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Class I Bridger Wilderness Area boundary is approximately twenty miles from the Jonah Field
II project area, and is "near-field" with respect to modeling.

BLM concurs; ISCST3 model results will overestimate impacts less at receptors closer
to the assumed emission sources. However, the cumulative impact study area shown in
the FEIS (page G-14, Figure G-2.2) was approximately 270 km (168 miles) by 340 km
(211 miles).

BLM also states that complex terrain in the Green River Basin would influence air pollution
plume transport, and that it is unlikely that polli would be transported over 4000 feet in
elevation to reach the sensitive receptors. However, the elevation difference b, the Jonah
Field II project area and the PSD Class I Bridger Wilderness Area boundary is only 500 and
900 feet.

The ISCST3 screening model assumed the analysis region was as flat as a table top and
plume transport would occur in an instantaneous straight line. Any intervening terrain
would affect this assumed plume transport. In addition, even if the terrain between the
project area and the Wilderness Area boundary is relatively level, the massive Wind River
Mountain Range will affect transport winds, due to drainage winds and the synoptic
disturbance, which can not be included into the screening analysis. Finally, although the
visibility impact analysis was calculated at the Wilderess Area boundary, the atmospheric
deposition analysis was calculated at the high mountain sensitive lake receptors.

The atmospheric deposition analysis uses actual lake chemistry which inherently includes the
natural buffering contributed by the surrounding watershed and calculates how much
deposition would fall into the lake itself. In reality, the increased deposition from the entire
watershed that ends up in lake would compound the effects laid out in the FEIS. Unless
increased deposition of basic compounds from the proposal would offset increases in acidic
deposition (there is no evidence to support this), no additional buffering from the watershed
would occur over what is currently reflected in the lake chemistry. In addition, turnover rates
of 2.7 years in Deep Lake do reflect the inflow and outflow from the lake, as does the lake
chemistry used in modeling. This lake chemistry (against which the additional acidic inputs
v. 're measured) incorporates the dy ic flow of chemical 1p ds, both basic and acidic,
which occur in nature.

As stated in the FEIS (page 35, paragraphs 6 and 7), "The atmospheric deposition impact
analysis assumed no other ecosystem components would affect lake chemistry for a full
year (assuming no chemical buffering due to interaction with vegetation or soil materials)"
and "The atmospheric deposition impact analysis also assumed only precipitation water
would enter Deep Lake for an entire 2.7 years (assuming the natural watershed would
behave like a water sample in a laboratory beaker, without stream-water entering or
leaving the Lake for nearly three years)."
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The background lake chemistry data used in the atmospheric deposition analysis were
based on the most sensitive conditions measured with scientifically credible results.
Although these background conditions reflect whatever natural chemicals enter the lake
system, the impact assessment assumed a full year (and nearly three years for Deep Lake)
of potential depositional impacts occurred at once, "like a water sample in a beaker."
These assumptions are reasonable, but conservative, because it is unlikely the only
chemical constituents in the lakes come from the atmosphere, without geologic and
biologic factors.

The USDA Forest Service can not that the Conti I Divide and Ultra natural gas
development projects are too speculative to be included in the Jonah Field II FEIS.

As the BLM has stated numerous times in air quality impact assessment "Stakeholder"
group meetings, and in the FEIS (pages 39 and 40), the Continental Divide and Ultra
project proposals were specifically not included in the Jonah Field II analysis as
reasonably foreseeable developments because of their preliminary, unsettled, and
speculative status. In the future, as NEPA analyses are developed for these projects,
cumulative air quality impact assessments including other reasonably foreseeable emission
sources (such as those analyzed in the Jonah Field II FEIS) will be conducted.

Why are non-BACT emissions listed in Table G-2.2 lower than the BACT emissions?

As described in the FEIS (section G-2.2), "non-BACT" emissions are based on a total
well VOC emission rate of 20 tpy, for which BACT is not normally required. However,
the "BACT" emissions are based on a total uncontrolled well VOC emission rate of 233
tpy, for which flaring is the assumed control technology (increasing NO, emissions), and
the total controlled "BACT" well VOC emission rate becomes nearly 25 tpy.

It appears that increased emissions from the General Chemi F Phosph Ltd. Company,
and Sinclair Oil Refinery were not included in the cumulanve air quality impact assessment.
BLM should coordinate with WDEQ and include any ch where WDEQ has

indicated an intention to issue a permit for the modifications.

BLM has worked very closely with WDEQ to ensure the emissions assumed in the air
quality impact assessment reflect reasonably foreseeable development. However, WDEQ
has discretionary authority regarding permit review and their decision making process.
BLM determined that the General Chemical, SF Phosphates Ltd. Company, and Sinclair
Oil Refinery were not reasonably foreseeable at the time of the analysis. These, and other
future proposed sources, will be re-evaluated for inclusion in future BLM NEPA air
quality impact assessments.
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Wyoming Audubon wrote that since golden eagles are the most frequent predators of adult
sage grouse, it is very important to remove from the area near a lek any high-profile structures
on which eagles can perch. A quarter-mile is insufficient; a half-mile would be more
appropriate.

Only in the last few years has BLM been requiring the quarter mile buffer around
leks. There is no documented evidence that this buffer is not sufficient and that
a larger buffer is needed. However, each case is dealt with individually and larger
buffers can be achieved where a larger buffer is needed.

Wyoming Game and Fish Department asked how current and future air quality standards and
associated changes due to gas development will affect habitat management through prescribed
burning. WGFD also noted that additional impacts from oil/gas development not only affect
their staff time associated with identifying and mitigating impacts, but may affect their ability
to develop cost-effective solutions to resolve some of those impacits.

It is currently unknown how the USDA Forest Service's Limit of Acceptable
Change or WDEQ's management of the air quality related values will affect
prescribed burning. The WGFD is correct in their observation that the ability to
conduct prescribed burns may be hampered.
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