








Yes. The existing ™ \ impact analysis is still valid. The site-specific review of

potential impacts to BLM sensitive species identified that habitat exists iy
1t tin

S . 9 the form of a uming

stipulation for surface disturbing and disruptive activities (see Proposed Action). No

change in the analysis would be expected as this timing period restriction was already

analyzed for other sensitive species (GRSG) in the previous analysis.

The Upper Colorado River Basin watershed report was updated in 2011. The portion
of the watershed containing this project was found to still be meeting all rangi nd
health standards.

. Are the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects that would result from

implementation of the new Proposed Action similar (both quantitatively and
qualitatively) to those analyzed in the existing NEPA documents?

Documentation of answer and explanation:

Yes. Site-specific impact analysis was completed for the original EA, which analyzed
the impacts of seven natural gas wells, access roads, and pipelines. The GRSG timing
restriction was shortened by two weeks to be in compliance with the Record of
Decision and Approved Resource Management Plan Amendments for the Rocky
Mountain Regions, Including the Greater Sage-Grouse Sub-Regions of Lewistown,
North Dakota, Northwest Colorado, Wyoming and the Approved Resource
Management Plans for Billings, Buffalo, Cody, HiL.ine, Miles City, Pompeys Pillar
National Monument, South Dakota, [and] Worland. The current timing restriction
would begin on March15 instead of March 1. Direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts of the new Proposed Action would still be similar to those analyzed in the
existing NEPA document.

. Are the public involvement and interagency review associated with existing
NEPA document(s) adequate for the current Proposed Action?

Documentation of answer and explanation:

Yes. Public involvement and interagency review is still adequate for the current
Proposed Action. In addition to the public involvement during the NEPA process for
the original EA (30 Day public notice starting June 25, 2010), and the AREIS, the
new Jack Sparrow Supplemental 1 POD project was entered onto the NEPA register
on July 29, 2015. No public comments have been received. The AREIS process

inc opportunities for public involvement duri- - scopir ~ for the AREIS in Mav
2001, a public comment period for the AR Draft E1> in December 2005, ar ap1 ic
comment period for the AREIS in November 2007.









Response to Comments Received on Jack Sparrow Supplemental POD 1

r MAarmmantor

Department

I Camment

may ..ll
within pronghom crucial
winter range, we recommend
surface disturbing activities
do not occur from November
15 through April 30 to protect
wintering pronghorn.

Kesponse

e nop »
disturbance within pronghorn
crucial winter range.

Wyoming Game and Fish
Department

Recommend that wells
maintain a 1/4 mile distance
from any leks in non-core
area sage-grouse habitat

All wells are sited outside of

the % mile distance from any
lek.

Wyoming Game and Fish
Department

For wells that may fall within
the 2-mile overlap of active
leks, we recommend no
surface disturbing activities
occur from March 15 through
June 30.

See Site Specific Design
Feature #2.




