22.6 0.0 83.7 | 0.0 | 445 27.4 14.3 21.2
Colorado 24.8 18.1 0.0 0.0 381 0.0 2.9 1.8 0.0 24.5 | 0.0 | 20.0 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 185.0 73.1 921002731 27 72.7 | 20.8 0.0 5921 0.0 | 24.5 23.2 7.3 6.7
COUT-C-1 206.4 98.2 11.0| 0.0 | 289 | 2.7 65.6 | 16.3 0.0 83.7 | 0.0 | 433 27.4 14.3 21.1
Colorado 24.8 18.1 0.0 | 0.0 38| 00 2.9 1.8 0.0 24.5 | 0.0 | 20.0 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 181.6 80.1 11.0) 0.0 | 25.1 | 2.7 62.7 | 14.5 0.0 592 | 00 | 23.3 23.2 7.3 6.5
COUT-C-2 207.9 95.4 10.6 | 0.0 | 31.7 | 2.7 67.5 17.2 0.0 83.7 | 0.0 | 433 27.4 14.3 21.1
Colorado 24.8 18.1 0.0 | 0.0 38| 00 2.9 1.8 0.0 24.5 | 0.0 | 20.0 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 183.1 773 | 10.6 | 0.0 | 27.9 | 2.7 64.6 | 154 0.0 592 | 0.0 | 233 23.2 7.3 6.5
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TABLE 3-173
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON
FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE
COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Parallel Linear Facilities (within 1,500 —
Land Jurisdiction feet) (miles)"** g =
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Alternative Total 5 =
Route Miles
COUT-C-3
(Agency 2076 | 950 | 92|00 |317] 27 | 690 | 177 | 0.0 837 | 0.0 | 433 27.4 14.3 21.1
Preferred
Alternative)
Colorado 248 | 181 | 00| 00| 38| 00 201 18| 00 | 245 00 | 200 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 1828 | 769 | 92|00 | 279 27 | 661 | 159 | 00 | 592 | 00 | 233 23.2 7.3 6.5
COUT-C-4 2079 | 956 | 10600 [337] 27 | 653 | 189 | 0.0 837 | 0.0 433 27.4 143 21.1
Colorado 248 | 181 | 00| 00| 38| 00 201 18| 00 | 245| 00| 200 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 1828 | 775 | 106 00| 209 27 | 624 | 171 | 00 | 592 00| 233 23.2 7.3 6.5
COUT-C-5 2076 | 952 | 9200 [337] 27 | 668 | 226 | 00 837 | 0.0] 433 274 143 21.1
Colorado 248 | 181 | 00| 00| 38| 00 201 18| 00 | 245| 00| 200 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 185.0 | 771 | 9200|209 27 | 639 | 208 00 | 592 | 00| 233 23.2 7.3 6.5
Alternatives COUT-H and COUT-I
COUT-H
(Applicant 2006 | 962 | 77100 |256| 27 | 684 | 198 | 00 | 498 | 0.0 402 36.5 7.8 19.4
Preferred
Alternative)
Colorado 248 | 181 | 00| 00| 38| 00 201 18| 00 | 245| 00| 200 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 1758 | 781 | 770100 |218| 27 | 655 | 180 | 00 | 253 | 00| 202 32.3 0.8 4.8
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TABLE 3-173
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON

FOR LAND JURISDICTION, STATE TRUST LANDS, PARALLEL LINEAR FACILITIES, AND UTILITY CORRIDORS FOR THE
COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Land Jurisdiction

Parallel Linear Facilities (within 1,500
feet) (miles)"**

of June 2013.

kV = Kilovolt

@
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Alternative Total 5 =
Route Miles
COUT-I 240.2 123.1 169 | 0.0 | 36.0 | 2.7 61.5 | 344 0.0 84.5 0.0 | 44.8 28.4 8.4 30.6
Colorado 24.8 18.1 0.0 0.0 381 0.0 2.9 1.8 0.0 24.5 0.0 | 20.0 4.2 7.0 14.6
Utah 215.4 105.0 | 16.9] 0.0 | 32.2 | 2.7 586 | 32.6 0.0 60.0 0.0 24.8 24.2 1.4 16.0
NOTES:

"Number of miles is approximate, rounded to the nearest 0.1, and may include where a linear facility crosses a Project centerline. These numbers may change and are current as

’The numbers summed in the individual categories (e.g., 138kV, 230kV, 345kV, etc.) may not equal the total miles due to potential overlap between linear facilities.
3To ensure that all parallel linear facilities within 1,500 feet were captured, report included linear facilities within 2,000 feet of Project centerline.
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TABLE 3-174

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE

COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Residual
Existing Land Use Crossed (miles) = Impacts (miles)
D
o = | =
s |= < o =] g | <&
o % g g” g E E o — E‘c: g Z
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Route Miles
Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation
COUT-A 206.01 7.3 {0.0]00] 2.1 | 0.0 [ 0.1 [0.0] 0.6 7.7 (00| 8.0] 0.3 | 6.2 | 13.2] 0.8| 0.4 2141 3] 111.8] 13.4] 0.0
Colorado 24.0)1 0.0 {0000 2.1 | 0.0 0.0 ]0.0]| 0.0 04 (00| 24.0] 0.0 | 0.0 0.2 02( 0.0 ol 0y 24.0| 0.0] 0.0
Utah 182.0] 7.3 10.01 00| 0.0 ] 0.0 | 0.1 |0.0] 0.6 73 10.0| 620 03| 6.2 | 13.0] 0.6 04 | 214 3| 87.8| 13.4| 0.0
COUT-A-1 | 2056] 73 10.0]00] 2.1 |00 0.1 [0.0] 0.6 7.7 (00| 856 03| 62 | 129] 0.8 04 2141 3| 111.4) 13.4] 0.0
Colorado 181.6] 0.0 |0.0100| 2.1 | 0.0 | 0.0 |0.0]| 0.0 04 00| 24.0| 0.0 | 0.0 0.2]1 02| 0.0 0] 0] 24.0| 0.0( 0.0
Utah 2401 7.3 [0.010.0( 0.0 | 0.0 ]| 0.1 10.0] 0.6 73 10.0| 61.6| 03| 6.2 |12.7] 0.6 04 | 214 3| 87.4| 13.4| 0.0
Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations
COUT-B 216.0| 55 |0.1]00] 29 | 0.1 0.1 [00]| 0.5 23 [0.0]101.5| 1.0 | 5.1 | 552| 14| 04 199 12] 137.7| 11.7] 0.0
Colorado 24.01 0.0 (0.0]0.0| 2.1 | 0.0 0.0 00| 0.0 04 100 24.0| 0.0 | 0.0 0.2]1 02| 0.0 0] 0] 24.0| 0.0( 0.0
Utah 19201 5.5 101100 0.8 | 0.1 ] 0.1 00| 0.5 1.9 100 775 1.0 | 51 | 55.0| 1.2| 0.4 199 12| 113.7| 11.7] 0.0
COUT-B-1 |212.7] 55 10.110.0]| 2.1 | 0.1 ] 0.1 [0.0] 0.5 23 [0.0]102.8| 1.0 | 50 | 48.2| 1.7] 0.4 | 206] 11] 133.2| 11.6| 0.0
Colorado 24.01 0.0 (0.0]0.0| 2.1 | 0.0 0.0 00| 0.0 04 100 24.0| 0.0 | 0.0 0.2]1 02| 00 0] 0] 24.0| 0.0( 0.0
Utah 188.701 5.5 10.1100] 0.0 | 0.1 | 0.1 [0.0] 0.5 1.9 10.0| 788 1.0 | 50 | 48.0| 1.5| 0.4 | 206) 11] 109.2| 11.6| 0.0
COUT-B-2 | 2142 55 10.1]0.0]| 2.1 |10.1] 0.1 [0.0] 0.5 23 [0.0]1043| 09| 50 | 482| 1.5] 04 197 11] 134.5] 11.5] 0.0
Colorado 24.01 0.0 (0.0]0.0| 2.1 | 0.0 | 0.0 |0.0]| 0.0 04 00| 24.0| 0.0 | 0.0 0.2]1 02| 00 0] 0] 24.0| 0.0 0.0
Utah 1902 55 (01100 00 |01 | 01100 0.5 1.9 10.0| 80.3] 0.9 | 50 | 48.0| 1.3| 0.4 197 ) 11) 110.5] 11.5] 0.0
COUT-B-3 |2139] 5510.1]0.0]| 2.1 ]0.1] 0.1 {00] 0.5 23 [0.0]1022| 1.0 | 50 | 48.3| 1.3 04 | 206] 12] 131.5] 11.6| 0.0
Colorado 24.0)1 0.0 {0000 2.1 | 0.0 0.0 ]10.0] 0.0 04 (00| 24.0] 0.0 | 0.0 1.2 02( 0.0 ol 0y 24.0| 0.0] 0.0
Utah 18991 55 (0100 00 | 01| 01100 0.5 1.9 100 782 1.0 | 5.0 | 48.1| 1.1| 0.4 | 206) 12]| 107.5| 11.6| 0.0
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10

Land Use

TABLE 3-174
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE

COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Residual
Existing Land Use Crossed (miles) = Impacts (miles)
D
o = =
s |3 = =y | E | <
g5 |8 | & 5 |E | & 2 IR E
= .= L - 3 - W «< Z 5 L 5 s = g =
285z | Zle |=| § E|l2|SE| 2 |¥
) = |8 28 = g = = = = (s En s ol E | =
S| = ~zZlEa S| & |= E| E|E |28 2| =|B8E| €|= @
E| 5| E|¥5|8E £E|E| 8 |&s|E S ElEN S| 2|58 € |= =
=8| &= s g | 2slz2]| = S|=E| 2| =28 =2 = 5 | 5
S|l 2| R|E=l==| 28 |EB| & |RE| TS| = 2 1=Zsl 2| 2|z&8|l 2 12| 2 S | 2
2| E|E|EEls=l 8| &| = 8| = SIEE| E|o|2]| & = | 2| E
g ) = E R = =) < =] ) = on 2 |2 e =) = = o >4 »n =)
& | O | g JJE Rl = | A = = = £ o |8 2| & = = = | 8 ]
< S | =s=|8 — » < Ay S =4 o < = = -2 [} =
=283 | £ S|g |5 £ TTIE|S|2E| 3|3
= T = d=| @ « a
SR |2 | 2|5 |E1°| |€|F|F|52| 2|8
Alternative | Total 5 = E & = g =
Route Miles
COUT-B-4 21421 55101100 2.1 | 0.1 [ 0.1 00| 0.5 23 [0.0[103.51 1.0 | 50 | 483 1.5| 04 2071 121 133.2| 11.6] 0.0
Colorado 24.01 0.0 [0.0100] 2.1 |1 0.0 ] 0.0 (0.0 0.0 04 100 24.0] 0.0 | 0.0 1.21 0.2 0.0 01 0 24.0( 0.0 0.0
Utah 190.2)1 5.5 101100 00 | 0.1 ] 0.1 (00| 05 1.9 (00| 795 1.0 | 5.0 | 48.1| 1.3| 04 2071121 109.2| 11.6| 0.0
COUT-B-5 21391 55101100 2.1 | 0.1 [ 0.1 [0.0f 0.5 23 [0.0[103.01 09 | 50 | 482] 13| 04 1961 11] 132.8| 11.5] 0.0
Colorado 24.01 0.0 (00100 2.1 |1 0.0 ] 0.0 (0.0 0.0 04 100 24.0] 0.0 | 0.0 021 02 0.0 01 0 24.0( 0.0 0.0
Utah 18991 55 101100 00| 0.1 | 0.1 (0.0 05 1.9 (0.0 79.0| 0.9 | 5.0 | 48.0| 1.1| 04 196 11] 108.8| 11.5] 0.0
Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations
COUT-C 209.81 09 1000129 | 00 (00 (00 1.1 1.8 10011349 0.0 ] 0.6 | 173] 09| 0.0 981 1] 154.2 1.5] 0.0
Colorado 24.81 0.0 [0.010.0] 2.1 |1 0.0 ] 0.0 00| 0.0 0.5 100 24.8] 0.0 | 0.0 021 01| 0.0 01 0 24.8( 0.0 0.0
Utah 18501 09 (00|01 0.8 00| 00 00| 1.1 1.3 1001|110.1] 0.0 0.6 | 17.1| 0.8| 0.0 981 111294 1.5] 0.0
COUT-C-1 20641 0.7 10.0]0.1( 2.1 | 0000 (00] 1.1 1.8 10014161 0.1 | 0.5 [ 104] 1.2| 0.0 1141 1] 154.6 1.3] 0.0
Colorado 24.81 0.0 [0.010.0] 2.1 |1 0.0 ] 0.0 00| 0.0 0.5 100 24.8] 0.0 | 0.0 021 01| 0.0 01 0 24.8( 0.0 0.0
Utah 181.6]1 0.7 {00101 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 |0.0] 1.1 1.3 100|116.8| 0.1 | 0.5 | 102 1.1| 0.0 114) 1) 1298 1.3| 0.0
COUT-C-2 20791 0.7 10.0]0.1 | 2.1 | 00 00 [00] 1.1 1.8 10.0]143.11 0.0 | 0.5 [ 104] 1.0 0.0 1051 1] 155.9 1.2] 0.0
Colorado 24.81 0.0 10.01001| 2.1 | 0.0 0.0 00| 0.0 0.5 0.0 24.8| 0.0 | 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0l 0] 24.8| 0.0] 0.0
Utah 18311 0.7 (001011 00| 0.0 00|00 1.1 1.3 [(0011183] 0.0 | 0.5 ] 10.2] 0.9 0.0 105) 1] 131.1 1.2 0.0
COUT-C-3
(Agency 207.6] 0.7 [0.0]0.1| 21 [ 00| 00|00 1.1 | 1.8 |00]|141.8] 00 | 05| 104] 08| 0.0 | 104] 1| 1542| 1.2/ 00
Preferred
Alternative)
Colorado 24.81 0.0 100100\ 2.1 | 0.0 0.0 00| 0.0 0.5 0.0 24.8| 0.0 | 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0l 0] 24.8| 0.0] 0.0
Utah 18281 0.7 10.010.1] 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 1.1 1.3 (0.0\117.0| 0.0 0.5 10.2] 0.7 0.0 104 1] 1294 1.2] 0.0
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10

Land Use

TABLE 3-174
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE

COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Existing Land Use Crossed (miles)

Residual
Impacts (miles)

?
o= < E - (=% = S
gle |5 | = g | | E 3 = |=2| 5|2
=2le e | 5 & | 8| ¢ S | g |28 2|5
B = = = i= S| - = o=
s |1 29|E = = = = ) S a5 o | = 5 = =
2l | =255 S| E1E |2l E| 7|22 AR .
EZ| 5| 5|52 E E|E| S |2es|E| B | |E8| E| 2|58 2 |= =
= S| S| EMES = & k= = i) = = s (= Z| = = | ©o & z | e z2 = =
ZE | S| R|E=|==| s | S| £ |FE(=| < | 2B|=c| &8 |=2|z&]l 2|3 3| 8| &
2| E|E|EEls=l 8| &| = S = SIEE| E|o|2]| & = | 2| E
S| 8| E|=F|EE|l 2| 3| & |Eal = = Z|1€5| E| S| 2|38 §
< |9 2|38 % = w | = Al S | 2|8« 2| 5|52| 2]¢
ElS2s|8 | £ S |8 |8 E S| E| 5|28 2|8
E (2 °(L 2 = | = = O 5 E|1SI2E A
SIE |E | 2 3|2 | & Z i 18 E
Alternative | Total 2= £ & =
Route Miles
COUT-C-4 |2079] 0.7 [00[01| 21 [0.0] 00 ]00| 1.1 | 1.8 [00]142.7] 0.0 | 0.5 [ 10.4| 10| 0.0 | 107] 1] 1543] 12] 0.0
Colorado 24.8| 0.0 [00]00]| 2100 0000]| 00 | 05 |00| 24800 00| 02| 01| 00 ol o| 248| 00| 00
Utah 182.8] 0.7 {0.0]01] 0.0 00|00 00| 1.1 | 1.3 |00|117.9] 00 05 |102] 09| 0.0 | 107] 1]1295| 1.2]| 0.0
COUT-C-5 |207.6] 0.7 |[00[ 01| 21 [ 00| 00|00 1.1 | 1.8 |00]141.4]| 0.0 ] 0.5 | 10.4| 0.8 0.0 | 106] 1] 152.6] 12| 0.0
Colorado 24.8| 0.0 [00]00]| 2100 0000]| 00| 05 00| 248|001 00| 02| 01| 00 ol o| 248| 00| 00
Utah 185.0] 0.7 {0.0]01] 0.0 | 00|00 00| 1.1 | 1.3 |0o|1166] 00| 05| 102] 07| 00 | 106] 1]127.8] 1.2] 0.0
Alternatives COUT-H and COUT-I
COUT-H
(Applicant 200.6] 1.8 |0.0[0.1]| 24 [ 00|02 ]00]| 1.1 | 21 |00]|147.1] 0.0 | 00 | 82| 1.3| 0.0 | 147] o] 1602| 1.8] 0.0
Preferred
Alternative)
Colorado 248 0.0 [00]00]| 2100 0000]| 00| 05 |00| 248|001 00| 02| 01| 00 ol o| 248| 00| 00
Utah 1758 1.8 |0.0lo1] 02|00 02]00] 1.1 | 1.6 |00]1223] 00| 00| 80| 12] 00 | 147] 0] 135.4] 18] 0.0
COUT-I 2402 22 [0.0[01] 21 [00 |00 [00] 1.3 | 20 [0.0[1839[ 00 | 0.0 | 70| 1.0] 0.0 | 99| o[ 1957 1.9] 0.0
Colorado 248 0.0 [00]00]| 21100 0000]| 00| 05 |00| 248|001 00| 02| 01| 00 ol o| 248| 00| 00
Utah 2154) 22 100 00l 0000|0000l 1.3 15 [0ol1591] 00 00| 68|09 00| 99| ol 1709] 1.9] 0.0

NOTE: Existing residences within alternative route right-of-way and within 0.25 mile of reference centerline were calculated with residence structure point
data collected by EPG. Residence structure point data was collected through interpretation of aerial imagery and/or field verification.
Due to overlap of some existing land uses, the total miles of residual impacts are less than if all existing land use impacts were added together.
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10

Land Use

TABLE 3-175

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR FUTURE LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS
FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Residual Impacts

Extraction ~l=% = - Té Utilities 0 miles)

. £ 18|12 _|E |23 23 |E EE

= | =|5 | 8|z |2525|= |5 == | g = |5 |EE

3 s |5 = | E|2E|lex|Eo|5e S| S| & |2 |E=

= ~ | E = = |2E|&<|=5|2:s| 7 ¢& = & = S S = =
Eal s |2l E| S |EE|S|28|3El 225 | 52 E QeleE|l = S| =
SE| E|EE|lE| E|228ec|e™|SE| EE| 2| E |=2|5¢g| B || &
ca| B (el S| E|2E|EE|E |*RE| 22 | 2 s |B&|EE| = || E
& > | e oo 2 |77l =20] ¢ 28] =8 g E 2 gn &0 =

2 2 | £ £l 2 |s8l&7|5 sl =& | 2 S | £ &

G S |E E|E|sElE |8 [8%]| == | & sz |& |” 8

Alternative Total = = Z & & e = <« =

Route Miles
Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation
COUT-A 206.0 00| 03 | 001] 001] 00 1.2 ]1 00 | 0.1 0.0 59.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 60.8 | 0.0 | 0.0
Colorado 24.0 00 | 00 | 00 ] 00 1] 001001 001]001] 00 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 69100\ 00
Utah 182.0 00| 03 | 00| 001 00| 1.2 1 001] 0.1 0.0 52.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 539 (00| 0.0
COUT-A-1 205.6 00 | 03 | 00 1] 00] 00 1.2 ] 0.0 | 0.1 0.0 57.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 5951 00| 0.0
Colorado 181.6 00 | 00 | 00 ] 00 1] 001001 007]001] 00 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 00 69 (00| 00
Utah 24.0 00| 03 | 00| 00100 1.2 1 001] 0.1 0.0 51.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 526 | 00| 0.0
Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations

COUT-B 216.0 00| 00| 00]J00]o0O0O]O0O0O] O00]O02] 0.0 118.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 00 11188 |0.0| 0.0
Colorado 24.0 00 | 00 | 00 ] 00 1] 001001 001]001] 00 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 69 00| 00
Utah 192.0 00| 00| 00 1] 001 001 001 001] 02 00 | 111.7 0.0 0.0 001 00 |111.9 | 00| 0.0
COUT-B-1 212.7 00 00| 00])J00]O0O0O]O0O] O00]O02] 0.0 107.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 ] 1073 |1 0.0| 0.0
Colorado 24.0 00| 00 | 00 ] 001 001001 007]00] 00 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 69 00| 00
Utah 188.7 00| 00 ] 001 001 001 001] 001] 02 0.0 | 100.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 00 |1004 | 00| 00
COUT-B-2 214.2 00| 00| 00]J00]O0O]OO] O00]O02] 0.0 106.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 107.0 | 0.0 | 0.0
Colorado 24.0 00| 00 | 00 ] 001 001001 007]00] 00 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 0.0 69 (00| 00
Utah 190.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 99.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 100.1 | 0.0 0.0
COUT-B-3 213.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 109.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1109.6 | 0.0 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 | 0.0 0.0
Utah 189.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 102.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 102.7 | 0.0 0.0
COUT-B-4 214.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 104.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11049 | 0.0 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 | 0.0 0.0
Utah 190.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 97.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 98.0 | 0.0 0.0
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

TABLE 3-175

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR FUTURE LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS
FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Residual Impacts

Extraction =|=5l. |z = E Utilities = miles)
. = [8E[3-|E |28] 85| € . |EE
e | o |5 | E| =z |25[85|= |55 2= | ¢ z |5 |52
S | 2| | &2| E|5E|e=|Eol8e]| S| S| & |2 |EE
= ~ | E = | E|E&E|S=|=5|2E] 25| =5 - S | =32 2
Ecl 2 Bl E| = |25|SS|=2|5E|l 2E | 22| 5 |¥=|[25| = | £E| g
e E ([ FE| & S |egElegle SE| EE 2 g =S| 5 & e g 2
S|l E &2l S| E|zE|EE|E |RS| 25 | 2 £ |IBX|SEl 2 | B| E
& | e g 2 |77l =20] 8 2El =8 g E 2 50 S0 =
2 2 | £ £l 5|82 |5 sl = | 2 5 | £ =
s O |2 £ = |ss|& ) Sl ~ | = = = |~ §
Alternative Total |© = = = |~ & & 2 = A < >
Route Miles
COUT-B-5 [ 2139 [00 |00 | 00|00 [o00o]oo]oo]o2]o0o] 1115 7] 00 00 | 00 |00 111700 0.0
Colorado 240 00 | 00| 00)oo|loo|oo]|loo]oo] oo 69 | 00 00 | o0o|oo| 69|00]| 00
Utah 189.9 1 00 | 00| 0o oo ] o0o] oo oo o2|o00] 1046 | 00 00 |00 ] 00]1048]00] 00
Alternative COUT-C and Route Variation
COUT-C 2098 [ 00 [103] 00 JooJoo oo [ooJo2]oo[1129 [ 00 00 | 00 o0 1142007 0.0
Colorado 248 00| 00| 00)oo|loo|oo]|loo]oo] oo 60 | 00 00 | o0o0o|oo| 60|o00]| 00
Utah 1850 | 0.0 [ 103] 00| 00 ] 00] 00 oo o2]|00] 1069 | 00 00 | 00| 00]1082]00] 00
COUT-C-1 2064 | 0.0 [103] 00 00 oo | oo|oofo2]oo] 999 00 00 | 00 | 00 [1012]00] 0.0
Colorado 248 00| 00| 00)oo|loo|oo]loo]oo] oo 60 | 00 00 | 00o|oo| 60|o00]| 00
Utah 1816 | 0.0 [ 103] 00 0o oo]oo]oo)o2]o00]| 939 00 00 | 00]oo] 952]00] 00
COUT-C2 [ 2079 [ 00 [103] 00 [ 00 [00]o0o]oo]o2]o00] 96| 00 00 | 00 | 0.0 [1009 [00] 0.0
Colorado 248 00| 00| 00)oo|loo|oo]loo]oo] oo 60 | 00 00 |00 oo| 60|o00]| 00
Utah 1831 | 0.0 [ 103] 00 0o oo oo]oo]o2]o00]| 936 | 00 00 [ 00 oo 94900] 00
COUT-C-3
(Agency 2076 | 0.0 [103] 00| 00 ] 00| 00| o00]o02]00] 1043 | 00 00 | 00| 00 |1056]00] 00
Preferred
Alternative)
Colorado 248 00 | 00| 00)oo|loo|oo]|oo]oo] oo 60 | 00 00 | o00o|oo| 60|o00]| 00
Utah 1828 | 0.0 | 103] 00| 00| oo 0o] 0o)o02]o00]| 93| 00 00 |00 oo 99.6|00] 00
COUT-C4 [ 2079 [ 00 |[103] 00 |00 [00 oo [o00o]o02]o00] 89 | 00 00 | 00 | 00| 88200 00
Colorado 248 00 | 00| 00)oo|loo|oo]|oo]oo] oo 60 | 00 00 | o00o|oo| 60|o00]| 00
Utah 182.8 | 00 [ 103] 00 ] 00 ) 00 00| oo]o2]o00] .9 00 00 |00 oo 82]00] 00
COUT-C-5 | 2076 [ 00 |103] 00 |00 [00 oo [oo0o]o2]o00]| 916 | 00 00 | 00| 00| 92900 00
Colorado 248 00| 00| 00)oo|loo|oo]|loo]oo] oo 60 | 00 00 | o00o|oo| 60|o00]| 00
Utah 1850 | 00 [ 103] 00 ] 00) 00] 00| oo]o2]00] 8.6 ] 00 00 00 oo] 89]|00]| 00
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10

Land Use

TABLE 3-175

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR FUTURE LAND USE INVENTORY DATA AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS
FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Residual Impacts

Extraction ~l=% = - Té Utilities 0 miles)
5 [22]3 £ sl e | E SR
> — _ < E = =2 o B -
c | o |8 | 8|3 |28|28|z (25|22 2 | = |5 |5
s 5 | £ a2 | E|25|8~=|E|se] B | S]] =2 |2 |=E
£ ~ | E = | £ |2E|Zs|-5|2E| 22|25 =~ S 2= £
Ecl B |5 2| E = le=l<=2==zls8]| &= S = < Oc=le= B < =
S = £ = = = = s @ wu.on‘ca g g o A = ;5<§° 2 ) =
= = P."«E ~ = %m.EES ﬁﬂ: g: Rz o= S A ag = "g =
& S e o0 2 |e7|383)| ¢S 28| =2 | E £ 2 $ & =
= | 2|2 | S| 2 |Lg|&”|s |5&| E£ | 2 T |2 |£¢
3 O |E £ NERE g g~ =1 & sz |& |” 8
Alternative Total |© = = =% & & e = <« =
Route Miles
Alternatives COUT-H and COUT-I
COUT-H
(Applicant 2006 | 00 [103] 00| 1001 o0 o1]oo] o1r] 1101 ] 00 00 |00 ]| 12113100/ 00
Preferred
Alternative)
Colorado 248 00 | 00| 00)ooloo|looloo]oo] oo 60 | 00 00 |00 oo| 60|00]| 00
Utah 1758 | 00 | 103 00| o or oo or) oo o1 1041 | 00 00 | 00| 12 107100]| 00
COUT-I 2402 | 0.0 [103] 00 |00 J o0 |00 | o1 oo oo 948 [ 00 00 | 00 | 00| 96000 0.0
Colorado 248 00 | 00| 00)oo|loo|looloo]ool] oo 60 | 00 00 |00 oo| 60|o00]| 00
Utah 2154 | 00 1 103] 00 ) 0o ooloolorlool ool s8] 0o 00 |00 ool 90]o00] 00
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

3.2.10

Land Use

TABLE 3-176
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION INVENTORY DATA
AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT)

ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction Residual Impacts (miles)

o 2

_ £ 4 :

2 5| = < = £ g = S @
= S| E = 5 z = £ S z g =
= 2 ) Z < 5 =} < 5 o0
2 g = =) £ 2 & = s S ] =
5 | E| 2| § & < g Z € S

< o | - R 2z = R & g

= S =

Total R A~ $

Alternative Route Miles =

Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation
COUT-A 206.0 | 100.0 0.8 1.2 42.0 50.4 0.0 9.6 0.7 1.2 203.6 1.9 0.0
Colorado 24.0 24.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 182.0 76.0 08| 1.2 42.0 50.4 0.0 9.6 0.7 1.2 179.6 1.9 0.0
COUT-A-1 205.6 | 100.0 0.8 1.2 42.0 50.0 0.0 9.6 0.7 1.2 204.0 1.9 0.0
Colorado 181.6 24.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 24.0 76.0 08| 1.2 42.0 50.0 0.0 9.6 0.7 1.2 179.6 1.9 0.0
Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations
COUT-B 216.0 | 117.3 0.2 1.2 42.0 37.2 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 207.5 0.7 0.0
Colorado 24.0 24.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 192.0 93.3 021 1.2 42.0 37.2 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 183.5 0.7 0.0
COUT-B-1 212.7 | 1123 0.2 1.2 42.0 38.9 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 204.2 0.7 0.0
Colorado 24.0 24.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 188.7 88.3 021 1.2 42.0 38.9 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 180.2 0.7 0.0
COUT-B-2 2142 | 1138 0.2 1.2 42.0 38.9 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 205.7 0.7 0.0
Colorado 24.0 24.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 190.2 89.8 02| 1.2 42.0 38.9 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 181.7 0.7 0.0
COUT-B-3 2139 | 114.6 0.2 1.2 42.0 37.8 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 205.4 0.7 0.0
Colorado 24.0 24.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 189.9 90.6 02| 1.2 42.0 37.8 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 181.4 0.7 0.0
COUT-B-4 2142 | 113.8 0.2 1.2 42.0 38.9 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 205.7 0.7 0.0
Colorado 24.0 24.0 0.0 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 190.2 89.8 02| 1.2 42.0 38.9 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 181.7 0.7 0.0
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TABLE 3-176
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION INVENTORY DATA
AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT)

ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Zoning and General Plan Management Direction Residual Impacts (miles)
o 2
3 S| 2| % 2 2 5 g S 3 5 =)
2 = = 2 = = = = = — E =
5 | §E| B g = 4 g g = S
< o | - R 2z = R & g
5 = b=
Total A A~ $
Alternative Route Miles =
COUT-B-5 2139 | 114.6 0.2 1.2 42.0 37.8 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 205.4 0.7 0.0
Colorado 24.0 24.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 189.9 90.6 0.2 | 12 42.0 37.8 0.0 9.6 0.7 0.0 181.4 0.7 0.0
Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations
COUT-C 209.8 93.6 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 51.5 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 209.6 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 185.0 68.8 0.0 | 00 34.9 515 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 184.8 0.2 0.0
COUT-C-1 206.4 | 103.1 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 38.6 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 206.2 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 181.6 78.3 0.0 | 00 34.9 38.6 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 181.4 0.2 0.0
COUT-C-2 207.9 | 104.6 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 38.6 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 207.7 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 183.1 79.8 0.0 1 0.0 54.9 38.6 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 182.9 0.2 0.0
COUT-C-3
(Agency Preferred | 207.6 | 105.4 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 37.5 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 207.4 0.2 0.0
Alternative)
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 182.8 80.6 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 37.5 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 182.6 0.2 0.0
COUT-C-4 207.9 | 100.3 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 42.9 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 207.7 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 182.8 75.5 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 42.9 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 182.9 0.2 0.0
COUT-C-5 207.6 | 101.1 0.0 | 0.0 54.9 41.8 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 207.4 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 185.0 76.3 0.0 | 0.0 34.9 41.8 0.0 9.6 0.2 0.0 182.6 0.2 0.0
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TABLE 3-176
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR ZONING AND GENERAL PLAN MANAGEMENT DIRECTION INVENTORY DATA
AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT)

ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Zoning and General Plan Management Direction Residual Impacts (miles)
o 2
= =
_ g | = =
= 2| = g s £ 3 g = 2
E |B| €| § E % g £ S . g <
= = 2 S 4 s 5 o] < 3 )
QD E =] o0 2 = 2 = p— g = —
%5 |E| 2| § | & S g Z z ~ g =
S| 2| 2| z 2 = Z 5 -
5 = b=
Total A A~ é’a
Alternative Route Miles
Alternatives COUT-H and COUT-I
COUT-H (Applicant 1, 1 g58 | 00 | 04 | 575 | 496 | 00 7.0 0.3 0.0 2003 0.3 0.0
Preferred Alternative)
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 175.8 61.0 0.0 04 57.5 49.6 0.0 7.0 0.3 0.0 175.5 0.3 0.0
COUT-I 240.2 953 02 | 0.0 96.7 40.9 0.0 7.0 0.1 0.0 240.1 0.1 0.0
Colorado 24.8 24.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 215.4 70.5 0.2 0.0 96.7 40.9 0.0 7.0 0.1 0.0 215.3 0.1 0.0
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Affected Environment (Utah)
Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-A crosses pipelines and pipeline pump stations (including the Roosevelt pipeline),
irrigated farmland, center-pivot agriculture, transmission lines, residential, light industrial, oil/gas
extraction, grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative COUT-A crosses the
following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Vernal Field Office

Bill Barrett Corporation Blacktail Ridge Exploration and Development Agreement
Bill Barrett Corporation Lake Canyon Exploration and Development Agreement
Questar Exploration and Production Company Greater Deadman Bench
Newfield Gusher Development

Roosevelt Pipeline

State oil and/or gas leases

Route Variation COUT-A-1 route variation has several differences in the existing land uses crossed for
grazing allotments and transmission lines (Table 3-174).

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-A and route variation crosses gas extraction (final plat), non-developable open space
(preliminary plat), recreation trail (final plat), and transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-A crosses land zoned as agriculture in Ballard as well as Duchesne, Juab, Uintah, and
Utah counties; commercial in Duchesne County; industrial in Ballard; rangeland in Duchesne and Uintah
counties; parks/preservation in Ballard as well as Sanpete, Utah, and Wasatch counties; recreation in Juab
County, residential in Ballard as well as Utah County; and residential (mixed use) in Wasatch County.

Route Variation COUT-A-1 crosses 0.4 fewer mile of land zoned for parks/preservation than Alternative
COUT-A.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-A and route variation would have 13.4 miles of moderate residual impacts associated

on existing land use. These residual impacts would occur where the reference centerline crosses 7.2 miles
of agriculture (center pivot sprinkler irrigation and irrigated farmland), 0.3 mile residential, and 6.2 miles
of residential mixed use (authorized) land uses. There would be no high residual impacts on existing land
use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-A and route variation would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land
use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-A and route variation would have a total of 1.9 miles of moderate residual impacts that
would occur where the reference centerline crosses 0.7 mile of residential and 1.2 miles of residential
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mixed use (authorized). There would be no high residual impacts on zoning and general plan management
direction.

Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations (COUT-B-1, COUT-B-2, COUT-B-3, COUT-B-4,
and COUT-B-5)

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
COUT-B and route variations in Colorado.

Alternative COUT-B and route variations cross one oil and gas lease owned by Cinco Land and
Exploration Inc.

Alternative COUT-B and route variations are located within a WWEC corridor for 9.0 miles and a BLM-
designated utility corridor within the White River Field Office for 16.2 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-B crosses grazing allotments, transmission lines, pipeline and pipeline pump facilities,
coal mining, and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative COUT-B crosses authorized state oil and/or
gas leases.

Route Variations COUT-B-3 and COUT-B-4 cross 1.0 mile versus 0.2 mile of transmission line for
Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations COUT-B-1, COUT-B-2, and COUT-B-5.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-B and route variations cross a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-B and route variations cross land zoned for agriculture in Moffat County.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-B and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing
land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-B and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land
uses.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-B and route variations have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning and
general plan management direction.
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Land Jurisdiction, Utah State Institutional Trust I.ands Administration, Parallel Linear Facilities,
and Utility Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
COUT-A and route variation in Utah. Alternative COUT-B crosses SITLA oil and gas leases.

Alternative COUT-B and route variations are located within a WWEC corridor for 29.8 miles and within
BLM (Price and Salt Lake Field Offices) and USFS (Uinta National Forest) designated utility corridors
for 6.7 and 6.5 miles.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-B crosses communication facilities, railroads, roads, pipelines, transmission lines,
flood-control facilities, residential, light industrial, oil/gas extraction, extraction mining, a cemetery,
irrigated farmland, center-pivot agriculture, rangeland, and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative
COUT-B crosses the following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Vernal Field Office

Questar Exploration and Production Company Greater Deadman Bench
Newfield Gusher Development

Berry Petroleum South Unit Oil and Gas Development

State oil and/or gas leases

Alternative COUT-B route variations have several differences in the mileages of the existing land uses
crossed. These occur for extraction mining, grazing allotments, residential, residential-mixed use
(authorized), transmission line and vacant/undeveloped land uses (Table 3-174).

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-B crosses a recreation trail (final plat) and transmission line (preliminary plat).

Alternative COUT-B route variations have several differences in the mileages of the future land uses
crossed (Table 3-175). These occur for transmission line land uses, varying from 97.8 to 111.7 miles
crossed.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-B crosses land zoned for agriculture in Ballard as well as Duchesne, Juab, Uintah, and
Utah counties; commercial in Duchesne County; industrial in Ballard; as well as Duchesne and Uintah
counties; rangeland in Uintah County; parks/preservation in Ballard as well as Carbon, Sanpete, Utah, and
Wasatch counties; recreation in Juab County; and residential in Ballard as well as Utah County.

Alternative COUT-B route variations in Utah do not cross parks/preservation zoning in Carbon County.
There are also several differences in the mileages crossed of zoning and general plan management
direction (Table 3-172). These differences occur for agriculture and parks/preservation.
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Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-B would have a total of 11.7 miles of moderate residual impacts associated with this
alternative route. These residual impacts occur where the reference centerline crosses irrigated farmland
for 4.4 miles, 1.1 mile of center-pivot agriculture, the loka West cemetery (also known as the old Ioka
cemetery) for 0.1 mile, residential (single-family) for 1.0 mile, and residential mixed use (authorized) for
5.1 miles. There are no high residual impacts on existing land use.

Alternative COUT-B route variations would have differences in the mileages of moderate residual
impacts. These occur where the alternative routes would cross residential and residential mixed use
(authorized) land uses (Table 3-174).

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-B and route variations would have no moderate or high residual impacts on future land
use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-B and route variations would have a total of 0.7 mile of moderate residual impacts that
occur where the reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There would have no high residual
impacts on zoning and general plan management direction.

Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations (COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, COUT-C-3 [Agency
Preferred Alternative], COUT-C-4, and COUT-C-5)

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative COUT-
C and route variations in Colorado.

Alternative COUT-C and route variations cross one oil and gas lease owned by Cinco Land and
Exploration Inc.

Alternative COUT-C and route variation are located within a WWEC corridor for 7.0 miles and a BLM-
designated utility corridor within the BLM White River Field Office for 14.6 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-C and route variations cross grazing allotments, pipelines and/or pipeline pump
stations, transmission lines, coal mining, and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative COUT-C crosses
authorized state oil and/or gas leases.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-C and route variations crosses a transmission line (preliminary plat).
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Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-C and route variations cross land zoned for agriculture in Moffat and Rio Blanco
counties.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-C and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing
land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-C and route variations would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land
use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-C and route variations have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning and
general plan management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration, Parallel Linear Facilities,
and Utility Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
COUT-C and route variations in Utah.

Alternative COUT-C and route variations cross SITLA leases for oil and gas, gilsonite mining, oil shale,
and range improvement leases.

Alternative COUT-C and route variations are located within a WWEC corridor for 7.3 miles and within
BLM (Price and Salt Lake Field Offices) and USFS (Uinta National Forest) designated utility corridors
for 6.7 and 6.5 miles.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-C crosses communication facilities; pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations,
transmission line, residential, oil/gas extraction, extraction mining, irrigated farmland, grazing allotments,
residential mixed use (authorized), and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative COUT-C crosses the
following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Vernal Field Office

EOG Resources Inc. Chapita Wells-Stagecoach Area Natural Gas Development
Gasco Energy Inc.

Uinta Natural Gas Development Project

Kerr-McGee Oil and Gas Onshore LP Greater Natural Buttes Project

XTO Energy Riverbend Directional Infill

State non-coal mine development

State oil and/or gas leases
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Alternative COUT-C route variations have several differences in the mileages of the existing land uses
crossed (Table 3-174). These occur for extractive mining, grazing allotments, residential mixed use
(authorized), transmission line, and vacant/undeveloped lands.

Future Land Use
Alternative COUT-C crosses gas extraction (final plat), a recreation trail (final plat), and a transmission

line (preliminary plat).

Alternative COUT-C route variations have differences in the mileages of the future land uses crossed.
These occur where route variations would cross transmission lines (preliminary plat) (Table 3-175).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-C crosses land zoned for agriculture in Duchesne; Juab, and Utah counties; rangeland
in Uintah County; recreation in Juab County; parks/preservation in Carbon, Sanpete, Utah, and Wasatch
counties; and residential in Utah County.

In Carbon County, Route Variations COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, and COUT-C-3 do not cross land zoned for
parks/preservation, but Route Variations COUT-C-4 and COUT-C-5 do.

Alternative COUT-C route variations have several differences in the mileages crossed. These occur for
land zoned for agriculture, rangeland, parks/preservation, recreation, and residential (Table 3-172).

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use
Alternative COUT-C

Alternative COUT-C would have a total of 1.5 miles of moderate residual impacts that occur where the
reference centerline crosses residential mixed use (authorized) for 0.6 mile and irrigated farmland for 0.9
mile. There are no high residual impacts on existing land use.

Alternative COUT-C Route Variations (COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, COUT-C-3, COUT-C-4, and
CoUT-C-5)

Alternative COUT-C route variations would have several differences in the mileages of the existing land
uses crossed (Table 3-174). These occur for residential, residential mixed use (authorized), and irrigated
farmland.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-C and route variations would have no moderate or high residual impacts on future land
use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-C and route variations would have 0.2 mile moderate residual impacts that occur
where the reference centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There are no high residual impacts on
zoning and general plan management direction.
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Alternative COUT-H (Applicant Preferred Alternative)
Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative COUT-
H in Colorado.

Alternative COUT-H crosses one oil and gas lease owned by Cinco Land and Exploration Inc.

Alternative COUT-H is located within a WWEC corridor for 7.0 miles and a BLM-designated utility
corridor within the White River Field Office for 14.6 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-H crosses pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations, transmission lines, coal mining,
grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped land uses. Alternative COUT-H crosses authorized state oil
and/or gas leases.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-H crosses a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-H crosses land zoned for agriculture in Moffat and Rio Blanco counties.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-H would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-H would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-H would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning and general plan
management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility
Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative
COUT-H in Utah.

Alternative COUT-H crosses SITLA leases for gilsonite mining, oil and gas, oil shale, and range
improvement.

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project Page 3-735



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.10  Land Use

Alternative COUT-H is located within a WWEC corridor for 0.8 mile and a BLM-designated utility
corridor within the BLM Price Field Office for 4.8 miles.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-H crosses irrigated farmland, communication facilities, oil and gas extraction,
residential (an area where recreation cabins and properties used as seasonal residences), pipelines and/or
pipeline pump stations, grazing allotments, transmission lines, and vacant/undeveloped land uses.
Alternative COUT-C crosses the following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Vernal, Price, and Richfield Field Offices
EOG Resources Inc. Chapita Wells-Stagecoach Area Natural Gas Development
Gasco Energy Inc. Uinta Natural Gas Development Project

Kerr-McGee Oil and Gas Onshore LP Greater Natural Buttes Project

XTO Energy Riverbend Directional Infill

State non-coal mine development

Intermountain Power Agency Wildcat Loadout

State oil and/or gas leases

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-H crosses gas extraction (final plat), extraction mining (final plat), industrial (final
plat), pipeline (approved/concept plan), scenic roads/parkway (preliminary plat), and transmission line
(preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-H crosses land zoned as agriculture in Carbon, Duchesne, Juab, and Sanpete counties,
industrial in Helper City, rangeland in Emery and Uintah counties, recreation in Juab County,
parks/preservation in Carbon and Sanpete counties, and residential in Helper City.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-H has a total of 1.8 miles of moderate residual impacts that occur where the reference
centerline crosses irrigated farmland. There are no high residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-H has no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-H has a total of 0.3 mile of moderate residual impacts that occur where the reference
centerline crosses land zoned for residential. There are no high residual impacts on zoning and general
plan management direction.
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Alternative COUT-I

Land Jurisdiction, State Trust Lands, Parallel Linear Facilities, and Utility Corridors (Colorado)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of state trust lands and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative COUT-I
and route variation in Colorado.

Alternative COUT-I crosses one oil and gas lease owned by Cinco Land and Exploration Inc.

Alternative COUT-I is located within a WWEC corridor for 7.0 miles and a BLM-designated utility
corridor within the BLM White River Field Office for 14.6 miles.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-I crosses agriculture, oil/gas extraction, pipeline and/or pipeline pump station, grazing
allotments, transmission line, and vacant/undeveloped lands. Alternative COUT-I crosses authorized state
oil and/or gas leases.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-I crosses a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-I crosses land zoned for agriculture and Moffat and Rio Blanco counties.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-I would have no high or moderate residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-I has no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-I would have no high or moderate residual impacts on zoning and general plan
management direction.

Land Jurisdiction, Utah State Institutional Trust L.ands Administration, Parallel Linear Facilities,
and Utility Corridors (Utah)

Table 3-173 presents the number of miles crossed for each land jurisdiction (i.e. BLM, USFS, NPS, State,
Tribal, and Private); miles of SITLA land and parallel linear facilities crossed (i.e., transmission lines,
pipelines); and miles contained within WWEC, BLM, and USFS utility corridors for Alternative COUT-I
in Utah.

Alternative COUT-I crosses SITLA leases for gilsonite mining, oil and gas, oil shale, and range
improvement.
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Alternative COUT-I is located within a WWEC corridor for 1.4 miles and BLM-designated utility
corridors within the BLM rice and Richfield Field Offices for 16.0 miles.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-I crosses irrigated farmland, pipelines and/or pipeline pump stations, transmission
line, oil and gas extraction, gravel mining, grazing allotments, and vacant/undeveloped land uses.
Alternative COUT-C crosses the following authorized projects:

BLM oil and/or gas leases in the Vernal Field Office

Gasco Energy Inc. Uinta Natural Gas Development Project
Kerr-McGee Oil and Gas Onshore LP Greater Natural Buttes Project
XTO Energy Riverbend Directional Infill

Interwest Mining Company Deer Creek Coal Mine (coal exploration)
Anadarko Petroleum Corporation Ferron Natural Gas Project
Canyon Fuel Company Soldier Canyon Mine

State non-coal mine development

State oil and/or gas and oil shale leases

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-I crosses gas extraction (final plat) and a transmission line (preliminary plat).

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-I crosses land zoned for agriculture in Mount Pleasant and Carbon, Duchesne, Emery,
Juab, and Sanpete counties, commercial in Sanpete County, rangeland in Emery and Uintah counties,
recreation in Juab County, parks/preservation in Carbon and Sanpete counties, and residential in the City
of Nephi.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Existing Land Use

Alternative COUT-I would have a total of 1.9 miles of moderate residual impacts that occur where the
reference centerline crosses irrigated farmland. There are no high residual impacts on existing land use.

Future Land Use

Alternative COUT-I would have no high or moderate residual impacts on future land use.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Alternative COUT-I would have 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts on zoning and general plan
management direction where the reference centerline crosses residential zoning. There are no high
residual impacts on zoning and general plan management direction.

3.2.10.5.5 Series Compensation Stations for the 500-kilovolt Transmission Line

Please note areas outside of the 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors have not been fully
inventoried.
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Alternative WYCO-B (Applicant Preferred Alternative) and Route Variations (WYCO-B-1,
WYCO-B-2 [Agency Preferred Alternative], and WYCO-B-3)
Siting Area A — Powder Wash

Affected Environment

Existing Land Use
Siting Area A contains the following existing land uses:

m  Grazing allotments in the Rawlins and Little Snake Field Offices and Colorado state agricultural
leases (throughout the siting area)

Oil and gas extraction (in the central portion of the siting area)

Pipelines (running throughout the siting area)

Agricultural farm complex (in the northwestern portion of the siting area)

Communication facilities (throughout the siting area)

Residential (in the northwestern portion of the siting area)

Future Land Use

Siting Area A contains the TransWest Express Transmission Line which runs through the central portion
of the siting area.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Siting Area A contains lands designated for agricultural use in Sweetwater and Moffat counties.

Environmental Consequences

Existing Land Use

Impacts on grazing allotments would be the same as those described for temporary and permanent
disturbance in Section 3.2.10.5.2. In addition to the impacts described in Section 3.2.10.5.2, if a series
compensation station was sited within a grazing allotment, an area as large as 160 acres could potentially
be excluded from use.

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the uses listed above and by doing so
there would be no direct impacts. If sited on or in the vicinity of these uses the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the area; limit or prevent continued use of the area; and/or
permanently remove the use.

Future Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the TransWest Express Transmission
Line. If sited on or in the vicinity of this project the series compensation station would potentially limit
access to the project and/or prevent development of the project.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would be compatible lands designated for agriculture.
Impacts that could limit agricultural development and operations/production would be minimized if all
current and future structures and agricultural operations were avoided.
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Siting Area B — Nine Mile Basin

Affected Environment

Existing Land Use
Siting Area B contains the following existing land uses:

m  Grazing allotments in the Little Snake Field Office and Colorado state agricultural leases
(throughout the siting area)

m  Dryland and irrigated agriculture (in the central portion of the siting area)

Agricultural farm complex (in the central portion of the siting area)

m  Residential (in the central portion of the siting area)

Future Land Use

Siting Area B contains the TransWest Express Transmission Line which runs through the central portion
of the siting area.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Siting Area B contains lands designated for agricultural use in Moffat County.

Environmental Consequences

Existing Land Use

Impacts on grazing allotments would be the same as those described for temporary and permanent
disturbance in Section 3.2.10.5.2. In addition to the impacts described in Section 3.2.10.5.2, if a series
compensation station was sited within a grazing allotment, an area as large as 160 acres could potentially
be excluded from use.

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the uses listed above and by doing so
there would be no direct impacts. If sited on or in the vicinity of these uses the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the area; limit or prevent continued use of the area; and/or
permanently remove the use.

Future Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the TransWest Express Transmission
Line. If sited on or in the vicinity of this project the series compensation station would potentially limit
access to the project and/or prevent development of the project.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would be compatible lands designated for agriculture.
Impacts that could limit agricultural development and operations/production would be minimized if all
current and future structures and agricultural operations were avoided.
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Siting Area C — Maybell

Affected Environment

Existing Land Use
Siting Area C contains the following existing land uses:

m  Grazing allotments in the Little Snake Field Office and Colorado state agricultural leases
(throughout the siting area)

m  The Hayden to Artesia and Bears Ears to Bonanza transmission lines (run through the

southeastern portion of the siting area)

Pipelines (run through the central portion of the siting area)

Agricultural outstructures (central portion of the siting area)

Dryland and irrigated agriculture (throughout the siting area)

Residential (southern and northern portion of the siting area)

Industrial (northern portion of the siting area)

Future Land Use

Siting Area C contains the TransWest Express Transmission Line which runs through the central portion
of the siting area.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Siting Area C contains lands designated for agricultural use in Moffat County.

Environmental Consequences

Existing Land Use

Impacts on grazing allotments would be the same as those described for temporary and permanent
disturbance in Section 3.2.10.5.2. In addition to the impacts described in Section 3.2.10.5.2, if a series
compensation station was sited within a grazing allotment, an area as large as 160 acres could potentially
be excluded from use.

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the uses listed above and by doing so
there would be no direct impacts. If sited on or in the vicinity of these uses the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the area; limit or prevent continued use of the area; and/or
permanently remove the use.

Future Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the TransWest Express Transmission
Line. If sited on or in the vicinity of this project the series compensation station would potentially limit
access to the project and/or prevent development of the project.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would be compatible with lands designated for
agriculture. Impacts that could limit agricultural development and operations/production would be
minimized if all current and future structures and agricultural operations were avoided.
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Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations (WYCO-C-1, WYCO-C-2, and WYCO-C-3)
Siting Area A — Powder Wash

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations have the same affected environment and environmental
consequences for Siting Area A as Alternative WY CO-B and route variations.

Siting Area B — Nine Mile Basin

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations have the same affected environment and environmental
consequences for Siting Area B as Alternative WY CO-B and route variations.

Siting Area C — Maybell

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations have the same affected environment and environmental
consequences for Siting Area C as Alternative WY CO-B and route variations.

Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation (WYCO-D-1)
Siting Area D — Bell Rock

Affected Environment

Existing Land Use
Siting Area D contains the following existing land uses:

m  Grazing allotments in the Little Snake Field Office and Colorado state agricultural leases (in the
western portion)

m  The Hayden to Artesia, Bears Ears to Bonanza, and Craig to Rifle transmission lines (run through

the central portion of the siting area)

Residential (in the eastern portion of the siting area)

Commercial (in the southwestern portion of the siting area)

Industrial (in the central portion of the siting area of the siting area)

Agricultural outstructures (throughout the siting area)

Irrigated and dryland agriculture (throughout the siting area of the siting area)

Future Land Use

Siting Area D contains the TransWest Express Transmission Line which runs through the central portion
of the siting area.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Siting Area D contains lands designated for agricultural use in Moffat County.
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Environmental Consequences

Existing Land Use

Impacts on grazing allotments would be the same as those described for temporary and permanent
disturbance in Section 3.2.10.5.2. In addition to the impacts described in Section 3.2.10.5.2, if a series
compensation station was sited within a grazing allotment, an area as large as 160 acres could potentially
be excluded from use.

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the uses listed above and by doing so
there would be no direct impacts. If sited on or in the vicinity of these uses the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the area; limit or prevent continued use of the area; and/or
permanently remove the use.

Future Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the TransWest Express Transmission
Line. If sited on or in the vicinity of this project the series compensation station would potentially limit
access to the project and/or prevent development of the project.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would be compatible lands designated for agriculture.
Impacts that could limit agricultural development and operations/production would be minimized if all
current and future structures and agricultural operations were avoided.

Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations (WYCO-F-1, WYCO-F-2, and WYCO-F-3)
Siting Area A — Powder Wash

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations have the same affected environment and environmental
consequences for Siting Area A as Alternative WY CO-B and route variations.

Siting Area B — Nine Mile Basin

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations have the same affected environment and environmental
consequences for Siting Area B as Alternative WY CO-B and route variations.

Siting Area C — Maybell

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations have the same affected environment and environmental
consequences for Siting Area C as Alternative WY CO-B and route variations.
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Alternatives COUT BAX-B, COUT BAX-C, COUT BAX-E
Siting Area G — Green River

Affected Environment

Existing Land Use
Siting Area G contains the following existing land uses:

m  Grazing allotments in the Moab Field Office and Utah state agricultural leases (throughout the
siting area)

m  Huntington to Pinto, Mounds to Moab, and Green River to Sphinx transmission lines (run
through the central portion of the siting area)

m  Communication facilities (throughout the siting area)

Future Land Use

Siting Area G contains the TransWest Express Transmission Line which runs through the central portion
of the siting area and SITLA industrial lease.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Siting Area G contains lands designated for industrial use and rangeland in Emery County.

Environmental Consequences

Existing Land Use

Impacts on grazing allotments would be the same as those described for temporary and permanent
disturbance in Section 3.2.10.5.2. In addition to the impacts described in Section 3.2.10.5.2, if a series
compensation station was sited within a grazing allotment, an area as large as 160 acres could potentially
be excluded from use.

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the uses listed above and by doing so
there would be no direct impacts. If sited on or in the vicinity of these uses the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the area; limit or prevent continued use of the area; and/or
permanently remove the use.

Future Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the TransWest Express Transmission
Line and SITLA industrial lease. If sited on or in the vicinity of these projects the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the project/lease and/or prevent development of the project or
future development of the lease.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would be compatible lands designated for industrial
use. Impacts that could limit industrial development and operations/production would be minimized if all
current and future structures and industrial operations were avoided.
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Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation (COUT-A-1)
Siting Area F — Roosevelt

Affected Environment

Existing Land Use
Siting Area B contains the following existing land uses:

The Mona to Bonanza transmission line (runs through the north central portion of the siting area)
Authorized residential subdivisions in Duchesne County (in the western portion of the siting area)
Residential (throughout the siting area)

Commercial (throughout the siting area near populated areas)

Industrial (throughout the siting area)

Public/quasi-public (in the eastern portion of the siting area)

School and educational facility (in the northeastern portion of the siting area)

Dryland and irrigated agriculture (throughout the siting area)

Utilities (in the eastern portion of the siting area)

Communication facilities (throughout the siting area)

Future Land Use

Siting Area F contains the TransWest Express Transmission Line which runs through the central portion
of the siting area and the Duchesne County Victory Pipeline Corridor which runs through the western
portion of the siting area.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction
Siting Area F — Roosevelt contains lands designated for the following uses:

Commercial use in Duchesne and Uintah counties
Agricultural use in Duchesne and Uintah counties
Industrial use in Duchesne County and Ballard City
Residential use in Ballard City

Parks and preservation in Ballard City

Environmental Consequences

Existing Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the uses listed above and by doing so
there would be no direct impacts. If sited on or in the vicinity of these uses the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the area; limit or prevent continued use of the area; and/or
permanently remove the use.

Future Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the TransWest Express Transmission
Line and Duchesne County Victory Pipeline Corridor. If sited on or in the vicinity of these projects the
series compensation station would potentially limit access to the projects and/or prevent development of
the projects.
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Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would be compatible lands designated for agriculture.
Impacts that could limit agricultural development and operations/production would be minimized if all
current and future structures and agricultural operations were avoided.

Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations (COUT-B-1, COUT-B-2, COUT-B-3, COUT-B-4,
and COUT-B-5)

Siting Area F — Roosevelt

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternative COUT-B and route variations have the same affected environment and environmental
consequences for Siting Area F as Alternative COUT-A and route variation.

Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations (COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, COUT-C-3 [Agency
Preferred Alternative], COUT-C-4, and COUT-C-5)

Siting Area E — Bonanza

Affected Environment

Existing Land Use
Siting Area E contains the following existing land uses:

m  Grazing allotments in the Vernal Field Office and Utah state agricultural leases (throughout the
siting area)

m  The Mona to Bonanza, Bears Ears to Bonanza, Bonanza to Rangely, and Bonanza to Vernal

transmission lines (run through the central portion of the siting area)

Pipelines (run throughout the siting area)

Residential (in the south central portion of the siting area)

Industrial (throughout the siting area)

Agriculture (in the central portion of the siting area)

Communication facilities (throughout the siting area)

Bonanza power plant and substation (in the northwestern portion of the siting area)

Future Land Use

Siting Area E contains the TransWest Express Transmission Line which runs through the very western
portion of the siting area.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

Siting Area E contains lands designated for rangeland in Uintah County.

Environmental Consequences

Existing Land Use

Impacts on grazing allotments would be the same as those described for temporary and permanent
disturbance in Section 3.2.10.5.2. In addition to the impacts described in Section 3.2.10.5.2, if a series
compensation station was sited within a grazing allotment, an area as large as 160 acres could potentially
be excluded from use.
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It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the uses listed above and by doing so
there would be no direct impacts. If sited on or in the vicinity of these uses the series compensation
station would potentially limit access to the area; limit or prevent continued use of the area; and/or
permanently remove the use.

Future Land Use

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would avoid the TransWest Express Transmission
Line. If sited on or in the vicinity of this project the series compensation station would potentially limit
access to the project and/or prevent development of the project.

Zoning and General Plan Management Direction

It is anticipated that the series compensation station would be compatible lands designated for rangeland.
Impacts that could limit rangeland development and operations/production would be minimized if all
current and future structures and rangeland operations were avoided.

Alternatives COUT-H (Applicant Preferred Alternative) and COUT-I

Siting Area E — Bonanza

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Alternatives COUT-H and COUT-I have the same affected environment and environmental consequences
for Siting Area E as Alternative COUT-C and route variations.

3.2.11 Parks, Preservation, and Recreation

3.2111 Introduction and Regulatory Framework

Parks, preservation, and recreation resources include recreation sites, parks, preservation areas (e.g., rock
art sites, Crystal Geyser, etc.), scenic byways, trails, Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMAs),
Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) management areas and dispersed recreation. Parks, preservation,
and recreation resources were identified and evaluated for all jurisdictions occurring in the alternative
route study corridors.

3.211.1.1 Regulatory Framework

Various regulatory systems are in place throughout the Project area that direct management to all levels of
jurisdiction (federal, state, and local). BLM- and USFS-administered lands in the Project area are
managed by direction provided in RMPs and LRMPs that establish the goals and objectives for the
management of recreation resources. The approved management plans and their amendments relevant to
the Project area are listed in Section 1.7.3. Goals and objectives of local parks and recreation areas also
are directed by the local planning documents that each municipality or county is governed by (i.e., general
plans, comprehensive plans, master plans, etc.). The planning documents relevant to the Project area are
listed in Section 3.2.10. State planning documents that direct the development of parks, preservation, and
recreation resources for each state are as follows:

m  The Wyoming State Parks, Historic Sites, and Trails, Wyoming Statewide Comprehensive
Outdoor Recreation Plan (2009 to 2013) (Wyoming Division of State Parks Historic Sites and
Trails 2009) is used by local, state, and federal agencies as a guide for development and provision
of future outdoor recreation development. The purpose for the five-year plan is to identify the

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project Page 3-747



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.11  Parks, Preservation, and Recreation

outdoor recreation needs of citizens and visitors to Wyoming and to develop a program to address
those needs.

m  The Colorado Parks and Wildlife Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan
(2008) has been developed to identify, “...emerging outdoor recreation trends, needs, and issues
in Colorado, as well as an opportunity to chart the course for the state’s outdoor recreation
future.” (CPW 2013b) This plan is used by local, state, and federal agencies to assess statewide
outdoor recreation issues and trends, and helps to address these recreation needs. The plan has
been developed using Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) monies from the National
Park Service and provides guidance to local and state agencies on designating LWCEF sites (CPW
2008).

m  The Utah Division of Natural Resources, State Parks Division Utah State Comprehensive
Outdoor Recreation Plan (2009) gives an overview of recreation opportunities, public opinion
and local municipality surveys, and funding sources for the state recreation areas. Similar to the
Wyoming and Colorado State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plans, the Utah State
Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan is developed using LWCF monies from the National
Park Service and provides guidance to local and state agencies in designating LWCEF sites
(UDNR 2009).

3.211.2 Issues Ildentified for Analysis

Several issues were raised by the public and agencies (including BLM and USFS realty specialists,
recreation planners, and cooperating agency staff, planners, and representatives) during the scoping
period. The issues and information related to potential impacts on parks, preservation, and recreation
resources are included below and were used to guide the focus and level of detail of the NEPA analysis.
This section is organized to reflect the issues identified for parks, preservation, and recreation resources,
including recreational areas, OHV use areas, trails, scenic byways, and ROS management areas.

In addition to issues raised by the public and agencies during scoping, other issues were identified during
the data inventory and assessment and are identified in Table 3-177. Where possible, some site-specific
issues presented by the public and agencies were addressed by refinement of some alternative routes
based on comment received prior to initiating this analysis.

TABLE 3-177
PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCE ISSUES
Relevant Alternative

Description of Routes or Route
Issue Raised Concern General Location Variations
Argyle Canyon

Presence of transmission (Utah); Manti-La Sal COUT-B-2, COUT-B-5,
towers on property, visual . COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2,
. National Forest
impacts, reduced property and COUT-C-3 cross a
between Gooseberry . .
values, health concerns, . private recreational
. . Reservoir and o .
private land rights, lower . facility (refer to Section
. . . Fairview Lakes; and ..
quality of life, disturbance dispersed areas 3.2.10 for additional
caused by humming of P information about homes

Conflicts with recreational
cabins and properties

! oo hroughout th .
line, and limiting use of throughout the and cabins affected by the
alternative route study . )
property corridors Project alternative routes)
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TABLE 3-177
PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCE ISSUES

Issue Raised

Concern

Description of
General Location

Relevant Alternative
Routes or Route
Variations

Conflicts with recreation
sites and access,
specifically, snow kite
recreation areas and a
paragliding area (Otto’s
Ridge)

Anticipated loss of
wildlife, hunting, and
fishing opportunities, and
recreation and tourism on
state agencies and local
communities, as well as
diminishing wilderness
qualities and reducing size
of areas that are
undisturbed

Snow Kkite recreation
areas are located in
Sanpete County, Utah

Other dispersed
recreation areas are
located throughout
alternative route study
corridors

COUT BAX-E and
COUT-H cross snow kite
recreation areas; COUT
BAX-B, COUT BAX-C,
and COUT BAX-E are
near a paragliding area.

Other dispersed
recreation areas also are
located on the remaining
Project alternative routes
and route variations

Conflicts with off-highway
vehicles, pedestrian, and
other recreation trails

Presence of transmission
towers on motorized and
non-motorized trails; visual
impacts and limiting use of
trails

Throughout the
alternative route study
corridors

All alternative routes and
route variations

Impacts on recreational
values on the Ashley,
Manti-La Sal, and Uinta
National Forests based on
the Recreation Opportunity
Spectrum

Conflict of management
prescriptions and
guidelines of the
Recreation Opportunity
Spectrum areas

Throughout the
alternative route study
corridors

All alternative routes and
route variations in Utah

Conflicts with scenic
byways/backways/highways

Conflict of management
prescriptions and
guidelines of scenic
byways/backways/
highways

Outlaw Trail Loop
Scenic Drive,
Dinosaur Diamond
Prehistoric Byway,
Energy Loop Scenic
Byway, Indian
Canyon Scenic
Byway, Nebo Loop
Scenic Byway, Nine
Mile Canyon
Backway, Reservation
Ridge Scenic
Backway, Skyline
Drive Scenic
Backway, Wedge
Overlook/ Buckhorn
Drive Scenic
Backway, White
River/ Strawberry
Road Scenic Backway

WYCO-B, WYCO-C,
WYCO-D, and WYCO-F
and route variations; all
COUT BAX alternative
routes; and all COUT
alternative routes and
route variations

Impacts on the Old Spanish
National Historic Trail

Refer to Section 3.2.17

Refer to 3.2.17

Refer to Section 3.2.17

3.211.3 Regional Setting

Diverse recreation uses occur in the Project area. Designated recreation areas are located throughout the
Project area, predominantly adjacent to rivers and reservoirs, such as the Yampa and Green rivers and
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Strawberry Reservoir, and in and around major mountain ranges, such as the Wasatch and Uinta ranges.
Unimproved, dispersed recreation opportunities occur throughout the Project area on BLM-, USFS-, and
state-administered lands. Privately owned recreation sites (e.g., campgrounds) are also found throughout
the Project area. Because of the rural character of the Project area, municipal and county parks are not
commonly found in the alternative route study corridors.

3.211.4  Study Methodology

This section discusses the study methodology used for analyzing parks, preservation, and recreation
resources. Parks, preservation, and recreation resources (such as trails, campgrounds, and OHV areas)
within the study corridors were identified using the following methods.

m  Documentation of recreation areas using aerial photography within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridors using 2009, 2011, and 2013 NAIP imagery.
m  Field reconnaissance in 2009 and 2011.

m  Review of BLM, NPS, and USFS management plans and information concerning land use
classifications.

m  Review of state—recreation-related documents (Wyoming State Parks, Historic Sites, and Trails;
CPW; and Utah Division of Natural Resources, State Parks Division).

m  Review of city and county land use plans.

Parks, preservation, and recreation resources are illustrated in MV-16.

3.211.4.1 Inventory

This section identifies parks, preservation, or recreation resources inventoried within the study corridors,
including recreation sites, access, and parks; dispersed recreation; OHVs; trails; scenic byways and
backways; SRMAs; and ROS management areas. These recreation resources can occur in developed
recreation settings or in unimproved and dispersed recreation situations on BLM, USFS, state, county,
and private lands.

All of the parks, preservation, and recreation resources that occur within the study corridors are identified;
however, only the areas potentially crossed or paralleled by the Project are analyzed and discussed in the
results section.

Recreation Use Estimates and Trends
BLM Lands

Recreation activities are collectively one of the larger uses of BLM-administered land. Table 3-178
summarizes estimated visitor use on BLM-administered land by state from 2000 to 2010.

TABLE 3-178
ESTIMATED RECREATION USE ON PUBLIC LANDS BY STATE FROM 2000 TO 2010
(IN THOUSANDS)
Developed Dispersed Recreation Partnership

Year and | Recreation Sites | Recreation Areas | Recreation Lease Sites Sites Total
Percent of Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor

Change Visits Days | Visits Days Visits Days Visits Days Visits [ Days

Wyomin;
Not Not Not Not

2000 1,676 423 1,979 1,862 applicable | applicable | applicable | applicable 3,655 | 2,285
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TABLE 3-178
ESTIMATED RECREATION USE ON PUBLIC LANDS BY STATE FROM 2000 TO 2010
(IN THOUSANDS)
Developed Dispersed Recreation Partnership

Year and | Recreation Sites | Recreation Areas | Recreation Lease Sites Sites Total
Percent of Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor

Change Visits Days Visits Days Visits Days Visits Days Visits | Days
2010 1,148 729 1,261 765 0 0 43 16 2,452 | 1,510
Percent 32% | 2% | -36% | 59% - - - - -33% | -34%
change

Colorado
2000 2356 | 1,122 | 2400 | 2,084 Not Not Mot Not ) 4576 | 3.206
applicable | applicable | applicable | applicable
2010 2,497 1,402 | 3,265 4,610 0 0 686 127 6,488 | 6,139
Percent 6% | 25% | 36% | 121% - - - - 41% | 92%
change
Utah
Not Not Not Not

2000 3,602 3,062 1 2,567 4,750 applicable | applicable | applicable | applicable 6,169 1 7.812
2010 2,888 1,987 | 2,998 3,190 21 8 183 178 6,090 | 5,363
Percent 20% | -35% | 17% | -33% - - - - 1% | -31%
change
SOURCE: Bureau of Land Management 2001a, 20111
NOTE: A visit is the entry of any person for recreational purposes regardless of duration onto lands and related waters
administered by the Bureau of Land Management and one visitor-day represents an aggregate of 12 visitor hours at a site or
area.

From 2000 to 2010, visits to recreation areas and the number of days visitors were recreating on BLM-
administered land dropped in Wyoming and Utah and increased in Colorado. The differences between the
number of visits and visitor days could have been the result of several factors, including economic and
socioeconomic variables (e.g., age, income, etc.), climate, the number of areas opened or restricted for
recreation use, or data collection methods, etc.

Forest Lands

USFS visitor use data from 2002 to 2011 for the Ashley, Manti-La Sal, and Uinta National Forests are
displayed in Table 3-179.

TABLE 3-179
ESTIMATED VISITOR USE ON U.S. FOREST LANDS BY FOREST FROM 2002 TO 2011
National Visitors Percent of
Forest 2002 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 Change
Not Not Not Not Not
Ashley 1,400,000 applicable 960,000 applicable [ applicable | applicable [ applicable -28.0
Manti-La Not Not Not
Sal 804,000 672,000 A applicable [ applicable | applicable 352,000 -390
. Not Not Not Not
Uinta 2,840,000 N/A 2,934,000 applicable | applicable | applicable | applicable 3.0
SOURCE: Arnold et al. 2002; U.S. Forest Service 2006, 2007a and b, 2011f.
NOTE: lReported visitor use is for just the Uinta National Forest portion of the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest.

Based on the data, the number of visitors recreating appears to be decreasing on the Ashley and Manti-La
Sal National Forests and increasing on the Uinta National Forest. Similar to the BLM-administered land,
this could be the result of several factors, including economic and socioeconomic variables (e.g., age,
income, etc.), climate, the number of areas opened or restricted for recreation use, or data collection
methods, etc.
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Recreation Sites, Access, and Parks

Recreation sites, access, and parks include areas such as, campgrounds, shooting ranges, and golf courses
that have been designated as such for public and private use. These sites can be managed by federal, state,
or local agencies. Table 3-180 provides details on recreation areas within the alternative route study
corridors.

TABLE 3-180
RECREATION SITES, ACCESS, AND PARKS WITHIN THE
2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE
Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route

Name Location Variations

Wyoming
Located on the north-side of
Interstate-80 (I-80), on the west-side All WYCO alternative routes
of the North Platte River 13 miles east | and route variations

Fort Steele Rest Area

of the City of Rawlins
Hanna Recreation Center Locgtgd within the Town of Hanna WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
municipal boundary
Municipal park in Hanna Located in the; western portion of the WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
(no name provided) Hanna municipal boundary
Little Robber Reservoir undeveloped Locateq on the west side of WYCO-F and route
S (Wyoming Highway 789), north of L
recreation site variations
the Town of Baggs

South of I-80 and Fort Steele;
multiple parking areas along the river
to the south

Located on the west side of Wyoming
Overland Trail Ruts interpretative site Highway 789 about 22 miles south of | WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

North Platte River Fort Steele/Rochelle
Public Access Area

All WYCO alternative routes
and route variations

1-80
. . Located Off state qum ing Highway All WY CO alternative routes
Ripple Ridge Raceway 71 approximately 2 miles southwest and route variations
of Rawlins

Colorado
Located off Colorado State Highway
64 approximately 3.2 miles east of the
Buck N’Bull RV Park Community of Rangely; just east of
the intersection of Gillam Road and
Colorado State Highway 64
Managed by the Bureau of Land
Management. Located along
Cottonwood Road approximately a All COUT BAX alternative
quarter mile southwest of Rio Blanco | routes
County Road 23; approximately 11
miles southwest of Rangely
Privately managed, located
approximately 1.5 miles East of All COUT BAX alternative
Rangely; just south of Colorado State | routes
Highway 64
Located southwest of the City of
Loudy Simpson Park Craig, Colorado, on the south side of | WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
the Yampa River.

All COUT BAX alternative
routes

Carrot Men Rock Art Site

Cedar Ridge Golf Course
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RECREATION SITES, ACCESS, AND PARKS WITHIN THE
2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

TABLE 3-180

Name

Location

Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route
Variations

Craig Energy Wayside Exhibit Point of

Interest

Located along Colorado State
Highway 13 approximately 4 miles
southwest of Craig

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Located off Rio Blanco County Road

Crook’s Brand Rock Art Site 23, approximately 9 miles southwest 21111 t(e:sOUT BAX alternative
of Rangely
Located along Rio Blanco County .
Dragon Road Kiosk Road 23, approximately 3.8 miles iﬂ tSSOUT BAX alternative
south-southwest of Rangely
. COUT-A and COUT-B
Elks Park Located is the southwest corer of alternative routes and route

Rangely town limits

variations

Fortification Rocks Viewpoint

Located along Colorado State
Highway 13, approximately 20 miles
south of Baggs, Wyoming.

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

U.S. Highway 40 Point of Interest

Located along U.S. Highway 40,
approximately 7 miles east of Craig

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Juniper Canyon Boat Ramp

Part of Yampa River State Park,
located along Moffat County Road
74, approximately 8 miles southeast
of the community of Maybell

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Juniper Canyon Recreation Site

Part of Yampa River State Park,
located along Cottonwood Road
approximately 0.25 mile southwest of
Rio Blanco County Road 23.
Approximately 11 miles southwest of
Rangely

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Located on the west side of Colorado

Kenney Reservoir and Recreation Arca Stgte Highway 64, appr0x1mately 5 All COUT BAX alternative
miles northeast of Rangely, just south | routes
of the RBWCD Campground
Located on Bureau of Land
Management land, approximately .
Otto’s Ridge Paragliding Site 1 mile east of 2™ Road, and ﬁ)ﬂtSSOUT BAX alternative

approximately 8 miles northwest of
the community of Mack

Rangely Fairgrounds

Located approximately 1.5 miles east
of Rangely just south of Colorado
State Highway 64.

All COUT BAX alternative
routes

Located approximately 1.5 miles
southwest of Rangely; The rock
crawling park is a 1.5 square mile off-

Rangely Rock Crawling Park road area west of Rio Blanco County ?01111 tSSOUT BAX alternative
Road 23 (Big Park Road) and
southeast of Rio Blanco County
Road 2
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TABLE 3-180

RECREATION SITES, ACCESS, AND PARKS WITHIN THE
2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route

Name Location Variations
Located on the Kenney Reservoir,
RBWCD Campground west of Colorado State Highway 64, All COUT BAX alternative

approximately 6 miles northwest of
Rangely

routes

Sheep Creek Camping Area

Located less than 1 mile northeast of
U.S. Highway 6, approximately 12
miles northeast of the community of
Thistle

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

South Beach Public River Access (also
known as Yampa Project Pump Station)

Part of Yampa River State Park,
located along Colorado State
Highway 13 at Yampa River crossing.
Approximately 3.5 miles southwest of
Craig

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

South Beach Picnic Area — Yampa
Project Pump Station

Part of Yampa River State Park,
located along State Colorado State
Highway 13 at Yampa River crossing.
Approximately 3.5 miles southwest of
Craig

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

South Beach Trail Area

Part of Yampa River State Park,
located along State Colorado State
Highway 13 at Yampa River crossing.
Approximately 3.5 miles southwest of
Craig

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

South Cross Mountain Trailhead

Located to the north of the Yampa
Valley Trail, approximately 9 miles

WYCO-B, WYCO-C, and
WYCO-F and route

southwest of Maybell variations
Located to the west of Colorado State
. Highway 64 and east of the White All COUT BAX alternative
Taylor Draw River Access . . .
River, approximately 5 miles east of routes

Rangely

West Juniper Mountain Trailhead

Located west of the Yampa River,
approximately 3 miles southeast of
Maybell

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

White River Bowmen Archery Range

Located approximately 1 mile south
of Rangely

All COUT BAX alternative
routes

Yampa River State Park

Located approximately 3 miles
southwest of Craig

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Yampa Valley Sportriders
(Motorcycles)

Located along Moffat County Road
107, approximately 1 mile north of
Craig Station coal power plant, and
approximately 3 miles southwest of
Craig

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1
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RECREATION SITES, ACCESS, AND PARKS WITHIN THE
2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

TABLE 3-180

Name

Location

Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route
Variations

Utah

Aspen Grove Campground and Boat
Ramp

Located along Forest Road 090,
approximately 5 miles south of U.S.
Highway 40 and Forest Road 090
intersections; located on the south
side of Strawberry Reservoir

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Bamberger Roadside Monument

Located on the northwest corner of
the intersection of Emma Park Road
and U.S. Highway 191.
Approximately 13 miles east-
southeast of the community of Colton
and 10 miles northeast of City of
Helper

COUT-H

Beaver Dam Reservoir Recreation Site

Located along Skyline Drive/Utah
State Route 264 approximately 8
miles northeast of Fairview City

COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Big Mountain Campground

Located along the south side of Utah
State Route 132, approximately 6
miles east of City of Nephi

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations

Birdseye Marble Quarry Roadside
Marker

Located along U.S. Highway 89,
approximately 5 miles southwest of
Thistle (intersection of U.S.
Highway 6 and U.S. Highway 89)

All COUT alternative routes
and route variations, except
COUT-H and COUT-I

Bottle Hollow Reservoir Recreation
Site

Located along Hilltop Road on the
south side of Bottle Hollow
Reservoir, approximately 1.5 miles
southwest of the community of Fort
Duchesne

COUT-A and COUT-B and
route variations

Burnout Canyon/Upper Electric Lake
Scenic Byway Sign

Located along Utah State Route 264,
2 miles north of Electric Lake and 11
miles northeast of Fairview

COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Buckhorn Draw Interpretative Site

Located approximately 15 miles
southeast of the Huntington, in the
San Rafael Swell

COUT BAX-B, COUT
BAX-C

Located along Forest Road 227, 1
mile west of Utah State Route 264, 2

Camp Mia Shalom miles north of Electric Lake, and 10 COUT BAX-E, COUT-H
miles northeast of Fairview
Along south side of Utah State Route | All COUT BAX and COUT
Camperworld 132, approximately 5 miles east of alternative routes and route

Nephi

variations

Canyon Hills Park Golf Course (Juab
Golf Course 104 Land and Water
Conservation Fund site)

Located on the northeast corner of
Utah State Route 132 and

Interstate 15, approximately 0.5 mile
East of Nephi

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations

Cedar Haven Truck and RV Park

Along U.S. Highway 6,
approximately 9 miles west of
Gilluly, Utah and 9 miles east of
Thistle

All COUT alternative routes
and route variations, except
COUT-H and COUT-I
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TABLE 3-180

RECREATION SITES, ACCESS, AND PARKS WITHIN THE
2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route

Crystal Geyser

Name Location Variations
Located on the southwest side of the
Cottonwood Wash Trailhead Old Spanish National Historic Trail, | ;1 gax.B
approximately 14 miles southwest of
the ghost town, Woodside
Located at the end of Little Valley All COUT BAX alternative

Road, approximately 4 miles south-
southeast of the City of Green River

routes

Enron Campground

Located along the White River
approximately 2 miles south-
southeast of the intersection of Glen
Bench Road and the White River.
Approximately 12 miles east-
southeast of the Community of Ouray

COUT-C and route
variations, COUT-H,
COUT-1

Fantasy Canyon Trailhead

Located approximately 12 miles to
the northwest of the community of
Bonanza

COUT-C and route
variations, COUT-H,
COUT-I

Fourmile Bottom River put-in

Located on the Green River,
approximately 22 miles south of the
community of Randlett

COUT-C and route
variations, COUT-H,
COUT-I

Fort Duchesne Rifle Range

Located along 7500E Road, 1 mile
south of Fort Duchesne

COUT-A and COUT-B and
route variations

Gooseberry Group Campground

Located approximately 1 mile
northeast of the intersection of Utah
State Route 264 and Utah State Route
31, and approximately 8.5 miles east-
northeast of Fairview

COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Green River Overlook

Located on the west side of the Green
River at the terminus of Little Valley
Road, east from Airport Road.
Approximately 3.1 miles south of
Green River

All COUT BAX alternative
routes

Helper City Park

Located on the east side of U.S.
Highway 191. On the south side of
the City of Helper, there is a picnic
shelter and playground.

COUT-H

Indian Creek Campground

Located along Indian Creek Road
approximately 1.2 miles north of the
intersection of Miller Flat Road and
Indian Creek Road. Approximately 17
miles northwest of Huntington

COUT BAX-B,
COUT BAX-C, COUT-I

Kenney Reservoir boat launch

Located on the east of Kenney
Reservoir, northeast of Rangely

All COUT BAX alternative
routes

Off-highway vehicle/motorized use
track (private track)

Located 8 miles east of Thistle

All COUT alternative routes
and route variations, except
COUT-H and COUT-I
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TABLE 3-180

RECREATION SITES, ACCESS, AND PARKS WITHIN THE
2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

Name

Location

Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route
Variations

Potter’s Pond Campground

Located along Potters Canyon Road,
approximately 1 mile west of the
intersection of Potters Canyon Road
and Miller Flat Road. Approximately
18.5 miles northwest of Huntington

COUT BAX-B, COUT
BAX-C, COUT-I

Saleratus Large Group Camping site

Located just northeast of the
intersection of Carbon County Road
401 (Green River Cutoff Road) and
Cottonwood Wash Road.
Approximately 9 miles southwest of
Woodside, Utah and 22 miles
northwest of Green River

COUT BAX-C

Sam’s Hollow Camping Site

Located along Carbon County Road
401 (Green River Cutoff Rd.),
approximately 2 miles east of the
intersection of County Road 404 and
County Road 332 (Buckhorn Draw
Road) and 15.5 miles southeast of
City of Castle Dale

COUT BAX-B, COUT
BAX-C

Sheep Creek Camping Area

Located 0.5 mile north of U.S.
Highway 6, along Forest Road 051;
approximately 9 miles west of
Gilluly, Utah and 9 miles east of
Thistle

All COUT alternative routes
and route variations, except
COUT-A-1, COUT-H, and
COUT-I

Nephi Shooting Range

Located 1.6 miles northeast of Nephi

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations

Skyline Drive Staging Area

Located at the intersection of Forest
Road 150 (Skyline Road) and U.S.
Highway 6 just west of Gilluly

All COUT-B and COUT-C
alternative routes and route
variations

Snow Kite Recreation Areas

A 15-square mile area at the
intersection of Forest Road 150
(Skyline Road) and Utah State Route
31. Approximately 8 miles northeast
of Mount Pleasant

COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Solider Creek Overlook

Located along Forest Road 090
approximately 4 miles south of the
intersection of U.S. Highway 40 and
Forest Road 090. Located on the east
side of Strawberry Reservoir just
north of the dam

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Solider Creek Dam Day Use Area

Located along Forest Road 090
approximately 4.5 miles south of the
intersection of U.S. Highway 40 and
Forest Road 090. Located on the
southeast side of Strawberry
Reservoir on west side of dam

COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Starvation State Park

Located approximately 3 miles
northwest of the City of Duchesne

COUT-A, COUT-A-1
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TABLE 3-180
RECREATION SITES, ACCESS, AND PARKS WITHIN THE
2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE
Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route

Name Location Variations
Located in the Uinta National Forest,
Strawberry Reservoir approximately 13 miles north of the COUT-A, COUT-A-1

community of Solider Summit
Located approximately 11 miles
southwest of Fruitland

The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Kiosks located on Utah State Route All COUT BAX alternative

Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosks 193?)::;1 in the Manti-La Sal National routes, COUT-H

Along Utah State Route 264 at
northern tip of Electric Lake,
approximately 11 miles east of

Strawberry River Recreation Site COUT-A, COUT-A-1

Upper Huntington Creek Riparian Sign COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Fairview

Located on the White River, COUT-C and route
White River Raft Access approximately 14 miles west of variations, COUT-H,

Bonanza COUT-I

Dispersed Recreation

BLM defines dispersed recreation as “recreation activities of an unstructured type, which are not confined
to specific locations such as recreation sites. Example[s] of these activities may be hunting, fishing, oft-
road vehicle use, hiking, and sightseeing” (BLM 2008d). The USFS has a similar definition, defining
dispersed recreation as, “a general term referring to recreation use outside a developed recreation site; this
includes activities such as scenic driving, hunting, backpacking, and recreation in primitive
environments” (USFS 1986b). Dispersed recreation occurs within the study corridors, mainly in areas
which have trails that enable user access to specific areas that allow for recreation activities such as
camping, backpacking or OHV use. Areas where big game and migratory birds tend to gather may allow
for hunting activities as well as wildlife viewing opportunities in a natural setting. Big game hunting is
one of the larger dispersed recreation activities that occur within the study corridors with opportunities for
hunting elk, mule deer, and pronghorn being some of the most popular. OHV use is also a popular
dispersed recreation activity within the study corridors. These activities mainly occur in areas with
motorized trails that also allow for OHV users to set up dispersed camp sites. OHV use is also discussed
below in the Trails portion of Section 3.2.11.4.1.

Dispersed recreation activities that could occur on BLM- and USFS-administered lands within the study
corridors are displayed in Table 3-181. A qualitative discussion of effects on these recreation activities
that could occur with the construction and operation of the Project is discussed under Section 3.2.11.5.2.
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TABLE 3-181
DISPERSED RECREATION ACTIVITIES WITHIN STUDY CORRIDORS
IR Dispersed Recreation Activities
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Off-Highway Vehicle Use

OHVs, as defined by BLM Regulation Part 8340 Off-Road Vehicles, are any motorized vehicle capable
of, or designed for, travel on or immediately over land, water, or other natural terrain, excluding: (1) any
non-amphibious registered motorboat; (2) any military, fire, emergency, or law enforcement vehicle while
being used for emergency purposes; (3) any vehicle whose use is expressly authorized by the authorized
officer, or otherwise officially approved; (4) vehicles in official use; and (5) any combat or combat
support vehicle when used in times of national defense emergencies. Types of OHVs include 4-wheel
drive jeeps, automobiles, pickups or sport utility vehicles; motorcycles designed for cross-country use;
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ATVs; and other specially designed or modified off-road motor vehicles used in a wide variety of ways
(Cordell et al. 2008). In addition to being a recreation activity, OHV use can occur on public lands for

business and commuting purposes such as managing animals on grazing leases, accessing oil and/or gas
development areas, or as transportation to reach recreational areas for hunting, fishing, and/or camping.

The BLM’s OHV designations are determined through travel management planning and are incorporated
into their RMPs. BLM’s OHV designations are defined as follows (43 CFR 8342.1):

m  Open: an area where all types of vehicle use is permitted at all times;

m Limited: an area restricted at certain times, in certain areas, and/or to certain vehicular use. These
restrictions may be of any type, but can generally be accommodated within the following
categories: numbers of vehicles; types of vehicles; time or season of vehicle use; permitted or
licensed use only; use on existing roads and trails; use on designated roads and trails; and other
restrictions.

m  Closed: an area where off-road vehicle use is prohibited. Use of off-road vehicles in closed areas
may be allowed for certain reasons but must be approved by the authorized officer.

Each national forest designates areas as open, limited, or closed for OHV uses and typically limits these
uses to designated roads and trails. In 2005, the USFS published its final travel management rule which
required designation of roads, trails, and areas for OHV use on national forests, with these designations
made by class of vehicle and time of year. This final travel management rule prohibits all motor vehicles
from going off of designated roads and trails, and in areas generally not designated for motorized use
(Cordell et al. 2008). To illustrate where these OHV use areas are, each forest has developed motor
vehicle use maps which are available of each forests website.

OHYV use also occurs on state lands. Regulations for state OHV use vary by state and/or local agency.

Special Recreation Use Permit

A special recreation use permit issued by the BLM is a, ““... authorization which allow for recreation uses
of the public lands and related waters. The permits are issued as a means to control visitor use, protect
recreational and natural resources, and provide for the health and safety of visitors” (BLM 2006a) and are
typically time restricted. There are six different types of permits:

m  Commercial Use: A recreational use of public lands and related waters for financial gain

m  Competitive Use: An organized, sanctioned, or structured use, event, or activity on public land
where two or more contestants compete and either of the following elements apply:

e Participants register, enter, or complete an application for the event; or
e A predetermined course or area is designated

m  Vending: These are temporary, short-term, non-exclusive, revocable authorizations to sell goods
or services on public lands in conjunction with a recreation activity;

m  Special Area Use: Permits required for individual recreation use in Special Areas such as floating
certain BLM-managed rivers and hiking in certain wilderness areas

m  Organized Group Activity and Event Use: Group outdoor recreation activities or events which are
neither commercial nor competitive
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m  Relationship with Other Permits: This would include a commercial filming permit issue in
conjunction with a Special Recreation Permit or a special recreation permit issued in conjunction
with other programs such as an activity that has a commercial recreation component. In these
cases, a special recreation use permit and the additional program permit would be required (BLM
2006a).

For example, the Labyrinth Canyon SRMA in the BLM Price Field Office is crossed by an alternative
route considered for the Project and requires a special recreation permit for all recreational users within
the SRMA. There is no consistent dataset available for current special recreation use permits for the
alternative route study corridors or a feasible method to anticipate the future permit demands, therefore
the potential effects on the special recreation use permit program or permitted uses are not considered in
the analysis.

Trails

The National Trails System, managed by the NPS, is a ““...network of scenic, historic, and recreation trails
created by the National Trails System Act of 1968 (NTSA). These trails provide for outdoor recreation
needs, promote the enjoyment, appreciation, and preservation of open-air, outdoor areas and historic
resources, and encourage public access and citizen involvement” (NPS 2012a). The two types of National
Trails that are found within the alternative route study corridors include a National Scenic Trail (NST)
and a National Historic Trail (NHT). To be designated as such, a NST must be at least 100 miles of
continuous, primarily non-motorized routes with outstanding recreation opportunities. A NHT is
designated as such to commemorate historic or prehistoric travel routes that are significant to the nation.
The criteria that must be met to reach this designation are detailed in Section 5 (b) of the NTSA (NPS
2012a).

The BLM, USFS, and counties also have trails that have been designated as historic or recreational (i.e.,
motorized and non-motorized) within the alternative route study corridors. Historic trails in Wyoming are
designated to protect historic values and to reduce natural and human caused damage or conflicts. These
trails, located in the Rawlins Field Office, are considered avoidance areas for siting of future utilities.

Recreational use of motorized trails allows for ATVs and four-wheel drive vehicles. There are areas
designated within the BLM field offices and USFS for OHV users including trails open for cross-country
recreational OHV use. As defined by the BLM Land Use Planning Handbook H-1601-1, an OHV or off-
road vehicle is, “ any motorized vehicle capable of, or designed for, travel on or immediately over land,
water, or other natural terrain, excluding: (1) any non-amphibious registered motorboat; (2) any military,
fire, emergency, or law enforcement vehicle while being used for emergency purposes; (3) any vehicle
whose use is expressly authorized by the authorized officer, or otherwise officially approved; (4) vehicles
in official use; and (5) any combat or combat support vehicle when used for national defense” (BLM
2005a). As discussed above under Dispersed Recreation, OHV use occurs throughout the Project Area.
Motorized trails within the alternative route study corridor are listed below in Table 3-182 and are
discussed in Section 3.2.11.5

Nonmotorized trails also occur throughout the Project Area and allow for users such as horse-back riding,
hiking, and mountain biking. Non-motorized trails tend to be in areas that allow the user to be in a natural
setting with few human modifications. Non-motorized trails within the alternative route study corridors
are listed in Table 3-182 and are discussed in Section 3.2.11.5. The scenic, cultural, and recreational trails
in the alternative route study corridors are described in Table 3-182 and are discussed in Section 3.2.16
and 3.2.17.
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TRAILS WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

TABLE 3-182

Trail Name

Management and Use

Relevant Alternative Routes and
Route Variations

Wyoming

Cherokee Historic Trail —
northern and southern
routes

A historic trail managed by the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) Rawlins Field
Office to protect the historic routes used
by emigrants to journey west to California
in the first 2 years of the Gold Rush; this
trail is considered an avoidance area in the
Rawlins Resource Management Plan
(RMP)

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations

Overland Historic Trail

Historic trail managed by the BLM
Rawlins Field Office for the preservation
of historic values; This trail is considered
an avoidance area in the BLM Rawlins
Field Office Resource Management Plan

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations

Continental Divide
National Scenic Trail
(NST)

Approximately 3,100 miles long, the
purpose of the Continental Divide NST is
“... to provide for high-quality scenic,
primitive hiking and horseback riding
opportunities and to conserve natural,
historic, and cultural resources along the
Continental Divide NST corridor,” (U.S.
Forest Service 2009b)

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations

Rawlins to Baggs Road
Historic Trail

Approximately 113 miles long, the trail is
managed for the preservation of historic
values and is an avoidance area for linear
utilities within 0.25 mile of the trail or the
visual horizon, whichever is closer, per the
Rawlins Approved RMP

All WYCO alternative routes and
route variations

Colorado

Motorized Trails

Garfield County motorized trails used for
4-wheel drive vehicles and pack trips

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Motorized Trails

BLM Grand Junction Field Office
motorized trails with users that include:
all-terrain vehicles (ATV) and 4-wheel
drive vehicles

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Antelope Knoll Well,
Godiva Rim, Horse Draw,
Juniper Mountain, Mud
Springs Loop, North Lone
Tree Well, Peck Mesa
Connector A, Peck Mesa
Northwest, Peck Mesa
Southeast, Pinyon Ridge
Road, Pole Gulch,
Ruedloff Powder Wash,
West Sims Berry, Yampa
Valley

BLM Little Snake Field Office motorized
trails designated for 4-wheel drive vehicles

All WY CO alternative routes and
route variations, except WY CO-D-1

Motorized Trails

Mesa County motorized trails designated
for 4-wheel drive use

All COUT BAX alternative routes
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TABLE 3-182

TRAILS WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

Trail Name

Management and Use

Relevant Alternative Routes and
Route Variations

Motorized Trails

Managed by the BLM Little Snake and
Grand Junction Field Offices and Garfield
and Mesa counties for motorized vehicles

All COUT BAX and WYCO
alternative routes

Utah

Old Spanish National
Historic Trail — north
branch and northern route

A national historic trail named after the
Spanish colonies in northern New Mexico
and southern California, the trail is
designated to protect routes used for
trading goods and pack animals and
provide visitors opportunities to hike,
camp, and view scenery and wildlife
(BLM 2011j)

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Trails 10082, 10084,
10098, 10099, 10100,
10101, 10102, 10114,
10128, 10154, 10169,
10172, 10323, 10324,
10326, 10327, 10489,
10491, 10496, 10657,
10658, 10102A and South
Death Trap Canyon, (also
trails with no names)

Ashley National Forest motorized trails
used by ATVs and motorcycles

All COUT alternative routes and
route variations, except COUT-A
and COUT-A-1

Mill Hollow, Quitchampau

Ashley National Forest non-motorized
trails for hiking, pack and saddle, bicycle
or as labeled use

COUT-B alternative route and route
variations

Western Loop

Carbon County motorized trails used by
ATVs and motorcycles

COUT BAX-E, COUT-H

Cottonwood Ridge, Scad
Valley Divide

Manti-La Sal National Forest motorized
trails for ATVs

COUT-H, COUT-I

Blind Canyon, Booths,
James Canyon, Maple
Canyon Fork, Oak Creek,
Seeley Canyon Spur, Sky
High

Manti-La Sal National Forest non-
motorized trails for hiking or pack and
saddle

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations

Crystal Geyser, Guy’s,
Thompson Single Track

BLM Moab Field Office motorized trails
designated just for motorcycles, ATVs are
prohibited

All COUT BAX alternative routes

Motorized Trails

BLM Price Field Office motorized trails
designated for ATVs, motorcycles, and
any other vehicle

All COUT BAX alternative routes,
COUT-H, COUT-I

Great Western Trail,
Indian Creek/Trail Hollow
Loop, Left Fork White
River, Nebo Loop, Sheep
Creek to Indian Springs,
Tank Hollow Connector,
Tie Fork Great Western
Trail

Uinta National Forest motorized trail for
motorcycles and snowmobiles

All COUT BAX and COUT
alternative routes and route
variations
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TABLE 3-182
TRAILS WITHIN THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE
Relevant Alternative Routes and
Trail Name Management and Use Route Variations

Buffalo Canyon, French
Hollow, Indian Creek to
Willow Creek Ridge, . . . . All COUT alternative routes and

. Uinta National Forest non-motorized trails .
Indian Creek Sheep Camp for hikine or pack and saddle route variations, except COUT-H
#1, Strawberry Narrows, gorp and COUT-I
Teat Mountain, Willow
Creek South

. BLM Vernal Field Office non-motorized All COUT_A and COUT-B
Far Side alternative routes and route

track .
variations

Scenic Byways and Backways

Scenic byways and backways are designated at a national, state, or local level. The National Scenic
Byways Program (23 U.S.C. 162) is managed by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), which
recognizes roads that have outstanding scenic, historic, cultural, natural, recreational, and/or
archaeological qualities. The National Scenic Byways Program provides funding to states and Indian
tribes for the implementation of projects to protect the features the byways are designated for, as well as
to provide interpretative sites for users and maintain facilities along the byways (FHWA 2011). Other
scenic byways are identified by states and counties that are managed at a state or local level.

Table 3-183 describes in detail the designated byways and backways located within the alternative route
study corridors.

TABLE 3-183
SCENIC BYWAYS AND BACKWAYS ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS
Scenic Byway/Backway Management Agency and Description of Scenic Relevant Alternative
Name and State Location Byway or Backway Routes

The byway is part of the National Scenic Byways
Program, which is part of the U.S. Department of
Transportation (USDOT), Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA). Located in eastern Utah and
western Colorado, with the Town of Naples, City of
Price, and Town of Green River along the route in
Utah and the community of Dinosaur, the Town of
Rangely, and community of Mack in Colorado. The
byway is an approximately 512-mile loop designated
as a National Scenic Byway and provides users
opportunities to see dinosaur bones being excavated
and prepared for museum display. Museums and
numerous recreation opportunities are located along
the byway. (Colorado Tourism Office 2010)

The byway is part of the National Scenic Byways
Program, which is part of the USDOT, FHWA This
The Energy Loop: byway crosses through the Manti-La Sal National
Huntington/Eccles Forest, and passes the Towns of Scofield and
Canyons Scenic Byway Huntington and the City of Fairview. The byway
(Utah) offers opportunities to view coal mining operations,
historic mining towns, and coal-fired power plants
(FHWA 2012a)

All COUT BAX and
COUT alternative routes
and route variations

Dinosaur Diamond
Prehistoric Byway
(Colorado and Utah)

All COUT BAX
alternative routes,
COUT-H, COUT-I
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TABLE 3-183

SCENIC BYWAYS AND BACKWAYS ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS

Scenic Byway/Backway
Name and State Location

Management Agency and Description of Scenic
Byway or Backway

Relevant Alternative
Routes

Indian Canyon Scenic
Byway
(Utah)

The byway is part of the National Scenic Byways
Program, which is part of the USDOT, FHWA. This
approximately 47-mile-long byway connects U.S.
Highway 40 and U.S. Highway 6, from the City of
Duchesne to just north of the City of Helper. The
byway passes by unique rock formations and
vegetation and offers several different recreation
opportunities(FHWA 2012b)

COUT-A and COUT-B
and route variations,
COUT-H

Nebo Loop Scenic Byway
(Utah)

The byway is part of the National Scenic Byways
Program, which is part of the USDOT, FWHA.
Running north and south from Utah State Route 198
and Interstate 15, west of the Town of Salem to Utah
State Route 132 and to the south, east of Nephi City
and Interstate . This National Scenic Byway is
approximately 37 miles in length and is designated
for scenic qualities (FHWA 2012¢)

All COUT BAX and
COUT alternative routes
and route variations

Nine Mile Canyon
Backway
(Utah)

The byway is part of the National Scenic Byways
Program, which is part of the USDOT, FWHA. The
byway is approximately 78 miles in length and is
designated by the State of Utah for cultural features
related to the prehistoric Fremont culture. Starting at
U.S. Highway 6/191 near the Town of Wellington
and proceeding northeast, eventually splitting into
two routes; with one portion stopping a short distance
to the east after the split and the other portion
proceeding north, connecting to U.S. Highway
40/191, southwest of the Town of Myton. (FHWA
2012d)

COUT-C and route
variations, COUT-H,
COUT-I

Outlaw Trail Loop Scenic
Drive

Designated by Carbon County, the byway follows
Wyoming Highway 789 starting at Interstate 80, at
Creston Junction to the Town of Baggs. The route

All WYCO alternative
routes and route
variations, except

(Wyoming) provides scenic and historical opportunities to users WYC.O_B route
variations
Designated by the State of Utah for its scenic qualities
with portions managed by the Ashley National Forest All COUT alternative

Reservation Ridge Scenic
Backway
(Utah)

and Uinta National Forest, the byway is located
between U.S. Highway 191 at the Avantaquin
Campground turnoff west along the ridgeline to U.S.
Highway 6, just east of Soldier Summit. This byway
offers recreation opportunities (State of Utah 2011)

routes and route
variations, except
COUT-H and COUT-I
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TABLE 3-183

SCENIC BYWAYS AND BACKWAYS ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS

Scenic Byway/Backway
Name and State Location

Management Agency and Description of Scenic
Byway or Backway

Relevant Alternative
Routes

Skyline Drive Scenic
Backway
(Utah)

Designated by the State of Utah, with portions
managed by the Manti-La Sal National Forest, this
backway is approximately 80 miles long and follows
the spine of the Wasatch Plateau beginning near the
ghost town of Tucker, Utah, and ending at Interstate
70. This backway is designated for its scenic qualities
(Sanpete County 2012a)

All COUT BAX and
COUT alternative routes
and route variations

Wedge Overlook/
Buckhorn Drive Scenic
Backway

(Utah)

Designated and managed by the State of Utah, this
backway is located in the northern portion of the San
Rafael Swell, connecting Utah State Route 10 to
Interstate 70, west of the City of Green River. The
backway provides opportunities to view the Bureau of
Land Management’s Wedge Overlook and scenery of
the “Little Grand Canyon” of the San Rafael River, a
camping area near the river, and the Buckhorn Wash
pictograph that is more than 2,000 years old (Utah
Travel Industry 2012)

All COUT BAX
alternative routes

White River/Strawberry
Road Scenic Backway
(Utah)

Designated by the State of Utah within portions
managed by Uinta National Forest, this backway is
approximately 28 miles long and follows a portion of
the left fork of the White River before ending at
Strawberry Reservoir and Strawberry campground.
This backway is designated for scenic values with
numerous recreation opportunities (Public Lands
Interpretive Association 2012b)

All COUT alternative
routes and route
variations, except
COUT-H and COUT-I

Special Recreation Management Areas

SRMAs are designated to manage intensively used recreation areas and provide certain recreation
opportunities, such as boating, hunting, camping, and hiking. According to the BLM, SRMAs are
“...administrative units where the existing or proposed recreation opportunities and recreation setting
characteristics are recognized for their unique value, importance, and/or distinctiveness, especially as
compared to other areas used for recreation” (BLM 2012¢).

Table 3-184 describes the SRMAs located with the alternative route study corridors.
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TABLE 3-184

SPECIAL RECREATION MANAGEMENT AREAS WITHIN
THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE

Special Recreation Management
Area

Management Prescription

Relevant Alternative
Routes and Route
Variations

Wyoming

Continental Divide National Scenic
Trail

Designated in the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Rawlins Field Office,
the federal portion of this special recreation
management area (SRMA) is a quarter mile
corridor for approximately 80 miles. This
SRMA provides diverse topography,
geography, vegetation, wildlife, and scenic
opportunities to trail users and is designated
as an avoidance area for linear utilities (BLM
2008b)

All WYCO alternative

routes and route
variations

North Platte

Designated in the BLM Rawlins Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 5,000 acres,
including a quarter mile area on either side of
the North Platte River. This SRMA provides
high-quality recreational opportunities,
including floating, fishing, camping, and
sightseeing, and is designated as an
avoidance area for linear facilities (BLM
2008b)

All WYCO alternative

routes and route
variations

Colorado

Juniper Mountain

Designated by the BLM Little Snake Field
Office, this SRMA is approximately 1,780
acres and provides opportunities for boating,
hunting, camping, and hiking, and is
considered an avoidance area for linear
facilities. Rights-of-way are determined on a
case-by-case basis consistent with the SRMA
objectives (BLM 2011b)

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Serviceberry

Designated by the BLM Little Snake Field
Office, this SRMA is approximately 12,380
acres and provides backcountry, non-
motorized hunting, and heritage
interpretation/education experiences. Rights-
of-way will be determined on a case-by case
basis (BLM 2011b)

WYCO-D, WYCO-D-1

Utah

Fantasy Canyon

Designated by the BLM Vernal Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 69 acres. This
SRMA is designated for opportunities for
self-guided touring and hiking and allows for
rights-of-way (BLM 2008f)

COUT-C and route
variations, COUT-H,

COUT-I
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TABLE 3-184
SPECIAL RECREATION MANAGEMENT AREAS WITHIN

THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE
Relevant Alternative
Special Recreation Management Routes and Route

Area Management Prescription Variations
Designated by the BLM Price Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 34,240 acres
and is managed to provide users opportunities
for flat water or novice river corridor
recreation. No structures can be built in the All COUT BAX
recreation opportunity spectrum primitive alternative routes
class within the SRMA. Management of this
SRMA allows for rights-of-way that are
consistent with resource management plan
(RMP) goals and objectives (BLM 2008d)
Designated by the BLM Moab Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 300,650 acres
and is managed for scenery, endangered fish,
camping, and private boating in Labyrinth
Canyon, under a cooperative agreement with | All COUT BAX
Utah Division of State Parks and Recreation, alternative routes
and Fire, Forestry, and State Lands.
Management of this SRMA allows rights-of-
way that are consistent with RMP goals and
objectives (BLM 2008c)
Designated by the BLM Vernal Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 44,168 acres
and is managed to protect high-value cultural | COUT-C and route
resources and scenic quality. Management of | variations, COUT-H,
this SRMA allows rights-of-way that are COUT-I
consistent with RMP goals and objectives
(BLM 2008j)
Nine Mile Canyon Designated by the BLM Price Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 24,300 acres
and is managed for visitors to enjoy
prehistoric and archaeological sites, including | COUT-C, COUT-H,
extensive rock panels. Management of this COUT-I
SRMA allows rights-of-way that are
consistent with RMP goals and objectives
(BLM 2008d)
Designated by the BLM Price Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 938,500 acres
and is managed for motorized and
recreational opportunities in an expansive and | All COUT BAX
unique geologic setting. Management of this | alternative routes
SRMA allows rights-of-way that are
consistent with RMP goals and objectives
(BLM 2008d)

Labyrinth Canyon

Labyrinth Rims/Gemini Bridges

San Rafael Swell
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TABLE 3-184
SPECIAL RECREATION MANAGEMENT AREAS WITHIN
THE 2-MILE-WIDE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE STUDY CORRIDORS BY STATE
Relevant Alternative
Special Recreation Management Routes and Route
Area Management Prescription Variations

Designated by the BLM Moab Field Office,
this SRMA is approximately 15,424 acres
and is managed for sustainable motorized,
mechanized, and non-motorized recreation
while protecting and maintaining resource All COUT BAX
values that include range, wildlife habitat, alternative routes
scenic, cultural, recreational, and riparian
values. Management of this SRMA allows
rights-of-way that are consistent with RMP
goals and objectives (BLM 2008c)

Utah Rims

Recreation Opportunity Spectrum

ROS classifications have been identified on the Manti-La Sal, Ashley, and Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National
Forests and the Rawlins, White River, and BLM Price Field Offices in the Project Study Area. The
purpose of the ROS is to provide a framework for defining classes of outdoor recreation environments,
activities, and experience opportunities. The ROS is typically broken out into six different classifications,
which encompass geographic areas throughout the forest or BLM field office (BLM 2008b). In addition
to the typical six categories, there are two classifications specific to the BLM Rawlins Field Office (Front
Country and Middle Country) and one that is not used as often (roaded modified) occurring in the Uinta
National Forest. Table 3-185 describes the ROS classifications, as well as their applicable management
agency and the alternative routes that cross each classification.

TABLE 3-185
RECREATION OPPORTUNITY SPECTRUM AREAS

Relevant Alternative
Forest or BLM Field Office Routes and Route
Classification and Management Prescription Variations

A division of the Adobe Town Dispersed
Recreation Use Area in the Western
Extensive Recreation Management Area in
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Rawlins Field Office, this classification is
characterized in general as a natural WYCO-C and route
environment with moderate evidence of the variations

sights and sounds of man. Resource
modification and utilization practices are
evident, but in harmony with the natural
environment. There is a low to moderate
concentration of users (BLM 2008b).

Front Country
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TABLE 3-185

RECREATION OPPORTUNITY SPECTRUM AREAS

2008d). The alternative route study corridor
crosses this recreation opportunity spectrum
area (ROS) within the BLM Price Field
Office and the Uinta National Forest.

Relevant Alternative
Forest or BLM Field Office Routes and Route
Classification and Management Prescription Variations
A division of the Adobe Town Dispersed
Recreation Use Area in the Western
Extensive Recreation Management Area in
. the BLM Bawhns Field Qfﬁce, this WYCO-C and route
Middle Country classification is characterized as a e
. . variations
predominately unmodified natural
environment and has a low concentration of
visitors. Motorized use is permitted (BLM
2008b).
Unmodified natural environment with
isolation from man-made sights, sounds, and
management controls. Motorized use is
prohibited, but non-motorized trails are All COUT BAX and
Primitive acceptable. Structures are very rare (BLM COUT alternative routes

and route variations

Semi-primitive Non-motorized

Natural settings with some subtle
modifications, but non-motorized trails are
acceptable with little or no evidence of
motorized routes. Structures are rare or
isolated (BLM 2008d).The alternative route
study corridor crosses this ROS area within
the BLM Price Field Office and Ashley
National Forest.

COUT BAX-B and all
COUT alternative routes
and route variations,
except COUT-A and
COUT-A-1

Semi-primitive Motorized

Natural setting with moderate alterations.
Strong evidence of motorized trails, routes,
and roads with isolated structures (BLM
2008d). The alternative route study corridor
crosses this ROS area within the BLM Price
Field Office, BLM White River Field Office,
Ashley National Forest, Manti-La Sal
National Forest, and Uinta National Forest.

All alternative routes and
route variations

Roaded Natural

Natural setting with easily observed to
dominant modifications to the setting; strong
evidence of maintained roads and highways
and scattered structures noticeable from
travel routes (BLM 2008d). The alternative
route study corridor crosses this ROS area
within the BLM White River Field Office,
Manti-La Sal National Forest, and Ashley
National Forest.

All alternative routes and
route variations

Roaded Modified

An area that provides visitors opportunities
to get away to a more natural environment
and provides easy access. Roads are found
within this category, as well as dispersed
camping (Stankey et al. 1986). The
alternative route study corridor crosses this
ROS area within the Uinta National Forest.

All COUT BAX and
COUT alternative routes
and route variations
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TABLE 3-185
RECREATION OPPORTUNITY SPECTRUM AREAS
Relevant Alternative
Forest or BLM Field Office Routes and Route
Classification and Management Prescription Variations
Modified natural setting with dominant
modifications observed often. Strong WYCO-C and route
evidence of maintained roads and highways variations, all
Rural with structures especially apparent (BLM COUT BAX alternative
2008d). The alternative route study corridor routes, and COUT
crosses this ROS within the BLM Price Field | alternative routes and
Office, BLM Rawlins Field Office, and Uinta | route variations
National Forest.
Development dominates the setting with
minor natural elements. Strong evidence of
maintained roads and highways with All COUT BAX
Urban structures as a dominant feature (BLM alternative routes,

2008d). The alternative route study corridor COUT-H
crosses this ROS within the BLM Price and
White River Field Offices.

3.211.4.2 Impact Assessment and Mitigation Planning

Types of Potential Environmental Effects

The construction, operation, and maintenance of the Project could result in both direct and indirect effects
on parks, preservation, and recreation resources. Direct effects associated with construction, operation,
and maintenance activities could include:

Trail and scenic byway closures during construction (short-term)

Increased access into areas not suitable for vehicular travel as a result of new access roads
constructed for the Project (e.g., semi-primitive non-motorized areas) (long-term)

Limit expansion of recreation sites (long-term)

Potential diminished recreational experience at popular campgrounds, trails, and other recreation
areas as a result of the sights, sounds, and presence of the transmission line and maintenance
roads (e.g., Indian Creek Campground) (long-term)

Criteria for Assessing Level of Impacts

Criteria were developed to assess the level of potential effects on parks, preservation, and recreation
resources associated with implementation of the Project (Table 3-186). The assessment of impacts was
based on the relationship between the level of a potential effect of each use to estimated disturbance
associated with the Project construction, operation, and maintenance. The methodology for assessing the
potential impacts on parks, preservation, recreation resources associated with implementing the Project
generally includes:

Identifying the types of potential effects on parks, preservation, and recreation resources that
could result from construction, operation, and maintenance of the proposed transmission line and
associated facilities

Developing criteria for assessing the level of a potential effect on parks, preservation, and
recreation resources
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m  Assessing the initial impacts on parks, preservation, and recreation resources

m Identifying the appropriate selective mitigation measures for minimizing potential adverse effects

m  Determining specific areas where selective mitigation should be applied

m  Disclosing potential residual impacts on parks, preservation, and recreation resources (refer to

Table 3-188)

Aesthetic impacts on views from recreation areas (i.e., campgrounds, SRMAs, state parks, OHV areas,
and motorized and non-motorized trails) are described in the visual resources section (Section 3.2.16).

TABLE 3-186

CRITERIA FOR ASSESSING LEVEL OF RECREATION IMPACTS
ON PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCES

Level of
Impacts Description
= Areas where the Project would conflict physically with any designated recreation or preservation
High use area (i.e., right-oif-way crosses use arqa) ’ o
= Areas where the Project would conflict with any applicable adopted management prescription or
goal of the affected land-management agency (e.g., Special Recreation Management Area)
= Areas where the Project would create an indirect conflict with a recreational use or designation
Moderate (i.e., where new or impr.ov.ed access to a recregtion use area would be greatc.ad) ‘
= Areas where the transmission line would require expansion of an existing right-of-way in a
designated recreation area
Low = Areas where recreation or preservation area management prescription is compatible with a
transmission line

Mitigation and Effects Analysis

Assessment of Initial Impacts

The level of the potential effects on parks, preservation, and recreation resources that could result from
implementation of the Project was used as the basis for assessing initial impacts. The level of initial
impacts on these areas was based on the compatibility of the park, preservation, or recreation resource
with construction of a new transmission line. The initial impacts were assigned using the criteria

presented above.

Mitigation Planning and Effectiveness

In addition to the design features described as part of the Project description (Table 2-8), selective
mitigation measures would also be used to minimize adverse impacts on parks, preservation, and

recreation resources; these are described in Table 3-187.

TABLE 3-187

SELECTIVE MITIGATION FOR PARKS, RECREATION, AND PRESERVATION AREAS

Selective Mitigation

Measure Description of Mitigation Example of Application
Minimize disturbance to vegetated arcas
4 Minimize tree clearing near recreation sites (e.g., campgrounds,

picnic areas, etc.).
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TABLE 3-187

SELECTIVE MITIGATION FOR PARKS, RECREATION, AND PRESERVATION AREAS

Selective Mitigation
Measure Description of Mitigation Example of Application

Relocating a portion of an alternative

5 Minimize new and improved accessibility route to avoid a semi-primitive non-
motorized recreation opportunity
spectrum area.

7 Span and/or avoid sensitive features Placing structures ina manner that would
span over a trail or recreation use area.
Matching transmission towers and spans

8 Match transmission line spans to avoid further disturbing a campground
or recreation site.

9 Maximize the span between the Locate structures the maximum distance

transmission towers possible from each side of trail.

Residual Impacts

Table 3-188 summarizes the initial impacts on parks, preservation, and recreation resources, the selective
mitigation measures (Table 2-13) applied to mitigate potentially adverse effects on those resources; and
the remaining residual impacts. Section 3.2.11.5 reports on the high and moderate residual impact

mileages that would occur after selective mitigation is applied.

TABLE 3-188

SUMMARY OF INITIAL AND RESIDUAL IMPACTS
ON PARKS, RECREATION, AND PRESERVATION AREAS

Selective
Mitigation Residual
Resource’ Initial Impacts | Measures Applied Impacts
Campground High 4,5,7,8 Moderate
Off-Highway Vehicle/Motorized Use Area Moderate 7 Low
Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS
Classiﬁcationp—p Front éofntry ( : Moderate 4,3 Low
ROS Classification — Primitive High 4,5 High
ROS Classiﬁcation — Semi-Primitive Non- High 4.5 High
motorized
ROS Classification — Semi-Primitive Motorized Moderate 4 Low
ROS Classification — Roaded Natural Moderate 4 Low
ROS Classification — Roaded Modified Moderate 4 Low
ROS Classification — Rural Moderate 7 Low
ROS Classification — Urban’ Low — Low
Recreation Site High 4,5,7,8 Moderate
Recreation Trail-Motorized High 5,7,9 Low
Recreation Trail-Non-motorized High 4,5,7,8,9 Moderate
Continental Divide National Scenic Trails High 5,7,9 Moderate
National and State Historic Trails High 5,7,9 Moderate
Scenic Highways/Byways/Backways High 4,8,9 Low
Shooting/Archery Range High 7 Low
Special Recreation Management Area High 4,5,7,9 Moderate
NOTES:
1Only resources crossed by the alternative routes are listed in this table.
No mitigation measures were deemed necessary for these facilities.
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3.2.11.5 Results

A summary of initial and residual impact results is presented in Table 3-188.

In this section, the term reference centerline is used to describe impacts on a park, preservation, or
recreation resource. Reference centerline also refers to impacts within the Project’s associated 250-foot-
wide right-of-way. When discussing where the reference centerline crosses a park, preservation, or

recreation area the term “crossing” also includes where the reference centerline may be adjacent to a
project or facility.

3.2.11.5.1 No Action Alternative

Under this alternative, the environment would remain as it presently exists.

3.211.5.2 Impacts Common to All Action Alternatives
General Construction Impacts on Dispersed Recreation

Dispersed recreation occurs within the study corridors mainly on BLM- or USFS- administered lands.
Dispersed recreation users typically utilize existing infrastructure to access dispersed recreation areas. A
quantitative impact analysis was not completed for dispersed recreation due to lack of data. Construction
is expected to affect dispersed recreation use, particularly on Saturdays and possibly no construction on
Sundays; seasons of use may vary by region. The duration of transmission line construction activities on
any given parcel of land may extend up to a year, although the total amount of time of actual construction
activity would be much shorter, in the range of a few months. Over any particular section of the route,
transmission line construction would be characterized by short periods (ranging from a day to 1 to 2
weeks) of relatively intense activity interspersed with periods of no activity. However, effects on
dispersed recreation users are expected to be similar between alternatives, as discussed below. Impacts on
recreation infrastructure (such as trails) are assessed by alternative route under Section 3.2.2.5.4.

Off-highway Vehicle Users

OHYV users are mainly restricted to designated roads, trails or OHV areas. Short-term effects on OHV
users during construction could include restricted access or temporary closure of roads, trails, or OHV
areas and increased traffic from construction vehicles and equipment. Increased dust/vehicle emissions
could also occur. Long-term effects from the Project on OHV users would be minimal. Roads, trails, or
OHYV areas are not anticipated to be permanently unavailable. In addition, mitigation measures (Selective
Mitigation Measure 5) would be utilized to restrict OHV users from using the Project right-of-way as an
OHYV trail or road.

Hunters and Wildlife Viewers

During different times of the year hunters and wildlife viewers would be accessing BLM- or USFS-
administered lands to hunt, view, or photograph specific wildlife species. Short-term effects from
construction activities would include temporary disturbance, restriction or closure of access to hunting or
viewing areas, and noise and construction activities disrupting wildlife for hunters, wildlife viewers, and
wildlife photographers. Selective Mitigation Measure 12 would restrict activities during sensitive times of
the year for wildlife (e.g., calving, etc.) Long-term effects generally would be expected to be minimal
with occasional noise and dust that may occur during maintenance activities on the transmission line.

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project Page 3-774



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.11  Parks, Preservation, and Recreation

Camping

Dispersed camping is located predominately near existing trails or roads and do not have permanent
infrastructure in place (e.g., restrooms, running water, etc.). Short-term effects on dispersed camping from
construction activities would include visual, noise, dust, and vehicle emission impacts from construction
equipment and restriction or closure of campsite access points. Long-term effects generally would be
minimal with occasional noise and dust that may occur during maintenance activities on the transmission
line.

Non-motorized Recreation Users

Non-motorized users include hikers, backpackers, mountain bikers, horse-back riders, and individuals
participating in geo-caching. Non-motorized users are generally drawn to disperse recreation areas with
little evidence of human presence. Trail systems allow for non-motorized users to access disperse
recreation areas. Short-term effects on non-motorized users would include restriction or temporary
closure of access to trails and associated facilities (e.g., campgrounds, trailhead facilities, restrooms, etc.),
as well as temporary increase of dust, vehicle emissions, visual, and noise impacts from construction
equipment and activities. Long-term effects from the Project on non-motorized users could include views
influenced or dominated by the Project infrastructure. Occasional noise and dust may occur during
maintenance activities on the transmission line.

3.2.11.5.3 345-kilovolt Ancillary Transmission Components

There are no parks, preservation, or recreation areas crossed or within the study corridor of the 345kV
ancillary transmission components.

3.2.11.5.4 500-kilovolt Transmission Line Components
Wyoming to Colorado — Aeolus to U.S. Highway 40 (WYCO)

Table 3-189 reports the number of miles of estimated residual impacts on parks, preservation, and
recreation resources for WY CO alternative routes.

Alternative WYCO-B (Applicant Preferred Alternative) and Route Variations (WYCO-B-1,
WYCO-B-2 [Agency Preferred Alternative], and WYCO-B-3)

Affected Environment (Wyoming)

Alternative WY CO-B in Wyoming crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource
areas (including miles):

m  Overland Historic Trail (0.1 mile), Cherokee Historic Trail (0.1 mile), Rawlins to Baggs Road
trail (0.1 mile), and Continental Divide NST (0.1 mile)

m  North Platte SRMA (0.2 mile)

m  Qutlaw Trail Loop Scenic Drive (0.1 mile)

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the alternative route study
corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  Fort Steele Rest Area, North Platte River, Fort Steele/Rochelle Public Access Area, Ripple Ridge
Raceway
m  Continental Divide NST SRMA
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Alternative WY CO-B route variations cross and would have the same parks, preservation, and recreation
areas within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative WY CO-B.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)

A total of 0.6 mile of moderate residual impacts would be anticipated for Alternative WY CO-B and route
variations in Wyoming. No high residual impacts associated with the alternative are anticipated.

The alternative route crosses the Continental Divide NST for 0.1 mile, the Rawlins to Baggs Road trail
for 0.1 mile, the Cherokee Historic Trail for 0.1 mile, and the Overland Historic Trail for 0.1 mile (which
are considered avoidance areas for utility rights-of-way in the BLM Rawlins Field Office RMP). By
applying selective mitigation measures such as minimizing new and improved accessibility (Selective
Mitigation Measure 5), spanning or avoiding the trail location (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and
maximizing the span over the trail location (Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on the trail
locations could be avoided. These mitigation measures also would alleviate interference with the
designated avoidance area for the trails, which is compliant with the BLM Rawlins Field Office RMP. If a
trail would be directly affected by the Project, the BLM Rawlins Field Office would need to approve
crossing into the avoidance area. Visual impacts from the towers crossing the trails are addressed in
Section 3.2.16. Additional analysis and information for these trail crossings are located in Section
3.2.17.5, in accordance with BLM Manual 6280.

The remaining 0.2 mile of moderate residual impacts would occur where Alternative WY CO-B crosses
the North Platte SRMA. By applying selective mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing
around the North Platte River (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimize new and improved accessibility
to the North Platte River (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span the North Platte River (Selective
Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the North Platte River (Selective Mitigation Measure
9), direct impacts on the North Platte SRMA could be reduced. Visual impacts from Alternative WY CO-
B crossing the North Platte SRMA are discussed in Section 3.2.16.

The Alternative WY CO-B route variations would have the same impacts as Alternative WY CO-B.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative WY CO-B in Colorado crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
(including miles):

m  Semi-primitive motorized and roaded natural ROS categories managed by the BLM White River
Field Office for a total of 16.0 miles (these categories do not restrict the development of Project
but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the ROS categories)

m  Godiva Rim (0.1 mile), Peck Mesa (0.6 mile), Ruedloff Powder Wash (0.3 mile), West Sims
Berry (0.1 mile), and the Yampa Valley (0.1 mile) motorized trails in the BLM Little Snake Field
Office (Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails and as
well as to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing designated trail)

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the alternative route study
corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  South Cross Mountain Trailhead
m  Horse Draw and Pinyon Ridge Road motorized trails in the BLM Little Snake Field Office
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The Alternative WY CO-B route variations cross the same parks, preservation, and recreation areas as
Alternative WYCO-B in Colorado, but for different lengths:

m  Route Variation WYCO-B-1 crosses the same number of miles of roaded natural and semi-
primitive motorized ROS categories and motorized trails as Alternative WY CO-B;

m  Route Variation WYCO-B-2 crosses 16.6 miles of roaded natural and semi-primitive motorized
ROS categories and the same number of miles of motorized trails as Alternative WY CO-B;

m  Route Variation WYCO-B-3 crosses 16.1 miles of roaded natural and semi-primitive motorized
ROS categories and the same number of miles of motorized trails as Alternative WYCO-B

The Alternative WY CO-B route variations have the same parks, preservation, and recreation areas located
within the 2-mile wide alternative route study corridor as Alternative WY CO-B.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)
Alternative WYCO-B and Route Variations (WYCO-B-1, WYCO-B-2, and WYCO-B-3)

There are no high or moderate residual impacts on parks, preservation, and recreation resources
anticipated for Alternative WY CO-B and route variations in Colorado.

Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations (WYCO-C-1, WYCO-C-2, and WYCO-C-3)

Affected Environment (Wyoming)

Alternative WYCO-C in Wyoming crosses the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas as
the Wyoming portion of Alternative WY CO-B except Alternative WY CO-C also crosses Front Country
ROS category in the BLM Rawlins Field Office for 3.7 miles. This ROS category does not restrict the
development of the Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the ROS category.
The portion of the ROS category that is being crossed is also in a designated underground pipeline utility
corridor in the BLM Rawlins Field Office RMP.

Alternative WY CO-C has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas that are within the
alternative route study corridor but not crossed by the alternative as Alternative WY CO-B except for the
Middle Country and Rural ROS category in the BLM Rawlins Field Office.

The Alternative WY CO-C route variations in Wyoming cross and have within the alternative route study
corridor the same parks, preservation, and recreation areas as Alternative WY CO-B.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)
Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations (WYCO-C-1, WYCO-C-2, and WYCO-C-3)

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations in Wyoming would have the same impacts as Alternative
WYCO-B and route variations.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations in Colorado cross and would have within the alternative study
corridor the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas as Alternative WY CO-B and route
variations.
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Environmental Consequences (Colorado)
Alternative WYCO-C and Route Variations (WYCO-C-1, WYCO-C-2, and WYCO-C-3)

Alternative WY CO-C and route variations in Colorado would have the same impacts as Alternative
WYCO-B and route variations.

Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation (WYCO-D-1)

Affected Environment (Wyoming)

Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation WYCO-D-1 in Wyoming cross the same parks, preservation,
and recreation resource areas as Alternatives WYCO-B and WY CO-C except for the miles associated
with crossing Overland Historic Trail (0.1 mile), Cherokee Historic Trail (0.2 mile), Rawlins to Baggs
Road trail (0.5 mile), and the Outlaw Trail Loop Scenic Drive (0.8 mile). Also, Alternative WYCO-D and
route variation do not cross the Middle Country and Rural ROS category in the BLM Rawlins Field
Office.

Parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas within the alternative route study corridors but are not
crossed by Alternative WY CO-D and route variation are the same as Alternative WYCO-B and
Alternative WY CO-C and route variations except for the Overland Trail Ruts interpretative site, Hanna
Recreation Center, and municipal park in the Town of Hanna.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)

Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation (WYCO-D-1)
Alternative WY CO-D and route variation would have a total of 1.1 miles of moderate residual impacts
and no high residual impacts associated with the alternative route. The parks, preservation, and recreation

resource areas are the same as those crossed by Alternatives WY CO-B and WY CO-C and route
variations, with differing total miles of moderate impacts.

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative WY CO-D crosses the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas as Alternatives
WYCO-B and WYCO-C except for Juniper Mountain SRMA (considered an avoidance area for future
utilities in the Little Snake RMP) (1.4 miles), South Beach Public River Access (a portion of Yampa
River State Park within river access area) (0.5 mile), Antelope Knoll Well (0.2 mile), Mud Springs Loop
(0.2 mile), and Yampa Valley Trail (0.2 mile) motorized trails in the BLM Little Snake Field Office
(Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails and as well as to
prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing designated trail). Route Variation
WYCO-D-1 also crosses an additional 0.1 mile of semi-primitive motorized and roaded natural ROS
categories (16.1 miles) in the White River Field Office compared to Alternatives WY CO-B (including
route variations), WY CO-C (including route variations), and WYCO-D.

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by Alternative WYCO-D or Route Variation WYCO-D-1:

m  Loudy Simpson Park, Craig Energy Wayside Exhibit Point of Interest, Fortification Rocks
Viewpoint, U.S. Highway 40 Point of Interest, Juniper Canyon Boat Ramp, Juniper Canyon
Recreation Site, South Beach Boat Ramp, South Beach Picnic Area, South Beach Trail Area,
West Juniper Mountain Trailhead, and Yampa Valley Sportsriders

m  Juniper Mountain, North Lone Tree Well, Pinyon Ridge Road, and Pole Gulch motorized trails in
the BLM Little Snake Field Office
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m  Serviceberry SRMA

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)
Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation (WYCO-D-1)

Alternative WY CO-D would have a total of 1.9 miles of moderate residual impacts. There are no high
residual impacts associated with the alternative route.

The alternative route crosses the Juniper Mountain SRMA for 1.4 miles (which is considered an
avoidance area for utility rights-of-way in the BLM Little Snake RMP). By applying mitigation measures
that minimize tree and brush clearing within the right-of-way (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimize
new and improved accessibility to the SRMA (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span sensitive features
within the SRMA (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span of these sensitive features
(Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on the Juniper Mountain SRMA could be reduced. Due
to the distance of the crossing, the SRMA boundary cannot be spanned. To cross the Juniper Mountain
SRMA, all other alternative routes would need to be found unviable and an approval to cross the SRMA
would be required from the BLM Little Snake Field Office.

The remaining 0.5 mile of moderate residual impacts occur where Alternative WY CO-D crosses the
South Beach Public River Access, an access point to the Yampa River. By applying mitigation measures
that minimize the tree and brush clearing within the right-of-way (Selective Mitigation Measure 4),
minimize new accessibility in undesignated areas of the Yampa River (Selective Mitigation Measure 5),
span where crossing the access area and the river (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and match the
existing transmission tower spans already crossing the river access (Selective Mitigation Measure 9).

Route Variation WYCO-D-1 has the same impacts as Alternative WY CO-D.

Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations (WYCO-F-1, WYCO-F-2, and WYCO-F-3)

Affected Environment (Wyoming)

Alternative WY CO-F crosses the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas as Alternatives
WYCO-B (including route variations), WY CO-C (including route variations) and WYCO-D, except for
additional miles Alternative WY CO-F crosses the Cherokee Historic Trail (0.3 mile).

The parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas that are within the alternative route study corridor
but are not crossed by an alternative route are the same as Alternatives WY CO-B (including route
variations) and WY CO-C (including route variations) except for Little Robber Reservoir and an
undeveloped recreation site located within the study corridor of Alternative WY CO-F.

Alternative WY CO-F route variations in Wyoming cross and have within the alternative route study
corridor the same parks, preservation, and recreation areas as Alternative WY CO-F.

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)
Alternative WYCO-F

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations would have a total of 0.8 mile of moderate residual impacts.
There are no high residual impacts associated with the alternative route. The parks, preservation, and
recreation resource areas are the same as those crossed by Alternatives WYCO-B and WYCO-C and
route variations, with differing total miles of moderate impacts.
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Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative WY CO-F crosses and has within the alternative study corridor the same parks, preservation,
and recreation resource areas as Alternative WY CO-B and route variations.

Alternative WY CO-F route variations in Colorado, cross the same parks, preservation, and recreation
areas as Alternative WY CO-F but for slightly different lengths:

m  Route Variation WY CO-F-1 crosses the same amount of miles of roaded natural and semi-
primitive motorized ROS categories and motorized trails as Alternative WYCO-F

m  Route Variation WYCO-F-2 crosses 16.6 miles of roaded natural and semi-primitive motorized
ROS categories and the same amount of miles of motorized trails as Alternative WY CO-F

m  Route Variation WYCO-F-3 crosses 16.1 miles of roaded natural and semi-primitive motorized
ROS categories and the same amount of miles of motorized trails as Alternative WY CO-F

Alternative WY CO-F route variations in Colorado have the same parks, preservation, and recreation areas
located within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative WY CO-F.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)
Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations (WYCO-F-1, WYCO-F-2, and WYCO-F-3)

Alternative WY CO-F and route variations would have no high or moderate impacts.
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TABLE 3-189
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCES INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
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Alternative WYCO-B and Route Variations
WYCO-B
(Applicant 2045 | 0.0 01 |03]00] 12| o1 0.2 0.0 68 | 92| 00 | 00 173 | 06 | 00
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 0.0 0.1 03 (00| 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 9.2 1 0.0 0.0 17.2 0.0 0.0
WYCO-B-1 204.9 0.0 0.0 03 1]00] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 6.8 9.2 1 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.6 0.0
Wyoming 138.1 0.0 0.1 03 (00| 00 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 9.2 1 0.0 0.0 17.2 0.0 0.0
WYCO-B-2
(Agency 2045 | 0.0 01 [03]o00]|12] o1 0.2 0.0 74 1 92] 00 | 00 179 | 06 | 0.0
Preferred
Alternative)
Wyoming 138.1 0.0 0.1 031 00 00 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 001 00| 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.4 9.2 0.0 0.0 17.8 0.0 0.0
WYCO-B-3 204.5 0.0 0.0 03|00 (1.2 0.1 0.2 0.0 6.9 9.2 0.0 0.0 17.4 0.6 0.0
Wyoming 138.1 0.0 0.1 031 00 00 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 9.2 1 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.0 0.0
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3.2.11

TABLE 3-189

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCES INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
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WYCO-C 210.4 0.0 0.1 03100 ] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 10.5 9.2 1 0.0 0.0 17.4 0.6 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 0.0 0.1 0.3 1 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 3.7 | 00| 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 [ 92| 00 0.0 17.3 0.0 0.0
WYCO-C-1 210.8 0.0 0.1 03100 ] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 10.5 921 0.0 0.0 21.0 0.6 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 0.0 0.1 0.3 1 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 3.7 | 00| 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 |1 92| 0.0 0.0 17.2 0.0 0.0
WYCO-C-2 210.4 0.0 0.1 03100 ] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 11.1 921 0.0 0.0 21.6 0.0 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 0.0 0.1 0.3 1 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 3.7 | 00| 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.01 00| 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.4 9.2 1 0.0 0.0 17.8 0.0 0.0
WYCO-C-3 210.4 0.0 0.1 03100 ] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 11.2 921 0.0 0.0 21.6 0.6 0.0
Wyoming 144.0 0.0 0.1 0.3 1 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 3.7 | 00| 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.6 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 100 | 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 192 0.0 0.0 17.8 0.0 0.0
Alternative WYCO-D and Route Variation
WYCO-D 250.0 0.5 0.1 0.8 100 ] 0.6 0.8 1.6 0.0 6.8 921 0.0 0.0 17.1 3.1 0.0
Wyoming 135.0 0.0 0.1 0.8 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.6 1.1 0.0
Colorado 115.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.6 0.8 1.4 0.0 6.8 [ 92| 00 0.0 16.5 2.0 0.0
WYCO-D-1 250.0 0.5 0.1 0.8 100 | 0.6 0.8 1.6 0.0 6.9 921 0.0 0.0 17.2 3.1 0.0
Wyoming 135.0 0.0 0.1 0.8 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.8 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.6 1.1 0.0
Colorado 115.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.6 0.0 1.4 0.0 6.9 [ 92| 00 0.0 16.6 2.0 0.0
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TABLE 3-189
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCES INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE WYOMING TO COLORADO — AEOLUS TO U.S. HIGHWAY 40 (WYCO) ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

= Recreation Opportunity Spectrum Residual Impacts
e Trails (miles) - E (miles) (miles)
s = 3 -
2 =z B s 5
7| 2% | E Sz | 5 £ -
2| 25058 3| 58| 52 (5| & | E
@ Q| .2 4= @ o 2 e
§S| 22|58 5| 8| 22| sE 23| = | 5| = | = 2|
72 g8 8] B = g s g =2 o 4 = = E 5 =
= E = N 4 = E s Ev 2 b .E 8 = = = [ | = E
ES| 25 (Es £ 2| ¢ < |ES| E | 2| % | " E
< g |52 5| = | 2 ~ k= = = =
) =S |2 7z = - = A g
5 S 2 E g ol
Total | & 4 z @ i @ an
Alternative Route | Miles @ “
Alternative WYCO-F and Route Variations
WYCO-F 218.9 0.0 0.1 05100112 0.1 0.2 0.0 6.8 92 | 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.8 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 0.0 0.1 0.5 00 | 00 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.8 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 |1 92| 0.0 0.0 17.2 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-1 219.3 0.0 0.1 05100 ] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 6.8 92 | 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.8 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 0.0 0.1 0.5 00 | 00 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.8 0.0
Colorado 66.8 0.0 0.0 0.01 00| 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 |1 92| 0.0 0.0 17.2 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-2 218.9 0.0 0.1 05100 ] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 7.4 92 | 0.0 0.0 17.9 0.8 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 0.0 0.1 0.5 00| 00 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.8 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.01 00| 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.4 9.2 1 0.0 0.0 17.8 0.0 0.0
WYCO-F-3 218.9 0.0 0.1 05100 ] 12 0.1 0.2 0.0 6.9 92 | 0.0 0.0 17.4 0.8 0.0
Wyoming 152.5 0.0 0.1 0.5 00| 00 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.8 0.0
Colorado 66.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 | 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.9 | 9.2 0.0 0.0 17.3 0.0 0.0
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Colorado to Utah — U.S. Highway 40 to Baxter Pass to Clover (COUT BAX)

In Table 3-190, miles of residual impacts are reported for parks, preservation, and recreation resources for
COUT BAX alternative routes.

Alternative COUT BAX-B

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Semi-primitive motorized, roaded natural, urban ROS categories managed by the BLM White
River Field Office for a total of 26.4 miles (these categories do not restrict the development of
Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the ROS categories)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.1 mile)

m  Motorized trails in Garfield County (2.8 miles) (Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are
applied to avoid impacting the trails and as well as to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas
outside of the existing designated trail)

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the alternative route study
corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  Buck N’Bull RV Park, RBWCD Campground, Carrot Men Rock Art Site, Cedar Ridge Golf
Course, Crook’s Brand Rock Art Site, Dragon Road Kiosk, Kenney Reservoir and Recreation
Area, Kenney Reservoir Boat Launch site, Otto’s Ridge Paragliding Site, Rangely Fairgrounds,
Rangely Rock Crawling Park, Taylor Draw River Access, White River Bowmen (Archery)

m  Motorized trails in Grand Junction Field Office and Mesa County (Selective Mitigation Measures
5,7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails and as well as to prevent new, unauthorized
access of areas outside of the existing designated trail)

Environmental Consequences (Wyoming)

Alternative COUT BAX-B would have no high or moderate residual impacts.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.3 mile), Skyline Drive Scenic Backway (0.1 mile), and
Wedge Overlook/Buckhorn Drive Scenic Backway (0.5 mile)

m  The Labyrinth Canyon SRMA (0.1 mile), Labyrinth Rims/Gemini Bridges SRMA (3.5 miles),
and San Rafael Swell SRMA (8.5 miles)

m  Old Spanish NHT (2.5 miles)

m  Semi-primitive motorized, and roaded natural ROS categories in the BLM Price Field Office and
Manti-La Sal National Forest (52.3 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so
the categories would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized
to reduce impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)
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m  Crystal Geyser (0.2 mile) and Thompson Spring single track (0.6 mile) motorized trails in the
BLM Moab Field Office, Arapeen OHV Trail (0.7 mile) and Paradise Trail (0.1 mile) motorized
trails in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, and motorized trails in the BLM Price Field Office (0.3
mile) (Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails and as
well as to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing designated trail)

m  Booths Canyon non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest (0.1 mile)

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  The Big Mountain Campground, Buckhorn Draw interpretative site Camperworld, Canyon Hills
Park Golf Course (Juab Golf Course 104 LWCEF site), Cottonwood Wash Trailhead, Crystal
Geyser, Green River Overlook, Indian Creek Campground, Potter’s Pond Campground, and
Sam’s Hollow Camping Site

m  Utah Rims SRMA
m  Nebo Loop Scenic Byway

m  Semi-primitive non-motorized and primitive ROS categories in the BLM Price Field Office,
roaded natural, rural, roaded modified, semi-primitive motorized, and primitive ROS categories
in the Uinta National Forest, and semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the BLM Price
Field Office

m  Seeley Canyon spur non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest
m  Guy’s Trail motorized trail in the BLM Moab Field Office
m  Scad Valley Divide motorized trail managed by the Manti-La Sal National Forest

m  Nebo Loop snowmobile trail in the Uinta National Forest

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Alternative COUT BAX-B would have a total of 14.4 miles of moderate residual impacts. Due to the
overlap of recreation areas that generate moderate impact where the Project crosses them, the total miles
of moderate impacts is less than when individual recreation area impacts are added together. There are no
high residual impacts associated with the alternative route.

The Old Spanish NHT is also crossed for 2.5 miles. By applying mitigation measures such as minimizing
new and improved accessibility (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location
(Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location (Selective Mitigation
Measure 9), direct impacts on the Old Spanish NHT could be avoided. Per the BLM Price RMP, the
alternative follows the Green River Crossing to Big Flat segment of the trail, which does allow rights-of-
way within the designated corridor. Per the BLM Moab RMP, the Old Spanish NHT is not an avoidance
or exclusion area for rights-of-way. Visual impacts from the towers crossing the trail are addressed in
Section 3.2.16. Additional analysis and information for these trail crossings are located in Section
3.2.17.5, in accordance with BLM Manual 6280. Pending the approval of the Old Spanish NHT
Comprehensive Management Plan, additional restrictions may occur where the Project crosses the trail.

The Labyrinth Canyon SRMA (0.1 mile), Labyrinth Rims/Gemini Bridges SRMA (3.5 miles), and San
Rafael Swell SRMA (8.5 miles) have a total of moderate residual impacts where the Utah portion of
Alternative COUT BAX-B crosses. By applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush
clearing for the Project right-of-way within the SRMAs (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimize new
and improved accessibility to the SRMAs (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), and maximize the span to
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have fewer structures within the SRMAs, as well to avoid sensitive features (Selective Mitigation
Measures 7 and 9), direct impacts on the SRMAs could be reduced down from a high to a moderate
impact. Visual impacts from Alternative COUT BAX-B crossing the SRMAs are discussed in Section
3.2.16

The Booths Canyon non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest is crossed by Alternative
COUT BAX-B for 0.1 mile. By applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing for
the Project right-of-way where the trail crossing occurs (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimizing
new and improved accessibility to the trail so as to restrict unapproved access for recreationists (Selective
Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location so as to help reduce the impacts on the
recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location
(Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on the Booths Canyon trail could be minimized from a
high initial impact to a moderate residual impact. Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual
impacts from the Project crossing the trail are addressed in Section 3.2.16.

Alternative COUT BAX-C

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses and has within the alternative study corridor the same parks,
preservation, and recreation resource areas as Alternative COUT BAX-B.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have no high or moderate residual impacts.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.5 mile), Skyline Drive Scenic Backway ( 0.1 mile), and
Wedge Overlook/Buckhorn Drive Scenic Backway (0.6 mile)

m  The Labyrinth Canyon SRMA (0.1 mile) in the BLM Price Field Office, Labyrinth Rims/Gemini
Bridges SRMA in the BLM Moab Field Office (3.7 miles), and San Rafael Swell SRMA in the
BLM Price Field Office (5.4 miles)

= Old Spanish NHT (0.9 mile)

m  Semi-primitive motorized, and roaded natural ROS categories in the BLM Price Field Office and
Manti-La Sal National Forest (59.6 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so
the categories would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized
to reduce impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

m  Crystal Geyser (0.2 mile) and Thompson Spring single track (0.6 mile) motorized trails in the
BLM Moab Field Office, Arapeen OHV Trail (0.7 mile) and Paradise Trail (0.1 mile) motorized
trails in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, and motorized trails in the BLM Price Field Office
(1.5 miles) (Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails as
well as to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing designated trail)

m  Booths Canyon non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest (0.1 mile)
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The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  The Big Mountain Campground, Buckhorn Draw interpretative site, Camperworld, Canyon Hills
Park Golf Course (Juab Golf Course 104 LWCEF site), Cottonwood Wash Trailhead, Crystal
Geyser, Green River Overlook, Indian Creek Campground, Potter’s Pond Campground, Sam’s
Hollow Camping Site, Saleratus large group camping area

m  Utah Rims SRMA

m  Nebo Loop Scenic Byway

Roaded natural, rural, roaded modified, semi-primitive motorized, and primitive ROS categories

in the Uinta National Forest, and semi-primitive non-motorized and primitive ROS category in

the BLM Price Field Office

Seeley Canyon spur non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest

Guy’s Trail motorized trail in the BLM Moab Field Office

Motorized trails in the BLM Price Field Office

Scad Valley Divide motorized trail managed by the Manti-La Sal National Forest

Nebo Loop snowmobile trail in the Uinta National Forest

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Alternative COUT BAX-C would have a total of 10.1 miles of moderate residual impacts. Due to the
overlap of recreation areas that generate moderate impact where the Project crosses them, the total miles
of moderate impacts is less than when individual recreation area impacts are added together. There are no
high residual impacts associated with the alternative route.

The Old Spanish NHT is also crossed for 0.9 mile. By applying mitigation measures such as minimizing
new and improved accessibility (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location
(Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location (Selective Mitigation
Measure 9), direct impacts on the Old Spanish NHT could be avoided. Per the BLM Price RMP, the
alternative follows the Green River Crossing to Big Flat segment of the trail, which does allow rights-of-
way within the designated corridor. Per the BLM Moab RMP, the Old Spanish NHT is not an avoidance
or exclusion area for rights-of-way. Visual impacts from the towers crossing the trail are addressed in
Section 3.2.16. Additional analysis and information for these trail crossings are located in Section
3.2.17.5, in accordance with BLM Manual 6280. Pending the approval of the Old Spanish NHT
Comprehensive Management Plan, additional restrictions may occur where the Project crosses the trail.

The Labyrinth Canyon SRMA in the BLM Price Field Office (0.1 mile), Labyrinth Rims/Gemini Bridges
SRMA in the BLM Moab Field Office (3.7 miles), and San Rafael Swell SRMA in the BLM Price Field
Office (5.4 miles) have a total of 9.2 miles of moderate residual impacts where the Utah portion of
Alternative COUT BAX-C crosses. By applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush
clearing for the Project right-of-way within the SRMAs (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimize new
and improved accessibility to the SRMAs (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), and maximize the span to
have fewer structures within the SRMAs, as well to avoid sensitive features (Selective Mitigation
Measures 7 and 9), direct impacts on the SRMAs could be reduced down from a high to a moderate
impact. Visual impacts from Alternative COUT BAX-C crossing the SRMAs are discussed in

Section 3.2.16.

The Booths Canyon non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest is crossed by the Alternative
Route for 0.1 mile. By applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing for the Project
right-of-way where the trail crossing occurs (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimizing new and
improved accessibility to the trail so as to restrict unapproved access for recreationists (Selective
Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location so as to help reduce the impacts on the
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recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location
(Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on the Booths Canyon trail could be minimized from a
high initial impact to a moderate residual impact. Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual
impacts from the Project crossing the trail are addressed in Section 3.2.16.

Alternative COUT BAX-E

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses and has within the alternative study corridor the same parks,
preservation, and recreation resource areas as Alternatives COUT BAX-B and COUT BAX-C.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have no high or moderate residual impacts.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas similar
to Alternatives COUT BAX-B and COUT BAX-C:

m  Snow Kkite recreation area (0.5 mile), Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.8 mile) and the Energy Loop Scenic Byway
(Huntington/Eccles Canyons section) (0.8 mile)

m  The Labyrinth Canyon SRMA (0.1 mile) in the BLM Price Field Office and Labyrinth
Rims/Gemini Bridges SRMA in the BLM Moab Field Office (3.5 miles)

m  Old Spanish NHT (0.7 miles)

m  Semi-primitive motorized, rural, and roaded natural ROS categories in the BLM Price Field
Office and Semi-primitive motorized and roaded natural ROS categories in the Manti-La Sal
National Forest (65.7 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories
would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce
impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

m  Crystal Geyser (0.2 mile) and Thompson Spring single track (0.6 mile) motorized trails in the
BLM Moab Field Office, Western Loop motorized trail ( 0.2 mile) in Carbon County, and
Cottonwood Ridge (0.4 mile) motorized trails in the Manti-La Sal National Forest (Selective
Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails and as well as to prevent
new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing designated trail) Maple Fork non-
motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest (0.1 mile).

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  Beaver Dam Reservoir Recreation Site, Big Mountain Campground, Burnout Canyon/Upper
Electric Lake Scenic Byway Sign, Camp MIA Shalom, Camperworld, Canyon Hills Park Golf
Course (Juab Golf Course 104 LWCEF site), Crystal Geyser, Gooseberry Group Campground,
Green River Overlook, The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosks,
Upper Huntington Creek Riparian Sign

m  Nebo Loop Scenic Byway and Skyline Drive Scenic Backway

m  Utah Rims SRMA
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m  Roaded natural, rural, roaded modified, semi-primitive motorized, and primitive ROS categories
in the Uinta National Forest

Guy’s Trail motorized trail in the BLM Moab Field Office

Motorized trails in the BLM Price Field Office

Nebo Loop snowmobile trail in the Uinta National Forest

James Canyon and Oak Creek non-motorized trails in the Manti-La Sal National Forest

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Alternative COUT BAX-E would have a total of 4.7 miles of moderate residual impacts. Due to the
overlap of recreation areas that generate moderate impacts when crossed by a Project alternative route, the
total miles of moderate impacts is less than when individual recreation area impacts are added together.
There are no high residual impacts associated with the alternative route.

The snow kite recreation area is crossed for 0.5 mile. By applying mitigation measures such as
minimizing new and improved accessibility to regulate access to the area (Selective Mitigation

Measure 5) and span or avoid the location so as not to interfere with the snow kiting (Selective Mitigation
Measure 7), impacts on the area could be mitigated down from a high to a moderate.

The Old Spanish NHT is also crossed for 0.7 mile. By applying mitigation measures such as minimizing
new and improved accessibility (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location
(Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location (Selective Mitigation
Measure 9), direct impacts on the Old Spanish NHT could be avoided. Per the BLM Price RMP, the
alternative follows the Green River Crossing to Big Flat segment of the trail, which does allow rights-of-
way within the designated corridor. Per the BLM Moab RMP, the Old Spanish NHT is not an avoidance
or exclusion area for rights-of-way. Visual impacts from the towers crossing the trail are addressed in
Section 3.2.16. Additional analysis and information for these trail crossings are located in Section
3.2.17.5, in accordance with BLM Manual 6280. Pending the approval of the Old Spanish NHT
Comprehensive Management Plan, additional restrictions may occur where the Project crosses the trail.

The Labyrinth Canyon SRMA in the BLM Price Field Office (0.1 mile) and Labyrinth Rims/Gemini
Bridges SRMA in the BLM Moab Field Office (3.5 miles) have a total of 3.6 miles of moderate residual
impacts where the Utah portion of Alternative COUT BAX-E crosses. By applying mitigation measures
that minimize tree and brush clearing for the Project right-of-way within the SRMAs (Selective
Mitigation Measure 4), minimize new and improved accessibility to the SRMAs to prevent recreationists
access from an unapproved access point (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), and maximize the span to have
fewer structures within the SRMAs, as well to avoid sensitive features (Selective Mitigation Measures 7
and 9), direct impacts on the SRMAs could be reduced down from a high to a moderate impact. Visual
impacts from Alternative COUT BAX-C crossing the SRMAs are discussed in Section 3.2.16.

The Maple Fork non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest is crossed by Alternative COUT
BAX-E for 0.1 mile. By applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing for the
Project right-of-way where the trail crossing occurs (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimizing new
and improved accessibility to the trail so as to restrict unapproved access for recreationists (Selective
Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location so as to help reduce the impacts on the
recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location
(Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on the Maple Fork trail could be minimized from a high
initial impact to a moderate residual impact. Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual impacts
from the Project crossing the trail are addressed in Section 3.2.16.
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TABLE 3-190
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCES INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO BAXTER PASS TO CLOVER (COUT BAX)
ALTERNATIVE ROUTES
Recreation Opportunity Spectrum Residual Impacts'
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Route Miles = a

COUT BAX-B 279.2 0.0 0.0 25 (01 | 47 1.0 12.1 0.0 439 3421 0.0 0.6 72.6 14.4 0.0
Colorado 86.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 00 | 2.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 24.4 1.4 0.0 0.6 28.4 0.0 0.0
Utah 192.5 0.1 0.0 25101 |19 0.9 12.1 0.0 19.5 3281 0.0 0.0 44.2 14.4 0.0
COUT BAX-C 289.7 0.1 0.0 09101 |59 0.0 9.2 0.0 33.8 51.6 | 0.0 0.6 84.4 10.1 0.0
Colorado 86.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 00 | 2.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 24.4 1.4 0.0 0.6 29.2 0.0 0.0
Utah 203.0 0.1 0.0 09 | 01 ] 3.1 1.2 9.2 0.0 9.4 50.2 | 0.0 0.0 55.2 10.1 0.0
COUT BAX-E 291.5 0.6 0.0 0.7 101 | 42 1.6 34 0.0 57.8 3171 2.0 0.6 96.1 4.7 0.0
Colorado 86.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 00 | 2.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 24.4 1.4 0.0 0.6 29.2 0.0 0.0
Utah 204.8 0.6 0.0 0.7 | 0.1 | 1.4 1.5 3.4 0.0 33.4 30.3 | 2.0 0.0 66.9 4.7 0.0
NOTE: 'Due to overlap of recreation areas with moderate impacts along the alternative routes, the total miles of moderate impacts is less than when individual recreation areas
are added together.
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Colorado to Utah — U.S. Highway 40 to Central Utah to Clover (COUT)

In Table 3-191, miles of residual impacts are reported for parks, preservation, and recreation resources for
COUT alternative routes.

Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation (COUT-A-1)

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT-A crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Semi-primitive motorized and roaded natural ROS categories managed by the BLM White River
Field Office for a total of 24.0 miles (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the
categories would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to
reduce impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.1 mile)
Elks Park is within the alternative route study corridor but is not crossed by the alternative route.

Route Variation COUT-A-1 crosses and has within the alternative route study corridor the same parks,
preservation, and recreation resource areas as Alternative COUT-A.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)
Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation COUT-A-1

Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation COUT-A-1 in Colorado have no high or moderate residual
impacts.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT-A crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.1 mile) and the White River/Strawberry Road Scenic
Backway (0.1 mile)

m  Roaded modified, roaded natural, and semi-primitive motorized ROS categories in the Uinta
National Forest (20.4 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories
would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce
impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

m  Strawberry OHV (0.8 mile) and Tank Hollow Connector (0.2 mile) motorized trails in the Uinta
National Forest (Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the
trails and as well as to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing
designated trail)

m Willow Creek South ( 0.1 mile) and French Hollow (0.1 mile) non-motorized trails in the Uinta
National Forest and the Blind Canyon (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National
Forest
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The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  The Aspen Grove Campground and Boat Ramp, Big Mountain Campground, Birdseye Marble
Quarry Roadside Marker, Bottle Hollow Reservoir Recreation Site, Camperworld, Canyon Hills
Park Golf Course (Juab Golf Course 104 LWCEF site), Cedar Haven Truck and RV Park, Fort
Duchesne Rifle Range, private OHV track, Sheep Creek Camping Area, Solider Creek Overlook,
Solider Creek Dam Day Use Area, Starvation State Park, Strawberry River Recreation Site

m  Nebo Loop Scenic Byway

m  Semi-primitive motorized and roaded natural ROS categories in the Manti-La Sal National Forest
and rural and primitive ROS categories in the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest

m  Far Side non-motorized trail in the BLM Vernal Field Office and Willow Creek South,
Strawberry Narrows, Buffalo Canyon, Teat Mountain, and Sky High non-motorized trails in the
Uinta National Forest

m  Nebo Loop motorized snow trail in the Uinta National Forest

Route Variation COUT-A-1 crosses the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas as
Alternative COUT-A except for the miles associated with crossing the White River/Strawberry Road
Scenic Backway (0.3 mile) and the roaded modified, roaded natural, and semi-primitive motorized ROS
categories in the Uinta National Forest (20.0 miles).

Route Variation COUT-A-1 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas within the
alternative route study corridor but not crossed by the alternative as Alternative COUT-A, except for
Buffalo Canyon non-motorized trail in the Uinta National Forest, which is not within the COUT-A-1
alternative study corridor.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)
Alternative COUT-A

Alternative COUT-A and its route variation would have a total of 0.3 miles of moderate residual impacts
where the alternative route crosses Willow Creek South (0.1 mile) and French Hollow (0.1 mile) non-
motorized trails in the Uinta National Forest and the Blind Canyon (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the
Manti-La Sal National Forest. By applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing for
the Project right-of-way where the trail crossings occur (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimizing
new and improved accessibility to the trail so as to restrict unapproved access for recreationists (Selective
Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location so as to help reduce the impacts on the
recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location
(Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on the Willow Creek South, French Hollow, and Blind
Canyon trails could be minimized from a high initial impact to a moderate residual impact. Additional
analysis and discussion regarding visual impacts from the Project crossing these trails are addressed in
Section 3.2.16.

There are no high residual impacts associated with the alternative route.
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Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations (COUT-B-1, COUT-B-2, COUT-B-3, COUT-B-4,
and COUT-B-5)

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT-B and route variations cross and have within the alternative study corridors the same
parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas as Alternative COUT-A.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations (COUT-B-1, COUT-B-2, COUT-B-3, COUT-B-4, and
COUT-B-5)

Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations COUT-B-1, COUT-B-2, COUT-B-3, COUT-B-4, and
COUT-B-5 have no high or moderate residual impacts.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT-B crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile) and a private OHV track (0.3 mile)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.2 mile), Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and
Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.1 mile) and the Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons
Scenic Byway (0.1 mile)

m  Roaded modified ROS category in the Uinta National Forest, roaded natural ROS category in the
Ashley National Forest, and roaded natural and semi-primitive motorized ROS categories in the
Manti-La Sal National Forest (21.9 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so
the categories would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized
to reduce impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories).

m  The Great Western Trail (0.2 mile) managed by the USFS and the 10128 (0.1 mile), 10489 (0.1
mile), 10496 (0.1 mile), and 10172 (0.1 mile) motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest
(Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails and as well as
to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing designated trail)

m  Quitchampau (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest and the Blind Canyon
(0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosks, Skyline Drive Staging
Area, Fort Duchesne Rifle Range, Cedar Haven Truck and RV Park, Canyon Hills Park Golf
Course (Juab Golf Course 104 LWCEF site), Camperworld, Bottle Hollow Reservoir Recreation
Site, Birdseye Marble Quarry Roadside Marker, Big Mountain Campground, Sheep Creek
Camping Area

m  Nebo Loop Scenic Byway, Reservation Ridge Scenic Backway, Skyline Drive Scenic Backway

m  Rural, roaded natural, semi-primitive motorized, and primitive ROS categories in the Uinta-
Wasatch-Cache National Forest, semi-primitive motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field

Office, roaded natural in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, and semi-primitive motorized and
semi-primitive non-motorized ROS categories in the Ashley National Forest
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1049 and South Death Trap Canyon motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest, Tank Hollow
Connector motorized trail and Nebo Loop snow mobile trail in the Uinta National Forest

Far Side non-motorized trail in Vernal BLM Field Office, Mill Hollow non-motorized trail in the
Ashley National Forest, Sky High non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, and
the Teat Mountain, Indian Creek to Willow Creek Ridge, and Indian Creek Sheep Camp #1 non-
motorized trails in the Uinta National Forest

The Utah portions of the Alternative COUT-B route variations cross many of the same parks,
preservation, and recreation resource areas. The following lists the route variations and whether what is
crossed is the same or different then Alternative COUT-B:

Route Variation COUT-B-1 crosses additional miles of scenic byways that include Dinosaur
Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.5 mile) and Reservation Ridge
Scenic Backway (1.5 miles) and additional motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest (0.2
mile). Route Variation COUT-B-1, in addition to the ROS categories identified for Alternative
COUT-B, crosses the roaded natural ROS category in the Uinta National Forest (24.3 miles)
(these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories would not restrict the
development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the natural
environment in the ROS categories). This route variation does not cross the Energy Loop:
Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway.

Route Variation COUT-B-2, in addition to the ROS categories identified for Alternative
COUT-B, crosses the roaded natural ROS category in the Uinta National Forest (23.9 miles)
(these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories would not restrict the
development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the natural
environment in the ROS categories) and crosses additional miles of scenic byways that include
Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.2 mile) and
Reservation Ridge Scenic Backway (0.8 miles). Route Variation COUT-B-2 also crosses a
private recreational property/camping area (0.2 mile) in addition to the Nephi Shooting Range
and private OHV track already identified under the Alternative COUT-B section above.

Route Variation COUT-B-3 crosses fewer miles of scenic byways than Alternative COUT-B,
with just Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.3 mile)
being crossed.

Route Variation COUT-B-4, in addition to the ROS categories identified for Alternative
COUT-B, crosses the roaded natural ROS category in the Uinta National Forest (23.9 miles)
(these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories would not restrict the
development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the natural
environment in the ROS categories) and crosses additional miles of scenic byways that include
Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.2 mile) and
Reservation Ridge Scenic Backway (0.8 mile).

Route Variation COUT-B-5 crosses a private recreational property/camping area (0.2 mile) in
addition to the Nephi Shooting Range and private OHV track already identified under the
Alternative COUT-B section above. COUT-B-5 crosses fewer miles of scenic byways, with just
Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.3 mile) being
crossed.

The Utah portions of Alternative COUT-B route variations have similar parks, preservation, and
recreation resource areas within the alternative route study corridor but not crossed by the route
variations. The following lists the route variations and whether what is within the alternative route study
corridor is the same or different then Alternative COUT-B:
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m  Route Variation COUT-B-1 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-B, plus the White
River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway, motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest (10657,
10169, 10327, 10326, 10100, 10099, 10098, 10101, 10102, 10324, 10114, 10084, 10082, and
10323), and the Avintaquin Campground. The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic
Byway Kiosk (Utah State Route 96) is not within the alternative route study corridor.

m  Route Variation COUT-B-2 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-B, plus the White
River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway and motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest
(10491, 10657, 10084, 10082, 10323, 10098, 10099, and 10169).

m  Route Variations COUT-B-3, COUT-B-4, and COUT-B-5 have the same parks, preservation, and
recreation resource areas within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-B, plus
the White River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway.

m  Route Variations COUT-B-2 and COUT-B-4 have the roaded natural ROS category in the Ashley
National Forest within the alternative route study corridor in addition to the ROS categories
already identified for Alternative COUT-B.

Environmental Consequences (Utah)
Alternative COUT-B

Alternative COUT-B would have a total of 0.2 mile of moderate residual impacts where the alternative
route crosses Quitchampau (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest and the Blind
Canyon (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest. By applying mitigation
measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the trail crossings occur
(Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimizing new and improved accessibility to the trail so as to restrict
unapproved access for recreationists (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location so
as to help reduce the impacts on the recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and
maximize the span over the trail location (Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on the
Quitchampau and Blind Canyon could be minimized from a high initial impact to a moderate residual
impact. Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual impacts from the Project crossing the trail are
addressed in Section 3.2.16.

There are no high residual impacts associated with the alternative route.

Alternative COUT-B Route Variations (COUT-B-1, COUT-B-2, COUT-B-3, COUT-B-4, and
COUT-B-5)

Route Variations COUT-B-1, COUT-B-3, and COUT-B-4 would have the same residual impacts as
Alternative COUT-B. Route Variations COUT-B-2 and COUT-B-5 have 0.4 mile of moderate impacts,
with 0.2 mile of moderate impacts occurring where the Quitchampau and Blind Canyon non-motorized
trails would be crossed (as described under on Alternative COUT-B. The additional 0.2 mile of moderate
impacts occur where a private recreational property/camping area is crossed. By applying mitigation
measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the private recreational
property/camping area where the crossing occurs (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimizing new and
improved accessibility to the private property so as to prevent unauthorized access to the private property
(Selective Mitigation Measure 5), and span or avoid the private recreational property/camping area to
help reduce the impacts on the recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), direct impacts
on the private recreational property/camping area could be minimized from a high initial impact to a
moderate residual impact. Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual impacts from the Project
crossing this area are addressed in Section 3.2.16.
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Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations (COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, COUT-C-3 [Agency
Preferred Alternative], COUT-C-4, and COUT-C-5)

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT-C and route variations cross the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource
areas:

m  Semi-primitive motorized and roaded natural ROS categories managed by the BLM White River
Field Office for a total of 24.8 miles (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the
categories would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to
reduce impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.1 mile)
For Alternative COUT-C, there are no parks, preservation, or recreation resource areas that are within the
alternative route study corridor but not crossed by the alternative route.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations (COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, COUT-C-3, COUT-C-4, and
CoUT-C-5)

Alternative COUT-C and route variations in Colorado have no moderate or high residual impacts.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT-C crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile) and Private OHV track (0.3 mile)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.1 mile), the Energy
Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway (0.1 mile), and Nine Mile Canyon Backway
(0.1 mile)

m  Roaded modified ROS category in the Uinta National Forest and roaded natural and semi-
primitive motorized ROS categories in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, roaded natural ROS
category in the Ashley National Forest, and semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the
BLM Price Field Office (11.2 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the
categories would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to
reduce impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

m  The 10658 (0.3 mile) motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest and Great Western (0.2 mile)
motorized trail managed by the USFS (Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to
avoid impacting the trails and as well as to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of
the existing designated trail)

m  Blind Canyon (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  Enron Campground, The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosks,
Fantasy Canyon Trailhead, Fourmile Bottom River boat put-in, Skyline Drive Staging Area,
Cedar Haven Truck and RV Park, Canyon Hills Park Golf Course (Juab Golf Course 104 LWCF
site), Camperworld, Birdseye Marble Quarry Roadside Marker, Big Mountain Campground, and
White River Raft Access
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m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway, Nebo Loop Scenic Byway and Reservation Ridge Scenic
Backway, and Skyline Drive Scenic Backway

m  Fantasy Canyon SRMA and Nine Mile/Nine Mile Canyon SRMA

m  Rural, roaded natural, semi-primitive motorized, and primitive ROS categories in the Uinta
National Forest, semi-primitive motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office, roaded
natural in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, and roaded natural ROS categories in the Ashley
National Forest

m  Tank Hollow Connector motorized trail and Nebo Loop snow mobile trail in the Uinta National
Forest

m  Sky High non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest and Teat Mountain Indian
Creek to Willow Creek Ridge, and Indian Creek Sheep Canyon #1 non-motorized trail in the
Uinta National Forest

The Utah portions of the Alternative COUT-C route variations cross many of the same parks,
preservation, and recreation resource areas. The following lists the route variations and whether what is
crossed is the same or different then Alternative COUT-C:

m  Route Variation COUT-C-1 crosses additional miles of scenic byways that include Dinosaur
Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.4 mile) and Reservation Ridge
Scenic Backway (1.5 mile) and additional motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest (0.3
mile). Route Variation COUT-C-1, in addition to the ROS categories identified for Alternative
COUT-C, crosses the roaded natural ROS category in the Uinta National Forest (12.3 miles)
(these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories would not restrict the
development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the natural
environment in the ROS categories). This route variation does not cross the Energy Loop:
Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway or semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the
Price Field Office.

m  Route Variation COUT-C-2, in addition to the ROS categories identified for Alternative COUT-
C, crosses the roaded natural ROS category in the Uinta National Forest (11.9 miles) (these
categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories would not restrict the development of
Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the natural environment in the
ROS categories) and crosses additional miles of scenic byways that include Dinosaur Diamond
Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.2 mile) and Reservation Ridge Scenic
Backway (0.8 miles). Route Variation COUT-C-2 also crosses a private recreational
property/camping area (0.2 mile) in addition to the Nephi Shooting Range and private OHV track
already identified under the Alternative COUT-C section above. Route Variation COUT-C-2 does
not cross semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the Price Field Office.

m  Route Variation COUT-C-3 crosses fewer miles of scenic byways, with just Dinosaur Diamond
Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.2 mile) being crossed. Route Variation
COUT-C-3 also crosses a private recreational property/camping area (0.2 mile) in addition to the
Nephi Shooting Range and private OHV track already identified under the Alternative COUT-C
section above. Route Variation COUT-C-3 does not cross semi-primitive non-motorized ROS
category in the Price Field Office.

m  Route Variation COUT-C-4, in addition to the ROS categories identified for Alternative
COUT-C, crosses the roaded natural ROS category in the Uinta National Forest and additional
miles of semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the Price Field (14.9 miles) (these
categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories would not restrict the development of
Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the natural environment in the
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ROS categories). Route Variation COUT-C-4 crosses additional miles of scenic byways that
include Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.1 mile) and
Reservation Ridge Scenic Backway (0.8 mile).

m  Route Variation COUT-C-5 crosses fewer miles of scenic byways, with just Dinosaur Diamond
Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.2 mile) being crossed, and it crosses
additional miles of semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the Price Field Office (12.9
miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories would not restrict the
development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce impacts on the natural
environment in the ROS categories).

The Utah portions of Alternative COUT-C route variations have the same parks, preservation, and
recreation resource areas within the 2-mile-wide alternative route study corridors but not crossed by the
route variations. The following lists the route variations and whether what is within the alternative route
study corridor is the same or different then Alternative COUT-C:

m  Route Variation COUT-C-1 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-C, plus the White
River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway, Skyline Drive Scenic Backway, additional motorized
trails in the Ashley National Forest (10154, 10169, 10327, 10326, 10100, 10099, 10098, 10101,
10102, 10324, 10114, 10084, 10082, and 10323), and the Avintaquin Campground. The Energy
Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosk (Utah State Route 96), The Energy
Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway, and Nine Mile Canyon SRMA in the Price
Field Office are not within the alternative route study corridor.

m  Route Variation COUT-C-2 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-C, plus the White
River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway, road natural ROS category in the Ashley National
Forest, and motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest (10491, 10657, 10084, 10082, 10323,
10098, 10099, and 10169). The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosk
(Utah State Route 96), The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway and the
Nine Mile Canyon SRMA in the Price Field Office are not within the alternative route study
corridor.

m  Route Variation COUT-C-3 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-B, plus for the White
River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway and motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest
(10084, 10082, 10323, 10098, 10099, and 10169). The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons
Scenic Byway Kiosk (Utah State Route 96) and the Nine Mile Canyon SRMA in the Price Field
Office are not within the alternative route study corridor.

m  Route Variation COUT-C-4 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-B, plus the White
River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway, motorized trails in the Ashley National Forest (10084,
10082, 10323, 10098, 10099, and 10169), and road natural ROS category in the Ashley National
Forest. The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosk (Utah State
Route 96) and the Nine Mile Canyon SRMA in the Price Field Office are not within the
alternative route study corridor

m  Route Variation COUT-C-5 has the same parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas
within the alternative route study corridor as Alternative COUT-C, plus the White
River/Strawberry Road Scenic Backway. The Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic
Byway Kiosk (Utah State Route 96) and the Nine Mile Canyon SRMA in the Price Field Office
are not within the alternative route study corridor.
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Environmental Consequences (Utah)
Alternative COUT-C

Alternative COUT-C has a total of 1.3 miles of high residual impacts where the alternative route crosses
semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office. By applying mitigation
measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the alternative route
would cross the ROS area (Selective Mitigation Measure 4) and minimizing new and improved
accessibility to the ROS area so as to restrict unapproved access for recreationists (Selective Mitigation
Measure 5), direct impacts on the semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field
Office could be minimized but would remain as a high residual impact since these semi-primitive areas
are adjacent to a portion of the Nine Mile Canyon SRMA and this ROS category typically doesn’t allow
for roads or other permanent facilities to be developed within the category.

Alternative COUT-C has a total of 0.1 miles of moderate residual impacts where the alternative route
crosses Blind Canyon non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest. By applying mitigation
measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the trail crossings occur
(Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimize new and improved accessibility to the trail so as to restrict
unapproved access for recreationists (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location so
as to help reduce the impacts on the recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and
maximize the span over the trail location (Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on Blind
Canyon could be minimized from a high initial impact to a moderate residual impact. Additional analysis
and discussion regarding visual impacts from the Project crossing the trail are addressed in Section 3.2.16.

Alternative COUT-C Route Variations (COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, COUT-C-3, COUT-C-4, and
CoUT-C-5)

Route Variations COUT-C-1, COUT-C-2, and COUT-C-3 would have no high residual impacts. Route
Variations COUT-C-4 and COUT-C-5 have 3.0 miles of high impacts from crossing an additional 1.7
miles of semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office. The applicable
mitigation would be the same as listed for Alternative COUT-C.

Route Variations COUT-C-1, COUT-C-4, and COUT-C-5 would have the same moderate residual
impacts as Alternative COUT-C. Route Variations COUT-C-2 and COUT-C-3 would have an additional
0.2 mile of moderate impacts occur where a private recreational property/camping area is crossed. By
applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the
private recreational property/camping area where the crossing occurs (Selective Mitigation Measure 4),
minimize new and improved accessibility to the private property so as to prevent unauthorized access to
the private property (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), and span or avoid the private recreational
property/camping area to help reduce the impacts on the recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation
Measure 7), direct impacts on the private recreational property/camping area could be minimized from a
high initial impact to a moderate residual impact. Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual
impacts from the Project crossing this area are addressed in Section 3.2.16.

Alternative COUT-H (Applicant Preferred Alternative)

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT-H crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Semi-primitive motorized and roaded natural ROS categories managed by the BLM White River
Field Office for a total of 24.8 miles. These categories allow for motorized equipment, so the
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categories would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to
reduce impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories

Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.1 mile)

For Alternative COUT-H, there are no parks, preservation, or recreation resource areas that are within the
alternative route study corridor but not crossed by the alternative route.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

For Alternative COUT-H, there are no high or moderate residual impacts.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT-H crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

Snow kite recreation areas (0.5 mile), Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile)

Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway and Indian Canyon Scenic Byway (0.5 mile), the Energy
Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway (0.7 mile), and Nine Mile Canyon Backway
(0.1 mile)

Roaded natural and semi-primitive motorized ROS categories in the Manti-La Sal National
Forest, roaded natural ROS category in the Ashley National Forest, and rural, roaded natural,
semi-primitive non-motorized and semi-primitive motorized ROS categories in the BLM Price
Field Office (13.5 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories
would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce
impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

10658 (0.3 mile) motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest, Cottonwood Ridge (0.4 mile)
motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, and Western Loop (1.6 miles) motorized trail
in Carbon County (Selective Mitigation Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the
trails and as well as to prevent new, unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing
designated trail)

Maple Fork (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

The Bamberger Roadside Monument, Beaver Dam Reservoir Recreation Site, Big Mountain
Campground, Burnout Canyon/Upper Electric Lake Scenic Byway Sign, Camp MIA Shalom,
Enron Campground, Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway Kiosks, Fantasy
Canyon Trailhead, Fourmile Bottom River boat put-in, Gooseberry Group Campground, Helper
City picnic shelter, Canyon Hills Park Golf Course (Juab Golf Course 104 LWCEF site),
Camperworld, Upper Huntington Creek Riparian Sign, White River Raft Access

Nebo Loop Scenic Byway and Skyline Drive Scenic Backway

Fantasy Canyon SRMA and Nine Mile/Nine Mile Canyon SRMA

Rural, roaded modified, roaded natural, semi-primitive motorized, and primitive ROS categories
in the Uinta National Forest, and urban ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office

10154 motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest, motorized trails in the BLM Price Field
Office, and Nebo Loop snow mobile trail in the Uinta National Forest

James Canyon and Oak Creek non-motorized trails in the Manti-La Sal National Forest
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Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Alternative COUT-H has a total of 1.3 miles of high residual impacts where the alternative route crosses a
semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office. By applying mitigation
measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the alternative route
would cross the semi-primitive ROS area (Selective Mitigation Measure 4) and minimizing new and
improved accessibility up to the semi-primitive ROS area so as to restrict unapproved access to the semi-
primitive ROS area (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), direct impacts on the semi-primitive non-motorized
ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office would be minimized but would remain as a high residual
impact because this ROS category typically does not allow for permanent roads or other facilities to be
developed within the category.

Alternative COUT-H has a total of 0.6 miles of moderate residual impacts. Where the alternative route
crosses Maple Fork non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, 0.1 mile of moderate impacts
occur. By applying mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way
where the trail crossings occur (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimize new and improved
accessibility to the trail so as to restrict unapproved access for recreationists (Selective Mitigation
Measure 5), span or avoid the trail location so as to help reduce the impacts on the recreationist
experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), and maximize the span over the trail location (Selective
Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on Maple Fork non-motorized trail could be minimized from a high
initial impact to a moderate residual impact. Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual impacts
from the Project crossing the trail are addressed in Section 3.2.16.

In addition, Alternative COUT-H has 0.5 mile of moderate impacts where the alternative route crosses a
snow Kkite recreation area. By applying mitigation measures that minimize new and improved accessibility
to regulate access to the area (Selective Mitigation Measure 5) and span or avoid the location so as not to
interfere with the snow kiting (Selective Mitigation Measure 7), impacts on the area could be mitigated
down from a high to a moderate.

Alternative COUT-I

Affected Environment (Colorado)

Alternative COUT-I crosses and has within the alternative route study corridor the same parks,
preservation, and recreation resource areas as COUT-H.

Environmental Consequences (Colorado)

For Alternative COUT-I, there would not be any high or moderate residual impacts associated with the
Alternative.

Affected Environment (Utah)

Alternative COUT-I crosses the following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas:

m  Nephi Shooting Range (0.1 mile)

m  Dinosaur Diamond Prehistoric Byway (0.2 mile), Skyline Drive Scenic Backway (0.1 mile), the
Energy Loop: Huntington/Eccles Canyons Scenic Byway (0.1 mile), and Nine Mile Canyon
Backway (0.1 mile)

m  Roaded natural and semi-primitive motorized ROS categories in the Manti-La Sal National
Forest, roaded natural ROS category in the Ashley National Forest, and rural, roaded natural,
semi-primitive non-motorized and semi-primitive motorized ROS categories in the BLM Price
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Field Office (45.3 miles) (these categories allow for motorized equipment, so the categories
would not restrict the development of Project but mitigation would still be utilized to reduce
impacts on the natural environment in the ROS categories)

m 10658 (0.3 mile) motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest, Paradise Creek (0.1 mile)
motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest, motorized trails (0.3 mile) in the BLM Price
Field Office, and Arapeen OHV Trail (0.7 mile) managed by the USFS (Selective Mitigation
Measures 5, 7, and 9 are applied to avoid impacting the trails and as well as to prevent new,
unauthorized access of areas outside of the existing designated trail)

m  Booths Canyon (0.1 mile) non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest

The following parks, preservation, and recreation resource areas are within the 2-mile-wide alternative
route study corridor but are not crossed by the alternative route:

m  The Big Mountain Campground, Enron Campground, Indian Creek Campground, Fantasy
Canyon Trailhead, Fourmile Bottom River boat put-in, Canyon Hills Park Golf Course (Juab Golf
Course 104 LWCEF site), Camperworld, Olsen Reservoir, Potter’s Pond Campground, White
River Raft Access

m  Nebo Loop Scenic Byway
m  Fantasy Canyon SRMA and Nine Mile/Nine Mile Canyon SRMA

m  Rural, roaded modified, roaded natural, semi-primitive motorized, and primitive ROS categories
in the Uinta National Forest and roaded natural ROS category in the Ashley National Forest

m 10154 motorized trail in the Ashley National Forest, Scad Valley Divide motorized trail in the
Manti-La Sal National Forest, and Nebo Loop snow mobile trail in the Uinta National Forest

m  Seeley Canyon Spur non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest

Environmental Consequences (Utah)

Alternative COUT-I would have a total of 1.3 miles of high residual impacts where the alternative route
crosses semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office. By applying
mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the
alternative route would cross a semi-primitive ROS area (Selective Mitigation Measure 4) and
minimizing new and improved accessibility up to the semi-primitive ROS area so as to restrict
unapproved access to the semi-primitive ROS area (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), direct impacts on
the semi-primitive non-motorized ROS category in the BLM Price Field Office would be minimized but
would remain as a high residual impact because this ROS category typically does not allow for permanent
roads or other facilities to be developed within the category.

Alternative COUT-I would have a total of 0.1 mile of moderate residual impacts where the alternative
route crosses Booths Canyon non-motorized trail in the Manti-La Sal National Forest. By applying
mitigation measures that minimize tree and brush clearing of the Project right-of-way where the trail
crossings occur (Selective Mitigation Measure 4), minimize new and improved accessibility to the trail so
as to restrict unapproved access for recreationists (Selective Mitigation Measure 5), span or avoid the trail
location so as to help reduce the impacts on the recreationist experience (Selective Mitigation Measure 7),
and maximize the span over the trail location (Selective Mitigation Measure 9), direct impacts on Booths
Canyon non-motorized trail could be minimized from a high initial impact to a moderate residual impact.
Additional analysis and discussion regarding visual impacts from the Project crossing the trail are
addressed in Section 3.2.16.
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ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCES INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH - U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE

TABLE 3-191

ROUTES
Recreation Opportunity Spectrum Residual Impacts
§ﬁ % Trails (miles) 7 g é § (miles) (miles)
72 _|_z_| 2| = SE|S8S_ | ezl 2 | F
EEZ8|EcElgE| 2| 8|l g2 |ccs|ES| 53| & 8
ERE|SEEE|SEE] 5| 8 R=|xEZE| ES E N & w s g =
SoElE7c|lse| E| 5| 22 |=28|E2 | £E5 | 2| 5| 2 g S =
2Nt I A R R
Alternative Total | % < Cz@ é E = Pm [ &S § E ran’ g g
Route Miles = ~
Alternative COUT-A and Route Variation
COUT-A 206.0 0.1 0.0 00 1] 03| 1.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 25.7 18.7 | 0.0 0.0 44 4 0.3 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 182.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 03| 1.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 4.4 16.0 | 0.0 0.0 20.4 0.3 0.0
COUT-A-1 205.6 0.1 0.0 001] 03| 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 25.8 182 | 0.0 0.0 44.0 0.3 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 181.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 03| 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 4.5 155 | 0.0 0.0 20.0 0.3 0.0
Alternative COUT-B and Route Variations
COUT-B 216.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 ] 02| 06 0.5 0.0 0.0 22.7 232 | 0.0 0.0 46.7 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 192.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 1 0.2 ] 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 1.4 20.5 | 0.0 0.0 22.7 0.2 0.0
COUT-B-1 212.7 0.4 0.0 001] 02|08 2.1 0.0 0.0 22.7 25.6 | 0.0 0.0 50.5 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 188.7 0.4 0.0 0.0 02| 08 2.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 229 | 0.0 0.0 26.5 0.2 0.0
COUT-B-2 214.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 ] 02| 06 1.1 0.0 0.0 22.7 252 | 0.0 0.0 48.9 04 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 190.2 0.6 0.0 0.0 02 ] 0.6 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 22.5 | 0.0 0.0 24.9 0.4 0.0
COUT-B-3 213.9 0.4 0.0 0.0 ] 02| 06 0.4 0.0 0.0 22.7 232 | 0.0 0.0 46.6 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 189.9 0.4 0.0 0.0 02 ] 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 1.4 20.5 | 0.0 0.0 22.6 0.2 0.0
COUT-B-4 214.2 0.4 0.0 0.0 ] 02| 06 1.1 0.0 0.0 22.7 252 | 0.0 0.0 48.9 0.2 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 190.2 0.4 0.0 0.0 02 ] 0.6 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 22.5 | 0.0 0.0 24.9 0.2 0.0
COUT-B-5 213.9 0.6 0.0 0.0 ] 02| 06 0.4 0.0 0.0 22.7 23.2 | 0.0 0.0 46.6 04 0.0
Colorado 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.3 2.7 1 0.0 0.0 24.0 0.0 0.0
Utah 189.9 0.6 0.0 0.0 021 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 1.4 20.5 | 0.0 0.0 22.6 0.4 0.0

Draft EIS and LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project

Page 3-803



Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.2.11  Parks, Preservation, and Recreation

TABLE 3-191
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE COMPARISON FOR PARKS, PRESERVATION, AND RECREATION RESOURCES INVENTORY DATA AND
RESIDUAL IMPACTS FOR THE COLORADO TO UTAH — U.S. HIGHWAY 40 TO CENTRAL UTAH TO CLOVER (COUT) ALTERNATIVE
ROUTES
Recreation Opportunity Spectrum Residual Impacts
% 2 Trails (miles) e~ - (miles) (miles)
S5 — = | €% —_
aa _|_S_| 2| T SE|lgc| 22| 2 g
EEE|EsE|=El 2| 8| g2 828|523 | & 2
EcRE|55E|E-| S| S| Py |=2xEE|EE| ES| 2 | = | & S | 5
SsE|EZ20|Se| E| 5| gE|zRE|E2| E5 | %2 | 5| 2 - 5 | B
5% |E25|38| 5| 2|32 |E8: |ZZ|EE | E ||| 7| &
Alternative Total | % < Cz@ é E g Pm [ &S § E ran’ g g
Route Miles 5 &
Alternative COUT-C and Route Variations
COUT-C 209.8 0.4 0.0 00 [ 0.1 | 0.5 0.4 0.0 1.3 233 114 | 0.0 0.0 35.8 0.1 1.3
Colorado 24.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.9 2.9 | 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 185.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 | 0.1 05 0.3 0.0 1.3 1.4 85 | 0.0 0.0 11.0 0.1 1.3
COUT-C-1 206.4 0.4 0.0 00 | 0.1 | 0.7 2.0 0.0 0.0 233 13.8 | 0.0 0.0 39.6 0.1 0.0
Colorado 24.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.9 2.9 1 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 181.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 | 0.1 0.7 1.9 0.0 0.0 1.4 109 | 0.0 0.0 14.8 0.1 0.0
COUT-C-2 207.9 0.6 0.0 00 [ 0.1 | 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.0 233 134 | 0.0 0.0 38.0 03 0.0
Colorado 24.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.9 2.9 | 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 183.1 0.6 0.0 0.0 | 0.1 05 0.9 0.0 0.0 1.4 10.5 | 0.0 0.0 13.2 0.3 0.0
COUT-C-3
(Agency 207.6 0.6 00 [00|01]05] 03 0.0 00 | 233 [114 |00 | 00 | 357 | 03 | 0.0
Preferred
Alternative)
Colorado 24.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.9 2.9 | 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 182.8 0.6 0.0 0.0 | 0.1 | 05 0.2 0.0 0.0 1.4 85 | 0.0 0.0 10.9 0.3 0.0
COUT-C4 207.9 0.4 0.0 00 [ 0.1 | 0.5 1.0 0.0 3.0 233 134 | 0.0 0.0 37.7 0.1 3.0
Colorado 24.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 21.9 2.9 | 0.0 0.0 24.8 0.0 0.0
Utah 183.1 0.4 0.0 0.0 | 0.1 | 05 0.9 0.0 3.0 1.4 10.5 | 0.0 0.0 13.2 0.1 3.0
COUT-C-5 207.6 0.4 0.0 00 [ 0.1 | 0.5 0.3 0.0 3.0 233 114 | 0.0 0.0 35.7 0.1 3.0
Colorado 24.8 0.0 0