DECISION RECORD
for the
BIG PINEY-LABARGE
COORDINATED ACTIVITY PLAN

This documant records the decision made by the
Bureau of Land Managemant (BLM) for managing the
BLM adminisierad public land surface and Federal min-
eral astate in the Big Piney-LaBarge area of weslerm
Wyoming. Approximalely 135,785 acres of public land
surface and 196,841 acres of Fedoral mineral estate are
within the area. The area |s localed in Sublefie and
Lincodn Counties near Big Piney, Marblaton, and LaBarge,
Wiyoming.

DECISION

The dacision is 1o approve the altached coordinated
activity plan (CAP) lor managing the BLM administarad
public lands and resourcas in the Big Piney-LaBarge
area. The approved CAP provides for managing the
area Iin a manner that balances multiple uses and
sustains long term yvield of resources, and promotes
stability of local and regional economies, environmental
integrity and conservation of resources for future gen-
grations. The CAP represenis the activity planning
stage of ihe BLM planning process. The CAP refines
and sfaborales on the decislons made in the Pinedake
Resource Management Plan [RMP] that pedain, specifi-
cally, to the CAP area.

Tha approved CAP recognizes the Big Piney-LaBarge
area as one which is and will confinue to be developed
for its ol and gas resources. The CAP also recognizes
that there are other imporant natural resources and
values within the area that require consideration and
protection from any unnecassary degradation. In plan-
ning the implementation, operation and abandanment
activities for mineral resource developmeant, consider-
ation must be given 1o wikdlife habitat, livestock grazing,
recraation, travel, transmission and transportation rights-
of-way, and other land and resource uses in the GAP
area.

The Pinedale AMP includes a decision that the BLM
administerad public lands in the planning area are open
to ofl and gas exploration and development activities,
subject 1o cartain mitigation requirements for the protec-
tion of other resources. A reasonably foreseeable
devalopmant scenario for oll and gas was analyzed in
the Pinedale AMP/Emrvironmental Impact Statement
{EIS). Theervironmental assessment (EA) forthe CAP

area addressed a maore current and higher level of
expactad developmentthan was analyredinthe Finedala
AMP/EIS. With the nacessary mitigation and manitoring
requiraments included, the environmental analysis con-
cludad that no significant adverse impacis woukd rasulf,
Theralore, approval of the CAP accepts a higher level of
davelopmant for the CAP area. This does nol require an
amandment o the Pinedals RMP bacause the AMP
dacisions do nol changa,

In addition, although the approved CAP refines the
application of some mitigation requiremants containod
in the Pinedale AMP, this also does nol require an
amendment to the AMP. The refined application of
mitigation for the CAP area Is still within the scopa, intent
and objectives of, and in conformance with, the RMP
decisions.

Prior fo authorizing site specific actions (e.g., BLM
proposed vegetative ireaiments, fencing or water devel-
opments, industry proposed pipelines, applications for
parmit to drill, atc.}, the appropriate level of additional
environmental analysis will be performed and docu-
mented in compliance with NEPA, and Department of
tha Interior and BLM manuals. There may also be
additional planning and erwvircnmantal analysis docu-
mentation needed as implemantation of the CAP
prograsses,

Major Elements of the Decision

Management Emphasis

The approved CAP places amphasis on providing for
two magor concerns in the Big Piney-LaBarge area; (1)
the ability to efficienlly develop the oll and gas re-
sources;, and (2) the stabilization and increase of
vagetative quality and quantity for llvestock grazing,
wildlife, watershed and recreational usas, and for im-
proved visual quality and reducing affects of surface
disturbance.,

The CAP provides for vegelative treatmants, improv-
ing reclamation afforts on disturbed areas, and protect-
ing wildlite during critical life cycle periods. The CAP
also encourages afforts to reduce the heavy deer and
anielope populations which winter in tha area. Vegata-
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tive treatments will be underaken through the coopera-
tive planning afforts of all the interests in the area.
Initially, about 13,500 acres will be treated. Such treat-
menis as brush beating, chaining and contralled burmning
will be applied, Evaluation of the effectiveness of these
Initial treatments will be used in determining further
vagetative realmant apporiunities in the CAP area.

Best Features of the Alternatives

The approved CAP does nol represant, in tolal, any
one of the allematives studied in the EA for tha CAP
area. Rather, it combines the most balanced mix of
elemants from alternatives A, C, D and F, as reflactad in
the public commenits, the Input of the varous inerasts,
and the issues that were identified. The impacts of the
approved CAP are discussed in the Finding of Mo
Significant Impact, 1o follow.

Big Piney-LaBarge Working Group

A very imporiant par of the decision for managing the
CAP area will ba the use of a working group, called the
Big Piney-LaBarge Working Group (BPLWG), which will
review and encourage the continual planming for coordi-
nated resource management in the area. The BPLWG
will ba comprised of knowledgeable, interested citizens
from the local area who will provide advice and recom-
mendalions to the BLM on the planning and resource
management for the BLM administered public lands in
the CAP area, The emphasis will be on resolving
conflicts batween wildlife and oil and gas development.
Tha BPLWG may also sarve as a sounding board for
suggestions, complaints and matiers of controversy,
concarning managamant of the BLM adminisiered pub-
lic lands and resources in the area, especially on wildlife
related issuss. Howaver, the Pinedale Resource Area
Manager retains the ullimate decision making authority
for the managemeani of BLM adminisierad lands and
resources. Tha warking group will nat usump or encroach
upon the authorities or rights of any Federal or Siate
agency, industry or any other govammental or private
interasts. Further detalls on the make-up, objectives
and functions of this working group are presantad in
following sections of this decision record and in the CAP.

Minerals Management

A limit will not be placed on the level of additional oll
and gas well driling and development which can be
conducted in the CAF area. However, because there
are concems and differing opinions regarding the de-
grese of impact that may occur from an additional 600 to
200 welks that may be developed (i.e. within a ten year

period a3 analyzed in tha EA for the CAP), should the
development level reach 500 walls within the next ten
years, an environmenial evalusation will be conducted 1o
determine the level of impacts which are occurring.
Further, at any point that mondtoring indicates a substan-
tial change in impacts, or that lavels of impact beyond
those analyzed in the EA are starting o ocour, environ-
mental evaluations will ba nitiated.

Of major concern o local public and business inter-
ests in tha CAP area, is whether seasonal (winter)
restrictions on tha crucial big game winter ranges in the
arga will rasult in wintar shut-down of in-field operations
and drilling acliviies. This concern will be resolved
through implamentation of two provisions of this deci-
sion record and the approved CAP. They are, (1) the
continual, ordery, coordinated managament planning
forihe area; and (2) the imvolverment of the BPLWG in the
planning and managament of the area. For example:

Opportunities for year-round geophysical ax-
ploration and well drilling activities will be
included in the annual and long range plan-
ning for developmen and management of
tha CAP area. Sufficient geophysical explo-
ration and wall drilling locations can be iden-
fified far encugh in advance so that, (1)
locations that would potentially conflict with
wanler concantrations of big game and other
wildiifa can be scheduled for exploration or
driliing during the spring, summer or fall: and
2} locations that would not conflict could be
explored or drilled during the winter, if winter
driling Is desired or necessary. The main
abjective of the BPLWG involverment would
be to consider and recommand ways to main-
tain protection of winlerng wikdiife on crucial
winter concentration areas and erucial winter
ranges, while accommodating year-round
geophysical exploration and drilling.

Reclamation

Improving tha reclamation of disturbed lands in the
area is also emphasized in the CAP. Use ol any
miaasunes 1o improve the success of reclamation effords
will b conskdered. BLM will bring in experts in the
raclamation of siles which ara similar io thosa in the CAP
areq, to delermineg il revagatation and other reclamation
practices lor disturbad lands can be improved, Changes
in spad mixturas and othar reclamation procedures,
such as Iransplanting and reconiouring, will likely re-
guire soma lesting and monitoring to determine which
practices are providing the best success and which may
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be adopied for improving reclamation results, The
BPLWG may also provide suggestions and recomman-
dations for adoplion or testing of reclamation practices.

It is important for the reader to understand that,
although the analysis assumption for all the altematives
analyzed in the EA for the CAP was that 200 well sites
would be reclaimed within the next ten years, industry
representaiives have since stated that a highar number
of reclaimed wells is possible. Thus, reclamation of
additional abandoned well sites will be another facior in
evaluating tha level and rate of successiul range, water-
shed and wildlife habitat improvement within the CAP
area.

Wildlite
Deer and Antelope Crucial Winter Range

Standard use restrictions (8.9, seasonal resinchions
from Novembsar 15 to April 30) will continue to be applied
as stipulations in future oil and gas leases. Inthe case
of pre-existing ol and gas leases, that do not contain
seagonal restriction stipulations for these crucial winiar
ranges, the BPLWG will review annual plans for drilling
and field developmeani activities and provide recommen-
dations o the BLM conceming whal activitlas would bea
appropriate during the winter months. Standard winler
use restricticns will not be applied as conditions ol
approval (COAs) on applications for permit to drill (APDs)
and on field developmenl activities within deer and
antelops crucial wintar ranges. when recommendations
of the BPLWG, 1o allow winter drilling and other held
development activities, have been approved by the Area
Manager. Other last minule or emeargency situations
must be considerad by the Area Manager on a case-by-
case basis. Furiher refinemeant ol the application of
these standard use resirctions, as mitigation roquirg-
menis for geophysical exploration and other bypes of
surface disturbing activitbes, ara included in tha CAP,

Thesa and other managemen! considerations for
deer and antelope crucial winter ranges ans describad in
tha CAP. This includes involvement of the BPLWG in
initiating recommandations foraxceptions and modifica-
tions 1o usa restrictions, without being requested by the
land users.

Elk and Moose Crucial Winter Range

In comparisan to doar and antelope, elk and moose
crucial winter ranges involve a much smaller part of the
CAP arpa. Standard usae restrictions (e.g., seasonal
restrictions from November 15 to April 30} will continue

to be applied as stipulations in oll and gas leases, as
COAs on APDs and fleld dovelopment activities, and as
mitigation requirements for geophysical exploration and
oiher types of disturbance activiies, in alk and moose
crucial winter ranges. Whera weather or habital condi-
tions are not critical, the BLM may approve an axcaption
to or modification of these restrictions, if requested by
the user and if suppored by environmeantal anahysis,
The BPLWG may also consider and make recommen-
dations on proposed activities in these crucial wintar

FANQES.

Sage Grouse and Raplors

Standard use restnclions for sage grouse braading,
nesting and wintering habiats (o.g., February 1 to July
&1 ar Movemniber 15 to April 30) will continua to be applied
a5 stipulations in future oil and gas leases. Application
of two of the standard use restrictions has bean rafined
for sage grousa. Thesa refinemants involve two buffer
zones that will be required around leks (i.e., grouse
breeding areas}. Where appropriate, thesa refinements
will be applied as COAs on oll and gas APDs and field
development activithes, and as mitkgation requiraments
for geophysical exploration and other types of distur-
bance activities in the CAP area. These provisions are
described in detall in the CAP,

Standard use restrictions for raptor nesting and win-
tering habitats (e.g., February 1 to July 31 or Novembar
15 1o April 30) will continue to be applied as stipulatons
in future ol and gas leases, as COAs on ol and gas
AP Dz and field development activities, and as mitigation
requirements for geophysical exploration and othar types
of disturbance activities in the CAP area. These provi-
sions are also described in detail in the CAP.

Rangeland and Livestock Grazing
Management

Rangeland and livestock grazing managemant activi-
ties within the CAP area will be direcied ioward meeting

the objectives eslablished lor range, vegetation and
Iivestock grazing managemaent in the Pinedale AMP and
in tha CAP, Within the CAP area, rangeland monitoring
studias will ba implementad on all *I" categaory grazing
allotmants and, only if nesded, on “M" and “C" category
allotmants. Those maonitoring studies will be coondi-
nated with and, whare possible their locations will ba
combined with, thosa monktoring studies for watarshad,
wildlife habital, solls and watar quality. Any adjustmanis
in bivesiock grazing wse will be pursued first by negotia-
flion and agreamant with Ivesiock oporators.  IF this
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approach is unsuccessful, then adjustments will ba
made by Iivesiock grazing decisions, based on monitor-
ing and consultation with livestock operatars.

Allotment Management Plans (AMP's) will not be
included as part of the CAP bacause parts of some of the
grazing allotments are outsida the boundary of the CAP
arga. However, prior to developing and implementing
AMPs, range improvemants included in the CAP may be
implamanied.

Transportation and Off-Road Vehicle
Management

Tha BPLWG will help review and monitor the trans-
portation system and road proposals in the CAP area.
The working group will make recommendations to the
Area Manager on roads that should be closed and
rehabilitated and on the location, consolidation, etc., of
road proposals. The working group will also be invoilved
in considering parmanent or seasonal road closures and
permanent or seasonal closure of portions of the CAP
area 1o off-road vehicular use. Consideration of these
transponation and off-road vehicla management con-
cemns will ba part of the continual coordinated planning
o reduce conflicts betwean wildlife and other activities
in the CAP araa.

Surface Disturbance

Itis recognized that, in most cases, surface disturbing
aclivities in environmentally sensitive areas can be
accomplished economically and without unnecessary
dafradation, with some advance planning and propar
design. Theratore, the surface disturbance restriction is
refinid for use in the CAP area as lollows:

Any propased activity or surlace use that
would involve surface disturbance (e.g., geo-
physical exploration or construction activi-
lles, swch as roads, well pads, pumping or
storage lacilities, pipelines, atc.) must bea
accompanied by appropriate englnearing
design, geotechnical anahysis, mitigation plan-
ning . ate. This information must be of sulfi-
clant detall to demanstrate that the environ-
miantal aspects of concam will be adequataly
protecied or that affects to them will ba ad-
aquately mitigated.

The following areas or situations may require maore
detalled or complex designs, plans or analyses:

— slopes in excass of 25 percent
— within 500 feel of surface water and/or riparian areas

— Wwithin 1/4 mile, or tha visual horizon (whichever is
closar), of historic trails

— construction with frozen material or during periods
when soil material is saturated or whan watarshed
damage is likely to ocour

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

Six alternative coordinated activity plans (CAPs) far
the Big Piney-LaBarge area ware considerad and ana-
lyzed. The environmental impacts of these were pre-
sented in the environmental assessment (EA) for tha
CAP, which was made availabile for public review from
Decembear 11, 19840, to February 15, 1981, The alterna-
tives represented a broad range of reasonable manage-
ment actions, resource allocations, and development
levels,

Alternalive A was the proposed plan (CAP) for the
CAF araa, basad on the existing management direction
providad in the planning decisions of the Pinedale AMP.

Alternativa B represented more emphasis on devel-
opment and usad an interpretation of the provisions of
43 CFR 3101.1-2, which differs from the interpretation
used in the other alternatives. This pan of the regula-
tions relates to the application of reasonable measures
ar COAs on APDs or field development activities in
casas where surface protection stipulations are absent
from an oil and gas lease and protective measures ara
later found to be necessary. This par of the regulations
states, in part ... at a minimum, reasonable measures
shall be deemed consistent with lease rights granted
provided that they do not: require relocation of proposed
operations by more than 200 meters; require that opera-
tions be located off the leasehold; or prohibit new sur-
face disturbing operations for a parod in excess of 60
days in any lease year ..". In Atemative B, this is
interpreted to mean that the staled relocation distance
andtime pariod restrictions are the maximum thatcan ba
imposed. The interpretation used in the other alterna-
tivas |s that the stated restrictions are the maximum that
can be imposad as “reasonable measures™, i.e., without
support of further environmental analysis showing that
mora stringant maasures are Necossary.

Both altematives C and D ware developed as com-
promise allernatives.

Ahermnative C placed less emphasis on development
Ihan Alternative B (but more than Alternative A) and was
devaloped lo analyze shorler seasonal restriction pari-
ods and reduced areal extent for protaction of deer and
antelope crucial winter ranges.
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Antermative D was suggested by the Rocky Mountain
Ol and Gas Association (RMOGA), as 8 compromise
altermative emphasizing vegetalive improvements in
lleu of seasonal resirictions on deer and anielope crucial
winter ranges.

Altermative E was developed to analyze a scenario of
no restrictions on oil and gas development. It empha-
sired development and deemphasized emnvircnmantal
protection, in comparison fo the other altamatives.

Anemative F was suggested by the National Wildlife
Federation, the Sierra Club and the Wyoming Wildlite
Federation, |1 provided for the promotion of mora
intfense wildlife habital management with emphasis on
environmental protection and less surface disturbance
with deemphasis on devalopmant.

MITIGATION

Mitigation measures, o reduce or eliminate adverse
impacts that may result from the allocation and authori-
zation of uses of the BLM administered public lands and
resources in the CAP area, are an integral part of the
CAP,

MONITORING

Thia CAP appropriately provides for the design and
implamantaticn of monitoring requirements and studies

in several of the resource programs in the CAP area.
Monitoring will be conducied to evaluate and assure the
eflectiveness of the management praciices on the area
in meeting the management objectives. This will in-
eluda: monitoring of range and watarshad improvemeant
and vegetative treatment activities, including thosa for
wildlife habitat improvement; ivestock grazing, pending
developmant and implementation of complate AMPs;
reclamation of surface disturbing activities, such as
those associated with construction of roads, drill pads,
transmission lines, elc.; attempis at new reclamation
methods or seed mixtures; ground water and surface
water quality; and air quality/visibility trends and condi-
tions. The Area Manager will ensure promp!t follow-up
action where monitoring identifies that management is
not badng effective in meeting managament objectives.

MANAGEMENT
CONSIDERATIONS

In addressing the public comments and concems on
the CAP area that were axpressed during the public

imvolvament process, ihe many dasires of the vaned
interasts in tha area were takan into eccount in formulat-
img and deciding to adopt the sttached CAP. This
dacision providas the best mik of management actions
fof tha araa thal wall balance multiple usas, sustained
lang ltermyiald of rasources and environmental mtegnty,
with stability of local and regional aconomias and con-
servation of resources for fulure generations. The major
constituent interests in the area are banefitted by this
dacision i tha fallowing ways:

The Local Communities

The provision for year-round drilling activities in tha
Big Piney-LaBarge field will help provide more oppariu-
nity for stabilizing the kocal economy in the area. Various
opportunities for creating or maintaining steady jobs and
income are associated with the provisions for no limit on
well drilling levels, the emphasis on reclamation and on
range and habitat improvemant activities, the amphasis
on resource studies and monitaring, and the increased
emphasis on hunling and olher recreational opportuni-
ties. The local communities will also be reprasented on
the BPLWG, which shauld Toster better communication
with all ather inferesis in the area and a betler miufual
understanding of coordinated resource managemant in
the CAP area and on BLM administersd pubdic kands in
general,

The Wildlife Interests

Wildlife interests will benafit through a parnership
with industry and BLM for wildlife habital management
Protection for wintering wildife, including more sensitive
species such as alk and mooge, will confinue fo be
provided, where needed, through involvement of the
BPLWG and the confinual, coordinated planning &nd
managamant in the CAP area. Studies will be imple-
manted to determing the extent of impact that the
mineral development in the area has on the deer and
antalopa herds and their crucial winter ranges. The
provisions for range and wildife habital treatment prac-
Hees will Improve the crucial ranges, and wildlite habitat
In ganeral, over ima, There are also provisions for
protecting othar imporiant wildife, such as raptors and
sage grouse, and thedr habiat in the area. Foresied
lands and mountain shrub communifies in the area will
ba managed to provide for improved wildlife cover and
other habital factors. The management activities fo be
conducted under the varous resource programs n tha
area include mitigation of impacts to wildiife and wildlite
habitat,
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The Minerals Industry

Tha industry interasts will benalit from (e provision
for year-round drilling activities for the companias who
operalein tha CAP area. This includes mora stability in
fisid development through work crew reteéntion. Through
represeniabion on the BPLWG, tho indusiry will aiso
benafit from the continual, coordinated planning and
managameant of the area, including long range planning
and decisionmaking for locating driliing and operaling
facilities, and realistic environmeantal protective or miti-
pative measures and COAS for APDs and llekd devalop-
mani activities. The provisions for coordinated planning
of mads, oparational facilities, reclamation efforis, elc.,
will foster greater efficiancy In fleld development. The
industry will also benelit from the sharng and use of
infarmation obtained from the studies and monitaring
which is 10 laka place.

The Bureau of Land Management

The BLM will banafil from the continued involvemeant
of all tha constiuent interasts in the coondinated plan-
ning, managaman! and decisionmaking processes for
tha CAP area. When the concems of all interests arg
considenad, batlar planning and management decisions
can ba made. The BPLWG will hedp the Ares Manager
evaluate all factors, concaming all Interests involved, in
making managermant decisions for the CAP area. This
imvolvament will also banafit BLM through fostering &
more informed general public and constituen! groups
aboul the complaxities and realities of multiple land and
rasource use planning and management. Another very
important banefil o BLM will be more efficient, effective
and batanced managemeni of multiple resources and
land usas in the CAP area.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Public participation has occurred throughout the Big
Pinay - LaBarge CAP planning and environmental pro-
cess. Asnoted intha CAP EA, this effort was spurred by
the mcraased interest and accelerated schaduling for
drilling oil and gas wells inthe area wesi of Highway 189,
batwean Big Piney and LaBarge, Wyoming, This level
of planning, called Activity planning, is the third tier of the
Bureau's planning process.

On March 20, 1990, a draft Big Piney-LaBarga CAP
was circulated to tha public. The "Dear Reader” letterin
fha draft explained, “...after this draft CAF has been
raviewad, soma provisions of the plan may be modified
balora tha plan is summarized as the Proposed Action
foran environmental assessment (EA)...". Written com-
manis on the dralt CAP were requesied.

A public open housa and meseling were hald at the
Marbleton Fire House in Marbleton, Wyoming, on April
5, 1880 to discuss and take comments an the draft CAP.
Approximately 130 people aftended the meeting. In
addition, thirty-aighl comment leflers were recaived on
the draft CAP. Substantive comments were considered
in modifying the CAP as the Proposed Action for the EA
and in devaloping the altarmatives for the EA.

On Dacamber 11, 1880, the Big Piney - LaBarge CAP
EA was distributed to the public. On Jansary 24, 1931,
a public open house and heanng weare held in Marbleton,
Whoming, with 60 people attending. Forty-saven public
commant latters wara received on tha CAP EA.

Commoant latiers on tha CAP EA were received from
the fellowing:

Miks Sulivan, Gowarnar ol Wyaming
Wymmirg Oame anid Fsh Depariman
Wyoming Gaclogical Sursay

Wiyomirg Public Sarvos Commssion
Wiyomirg Department of Commarce
VWyaming Department of Agrculure
Wiyomirg Siate Lard and Farm Loan Offices
Wiyaming Cifice ol indusirial Siting Administmation
Wiyoireng Associniion ol Prolessions] Archssoiogisls
Maticnal Wikilds FedermtionWyoming Chapiar Slems Glub
BHP Potmlaium

Waslam Cil Refining Company

Fatroloum Association of Wyoming

Texaon US4,

Celslus Enangy Company

Mobil Expioration and Producng. Inc
Enmn Ol and (Bas Company

Aoy Maurtain Ol and Gas Association
Trusa OHl Company

Canox

Coanial O and Gas Company

Chavron LLEA,

Exxon LLSA, nc.

BWAB Ini

Mourtain States Waler Sannca Inc

Hrauss Enginasing

Dowall Schiumbergar

Graen Ahver Valley Camaman's Agsociaian
Dabbia March

Dave Covil

.0

Toma A Springman

Diamnis J. Brabas

oA, Schaatar

Darmall E Jomks

David Hndman

Warran E. Sorensen

Oharfes O, Mahonay

Aila J. Libra

Len Shaler

Aobin W, Gooss

Tom Haydt

RAobin Dean

dohn H, Malby

Gory K. Knapp

Jahn Tannar

D.C Gotz
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Issues Identified by the Public

Many of the public comments reised the same or
similar concarms, Theneforne, they were grouped into the
eight genaral Issues listed below,
0il and Gas Lease Rights
Seasonal Wildlife Resfriction
Ol &nd Gias Dnlling Cailings ar Limils

Wildlife Habitat Condition and Mule Deer Popula-
tion

5. Forage Lhilization/Allocation Prablems and Allot-
ment Management Plan Implementation

6. Reclamation of Abandanad O and Gas Well Loca-
tionas

7. Surface Disturbance Rasirctions
Socio-Econamic Tradeofls
Air Quiality
The BLM responses 1o the public comments ara
provided in Appendix DR-1 1o this decision record. Tha

B -

comment lelters recalved and the franscripd of tha Janu-
ary 24, 1881, public hearing are available for public
wviewing in the RAock Springs Distrct Office and tha
Finedale Resourca Area Ofiice,

Copsasol the Pinedale RMP, the EA forthe Big Pinay-
LaBarge CAP, the EA Decision Record, and the ap-
proved Big Piney-LaBarge CAF, are avaiable upon
requast from the Pinedale Resource Area office or the
Rock Springs Disinct Office. The contacis, addressas
and phone numbers arg;

Mr. Arlan Hiner

Pinedale Area Manager
Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 768

Piredale, Wyoming 82841
30773674358

Mr. Bill McMahan

Project Coordinator

Rock Springs District Office

P.0O. Box 1869

Rock Springs, Wiyoming 82902-1869
307/382-5350
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

The aliernatives analyzed and describad in the Big
Piney-LaBarge CAP EA wera developed from inpul
obtained through the public involvement procaess, Thay
providia & broad range of reasonable managemant ac-
tion, resource allocalion, and developmant level options
and aftemalives. Positive alamants and mitkigaton fac-
lors from alternatives A, C, D and F, addressed in the EA,
wira solected to develop the approved CAP. The
ayvaluation and analysis of this combination of elements
and factors resulted in (dontifying that, with two axcep-
thons, the impacts of the approved CAP are the same as
tho=o of alemative C, The oxcoplions baing, (1) thatthe
soclopconomic affects of the approved CAP are more
bonaficial (Lo, the sama as those for altematives D and
E}; and {2} the cumulaliva impacts of the approved CAP
(mostly resulting from the comblned lavels of industry
development, high big game populations and past live-
stock grazing practices) ara lass than any of tha other
alermatives thal featured a level of oll and gas develop-
ment above 500 walls, The information prasantad in the
Alternative Summary Comparson Tabla from the CAP
EA is providad in Appendix DA-2 to this Declsion Recond

o display the comparalive impacts of the approved CAP
and the other atematives studied.

In evaluating and analyzing the approved CAP, no
significant impacts or skgnificant cumulative impacts
were identified. Therelore, preparation of an environ-
mental impact statement (EIS) for the CAP is not necas-
sary, However, because ol some concern about the
degree of impact that may resull, if new oil and gas
development in the area were 1o reach levels of 600 to
800 additional wedls within the next 10 years, an environ-
menial review will ba conductad by the BLM, if new
daevelopment reachas 500 walls balore the end of the fen
year analysis pariod. This is not a limit for development
in the area. Father, it is a point where reevaluation of the
impact leval should occur to ba both logscal and timely for
completion befora the 600 well level is reached. Major
faciors which will be considerad at thal paint will ba the
success of effora to improve and increasa reclamalion,
to reduca the dear and antalopa populations, 1o improve
the range, vegelation and habital conditions, 1o reclaim
roads and surface disturbances, and to reduce impacis
O Fipanan aneas. The vanous resourcs program moni-
toring studies o ba implemenied in the area will also
provide @ gage of the nead for furthar anvironmeantal
evaluation and documeantalion,



DECISION RECORD

CONFORMANCE WITH THE
PINEDALE RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT PLAN

The approved Big Piney-LaBarge CAP (attached) is
in conformance with the Pinedale AMP, approved De-
cember 12, 1888, and an AMP amendment is not
required. The higher level of development accepted for
the CAP area will not result in significant adverse im-
pacts and does nol change any AMP decisions. In
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addition, the refined mitigation far the CAF area Is within
the scope, intent and objectives ol the AMP dacisions.

Prior to authorizing sile specific actions (e.g., BLM
proposed fencing or water davelopments, induslry pro-
posed pipelines, applications for parmit 1o drill, 91c.), tha
appropriate lavel of additional envircnmeantal analysis
will be performed and documanted in compliance with
NEPA, and Department of the Interior and BLM manu-
@ls. There may also be additional planning and envifon-
mental analysis documentation neaded as implamanta-
tion of the CAP progressas.
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