QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
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Western Uintah Basin 041l and Gas Leasing

1 Wity 1s the decision being made now ratheyr than waliting until afrer
the Forest Plan revigion ig done?

Hased on historic use
pre-gale offers Tox

respond to the potenti : vitis
with tha Federal Onshore 011 and Gas Reform Act of
228.1021 and The Energy Security Act of 19850 lsasin

o i~ o
¥ i

oreat Plan vevision. Current Fo
ranag@ment directlon until the revisi !

2. yres this analvsis addregs future drilling oroposals?

is identifises National Foresti Syvstem Lands with fe
t

1ts that should or should not be made available for
i n accordance wit~
1 ars identifs
Z icat T 29 suri use
have been provided to the Forest Service and Bureauw of Land Managem
£ 1f the term "No Surface Occupancy’” does not applv to reoads, how

can impacts te sensitive areas be avoided?

Access to a leased parcel, or an oil and
guaranteed as a lease right. The Au
what is reasconable access and identify ¢
varicus alternatives. Forest Plan stands
direction on the lccation and design of
¥ i

n .
source impacts are ldentified with a pr
o i elocated.

4. Whv do vou gllow the il companiles to
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¥ ab Plan makes aLLOLat*ﬂ;Q or
are 1n conflict with this leasing decision?

5. What hapvens if yrevision of the
establishes standards that

Ag regquired by 36 OFR 21%8{(10), the leasing decision could be revised to
compLg with the revision. Terms and conditio
remain in effe iE £ . Terms and o itions o

id remain i Efect until explration Terms and conditio of

1w ses are changed through mutual consent by b

o
ne °of existing leazes

o

th parties.

& . What ig

s
Western Ulntah Basin decision regarding surface occupancy

e difference bebween the North Slope

3

betwsen the two documsn is the application of the
standard lease terms and gtipuiatioLs for sach resource component such
a8 watershedg wildlife, threatened and endangsred gspecies, roadless
recreation, and visual rescurce

2. Srandard iease terms and
i

cthTQ are defined as no surface occupancy, btiming
olled gurface usgse, no les
ar bl

e applicab

nitations,
ge, and standard lease termsg. Thes

a
ﬁuAatiQns e for both documents.

7. What 1a the geopnse of the project?
Approximately 400,330 acres of 1 in
northeastern Utah Bytedl ares

encompasses lands and aas

cocurrence located

Azhiey Natio

tiered to Foresht Plan revision?
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Historical Scciety, Bureau of Reclamarion, Matural Eesource
Congervation Service, Utabh Governcr's Office, Uintah County Treasurer’s
Of Froe, Utabh Ceologico and Mineral Survey, Utah Department of Natural
Regources, Utah ’i%isicn of Wildlife Resources, and thes Utah Tax

Commisgion
11, What is the definition of surface occcupancy?

There are two categories of surf ipancy used In bihiis

The No Surface Occupancy stipulation iz intended for use or

other stipulations are determined ficient to adeguately protect
the public interest. No Surface Ccocom mEans that no weil sites,
central tank batt s ies could be constructed on
the lands ﬁovevad by the Sﬁlwun&uzon,‘ The Controlled Surface Use

v allowed on all or portions of the lease area vear-round, bub
s

: ial values, 0¥ regource conceryxns, lease activibtiss wmust
be strictly controlled

How does the proposed project af

inventopies?

oo s
oy Li6o, 4

lass than one

cclated

S may a e Fortions of
them may be excluded f£r dlegs inventory updatre being conducted
as part of the forest plan revieions. EI t i ecisi
d

fects of this decision on the
roadless rescurce are doc nted in the Envirvonmental Impact

Statement .

rameters for
]

a
for o1l and gas

1%, What are the maitor impacts o wildl




3

re @y opportunities for hecoming involved in the decisions
a

Site specific analysis will be conducted when companies file an
fpplication for Permit to Drill (APD}. Our Cuarterly Schedule of
Proposed Acticns will include these propesals and ldenti fv the
cimeframes and involvement opportunities. Coples of
Project Schedule may be obrained at the Is:
Forest office

0

17. wWhat is the duration of the project?

is no specific ‘project’ which will res

1 sult directly from this
decision. The decisions documented in the BOD ave in effect as 1o

sditions {envirommental, regulatory, etc.) rema:in unchanged.

18. What are rthe Forest Plan standards and guidelines regarding oil

and gas developmeni?

contaln breoad standards and guidelines pertaining
ration and development. This decision prov1 des
nd stipulations to respeciive resourcs

timated rovalties
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specific '‘project’ which will resulyt directly

ralties are estimated.

is the appeal “window?’

sion may be appealed within 4% davs from the date legal notice
2

&
rs in the Vernal Express and the Provo Dailly

21. How are the valueg derived

Statement?
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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS



LETTER FROM DO
S

COMMEN

2.,

United States Department of the Interor

OPFICE OF THE SECRETARY
OTen o Favtroawt stat Poibiy aint Campliaate
Geave: Fadzral Contor, Bullbiog 58, Romes (002
B2 Box RICET (D308
Deneat, Colerade 1728 (00T
July 11, 1996

£R #8/358

e, Dewt Buieson
Farsst fupsrvisor
Auhlay Hpt torlal forest
A%5 North vernal Avenus
Yarnal,

Duar He. Kuleszai

The Department of the Interlor has reviewed the Draft
Environmantul Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Hestsrn Ulnta Hasln
211 and gas Lessing, Ylsta and ashlay Hatlonal Porssts, Wasatth
and Duchasne Countles, Utah, and hag tha following comments.

[TEURPACE WATER RESOURCES

Tha surface water eastlon does not conteln davta fov water yesrs
1993 and 1¥94. Thesa data ave avallable and should he
incorporeted into ths tables and texkt of the Finai EIS (FBEIS).
Alug, flood freguency enalvses and obher atetdsticel snalys
ahould be perforwed for walor shreams to aseass pobantial lss
ralating to the siting of productlion feacilliias and thoss

| anslyses should be includad in the PELI.

T GROUNOWATER RESOURCES

The groundwater rescurcss 06 the ares axe Lsportant in thay theay
provide base~flow For the parsnnial stxeass in the arvea.
Therafora, praotectlion ¢f tha groundwalber rascurtas of the
proposed oil and gas Seasing aren should Ye asphasizaed in the
FEXS. Tha araa may contaln highly minexalized gronndwaber
avarlying or undarlying zanes of fragh water. Interconnsution of
tha zones during drilling op after cosplatien of oll opr ges weils
muy ba 5 pajor problem and should ba addresssd in the PRI, In
afddition to the Stats of Utah, Department of MHatural Rasources,
Taoh Fubr 8% {rafarenced in ths DETA ceoxt), thers are » nusbor of
aiher publications, such a8 Tech Pub 57 and §2, Ubkah basic data
releasss no. 26, znd Holwmea, WP, 1988, Hatsr budget and
groundwatar oocurrencs 1n the Uinta 2esin, in “Geology snd snergy
remources, Ulnta Bssin of Ytahm: Ubesh Goviegiscal Asacclation
Pubilcation 12, which contsin wery useful date on s groundwater
vesourcas of the area. These publicatlons shouid be consulied
and listed as yaferances in Dhs RIS

Farpaabllity of the lacustrina depoaits of the Sreen Rlver
vormation oould be significent. Studles in the goutheartern
Hints Baslin, adi nt to ihe Wssbtern Pints Dasin, oaondustzd as
part of the 011 Shale project, veport tranemissivities of up to
13,950 faet sguared per day In the Parsahubs Cresk Hembar of Lhs
Green Biver Formatlon ond 170 feeb sguared psr day in tha Douglas
Craak Hewbsr of the Green River Forawbion (USG3 Watar Supply
Papuar 2268). The studlies alsec indicate that the psrmeabllity
tha rooks la moestly primery wWith some seco’\:iar} permeakility
to frantuving. The FEIS should analyzn tha potential Jmpaets o
pe::mraiaility te tha arsa'e grogndwator.

£
o
£

Paga~ppasiflc comments arse snelozad,
sincerely,
Bosbaa 7 \,é“/{fmf«j

FrRoperk ¥. Stawarkt
flaglonal Envivonmantal offlcer

HEnuliosuga

Ll Fater M. Favp
Fovast fupsrvisor
Dintn Natlansl Forast
B8 wWast 300 Morth

GETEMELATECOM L0797 47 PRAFTH

Tol?

RESPONSES
i

‘The data used jn the surface water guality section (section
3.2.4.5) was {rom g retrieval of water quality data from the
EPA s STORET database. The numbers presented in Table
3.2-5 are the mean values caloulsted from what are, 1n most
cases, many yvears of water quality statistics. Adding
another yvear of data that mayv have become available since
the STORET database was gueried for this report would
have littie effect on the mean values shown in the table and
would not ompact the conclusions drawn from the
information presentad. Flood frequency analyses will be
performed for major streams at the Application o Drill

Stage, if appropriaie based on proposed faciity locations.

‘The well casing program currently in effoct is designed w
prevent interconnection of zones during dritling or during
the operation of oil or gas wells, The potential impacts
caused by & site specific proposal to drill will be further
examined at the Application for Permit to Drill stage when
maore specific NEPA analysis is completed.
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ER 896/355

PAGE-SPERCIFIC COMMENTS {Fage 1 of 3)

2, paragraph 2, line 3: Change “historical wall and gas”

Pags S-2,
storical oli and gasm.

Tt hi

Suggest changing propossed action

Page 5-3, pavagraph 1, -
joh lands would be adminlstravively

(1} to resd “to declide
available, ., . .7

Suggast inserving
™

Alternative 1, nt to Last line:

Page 5-3, £
Wwithin the Sowers Canyon ares. . .

“ewisting” befars “lesses
clarity.
"lands” for

last Supstitubs

thils

Page 114,

paragraph, sHentende 5@
“lease” in @

sentenca

that under Altearnatlve 1,
caryy a Ho Surface

the Ho action/Ho leass
if no leasaes

Flgure Z~1l: Ths rap legend indlcatas
all areas with ¥Federal minerals would
Ceoupancy stipulatien., Alternative 1 is
alternative; thus, there could be no stipulations
are issued, The FELIS should reflect this.

wells are mentloned in the flrst several

1t would be very helpful to the rveader if
the location of =ach wall ware also given. A& map showing the
well locatieons and soms referenced geologlcal feabures {Diamond
Fork Anticline, Stravberry Thrust, sto.) would enhance tha
discussion.

Several oll and gas
pages of Chapter 3.

Palasorolc and
e FEIS

Page 3-2, paragraph 2@ We assums That ths
Precambrian rocks are present in the subsurface only.

should clarify this.

wugsion indicates that no

re present within the study area
rosence or absence of leasable
o

Tage 3=3, sectlon 3.1.4:
locatsble or salsable ninsvals
but gives ne information on the p
minerais other than oll and gasz, I thevs are no other minsral
rescurces {lovatable, saleable or leasable} in the area,
is nob ap issue, and the FLILS should reflect this,

The dis
a

Page 3-~3, last paragraph, tine 4:  Suggest Inserting “areas”
Eter “high potential”™,

£

Page 3-5%, paragraph 1, line 2: Correct a Lypo by replacing
“Chokaesberry” with Chekeshasrrey. Algo, 1t would be helpful
woell location and producing formatlon were given.

paragraph 2, line 4: 7The abbreviation for a thousand
mef; a million ouble feet s Mmef. The FEIS text
corrected to veflact this.

Tage 3-5,
cubzlc faet is
should be

PATE O 1

for

Issue L3

1 the

|

9

v

Uhange made, see Erata Sheets,

Designating lands as not administratively available is part

&
of the decision under some allernatives. That decision
reguires the same NEPA analysis as the “available” Jands,

{hange made, see Brrata Sheets.
Change made, see Lrrata Sheels.
Chiange made, see Brrata Shests.
This information was decided not to be necessary to the

analysis ot hand and would not add important information
changing the environmental analysis.

Change made, see Frrata Sheets.

The EIS states that there are no specific mineral proposals
for locatable minerals. They may be present.

Change made, see Hrata She

]

15,
Change made, see Errata Shests,

Change made, see Hrrata Sheets.



BR 96/355

PAGE-SPECIFIC COMMENTES (Faye 2 of

]
£

Change made, see Errata Sheets.

paragraph 4, line 3@ Suggsst replacing N ) . - . )
atigraphic porosity. L7 with stratigraphically 15, {Change made, see Errata Sheets. The names of the nearby
a .

pOFOSiLy. . . . oil fields are Nutter Canyon, Castle Pesk, and Duchesne,

Page 3-5
14‘“ Y, . .8t
il

;
b
controlle

Pagea 3-5 sarayraph %, line 50 It would be helpful if the names
‘!5 -4 . ek LA i ¥

. the ne Y preoducing fields were ingluded In the FEIS, . e . ) . -
| of the nearby producing ficlds were included In the FEIS 16, Fhis information was considered 10 not be necessary, and
Page 3-8, paragraph 5: Again, it would be helpful if the would not change the results of the analysis.

16 " iecations {ab leant, the section and township and range) of the

wells discussed here were provided,

» o 17, Change made, see Frrata Sheets,
his ls not a complets

»g? W4 Page 3-6, parvagraph 2, lines 3, 4 and 51 7T
sentence and should be rewritten in the FEIS.
N ) , , » ) 18. Change made, see Errata Sheots,
?8 Page 3-7, paragraph 1, line 4: Suggest referving Lo Flgure 1-2 -
aftter “Sowers Canyon Flsld™.
- 19, Change made, see Errata Sheels,

Page 3-7, pavagraph 2, 1: Hess Verde ls one wowd when
ing to the formation or group (Mesaverdes); this correction

nould be made i e FEISB. \ Yo pn i sy e Elvrrada S hont o
Puid be made in tae F 26, {Change made, see Errata Sheets,
2{}_1 37, paragraph 3, line Z: The source of thse estimated gas
rves should be reference in the FEIS text. - ) o - -
L ¥ - 21 Change made, see Errala Sheots,
21 4 Page 3-7, Pavagraph 4: The source for the astimate of $2.00/mcf
am should be cited in the FEIS teaxt, e . ; \
- - ' - 22, Change made, see Frrata Sheets,
20 Page 3-8, parvagraph 7, line 1:  Suggest inserting “reguired”
between elements and {ov, . " . .
L 25 Change made, see Errata Sheets,
23 Page 3-43, bovttom of page: Issue No. 2 has o typographical error
and showid raad The effects of ¢il and zas lesasing and . ) -
subsequent activities on wildlife, 24, hange made, see Errata Sheets,
Page 3-44, flrst paragraph: The last two sentences in this - . \ - .
D4 .« paragraph about stream classifications seem out of vontext witi 25 Change made, see Frrata Sheets,
this paragraph and its discussion on sensitive wildlifs species.
Perhaps the santences should be moved to Section 3.2.4.5,
- oy S
- 26, Change made, ses Errata Shests,

Fage 3-a8, last pavagraph: The systen for ldentification of

25 4 wandidate specles was modified by USFWS in Federal Register, Vol
61, Ho. 40, Februavy 28, 19%6, after the USFYS letiter included in

Chapter 3. The FEIS should reflect this change. :

pavagraph i Only the mountain piovar and spottad

26 Pagse 3-51, i
ndidate species. The

i
frog arve ocurrently ldentified by USFHS as oa
FE

S text should reflect this changs,

CUERPL AR CONM 0



ER S6/35%

PAGE~SPEQIFIC COMMEMTS (Page 3 of 3}

[
e}

Change made, see Frrata Sheets,

vage 3-%L, paragraph 5: Soveral of the raptor species listed

07 hers as sensitlve (ferruginous hawk and flammulated owl} are not ] ] ] )
jdentified in Section 3.4.4.6, Haptor Habltat {Page 3-48). “This 238, {Change made, see Tirata Sheets,

omission shouwld be corrected. -

Page 3-53, Candidate Species: Please refar to the previous 249, Change made, see Errata Sheets,
")8«« compent aboub the curyent USFWS list of candidate apecies.

Dizcusgion of species other than the Mountain Plover and Spotied
Frog should be omitted. 30. Change made, see Errata Sheets,

Page 4-7, pavagraph 5, line 1. The sentence reads as if owil and

29_1 gas were locatakle or salable vather than leasable. Ara any o Chanee made. ses Trrata Sheets

other leasable minsral rescurcssz other than oil and gas likely to = T e '

hae present?

o 1 “hange made cee Brratn Shes
Appendix ©: Two Figures, C-1 and C-2, are jdentified in the text 32 {hange made, see Errata Sheets,

3{}»‘ {page C~&, next to last paragraph, and page C~7, mecond

paragraph) but are not included in this appendix. The FEIS

should he appropriately corrscted.

3 Appandix D, page L-4, paragraph ¢, sentencs 3: Ihera is an error
31+ in identifying thes cumulative ares of surface disturbsnce from a
well pad and roads.

The Ulntah Specilal Maridian township lakasls on all maps sbhould be
32 shecked., The maps show the northern body of Strawberry Reservoelr
as belng in T. 2 5. This should be T. 3 $., and the other
townships should be adjiusted accordingly.

FAT PREERE 4 o177




, SROFROM DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
COMMENTS RESPONS

DEFARTMENT OF THE ARMY
6. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, SA0RARE TG
LORPE OF EHGINEERS

FrTores SAURAMIHNTO, CALIEORNA F3814000
AFTEN IR <t

July L, L1998

Regulatory 8ranch (1506503415

Hert Hulssza

Forest Supmrvisor
U. 8. fForast
Ashloy Hational Fou
185 N, Vernal Avem
Vernal, Utah 8467

lizar Mr. Kulesas:

Thank you for the gpporiuniuy
tasdin 0Ll aRd Gas Leasing Draft
{DPELS}, vwhich as slternative
tands adminlstered by the Ulnts and Ashley ¥aticongl Forests in
Wasatch and Duchesnz Counties, Utah. Due to the ralebively minor
nature of cur ntisl regulatory invoivement with these
projacts, wa have nfined the scope ef our review to portions
that deal wikh # Lo waters of the Unibted States, such as
shraany and wetlan

te review the Western tints
sivonmental Impavt Statsment
and lmpacts of sush leages on

From the table that shows acres of disturbande Lo
watland/riparisan aveas (p. 4~20) 12 is apparent Zhed, fov all
alternstives, thea yreatest potential for disturbance fs located
ir ths Azhley Wationasl Forest, u da & Sowers Tanyon Braa.,
The potentiel 24.% acres of antlc 233 disturbance in this area
is suhstantial in size. ’

ndards and guidelines in
w ands ang other walers
ant that thess policles be
in tha design of individual
ated with eil and gas
3lify for various nationwida
: umatances way avise that
could warvant Tthe Corps s 5! soratlonary authority and
reguire an individual p
an individual psreit if
wittiin & partlcular wat
28 degradatien to the a
woveariyge by a natlon:
all terms and oondlt
conditions are ra
Unitad States he
practicaple at the projec

tha Forest Management Filans Lo p
from avoldable lmpacts I S

deterninad that cumsiative lmpac
weuld rasult in unscgeptable leve
tle envirorment. Bllgibillty fov

permiiis}r fs subjact to compliange with
f the natiocnwide pevmlts. ARmong thous

or aveided to fhe maxinum exient

¢ osita. Therefore, 1 a less dawaylng

‘native ie avoilable and practicable and yet iz not salestad,
Torps may elach to uire an individual permit,

If you have any guesbions on thess comment3, plsage conbtagte
Ha. Michels Maltz, at the Uteh Regulsteory COFfice, 1403 South apo
Haat, Suite A, Bountliful, Utah #4000, telephone {801} 2%%-g5an.

Hinvarvaly, -

[T .
bacl 4. i M

g,

Mirhael A. Schwinn
Chief, dtah Hsgulatory Ufflce

Copy  Lurnish

Supmrvisor, Ylnta Mational Ferast,
. Utah 84801

o e
STEMPLATE CUR L RA607T 47 PMIRP T 5 of 7



LETTER FROM UTAH WILDLIFE FEDERATION
COMMENTS RESPONSES

UTAR WILDLIFE FEDERATION
P fox 576167
Salt Lake Cly, oty 84152.6047

UREF File Bshley 3.

July 12, 1994

Chaunole Todd

Ashley Hational Fovest
355 H. Vernal Avenue
Vernal, iUtah 84078

Ham Mariin

Jinta MHational Forest
58 Hest 100 Norih
Provo, Ubah H4601

nLacLs,

Hear Farest Sevvioe

Flease reference your Drafi Environmentsl Impact Statemsnt for the
Western Uinta Basin 2i]l and Ges Leasing for Wasabtch and Duchesne
Countias.

s oof this dates (July 12, 1998) we have oot besn able to fully
study bthe five alternatives contained in your Draft, arvive ab a

comnenbs ., Bovordingly, four ifhe
y at this time.

ion and provids  you our
d, we submit & negative v
Please kesp us advised of the progress of this propusgal,

- Gordon
Publia Lands Issug Coordinator

fol7

EMPLATE COM




LETTER FROM STATE OF UTAH
COMMENTS

State of Utah E‘

GOVERNORS OF

fesource Dovelopment

B OF PLANNING AND BULGET

nrdinating Conmiltes

P

Michaet 3 Leavitt

Cmrzrnac

Led

firad
Buain Fleanieg

Janed L
Cemmetes

Pt sy
it

i GGG

Hy 18

Hert Ku
Ashley anal Forest
Vernal Ranger Disoict
355 Morth Vernal Avenue
Yemal, Utaty 84078

BRI

DDEIS Western Uhinta Basin Ol 1 Leasing

State Wenufler Mumber, 17960

SUBIECT:

RHR

Diear Mr. Eulesza,

The Re representing the State of Ulah, bas

reviewe

sonroe Linveloprent Congdnan

o this prom

sal, The Uah o GrEImenis

Crveratl, te BIS covered ail andl gives equal consideration to all pertinent
i - issuas. The potential hyd g5 for the areas defined seem fair and reasonable.
vity seams fow but adivittedly such predictions ars extremely difficult o

shows ias Altamont-E) , should be ARamont-Bluebelt fields

i : isses the estimate drifling v in cach aren. LGS would estimate one o
3 two mors wells for area A and B, The DEIS estimats fs based at least in part on historica
i take into acoount all the years it was impessibie 1o il on

trends, i these historical ren
| NI lands?

wthis proposal. Please divect any other written

The Commities app s the apport
questions regarding this conespondence 1o ih State Cleannghouse at the above address or call
Carolyn Wright at (801 5381535 or John Harja at (801} 538-15359

State Planning Coordinator

Bipar
Al
APLATE UG 1 idrn Tob 7

ERIELTH

RESPOMS

15

Thank you for vour comment.
Change made, see Errata Sheets

Trend was accounted for by number of wells, by year - not
other influences,
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Errata Sheets

Western Uinta Basin Oil and Gas Leasing
Environmental Impact Statement

The candidate RNAs identified in the Draft EIS have been formally designated and, therefore,
the word “candidate” and the discussion of candidate status should be dropped on the
following pages:

Alternative Drescniptions, Pages 2-19, 2-21, and 2-23

Tables 5-2 and 7-10, Sheet 9 of 12

Page 3-57

Pages 4-48 and 4-49

Page §-2, paragraph 2, line 3. “historical well and gas™ has been changed to “historcal oil
and gas”.

Page §-3, Alternpative T, next to last line: The word “existing” has been inserted before the
words “leases within the Sowers Canven area”.

Page 1-10 last paragraph, sentence 5. The word “lease” has been replaced the word “lands”.

figure 21 In the map legend the words “MNo Surface Occupancy (Aliernative 1) has been
replaced with “No Lease (Alternative 1)7.

Page 3.2, paragraph 2- A sentence has been added to the end of the paragraph It reads
“Paleozoic and Precambrian rocks are present in the subsurtace only™

Page 3-3, last paragraph, ine 4 The word “areas” has been inserted afier the words
“high potental”.

Page 3-5, paragraph 1, hine 2° The word “chokesberry” has been replaced with the word
“chokecherry”™

Page 3-5, paragraph 2, Ine 1. The words “Altamont-Biuefields field” has been corrected 10
read “Altamont-Bluefield feld™

Page 3-5, paragraph 2, ine 4. The abbreviation "mef” has been replaced with “Mmef

Page 3-5, paragraph 4, ine 3. The words: The words “stratigraphic porosity™ have been
replaced with the words “stratigraphically controlled porosity™.

Page 3-5, paragraph 5, line 2. The period after “reservoir” has been replaced with a comma,
and the following words have been added: “including the Nutter Canyon, Castle Peak, and
Dachesne fields”



Page 3-6, paragraph 2, lines 3, 4 and 5. The 3rd sentence has been rewritten to read
“Currently, there area six federal leases. ™

Page 3-7, paragraph |, line 4. The words “(see Figure 1-2)" have been added after the words
“Sowers Canvon Field”.

Page 3-7, paragraph 2, line 1. The words “Mesa Verde” has been corrected to read
“Mesaverde”.

Page 3-7, paragraph 3, line 1. The reference “(Utah Division of Ohl, Gas, and Mining 1977}
has been added after the words “100 billion cubic feet (befy” This reference has also been add
to Chapter 7, References.

Page 3-7, paragraph 4. The words “ by the Energy Information Administration” has been
inserted after the words ™ Based on estimates”™

Page 3-8, paragraph 7, line 1. The word “required” has been inserted atier the word
“elements”.

Page 3-43, bottom of page, Issue No. 20 The sentence has been corrected (o read “and
subsequent activities on wildlife”.

Page 3-44, first paragraph: The last two sentences of this paragraph, starting with the
sentence that begins with “Streams are described by. 7 bave been removed from the text,

Page 3-48, Section 3.4 4.6 Raptor Habitat, line 4 The following species has been inserted

following “owi”: “fermugincus hawk, flammulated owl

Page 3-48, last paragraph, hne 4. The following sentences have been deleted, based on
USFWS modifications to the designation of candidate species, published m Federal Register,
Vol 61, No. 40, February 28, 1996: “Candidate species fall into three categornies. Category 1
compriges species for which the U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service
(FW5) currently has substantial information on hand to support the biological appropriateness
of listing the species as endangered or threatened. Category 2 compiises species for which
tisting 1s possibly appropriate, but for which conclusive data on biological vulverabiinty and
threat are currently not available to support proposed mclusion Category 3 comprises species
that were once being considered for histing, but are not currently recetving such consideration.
These species may be believed to be extinct, no longer taxonomically recognized, or are more
widespread and abundant than previously thought ”

Page 3-51, fifth paragraph: This paragraph has been rewritten to read: “Candidate species
that may poientially occur n the study area include mountan plover {Charadriuy montares)
and spotted frog (Rana pretiosa).

]



Page 3-51, last paragraph, line 1 “five birds” has been changed to “three birds”™

Page 3-51, last paragraph, line 2 the words “Swainsons hawk (Bufeo swainsoni), ferruginous
hawk (Buteo regalis), have been deleted,

Page 3-51, last paragraph, line five: The following words have been inserted following
“(Plecotus townsendii},” “two fish, Colorado cutthroat trout (Oncorhynchus clarki
pleuriticus) and Bonneville cutthroat trout {Onchriynchus clarki viahy”

Page 3-51, last paragraph, line 5. the words “(also a federal candidate species)” have been
deleted.

Page 3-53 ) paragraphs 3, 5, ¢, 7 and 8: The paragraphs describing western snowy plover,
black tern, western least bittern, loggerhead shrike, and white-faced 1bis have been deleted,

Page 3-53, last paragraph. The paragraph descnbing Colorado cutthroat trout has been
moved to the sensitive species section.

Page 3-54_ paragraphs 2 and 3. The paragraphs describing Bonneville cutthroat trout and
Untermann fleabane have been moved to the end of the sensitive species section on page 3-5.

Page 3-88, paragraph 2, sentence 4: After “ utihzed for o and gas exploration.” Add the
following: “However, due to recent planning, scheduhng, and construction activities of the
Central Utah Water Project (CUP}, access through Diamond Fork may be hmited with the
proposed construction of a dam at Monks Hollow which 1s located approximately & mules
north of U.S. Highway 6 as well as other related infrastructures within Diamond Fork ”

Page 3-88, Umta NF Region, paragraph 2, last sentence. delete “Forest Roads (FR) 116 and
70>

Page 3-89, Uinta NF Region, paragraph 1. Change “From FR 125, a low standard pickup
to “FR 135, a low standard, high clearance 7

Page 3-89, Uinta NF Region: Add the following as the last paragraph: "It 1s expected that
the roads histing above will generally remain unchanged, but due to time and management of
nature rescurces, the transportation system may change which may mclude the road closures
and/or obliteration, road surfacing, and road numbers”

Page 4-2, paragraph 5, line - The beginning of this sentence which reads “Exploration for or
development of other locatable or salable minerals besides oil and gas, should any be
wentified, .7 has been changed to read “Exploration for or development of locatable or
salable minerals, should any be identihed . ™.



Two Figures, Figure C-1 and C-2, referenced on pages C-6 and C-7, have been added to the
document.

Appendix D, page D4, paragraph 6, sentence 3. Sentences 3 and 4 have been corrected to
read “One well would be expected to disturb approximately 6.9 acres. The 6.9 acre
disturbance would be composed of 2 acres for a well pad and 4 9 acres for roads”™

Appendix D, page D-0, first paragraph:  The calculations at the top of page 13-6 which
calculate the acres of disturbance for exploration activities have been corrected. Lines 3 and 4
of the calculation now read:

T well x 0.7 miles/well x 3.0 acres /mile = 2.5 acres

Total acres of disturbance = 6.9 acres

All Figures: Two of the Uinta Menidian Township designations have been corrected.

“T.1.57 has been changed 10 “T.2.5.7, and “7.2.5.7 has been changed to “T.3.5.7



