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CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT is made this 9th day of September, 2020, by and between: 

Tetra Tech, Inc. 
4750 W. 2100 South 

Salt Lake City, UTAH 84120, 

(hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant”) and: 

SEVEN COUNTY INFRASTRUCTURE COALITION 
294 EAST 100 SOUTH 

PRICE UTAH 84501,  

(hereinafter referred to as the “Client”)

WHEREAS the Client requires that certain Services (the "Services") be provided by consultant as set forth 
in Work Authorization(s) signed by Client (a sample of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A).  To the extent 
a Work Authorization conflicts with the terms of this Agreement, this Agreement shall control. 

WHEREAS the Consultant possesses the necessary skills and experience to provide the required Services; 

NOW THEREFORE the Client and the Consultant hereby agree as follows: 

ARTICLE 1 CONTRACT DOCUMENTS 

The Contract (and the Contract Documents) shall be deemed to include: 

1. Consulting Services Agreement 
2. General Terms and Conditions of the Consulting Services Agreement 
3. Consultant’s Proposal 
4. Work Authorization 

The Contract Documents are complementary and what is called for by any one shall be as binding as if 
called for by all.  

ARTICLE 2 SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The Scope of Services under this Agreement shall be as set out in the Consultant’s Proposal(s) and 
subsequent Work Order(s), or as otherwise mutually agreed to by the Consultant and the Client in writing.  
It is the intention of this Agreement that the Consultant furnish all labor, materials, equipment, supplies, 
services, facilities, and all other things necessary to provide the required Services, except those items 
specifically stated as being furnished by the Client. 
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 GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE 
CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT

The following provisions shall be incorporated into and be deemed to be a part of the Agreement between Tetra Tech, Inc.
(the "Consultant") and SEVEN COUNTY INFRASTRUCTURE COALITION (the "Client"), wherein the Consultant is required 
to provide professional consulting services to the Client. 

1. STANDARD OF CARE – LIMITED WARRANTY 

The Consultant will provide professional consulting services, as defined in the Scope of Work or otherwise mutually agreed 
to between the Consultant and the Client, and in a manner consistent with that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by 
other professional consultants performing comparable services under comparable circumstances at the time services are 
performed under this Agreement.  No other representations are made to the Client, express or implied, and no warranty or 
guarantee not expressly stated herein is included or intended in this Agreement or in the Consultant's proposals, contracts, 
reports, opinions, designs or documents. 
The remedies set forth in this paragraph are exclusive. 

2. RELATIONSHIP OF THE PARTIES 

A. If all or any part of the Scope of Work is to be performed in the general vicinity of an existing operating plant or 
facility owned or operated by the Client or in an area where dust, fumes, gas, noise, vibrations and other particulate or non-
particulate matter is in the atmosphere where it raises a potential or possible health hazard or nuisance to employees 
working in the area, or to others working in the general vicinity of the work area, the Client shall notify the Consultant of 
such nuisance or health hazard and thereafter the Consultant and all subcontractors shall take reasonable measures to 
protect their employees against such possible nuisances or health hazards. 

B. Consultant and its employees, agents, affiliates and subcontractors shall act solely as independent contractors in 
performing Services under this Agreement.  Except as specifically provided in this Agreement Consultant shall have no right 
or authority to act for Client and will not enter into any contract or other agreement, or incur any debt, liability or obligation 
of any nature in the name of, or on behalf of, Client.  Consultant, its employees, agents, affiliates and subcontractors shall 
not be considered agents or employees of Client.  Reliance upon the Services provided under this Agreement is limited to 
Client and any third party reliance that may be available is contingent upon written agreement executed by Consultant and 
upon the full execution by the third party of a letter of understanding provided by Consultant.  Client acknowledges that the 
Services provided under this Agreement shall in no way be construed, designed or intended to be relied upon as legal 
advice or interpretation. 

3. CLIENT RESPONSIBILITIES 

A. Client shall: (1) provide Consultant, in writing, all information relating to Client’s requirements for the project; (2) 
correctly identify the location of subsurface structures, horizontally and vertically, such as pipes, tanks, cables,  utilities or 
other man made obstructions; (3) notify Consultant of any potential hazardous substances or other health and safety hazard 
or condition known to the Client existing on or near the project site; (4) give Consultant  prompt written notice of any 
suspected deficiency in the Services; and (5) with reasonable promptness, provide required approvals and decisions. 

B. The Client shall furnish right-of-entry and equipment access for the Consultant and its subcontractors to make 
borings, surveys and/or explorations.  While the Consultant will operate with reasonable care so as not to damage property 
or improvements, cost of repairing any unavoidable damage shall not be the responsibility of the Consultant, unless 
otherwise stated herein.  The Consultant shall not be liable for damage to or injury arising from damage to subterranean 
structures or infrastructure (pipes, tanks, cables, etc.) which are not called to the attention of the Consultant and correctly 
shown on the plans furnished to the Consultant, in connection with Services provided under this Agreement.   

4. SITE CONDITIONS

A. The Client acknowledges that environmental, geologic, and geotechnical conditions can vary from those 
encountered at the times and locations where data are obtained by the Consultant.  Because the available data are limited, 
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the Client acknowledges that there is some level of uncertainty with respect to the interpretation of these environmental, 
geologic, and geotechnical conditions, despite the professional care and skill applied by the Consultant. 

B. Consultant acknowledges that Client has notified Consultant of all such hazardous substances which it knows or 
which it reasonably suspects are or may be present at or contiguous to the site or which may otherwise affect the Services 
known to Client.  Client shall notify Consultant as soon as practicable if Client discovers either the presence of hazardous 
substances or facts or information which causes Client to reasonably suspect the presence of any such hazardous 
substances.  Hazardous substances shall include, but not be limited to, any substance which poses or may pose a present 
or potential hazard to human health or the environment, whether contained in a product, material, by-product, waste or 
sample and whether it exists in a solid, liquid, semi-solid or gaseous form.  As Consultant has been advised of such 
conditions at the site known to Client, Consultant shall assume responsibility to advise its employees, agents, affiliates, 
subcontractors and any third parties invited by Consultant to the site of the same conditions and additional conditions known 
to Consultant. 

C. Consultant acknowledges that Client has notified Consultant whether all or any part of the work to Client’s 
knowledge, is to be performed in the general vicinity of an area where asbestos, dust, fumes, gas, noise, vibrations or other 
particulate or non-particulate matter is in the atmosphere where it raises a potential health hazard or nuisance to those 
working in the area.  Consultant is authorized by Client to take all reasonable measures Consultant deems necessary to 
protect its employees against such possible health hazards or nuisance.  If Consultant is required to upgrade to Personal 
Protection Levels B or A, the reasonable direct cost of such measures shall be borne by Client. 

D. If any previously undisclosed hazardous substances or conditions are discovered or reasonably suspected by 
Consultant during performance of the Services, Consultant may, at its discretion, suspend the Services until reasonable 
measures have been taken to protect Consultant’s employees from such hazardous substances or conditions.  Whether or 
not Consultant suspends the Services, in whole or in part, Client and Consultant agree that the scope of the Services, terms 
and conditions, schedule and the estimated fee or budget shall be adjusted in accordance with the disclosed information or 
condition or Consultant or Client may, at their discretion, terminate the Agreement.   

5. MONITORING 

The Client recognizes that a satisfactorily designed, installed, and maintained monitoring system may assist in the early 
detection of environmental changes, and if detrimental changes are detected, permit prompt development and 
implementation of mitigating or remedial measures.  Unless it is specifically included in the Scope of Work under this 
Agreement, the Consultant will not perform such monitoring, and any such monitoring shall be the sole responsibility of the 
Client. 

6.  PERMITS 

Consultant shall assist the Client in applying for permits and approvals required by law, or more specifically specified in this 
Agreement.  Consultant shall not be responsible for any delays due to the actions or inactions of the Client or any third 
party. 

7. REUSE OF DOCUMENTS 

A. The Client shall have the right to use the reports, reproductions thereof, drawings and specifications resulting from 
the Consultant's efforts under the Agreement (the "Materials") only for those purposes expressly contemplated in the 
Agreement.  The Materials shall not be used by Client for other projects, for additions to the subject project, for any portions 
of the project following any termination of the Consultant, or for completion of the project by others (unless the Consultant 
is in material breach of this Agreement), except by agreement in writing. 

B. In the event that the Client agrees to, permits or authorizes changes in the drawings, specifications, reports and 
documents prepared by the Consultant pursuant to this Agreement, which changes are not consented to in writing by the 
Consultant, the Client acknowledges that the changes and any effects arising there from are not and shall not be the 
responsibility of the Consultant and the Client agrees to release the Consultant from all liability arising from the use of such 
changed documents.  The Client further agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the Consultant, its affiliates and 
their respective directors, officers, employees, agents and subcontractors from and against all claims, demands, damages 
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or costs arising from such unauthorized changes and their effects. 

8. PRESERVATION OF SAMPLES

The Consultant shall not be obligated to preserve samples of soil, rock, or water obtained from the project site(s) for longer 
than thirty (30) days after the issuance of any document that includes, but is not limited to, the data obtained from those 
samples.  The Client agrees to receive any such sample material for its sole, lawful storage, treatment, or disposal at any 
time after expiration of the 30-day term.  

9. GOVERNMENT RELATIONS

The Consultant shall act only as an advisor in all governmental relations.  

10. INFORMATION PROVIDED BY OTHERS

The Consultant shall provide the required Services based upon information available at the time, including information 
provided by the Client and others upon which the Consultant shall reasonably be entitled to rely.  The Consultant shall not 
be liable for any errors, omissions, or inaccuracies which result from the Consultant's reliance on such information provided 
by others, provided however that the Consultant shall be obliged to review such information for appropriateness, prior to its 
use, and shall promptly notify the Client of any apparent errors, omissions or inaccuracies. 

11.  COMPENSATION 

A. The Consultant shall be compensated for all labor, material, equipment, subcontract and related charges (including 
all applicable taxes) incurred in connection with providing the required professional consulting services, including such 
activities as investigations, research, design development, preparation of reports, drawings and specifications, and 
construction management or site inspections / construction oversight, as well as for word processing, graphics, report 
production, and other clerical activities associated with the Services. 

B. Time spent traveling, when in the interest of the project, will be charged to the Client at hourly rates.  No more than 
eight (8) hours of travel time will be charged in any day. 

C. The estimated budget or maximum fee set forth in the Consultant's Proposal is for the Scope of Work described 
therein.  The price and schedule proposed are based on Consultant’s best judgment of the requirements known at the time 
of the proposal. Additional work due to changes in the Scope of Work requested by the Client, as well as additional work 
due to changed field conditions, shall constitute additional services for which additional compensation shall be paid in 
accordance with the Schedule of Charges. Should it be determined that work is required which does not fall under the 
original Scope of Work, Consultant will notify the Client and  will submit a revised price to cover the out of scope work.  
Client must approve out of scope work before Consultant will proceed with work. 

D.  Unless specified otherwise, the proposed   billing rates, included in each individual proposal under this Agreement, 
are effective through the Consultant’s fiscal year (ending 9/30) and shall be subject to review and adjustment, as necessary 
to reflect annual increases in wages and operating expenses. 

E.  Expert Testimony. Expert witness testimony or participation at hearings or depositions, including necessary 
preparation time, will be charged at 200% of the rate quoted. 

F.  Other Direct Costs – Time and Material Projects.  Unless otherwise set forth in the applicable Work Authorization, 
the following changes shall apply to other Direct Costs.  Charges for Other Direct Costs and facilities furnished by Consultant 
are computed on the basis of actual cost plus fifteen percent.  This override covers the costs associated with cost of money, 
the risks associated with our responsibility for delivery on behalf of subcontractors, assorted administrative time, etc.  
Examples of such items which are directly attributable to the project include: shipping charges; printing; special fees; 
permits; special insurance and licenses; subcontracts; reproduction; equipment rental; and miscellaneous materials.  Travel 
and travel-related expense are also computed on the basis of actual cost plus fifteen percent.  A charge equal to 4.5% of 
total labor will be included on each invoice in place of itemized billing for the following in-house expenses: office  
supplies, in-office and cellular telephone calls, facsimiles, postage, in-house photocopying, and immaterial overnight 
express charges. 
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12. INVOICES AND TERMS OF PAYMENT

A. Invoices for Services provided by the Consultant will be rendered monthly.  Such invoices will clearly delineate: the 
task(s) worked on; the respective quantities of each task completed or the time and expenses incurred; the applicable unit 
rate(s); the arithmetic extensions of the amounts invoiced; and such additional information as may be appropriate in support 
of the invoice.  The Client hereby agrees that the periodic invoices rendered by the Consultant are correct, conclusive, and 
binding on the Client unless the Client notifies the Consultant in writing, within ten (10) days from the date of receipt of such 
invoices, of alleged inaccuracies, discrepancies, or errors. 

B. Client agrees to pay all undisputed invoice amounts no later than thirty (30) days after receipt of invoice.  Should 
the Client fail to make payment on an undisputed invoice within thirty (30) days after  receipt of such invoice, a late payment 
charge of 1-1/2% per month, or a monthly charge not to exceed the maximum rate allowed by law, will be payable on any 
outstanding balance.  Should the client fail to make payment on any invoice within sixty (60) days of the date of receipt of 
such invoice, the Consultant shall have the right to consider such default in payment a material breach of this Agreement 
and may, upon giving seven (7) days written notice, suspend any or all services in connection with the Project until all 
outstanding amounts are paid in full.  Any attorneys' fees or other costs incurred in collecting any delinquent account shall 
be paid by the Client. The Client shall remit payment by check or wire transfer to the remittance address reflected on the 
Consultant’s monthly invoices. 

C. If payment for services rendered is to be made to the Consultant by a third-party lender, on behalf of the Client, the 
Client agrees that the Consultant shall not be required to indemnify the third-party lender, in the form of an endorsement or 
otherwise, as a condition of receiving payment for services. 

13. RESERVED

14. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY

Neither party hereto, nor its affiliates, its subcontractors, or vendors of any tier, shall be liable to the other party or its affiliates 
in any action or claim for loss of profit, revenue, loss of product, loss of use or for any other indirect, consequential or special 
damages, even if caused by the sole or concurrent negligence of such party and even if advised of the possibility thereof. 
Client agrees that in consideration of the contract price and the comparative levels of risk taken, all claims for indemnification 
or contribution from Consultant shall be limited, in the aggregate, to the amount paid Consultant as total compensation for 
the applicable Services less amounts paid to its subcontractors or others in connection with the performance of the Services 
or a total amount of $50,000, whichever is less. All claims against Consultant shall be deemed waived unless made by 
Client in writing and received by Consultant within six months after Consultant has completed that portion of the Services 
with respect to which the claim is made, unless Client was unable to discover or exercise the claim within such six month 
period due to any action by Consultant to conceal, mislead, or otherwise prevent Client from discovering or exercising the 
claim. Any limitation on or exculpation from liability afforded Consultant by this Agreement shall be applicable regardless of 
whether the action or claim is based in contract, tort (including negligence and professional errors and omissions), statute, 
strict liability, breach of contract, breach of warranty, or otherwise, and shall likewise limit the liability of Consultant’s affiliates, 
subcontractors and vendors of any tier and their respective officers, agents and employees.  For purposes of this Article an 
"affiliate" of a party includes any parent, subsidiary or affiliated corporation, partnership or other legal entity, and its and 
their officers, agents, employees and insurers.  There are no third party beneficiaries of this Agreement and no third party 
may rely upon the obligations herein or upon the findings of any report produced hereby.  This Agreement does not create 
or confer any legal claim or cause of action in favor of any party not a signatory to this Agreement and the obligations and 
legal duties imposed on any party by this Agreement are owed exclusively to the other party or parties and are not owed to 
any party not a signatory to this Agreement. 

15. INDEMNIFICATION

A. The Consultant shall indemnify the Client from and against all liabilities, claims, penalties, fines, forfeitures, suits, 
and the costs and expenses incident thereto (including costs of defense, settlement, and reasonable attorney's fees), which 
the Client hereafter may incur, become responsible for, or pay out as a result of death or bodily injury to any person, 
destruction or damage to any property, or any violation or alleged violation of governmental laws, regulations or orders to 
the extent that the Client proves such death, injury or damage was caused by (1) the gross negligence or willful misconduct 
of the Consultant, its directors, officers, employees, agents, or representatives in performance of this Agreement; or (2) the 
Consultant's breach of any term or provision of this Agreement; except to the extent such liabilities or losses are attributable 
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to the gross negligence or willful misconduct of the Client. 

B. The Client acknowledges that in seeking the professional services of the Consultant, the Client may be requesting 
the Consultant to undertake, for the Client's benefit, activities involving the presence or potential presence of hazardous, 
toxic or polluted substances of which the Consultant has not created or generated or contributed to the creation of any pre-
existing conditions at the Site.  The Client shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the Consultant and its directors, 
officers, employees, agents and subcontractors, from and against all liabilities, claims, penalties, fines, forfeitures, suits, 
and the costs and expenses incident thereto (including costs of defense, settlement, and reasonable expert witness and 
attorney fees), which the Consultant hereafter may incur, become responsible for, or pay out as a result of death or bodily 
injury to any person, destruction or damage to any property, or any violation or alleged violation of governmental laws, 
regulations or orders as a result of or in connection with (1) any actual or potential environmental pollution or contamination, 
including, without limitation, any actual or threatened release of toxic or hazardous materials, or failure to detect or properly 
evaluate the presence of such substances;  (2) any action taken by the Consultant, its directors, officers, employees, agents, 
or representatives as Client's agent under the section entitled REPORTING AND DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS; or (3) any 
action arising from or relating to Client’s noncompliance with the obligations set forth in Article 3. Client shall not be obligated 
to indemnify, defend, or hold harmless Consultant if the liability, obligation, or loss was caused by either (1) the gross 
negligence or willful misconduct of Consultant, or (2) Consultant’s breach of any term or provision of this Agreement.  

C. In the event that a claim is made by one party or parties against the other party or parties, at law or otherwise, for 
any alleged error, omission, or other act arising out of the performance of professional services, or any breach of this 
Agreement, and the claiming party fails to prove such claim, then the claiming party shall pay any and all costs incurred by 
the defending party in defending itself against the claim, including, but not limited to, attorneys' fees, expert witness fees, 
and court costs.  The claiming party agrees that such payment shall be made immediately following dismissal of the case 
or upon entry of final, non-appealable judgment. 

16. INSURANCE

A. The Consultant will maintain, throughout the term of this Agreement, insurance of the kinds and having the limits of 
liability and coverage as set forth below: 

1. Worker's Compensation - Coverage A  Statutory 
Employer's Liability - Coverage B $1,000,000 each occurrence 

2. Commercial General and Contractual Liability 
Bodily Injury  $1,000,000 each occurrence 

$1,000,000 aggregate 

Property Damage $1,000,000 each occurrence 
$1,000,000 aggregate 

3. Comprehensive Automobile Liability 
Combined Single Limit  $1,000,000 

4. Professional Liability  $2,000,000 each occurrence 
$2,000,000 aggregate 

B. Upon request by the Client, the Consultant shall provide a Certificate of Insurance evidencing such coverage and 
shall not cancel, reduce, restrict or change in any way the insurance coverage provided, without giving at least thirty (30) 
days prior written notice to the Client. 

17. NON-DISCLOSURE OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 

The Consultant agrees not to disclose to third parties, without the Client's prior written permission, confidential or proprietary 
information or trade secrets provided to the Consultant or its employees, agents, or subcontractors, which have not been 
previously disclosed to the Consultant by outside third parties, or which are not in the public domain, except to the extent 
that such information is required by law or by the professional obligations of the Consultant to be disclosed.  The Consultant 
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will use its reasonable efforts to safeguard from unauthorized disclosure to third parties any such information given to it.  
The Client agrees not to disclose to third parties confidential or proprietary information provided to it by the Consultant 
without prior written permission. 

Ownership of intellectual property in any drawings, documents, information, samples, models, patterns, or any other tangible 
or intangible thing existing prior to the date of execution of this Agreement and any developments or improvements to that 
intellectual property and any intellectual property created or developed otherwise than in connection with the Services at 
any time remains with Consultant. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, Client agrees that Consultant may include the Client’s name and a general 
description of the Services provided, including both narrative and photographic representations of the Services, in general 
informational presentations made by Client for the promotion of its expertise and experience.   

18. REPORTING AND DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS 

A. Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be construed or interpreted as requiring the Consultant to assume the 
status of an owner, operator, generator, transporter, storer, treater, disposer or person who arranges for disposal, as those 
terms, or any other terms, appear within any federal or state statute governing the treatment, storage and disposal of 
hazardous or toxic substances or wastes.  The Client shall be solely responsible for notifying all appropriate federal, state, 
municipal or other governmental agencies of the existence of any hazardous, toxic or dangerous materials located on or in 
the project site(s), or discovered during the performance of the Services under this Agreement. 

B. The Client shall be solely responsible for making and paying for all necessary arrangements to lawfully store, treat, 
recycle, dispose of, or otherwise handle hazardous or toxic substances or wastes, including, but not limited to, used or 
unused samples, drill cuttings, or water from well development, sampling and/or testing left on the project site(s) by the 
Consultant.  The Client agrees to be the signatory as generator for any manifests required for such materials.  The 
Consultant may, upon the written request of Client and in Consultant’s sole discretion, agree to make such arrangements 
on behalf of the Client, as the Client's agent, however, no agreement by the Consultant to make such arrangements on 
behalf of the Client on any such occasion shall confer any responsibility or liability upon the Consultant or be construed to 
be an agreement to make such arrangements on any preceding or succeeding occasions. 

19. DISPUTES 

In the event of a dispute between the parties regarding performance of any obligation arising under this Agreement, the 
parties shall attempt in good faith to resolve the dispute through negotiation.  If the dispute cannot be settled through 
negotiation within 14 days after written notice of the dispute is given by one party to the other, then upon service of a written 
demand by either party, the parties agree to try in good faith to settle the dispute by mediation under the Commercial 
Mediation Rules of the American Arbitration Association.  Mediation shall take place in Utah, and the costs of mediation 
shall be borne equally by the parties.  If within 30 days after service of a written demand for mediation, the mediation does 
not result in settlement of the dispute, then upon service of a written demand by either party, any unresolved dispute shall 
be decided by arbitration in the State of Utah, by a single arbitrator, in accordance with the Commercial Arbitration Rules of 
the American Arbitration Association, and utilizing the substantive law of the State of Utah.  The arbitrator will have no 
authority to award punitive or other damages not measured by the prevailing party’s actual damages, except as may be 
required by statute.  Judgment upon the award rendered by the arbitrator may be entered in any court having jurisdiction 
thereof.   

20. TERMINATION

A. If either party (1) commits a breach of any material obligation under this Agreement; or (2) becomes insolvent or 
unable to meet its financial obligation; or (3) be adjudicated bankrupt  the other party may notify the failing party in writing 
that it is in default of its contractual obligations and instruct it to immediately correct the fault.  If the default is not immediately 
corrected, the notifying party may, without prejudice to any other right or remedy it may have, terminate the Agreement.  
This Agreement may also be terminated for convenience by the mutual written consent of both parties with 30 days prior 
written notice.   

B. Upon termination of the Agreement, the Client shall immediately compensate the Consultant for work completed 
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and Services rendered.  In addition, an equitable adjustment shall be made to provide for termination costs arising from 
commitments which had become firm before termination, and for the winding down and protection of the work.  If the 
Consultant is in default, the Client shall be entitled to deduct from the monies owing to the Consultant the amount of any 
incremental costs reasonably incurred in correcting the default, provided that such incremental costs are certified to the 
Consultant.  There shall be no payment for loss of anticipated profits or consequential damages. 

C. All provisions of the Agreement under the headings TERMS AND CONDITIONS, LIMITATION OF LIABILITY, 
INDEMNIFICATION and REPORTING AND DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS shall survive the termination, suspension or 
completion of this Agreement. 

21. UNFORESEEN CIRCUMSTANCES

If, during the performance of Services under this Agreement, any unforeseen conditions or occurrences, including without 
limitation unforeseen hazardous substances or waste, are encountered which, in Consultant's sole judgment, may 
significantly affect the Services, the risk involved in providing the Services, or the Scope of Services, Client will agree with 
Consultant to modify the Scope of Services and Consultant will provide an estimate of additional charges to include 
provisions for the previously unforeseen circumstances.  Such estimate, when executed by Client and Consultant will be a 
valid change order in accordance with the provisions of Section 10 of this Agreement.  As an alternative, Consultant may 
terminate Services under this Agreement in writing effective on the date specified by Consultant, in which event Client shall 
pay Consultant for services performed to the date of termination, plus reasonable expenses of termination. 

22.  DELAYS 

Consultant shall not be held liable for any delay or failure in performance of any part of this Agreement by reason of any 
cause beyond its reasonable control, or any delays resulting from the Client or any other third parties actions or inactions. 

23. FORCE MAJEURE 

Consultant shall not be liable to Client for any loss, liability, cost, damage or expense arising out of the delay or failure to 
render Services under this Agreement where such delay or failure arises by reason of legislative, administrative or 
government prohibition, fire, weather conditions, earthquakes, or any other natural disasters, hostilities, civil disturbances, 
labor or industrial disputes, acts of God or any other event beyond the reasonable control of Consultant, in which event 
either party may terminate that portion of the Services under this Agreement not yet completed, and Consultant shall have 
no further liability to Client therefore.  A change authorization extending the time to perform and stating an appropriate fee 
adjustment may be elected by mutual agreement of the parties hereto. 

24.  ETHICS AND BUSINESS PRACTICES 

Both parties shall comply with all applicable local, state, and federal regulations and laws, ordinances, rules, and regulations, 
as well as the U.S. Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, UK Bribery Act, or other law as the may apply. 

25.  NOTICES 

Any notices or other communications required hereunder shall be in writing and shall be deemed given when delivered in 
person or when mailed, by certified or registered first class mail, postage prepaid, return receipt requested, addressed to 
the parties at their addresses specified below their respective signatures or to such other addresses of which a party shall 
have notified the other in accordance with the provisions of this Section.

26.  WAIVER.  

Any waiver by either party of any provision or condition of this Agreement shall not be construed or deemed to be a waiver 
of any other provision or condition of this Agreement, nor a waiver of a subsequent breach of the same provision or condition, 
unless such waiver is expressed in writing by the party to be bound.   
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27.  SEVERABILITY 

If any provision or portion of this Agreement shall be finally determined to be invalid or unenforceable in whole or part, the 
remaining provisions hereof shall remain in full force and effect and be binding upon the parties hereto.   

28. ASSIGNMENT OF AGREEMENT

Neither the Client nor the Consultant shall assign any rights or obligations under this Agreement without the prior written 
consent of the other. 

29.  GOVERNING LAW 

The validity, interpretation, and performance of this Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the 
laws of the State of Utah, without regard to conflict of law provisions.   

30. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

The written Agreement constitutes the entire Agreement between the Client and the Consultant.  It supersedes all prior 
written or oral agreements, or contemporaneous communications with respect to the subject matter thereof, and has not 
been induced by any representation, statements, or agreements other than those herein expressed. 

31. MODIFICATION OF AGREEMENT

The conditions of this Agreement may not be modified except by written agreement between the Consultant and the Client, 
and no amendment to this Agreement shall be binding on either party unless reduced to writing, and signed by an officer or 
duly authorized representative of the party sought to be bound thereby. 
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Mr. Mike McKee, Executive Director 
Seven County Infrastructure Coalition 
Submitted via secure link 
 

Subject: Proposal to Provide Third-Party NEPA Process Services for the Seven County Infrastructure Coalition 
Eastern Utah Regional Connection Project 

Mr. McKee: 

Tetra Tech Inc. is pleased to present our proposal in response to the Request for Proposal for Third-Party 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) services for the Eastern Utah Regional Connection Project (Project). 
We are excited by this opportunity to work with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the Seven County 
Infrastructure Coalition in the evaluation and authorization of a transportation corridor for the purpose of improving 
access within the Eastern Utah region.  

The Tetra Tech team assembled for the Project has exceptional qualifications and experience working with the 
BLM and other federal and state agencies in Utah. Through this experience, we have developed solid 
relationships with many agency representatives throughout Utah and built a favorable reputation of being highly 
responsive and technically qualified. This translates to significant efficiency in our approach to the Project and 
makes this Tetra Tech team uniquely qualified to complete the environmental impact statement.  

Our team has extensive experience evaluating linear projects on BLM-administered lands in Utah and throughout 
the Intermountain West. We understand the importance of incorporating sound design features and applicant-
committed environmental protection measures into a NEPA impacts analysis to succinctly document how impacts 
would be minimized. We are knowledgeable of and have implemented the requirements of Executive Order 
13807 and Secretary of the Interior's Order 3355. This combined experience will facilitate compliance with 
regulations and adherence to the necessary schedule and page limits for the EIS. 

Our experience and knowledge implementing NEPA; resource expertise; local relationships; and sound and 
efficient technical approach set Tetra Tech apart. We are a hard-working team with an understanding of the need 
to work efficiently within authorized budgets.  

Tetra Tech looks forward to the opportunity to work with the BLM and the Seven County Infrastructure Coalition 
for the proposed Eastern Utah Regional Connection Project. For clarifications or further discussion, please call 
me at (801) 244-7525 or contact me via email at michele.weidner@tetratech.com. 

Thank you for your consideration,  

Tetra Tech, Inc. 

  

 
Michele R. Weidner  
Project Manager 
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SECTION #1 PROJECT TEAM 

Tetra Tech has assembled a strong team who will implement a sound and efficient approach to assist the Bureau 
of Land Management (BLM) with the authorization of the Eastern Utah Regional Connection Project (EURC) 
(Project). The Seven County Infrastructure Coalition (Applicant) seeks authorization of this transportation corridor 
to improve access to eastern Utah, thus increasing opportunities for the people of Utah.  

Tetra Tech’s team is comprised of locally based National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) experts and resource 
specialists. We have worked together on several environmental impact statements (EISs), environmental 
assessments (EAs) and linear projects. We have a reputation with federal and state agencies in Utah of being 
responsive, good communicators, and cost- and schedule-conscience. We propose a team of highly qualified 
professionals and acknowledge that considerable work has been invested in planning the EURC Project. Tetra 
Tech understands that supporting documentation of the Project and resources affected (i.e., Plan of 
Development, Resource Reports) has been or will be prepared. This allows for the use of a small core NEPA 
team to keep communications efficient, writing styles consistent, and ultimately control costs. Our team is 
presented below and shown on Figure 1. Two-page resumes of key staff are included in Appendix A. 

TETRA TECH TEAM 
Ms. Cameo Flood – Ms. Cameo Flood will serve as the Senior NEPA Specialist and Senior Project Manager. 
She offers more than 35 years of experience as a project manager or interdisciplinary team leader on over 20 
EISs, with numerous past successes conducting third-party NEPA analysis following Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) implementing regulations (40 CFR 1500- 1508), BLM NEPA Handbook H-1790-1, and BLM 
Planning Handbook 1601 H-1601-1. Prior to her work as a consultant, Ms. Flood served as a Forest Service 
NEPA coordinator for 12 years. Her NEPA lead experience on numerous mining, transmission line, wind farm, 
pipeline, transportation, timber sale, and Resource Management Plan (RMP) revision projects will be expertly 
applied.  

Cameo is known by her colleagues to be the schedule driver. Her strong technical and management skills have 
been crucial to completing NEPA projects on time and within budget. Her depth of experience allows her to 
identify potential issues early and effectively resolve issues through clear communication and knowledge of the 
regulations. Her considerable NEPA experience over a wide breadth of project types, agencies, and locations is 
useful in assisting agencies in navigating the NEPA process. 

Ms. Michele Weidner – Ms. Weidner will serve as the Project Manager/NEPA Specialist. Over her 20 years of 
experience working on NEPA projects, she has developed skills as a Permitting Specialist and NEPA Project 
Manager to complement her technical background in vegetation and wetlands. She has managed eight NEPA 
projects for the BLM, six of which were under the Secretary of the Interior Order 3355 schedule constraints. 
Michele is good at coordinating teams and will be the primary contact for communications between Tetra Tech, 
the Applicant, and the BLM and other agencies. Michele prioritizes being responsive - to her clients, participating 
agencies, and her staff. She values addressing issues early to save time and minimize frustration, and she is 
known for providing clear direction on tasks and providing useful technical review of deliverables. Ms. Weidner is 
a supervisor in the Salt Lake City office and has the management authority to prioritize staff schedules.  

In addition to her experience as a vegetation and wetland resources specialist, Ms. Weidner has completed the 
visual resource analysis for three BLM NEPA projects. She has worked with the BLM manuals providing direction 
on Visual Resource Management and Visual Resource Inventory. 

Ms. Weidner will apply management tools and methods she has used successfully on other projects to ensure the 
highest quality of deliverables and adherence to schedule and budget. Besides striving for overall project 
success, her role as Project Manager is to: 
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• Communicate progress and issues to agencies and the Applicant as the primary point of contact; 

• Understand and perform commitments incorporated in the Memorandum of Understanding; 

• Fulfill the requirements in the Scope of Work; 

• Direct staff in performing the Scope of Work; 

• Oversee project quality assurance in writing, analysis, and documentation; 

• Assist with coordinating agency review and public participation; 

• Ensure completion of revisions made during agency review and document results; 

• Produce a legally defensible EIS and Record of Decision, with oversight and guidance from the agencies;  

• Manage staff within the agreed upon budget and schedule; and 

• Maintain confidentiality. 

Ms. Jill Reid - Ms. Reid is a natural resources specialist and NEPA project manager with over 14 years of 
professional experience managing the NEPA process for several EAs authorizing linear projects throughout Utah, 
as well as conducting desktop analyses and field surveys. She has worked closely with several Utah BLM field 
offices, Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR), and US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Utah Ecological 
Services Field Office coordinating EAs, Biological Assessments, and baseline surveys and reports. Jill is known 
for being very detail-oriented and responsive. In addition to preparing NEPA documents, her experience includes 
coordinating agency and public communications and public scoping, maintaining mailing lists, organizing public 
scoping meetings, and analyzing and tracking public comments. Jill will serve as the Assistant Project Manager 
and general Resource Specialist. She is a strong technical writer and will draft resource sections, assist with the 
general EIS preparation, complete quality assurance/quality control of all deliverables. She will coordinate 
comment tracking and responses, compile the project record, and assist the Project Manager with day-to-day 
management activities, such as tracking deliverables and reviews, and preparing meeting notes.  

Ms. Wendy Rieth, Wildlife/GIS – For over 14 years, Ms. Rieth has specialized in supporting NEPA analyses and 
agency coordination for potential effects on federally listed and other special status species, including greater 
sage-grouse, general wildlife and avian species, and with issues such as effects on big game habitat and 
migration. She has completed desktop GIS assessments and written Biological Assessments for effects on many 
federally listed and BLM Sensitive species including yellow-billed cuckoo, federally listed plants of the Uinta 
Basin, fish species of the Colorado River, and Mexican spotted owl. Her GIS experience will support the analysis 
of all resources, and lends well to evaluating land use and access issues. She produces high-quality work and 
has received praise from agency resource specialists on her research and impact analyses. Wendy will also 
conduct GIS analysis, mapping, and data management for the EIS. 

Mr. Mark Karpinski, Cultural Resources – Mr. Karpinski will serve as the Cultural Resource Principal 
Investigator and tribal coordinator. He has over 18 years of professional experience completing cultural resource 
management projects across Utah, including the Uinta Basin, Book Cliffs, and surrounding localities. The projects 
have included consultation with the BLM Moab and Vernal field offices, the Uinta Ouray Tribe, and the Utah State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). His work has included inventory, testing, and monitoring for numerous linear 
corridors, mining, movie production, and energy development projects across the Colorado Plateau portions of 
Utah. He has written supporting technical reports to meet multiple agency stipulations, including contributing 
cultural resource sections to NEPA related documents. Mr. Karpinski holds a Utah Public Lands Policy 
Coordination Office (PLPCO) cultural resource principal investigator permit (No. 84) for supervising work on all 
State of Utah lands. He manages the Cultural Resources Group in the Salt Lake City Office, which maintains a 
blanket BLM Cultural Resource Use Permit (19UT085083) in good standing. He will participate in meetings and 
provide senior oversight/quality assurance of the cultural resource components of the NEPA process. 
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Sara Woolsey, Air Quality - Sara Woolsey has more than 13 years of professional experience in performing air 
quality permitting, permit compliance reporting, emissions inventory development, and air quality dispersion 
modeling analyses. She has experience completing air permitting applications including Title V applications, and 
developing emission inventory calculations for criteria pollutants, hazardous air pollutants, and greenhouse gases 
(GHGs). She has assisted with the air quality section of NEPA analysis for projects across the country and has 
worked with many State and Federal agencies. Her dispersion modeling experience involves preparing 
meteorological and terrain data for use in the model and developing emissions inventories, source parameters, 
and receptor grids for input into the model. Both modeling protocol and report writing are in her expertise. Ms. 
Woolsey has developed GHG emissions inventories associated with permit applications and environmental 
impact statements. 

Robert Ingersoll – Mr. Ingersoll brings over 35 years of engineering, regulatory compliance, and senior 
permitting experience to the team. He has worked in private industry and as a consultant. His role will be to 
provide senior regulatory oversight and quality assurance reviews on key deliverables, and assist with Native 
American Cultural Concerns. During his previous role as Deputy Executive Director – Barrick Gold of North 
America, Mr. Ingersoll was responsible for developing permitting strategy and leading BLM coordination to obtain 
federal and state authorizations, providing senior technical reviews of NEPA documents, and coordinating project 
details with key stakeholders such as Tribes and private landowners.  

Janette Hagaman - Ms. Hagaman is a Senior Marketing Manager with more than 15 years of marketing 
experience developing creative outreach materials, such as brochures, newsletters, fact sheets, graphic design, 
presentations, and SharePoint sites for Tetra Tech projects. Ms. Hagaman is adept at interpreting and visually 
communicating complex processes and concepts. Ms. Hagaman is proficient in InDesign, Photoshop, Illustrator, 
Adobe Acrobat, Dreamweaver, and HTML 

Current Obligations and Availability of Team Members During the Duration 
of the Project 
We have staffed the EURC Project with a qualified team who will prioritize the work and meet the schedule. Ms. 
Weidner has both the availability and capabilities to serve as the Project Manager. Ms. Flood will support Ms. 
Weidner with NEPA regulatory guidance, senior project management guidance, and review of critical path items, 
schedules, and agency coordination. Ms. Flood will also participate on the kick-off and monthly calls, attend the 
scoping meetings, attend agency calls, and be available for additional phone calls or in-person meetings, as 
needed. Ms. Weidner will serve as the primary point of contact, manage daily tasks and milestones, and direct 
Tetra Tech team members. Ms. Reid and Ms. Rieth will be responsible for the majority of writing and data 
management, and will take task direction from Ms. Weidner. Supporting staff will also take direction from Ms. 
Weidner and will balance workloads accordingly. Our team members have been environmental consultants for 
most, if not all, of their careers. We understand the meaning of a deadline and will not have any problems with 
accommodating the Project schedule. We have not staffed any subconsultants in our proposal. 
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Figure 1. Tetra Tech Team and Project Roles 

 

WHY THE COALITION SHOULD SELECT TETRA TECH’S PROJECT TEAM 
Tetra Tech was founded in 1966 to provide environmental and engineering services for public and private sector 
clients. Since this time, Tetra Tech has become a leading provider of specialized services for many market 
sectors. We have the expertise, senior management, and administrative support of a large company, but the 
personal service of a small, local firm. Tetra Tech facilitates a professional working environment where the 
individual is responsible for and has the authority to do the work required. 

Tetra Tech is a recognized leader in the preparation of environmental documentation and studies, including NEPA 
analyses. We have consistently demonstrated the ability to produce easily understood, scientifically sound, and 
procedurally correct NEPA documents of the high quality that withstand public, agency, and legal scrutiny. 

Our Salt Lake City-based team has worked with BLM and other federal and state agencies on linear NEPA 
projects throughout Utah. We will provide the Applicant with responsive and technically sound services, while 
adhering to schedule milestones, project deadlines, and authorized budget. Our project examples in Section #2 
show we have experience evaluating linear corridor alignments and documenting the baseline resource 
conditions. Our NEPA project examples show that we have experience working with agency resource specialists 
in identifying issues related to development projects and analyzing the effects on our resource specialties. 
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SECTION #2 CAPABILITY OF CONSULTANT 

Tetra Tech understands the role of a third-party NEPA contractor. Our role is to manage the EIS process. This 
includes facilitating collaboration and communications of the participants, and managing schedule, costs, and 
specific tasks necessary to meet milestones and complete deliverables. The NEPA contractor facilitates public 
involvement to inform decisions that affect the quality of the human environment, and we assist the decision-
makers with meeting their obligations to comply with NEPA and the CEQ NEPA regulations. 

We acknowledge that most projects proposing development or a change on public lands will raise interest from 
the news media and interested sectors of the public. The NEPA process allows for public input and aims to 
balance the opinions and concerns of stakeholders while also meeting the project purpose and management 
direction of the authorizing agency. We have discovered that the best way to handle potentially high-profile 
projects is largely the same way “run-of-the-mill” projects are handled: follow the laws and regulations, be 
transparent, rigorously document the analysis process (meetings, reviews, methods, etc.), and be professional in 
ALL communications. It is also important to not let outside criticism distract the team. These distractions are 
managed the same way as described above. High-profile projects our team members have worked on include: 

• Gateway West Transmission Line EIS and Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line  

• Barrick Bank Enabling Agreement Public Land Project Plan EA 

• Magnum Gas Storage Project 

• Coeur d’Alene Field Office RMP and EIS 

• Resolution Copper Project 

• Kearl Modular Transportation Project EA 

• Midas Gold  

Our EIS team has completed many EAs and EISs for BLM following the BLM NEPA Handbook H-1790-1. Our 
team has extensive experience completing NEPA under Secretarial Order 3355, which emphasizes that the 
purpose of NEPA is not the generation of paperwork, but the adoption of sound decisions based on an informed 
understanding of environmental consequences.  

BLM is mandated under the Federal Land and Policy Management Act (FLPMA) to help protect, maintain, and 
enhance resources in a sustainable way for present and future generations, and Title V of FLMPA authorizes the 
BLM to grant, issue, or renew rights-of-way, including for transportation systems which are in the public interest.  
Tetra Tech understands the EIS must be consistent with the Moab Field Office RMP, which implements FLPMA, 
or an amendment to the RMP may be necessary.  The BLM must also consider consistency with the Grand 
County General Plan.  

Ms. Flood has nearly 30 years of conducting NEPA analysis following the CEQ regulations. Our Project Manager 
and Senior NEPA Specialist have been completing work under the Order since it was initiated and have since 
successfully completed eight NEPA processes under the Order. Tetra Tech has prepared several RMPs, of which 
Cameo has worked on seven for BLM and three for the Bureau of Reclamation. Michele has also worked on two 
early in her consulting career, including the Moab and Monticello RMPs.  

Additional permitting would occur once BLM authorization is received. We understand the portions of the Project 
that cross Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration (SITLA) land will require a separate right-of-way 
(ROW) grant authorization prior to construction. Regarding the potential for impacts to waters of the U.S., our 
Project Manager understands compliance is required with Executive Order 11990 Wetlands and Section 404/401 
of the Clean Water Act, and has extensive experience working with the USACE Bountiful Office in completing 
Section 404/401 permitting for linear projects.   
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PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS AND REFERENCES FOR SELECT PROJECTS 
OF SIMILAR NATURE 
The following projects were recently completed or are near completion, and all involved members of our project 
team who are still employed at Tetra Tech and who are part of the team for this Project. From all of these 
projects, we learned that communications, organization, meeting or exceeding our deliverable dates, and 
producing technically sound, high-quality deliverables equate to success. We are confident that any of the 
references we provided below will speak highly of Tetra Tech’s capabilities. Additional experience managing 
numerous EISs and EAs, and working on linear projects is summarized in Table 1.   

Project Caldwell Canyon Phosphate Mine EIS 

Location BLM Pocatello Field Office, Idaho Falls District 

Agencies BLM Pocatello Field Office, Jeff Cundick, Minerals Branch Chief 
jcundick@blm.gov, (208) 487-6354  

Idaho Department of Environmental Quality  

Proponent P4 Production/Monsanto 

Dates 2014–2019 

 

Relevance and Highlights 

 Supported the BLM with a third-party EIS for a phosphate mine in Idaho 

 Reviewed baseline plans of study and reports and incorporate into the EIS 

 Collaborated with numerous cooperating federal and state agencies 

Description: Tetra Tech was contracted in 2014 to provide third-party NEPA services to the BLM to assist in the 
preparation of an EIS for a new open-pit phosphate mine on BLM Pocatello Field Office administered lands in 
Idaho near Soda Springs. In preparation of the EIS, Tetra Tech’s resource-specific staff reviewed baseline Plans 
of Study and Baseline Reports and coordinated with agency (BLM, DEQ, IDL, USACE, USFWS) resource 
specialists to ensure NEPA adequacy for biological resources (vegetation, wetlands and riparian, threatened, 
endangered, and sensitive species, wildlife, fisheries and aquatics), water (surface water and groundwater), 
geochemistry, cultural resources, soils, visual quality, livestock grazing/range, recreation, transportation and 
access, and noise. 

Tetra Tech geochemistry and water specialists worked closely with the BLM, and the project proponent and their 
consultant to ensure appropriate data collection for geochemistry characterization and groundwater modeling. 
Numerical groundwater flow and solute fate and transport modeling were developed to simulate existing 
conditions and evaluate potential impacts to surface water and groundwater resources from proposed mining 
operations and closure design. Additionally, as part of the Point of Compliance application process through the 
Idaho DEQ, Tetra Tech developed a closure cover design evaluation model to support the EIS. The model 
evaluated the proposed cover and predictive performance. 

The project NEPA process was completed under Secretarial Order 3355 requirements for page limits, which 
allowed the BLM solicitor and State Office reviewers to complete their review quickly. The project timeframe 
shown here includes work completed prior to publication of the Notice of Intent, including the study plan and 
baseline data adequacy reviews, and the modeling efforts.  

  

mailto:jcundick@blm.gov
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Project RMP Powerline Upgrade and City of St. George Waterline Development Projects  

Location BLM St. George Field Office, State, and Private Lands, Red Cliffs National 
Conservation Area, Washington County, Utah 

Agency BLM St. George Field Office: John Kellam, jkellam@blm.gov; 435-688-3200 

Proponents Rocky Mountain Power: Scott Edmisten, scott.edmisten@pacificorp.com 

801-220-4097 

City of St. George: Kade Bringhurst, 435-627-4854; Scott Taylor, 435-627-4850 

Dates 2018–2020 

 

Relevance and Highlights 

 Provided the BLM with NEPA services for a powerline ROW grant amendment and new ROW grant 
for a proposed culinary waterline in the Red Cliffs National Conservation Area 

 Conducted baseline cultural and biological surveys, including protocol surveys for the federally listed 
Mojave desert tortoise 

 Prepared the Biological Assessment and Reclamation Plan for the EA 

 Collaborated with USFWS and UDWR 

 Provided Mojave desert tortoise monitors during construction of the project 

 Established pre- and post-construction vegetation monitoring sites and transects 

 The project was challenging in that authorizations needed to be completed under the Secretarial 
Order 3355 guidelines and in time to allow for construction to occur during the less-active season for 
the Desert tortoise.  

 The project was high-profile due to the location in the Red Cliffs National Conservation Area and the 
authorization was the first completed under the newest RMP for the Area. 

Description: Rocky Mountain Power and the City of St. George contracted with Tetra Tech in 2018 to conduct 
baseline cultural and biological surveys and provide NEPA services to the BLM for a joint EA to authorize a  
powerline ROW amendment and a new culinary waterline ROW on BLM, State, and private lands in and adjacent 
to the Red Cliffs National Conservation Area in Washington County, Utah. Tetra Tech conducted desktop 
assessments for cultural and biological resources; a Class III cultural resource survey; a biological resources 
survey, including two rounds of USFWS protocol surveys for the federally listed Mojave desert tortoise, a 
migratory bird nest survey, and general presence/absence survey for other species; prepared a BA and 
reclamation plan; and coordinated with BLM resource specialists to ensure NEPA adequacy for resources 
analyzed in the EA (i.e., soils; vegetation; fish and wildlife; migratory birds; and threatened, endangered, or 
candidate animal species). 

In 2020, following the authorization, Tetra Tech provided qualified Mojave desert tortoise monitors during 
construction, and established the pre- and post-construction vegetation monitoring sites and transects. 

  

mailto:jkellam@blm.gov
mailto:scott.edmisten@pacificorp.com
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Project Cove Fort Tap Line to Murphy Brown Powerline Project  

Location BLM and SITLA Lands, Beaver County, Utah 

Agency BLM Cedar City Field Office, Brooklynn Cox, bcox@blm.gov; 435-865-3000 

Proponent Rocky Mountain Power, Cole Hambleton, cole.hambleton@pacificorp.com; 

(503) 813-7152 

Dates 2019–2020 

 

Relevance and Highlights 

 Provided the BLM with NEPA services for a new powerline ROW  

 Conducted baseline cultural and biological surveys to support the EA 

 Conducted pre-construction biological surveys, prepared BA 

 Provided cultural monitor during construction of the project 

 Project challenges included the need to assess potential cumulative effects on avian and wildlife of 
the new powerline when combined with effects of the nearby Milford Wind Farm. BLM resource 
specialists from the field office, State office, and Washington D.C. were involved in reviewing the 
direct, indirect, and cumulative effects analyses. 

Description: Rocky Mountain Power filed a ROW application to operate, construct, and maintain a new powerline 
ROW located on BLM and SITLA lands near Milford, Beaver County, Utah. In 2019, Rocky Mountain Power 
contracted Tetra Tech to conduct baseline cultural and biological surveys and provide NEPA services to the BLM 
for an EA to authorize the proposed new powerline ROW. Tetra Tech conducted desktop assessments for cultural 
and biological resources; a Class III cultural resource survey; and a biological resources survey which consisted 
of a general presence/absence survey for BLM Sensitive species, a migratory bird nest survey, and protocol kit 
fox burrow survey. Tetra Tech coordinated with BLM resource specialists regarding alternatives and to ensure 
NEPA adequacy for the resources analyzed in the EA (i.e., soils, migratory birds, and kit fox). 

Prior to construction, Tetra Tech conducted the BLM required pre-construction surveys which included a 
migratory bird nest survey and a kit fox camera trapping survey. During construction of the powerline in 2020, 
Tetra Tech was contracted by Rocky Mountain Power to provide a cultural resource monitor within the boundaries 
of an NRHP eligible site. 

  

mailto:bcox@blm.gov
mailto:cole.hambleton@pacificorp.com
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Project Toiyabe Fingers Mule Deer Habitat Treatment Project EA 

Location BLM Lands, Lander County, Nevada 

Agency BLM Battle Mountain District, Scott Distel, NEPA Coordinator, sdistel@blm.gov 
(775) 635-4093 

Nevada Department of Wildlife, Jeremy Lutz, jlutz@ndow.org, (775) 722-7326 

Proponent Nevada Gold Mines, Steve Schoen, sschoen@nevadagoldmines.com 

(775) 397-8359 

Dates 2019–2020 

 

Relevance and Highlights 

 Provided the BLM with NEPA services for a proposed habitat improvement and vegetation treatment 
project on BLM lands to enhance habitat for mule deer and other sagebrush-obligate species  

 Reviewed baseline reports and prepared eight supplemental environmental reports  

Description: Tetra Tech was contracted in 2019 by Nevada Gold Mines to review baseline reports, prepare 
supplemental environmental reports (SERs), and provide NEPA services to the BLM for an EA to authorize a 
vegetation treatment project on BLM lands administered by the Mount Lewis Field Office in Lander County, 
Nevada. For consistency with Secretarial Order 3355, the Mount Lewis Field Office directed Tetra Tech to 
prepare eight SERs for incorporation by reference in the EA. Baseline data used to support the development of 
the SERs was provided by another consultant, who Tetra Tech coordinated with often to obtain GIS files and 
clarifications on the data collected. Tetra Tech prepared the EA to meet page limits of the Secretarial Order 3355, 
which required incorporating by reference the SERs, supported by summary of the affected environment and 
environmental consequences. The SERs were included on the BLM ePlanning website for reviewers who were 
interested in specific resource issues, including background data and detailed analysis of potential impacts. Tetra 
Tech’s resource-specific staff coordinated with the BLM and the Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW) to 
ensure NEPA adequacy for resources analyzed (i.e., cultural; Native American traditional values; rangeland 
resources; water; soils; vegetation, including general vegetation, forest/woodland products, special status plants, 
and noxious weeds, invasive, and non-native species; wildlife, fish and other aquatic species, and special status 
animals including migratory birds; wild horses, wildland fire and fire management; and human health and safety).  

The NEPA process started on January 16, 2020 and the Decision Record and Finding of No Significant Impact 
were signed June 5, 2020, consistent with Order 3355. During the public comment period, a comment letter was 
sent via email to a different BLM employee other than the BLM project manager. The comment letter had gone 
unnoticed by the BLM until after the Decision Record was posted. Tetra Tech helped the BLM develop a 
defensible strategy to rectify the situation, which involved completing an additional review and summary response 
table for the 45 comments contained in the letter. The BLM published an Addendum to the EA of the comment 
response table. In hindsight, the commenter was someone who typically reviews and comments on BLM actions 
in Nevada. A lesson learned is to take a step back during the comment period and review comments received at a 
high-level to make sure all interested parties have been made aware of the project and pay attention to note that 
comments were received by those who would likely comment . 

  

mailto:sdistel@blm.gov
mailto:jlutz@ndow.org
mailto:sschoen@nevadagoldmines.com
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Project Feeder Line 43 Replacement Project  

Location Private and Uintah-Ouray Reservation Lands, Duchesne and Uintah Counties, 
Utah 

Agency   U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Nicole Fresard, Nicole.d.fresard@usace.army.mil 

(801) 295-8380 x8321 

Ute Indian Tribe 

Proponent Dominion Energy, Laura Springsteen, laura.springsteen@dominionenergy.com 

801-209-5207 

Dates 2019–2020 

 

Relevance and Highlights 

 Conducted baseline cultural and biological resource surveys, including protocol surveys for Ute 
ladies’-tresses, Uinta Basin Hookless cactus, Pariette cactus; and a habitat assessment for yellow-
billed cuckoo  

 Coordinated access permits and survey results with Ute Indian Tribe 

 Conducted wetland delineation, completed aquatic resources reporting for preliminary jurisdictional 
determination, and submitted 404 permit to USACE, including separate Section 401 Certification 
requests to the State of Utah and the EPA for the portion on Tribal lands 

Description: Dominion Energy Utah contracted with Tetra Tech in 2019 to conduct baseline cultural and 
biological surveys and obtain Section 404/401 permits for the Feeder Line 43 Roosevelt to Myton natural gas 
pipeline replacement project. The alignment included suitable habitat for Ute ladies’-tresses and occurs within the 
USFWS distribution polygons for Uinta Basin Hookless cactus and Pariette cactus on Ute Tribal lands. During the 
USACE review period of the Pre-construction notification- Nationwide Permit-12 submittal in April, use of the 
permit across the country was vacated by the U.S. District Court. This required Tetra Tech to work with the 
USACE and Dominion to develop an alternative 404 permitting path. Tetra Tech prepared and submitted a Letter 
of Permission request, which also required individual submittals to the State of Utah and the EPA for 401 
Certifications. After waiting through the USACE review period, the ruling was reversed and again allowed for the 
use of Nationwide Permit-12 for linear utility projects. The USACE requested that Dominion withdraw the Letter of 
Permission submittal and request authorization under the nationwide authorization. Challenges of this project 
included maintaining smooth coordination between the client and the agencies and the Tribe, and navigating 
changes in regulatory policy for Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

  

mailto:Nicole.d.fresard@usace.army.mil
mailto:laura.springsteen@dominionenergy.com
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Table 1. Project Experience 

Project Name and Location, 
Proponent(s), and 

Agency(ies) 

Type of Project and 
Total Project Value 

Key Tetra Tech 
Staff 

Scope of Work  Dates 

Mills Powerline – SITLA and 
BLM Lands, Juab County, UT 

Proponent: Rocky Mountain 
Power 

Agency: BLM Fillmore Field 
Office 

New Powerline ROW 
for Utah Department 
of Transportation  

 

$17,300 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural 
and Biological 
Surveys, 
Categorical 
Exclusion 

Present 

Encana Tap Line – BLM 
Lands, Uintah County, UT 

Proponent: Rocky Mountain 
Power 

Agency: BLM Vernal Field 
Office 

New Powerline ROW 
for Injection Well 

 

$9,900 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural 
and Biological 
Surveys; potential 
need for EA  

Present 

Husky 1- North Dry Ridge –
Caribou-Targhee National 
Forest, ID 

Proponent: Itafos 

Agencies: Forest Service, 
Caribou-Targhee District; BLM 
Pocatello Field Office 

New phosphate mine 

 

$1.6 million 

Cameo Flood, 
Michele Weidner, 
Wendy Rieth, 
Sara Woolsey. 

Environmental 
Impact Statement 

2019-
present* 

Cove Fort Tap Line to 
Murphy Brown Project – 
SITLA and BLM Lands, 
Beaver County, UT 

Proponent: Rocky Mountain 
Power 

Agency: BLM Cedar City Field 
Office 

New Powerline ROW 
grant 

 

$131,500 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural 
and Biological 
Surveys, 
Environmental 
Assessment, and 
Construction 
Cultural Monitoring 

2019-
2020 

Skull Valley Indian 
Reservation ROW Grant 
Project – Skull Valley Indian 
Reservation, Tooele County, 
UT 

Proponent: Rocky Mountain 
Power 

Agency: Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, Uintah and Ouray 
Agency; Skull Valley Band of 

Existing Powerline 
ROW Grant Renewal 

 

$14,800 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth 

Baseline Biological 
Survey and 
Environmental 
Assessment 

2019-
2020 
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Project Name and Location, 
Proponent(s), and 

Agency(ies) 

Type of Project and 
Total Project Value 

Key Tetra Tech 
Staff 

Scope of Work  Dates 

Goshute Indians of Utah 
(Goshute Tribe) 

Feeder Line 43 Replacement 
Project – Private Lands and 
Uintah-Ouray Reservation, 
Duchesne and Uintah 
Counties, UT 

Proponent: Dominion Energy 

Agency: U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, USFWS 

Existing Natural Gas 
Feeder Line 
Replacement  

 

$67,700 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural, 
Biological, and 
Waters of the U.S. 
Surveys; and U.S. 
Army Corps of 
Engineers Section 
404 Permitting; 
State of Utah and 
EPA Section 401; 
Tribal coordination 

2019-
2020 

Toiyabe Fingers Mule Deer 
Habitat Treatment Project – 
BLM Lands, Lander County, 
NV 

Proponent: Nevada Gold 
Mines 

Agencies: BLM Mount Lewis 
Field Office; Nevada 
Department of Wildlife 

 

Vegetation 
Treatment Project to 
Enhance Habitat for 
Mule Deer and Other 
Sagebrush-Obligate 
Species 

 

$48,900 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Eight Supplemental 
Environmental 
Reports, 
Environmental 
Assessment 

2019-
2020 

Spring Creek Mine TR1 Major 
Revision, MT 

Agency: Montana DEQ 

Mine Plan Revision 

 

$130,000 

Cameo Flood, 
Wendy Rieth, Jill 
Reid 

Environmental 
Impact Statement 

2018-
2020 

Powerline Upgrade and 
Waterline Development 
Projects – State and BLM 
Lands, Red Cliffs National 
Conservation Area, 
Washington County, UT 

Proponents: Rocky Mountain 
Power and City of St. George 

Agency: BLM St. George Field 
Office 

Existing Powerline 
Upgrade and New 
Waterline 
Development ROW 
Grants 

 

$149,500  

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural 
and Biological 
Surveys, 
Environmental 
Assessment, 
Biological 
Assessment, 
Reclamation Plan, 
Pre- and Post-
Construction 
Vegetation 
Monitoring, Desert 
Tortoise Monitoring 

2018-
2020 

Naples Substation 
Transmission Line and Fiber 
Optic Wire Project – Private 

New Transmission 
Line and Fiber Optic 
Line 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 

Baseline Cultural 
and Biological 
Surveys  

2019 
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Project Name and Location, 
Proponent(s), and 

Agency(ies) 

Type of Project and 
Total Project Value 

Key Tetra Tech 
Staff 

Scope of Work  Dates 

and WAPA Lands, Uintah 
County, UT 

Proponent: Rocky Mountain 
Power 

Agency: U.S. Department of 
Energy Western Area Power 
Administration 

 

$15,900 

Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Four Corners ROW Project – 
Ute Mountain Ute Indian 
Reservation, Montezuma 
County, CO 

Proponent: Rocky Mountain 
Power 

Agency: Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, Ute Mountain Ute 
Agency; Ute Mountain Ute 
Tribe 

Existing 
Transmission Line 
ROW Grant Renewal 

 

$47,700 

 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural 
Surveys and 
Environmental 
Assessment 

2017-
2019 

Hunter Plant Public Land 
Disposal Project – BLM 
Lands, Castle Valley Near 
Castle Dale, UT 

Proponent: PacifiCorp  

Agency: BLM Price Field 
Office  

Public Land Disposal 

 

$102,400 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural 
and Biological 
Surveys and 
Environmental 
Assessment 

2017-
2019 

Caldwell Canyon Phosphate 
Mine – BLM Lands, ID 

Proponent: P4 Production/ 
Monsanto 

Agencies: BLM Pocatello Field 
Office; Idaho DEQ 

New Phosphate Mine 

 

$2.2 million 

Cameo Flood, 
Michele Weidner, 
Wendy Rieth, 
Sara Woolsey, Jill 
Reid 

Baseline Reports 
Review and 
Environmental 
Impact Statement 

2014–
2019 

Greens Hollow Lease 
Modification (SUFCO Mine) – 
Fishlake and Manti-La Sal 
National Forests, UT 

Proponent: Canyon Fuel 
Company  

Agencies: Forest Service, 
Manti-LaSal District; BLM Price 
Field Office;  

Coal Lease 
Modification 

 

$80,000 

Cameo Flood, Jill 
Reid, Wendy Rieth 

Environmental 
Assessment 

2017-
2018 
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Project Name and Location, 
Proponent(s), and 

Agency(ies) 

Type of Project and 
Total Project Value 

Key Tetra Tech 
Staff 

Scope of Work  Dates 

OSMRE 

South Fork Lease 
Modifications (SUFCO Mine) 
– Manti-La Sal and Fishlake 
National Forests, UT 

Proponent: Canyon Fuel 
Company 

Agencies: Forest Service, 
Manti-LaSal District; BLM Price 
Field Office 

Coal Lease 
Modification 

 

$120,000 

Cameo Flood, 
Wendy Rieth, 
Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid 

Environmental 
Assessment 

2016-
2018 

Skyline Flat Canyon Mining 
Plan Modification – Manti-La 
Sal National Forest, UT 

Proponent: Canyon Fuel 

Agencies: Forest Service, 
Manti-LaSal District; BLM Price 
Field Office; OSMRE 

Coal Mining Plan 
Modification 

 

$120,000 

Cameo Flood, 
Wendy Rieth, 
Michele Weidner 

Environmental 
Assessment 

2015-
2017 

Bear Lodge Rare Elements 
Mine – Black Hills National 
Forest, WY 

 

Mine Plan  

 

$1.1 million 

Cameo Flood, 
Wendy Rieth, 
Michele Weidner, 
Mark Karpinski 

Environmental 
Impact Statement 

2014–
2016 

Williams Draw Lease-by-
Application Project – BLM 
Lands Southeast of Price in 
Emery County, UT  

Agency: BLM Price Field 
Office  

Proposed Lease-by-
Application for 
Underground Coal 
Mining 

 

$95,900 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth 

Baseline Biological 
Surveys 

2016 

Iron Springs Generation Tie 
Line and Iron Springs, 
Granite Mountain West, and 
Granite Mountain East Solar 
Array Site Projects – Private 
and BLM Lands, Cedar City, 
UT 

Proponent: Iron Springs, LLC 

Agency: BLM Cedar City Field 
Office  

New Generation Tie-
Line ROW grant  

 

$60,000 

Michele Weidner, 
Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth, Mark 
Karpinski 

Baseline Cultural 
and Biological 
Surveys, Section 
404 coordination, 
Environmental 
Assessment 

2016 
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Project Name and Location, 
Proponent(s), and 

Agency(ies) 

Type of Project and 
Total Project Value 

Key Tetra Tech 
Staff 

Scope of Work  Dates 

Graymont Dolomite Quarries 
– BLM Lands Between Delta 
and Milford in Millard County, 
UT 

Proponent: Graymont  

Agency: BLM Fillmore Field 
Office  

Existing Mine 
Expansion 

 

$114,200 

Michele Weidner, 

Jill Reid, Wendy 
Rieth 

Baseline Biological 
Study Plan and 
Surveys; protocol 
surveys for BLM 
special status 
species 

2015 

     

RESOURCES CURRENTLY AVAILABLE TO PERFORM THE WORK 
Tetra Tech staff proposed for the Project team are available upon notice to proceed from the Applicant. We are 
well supported by our upper management and an IT support team. Tetra Tech is a large company and we 
collaborate well across offices. Additional staff or supporting resources would be available without delay, if 
needed. Tetra Tech has the technical capability to support the transfer of large data files, including the use of the 
SharePoint. We  

SECTION #3 APPROACH TO THE PROJECT 

Tetra Tech’s approach to the Project is organized by the eight tasks and subtasks presented in the RFP.  Tetra 
Tech understands the role of a third-party NEPA contractor. Our role is to manage the EIS process. This includes 
driving communications, pushing the schedule, monitoring costs and staff efforts, and directing specific tasks 
necessary to complete milestones and deliverables.  

Tetra Tech reviewed the Project Plan of Development (POD). The Project has been well thought-out and is clearly 
and succinctly documented in the POD. Tetra Tech does not look to make more work for the Applicant or the 
BLM. Our approach is simple – use the information in the POD to write a clear Proposed Action and No Action 
alternative, and Purpose and Need statement; facilitate scoping with the public and the participating agencies; 
review and integrate public and agency scoping comments to identify potential resource issues and analysis 
methods, and develop a range of reasonable alternatives; summarize and incorporate by reference, where 
possible, the resource reports and supporting baseline studies into the EIS affected environment and 
environmental consequences sections; and respond to/ incorporate comments received on the Draft EIS and 
Final EIS. All this must be accomplished withing the authorized budget and schedule. 
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TASK 1. PROJECT START-UP AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

Subtask 1.1 Project Kick-off Meeting 
Within 10 business days of contract award, Tetra Tech will schedule a kick-off meeting with the Applicant and the 
BLM. Due to the current COVID-19 exposure risk, we assume the meeting will be virtual, hosted by Tetra Tech 
via Microsoft Teams. Tetra Tech will coordinate by phone and email prior to the meeting with the Applicant and 
the BLM Project Manager to obtain a list of attendees, then Tetra Tech will distribute a meeting agenda to 
participants via email. Since the meeting will be held over a virtual platform, we have planned for Tetra Tech’s 
Project Manager (Ms. Weidner), Senior NEPA Specialist (Cameo Flood), and three additional key team members 
to attend the video-conference meeting. This will facilitate early communication and information exchange, and 
ensure participants have an opportunity for introductions. Discussions will include an overview of the Project and 
proposed schedule, the Work Plan, roles and responsibilities, communication protocols, an overview of data 
available (i.e., Plan of Development, resource reports, GIS data) and record keeping. Tetra Tech will introduce the 
Project-specific SharePoint site and explain content and guidelines for access and use. Following the meeting, 
Tetra Tech will compile a meeting summary and action item tracking list for distribution.  

Subtask 1.2 Finalize Project Planning and Agreement Documents 
Tetra Tech understands the following planning and agreement documents will be drafted by the Applicant for 
review and finalization by the BLM and Tetra Tech: 

• Draft Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the Applicant, Tetra Tech, and BLM 
• Preliminary EIS Preparation Plan 
• Preliminary Project Communication Plan 
• Preliminary Public Involvement Plan 
• Initial Action Notice Briefing Package 

Our scope and costs include time to complete a review and contribute comments on the draft documents listed 
above, and to finalize the materials of the Initial Action Notice Briefing in coordination with the BLM. Tetra Tech 
expects to receive the documents electronically prior to the kick-off meeting, and will review and revise prior to 
submitting to the BLM Project Manager for review. 

Subtask 1.3 Progress Reporting 
Tetra Tech will email monthly progress reports to the BLM and the Applicant in a consistent format to document 
work completed by task (as percent complete by task as labor and budget), and summarize work planned for the 
following month. Information requests, potential impediments to the schedule or effects on budget, and estimated 
completion dates for deliverables will be summarized in the monthly reports. Should out-of-scope items or issues 
causing cost modifications be identified, the monthly progress report will highlight these items for additional 
discussion and approvals. 

Monthly progress reports will be provided to the BLM for review prior to the regularly scheduled monthly status 
call. Our costs assume monthly progress reports will be submitted through completion of the EIS. 

Subtask 1.4 Meetings 
The Tetra Tech Project Manager will be responsive daily to calls and emails from the BLM and the Applicant. 
Communication is assumed to be regular and frequent. A monthly progress call will be established at the Project 
kick-off meeting. We assume the monthly call will be attended by the Tetra Tech Project Manager, Senior NEPA 
Specialist, and Project Assistant. Meeting notes will be compiled for distribution following the calls. Tetra Tech will 
host the monthly call.  
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Subtask 1.5 Setup and Maintain Filesharing Capability – Project SharePoint 
Prior to the Project kick-off meeting, Tetra Tech will create a Project SharePoint site. The Tetra Tech team has 
successfully developed and maintained SharePoint sites on several other complex projects including EISs. 
Access by participants is simple and the organization and document sharing capabilities are numerous. 
Document live-editing capabilities help ensure Project information and staff efforts are not lost due to version 
control issues. The SharePoint allows for access protection of specific folders to ensure confidentiality and avoid 
inappropriate access. Tetra Tech will maintain the SharePoint site through completion of the NEPA process. 

TASK 2. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS AND SCOPING 

Subtask 2.1 Prepare and Maintain Mailing List 
Tetra Tech will work with the BLM and the Applicant to compile and maintain a mailing list, including physical 
addresses and email addresses to the extent possible. Our Project team member Jill Reid has experience 
completing this task for other NEPA projects. She will update the list based on comments received during scoping 
and on the Draft EIS and maintain the list through the Record of Decision. Our costs assume the mailing list will 
include up to 2,500 entries. 

Subtask 2.2. Prepare and Distribute Project Newsletters 
Tetra Tech will prepare three Project newsletters highlighting key project milestones (e.g., scoping meetings, 
availability of the Draft EIS for public comment, and publishing of the Record of Decision). Preparing, printing, and 
mailing the newsletters will be handled by Tetra Tech. We assume the newsletters will be posted on the BLM 
website and emailed when possible; while up to 500 copies of each of the three newsletters will require mailing 
via the U.S. Postal Service. Janette Hagaman will develop the layout of the newsletters. 

Subtask 2.3 Prepare Comment Database 
Tetra Tech has developed a database to record, analyze, and track comments and responses. Under this 
subtask, we will tailor this database to the Project. Comments submitted electronically through email will be 
entered into the database with little handling, which preserves submittal data. Comments received in hard copy 
are scanned and entered into the same database. Our approach to analyzing scoping comments is as if comment 
analysis is another data collection process. The data collected is to be used for development of the Draft EIS. 
Figure 2 is a snapshot of the database used on similar projects. 

The analysis conducted via the form in the database builds several tables for ease of analysis, including text of 
comments along with their category and a list of names, addresses, and organizations who submitted comments. 
These tables can be exported to a spreadsheet for easy sorting and filtering. Comments can then be summarized 
for a scoping summary report. 

The scoping comments are categorized and analyzed based on how they will be used in development of the Draft 
EIS (issues for analysis, suggested mitigation, alternative development, etc.). If a statement in the comment is 
identified as an issue, a resource category will be assigned.  

Once comments have been identified and categorized, a review is done by a second analyst to ensure comments 
were captured and appropriately categorized. Categorizing comments is a bit of an art and is best done with the 
end use in mind. The review process considers some of the following: “Is this something that will be addressed 
through the analysis or will an alternative be needed?”; “Is this information important for the analysis?”; or “How 
did I categorize a similar comment?”. 
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Figure 2. Comment Database 

 

Subtask 2.4 Support Public Scoping Meeting 
Tetra Tech will participate in one public scoping meeting following publication of the Notice of Intent (NOI) during 
the 45-day public scoping period. Tetra Tech will organize the meeting, prepare informative materials for 
distribution and display at the meeting, and facilitate the meeting. We anticipate producing six to eight display-
sized poster boards to present the Project, show the Proposed Action and Project area resources, and summarize 
the NEPA process and how to comment. Fifty handouts presenting similar information will be prepared and 
printed. Our scope assumes this will be an in-person, open-house forum, but we would accommodate a virtual 
meeting if needed. We have included labor and expenses for participation by our Project Manager, Senior NEPA 
Specialist, and Assistant Project Manager. We propose this additional person (Jill Reid) because of the additional 
public involvement and scoping meeting experience she brings to the team. The cost of renting a meeting space 
will be billed directly to the Applicant. 

Subtask 2.5 Prepare Scoping Report 
Following the scoping period, Tetra Tech will review each comment letter and extract common themes (as 
described in subtask 2.3) to determine key issues that may drive items such as project design criteria and 
Applicant-committed environmental protection measures, the development of alternatives, and the data required 
to analyze the issues. These key issues plus issues from internal scoping will be the focus of the analysis in the 
EIS.  

Effective comment analysis plays a critical role in the NEPA analysis, and our team is highly experienced at 
managing the documentation of the concerns of stakeholders and the public through the NEPA process. We use 
best practices to preserve integrity, transparency, and accountability that results in all comments being carefully 
considered. Our meticulous approach is to maintain a database that records, properly categorizes, documents, 
and tracks all comments and the responses. 

Tetra Tech will prepare a scoping summary report to describe the scoping activities, public meeting date and 
location, samples of outreach documents, public response summary, interested and cooperating agency 
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participation, role of the public, and identify key issues and other issues to be considered in the EIS. An appendix 
will include copies of the comments submitted. The report will reflect BLM input received during a post-scoping 
meeting. Ultimately, the BLM will review the report and have the final say in the selection of key issues. The final 
scoping report will be made suitable for posting on the BLM ePlanning website. Tetra Tech assumes 500 scoping 
comments will be received and processed through the comment database. 

TASK 3. EIS PLANNING AND ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT 

Subtask 3.1 Review Baseline Resource Reports 
The Applicant will prepare and provide to Tetra Tech final and complete resource reports for the following 
resources according to the schedule outlined in Table 3: 

• Wildlife Resources including Special Status Species 
• Vegetation including Special Status Species 
• Visual Resources 
• Water Resources (surface water) 
• Cultural Resources 
• Paleontological Resources 
• Earth Resources (soils, geology) 
• Land Use and Recreation 
• Special Designations 
• Noise and Vibration Resource 
• Transportation Resource 
• Socioeconomic Resource 
• Public Health and Safety 
• Air Quality and Fugitive Dust 

Tetra Tech will review the Applicant-prepared resource reports to confirm that sufficient detail has been included 
to draft the affected environment and environmental consequences sections of the EIS for the Applicant’s 
Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative. The resource reports will need to contain accurate and adequate 
information to be incorporated by reference. Our scope assumes the resource reports will be adequate to address 
issues identified in public and agency scoping and that scoping comments will not introduce new issues, analysis, 
alternatives, or areas that have not been adequately covered by the baseline reports. Data gaps identified and/or 
additional issues raised during scoping and determined by BLM to require additional baseline data collection or 
mapping would be discussed with the Applicant, and may require additional scope and costs. However, Tetra 
Tech will suggest data sources or assumptions that can be used for the analysis to fill data gaps for the Draft EIS.  

Subtask 3.2 Develop and Describe a Range of Reasonable Alternatives 
Scoping may include alternatives or mitigations suggested by the public, along with issues that are best resolved 
through development of alternatives. Tetra Tech understands that the Applicant has previously identified and 
dismissed some routing alternatives. Based on the issues raised during scoping, Tetra Tech, in coordination with 
the Applicant and BLM, could develop design features and practical and feasible alternatives that meet the 
purpose and need and address key issues.  

Tetra Tech will screen suggested alternatives and mitigations to identify and document those that should be 
dismissed from further consideration because they are unreasonable. Consistent evaluation criteria for 
reasonable alternatives needs to be applied here: 

• Does it meet the purpose and need? 
• Is it feasible (physically or economically)? 
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• Does it address an issue? 
• Is it consistent with the RMP and other applicable guidance and regulations? 
• Does it provide an improvement over the proposed action (or any other alternatives)? 

The EIS will give equal consideration to alternatives. Alternatives identified but dismissed will be discussed in 
sufficient detail to document why they were not carried forward. Tetra Tech assumes information provided in the 
POD and preliminary citing analyses will support this documentation. Dismissing alternatives from consideration is 
meant to ensure a reasonable range of alternatives when the rationale for not considering them is strong, based 
on regulatory framework or appropriate identification of why the alternative would not provide a better project than 
the proposed action or another alternative that is considered in detail. 

A key component of the NEPA process is to also distinguish the important differences between any alternatives 
considered. This is best done by identifying what issue is addressed by the alternative (why was this alternative 
developed), then highlighting only those things that are different from the proposed action, as many of them will 
be the same. Scoping may identify some environmental protection measures that the Applicant is willing to 
implement as part of the proposed action to eliminate issues or alternatives from analysis; the agencies may want 
to streamline the EIS by having a “modified proposed action” and moving the original proposed action into the 
“considered but dismissed” category with rationale. 

TASK 4. EIS DEVELOPMENT AND DISTRIBUTION 
Tetra Tech will work with the BLM to develop an EIS that is compliant with requirements of the Department of the 
Interior, BLM, and CEQ, including Executive Order 13807. The EIS will be consistent with the BLM NEPA 
Handbook H-1790-1 and will comply with Section 508 of the Rehabilitation Act. The EIS will meet the schedule 
and page limits enumerated within Secretarial Order 3355. 

Tetra Tech will prepare a preliminary draft of Chapters 1 and 2 for BLM Project Manager and Applicant review.  
This will allow for refinement of the Purpose and Need and accurate documentation of all Applicant-committed 
Environmental Protection Measures as part of the Proposed Action.  

The adoption of the purpose and need statement is one of the most consequential decisions the lead agency will 
make in the NEPA process because it provides the foundation for determining which alternatives (if any other 
than the No Action alternative) will be considered and for selection of the preferred alternative. Our approach to 
developing a clear, well-supported, and defensible purpose and need includes: 

• Consider relevant regulations and laws governing agency consideration of transportation ROW decisions 

• Determine the need for the project, based on previous agency legal considerations 

• Define the project purpose 

The "No Action" and "Proposed Action" alternatives will be summarized in Chapter 2. It takes skill and practice to 
summarize the actions and environmental protection measures in sufficient detail while remaining concise. Some 
details will be placed in an appendix to the EIS, when appropriate, for those who want the detail in the document. 

Subtask 4.1 Refine Resource Inventory and Analysis 
Tetra Tech will suggest to BLM that a combined chapter 3 and 4 be prepared, but Tetra Tech will follow BLM 
direction and prepare two separate chapters if requested. The difference with a combined chapter is that the 
impacts from the alternatives for each resource appear immediately following the description of the affected 
environment instead of in a separate chapter.  

The affected environment and environmental consequences will incorporate information from the baseline 
resource reports that is relevant to issues identified. The resource reports will be incorporated by reference for 
efficiency, while the information pertinent to the issue being analyzed will be summarized. The Applicant will 
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provide GIS shapefiles of maps and data reported in the resource reports so that Tetra Tech can create the 
necessary resource maps in BLM format and conduct analysis on the appropriate scale. Shapefiles used in the 
resource reports will include metadata from baseline data collection. 

The affected environment will begin with a table of resources indicating which are discussed in detail and which 
resources are not discussed in detail, with rationale, either that the resource does not occur in the analysis area, 
the effects are minor, or the effects are analyzed in another document which will be incorporated by reference. 
Resources not analyzed in detail will not be ignored and will be fully documented in the project record. The table 
will show in which section resources that are analyzed in detail appear. 

If the affected environment and environmental consequences are combined, the framework for the cumulative 
impacts will be explained in the beginning of the chapter, including what past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable actions will be considered in the cumulative impacts analysis, and a map indicating where these 
activities are, when possible (some activities, such as grazing or hunting are not easily indicated). Tetra Tech 
assumes the BLM will define the spatial extent of the cumulative effects study areas for each resource and 
provide associated details and spatial files for the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions. 

While not required for an EIS, if BLM desires, qualitative definitions of the degree of impacts can be included, 
such as: 

The nature, which shall include a description of what causes the effect, what will be affected, and how it will be 
affected. 

The extent, which shall indicate whether the impact will be site-specific, local, or regional. 

The duration, which will indicate short-term or long-term, temporary or permanent. 

The magnitude:  

o No Impact: No discernible or measurable impacts.  

o Negligible Impact: Impacts in the lower limit of detection of an impact that could cause an 
insignificant change or stress to an environmental resource or use.  

o Minor Impact: Impacts that potentially could be detectable but are slight.  

o Moderate: Impacts that potentially could cause some change or stress to an environmental 
resource, but the impact levels are not considered major. 

o Major: Impacts that potentially could cause significant depletion, change, or stress to resources or 
stress within the social, cultural, and economic realm. 

These descriptors are sometimes problematic in the EIS context but may be helpful for quoting the EIS in the 
record of decision or concurrence letters. 

Subtask 4.2 Preparation of the Draft and Final EIS 
Our scope and costs include the following major milestones under the EIS preparation task: Preparation of an 
Administrative Draft EIS, Preparation of a Draft EIS, Preparation of an Administrative Final EIS, and Preparation 
of a Final EIS.  

When Chapters 1 through 3/4 have been reviewed and revised, Tetra Tech will compile the remainder of the EIS 
to include the following: Consultation and Coordination, References, List of Preparers, List to Whom Notification 
of the Draft EIS was Made, Index, and Appendices, as needed. The Summary could also be prepared for this 
deliverable; however, in our experience, the summary is best prepared after the remainder of the EIS has been 
nearly finalized. This helps reviewers to not be distracted by the lack of detail in the summary, and eliminates the 
need to continually modify the summary to reflect changes in the EIS. 
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Internal Comment Reviews 

All versions of the EIS will be provided to BLM electronically. The BLM will distribute to Cooperating Agencies. 
Comments made by the BLM and the Cooperating Agencies on the Administrative Draft EIS and Administrative 
Final EIS will be provided to Tetra Tech in a comprehensive comment table. Comments will be addressed by 
Tetra Tech and tracked in the table. One round of agency reviews of the comment tables will occur, then Tetra 
Tech will finalize the responses. 

Our experience is that most reviewers prefer to review documents in Microsoft Word using track changes and 
commenting. Few like reviewing a PDF. Some like to review a paper copy, then scan comments. As a matter of 
general practice to maintain document control and efficiency of review, we suggest the following protocol for 
agency reviews: 

• Until documents are finalized, they will be formatted with line numbers for ease of reference for reviewers. 
• When documents are ready for agency review, Tetra Tech will place them on SharePoint with 

appropriately limited access. A notification will be sent (either by BLM or Tetra Tech after approval) that 
the document is available for review along with a review schedule.  

• Reviewers can review the document online or download it and review electronically. The benefits of 
online reviews are:  1) reviewers can see the revisions and comments others have already made so they 
don’t have to repeat the same comment, or can provide a solution they prefer, and 2) SharePoint 
maintains versions of the documents so that tracking when and who made changes is easy. However, 
online review is not required for those who prefer not to use this method. 

• Tetra Tech has developed a macro in MSWord that can extract comments and track-changes edits into a 
table format. This macro preserves the wording, comment, and reviewer. The macro can be used to 
consolidate comments from several reviewers on separate documents and then to track resolutions. This 
allows the revisions of the document to proceed while resolutions are documented. 

• Alternatively, Tetra Tech can set up a table for reviewers to use where they input information on the page 
number, line number, figure or table, text they want to comment on, comment, and suggested resolution. 
Tetra Tech can then use this for consolidating and documenting comment responses as described above. 

• All comments and edits will be addressed, either accepted, noted, or revised. Specialists and project 
managers will discuss comments with agency personnel when needed to clarify the comment and reach a 
satisfactory resolution. 

We assume that agency reviews will be completed within 14 calendar days. When a large document is being 
prepared for review, project managers will provide advanced notification and request conformation that reviewers 
will be available and can arrange their workloads accordingly. 

Camera-Ready "Draft" EIS  

Following incorporation of agency comments on the Administrative Draft EIS, Tetra Tech will provide a Section 
508-compliant ‘camera ready’ version to the agencies in chapters, sections, and figures. Once approved by the 
agencies, Tetra Tech will prepare the document for online publication including a “Dear Reader Letter” provided 
by BLM.  

We assume the BLM will handling posting of documents to the BLM ePlanning website. BLM will also post the 
resource reports to the ePlanning site with the Draft EIS to support the public comment period. The Applicant will 
be responsible for formatting the resource reports for 508-compliance. 

Subtask 4.3 Printing and Filing of Draft and Final EIS 
Our scope and costs include printing and mailing 20 copies and 100 DVDs of the Draft and Final EISs. A pdf file 
will be provided to BLM for filing with the Environmental Protection Agency. The date the notice appears in the 
Federal Register will initiate the public review period. 
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TASK 5. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD FOR THE DRAFT EIS 

Subtask 5.1 Public Comment Meetings 
Tetra Tech will assist the BLM with one public comment meeting on the Draft EIS. The meeting will be held in 
Moab, Utah and will be attended by the Tetra Tech Project Manager and Senior NEPA Specialist. Tetra Tech will 
organize the meeting, prepare up to eight display boards and an informational brochure, and provide information 
on how the public may comment. 

Subtask 5.2 Public Comments 
Public comments will be received by BLM in a project mailbox and either forwarded to Tetra Tech via email or 
directly uploaded by the BLM to the SharePoint. Public comments will be compiled into the comment database for 
preliminary review and analysis by Tetra Tech. Preliminary comment responses will be coordinated with BLM at 
an in-person working meeting in Moab. Tetra Tech will compile the comments and responses into an appendix, 
which will be reviewed by BLM prior to incorporating into the Final EIS.  As described in the RFP, we assume 300 
comment submittals will be received, with total substantive comments on the Draft EIS not exceeding 500. It is 
assumed that comment resolution will not require supplemental analysis in the EIS. 

TASK 6. RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS FOLLOWING AVAILABILITY 
OF FINAL EIS 
Tetra Tech will provide support to the BLM Project Manager during the Final EIS availability period to review 
comments received and determine whether the comments are substantive. Tetra Tech will summarize comments, 
categorized by issues and concerns, and resulting clarifications for the BLM to finalize and include in the Record 
of Decision. As described in the RFP, we assume that no more than five substantive comments will be received 
on the Final EIS. It is assumed that comment resolution will not require supplemental analysis in the EIS. 

TASK 7. PREPARE RECORD OF DECISION 
Tetra Tech will draft the Record of Decision and associated briefing materials (as required by PIM 2018-016) for 
BLM to review and finalize. Minor revisions will be handled by Tetra Tech. 

TASK 8. DEVELOP AND MAINTAIN DECISION FILE 
Tetra Tech has found that maintaining the project record on a secure server accessible to agencies and the 
consultant EIS team facilitates a complete record. Tetra Tech will establish a folder on the SharePoint site for 
users to store documents and references. Team members will be directed at the kick-off meeting and by the 
Communications Plan to document phone calls and meetings in a memorandum for the file. Periodically, a 
request will be sent to the team to check that the record is complete for their resources. 

Tetra Tech’s Assistant Project Manager will maintain the record with completeness checks by the Project 
Manager. A list of documents that should be found in the record will be prepared ahead of time to guide the team. 
For example, the Scoping File in the record will include at least the NOI, scoping letter, mailing lists, returned 
letters, legal notices, comments received, and scoping report. 

Documents will be stored electronically with identifying information in the file name, including year, date, subject, 
author. The records will be stored on SharePoint in a separate directory. From the SharePoint directory, 
document titles with links can be exported to an Excel file at any time. When BLM concludes that the records are 
complete, Tetra Tech will download the files onto a jump drive for submittal, including a linked, Excel spreadsheet, 
which includes columns for the document number, number of pages, document type, and subject. 
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Tetra Tech has prepared many project records in accordance with agencies project record protocols ranging from 
a few hundred to several thousand documents. We recognize the importance of a well-organized, searchable 
electronic record in responding to Freedom of Information Act requests, objections, and litigation. 

RISKS ANTICIPATED AND SOLUTIONS 
On paper, an EIS process can be described as the type of project at high risk for problems to develop. An EIS 
process must occur over a pre-determined and tight timeframe, yet it includes multiple key milestones, deadlines, 
and regulatory requirements. It involves many participants with busy schedules, other responsibilities, and 
different specialties who must work together to understand complex issues requiring the processing of often large 
amounts of data. Poor performance may occur due to participants being “slammed” by their workloads and not 
able to meet all their deadlines. Opposing views may hinder issue resolution and lead to the perceived need of 
out-of-scope items or schedule delays. However, all of these issues can be prevented or resolved through clear 
and frequent communication. Tetra Tech understands we will need to operate as a team with the BLM, the 
Applicant, and the Applicant’s supporting engineers and other consultants. We need to be comfortable working 
together and to pick up the phone and start a conversation if a problem is identified. 

Preparing a large document requires quality control management. Tetra Tech has established internal document 
review procedures to ensure publication of high-quality EISs. All technical reports and EIS components will 
receive internal peer review, revision, editing and formatting prior to submittal or publication. Similarly, to avoid 
document version issues, working documents will be stored on our secured SharePoint to allow appropriate 
access. This will allow quick identification of the correct version to be used, avoiding the inevitable confusion 
when documents are emailed. 

Specific to the Project, whether a project-specific RMP amendment will be necessary to address a change in 
visual resource management class needs to be identified early in the planning process. It is good that the 
potential need for this has already been identified, but it will be important to keep this issue in the forefront of 
scoping in order to prevent schedule delays or deficiencies in the EIS analysis. 

Communication Plan 
The Communication Plan listed under subtask 1.2 will set the standards to help all participants avoid issues 
related to poor communication and understand how to properly document Project correspondence. The plan will 
be saved on the SharePoint as a living document, updated as new participants are added or new ideas to 
improve communication are discovered. It will include the project contact list with names, affiliation, phone and 
email; and outline the roles and responsibilities of all project participants. It will outline how to access files on the 
SharePoint and where participants can find the project contact list and master schedule. The Communication Plan 
will outline how to request additional information and who to include on all emails to ensure project managers and 
key participants are kept aware of progress. 

Interaction and Support with Engineering and Other Consultants 
The Tetra Tech Project Manager will be the primary point of contact for communications and information 
exchange with the Applicant’s supporting consultants. She will be responsive and facilitate information exchange. 
Ms. Weidner works often with engineers (both within Tetra Tech and with other companies) and understands the 
biological, physical, and social resource issues and associated data that will be exchanged. She already knows 
some of the supporting consultants, and looks forward to getting to know others and working with them on this 
project. 
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SECTION #4 LOCAL KNOWLEDGE AND EXPERIENCE 

As presented above in Section #2, this Tetra Tech Project Team knows Utah. We have worked with local 
agencies and clients on projects requiring federal and state permitting and action authorizations from project 
planning through construction compliance oversight. We will bring the good experiences as well as the lessons 
learned on each of these projects to the EURC Project. Our Senior NEPA Specialist and Project Manager bring 
35 and 20 years, respectively, of experience working on NEPA projects. We will also benefit the project with our 
ability to work well with agencies and our understanding that issues will arise, but they can be worked through 
with patience and clear communication. We have the necessary resource experts on our team to coordinate with 
the BLM specialists without overloading the budget and lines of communication with unnecessary staff. 
 
An example list of Utah client’s our team has served include: 

• Dominion Energy Utah 
• Pacificorp Rocky Mountain Power 
• State of Utah and State of Utah School and Institutional Trust 
• Utah Department of Transportation 
• Broad Reach Power, LLC 
• Utah American Energy, Inc. 
• BLM State Office, BLM Moab Field Office, BLM Vernal Field Office, BLM Price Field Office, BLM Filmore 

Field Office, BLM St. George Field Office, BLM Salt Lake Field Office, BLM Cedar City Field Office 
• Manti-La Sal National Forest, Fishlake National Forest, Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest 
• Bureau of Indian Affairs, Ute Mountain Ute Tribe 
• Iron Springs, LLC 
• Kennecott Utah Copper 
• Western Utah Copper Company 
• City of St. George and Cedar City, Utah 
• Utah State University and University of Utah 
• First Utah Bank 
• SUFCO Mine 
• Skyline Mine 
• Deer Creek Mine 
• Deseret Chemical Depot and Hill Air Force Base 

SECTION #5 COST 

Appendix B includes our cost estimate breakdown, organized by task and subtask as presented in the RFP. Our 
total cost estimate to complete the scope of work described herein is $312,424. Task subtotals are as follows: 

Table 2. Cost by Task  

Task 1 Task 2 Task 3 Task 4 Task 5 Task 6 Task 7 Task 8 
$36,285 $47,165 $42,620 $144,124 $31,020 $3,050 $1,980 $6,180 
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The output shows staff and labor hours by task, and expenses. Based on the critical path schedule presented in 
Table 3, expenditures will be greatest between September of Q4 FY20 through May of Q2 FY21. (The cost output 
breakdown shown in Appendix B is Tetra Tech confidential information.) 

SECTION #6 SCHEDULE CONTROL 

SIMILAR PROJECTS COMPLETED WITHIN TIGHT TIME CONSTRAINTS 
We have the experience and dedicated team to complete the project within the timeframe outlined in Table 3. Our 
table of project experience examples (Table 1) lists several projects that were completed within tight time 
constraints and which were managed by our Project Manager, Senior NEPA Specialist, or Assistant Project 
Manager. 

CRITICAL PATH SCHEDULE FOR THE DELIVERY OF THE PROJECT 
Tetra Tech will develop a detailed schedule for discussion with the Applicant and the BLM prior to the kick-off 
meeting. The schedule will be finalized at the kick-off meeting or within two days of the meeting, should the BLM 
require additional time to coordinate schedules with the Interdisciplinary Team. 

Table 3. Critical Path Schedule 

Project Stage Start Finish 
Applicant Selects Tetra Tech for Third-Party 
NEPA Services 

8/24/2020 8/24/2020 

Project Kick-off 9/3/2020 9/3/2020 
Publish Notice of Intent in Federal Register 9/11/2020 9/11/2020 
Draft EIS   

Public Scoping Period (30-days minimum) 9/11/2020 10/11/2020 
Public Scoping Meeting 9/16/2020 9/16/2020 
Public Scoping Comment Review/Report 9/16/2020 10/23/2020 
Alternatives Development 10/23/2020 11/6/2020 
Tetra Tech Receives Final Resource 
Reports 

10/30/2020 10/30/2020 

Tetra Tech/BLM Develop Ch. 1 and 2  9/16/2020 11/13/2020 
Tetra Tech/BLM Develop Admin Draft EIS 10/30/2020 12/30/2020 
Agency Review of Admin Draft EIS 1/2/2021 1/22/2021 
Tetra Tech Revise/Compile DEIS, BLM 
Review 

1/15/2021 2/19/2021 

Notice of Availability1 and Legal Notice 
Published 

3/5/2021 3/5/2021 

DEIS Public Comment Period (45 days) * 3/5/2021 4/20/2021 
Public Meeting 3/11/2021 3/11/2021 
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Project Stage Start Finish 
Comment collection and analysis, response 
and revisions to EIS 

3/5/2021 5/31/2021 

Final EIS   
Notice of Availability and Legal Notice 
Published 

7/13/2021 7/13/2021 

Public Availability Period Ends (30-day) 8/12/2021 8/12/2021 
Record of Decision (60-day) ** 9/22/2021 9/22/2021 
BLM Issues ROW Grant 
Project Record 

10/6/2021 10/6/2021 

1Notice of Availability only published on a Friday, adjusted to reflect this 

*Adjust to 90-day review if project-level RMP amendment is required; subsequent dates would also adjust 

**The Governor’s Consistency Review is 60 days, but the BLM Handbook suggests it should start before the NOA so it can be completed by 
the 30-day availability period. 

REFERENCES FOR FIVE SIMILAR PROJECTS COMPLETED ON A TIMELY 
BASIS 
Table 4 presents references for five similar projects. Please refer to Section #2 for additional information on the 
projects highlighted below. 

Table 4. Project References 

Reference Project 

Rocky Mountain Power:  

Scott Edmisten 
scott.edmisten@pacificorp.com 

801-220-4097 

RMP Powerline Upgrade and City of St. George 
Waterline Development Projects EA 

BLM St. George Field Office:  

John Kellam  jkellam@blm.gov  

435-688-3200 

City of St. George:  

Kade Bringhurst, 435-627-4854 

Scott Taylor, 435-627-4850 

Rocky Mountain Power: 

Cole Hambleton 
cole.hambleton@pacificorp.com 

(503) 813-7152 

Cove Fort Tap Line to Murphy Brown Project – SITLA 
and BLM Lands, Beaver County, UT 

 

BLM Cedar City Field Office: 

mailto:scott.edmisten@pacificorp.com
mailto:jkellam@blm.gov
mailto:cole.hambleton@pacificorp.com


Seven County Infrastructure Coalition  Eastern Utah Regional Connection NEPA Services 

28 
 

Reference Project 

Brooklynn Cox bcox@blm.gov 

435-865-3000 

BLM Pocatello Field Office: 

Jeff Cundick, Minerals Branch Chief, 
jcundick@blm.gov  

(208) 487-6354  

 

Caldwell Canyon Phosphate Mine EIS 

BLM Battle Mountain District:  

Scott Distel, NEPA Coordinator, 
sdistel@blm.gov  

(775) 635-4093 

 

Toiyabe Fingers Mule Deer Habitat Treatment Project 
EA 

Nevada Department of Wildlife:  

Jeremy Lutz, jlutz@ndow.org 

(775) 722-7326 

Nevada Gold Mines:  

Steve Schoen 
sschoen@nevadagoldmines.com 

(775) 397-8359 

Dominion Energy Utah: 

Laura Springsteen 
laura.springsteen@dominionenergy.com 

801-209-5207 

Feeder Line 43 Replacement Project 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers:  

Nicole Fresard 
Nicole.d.fresard@usace.army.mil 

(801) 295-8380 x8321 

  

  

mailto:bcox@blm.gov
mailto:jcundick@blm.gov
mailto:sdistel@blm.gov
mailto:jlutz@ndow.org
mailto:sschoen@nevadagoldmines.com
mailto:laura.springsteen@dominionenergy.com
mailto:Nicole.d.fresard@usace.army.mil
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Cameo Flood 

Senior NEPA Project Manager 
 

 

Resume 1  

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY  
Ms. Flood is a senior NEPA/MEPA specialist with over 35 years of professional 
experience in natural resource management, permitting, and NEPA analysis 
and documentation. She specializes in managing large scale NEPA projects; 
focusing on meeting project schedules, facilitating interdisciplinary analysis, 
carefully managing project budgets, and anticipating potential problems. Ms. 
Flood has been the interdisciplinary team leader on over 25 EISs for mining 
projects, transmission lines, land exchanges, wind farms, land use plans, 
noxious weed treatment, pipelines, timber management, resource 
management plans, and biocontainment projects. Additionally, she has 
extensive experience analyzing impact on forestry, fire management, social, 
economic, visual, recreation, and transportation resources. 

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE  
Caldwell Canyon Mine Baseline Review and Environmental Impact 
Statement, Bureau of Land Management, Idaho Department of 
Environmental Quality, and P4 Production. Project Manager, NEPA 
Specialist. Manages the team responsible for reviewing baseline study plans, 
tracking review comments and responses, reviewing and commenting on 
baseline reports, reviewing and the mine and reclamation plan, groundwater 
flow modelling, fate and transport modelling, and cover design modelling for a 
new phosphate mine. Conduct scoping and write the environmental impact statement under the new Department 
of the Interior streamlining procedures. 

Spring Creek Mine TR1 Major Revision Environmental Impact Statement, Montana, Department of 
Environmental Quality. Deputy Project Manager/MEPA specialist. Evaluated the environmental consequences of 
amending the mining plan to add 977 acres. This revision would extend the life-of-mine approximately 4 years. 
Conducted the socioeconomic impacts analysis, ensured regulatory compliance with the Montana Environmental 
Policy Act and the Montana Strip and Underground Mine Reclamation Act. Reviewed and edited resource impacts 
analysis, Chapters 1 and 2 of the EIS, developed issues and analysis methods, worked with the IDT to resolve 
comments. 
Permitting and NEPA support, Resolution Copper.  Project Manager, NEPA Specialist. Assisted Resolution 
Copper with ensuring the baseline studies are suitable for submittal to the Tonto National Forest for NEPA, 
responded to agency data requests, provided advice and strategy on permitting and NEPA coordination with state 
and federal agencies, reviewed scoping comments and identified potential issues, assisted with comment 
responses, and benchmarking of permitting and NEPA schedules. Reviewed Tonto Forest Plan revision for 
consistency with the project and commented. Project Manager for a noise and vibration baseline monitoring project, 
ensure safety and quality standards are met and work is completed within budget and on schedule. 

West Elk Mine Plan Modification Environmental Assessment, Mountain Coal Company and Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement. Project Manager/NEPA Specialist. The environmental assessment 
evaluated the impacts of OSMRE approving a mining plan modification to all voluntary flaring of methane gas. The 
environmental assessment was completed in 2 months from initiation through decision. The evaluation was in 
response to litigation and efficiently tiered off of a previously complete environmental impact statement. 
Golden Sunlight Mine APEX Expansion Environmental Assessment Montana, Department of Environmental 
Quality, Bureau of Land Management, and Barrick. Project Manager/MEPA/NEPA Specialist. Evaluated the 
environmental consequences of modifying the amendment to expand underground mining. Conducted the 
socioeconomic analysis, ensured regulatory compliance with Montana Metals Mining Reclamation Act, the Montana 
Environmental Policy Act, the National Environmental Policy Act, and BLM mining regulations. Analyzed public 
comments, drafted responses to public comment on the environmental assessment and prepared the project record. 

EDUCATION 

B.S. Forestry, University of 
Montana 1985  

REGISTRATION/ 
AFFILIATIONS 

American Exploration and 
Mining Association 

Montana Mining Association 

OFFICE 

Missoula, Montana 

YEARS OF EXPERIENCE 

35 

YEARS WITHIN TETRA TECH 

18 
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Troy Mine Soil Cover Plan Amendment Environmental Assessment, Montana Department of Environmental 
Quality and Hecla Mining Company. As deputy project manager, evaluated the environmental consequences of 
modifying the approved soil cover due to a lack of soil availability. Conducted the wildlife and vegetation impacts 
analysis, ensured regulatory compliance with Montana Metals Mining Reclamation Act and the Montana 
Environmental Policy Act. Produced comment responses. 

CR Kendall Mine Closure Environmental Impact Statement, Montana Department of Environmental Quality.  
Deputy Project Manager/MEPA Specialist. Tetra Tech produced draft and final environmental impact statements to 
evaluate the mine closure water treatment plan under the direction of the Montana DEQ for the CR Kendall Mine, 
which is in closure. The analysis focused on water quality treatment evaluation. Responsible for ensuring the 
document was produced consistent with Montana Environmental Policy Act procedures, comment responses were 
appropriately included, draft record of decision.  

South Fork Coal Lease Modifications Environmental Assessment, BLM, Forest Service, and Office of 
Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement, Canyon Fuels Company, Sufco Mine. Project manager. Wrote 
an environmental assessment to consider the impacts of expanding two federal coal leases in Utah. Work with 
multiple cooperating agencies and their solicitors. Impacts analysis focused on issues finalized by the Forest 
Service including water, air, and socioeconomics. Detailed project record documentation and organization. Assisted 
with Forest Service objection response and BLM response to comments.  

Golden Sunlight Mine, Montana Department of Environmental Quality. Deputy Project Manager, 
Socioeconomic Impact Analysis. Wrote an Environmental Impact Statement for the expansion of the Golden 
Sunlight Mine (Barrick). Conducted the social and economic impact analysis, reviewed project description, 
alternatives analyzed, issues, and resource analysis for geotechnical, water quality, wildlife, soils, and vegetation 
for compliance with the Montana Environmental Policy Act. Participated scoping meeting and analyzed scoping 
comments.  

Greens Hollow Coal Mining Plan Modification Supplemental Environmental Assessment, Office of Surface 
Mining and Reclamation Enforcement, Canyon Fuel Company, Sufco Mine. Project manager. Conducted an 
environmental analysis to supplement analysis previously conducted in an Environmental Impact Statement to 
address minor new information caused because of recent litigation. The supplemental analysis covered 
components of the air impacts analysis and the social cost of carbon. Publication of the draft EA and FONSI was 
followed by receipt of public comments. 

Bear Lodge Mine Project Environmental Impact Statement, Rare Element Resources, LLC.  Project Manager, 
NEPA Specialist. Timber Impact Analysis. Under direction of the US Forest Service, Black Hills National Forest, 
prepared a draft environmental impact statement for development, operation, and reclamation of a new rare earth 
minerals mine in northeastern Wyoming. Tetra Tech assisted the Forest Service with scoping, conducted scoping, 
analyzing scoping comments to identify issues, and development of alternatives. Tetra Tech then conducted the 
impact analysis for all resources potentially affected, particularly water and public health. Ms. Flood coordinated the 
Tetra Tech and Forest Service interdisciplinary review, oversaw the NEPA sufficiency, and managed the budget 
and schedule to successfully publish a draft environmental impact statement that met Forest Plan and NEPA 
requirements.  

Ballard Exploration Project Environmental Assessment, P4 Production (Monsanto Corporation). Project 
Manager, NEPA Specialist. Completed an environmental assessment for exploration drilling and site 
characterization in Idaho that would provide information for re-mining a close mine site that was also listed as a 
Superfund. The responsible party is required to design a cleanup plan which will result in moving materials around 
and additional reclamation. The reclamation will require moving and placing material that potentially contains 
recoverable minerals that the responsible party would like to process and market. Tetra Tech worked with BLM and 
EPA to address issues around the additional drilling and surface disturbance on the site. 

Flat Canyon Federal Coal Lease Mining Plan Modification Environmental Assessment, Skyline Mine (Bowie 
Resources).  Project Manager. Tetra Tech completed the NEPA analysis in support of the Office of Surface Mining 
and Reclamation Enforcement’s review of the Flat Canyon federal coal lease mining plan modification in Utah. The 
US Forest Service (Manti-La Sal National Forest) previously completed an environmental impact statement in 2002. 
Tetra Tech’s role is to produce an environmental assessment that updates the NEPA analysis for the modification 
of the mining plan to address more recent issues with climate change and update the analysis with newer 
information from monitoring conducted since the previously completed EIS.  
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Dewey Limestone Mine, Permitting Strategy, Wetlands and Waters of the US, Cemex and GCC Dacotah 
Limestone. Project Manager. Developed a permitting “road map” considering development of a limestone quarry 
on private land and federal minerals in South Dakota to minimize the permitting requirements through strategic 
project development. Research mineral claims and land ownership status, developed a permitting schedule and 
cost along with alternatives. Oversaw survey for wetlands and waters of the US and a request for jurisdictional 
determinations.  

Sunset Trail Area Coal Exploration Environmental Assessment, West Elk Mine (Arch Coal). Project Manager. 
Produced an environmental assessment for the Uncompahgre BLM Field Office to analyze the impacts of a small 
exploration project for coal. The project was completed in coordination with the Grand Mesa, Uncompahgre, and 
Gunnison National Forests. Important issues analyzed include threatened and endangered species analysis and 
Inventoried Roadless Area. Draft, review, and publication of the EA and decision record and Finding of No 
Significant Impact was completed the EA including review and publication within 2 months. 

Special Use Permit Environmental Assessment, SUFCO Mine (Bowie Resources).  Project Manager. Provided 
technical direct to analysts, meet with Fishlake National Forest and agree to requirements, conduct impact analysis, 
review public comment, produce environmental assessment, and decision documents. Oversee overall project 
quality. Tetra Tech wrote and environmental assessment to evaluate the environmental impacts of a proposal to 
modify the SUFCO Mine’s special use permit from the Fishlake National Forest. The modification to the boundary 
would allow for the construction of coal segregation facilities. The EA evaluated the modification, construction, and 
operations impacts on wildlife, vegetation, air quality, cultural resources, and land uses such as grazing. Tetra Tech 
was responsible for gathering public comment during scoping, writing the EA, and decision documents.  

Dewey Conveyor Environmental Impact Statement, GCC Dacotah.  Project Manager/NEPA Specialist for an 
EIS. Tetra Tech assisted the South Dakota Field Office of the Bureau of Land Management, and the Black Hills 
National Forest in analyzing the impacts of a proposed 7-mile long conveyor to transport limestone from a quarry 
to a railroad. Responsibilities included ensuring that the project complies with Forest Service and BLM land use 
plans, scoping comment analysis, identification of issues, determining appropriate analysis methods, and reviewing 
the EIS for NEPA sufficiency and internal consistency between resource sections. Cameo also conducted public 
meetings during scoping.  Conduct environmental impact analysis on a 7-mile long proposed conveyor system 
between a limestone quarry site to a railroad siding. 

Brite X Mine Steffie Expansion Environmental Assessment, Brite X Mine, Pacer Corporation. NEPA Specialist 
responsible for overall NEPA sufficiency and compliance with Forest Service NEPA requirements for the Black Hills 
National Forest. Conducted quality control reviews and editing.  The Brite X Mine expanded their acreage to access 
additional mica. The EA documented the analysis of the impacts on air quality, soils, minerals, water, vegetation, 
wildlife, visual quality, cultural resource, transportation, and socio-economics. 

Deer Creek Shaft and E-Seam Methane Drainage Wells Environmental Impact Statement, Mountain Coal 
Company, West Elk Mine. Project Manager/ NEPA Specialist.  Grand Mesa, Uncompahgre, and Gunnison 
National Forests, Paonia, Colorado. Duties as included overall project budget, schedule and quality assurance; 
NEPA sufficiency and consistency; document formatting and production.   The EIS discussed effects from methane 
drainage and soil disturbance on wildlife, vegetation, air quality, social and economic resources, water quality, 
inventoried roadless areas, transportation, recreation and cultural resources. Project initiation to publication of the 
draft EIS was three months. 

Dry Fork Coal Mine Lease by Application Environmental Impact Statement, Mountain Coal Company, West 
Elk Mine (Arch Coal). Project Manager, NEPA Specialist. Grand Mesa, Uncompahgre, and Gunnison National 
Forest and the Uncompahgre BLM Field Office, Paonia, Colorado. Ms. Flood was responsible for NEPA document 
support for the Dry Fork Coal Mine lease application. Tasks included project budget, schedule, personnel, and 
quality assurance and meeting requirements for NEPA sufficiency and consistency, document disclosure, and 
effects on vegetation, land uses, recreation, roadless areas, wilderness, and visual quality. 

 



  

  
Michele R. Weidner 

Project Manager – NEPA and Permitting, Vegetation 
and Wetlands Specialist,   

Salt Lake City, Utah 
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EXPERIENCE SUMMARY  
Ms. Weidner has 20 years of professional experience working with federal and state 
agencies and the private sector as a Project Manager and vegetation resource specialist 
in support of obtaining agency authorizations for proposed development projects. She 
has served as Project Manager/ Assistant Project Manager/ Resource Specialist on 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) projects, Resource Management Plan 
amendments, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) permitting, and United 
States Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 
permitting. Ms. Weidner is also experienced in completing baseline surveys, data 
management, and reporting. Her resource specialty is in conducting vegetation surveys, 
including rare plants, wetland delineations, and reclamation monitoring. Ms. Weidner 
manages the natural resource staff in our Salt Lake City office, regularly coordinating 
project teams, and working as technical editor and quality assurance/quality control 
(QA/QC) manager on final document submittals.  

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE   
Caldwell Canyon Mine Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), BLM, P4 
Production (Monsanto Corporation). Deputy Project Manager and Vegetation 
Resource Specialist for an EIS analyzing the development of a new phosphate mine in 
Idaho on public land managed by the BLM Pocatello Field Office. Assisted with project 
management, public scoping meetings and comment review, wrote vegetation and 
wetland resource section, and cumulative analyses, provided senior document review. 
 
Nevada Gold Mines, Toiyabe Fingers Mule Deer Habitat Treatment Project 
Environmental Assessment (EA), Battle Mountain District Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM). Project manager and Sr. NEPA Coordinator, currently developing 
an EA with the BLM Battle Mountain District and Nevada Department of Wildlife to 
assess environmental effects of implementing vegetation treatments on BLM-managed 
land to improve mule deer habitat near Cortez Mine. 
 
Barrick Cortez, Inc., Nevada Bank Enabling Agreement (BEA) Public Land Project 
Plan EA, Battle Mountain and Elko BLM Districts. Project Manager and resource 
specialist, developing an EA with the BLM to assess the proposed implementation of 
proponent-driven vegetation treatments on public and privately-owned lands in Eureka 
and Elko counties, Nevada. The project would improve sagebrush ecosystems and 
greater sage-grouse habitat, and would in turn, generate sage-grouse mitigation credits 
under the BEA to offset future mining activities in sage-grouse habitat. 
 
Barrick Cortez Refractory Ore Amendment to the Plan of Operations (NVN-067575 [14-1A]) and Reclamation Permit 
Application, BLM Battle Mountain District Mount Lewis Field Office. Project Manager and resource specialist for EA that 
analyzed the effects associated with increasing the tonnage of ore hauled from the Cortez Mine Cortez Hills Open Pit to the 
Goldstrike Mine in an 18-month period for processing. At BLM direction, individual resource reports were prepared to allow for 
a 15-page EA, meeting early direction on page limits under Secretarial Order 3355. Resources analyzed included: traffic, noise, 
safety, wildlife, air, socioeconomic, environmental justice, and Native American religious concerns. 
 
Rocky Mountain Power Powerline Upgrade Project and City of St. George Waterline Development Project, EA, BLM St. 
George Field Office/Red Cliffs National Conservation Area, Washington County, Utah. NEPA specialist for EA analyzing 
the effects of a co-located powerline upgrade project and a new underground waterline project on BLM land within the Red Cliffs 
National Conservation Area. Provided senior oversight of NEPA process and development of BA for federally listed species 
(Mojave desert tortoise) and the reclamation plan.  

EDUCATION 

MS, Vegetation Ecology, Utah 
State University, Logan, Utah, 
2000 

BS, Forestry (Biology 
emphasis), Utah State 
University, Logan, Utah, 1994 

AREA OF EXPERTISE 

NEPA Analyses, Vegetation 
Surveys, Wetland Delineations 
and CWA Permitting 

TRAINING/CERTIFICATIONS 

USFWS Section 7/ESA 
Compliance Training 

Project Manager 1 and 2 
Training 

USFWS Rare Plant Training 

Wetland Delineation training 

YEARS OF EXPERIENCE 

20 

YEARS WITHIN FIRM 

13+ 

CONTACT 

michele.weidner@tetratech.com 
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Encana Tap Line Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Vernal Field Office, Uintah County, Utah. Senior 
Project Manager/Vegetation Biologist. Coordinated with the BLM Vernal Field Office and completed protocol surveys for two 
federally listed cactus species. Managed preparation of the BE. Proposed action is a new right-of-way grant to provide power to 
a proposed injection well. 

Cove Fort Tap Line to Murphy Brown Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Cedar City Field Office, Beaver 
County, Utah. Senior Project Manager, NEPA Specialist for authorization of a new right-of-way grant for a new powerline.  

Bowie Resources, Skyline Mine Flat Canyon Mining Plan Modification EA. Senior NEPA contributor. Provided NEPA 
expertise and project support in the writing and reviewing of an OSMRE EA that evaluated potential effects of proposed plan 
modification of federal coal lease tract. Responsible for writing direct, indirect, and cumulative analyses; and overall document 
review and compilation. 
 
South Fork Federal Coal Lease Modifications EA. Sufco Mine, Sevier County, Utah. Canyon Fuel Company. Assisted 
with preparation EA analyzing potential effects from modifications to two federal coal leases located on the Fishlake and Manti-
La Sal National Forest.  Analysis focused on potential subsidence effects from future underground coal mining activities. Assisted 
with preparation of Biological Assessment/ Biological Evaluation (BA/BE). 
 
Dominion Energy Utah Feederline 43, Myton, Utah. Project Manager and Wetland/Vegetation Specialist for a pipeline 
replacement and installation project across private and Tribal land in Eastern Utah. Coordinated field crews and assisted with 
wetland delineation, protocol surveys for Ute ladies’-tresses, Uinta Basin Hookless cactus and Pariette cactus, and habitat 
assessments for yellow billed cuckoo. Tetra Tech prepared and submitted a Letter of Permission request, which also required 
individual submittals to the State of Utah and the EPA for 401 Certification.  
 
Williams Draw Lease-by-Application, BLM Price Field Office. As Project Manager, conducted a desktop assessment of 
threatened, endangered, and sensitive species for the 7,000-acre analysis area, and managed field surveys for special status 
species including a habitat assessment for Mexican spotted owl, raptors, and several plants. Evaluated potential effects to these 
species from approval of the lease-by-application. Prepared summary of findings report for BLM. 
 
Graymont Dolomite Quarries Baseline Biological Inventory, Utah. Project Manager and Field Lead for vegetation community 
mapping, weed inventory, soil survey, and special-status wildlife species habitat assessment and surveys for proposed mine 
expansion on BLM-managed land. Data and reporting supported Utah Division of Oil, Gas, and Mining Large Mine Operating 
Permit and BLM NEPA analysis. 
 
Weber Canyon Replacement Project Baseline Surveys, ACOE Permitting, FERC Notification, and U.S. Forest Service 
EA, Utah. Project Manager, Biological Resources Lead. Completed EA for a natural gas pipeline replacement project with right-
of-way (ROW) across private, state, and U.S. Forest Service (USFS) land. Managed and conducted wildlife, vegetation, weeds, 
special status species, and waters of the United States field inventories, developed a weed management plan, and coordinated 
with state and federal agencies on regulations, impact analyses, and protection measures. Completed ACOE reporting and 
Nationwide (NW)-12 permitting. Also managed and completed FERC Environmental Report. 
 
Wetland Delineations, Clean Water Act Section 404/401 Permitting, FERC Blanket Certificate Support, multiple 
locations. Completed several ACOE wetland delineations, reporting, and CWA permitting for Questar Gas/ Dominion Energy 
Utah pipeline installation and replacement projects in Utah and Colorado. Some projects were conducted under a blanket 
certificate and required coordination with state and federal agencies to document no adverse effects to wildlife, fish, and plants 
with elevated status. 
 
Main Line 68 Pipeline Replacement Projects, Rifle, Colorado. Project manager and wetland specialist for multiple segments 
of a phased pipeline replacement project.  Work included desktop assessments for T&E species and cultural resources, wetland 
delineations, reporting, and Section 404 permitting with the ACOE. Managed staff who complete surveys for biological resources, 
including migratory birds, cultural resources, SWPPP inspections, and active migratory bird nest monitoring. 
 
CPX Exploration Tepee Park Ranch Permitting, Rifle, Colorado. Wetland specialist for USFS White River National Forest 
EA analyzing effects of road and pipeline construction project.  Managed and prepared the Section 404 permit application and 
coordinated permitting through the Grand Junction, Colorado office of the USACE. 
 
SunEdison Three Cedars Solar Project, Iron County, Utah. Completed EA with BLM Cedar City Field Office for generation 
tie-line associated with solar development site. Managed biological surveys and reporting, USFWS and UDWR coordination 
regarding potential effects on Utah prairie dog. Also completed waters of the U.S. delineations, reporting, and USACE 
coordination for verification of non-jurisdictional waters. 
 
Barrick Exploration Antelope Valley Project Baseline Habitat Assessment, Nevada. Project Manager and resource 
specialist for desktop habitat evaluation conducted in support of potential future NEPA process for an exploration drilling project 
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located on Battle Mountain District BLM-managed land. Presented results and habitat mapping of BLM special-status plant and 
wildlife species to BLM Battle Mountain resource specialists to help Barrick and the BLM plan future exploration work. 
 
Barrick Exploration Horse Canyon/Cortez Unified Exploration Project Plan of Operations Modification, Addendum, and 
Amendment EA, Nevada. Project Manager. Completed BLM EA that disclosed effects of past disturbance and analyzed future 
disturbance associated with exploration activities on land managed by the BLM Battle Mountain District Mount Lewis Field office. 
Project included review of Nevada Division of Environmental Protection reclamation requirements. Worked closely with BLM 
specialists in developing resource protection measures for riparian and wetlands, and wildlife including greater sage-grouse. 
 
Barrick Gold Exploration Horse Canyon/Cortez Unified Exploration Project Twin Declines Plan Amendment EA, Battle 
Mountain BLM, Nevada.  Project Manager of the NEPA process, including agency coordination and public involvement; and 
primary author of the assessment disclosing potential impacts of proposed underground exploration activities. 
 
Barrick North America Environmental Compliance Reviews. Reviewed environmental impact statements (EISs), audit 
reports, and permits for several mine sites in Nevada, the Dominican Republic, and Africa, to document environmental 
regulations and permitting requirements to improve compliance and efficiency of managing environmental regulations.  
 
Radius Gold Spring Peak Exploration Biological Assessment/Biological Evaluation, Humboldt-Toiyabe, Nevada. Project 
Manager for biological evaluation analyzing potential effects on wildlife from proposed exploration activity.  
 
PacifiCorp Carbon Coal Combustion Ash Landfill Closure and Reclamation, Helper, Utah. Managed CWA Section 404 
permitting and USACE coordination associated with ash landfill closure. Conducted field assessment of WUS, assisted with 
preparation of USACE submittals, provided Section 404 guidance, and assisted with USACE coordination.  
 
PacifiCorp Rocky Mountain Power Jordanelle-Midway Wetland Delineation, Utah. Completed wetland delineation and rare 
plant survey for Ute ladies’-tresses, a federally listed plant. Completed reporting and BA in support of effects analysis.   
 
Resolution Copper Mining, LLC. Comprehensive Compliance Obligations Register, Superior, AZ.  Reviewed permits and 
compiled searchable database of environmental compliance obligations. Permits included ADWQ Aquifer Protection Permits, 
APDES DeMinimus Discharge General Permits, ADOT Encroachment Permits, ASLD Special Use Permits-Split Estate 
Exploration, Pinal County Air Quality Permits, USFS grazing permits, and ADWR APP monitoring wells. 
 
Oracle Ridge Mining LLC, Baseline Biological Reporting and EA, Coronado National Forest, Arizona.  Managed and 
conducted baseline surveys and reporting for proposed re-opening of an underground copper mine and associated ROW across 
USFS lands. Coordinated with agency resource specialists and supported EA with project management and vegetation analysis. 
 
Magnum Gas Storage Project FERC Application and FERC/BLM EA, Utah. Project Manager. Completed FERC certificate 
application process for proposed underground natural gas storage facility and 60-mile natural gas delivery pipeline crossing BLM 
land. Managed FERC and BLM NEPA process evaluating connected actions of gas delivery supporting underground mined 
caverns. Directed and assisted with environmental baseline data collection for wildlife, vegetation, and wetland resources, and 
developed FERC Environmental Report. Facilitated interagency cooperation on the analysis of environmental effects. Worked 
closely with BLM, leading public scoping efforts, and providing project management support and technical editing. 
 
Gateway West, Idaho and Wyoming; Boardman to Hemmingway, Oregon and Idaho; Cascade Crossing, Oregon. 
Biological Resources Crew Lead on several transmission line projects. Managed crews and conducted vegetation and rare plant 
surveys, and waters of the United States inventories in support of EIS and ACOE reporting. 
 
Elba Island Liquefaction Project – FERC Permitting, Texas. As member of owner-engineer’s FERC permitting team, assisted 
engineering consultant with preparation of Resource Report 13 for the Elba Island Liquefaction Project. Tasks involved 
coordinating with engineers to write, review, and compile technical sections of RR 13; and assist with project scheduling, 
planning, and agency coordination 
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Project Manager/ Biologist 
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EXPERIENCE SUMMARY  
Ms. Reid has over 16 years of professional experience as a natural resources specialist, 
providing support for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analyses and 
associated state-level permitting processes. She has expertise in wildlife, fish, and 
threatened and endangered species surveys and monitoring; permitting; agency 
coordination; data management and analysis; and technical writing and review. Ms. 
Reid has prepared numerous technical reports and memoranda, including 
environmental assessments (EAs); environmental impact statements (EISs), biological 
evaluations (BEs), biological assessments (BAs), and Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) Resource Reports, which involved analyzing potential impacts to 
natural resources from proposed development actions. She also has experience 
conducting Phase I environmental site assessments (ESAs) and stormwater 
inspections; preparing Phase I ESA reports; stormwater pollution prevention plans 
(SWPPPs); site characterization studies (SCS); and compiling environmental 
compliance information for Environmental Management Systems.  

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE  
Caldwell Canyon Phosphate Mine Project, P4 Production/Monsanto, Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) Pocatello Field Office, Idaho. Resource Specialist. Drafted 
portions of the EIS. EIS analyzed the effects of a new phosphate mine near Soda 
Springs, Idaho. 

Spring Creek Mine TR1 Major Revision Project, Montana Department of 
Environmental Quality, Decker, Montana. Resource Specialist. Drafted portions of 
the EIS. EIS analyzed the effects of amending the mining plan to add 977 acres to the 
permit area for the Spring Creek Mine under the Montana Environmental Policy Act and 
the Montana Strip and Underground Mine Reclamation Act. The revision would extend 
the life-of-mine approximately four years. 

Mills Powerline Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Fillmore Field 
Office, Juab County, Utah. Project Manager of NEPA process. Coordinated with the 
BLM Fillmore Field Office, oversaw biological surveys, and drafted the Categorical 
Exclusion and BE. Proposed action consists of a new right-of-way grant to construct, 
operate, and maintain a new powerline to provide power to a proposed Utah Department 
of Transportation traffic video camera near Mills, Utah.  

Encana Tap Line Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Vernal Field Office, Uintah County, Utah. Project 
Manager/Wildlife Biologist. Coordinated with the BLM Vernal Field Office, oversaw target species and migratory bird nest 
surveys, and drafted the BE. Proposed action consists of a new right-of-way grant to construct, operate, and maintain a new 
powerline to provide power to a proposed injection well.  

Cove Fort Tap Line to Murphy Brown Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Cedar City Field Office, Beaver 
County, Utah. Project Manager of NEPA process. Coordinated with the BLM Cedar City Field Office, oversaw target species 
and migratory bird nest surveys, and drafted the EA and BE. EA analyzed the effects of a new right-of-way grant to construct, 
operate, and maintain a new powerline.  

Powerline Upgrade and Waterline Development Projects, Rocky Mountain Power and City of St. George, BLM St. George 
Field Office, Red Cliffs National Conservation Area, Washington County, Utah. Project Manager of NEPA process. 
Coordinated with the BLM St. George Field Office; oversaw federally listed species (Mojave desert tortoise) and migratory bird 
nest surveys; and drafted the EA, reclamation plan, and BA. EA analyzed the effects of a co-located powerline upgrade project 
and a new underground water pipeline project on BLM land within the Red Cliffs National Conservation Area. Scheduled, 
prepared materials, and attended the kick-off meeting held at the BLM St. George Field Office. Also oversaw Mojave desert 
tortoise construction monitoring and pre- and post-construction vegetation monitoring sites and transects set-up. 

Hunter Plant Public Land Disposal Project, PacifiCorp, BLM Price Field Office, Emery County, Utah. Resource Specialist. 
Drafted the EA and BE. EA analyzed the effects of PacifiCorp purchasing approximately 200-acres of public lands managed by 
the BLM Price Field Office. Attended the kick-off meeting at the BLM Price Field Office. Coordinated with the BLM Wildlife 
Biologist regarding the biological spring surveys. 

EDUCATION 

BS, Biology, Minor Chemistry, 
University of Utah, Salt Lake 
City, Utah, 2000 

AREA OF EXPERTISE 

Wildlife Resources, 
Threatened/Endangered 
Species, and NEPA Analyses 

TRAINING/CERTIFICATIONS 

Endangered Species Act 
Section 7 Training (USFWS) 

Utah Prairie Dog Survey 
Certification, USFWS, June 
2016, Expires 2020 

Western Yellow-billed Cuckoo 
Survey Certification, USFWS, 
June 2015 and USFWS 
Recovery Permit, June 2016 

Raptor Monitoring and Nest 
Identification, USFWS, 2013 

Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee Workshop, 2014 

Project Management Training, 
2010 and 2013 

OFFICE 

Salt Lake City, Utah 
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Main Line 3 Pipeline Replacement Projects, Dominion Energy dba Questar Pipeline LLC, Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National 
Forest, Utah. Resource Specialist. Conducted baseline desktop assessments for biological resources; baseline and pre-
construction biological field surveys; and nest monitoring. For the Weber Canyon Replacement Project, attended the U.S. Forest 
Service (USFS) Salt Lake Ranger District kick-off meeting; scheduled, prepared materials, and attended the scoping open 
house; drafted the EA, BE/BA, and FERC Environmental Report. For the Main Line 3 Horizontal Directional Drill Project, 
coordinated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Utah Ecological Services Field Office; conducted yellow-billed 
cuckoo protocol surveys; prepared the survey memo; prepared the stormwater plan; and conducted HDD Inadvertent Return 
and environmental compliance monitoring.  

Naples Substation Transmission Line and Fiber Optic Wire Project, Rocky Mountain Power, Uintah County, Utah. 
Resource Specialist. Coordinated with the U.S. Department of Energy Western Area Power Administration, oversaw the 
biological resources survey, and drafted the resources memo. 

Skull Valley Indian Reservation Right-of-way Grant Project, Rocky Mountain Power, Skull Valley Indian Reservation, 
Tooele County, Utah. Project Manager of NEPA process. Conducted the biological resources surveys, drafted the EA and BE, 
coordinated with the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) and the Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians of Utah. EA analyzed the 
renewal of an existing powerline right-of-way on the Skull Valley Indian Reservation. 

Four Corners Right-of-way Grant Project, Rocky Mountain Power, Ute Mountain Ute Indian Reservation, Montezuma 
County, Colorado. Project Manager of NEPA process. Coordinated with the BIA, Ute Mountain Ute Tribe, and USFWS; 
scheduled, prepared materials, and attended the open house and Tribal Council meeting; and drafted the EA. EA analyzed the 
renewal of an existing transmission right-of-way on the Ute Mountain Ute Indian Reservation. 

Skyline Mine Annual Exploration and EA Projects, Ark Land Company, USFS, Manti-La Sal National Forest, Utah. 
Resource Specialist. Conducted annual special status species presence/absence surveys for the proposed Skyline Mine annual 
exploration areas. Drafted annual biological surveys technical memos. Drafted the Winter Quarters Canyon Lease Modification 
EA and compiled the EA administrative record. For the Boulger Canyon Exploration Project, conducted baseline biological 
surveys and drafted the EA. 

Sufco Mine Annual Exploration, Subsidence, and EA Projects, Canyon Fuel Company, BLM Price Field Office and USFS 
Manti-La Sal and Fishlake National Forests, Sevier County, Utah. Resource Specialist. Conducted annual special status 
species surveys for the proposed annual exploration and mine subsidence areas. Drafted the annual raptor nest and biological 
surveys technical memorandums. Drafted portions of the Exploration EA and BA/BE, South Fork Lease Modifications EA and 
BA/BE, and Greens Hollow Lease Modification EA.  

Toiyabe Fingers Mule Deer Habitat Treatment Project, Nevada Gold Mines, BLM Mount Lewis Field Office, Lander 
County, Nevada. Resource Specialist. Drafted portions of EA and supplemental environmental reports. EA analyzed potential 
effects from a proposed vegetation treatment project to enhance habitat for mule deer and other sagebrush-obligate species. 

Barrick Nevada Sage-grouse Bank Enabling Agreement Public Lands Project, BLM Mount Lewis Field Office, Elko and 
Eureka Counties, Nevada. Resource Specialist. Drafted portions of the EA and resource reports. EA analyzed potential effects 
from the Public Lands Project Plan, which outlines voluntary conservation activities (habitat restoration) proposed on public lands 
within the Barrick Nevada Sage-Grouse Bank project area for the purposes of achieving a measurable net conservation gain for 
greater sage-grouse. The Bank Enabling Agreement (BEA) set forth an agreement between Barrick Gold, the BLM, and the 
USFWS regarding the establishment, use, operation, and maintenance of the Bank; and established a system for calculating 
credits associated with conservation actions, and debits associated with mining activities.  

Horse Canyon/Cortez Unified Exploration Project Twin Declines, Barrick Gold Exploration, BLM Mount Lewis Field 
Office, Eureka and Lander Counties, Nevada. Resource Specialist. Drafted portions of EA. EA analyzed potential effects from 
two parallel underground tunnels proposed for mining exploration, associated portal pad, alternative waste rock facility, and 
other linear surface facilities. 

Horse Canyon/Cortez Unified Exploration Project Plan of Operations Modification, Addendum, and Amendment, Barrick 
Gold Exploration, BLM Mount Lewis Field Office, Eureka and Lander Counties, Nevada. Resource Specialist. Drafted 
portions of EA. EA analyzed 549 acres of disturbance from an exploration drilling project with a complex history and located on 
land administered by two BLM districts and private land.   

Natural Gas Storage Project, Magnum Energy, Delta, Utah. Resource Specialist. Assisted with the preparation of the EA 
administrative record. In addition, assisted the management team with organizing the scoping comments that were posted to 
FERC’s website.  

Iron Springs Generation Tie Line and Iron Springs, Granite Mountain East, and Granite Mountain West Solar Array Sites, 
Sun Edison (Iron Springs, LLC), BLM Cedar City Field Office, Cedar City, Utah. Wildlife Biologist. Conducted baseline 
biological surveys and associated reporting in support of the Iron Springs Generation Tie Line EA for a BLM Cedar City Field 
Office right-of-way grant. In addition, conducted baseline Utah prairie dog surveys for the Iron Springs Solar Array Site. Also 
conducted pre-construction migratory bird and raptor nest surveys for the Irons Springs, Granite Mountain West, and Granite 
Mountain East solar array sites located on private land. Prepared a raptor protection plan for the three solar array sites.   



  

  
Wendy Rieth 

Wildlife Biologist & GIS Analyst 
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EXPERIENCE SUMMARY  

Ms. Rieth has over 13 years of professional experience as a wildlife biologist and 
geographic information system (GIS) analyst. Her expertise is in conducting in-depth 
research and impacts analyses, and agency coordination in support of development 
projects throughout the western U.S. Ms. Rieth has completed National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) analyses (Environmental Assessment (EAs) and Environmental 
Impact Statements (EISs)) for powerlines, water and natural gas pipelines, wind energy 
facilities, communication towers, surface and underground coal and metals mines, 
exploratory drilling, and natural gas storage. Ms. Rieth also has expertise in field work, 
research and study design, technical writing, permitting, state and federal agency 
coordination, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and U.S. Forest Service (USFS) 
NEPA analyses, FERC Resource Reports, Biological Evaluations (BE) and Biological 
Assessments (BA), threatened and endangered species, Endangered Species Act 
regulations, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) coordination and identifying 
critical issues to siting large-scale energy developments. Also skilled in data 
management, Access databases, GIS analyses and modeling. 

RELEVANT PROJECT EXPERIENCE  

Caldwell Canyon Phosphate Mine Project, P4 Production/Monsanto, BLM 
Pocatello Field Office, Idaho. Resource Specialist. Drafted portions of the EIS. EIS 
analyzed the effects of a new phosphate mine near Soda Springs, Idaho. 

Spring Creek Mine TR1 Major Revision Project, Montana Department of 
Environmental Quality, Decker, Montana. Resource Specialist. Drafted portions of 
the EIS. EIS analyzed the effects of amending the mining plan to add 977 acres to the 
permit area for the Spring Creek Mine under the Montana Environmental Policy Act 
and the Montana Strip and Underground Mine Reclamation Act. The revision would 
extend the life-of-mine approximately four years. 

Golden Sunlight Mine, Montana EIS, Barrick Gold, Jefferson County, Montana.  
Prepared wildlife and fisheries section of a Montana EIS analyzing a proposed expansion of a gold mine and amendment to 
the associated Operating Permit. The analysis included threatened and endangered species, Montana Species of Concern, 
bats, and migratory birds. 

Mills Powerline Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Fillmore Field Office, Juab County, Utah. Resource 
Specialist. Drafted the Categorical Exclusion (CE) and BE. Proposed action consists of a new right-of-way grant to construct, 
operate, and maintain a new power line to provide power to a proposed Utah Department of Transportation traffic video 
camera near Mills, Utah. GIS maps. 

Encana Tap Line Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Vernal Field Office, Uintah County, Utah. 
Resource Specialist. Coordinated with BLM Vernal Field Office and drafted the BE. Proposed action consists of a new right-of-
way grant to construct, operate, and maintain a new powerline to provide power to a proposed injection well.  

Cove Fort Tap Line to Murphy Brown Project Right-of-Way, Rocky Mountain Power, BLM Cedar City Field Office, Beaver 
County, Utah.  Resource Specialist. Drafted the EA and coordinated with the BLM Cedar City Field Office. EA analyzed the 
effects of a new right-of-way grant to construct, operate, and maintain a new transmission line. GIS maps and spatial analyses. 

Powerline Upgrade and Waterline Development Projects, Rocky Mountain Power and City of St. George, BLM St. George 
Field Office, Red Cliffs National Conservation Area, Washington County, Utah. Resource Specialist. Drafted EA analyzing 
a co-located powerline upgrade project and a new underground water pipeline project on BLM land within the Red Cliffs National 
Conservation Area. Analyzed effects to the endangered Mojave desert tortoise and its critical habitat; drafted a BA for submittal 
to USFWS. Drafted reclamation plan. GIS maps and spatial analyses. 

Main Line 3 Pipeline, Dominion Energy, USFS Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest EA, FERC Notification, Utah. 
Resource Specialist. Drafted EA, BA/BE, and wildlife specialist FERC Environmental Report for interstate natural gas pipeline 
replacement on USFS land. Conducted GIS analysis and mapping.  

EDUCATION 

M.S., Wildlife Biology, Utah 
State University, 2010 

B.S., Wildlife Ecology and 
Conservation, University of 
Florida, 2000 

B.S., Psychology, University of 
Florida, 1998, with honors 

AREA OF EXPERTISE 

Wildlife Resources, 
Threatened/Endangered 
Species, NEPA Analyses, GIS 
Analysis and Cartography 

TRAINING/CERTIFICATIONS 

Endangered Species Act 
Section 7 Training (USFWS) 

Greater Sage-grouse Wyoming 
DDCT Training (WGFD) 

OFFICE 

Salt Lake City, Utah  
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Magnum Gas Storage and Pipeline Project, Magnum, FERC and BLM, Central Utah. Resource Specialist. Completed 
wildlife sections of EA and FERC Resource Reports, including wildlife mitigation measures, in support of FERC permitting and 
joint FERC-BLM EA for an underground natural gas storage and 60-mile pipeline project. 

South Fork Federal Coal Lease Modifications EA, Sufco Mine, Canyon Fuel Company, Sevier County, Utah. Resource 
Specialist. Drafted EA. EA analyzed potential effects from modifications to two federal coal leases located on National Forest 
surface lands.  Analysis focused on potential subsidence effects from future underground coal mining activities. Drafted BA/BE. 
Made calculations and prepared maps/figures in GIS. 

Flat Canyon BA, Skyline Mine, Emery and Sanpete Counties, Utah. Resource Specialist. Prepared BA analyzing potential 
impacts to threatened and endangered species, including Colorado River fishes, from modification of the Skyline Mine mining 
plan. BA was submitted to Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement (OSMRE) in support of a USFS-BLM EA. 

Hunter Plant Public Land Disposal Project, PacifiCorp, BLM Price Field Office, Emery County, Utah. Resource 
Specialist. Drafted the EA and BE. EA analyzed the effects of PacifiCorp purchasing approximately 200-acres of public lands 
managed by the BLM Price Field Office.  

Naples Substation Transmission Line and Fiber Optic Wire Project, Rocky Mountain Power, Uintah County, Utah. 
Resource Specialist. Coordinated with the U.S. Department of Energy Western Area Power Administration and drafted the 
resources memo. 

Skull Valley Indian Reservation Right-of-way Grant Project, Rocky Mountain Power, Skull Valley Indian Reservation, 
Tooele County, Utah. Resource Specialist. Drafted the EA and BE. EA analyzed the renewal of an existing powerline right-of-
way on the Skull Valley Indian Reservation. Prepared GIS figures.  

Four Corners Right-of-Way Renewal Project, Rocky Mountain Power, Ute Mountain Ute Reservation, Montezuma 
County, Colorado. Resource Specialist. Drafted the EA analyzing a right-of-way grant renewal for a transmission line. Prepared 
GIS figures.  

Toiyabe Fingers Mule Deer Habitat Treatment Project, Nevada Gold Mines, BLM Mount Lewis Field Office, Lander 
County, Nevada. Resource Specialist. Drafted EA and supplemental environmental reports. EA analyzed potential effects from 
a proposed vegetation treatment project to enhance habitat for mule deer and other sagebrush-obligate species. 

Barrick Nevada Sage-grouse Bank Enabling Agreement Public Lands Project EA, Barrick Cortez Gold Mine, BLM Battle 
Mountain Mount Lewis Field Office, Nevada. Resource Specialist. Drafted wildlife sections of EA analyzing potential effects 
from the Public Lands Project Plan, which outlines voluntary conservation activities (habitat restoration) proposed on public lands 
within the Barrick Nevada Sage-Grouse Bank project area to achieve a measurable net conservation gain for greater sage-
grouse. The Bank Enabling Agreement (BEA) set forth an agreement between Barrick Gold, the BLM, and the USFWS regarding 
the establishment, use, operation, and maintenance of the Bank; and established a system for calculating credits associated 
with conservation actions, and debits associated with Barrick’s mining activities. 

Horse Canyon/Cortez Unified Exploration Project Twin Declines EA, Barrick Gold Exploration, BLM Battle Mountain 
Mount Lewis Field Office, Nevada. Drafted wildlife portions of an EA analyzing potential effects from two parallel underground 
tunnels proposed for mining exploration, associated portal pad, alternative waste rock facility, and other linear surface facilities. 
Prepared GIS data and maps for the EA and associated metadata. 

Milford Wind Corridor, First Wind, BLM Filmore Field Office, Utah. Resource Specialist. Conducted avian surveys and 
reporting for a proposed wind farm on BLM land, including helicopter surveys for raptor nests along a proposed energy 
transmission line route. Analyzed multiple years and seasons of avian survey data to characterize avian populations, habitat 
and seasonal use, and assessed potential avian risk of turbine collision. Created Access database for nest data for the BLM and 
followed BLM GIS data standards.   

Williams Draw Lease-by-Application Threatened, Endangered, and BLM Sensitive Species (TES) Inventory, BLM Price 
Field Office, Utah. Wildlife Biologist. Conducted desktop assessment of TES in over 7,000-acre analysis area, analyzed results 
from raptor nest survey, Mexican spotted owl habitat assessment, and TES plant surveys; evaluated potential effects to these 
species from approval of a coal lease-by-application. Managed GIS and global positioning system (GPS) data for field surveys 
and reporting, including preparation of metadata. Prepared final report and GIS maps. 

UT4 Minersville Communications Tower, Verizon Wireless, BLM Cedar City Field Office, Utah. Wildlife Biologist. Prepared 
greater sage-grouse habitat analysis and literature review for a communications project requiring use of BLM rights-of-way for 
a tower and an underground communications line. Coordinated closely with the BLM biologist to complete a greater sage-grouse 
impacts analysis as required under the BLM Utah Greater Sage-grouse Approved Resource Management Plan Amendment 
(ARMPA) for projects within a Priority Habitat Management Area. Analysis was used in an EA document.  

Graymont Dolomite Quarries, Graymont, BLM Fillmore Field Office, Cricket Mountain, Utah. Wildlife Biologist. Drafted the 
Plan of Study and prepared the biological resources reports. Surveys were conducted to support a BLM Fillmore Field Office EA 
and associated mine permit. 



  

  
Mark Karpinski, M.A. 

Cultural Resource Principal Investigator 
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EXPERIENCE SUMMARY  

Mark is a Cultural Resource Principal Investigator with eighteen years of 
experience completing cultural resource management projects in Nevada, 
Utah, Colorado, Oregon, Wyoming, Idaho, Oklahoma, Texas, North Dakota, 
New York, and Pennsylvania. The projects include inventory, testing, 
mitigation, and monitoring under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act and/or application state heritage laws. The projects were for 
numerous private sector companies as well as on the behalf of federal and 
state agencies including the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Mark has managed several complex, 
large-scale inventory projects including most recently Bald Mountain 2018 
Exploration Project in Nevada; numerous exploration and mine development 
projects in Wyoming; natural gas and liquids pipelines in Utah, Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, New York, and Texas; and numerous range management and wildfire 
projects in Idaho, Oregon, Utah, Wyoming, and Colorado. Mark has supervised 
and completed numerous small to medium scale projects and written the 
corresponding technical reports, including contributing cultural resource 
sections to NEPA related documents. Mark is a member of the Society for 
American Archaeology and has presented papers and posters at annual 
meetings for the Society for American Archaeology, Plains Anthropological 
Society, the Rocky Mountain Anthropological Society, Great Basin 
Anthropological Society, and the Geological Society of America.  

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE  
Little Eccles EIS Tetra Tech for Bowie/Wolverine Resources. Responsibilities: Project manager in charge of the 
cultural resource portion of the BLM’s third-party contractor efforts on the Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Little Eccles coal lease. In Progress. 

Rocky Mountain Power’s WAPA Naples Substation Utility and Fiber Optic Project. Tetra Tech for Rocky 
Mountain Power. RMP is the planning a new powerline and fiber optic line from their existing facilities to the Vernal 
Substation in Uinta County, Utah. The cultural resource team conducted the inventory of the right-of-way. We 
recorded and evaluated all encountered sites for inclusion on the NRHP. Completed in 2019. 

PacifiCorp/Bowie Resources Hunter Plant Expansion Project and EA. Tetra Tech for PacifiCorp/Bowie 
Resources. Mr. Karpinski served as Principal Investigator directing all field work for two BLM Price Field Office land 
parcels. One is for PacifiCorp and one is for Bowie Resources. Inventory encountered several lithic raw material 
localities and isolated finds. Assisted on the technical report production for each parcel. Assist in the BLM directed 
environmental assessment. Completed in 2017. 

Canyon Fuels SUFCO Green Hollow EA Cultural Resource Inventory. Tetra Tech for Sufco Mine. 
Responsibilities: Project manager and field director in charge of the cultural resource inventory of subsidence areas 
on USFS administered lands within proposed Green Hollow Lease By Modification Environmental Assessment. The 
inventories were completed for a proposed subsurface mining expansion in Sevier County, Utah. Revisited all 
previously recorded sites and recorded IOs. Composed the technical report and assisted professional consultation 
with USFS. Completed in 2016. 

Carbon Plant Decommissioning Project. Tetra Tech for PacifiCorp. Responsibilities: Cultural Resource Assistant 
who conducted a due diligence study, cultural resource risk assessment and assisted PacifiCorp with consultation 
with Utah SHPO for the proposed decommission of the Carbon Plant. Supervised the cultural resource inventory 

EDUCATION 

MA, Project Management, 
Pennsylvania State University, 
2011 

MA, Anthropology, University of 
Wyoming, 2004 

BS, Anthropology, Minor: 
Spanish, Mercyhurst College, 
1999 

AREA OF EXPERTISE 

Cultural Resources 

OFFICE 

4750 West 2100 South, Suite 
400, Salt Lake City, Utah  
84120 

YEARS OF EXPERIENCE 

18 
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for stream re-alignment for the plant’s ash landfill in Carbon County, Utah. Composed the Historic Properties 
Treatment Plan for adverse effects to the historic town of Heiner (42CB559). Completed in 2017. 

Questar ML40 Pipeline. Tetra Tech for Questar Pipeline Company. Responsibilities: Principal Investigator 
responsible for supervision of monitoring for maintenance activities along ML40 pipeline within Nine Mile Canyon, 
Carbon County, Utah. Completed technical reporting and federal agency consultation. Completed in 2016. 

East Emery Phase I Class III Cultural Resource Inventory. Tetra Tech for BLM Canyon Country Fire Zone. 
Responsibilities: Project manager and field director responsible for leading the cultural resource inventory of 1,721 
acres of BLM, Price Field Office administered lands. Directed the revisit and recordation of all encountered cultural 
resources in Emery County, Utah. Composed the associated technical report. Completed in 2014. 

Ford Ridge Phase I Class II and Class III Cultural Resource Inventory. Tetra Tech for BLM Canyon Country 
Fire Zone. Responsibilities: Project Manager and field director responsible for leading the cultural resource inventory 
of 515 acres at Class II and 51 Acres of Class III of BLM, Price Field Office administered lands. Directed the revisit 
and recordation of all encountered cultural resources in Carbon County, Utah. Composed the associated technical 
report. Completed in 2013. 

Seep Ridge Federal Lease Due Diligence Report. Tetra Tech for AE Oilshale. Responsibilities: project director 
responsible for leading the due diligence cultural resource records search for a client determined area within BLM 
Vernal Field Office and State Institutional Trust Lands administered lands. Directed records search of all cultural 
resources in Uintah County, Utah. Composed the associated due diligence report. Completed in 2012. 

Seep Ridge Exploratory Drill Program Cultural Resource Inventory. Tetra Tech for AE Oilshale. 
Responsibilities: project and field director responsible for leading the cultural resource inventory of nine drill sites 
and 400 acres of BLM, Vernal Field Office and State Institutional Trust Lands administered lands. Directed the 
revisit and recordation of all encountered cultural resources in Uintah County, Utah. The project resulted in the 
recordation and NRHP evaluation of sour sites. Composed the associated technical report. Completed in 2012. 

Dugout Creek Phase III Cultural Resource Inventory. Tetra Tech for BLM Canyon Country Fire Zone. 
Responsibilities: project and field director responsible for leading the cultural resource inventory of 1,689 acres of 
BLM, Price Field Office administered lands. Directed the revisit and recordation of all encountered cultural resources 
in Carbon County, Utah. The project resulted in the recordation and NRHP evaluation of 12 sites. Composed the 
associated technical report. Completed in 2012. 

White Mountain ARPA Site Assessment. Logan Simpson Design for Bureau of Land Management, Vernal Field 
Office. Responsibilities: project and field director responsible for conducting the ARPA assessment of impacts to 
site 42UT401 located on SITLA administered lands in Uintah County, Utah. The project resulted in the recordation 
and collection of a disturbed human burial. Composed the associated ARPA technical report. Completed in 2011. 

Peters Point Cultural Resource Inventory. Logan Simpson Design for Bureau of Land Management, Canyon 
Country Fire District, Monticello Field Office. Responsibilities: project and field director responsible for leading the 
cultural resource inventory of approximately 3,400 acres of BLM land and the revisit and recordation of all 
encountered cultural resources in San Juan County, Utah. The project resulted in the recordation and NRHP 
evaluation of 150 sites. Composed the associated technical report. Completed in 2011. 

Black Ridge Cultural Resource Inventory. Logan Simpson Design for Bureau of Land Management, Canyon 
Country Fire District, Monticello Field Office. Responsibilities: project and field director responsible for leading the 
cultural resource inventory of approximately 8,400 acres of BLM land and the revisit and recordation of all 
encountered cultural resources in San Juan County, Utah. The project resulted in the recordation and NRHP 
evaluation of 250 sites. Composed the associated technical report. Completed in 2010. 

State Route 10, Clawson to Hunter Project. Logan Simpson Design for Utah Department of Transportation, 
Region 4. Responsibilities: project director responsible for supervising the cultural resource inventory and Intensive 
Level Architecture Survey of approximately 1 mile of Utah Department of Transportation right of way and the revisit 
and recordation of all encountered cultural resources in Emery County, Utah. The project resulted in the recordation 
of two historic structures. Composed the associated technical report. Completed in 2009. 



  

 

 

Robert Ingersoll 
Senior Permitting/NEPA Specialist 
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EXPERIENCE SUMMARY  
Mr. Ingersoll has over 35 years of engineering, environmental regulatory 
compliance, and senior permitting experience. Mr. Ingersoll has developed 
permitting strategy and lead BLM coordination for several NEPA processes, 
and has been responsible, as a project proponent, for coordinating project 
details with key stakeholders such as federal and state agencies, Tribes, and 
private landowners.  

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY 
Tetra Tech                                                   2019-Present 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Senior Permitting/NEPA Specialist 
 
Barrick Gold Corporation    2013-2019  
Salt Lake City, Utah        
Deputy Executive Director 
 

• Managed permitting for gold mines in Alaska and Nevada. 
• Senior manager for the Goldrush Project, a greenfields mine development in Nevada. 
• Supervised water rights management for the Barrick properties in Nevada. 
• Managed the sage grouse mitigation program with the U.S. Department of Interior. 

 
ATK          2012-2013                
Salt Lake City, Utah        
Environmental Director 
 

• Managed environmental professionals at two facilities in Utah producing solid fuel rocket motors. 
• Environmental support for facilities at Kennedy Space Center. 
• Developed technical comments on particulate matter and volatile organic compounds for the State Air 

Quality Implementation Plan. 
• Managed the RCRA permit Corrective Measures Study for control of groundwater impacts. 

 
Tetra Tech                                                      2009-2012 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Principal Consultant/Office Manager 
 

• Managed a consulting firm staff of engineering and environmental professionals. 
• Senior project oversight including proposal preparation, manpower allocations, project health and safety 

plan preparation and cost controls. 
• Prepared Environmental and Social Management Plans for projects with International Finance Corporation 

lending obligations. 
 
Graduate Student           2006-2008 
Nashville, Tennessee  
Environmental Consultant    
 

• Consultant to Barrick Gold Corporation while attending Vanderbilt University. 
 
 
 

EDUCATION 

Vanderbilt University 
M.S., Environmental 
Engineering and Management  
 
Montana College of Mineral 
Science and Technology 
B.S., Environmental 
Engineering  

AREA OF EXPERTISE 

NEPA, Environmental 
Regulations 

LOCATION 

Salt Lake City, Utah 
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Barrick Gold Corporation        1995- 2005 
Salt Lake City, Utah  
Environmental Director  
 

• Principal author of the Barrick Closure and Reclamation Guidelines, incorporating engineering and 
accounting criteria to comply with U.S. and Canada Financial Accounting Standards. 

• Technical review of projects in Argentina, Australia, Canada, Chile, Peru, Tanzania. 
• Environmental audits in Australia, North America and South America. 
• Technical lead for closing 16 mines in New Mexico, South Dakota, Utah, Nevada, California and Chile. 
• Management of the Environmental Impact Statements for projects in Chile, Argentina and Peru. 
• Due diligence during acquisition of properties and companies, including the merger with Lac Minerals and 

Homestake Mining Company. 
 
 
Barrick Goldstrike Mines Inc.         1988 – 1994 
Elko, Nevada  
Environmental Manager 
 

• Managed the Betze Project EIS, which allowed the property to develop into the largest gold mine in North 
America. 

• Managed Federal and State permitting for the Meikle underground mine. 
• Supervised environmental documentation for a $450 million gold loan. 
• Managed permitting and compliance under the air, water (NPDES, UIC, 404), Endangered Species Act, 

hazardous waste, and mining facilities regulatory programs. 
• Negotiated water rights authorizing pumping of 152 cfs for mine dewatering. 

 
 
Dames & Moore                                    1986 – 1987 
Santa Barbara, California  
Project Engineer 
 

 
Pinto Valley Copper Corporation                                                1981 – 1986 
Miami, Arizona 
Senior Environmental Engineer  
 
Dravo Corporation        1980 – 1981 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 
Project Leader 
 
 
Shell Oil Corporation        1979 – 1980 
Houston, Texas 
Environmental Specialist 

 



  

  
Sara Woolsey 

Senior Air Quality Engineer 
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EXPERIENCE SUMMARY 
Ms. Woolsey has more than 13 years of professional experience with air 
quality permit applications, permit compliance reporting, and air quality 
dispersion modeling projects.  She is experienced with the use of air 
quality dispersion models such as SCREEN3, AERMOD, and 
CALPUFF, and has prepared Title V and New Source Review/PSD 
permit applications for industries.  She has experience assisting facilities 
with their Title V recordkeeping and reporting requirements, completing 
air permitting applications including Title V applications and developing 
emission inventory calculations for criteria pollutants, hazardous air 
pollutants (HAPs), and greenhouse gases (GHGs).  She has assisted 
with the air quality section of environmental assessments and 
environmental impact statements for projects across the country.  She 
has utilized GRI-GLYCalc, E&P Tank, and EPA’s TANKS programs for 
air permitting applications and emissions inventories. 

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE 
Mining 

Oracle Ridge Copper Mine, Oracle Ridge Mining, LLC, Arizona – 
Assisted Oracle Ridge Mining, LLC with developing the air quality 
sections for an environmental assessment (EA). (2012) 

Greens Creek Mine, Hecla Greens Creek Mining Co., Alaska – 
Assisted Hecla Greens Creek Mining Co. with developing criteria 
pollutant and greenhouse gas emissions calculations and air quality 
section for the environmental impact statement (EIS). (2011 to 2013) 

Haile Gold Mine, Romarco Minerals, Inc. and Oceana Gold, South 
Carolina – Supported the mine with developing the air quality section of 
the environmental impact statement (EIS). Assisted client with 
determining emissions calculations, including greenhouse gases, and 
completing construction application forms. Performed AERMOD air 
dispersion modeling to determine potential criteria pollutant 
concentrations. Completed Title V air permit application. Assisted with 
the supplemental EIS for mine expansion. (2010 to Present) 

Pumpkin Hollow Copper Mine, Nevada Copper, Inc., Nevada – 
Assisted Nevada Copper, Inc. with determining emissions calculations 
and completing construction application forms. Performed AERMOD air 
dispersion modeling to determine potential criteria pollutant 
concentrations. (2011 to 2014) 

Climax Molybdenum Mine, Colorado – Assisted client with determining emissions calculations, reviewing 
regulations, and preparing APENs and construction permit applications. Performed AERMOD air dispersion 
modeling for the molybdenum mine to determine potential criteria pollutant concentrations. (2010 to Present) 

Sunshine Silver Mine, Sunshine Silver Mining & Refining, Idaho – Assisted Sunshine Silver Mining & Refining 
with emissions calculations and permit application forms. Performed AERMOD air dispersion modeling to 
determine potential criteria pollutant impact concentrations. (2013) 

Twin Metals, Minnesota – Performed emission calculations and AERMOD dispersion modelling for a copper and 
nickel underground mine. (2015) 

EDUCATION 

B.S. Civil Engineering, The Ohio 
State University, Columbus, Ohio, 
2004 

AREA OF EXPERTISE 

Air Quality 

REGISTRATIONS/ 
AFFILIATIONS 

Engineer-In-Training, Ohio, 2005 

Society of Women Environmental 
Professionals 

TRAINING/ 
CERTIFICATIONS 

MSHA 8-Hour Refresher 2019 
 
Tetra Tech Inc. Project 
Management Training 2013 
 
MSHA 24-Hour New Miner 2011 
 
OFFICE 

Superior, Colorado 

YEARS OF EXPERIENCE 

13 

YEARS WITH TETRA TECH 

9 

CONTACT 

Sara.Woolsey@tetratech.com 
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Colowyo Coal Company, Colorado – Performed AERMOD air dispersion modeling for a coal mine to determine 
potential criteria pollutant concentrations. Assisted client with completing construction application forms. (2011) 

Caldwell Canyon Phosphate Mine Project, Monsanto Co., Idaho – Assisted with the environmental impact 
statement (EIS) air quality section for the BLM Pocatello Field Office. (2017 to 2019) 

Gypsum Ranch Pit Mine, Oldcastle SW Group Inc., Colorado – Developed emission calculations and 
performed AERMOD dispersion modelling for a sand and gravel open pit mine and processing facility. (2017 to 
Present) 

Oil & Gas 

Magnum Gas Storage Project, Magnum Gas Storage, LLC, Utah – Assisted with the certificate of public 
convenience and necessity for a natural gas storage facility project. Contributed to the FERC Resource Report 9 
– Air Quality for the natural gas storage facility and associated pipelines. (2009) 

BLM Kremmling Field Office, Colorado – Assisted with CALPUFF-Lite air quality assessment, including 
emissions inventory calculations dispersion modeling, which predicts the potential air quality impacts of future oil 
and gas development in the Kremmling Field Office Resource Management Plan. (2009 to 2011) 

Blue Sky Gas Storage FERC Project, Linear Energy Holdings, LLC, Colorado – Assisted Linear Energy 
Holdings, LLC with the certificate of public convenience and necessity for the natural gas storage facility. 
Prepared the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Resource Report 9 – Air Quality for the natural gas 
storage facility and associated pipelines. (2009) 

Southern Union Gas Services, Ltd., New Mexico – Performed emissions calculations and completed 
construction permit application forms for natural gas compressor stations. (2009 to 2010) 

Miscellaneous Air Quality 

Mountain States Asphalt, Utah – Developed emissions calculations associated with installation of three multi-
product aboveground storage tanks for submittal with a Notice of Intent application. (2019) 

City and County of Denver, Colorado – Assisted with preparation of a Boulder County 1041 Permit Application 
to increase the storage capacity of the Gross Reservoir municipal water supply for the City of Denver and 
surrounding areas. Tasks performed included emissions calculations, assessment of construction and operational 
impacts, and a review of climate data. (2019) 

Apex Waste Management Center, Republic Dumpco, Inc., Nevada – Assisted Republic Dumpco, Inc with a 
minor modification application and CY 2014 emissions inventory for the landfill.  The minor modification permit 
application included emissions calculations, AERMOD air quality dispersion modeling, and permit application 
associated with request for removal of a PM10 ambient air monitoring station. (2014 and 2015) 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana – Completed the annual compliance certification with a Title V reasonable 
inquiry investigation, the annual emissions inventory, and the Title V renewal application.  These tasks included 
emissions calculations, equipment inventory, and application forms. Reviewed applicable state regulations, New 
Source Performance Standards (NSPS), and National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants 
(NESHAP). (2010 to 2012) 

Pawnee Waste LLC, Colorado – Performed emission calculations for an oil and gas waste landfill.  Worked on 
developing the permit application requirements. (2015) 

Emcore Corporation, New Mexico – Performed the air quality portion of the Phase I environmental site 
assessment including but not limited to review of recordkeeping and reporting per the air permit, and site 
inspection, and then combining results into a memorandum for the report. (2012) 

Confidential Company, Nevada – Air quality support to environmental response of a former rocket fuel 
manufacturing plant.  Support includes emissions calculations, air quality permitting, regulation review, and 
annual reporting. (2017 to Present)  
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SCIC Eastern Utah Regional Connection
Seven County Infrastructure Coalition Attention: Mike McKee

Phases / Tasks
2,297 hrs 312,424.00$ 

BT Hrly Rate Tot Est. Hrs Total Est. Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost
Sr. NEPA Specialist - Flood, Cameo $215.00 164.0 35,260.00$ 27.0 5,805.00$ 29.0 6,235.00$ 24.0 5,160.00$ 48.0 10,320.00$ 30.0 6,450.00$ 2.0 430.00$ 2.0 430.00$ 2.0 430.00$ 
Project Manager - Weidner, Michele $165.00 660.0 108,900.00$ 96.0 15,840.00$ 70.0 11,550.00$ 100.0 16,500.00$ 298.0 49,170.00$ 72.0 11,880.00$ 12.0 1,980.00$ 8.0 1,320.00$ 4.0 660.00$ 
Resource Specialist/Assist. PM - Reid, Jill $115.00 715.0 82,225.00$ 80.0 9,200.00$ 126.0 14,490.00$ 100.0 11,500.00$ 327.0 37,605.00$ 46.0 5,290.00$ 4.0 460.00$ 2.0 230.00$ 30.0 3,450.00$ 
Wildlife/Sr. GIS Analyst - Rieth, Wendy $90.00 455.0 40,950.00$ 19.0 1,710.00$ 34.0 3,060.00$ 70.0 6,300.00$ 294.0 26,460.00$ 20.0 1,800.00$ 2.0 180.00$ - -$ 16.0 1,440.00$ 
Archaeologist - Karpinski, Mark $140.00 44.0 6,160.00$ 6.0 840.00$ 4.0 560.00$ 8.0 1,120.00$ 24.0 3,360.00$ 2.0 280.00$ - -$ - -$ - -$ 
GIS support - Gardner, Heather $78.00 100.0 7,800.00$ - -$ 44.0 3,432.00$ - -$ 48.0 3,744.00$ 8.0 624.00$ - -$ - -$ - -$ 
Air Specialist - Woolsey, Sara $160.00 35.0 5,600.00$ 1.0 160.00$ 4.0 640.00$ 8.0 1,280.00$ 20.0 3,200.00$ 2.0 320.00$ - -$ - -$ - -$ 
Permitting Specialist - Robert Ingersoll $190.00 54.0 10,260.00$ 6.0 1,140.00$ 4.0 760.00$ 4.0 760.00$ 36.0 6,840.00$ 4.0 760.00$ - -$ - -$ - -$ 
Publication Support - Hagaman, Janette $100.00 50.0 5,000.00$ 4.0 400.00$ 28.0 2,800.00$ - -$ 8.0 800.00$ 8.0 800.00$ - -$ - -$ 2.0 200.00$ 
Billing Assistant - Reitler, Breanne $85.00 20.0 1,700.00$ 14.0 1,190.00$ 1.0 85.00$ - -$ 5.0 425.00$ - -$ - -$ - -$ - -$ 

Subtotal Tetra Tech Labor 2,297.0 hrs 303,855.00$ 253.0 36,285.00$ 344.0 43,612.00$ 314.0 42,620.00$ 1,108.0 141,924.00$ 192.0 28,204.00$ 20.0 3,050.00$ 12.0 1,980.00$ 54.0 6,180.00$ 

--Total Tetra Tech Labor 303,855.00$ 36,285.00$ 43,612.00$ 42,620.00$ 141,924.00$ 28,204.00$ 3,050.00$ 1,980.00$ 6,180.00$ 

Total Est. Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost
Lodging/per diem 2,400.00$ -$ 1,200.00$ -$ -$ 1,200.00$ -$ -$ -$ 
mileage 840.00$ -$ 280.00$ -$ -$ 560.00$ -$ -$ -$ 

Subtotal Travel 3,240.00$ -$ 1,480.00$ -$ -$ 1,760.00$ -$ -$ -$ 

Markup 324.00$ 10.00% 148.00$ 176.00$ 

--Total Travel 3,564.00$ -$ 1,628.00$ -$ -$ 1,936.00$ -$ -$ -$ 

Total Est. Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost Cost
Printing 3,750.00$ -$ 1,350.00$ -$ 2,000.00$ 400.00$ -$ -$ -$ 
Misc ODC 800.00$ -$ 400.00$ -$ -$ 400.00$ -$ -$ -$ 

Subtotal Other Direct Costs 4,550.00$ -$ 1,750.00$ -$ 2,000.00$ 800.00$ -$ -$ -$ 

Markup $455.00 10.00% $175.00 $200.00 $80.00

--Total Other Direct Costs 5,005.00$ -$ 1,925.00$ -$ 2,200.00$ 880.00$ -$ -$ -$ 

Project/Task --Total 312,424.00$ 36,285.00$ 47,165.00$ 42,620.00$ 144,124.00$ 31,020.00$ 3,050.00$ 1,980.00$ 6,180.00$ 

PROJECT Total 312,424.00$ 

Task 2 Public 
Communications and 

Scoping

Task 3 EIS Planning and 
Alternatives 

Development

Task 4 EIS Development 
and Distribution

Task 5 Public Comment 
for Draft EIS

Travel

Other Direct Costs

Project Cost Summary

Project Total Task 1 Project Start-up 
and PM

Tetra Tech Labor

Task 6 Response to 
Public Comments (NOA 

Final EIS)

Task 7 Prepare ROD Task 8 Develop and 
Maintain Decision File

Tetra Tech Confidential Information
Printed 8/14/2020

TT Cost-Price Model
Proposal



 

Tetra Tech, Inc. 
4750 W. 2100 S., Ste. 400 

Salt Lake City, UT 84120 
801-244-7525 
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