Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 18 Linear BPS 4 from Highway 89

Date - March 23, 2020

District - Private Property

Resource Area -

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name

Lake Powell Pipeline
Pipeline Alignment/BPS-4
Both Alternatives

4. Location - BPS 4 5.
from Highway 89

Township - 43S

Range - 1W

2. Key Observation Point

KOP 18 Linear

Section - 2

Location Sketch

3. VRM Class
N/A
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling, moderate Indistinct Flat road, repeating vertical mileposts
o
w Horizontal, undulating Indistinct Distinct, straight to curved
2
- Brown/beige, gray/white, orange, red Deep green to blue/gray, and seasonal Gray, brown/beige
° colors incl. green and straw/yellow
o
- & Medium to coarse, striated, random Medium-course, clumped Fine
- R
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s addition of flattened landforms for buildings swath of vegetation removed then revegetated partially screened addition of geometric shapes of
S and berms for basin buildings, additional thin vertical features of
w substation and powerlines
w edges of landform disturbances noticeable noticeable edges of pipeline disturbance Bold, horizontal/vertical, rectangular associated with
= additional structures, though partically screened
o lighter where disturbed more greens in disturbed areas
=] same plus solid building color
8
same same structures add additional texture
Lol =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives?  Yes No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side) .
) (2) (3) N/A on on private land.
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST o g x| o | ¥ E x| o | ¥ g ~ | o
2|1 3| 3|s5|2|38|8| 5| 2| 8| 8| 5 | Contrastrating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
Hles|=2=|lz|&ad|l=|2|z2z|&|=|2]=2
Form X X X Date
wv J
% Line X N N Evaluator’s Names April 2020;
= : March 23, 2020
o Color X X X Allysia Angus, BLM; Aoril 15. 2016
= Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- prit 15,
Texture X X X Colebank, Chris Backey/l ogan Simpson




SECTION D. (Continued)

This linear KOP is along HWY 89 in both directions. The facility simulated is BPS-4, including the pump station. Other facilities features are screened by landform and
vegetation from KOP image. See attached facility site plan and section. Visual and restoration mitigation measure described in the POD would reduce the

degree of visual contrast. The pump station building and ancillary facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings using a non-reflective, textured
surfacing in a random shape pattern and colored either a standard BLM environmental color or other custom color. Final color would be chosen by landowner prior to
construction. BPS-4 would be just off HWY 89 on the east side near an existing substation and in a natural depression.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The proposed facilities are immediately adjacent to this linear KOP on the east side of HWY 89. They come into view when traveling eastbound only
when about 500 feet away. For travelers going westbound, the facilities come into view from about a mile away and are intermittently visible until the facilities are
passed by.

Angle of Observation: Along this linear KOP, for those traveling westbound the facilities are above them until they pass directly by it; for eastboard travelers the
facilities are below them until they pass directly by. In both instances, landforms and vegetation partially screen the facilities.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view as motorists traveling at 65 MPH along HWY 89 pass through this area. From the west they would
be intermittently visible from as far away as a mile and from the east from about 500 feet away.

Spatial Relationships: The structures would be located in a natural depression surrounded by landforms where another substation exists and another storage building is
in the vicinity. This location with other developments and landform screening reduces the visual impact of the facilities. Being located adjacent to highway ROW would
consolidate the linear disturbance of the pipeline to an already altered landscape swath.

Size/Scale: The facilities at this location are large and in the foreground but located near similar sized infrastructure. They are also located at the base of The Cockcomb,
a dramatic landform that dominates the view.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out ten years
post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094










Form 8400 - 4

(September 1985)
UNITED STATES

Date - March 23, 2020

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District - Paria River

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area - KEPA

**KOP 19 Road to Paria Interpretive Site

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - Road to Paria 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline Interpretive Site
Pipeline Alignment Township - 42€
Both Alternatives
Range - 2W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 3
KOP 19
3. VRM Class
3
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to rolling with steep cliff faces Indistinct, low to medium Distinct, flat roads, vertical utility poles
o
w Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct Bold, straight, repeating vertical poles and posts
2
o Brown/beige, gray/white, orange, vermillion red Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray, brown/beige
9 incl. green and straw/yellow
8
» & | Fine to coarse, striated Medium to fine, stippled to even, gradational Fine
w 35
Lol =
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s same Low N/A
o
2
2 same Broken, irregular N/A
=
P Slightly lighter where disturbed Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors incl. N/A
=] green and straw/yellow, bright green in
o )
(=] disturbed areas
w same Fine to medium, stippled to gradational N/A
=
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes xplain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST ¥ | 3| x| o| ¥l o8| x| o| ¥l x| o
s|8|8|s|ce|83|88|s5|ec|28|8|¢s
G|l z|&|=2|=2| 2| & | =| 2| 2 | Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
wv
= . i :
= Line X X X Allysia Angus,BITM, _ April 2020;
s X Barb Santner, Diane Simpson- March 23. 2020
2 | Color X X Colebank, Chris Bockey Aol 1 2 ) :
Texture X X pril 15, 2016



keverhart
Oval

bsantner
Oval


SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is from the Road to Paria Interpretive Site on the north sie of Highway 89 looking south across the highway toward the pipeline
disturbance. No photo simulation was prepared for this KOP.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The
restored and revegetated pipeline would at most create weak contrast from vegetation changes in the long term from this KOP.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance: The pipeline would run parallel to HWY 89 across from this KOP.

Angle of Observation: KOP is straight across from pipeline disturbance.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: From this KOP the length of time in view is a few seconds because it is based on those exiting the
interpretive site and turning back onto HWY 89 from the Paria Movie Set Road. Those travelers stopping at the interpretive site would focus
their attention to the Vermilion Clifffs to the north, not to the south.

Spatial Relationships: Being located adjacent to highway ROW would consolidate the linear disturbance of the pipeline to an already altered
landscape swath.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation
out ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.

View from edge of interpretive site returning to HWY 89 (blue line= pipeline alighment). (Google Earth Street View).

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**¥KOP # 20 Linear for Hydro Station HS-1 From

Date-

March 23, 2020

District - Paria River

Resource Area - KEPA

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

US 89** SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline Along US 89
Hydro Station HS-1 / Pipeline / Transmission System | township - 43s
Both Alternatives
Range - 3W
2. Key Observation Point Section 18
KOP 20 Hydro Station HS-1 From US 89
3. VRM Class
3
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Gently rolling Stands of low to medium shrubs (sage and Thin utility poles and lines and fences add both
% rabbitbrush) are interspersed with stands of vertical and horizontal elements. The highway
= pinyon juniper. adds a band.
Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct, also horizontal Thin utility poles and lines and fencing add
z vertical and horizontal elements. The highway
- adds a slightly curving band.
o Landform is predominantly covered in vegetation | Full range of green from dark juniper green to Grays and browns
g but where visible it is coral colored. sage green to yellow green.
o
D Medium to smooth. Medium to fine, clumped Fine, to medium.
x o
22
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s addition of flattened landforms for buildings Similar but removal of vegetation would create Additional structures associated with substation
s and berms for basin more obvious edges along edges of clearing. and hydro station would add blocky forms as
= well as thinner vertical and horizontal ones.
- Landform edge associated with clearing and The removal of vegetation will create additional Increased amount of straight, vertical and
= grading would add horizontal lines. edges between vegetated and not vegetated horizontal
areas (ie building and driveway)
. Slightly lighter where disturbed. more greens in disturbed areas Gray/green structure; brown/beige poles; brown
] fence
Qo
o
Same. Same. Additional structures would increase texture to
o %" coarse - associated with building and substation.
Lol =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? @ No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF o - ,
° N ° 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
© © ® O Yes X No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST ?g_a % E g ?E_a § E 2 :’g_" § E 2 Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
Fls|z|2|&|s|z|2|&8|=|=2|2 Measures
Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
wv
= .
E Line X X X Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;
o Color X X X Updated March 23,2020;
Texture X X X Barb Santner/Stantec February, 7, 2017




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

For this proposed location, the KOP selected is a linear one along US 89, going in both directions. The facilities simulated are for a 138-kV
substation versus the original 69 kV substation. The proposal includes constructing a hydro power station (powerhouse, substation,
transmission line, transformers, metal framework structure, retention basin, security fence and driveway) using the existing Kane County
access road as the facility access point. There is an existing 8-foot-tall wildlife exclusion fence along the highway right of way at the HS-1
facility site with a gate at the existing Kane County access point. There is an existing 45-foot-high wooden power pole near the gate.

See attached facility site plan and section. Existing vegetation and landforms consist of sparse pinyon-juniper woodland and big
sagebrush growing on gently rolling terrain. The pinyon are 12 to 15 tall and wide and the juniper are 6 to 8 feet tall. Nearby landforms
consist of earthen mounds with gradual slopes ranging from 12 to 30 feet high.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures for proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The
HS-1 facility would be approximately 520 feet wide (along US 89) and 265 feet deep (perpendicular to US 89) with the northern edge set
back approximately 120 feet south of the existing wildlife fence. The proposed security fence is a 9-foot-tall chain link with razor wire roll
on top and would be located near the northern edge of the facility where it would be faintly seen behind the existing wildlife fence.
Contrast from the security fence and existing gates would be reduced by using desert patina treatment to the galvanized surfaces. The
powerhouse building would be bermed on the south side of an existing landform which would be preserved. The powerhouse building
would be colored and textured to match surroundings such as using a non-reflective, textured surfacing in a random shape pattern and
colored a BLM environmental color such as Shadow Gray. Final color will be chosen by the landowner prior to construction. The access
road to the site will be on the existing Kane County road to avoid new disturbance and surface will be of a rock that matches the existing
characteristic landscape. The building pad would be set approximately 14 feet below the access road elevation at US 89 reducing the
visible height of the facilities. Reclamation of disturbed areas would reduce contrast by restoring color and texture that matches the
characteristic landscape by using native materials or by using desert patina treatment to ground surfaces. New 55-foot-tall transmission
line poles at the facility would angle at approximately 45 degree angles to connect to the linear power line to avoid clustering features
near the powerhouse and substation facilities.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance — Linear KOP 20 is %>-mile long in each direction along Highway 89 approaching HS — 1. Visual contrast would increase
as viewers get closer to the HS — 1 site.

Angle of Observation — From both directions the angle of observation of the Proposed Action is shallow and the facilities would be
partially to moderately visible within the natural landforms and vegetation between the viewers and the facilities.

Length of Time in View — The HS-1 structures could be in the foreground view for up to 28 seconds for viewers traveling at 65 mph along
Highway 89. The HS — 1 structures would be approximately ¥%-mile away from viewers when they first come into view.

Spatial Relationships: The structures would be located in off to the back side of a landform, providing some screening and lowering the
profile. There are existing powerlines on site that reduce the naturalness. This location with existing infrastructure and landform
screening reduces the visual impact of the facilities. Being located adjacent to highway ROW would consolidate the linear disturbance of
the pipeline to an already altered landscape swath.

Relative size/scale —The proposed powerhouse building is 25 feet high and the portion visible from the static KOP 20 would be
approximately 13 feet higher than the landform between the building and the highway. The proposed substation is located behind the
powerhouse building with the overhead framework 56 feet tall and with 10-foot-tall, 6 inch wide lightning rods at the corners. The
framework would be visible 31 feet higher than the top of the powerhouse building.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the
revegetation out ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094
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Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 21 HP Reg Tank 2 from Great Western Trailhead

Date - March 23, 2020

District - Paria River

Resource Area - KEPA

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name

Lake Powell Pipeline

HP Reg Tank 2 / Pipeline
Both Alternative

4. Location - Hydro Station 5.
HS-1 from US 89

Township - 43S

Range - 3W

2. Key Observation Point

KOP 21 Linear

Section - 18

Location Sketch

3. VRM Class
3
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Gently rolling Indistinct, low to medium Vertical and horizontal fence
o
. . indisti Straight, vertical and horizontal
w Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct g
o Brown/beige, orange Green to blue/gray, and seasonal ciolors Gray, brown/beige
g incl. green and straw/yellow
o
O Fine Medium to fine, stippled to random Fine
R
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Same with minor modifications for flattening More distinct swatch of vegetation removal/ additional fencing and surface structures
o areas, road, and adding berms for detention restoration and cleared areas for facilities
basis
- similar but additional edges for disturbances more distinct edges of disturbances Increased amount of straight, vertical and
= horizontal
3 lighter where disturbed additional greens in disturbed areas same
IS
o
. w | same same same
5 o
22
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
) @ 3)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 [0 Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST IS x|lo| P 8 lx|e| P82 . . . , I
c|l8|3|s|2|28|8&8|s5|8|8|8|5 Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
Kl |z|&d|2|s|z|&8|=2|3|=z2 Measures
L | Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
= .
E Line X X Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;
] Color X X X Barb Santner/Stantec; March 23, 2020;
w Diane Simpson-Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson  April 15, 2016
Texture X X X ,




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This linear KOP is along HWY 89 travelling in both directions and from the Great Western Trailhead on the south side of HWY 89 viewing toward the high
point regulating tank (HP Reg Tank) . The facilities simulated from trailhead parking area show the road leading to HP Reg Tank and the fence because
remaining structures are buried or lower in landscape and not visible from this point. See attached facility site plan and section. The facilities, which are
primarily buried and/or flush to the ground, are located partially within scattered pinyon/juniper trees and on the downslope of a small landform and in
a natural basin reducing their visibility.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. Site planning for the
tank and pad locates the facilities behind existing trees, curves the facility access road and preserves existing trees shielding view of

the high point regulating tank from the trailhead. A portion of the facility fence is weakly visible in the foreground of the visualization. The facilities

would be more visible to those traveling along the highway than those using the trailhead.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The proposed facilities are immediately adjacent to this linear KOP on the side side of HWY 89 and to the west of the Great Western
Trail Trailhead. From the highway traveling in both directions, the viewing distance is between 500 and 1000 feet because the facilities only come into
view when in close proximity due to landform and vegetation screening. The access road comes off the trailhead entrance, and the fence is about 30
feet from the trailhead.

Angle of Observation: From the highway traveling in both directions the facilities are slightly below viewers. From the trailhead they are straight across
and below viewing level.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view for a few seconds as motorists traveling at 65 MPH along HWY 89 pass by in either
direction. From the trailhead the viewing time would extend as long as users choose to spend there but likely less than 10 minutes, and even then they
wouldn't likely be focusing attention on the facilities.

Spatial Relationships: The structures would be located in a natural depression surrounded by landforms and some scattered trees. There is a length of
wildfence along the highway ROW here and powerlines. This location in a depression with other developments and landform and vegetation screening
reduces the visual impact of the facilities. Being located adjacent to highway ROW would consolidate the linear disturbance of the pipeline to an already
altered landscape swath.

Size/Scale: Most facilities here are buried or flush to the ground. The fence is similar to what exists.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out ten
years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.






Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Figure 3.91 - Lake Powell Reg Tank - Mechanical Section
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Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)

**KOP 24 Highway 89 near Pioneer Gap

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date - March 23, 2020

District -Paria River

Resource Area - KEPA

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
Lake Powell Pipeline
Pipeline Alignment

4. Location - Highway 89 5.
near Pioneer Gap

Township - 43S

Location Sketch

Highway Alternative

Range - 4W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 30
KOP 24
3. VRM Class
3

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to rolling with some rocky outcrops on Indistinct, low to medium Rectangular/trapezoidal, distinct
S edges of landforms
w Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct Horizontal road, repeating vertical posts and
2 poles
x Brown/beige, reddish Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray, brown/beige
3 incl. green and straw/yellow
o
- o Fine Fine to coarse, random Fine
[ =)
Lol =
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s similar with modest changes to landform where More distinct and uniform band where N/A
S pipeline would be installed vegetation is removed for alignment
2 slightly more noticeable where pipeline trench more distinct with noticeable e.dges of N/A
5 disturbance - removal of trees in a feather-
cuts through landforms
edged band
o lighter where disturbed more greens in disturbed areas N/A
<]
2
o
same same N/A
D)
o
Lol =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visya| resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? [ Yes No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST ¥l 3| x| o| ®| 8| x| | ®| 8| x| o| Contrastrating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
s|8|8|s|ce|83|88|s5|ec|28|8|¢s
G|=|2|2|&|=s|2|2|&|=|=2|2| Measures
Form X X X Date
wv J . .
% Line X X N Evaluator’s Names April 2020;
= Allysia Angus, BLM; Barb Santner/ March 23, 2020;
o Color X X X ysia Angus, ; Barb Santner. .
w Stantec; Diane Simpson-Colebank, April 15, 2016
Texture X X X_| Chris Bockey/l ogan Simpson



aangus
Pencil


SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This linear KOP is along Highway 89 near Seaman's Wash going in both directions. The pipeline would be on the south side of the highway. The
pipeline would pass up and through a landform with rock outcropping in this area. This is also where public and private lands transition. Visual and
restoration mitigation measures in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. Restoration over ten years post construction would reduce
contrast greater than depicted on the five to ten year post construction condition photo simulation.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The pipeline would run parallel and immediately adjacent to the linear KOP for 0.5 miles in both directions.

Angle of Observation: KOP is often at direct viewing angle in some locations the pipeline goes up or down slight hills. The contrast it would create
would be most visible when it goes uphill from the viewer, as is the case when heading west.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view the entire time that motorists traveling at 55-65 MPH along HWY 89.

Spatial Relationships: Being located adjacent to highway ROW would consolidate the linear disturbance of the pipeline to an already altered landscape
swath.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out ten
years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.

View eastbound along HWY 89 (pipeline alignment on right/south side). (Google Earth Street View).

View westbound along HWY 89 (pipeline alignment on right/south side) where pipeline would pass through rocky landform. (Google Earth Street View

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR District - Arizona Strip
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Resource Area -Arizona Strip FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 26 Shinarump Cliffs Overlook

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - Shinarump 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline Cliffs Overlook
Pipeline Alingment Township - 42N
Southern Alternative
Range - 10E
2. Key Observation Point Section - 32
KOP 26
3. VRM Class
2/3/4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to rolling, wide valley Indistinct, low to medium Trapezoidal utility towers
o
- Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct Straight, repeating vertical/horizontal/angular
=
= Brown/beige, white/gray, orange Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray
3 incl. green and straw/yellow
o
= ¥ | Fine Medium to fine, stippled to even Fine
[ =
[l
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
E Flat to rolling, wide valley More distinct, low to medium N/A
<]
- Horizontal, simple Complex, more distinct N/A
s
z Brown/beige, white/gray, orange, lighter Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors incl. N/A
o where disturbed green and straw/yellow, green in disturbed
© areas
. w | Fine Medium to fine, stippled to even N/A
8
= =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 8 g O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST 2l 3| = ] 2l 5| = ] 25| = ] Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
Slo|lo| 5| 8|e|e|5|L8|e|e|5
rle|s|z|v|2|3|2|8|2|3]|=2 Measures
Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
E Line April 2020;
i X X X . .
s Allysia Angus, BLM; March 23, 2020;
2 Color X X X (B:all'b Sarlltnerr]/Stagtei; Dlla:me Slmpson- April 15, 2016
Texture X X X olebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson



keverhart
Oval


Comments from item 2. SECTION D. (Continued)

This KOP is from an informal viewing location on the edge of the Shinarump Cliffs looking southeast at the pipeline and permanent access road. The photo
simulation is of the restored and revegetated pipeline trench and permanent access road.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The permanent access road

surface will consist of gravel selected for color to match surrounding, native ground. The restored water pipeline trench and permanent access road would be
noticeable, with the access road being more so.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance: The pipeline would run across the view perpendicular to the KOP and is about 1 mile away.

Angle of Observation: KOP is about 400 feet elevation higher than pipeline and road, allowing the scars they create to be seen.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view as long a viewer chooses to scan the landscape. It is assumed that if dispersed
recreationists are exploring this area, they would be drawn to the cliff edge and spend extended periods looking out across the views.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out ten years
post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR District - Arizona Strip
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Resource Area -Arizona Strip FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 27 Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail Crossing

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location -Dominguez- 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell pipe"ne Escalante Historic Trail

. . . Crossin
Pipeline Alignment &
Southern Alternative Township - 41N
Range - 10E
2. Key Observation Point
KOP 27 Section - 7
3. VRM Class
2
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to gently rolling, wide valley Indistinct, low to medium Trapezoidal utility towers
o
w Horizontal, simple Simple, more distinct Straight, repeating vertical/horizontal/angular
2
= Brown/beige, orange Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray
° incl. green and straw/yellow
o
o Fine Medium to fine, even low scrub with Fine
== scattered pinyon
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s same similar but noticeable swath of vegetation N/A
o
o removed then revegetated
same similar but with noticeable edges where N/A
'g' vegetation would be removed and revegetated
—
= lighter where disturbed Additional greens in disturbed areas N/A
2
o
. w | Ssame same N/A
o
Lol =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST o g x| o & E x| o| & g x| g
[ <] ] s [ S ] s [ =] ] S | Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
Al |lz|&d|ls|23|z2z|&8|=s|23]=2
- Form X X X | Evaluator’'s Names Date
[
Li . .
E ine X X X Allysia Angus, BLM,; April 2020;
w Color X X X Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- March 23, 2020
w . . .
Texture X " N Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson April 15, 2016
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is on the Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail where the pipeline and permanent access road cross it. This is not a location that
many people visit. No photo simulation was prepared for this KOP.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The
permanent access road surface will consist of gravel selected for color to match surrounding, native ground. The restored pipeline trench

and permanent access road would be noticeable.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance: The pipeline would cross the trail perpendicular to it and extend in both directions, so this KOP is on the pipeline.

Angle of Observation: KOP is level with pipeline and road.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: This trail is not regularly traveled by foot or otherwise. This KOP was selected to show landscape
character where the trail and pipeline intersect.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the
revegetation out ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



View Southwest from Whitesage Wash Near Shinarump Cliffs Overlook

View West from Whitesage Wash to the West of the Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail Crossing

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Form 00 -
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT O THE INTERIOR
BUREAU O LAND MANAGEM NT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 28 Kanab Creek ACEC

Date - March 23, 2020
District - Arizona Strip

Resource Area - Arizona Strip FO

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

1. Project Name

Lake Powell Pipeline
Pipeline Alignment
Southern Alternative

2. Key Observation Point

KOP 28
3. VRM Class

2/3/4

1. LAND/WATER

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
4. Location - Kanab Creek

Township - 39N
Range - 3W

Section -

. Location Sketch

I
W kops

mSouthem Alternative
Foreground (0 - 0.5-mile)

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE SCRIPTION

Flat to rolling with deeply cut wash/cliff faces

2. VEGETATION

Indistinct, low to medium

3. STRUCTURES

Trapezoidal utility towers

[-4
=]
w
w Horizontal, irregular, complex Complex, indistinct Straight, repeating vertical/horizontal/angular
2
P Brown/beige, gray/white, orange, red Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray
2 incl. green and straw/yellow
o
o & Fineto coarse, striated Medium to fine, stippled to even Fine
B
SECTION . PROPOSED ACTIVITY S RIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
« Similar but pipeline trenching would alter cliff swath of removed then revegetated vegetation N/A
o faces. associated with pipeline installtion
w
similar but discernible lines associated with N/A
z landform cuts for pipeline additional lines along edges of cleared then
- revegetated swatch
& N/A
° lighter where disturbed
© Additional greens in disturbed areas
. w similar but increased fine texture same N/A
X«
Lol =
SECTION . CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource management objectives?
Explain on reverse side)
REE LAND(;‘;;ATER VEGETATION STRUCTURES No
P @ @)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes (Explain on reverse side) No
ONSTRAST M5 v o, ¥ 5 x o ¥ 5 x o Contrastrating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
8 3 8 5 8 B 8 5§ & B8 8 S Measures
= =] =] o s o
@ =z & =z & 2 2 Evaluator's Names
Form X X t
2 . Allysia Angus, BLM ate
2 Line X X X i
& Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane April 20205
w Color X Simpson-Colebank, Chris March 23, 2020;
= .
Texture " " X Bockey/Logan Simpson April 15, 2016



SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is from the Kanab Creek canyon rim viewing southeast toward the proposed pipeline alignment. This is not a portion
Kanab Creek that is not regularly visited. It is about 10 miles north of the location where most people enter to hike in the canyon
and about 5 straight miles south of HWY 389. No photo simulation was prepared for this KOP. There are fence lines and a large
transmission line in this area but otherwise it is undeveloped.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast.
The restored pipeline trench would be visible on the slope above the creek. Disturbed slopes would be graded and

shaped to replicate existing, nearby landforms. Boulders would be salvaged and replaced to replicate existing boulder features and
landforms. Desert varnish would be used on soil, rock and boulders to replicate existing feature colors.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The pipeline alignment would be about 1500 feet from the KOP, but for casual observers this is a location unlikely
to be seen by many.

Angle of Observation: KOP is directly across from and above the pipeline alignment as it goes into canyon.
Spatial Relationship: Being located near powerlines consolidates disturbances to the natural landscape in one corridor.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the
revegetation out ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Condition Image With Proposed Pipeline Alignment
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Form 8400 - 4

(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR District - Arizona Strip
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Resource Area - Arizona Strip FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 29 Bitter Seeps Wash (ACEC)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - Bitter Seeps 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline Wash
Pipeline Alignment Township - 40N
Southern Alternative
Range - 3W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 34
KOP 29
3. VRM Class
4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to rolling with deeply cut Indistinct, low Trapezoidal utility towers
§ wash/steep vertical slopes and outcrops
w Horizontal, irregular, complex Complex, indistinct Straight, repeating vertical/horizontal/angular
=
= Brown/beige, orange, red Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray
° incl. green and straw/yellow
o
s e | Medium to coarse, blocky Medium to fine, stippled to even Fine
=
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
imilar but pipeline trenched Id al liff
s :;r;’::r ut pipeline trenched would alter cli swatch of removed then revegetated vegetation N/A
§ associated with pipeline installation
w similar be discernible lines associated with . .
= landform cuts for pipeline additional lines along edges of cleared then N/A
revegetated areas
§ lighter where disturbed Additionalgreens in disturbed areas N/A
o
o
s & | similar but increased fine texture same N/A
w S
Lol =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? @ No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
"] = "] 5 "] =
CONSTRAST 3 % E § s § E % s § E % Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
Al |lz|&d|ls|23|z2z|&8|=s|23]=2
J
Form N N X Evaluator’s Names Date
wv .
% Line X X x | Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;
s Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane March 23, 2020;
& | Color X X X | Simpson-Colebank, Chris Bockey/ April 15, 2016
Texture X X X Logan Simpson
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is from the Bitter Seeps Wash canyon rim viewing toward the proposed pipeline alignment. Bitter Seeps Wash is not regularly visited by the general public.
It is about 1.5 miles from Mt Trumbull Road and about 5 straight miles south of HWY 389. No photo simulation was prepared for this KOP. There are fence lines and
a large transmission line in this area but otherwise it is undeveloped.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The restored pipeline trench
would be visible on the slope above the creek. Disturbed slopes would be graded and shaped to replicate existing, nearby landforms. Boulders would be salvaged
and replaced to replicate existing boulder features and landforms. Desert varnish would be used on soil, rock and boulders to replicate existing feature colors.
RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The pipeline alignment would be about 600 feet from the KOP, but for casual observers this is a location unlikely to be seen by many.

Angle of Observation: KOP is directly across from and above the pipeline alignment as it goes into canyon.

Spatial Relationship: Being located near powerlines consolidates disturbances to the natural landscape in one corridor.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out ten years post-
construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Condition Image With Proposed Pipeline Alignment

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094
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Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 30 Mount Trumbull Road

Date - March 23, 2020

District - Arizona Strip

Resource Area -Arizona Strip FO

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
Lake Powell Pipeline
Pipeline Alignment

4. Location - Mount
Trumbull Road

5. Location Sketch

Township - 39N
Southern Alternative
Range - 4W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 1
KOP 30
3. VRM Class
4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
E Flat to gently rolling Indistinct, low Trapezoidal utility towers
2
w Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct Straight, repeating vertical/horizontal/angular
s Brown/beige, orange Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray
é’ incl. green and straw/yellow
x o Fine, Even Medium to fine, stippled to even Fine
=
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
E same swatch of removed then revegetated vegetation N/A
o associated with pipeline installation
same
%’ additional lines along edges of cleared then N/A
revegetated areas
= lighter where disturbed additional greens in disturbed areas N/A
2
o
. w | same same N/A
o
Ll =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST ¥ 8| x| 0| ¥l o8| x| o| ®| 8| x| ol Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
s|8|8|s|c|83|8|s5|e|28|8|¢s
f|=|z|2|&|=|2|2|&|=|=z|2 | Measures
Evaluator’s Names Date
Form X X X
wv H B
E Line X X X Allysia Angus, BLM; ' April 2020;
w Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane
= ¢ s March 23, 2020
= Color X X Simpson-Colebank, Chris Bockey/ Aoril 15. 2016
i ril 15,
Texture X X Logan Simpson p
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is on Mt Trumbull Road where the pipeline crosses. This road is used by recreationists going to Toroweap above the Colorado River in
Grand Canyon and other canyons that lead into the Grand. This KOP is almost 5 straight miles south of HWY 389. No photo simulation was
prepared for this KOP. There is a large transmission line here but otherwise it is undeveloped.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance: The pipeline alignment would intersect with this KOP.

Spatial Relationship: Being located near powerlines consolidates disturbances to the natural landscape in one corridor.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation
out ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Form 8400 - 4

(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District -

Resource Area - Kaibab Indian Reservation

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 31 Kaibab-Paiute Tribal Headquarters

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
Lake Powell Pipeline
Pipeline Alignment

4. Location - Kaibab-Paiute 5.
Tribal Headquarters

Township - 40N

Highway Alternative

Range - 4W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 21
KOP 31
3. VRM Class
N/A

Location Sketch

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES

s Flat to sloped, adjacent cliffs Indistinct, low to medium Rectangula.r, dlst!r?ct, contrasting, hquzontal
= roads, vertical utility poles/towers, signs and
2 fences

- Horizontal, simple Simple, indistinct Bold, s.tralght, .geometrlc, horizontal and

z repeating vertical

= Brown/beige, orange, red Qreen to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray, brown/beige

2 incl. green and straw/yellow

o
» & | Fine, even Medium to fine, stippled to even Fine to medium
w 35
Lol =

SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES

s same noticeable swath of vegetation removed then N/A

§ re-vegetated

‘g’ same more distinct edges where vegetation would be N/A

- removed then revegetated

= additional greens in disturbed areas

g lighter where disturbed N/A

o

w | same same N/A
I_I><'_' =
22
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
jectives?  Yes No .
LAND/WATER management objectives N/A on reservation land.
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
) ) 3)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
oWTAT 1B 888 B85 |8 B2
Sls|=z|2|&|s|=s|2|&8|=s|=2|2 Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
Form X X X Date

2 ) Evaluator’'s Names

s Line X X X April 2020;

E Color X X Allysia Angus, BLM; March 23, 2020;
w Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- April 15, 2016

Texture X X X | Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is next to the Kaibab-Paiute Tribal Headquarters just off and to the north of Highway 389 and analyzes the proposed pipeline. The
photo simulation prepared is for the restored pipeline trench.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures for proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The
restored pipeline trench would create weak contrast associated with the vegetation.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance: The pipeline would run parallel to the highway in either direction of this KOP.

Angle of Observation: KOP is straight on view of pipeline alignment.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The pipeline disturbance would be in view the entire time that motorists traveling at 65 MPH along
HWY 389.

Spatial Relationships: Being located adjacent to highway ROW lined with transmission lines would consolidate the linear disturbance of the
pipeline to an already altered landscape swath.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation
out ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.

Westbound view along pipeline alignment on north side of highway between headquarters and highway. (Google Earth Street View).

Eastbound view along pipeline on north side of highway between gas station and highway. (Google Earth Street View).



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition
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Form 8400 - 4

(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR District -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Resource Area - Private Property

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 32 HS-2 Highway WB

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - HS-2 Highway 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline EBand WB
Pipeline Alignment Township - 39N
Highway Alternative
Range - 4W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 1
KOP 32
3. VRM Class
N/A
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to gently rolling Indistinct, low Vertical utility poles, flat road
o
w Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct Geometric, straight, repeating vertical/
§ horizontal, parallel
s Brown/beige Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray
é‘ incl. green and straw/yellow
= & | Fine, even Medium to fine, stippled to even Fine
- R
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
E same but with addition of a berm more distinct in clearings Addition of large, geometric forms,
Q additional repeating thin vertical elements
w same but with added lines associated with berm more distinct along edges of clearings Addition of bold, straight, horizontal and
Z repetitious vertical lines.
= lighter where disturbed additional green sin disturbed areas same plus solid building color
IS
o
. w | same same Addition of rigid building structures clustered with
E "’:,_‘ thin jagged metal frames into a flat to gently rolling,
finely textures landscape
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives?  Yes No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side) N/A on private land.
) @ 3)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
w ‘g w ‘E w0 ‘g O Yes  No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST S| 8| S| e|5|8| 85| 2|5|8| | 2| Contrastrating takes into account Environmental Protection and
Fls|z|2|&|s|z|2|&8|=|=2|2 Mitigation Measures
X
., | form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
[
4 Line X X X ; .
g Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;
& | Color X X X Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- March 23, 2020
Texture % X X Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson April 15, 2016




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

For this proposed location, the KOP selected is a linear one along Highway 389, for a total of approximately 1-1/4 miles. The photo simulation is
centered in the linear KOP on Highway 389 viewing westbound. The facilities simulated are for a power house, substation, access road, existing transmi
ssion line, 10' facility fence and pipeline alignment. See attached facility site plan and section.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The power house
structure and ancillary facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings such as using a non-reflective, textured surfacing in a random
shape pattern and colored a BLM environmental color or custom natural landscape color.

HS-2 (HWY) would be just off HWY 389 on the north side.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The proposed facilities are immediately adjacent to this linear KOP. From the east they come into view about 0.5 mile away but from
the west they would be intermittently visible from 5+ miles away.

Angle of Observation: KOP is at straight on viewing angle or slighly below.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view as motorists traveling at 65 MPH along HWY 89 pass through this area. It would
also be visible to those traveling north on Mt Trumball Road.

Spatial Relationships: Except for the powerlines and fences, these structures would be located in an area away from other development, thus drawing
more attention. Being located adjacent to highway ROW and transmission lines would consolidate the linear disturbance of the pipeline to an already

altered landscape swath.

Size/Scale: The facilities at this location are large and in the foreground thus creating strong contrast with the natural landscape into which they would
be constructed.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out ten
years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.

Eastbound view along highway (facilites would be at blue line) (Google Earth Street View).



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition
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Form 8400 - 4

(September 1985)
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 33 Hydro Station 2- South from Co. Rd 239

Date - March 23, 2020

District -

Resource Area - Private Property

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - Hydro Station 5.
Lake Powell Pipeline 2- South from Co. Rd 239
Pipeline Alignment/HS-2 Township - 30N
Both Alternatives
Range - 4W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 1
KOP 33
3. VRM Class
N/A

Location Sketch

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES

s Flat to gently rolling Indistinct, low Vertical fence/posts, flat road

o

- Horizontal, simple Complex, indistinct Geometric, straight, repeating vertical/horizontal,
= parallel

o Brown/beige Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Gray, brown

g incl. green and straw/yellow

o

. w | Fine, even Medium to fine, stippled to even Fine
o
Ll

SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES

s but with b more distinct in clearings Addition of large, geometric forms,

S same but with berm additional repeating thin vertical elements

w sa.me but with additional lines associated more distinct along edges of clearings Addition of bold, straight, horizontal and

= with berm repetitious vertical lines.

o additional greens in disturbed areas same plus solid building color

=] lighter where disturbed

8

- same Addition of rigid building structures clustered with
I_|><'_, < same thin jagged metal frames into a flat to gently rolling,
= F finely textures landscape
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
management objectives?  Yes No :
DEGREE LANI;(/JV[\,/? TER VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side) N/A on private land
) @ 3)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes  No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST ® g x| o & E x| o| & g x| o
2 20 § é 2 §° é é 2 § § é Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
wv (%] wv
Form X X

v X Evaluator’s Names Date

2 Line X X X ; .

s Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;

w Color X X . . March 23, 2020

= X Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- Aoril 15. 2016

Texture X X | x Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson P ’




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

For the HS-2 (Southern) location, the KOP selected is linear along Mt Trumbull Road for approximately 1-1/4 miles. The facilities include a hydro-station, berm, access
road, substation, transmission line, 10' facility fence and pipeline alignment. See attached facility site plan and section.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The power house structure and ancillary
facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings such a surfacing in a random shape pattern and colored a BLM environmental color or custom natural
landscape color.

HS-2 (Southern) would be just off Mt Trumbull Road on the east side.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The proposed facilities are immediately adjacent to this linear KOP. The facilities would be intermittently visible to those traveling the highway or road
out to 5+ miles.

Angle of Observation: KOP is at straight on viewing angle.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view as motorists traveling at 30 MPH along along pass through this area. It would also be visible to
motorists traveling along HWY 389.

Spatial Relationships: These structures would be located in an area away from other development, thus drawing more attention. Being located adjacent to a road would
consolidate the linear disturbance of the pipeline to a slightly altered landscape swath.

Size/Scale: The facilities at this location are large and in the foreground thus creating strong contrast with the natural landscape into which they would be constructed.

View to South from Yellowstone Road near HS-2

View to North from Yellowstone Road near HS-2
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Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR District -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Resource Area - Private Property

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 34 Hydro Station 3 from Uzona Avenue

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - Hydro Station 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline 3 from Uzona Avenue
Pipeline Alignment/HS-3 Township - 435
Both Alternatives
Range - 10W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 32
KOP 34
3. VRM Class
N/A
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
2 Flat with backdrop of tall vertical cliff faces Indistinct, low to medium Rectangular, distinct, contrasting, horizontal
o roads, vertical utility poles/towers
w Horizontal, diverse Complex, indistinct Distinct, straight, horizontal and repeating vertical
§ Brown/beige, gray/white, orange, vermillion red Blue/gray to green, and seasonal colors incl. green White, gray, brown/beige
S and straw/yellow
oW . .
E % | Fine to coarse, striated, random Medium, random Fine
2
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s same same similar but additional large facilities with
s geometric and linear forms
w same same additional lines of a variety
=
o same ) o
=] slightly lighter where disturbed same plus solid building color
8
o '!'g" same same similar but additional texture from more structures
=
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives?  Yes No N/A on GCNRA Land.
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) 3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
[ [ [
CONSTRAS w | E w | E w| E O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
NSTRAST s % E 2| s § E gl s § E 2 | Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
FGls|2|2|&8|s|2|2|&|=|2|2]| Measures
P X X X Evaluator’'s Names Date
[
Li . : .
E ne X X X Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;
& | Color X X X Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- March 23, 2020;
Texture X X N Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson April 15, 2016




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is from Uzona Avenue viewing east toward hydro station -3 (HS-3). The proposed facilities are HS-3 and the pipeline

alignment. The facilities simulated are for a power house, substation, access road, transmission line, 10' facility fence and the pipeline
alignment. See attached facility site plan and section. Facilities are located on the western side of Colorado City/Hildale and are within 0.25
mile of numerous similar structures

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The power

house structure and ancillary facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings using a non-reflective, textured surfacing in a
random shape pattern and colored either a standard BLM environmental color or a custom color.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance: HS-3 is immediately adjacent to Uzona Road and within 0.25 mile of the edge of Colorado City/Hildale. It is also about 0.5 mile
from HWY 389.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: Facilities would be in view constantly for those living and working nearby. It would be in view for however
long it takes motorists to drive by on the road or highway at the slower travel speeds.

Relative Size or Scale: HS-3 would be similar in size to existing structures located nearby.

Spatial Relationships: Being located in close proximity to existing structures of similar size and shape would allow for visual absorption of this facility.



Existing Conditions -1

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition-1

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Existing Conditions - 2

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition-2

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094







ITvOS OIHdVHO
NV1d 31IS [ i ——=
€-SH NOILVLS 43MOdOHAAH 3NIT-NI 14 001 05 0 05

Hmw @ se3unoin suman

103rodd aNIT3did T13MOd IV

_
_ _ J1VO IONVHLINT

avod ONILSIX3 /

_ X X X X X X
__ F
__ avod sS300V -
|\ n
\ x
///”||I|||||||||||| NOILYLS
—_——— === T T = dImod AVERILIY == . -
I\ -OddAH = O T
SO0LSN3d .69 08667 13 X I\I
=< MD0LSN3d .69
NOLLVLS [~ NOLLYLS
TVAIIELTY Oid — ONIHONNY1 9Id
x
x 318v0
ANNOXOTIANA
NOLLY1SENS &
7 6867 13
VIV ONIEV NISVE NOLLNILIY x
x E—
x
x
X X X X X X L

X ,A X X
3JON3S

EENEIEE]

—— 7

BMmp’g1-£\69.98€0P\IPYIOMMA\:D

Wd Lz:L):) §L02/1e/6







Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 35 Linear Uzona Avenue-Canaan Wash

Date - March 23, 2020

District - Cedar

Resource Area -St George FO

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name

Lake Powell Pipeline
Pipeline Alignment
Both Alternatives

4. Location - from Uzona 5.
Avenue-Canaan Wash

Township - 42N

Range - 7W

2. Key Observation Point

KOP 35 Linear

Section - 33

Location Sketch

3. VRM Class
3
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
2 Wash/valley w/ sloped to vertical valley walls Indistinct, low to medium Flat road and trails
o
w Horizontal to vertical, irregular, complex Complex, indistinct Gently curving
§ Brown/beige, orange, red Green to blue/gray, and seasonal colors incl. Beige/brown/red
S green and straw/yellow
EI_, % Fine to coarse, b|ocky Fine to medium, Stlppled to even Fine
2
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s disruption to landforms in pipeline disturbance swatch of vegetation removed then revegetated N/A
o
w edges of disturbance to landforms additional lines along vegetation disturbances N/A
= and revegetation edges
o« more greens in disturbed areas
=] lighter where disturbed N/A
8
o %" same same N/A
= =
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
) @ 3)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST %" g x| e %" E x| e ‘é" g e
E §° § S E §° é S ﬁ § é S Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
" Form X X X | Evaluator's Names Date
= . ;
X .
g | lne X X Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;
= . . March 23, 2020
u Color X X X | Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- .
o } N April 15, 2016
T Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simipson
exture X X X



bsantner
Oval


SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is located along Uzona Avenue near the intersection of Uzona Avenue and Canaan Wash. The proposed pipeline alignment follows the
road and wash.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The restored
pipeline alignment trench would be visible between the existing gravel road and existing cut bank. Disturbed slopes would be graded and shaped
to replicate existing, nearby landforms. Boulders would be salvaged and replaced to replicate existing boulder features and landforms. Desert
varnish would be used on soil, rock and boulders to replicate existing feature colors.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS
Viewing Distance: The pipeline would follow the road and wash and immediately adjacent.

Angle of Observation: KOP is often at direct viewing angle in some locations the pipeline goes up or down slight hills.
Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view when motorists travel slowing along the road.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out
ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR District - Cedar
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Resource Area St George GO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 37 Little Creek Overlook

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - Little Creek 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline Pipeline Alignment/HS-4/ Overlook
Transmission Lines Township - 435
Both Alternatives Range - 12W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 19
KOP 37
3. VRM Class
4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to rolling w/ variety of diverse vertical Indistinct, low, amorphous Indistinct
S land forms
w Horizontal, irregular, complex, diverse Complex, indistinct Indistinct, weak
=
x Brown/beige, orange, red; deep blue water Green, and seasonal colors incl. green and White, gray, black
° straw/yellow
o
s & | Medium to fine; smooth water Fine, scattered to stippled Fine
B3
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s same same blocky structure and band of powerlines attract
S attention
2 same same lines of powerlines and roads attraction attention
=
o same thin line of removed/revegetated
g vegetation visible solid colors and glinting metal woulc attract attention
o
w | same same buildings and transmission lines add more texture
=
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet vi resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? @ No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) (3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST =4 g x| o| & E x| o| & g x| g
2 Eo § §| 8 §° é S| 2 § é S | Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
«n 2 «n 2 n 2
Date
., | form X X X Evaluator’s Names
2
4 Line X X X i .
s Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020: .
= | Color X X X Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- March 23, 2020;
w - ; April 15, 2016
Texture X X x Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson



keverhart
Oval


SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This KOP is from an informal viewing location on the edge of Little Creek Mountain looking south and west at the pipeline and HS-4 and
powerlines. Sand Hollow Reservoir and Hurricane development are visible in back ground, a water catchment is visible in front of HS-4 but the
fore and mid-ground are mostly undeveloped.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The power
hour structure and ancillary facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings using a non-reflective, textured surfacing in a random
shape pattern and colored either a standard BLM environmental color or a custom color.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The pipeline would run across the valley along a dirt road, below the KOP about 1.25 miles away. HS-4 would be able 2.5 miles
to the west.

Angle of Observation: KOP is high above the project features allowing them and ground disturbance to be seen.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view as long a viewer chooses to scan the landscape. It is assumed that if
dispersed recreationists are exploring this area, they would be drawn to the cliff edge and spend extended periods looking out across the views.

Recovery Time: The landform reconstruction and staining where needed would occur immediately after pipeline is in place; the revegetation out
ten years post-construction is estimated to create weak contrast in form, line and color.



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 38 Hydro Station 4 Transmission line from Frog Hollow Road

Date - March 23, 2020

District - Cedar

Resource Area - St. George FO

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name

Lake Powell Pipeline
HS-4 /Transmission Line
Both Alternatives

4. Location - Hydro Station 5.
4 from Frog Hollow Road

Township - 43S

Location Sketch

Range - 13W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 13
KOP 38
3. VRM Class
4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat to rolling with small irregular landforms and lIndistinct, low to medium Flat Rroad
s vertical cut faces along road
w Horizontal, flowing Complex, indistinct Straight to curving road
= Brown/beige, orange GGreen to blue/gray, and seasonal colors Beige to gray
° incl. green and straw/yellow
o
O™ Fine, even Medium to fine, random Fine
w3
Lol =
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s landform would be manipulated for pipeline swatch and patch of vegetation removed then addition of large facilities with
§ and facilites including retention basin vegetated geometric and linear forms.
‘g’ edges of disturbance for pipeline and facilities edges of vegetation disturbance and revegetation additional lines of a variety of types as well
- as repetitive powerpoles and lines
x Additional greens in disturbed areas
3 lighter where disturbed same plus solid building color
o
D)
E % | same same similar but with additional texture from structures
2
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? @ No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) 3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
2 2 2 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST o g x| o| & E x| o| & g x| o
2 <] ] 5 2 <] ] S = <] ] S Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
Gl |z|&d|l=s|23|z|&|l=s|2]=2
Form X X X Date
2 3 Evaluator’s Names .
Z | Line X X X April 2020;
2 | color M " x Allysia Angus, BLM; March 23, 2020;
w X Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- April 15, 2016
Texture X X Colebank, Chris Bockey/l ogan Simpson




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This is a linear KOP along Frog Hollow Road. The visualizations are from Frog Hollow Road almost a mile from

HS-4 viewing northwest in one direction toward the hydro station - (HS- 4))and transmission line, only the transmission lines are visible

here. See attached facility site plan and section.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. HS-4 is located
behind a land form and is unseen from the KOP. The power house and ancillary facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings
using a non-reflective, textured surfacing in a random shape pattern and colored either a standard BLM environmental color such as Carlsbad
Canyon or a custom color.

Another dirt road passes immediately by HS-4 and from that location, the facility would be highly visible.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: HS-4 would be approximately 1 mile from Frog Hollow Road which is more traveled than the road going adjacent to the facility.
Relative Size or Scale: HS-4 would be a large complex of structures in a mostly undeveloped landscape.

Spatial Relationships: HS-4 is about 3 miles from the southernmost developed area of Hurricane and about 5 miles from Sand Hollow Reservoir so

it's distance from structures associated with those is too far away to blend. It is however located at the base of a cliff and is somewhat tucked into
a less visible location that is not often visited for recreational purposes.



Existing Conditions -1

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition-1

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Existing Conditions -2

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition-2

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094
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Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

**KOP 39 Linear Hurricane Cliffs Road

Date - March 23, 2020

District - Cedar

Resource Area - St George FO

Activity (program) Lands and Realty

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name

Lake Powell Pipeline

HS-5 and Transmission Line
Both Alternatives

4. Location - Hurricane 5.
Cliffs Road, view to south

Township - 43S

Range - 13W

2. Key Observation Point

KOP 39 Linear

Section - 9

Location Sketch

3. VRM Class
4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Wide, flat valley w/ gentle slopes up to vertical Indistinct, low -
= .
& land forms and cliffs
z Horizontal to vertical and angled, simple Complex, indistinct -
- .
g Gray, brown/beige, red/orange soils to south Green, and seasonal colors incl. green and -
O straw/yellow
D)
E 5 Fine to coarse Medium to fine, stippled to gradational -
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Wide, flat valley w/ gentle slopes up to vertical swatch and large patch cleared for pipeline and Additi?” of If‘:\rge, geometric forms and
s land forms and cliffs; cut/fill bench for facilities repeating thin vertical features
- re-aligned road
w Horizontal to vertical and angled, simple; straight additional on edges of disturbances addi.tionz.al of bold, straight, horizontal and repetitous
= to curved lines of cut/fill for re-aligned road vertical lines
o more greens in disturbed areas ) )
S Gray, brown/beige, lighter where disturbed Brown, gray, beige, khaki
8
% & | same Same coarse from addition of rigid buildings and structures
w S - - )
=P along with jagged metal frames and repeating vertical
elements of powerpoles
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives? No
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) 3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
[ [ [
® ® ® i i
CONSTRAST §° 5|« o ? 5|« o fg_n 5|« o O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
= (=] (3 = o (Y] 4 o (7] : B . . e .
% denotes very strong contrast Els|= S szl = S| 5| = S Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures
Form X
@ X X Evaluator’s Names Date
2 Line X X X Aori .
e . ) pril 2020;
2 | color X x x Allysia Angus, BLM; . March 23, 2020
o Barb Santner/Stantec; Diane Simpson- April 15, 2016
Texture X X | x Colebank, Chris Bockey/Logan Simpson '




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This linear KOP is along Hurricane Cliffs Road going in both directions. The facilities simulated are the pipeline and HS-5 and transmission lines,
including the hydrostation (which here is ~85 ft high), substation, access road, fence, and a large bern to protect the structures from rockfalls. See
attached facility site plan and section.

Visual and restoration mitigation measure described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The hydro station building and ancillary
facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings using a non-reflective, textured surfacing in a random shape pattern and colored either
a standard BLM environmental color or other custom color.

HS-5 would be just off Hurricane Cliffs Road on the east side.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The proposed facilities are immediately adjacent to this linear KOP. HS-5 would be blocked from view by landform to the north
where most casual observers would be. It would be visible primarily to the south.

Angle of Observation: KOP is at straight across from HS-5 but powerlines go up hill to the west.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view as motorists traveling at 65 MPH along HWY 89 pass through this area. Taller
structures would be intermittently visible on the approaches from miles away to the east and from about a quarter mile away from the west.

Spatial Relationships: The structures would be located in an area away from other development, thus drawing more attention. Being located adjacent
to high, jagged cliffs allows for absorption of some of the visual contrast.

Size/Scale: The facilities at this location are quite large and in the foreground thus creating strong contrast with the natural landscape into which they
would be constructed.



Existing Conditions -1

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition - 1

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094




Existing Conditions - 2

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition - 2

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094
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Form 8400 - 4
(September 1985) Date - March 23, 2020

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR District -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Resource Area - State Park

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Activity (program) - Lands and Realty

**KOP 41 Sand Hollow HS and Transmission Line
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location - Sand Hollow 5. Location Sketch
Lake Powell Pipeline Sand Hollow State Park
HS and Transmission Line Township - 425
Both Alternatives
Range - 14W
2. Key Observation Point Section - 25
KOP 41
3. VRM Class
N/A
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat in foreground, rolling hills and flat mesas, Low, indistinct, irregular Rectangular vehicle in foreground, few rectangular,
S flat water surface distinct in background
- Horizontal foreground, curving, angled, angled in Indistinct Horizontal, vertical, regular, distinct in background
E background
s Brown to reddish tan, light to dark gray Gray/green White vehicle in foreground, few white to gray in
° in background background
o
> o | Fine to medium Fine to medium in foreground, stippled Few smooth to coarse in background
- R
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s same with additional landform changes swath and patch of cleared vegetation / re- Rectangular building, cylindrical poles, repetitous
S associated with pipeline and facility site vegetated area vertical elements
= including berm
z additional lines associated with edges of vegetation disturbances/revegetation variety of lines including edges of building, substation,
- disturbances and berm edges band and tranmission lines
S lighter in disturbed areas
3 additional greens in disturbed areas solid colors and reflective materials
o
. w same same additional coarse items on less developed side of
=5 reservior
Ll
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING  SHORT TERM - XLONG TERM
1. FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource?
LAND/WATER management objectives?  Yes  No /a6 state land
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
(2) 3)
(1)
OF 3.  Additional mitigating measures recommended?
[ [ [
® © S O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
CONSTRAST §° % E o §° § E 2 §° § E @ | Contrast rating takes into account Environmental Protection and Mitigation
Fls|z2|2|&|s|=2|2|8|5|2| 2| Measures
., | form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
% Line X X X lIvsi
E Color . < ; Allysia Angus, BLM; April 2020;
B Texture N N N Barb Santner/Stantec March 23, 2020




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The KOP is from a Sand Hollow State Park campground looking northeast. The proposed facilities are a hydrostation (HS) and a
transmission line. The facilities would include a power house, substation, access road, transmission line, 10' facility fence,
berm and pipeline alignment. Refer to attached site plan and section.

Visual and restoration mitigation measures of proposed facilities described in the POD would reduce the degree of visual contrast. The power house
structure and ancillary facilities would be colored and textured to match surroundings using a non-reflective, textured surfacing in a random shape

pattern and colored either a standard BLM environmental color or a custom color.

Sand Hollow HS would be on the southeastern edge of the reservoir just east of the Sandpit Campground. The transmission lines would wrap around
the campground and reservoir on the south side before swinging north toward the subdivision.

RELEVANT ENVIROMENTAL FACTORS

Viewing Distance: The proposed facilities are 0.25 mile from the campground and right on the edge of the water. It would be about 1.5 miles across the
reservoir from the main parking area.

Angle of Observation: KOP is at straight on viewing angle.

Length of Time the Project Is in View: The facilities would be in view for extended periods of time for those recreating at the state park.

Spatial Relationships: The structures would be near the Sandpit Campground but away from the more developed part of the state park. The broader area
is quite close to residential development to the north and west.



Existing Conditions

Five to Ten Years Post Construction Condition

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985-461-988/33094
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Appendix B.1
Visibility Analysis Maps - Electric
Transmission Systems Alignments

DISCLAIMER: The Visibility Analysis Maps - Electric Transmission
Systems include project features and alignments that have been
adjusted since 2016, primarily on the western side of project area.
They also include some Key Observations Points that have been
eliminated from analysis or slightly adjusted in location.

Lake Powell Pipeline B-1 4/29/2016
Final Visual Resources Study Report Utah Board of Water Resources
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Map 5- Electric Transmission System
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Appendix B.2
Visibility Analysis Maps—Proposed Buildings

DISCLAIMER: The Visibility Analysis Maps - Proposed Buildings include
the visibility of the previously proposed 100’ high natural gas exhaust stacks
on the booster pump stations (in yellow). Those features are no longer
part of the project proposal.

Lake Powell Pipeline 4/29/2016
Final Visual Resources Study Report Utah Board of Water Resources
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PROPOSED BUILDING VISIBILITY

MAPS
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Appendix B.3
Visibility Analysis Maps—Sensitive Linear KOPs

DISCLAIMER: The Visibility Analysis Maps - Power Generating Alternatives
include project features and alignments that have been adjusted since 2016,
primarily on the western side of project area. They also include some Key
Observations Points that have been eliminated from analysis or slightly adjusted in
location.

Lake Powell Pipeline 4/30/2016
2020 Revised Final Visual Resources Study Report Utah Board of Water Resources



Mohave County, AZ

'
)
¥
"
LS

.
B
)
=%
.

.
!
[
;.
.

.
*
»
.
0
|
»
.
.
s
[
kY,
&
.
L
+

»

”

g

14

:

“ewamanssung

-

..'

II.IIIIII-‘

-
™

A

v

¢ KCWCD Water Treatment Plant X8

<y
-

BV OB e
P e

i

e

Kane County, U

T,
1
--~

L
)
1
1
1
]
I

I

Coconino County, AZ
N

[SouicedEsiDigitalGlobeYGecEyeNitelibecMEathstaiGeogiap

~
~

Saarepiiss, NESA s DS, USDA, USES A

4 /
3
(Getmapping¥aeiogid SN GRS WisstopoandhitneXc [SIUSergeommunityj

Visibility of Project from Fredonia — Vermillion Cliffs Scenic Road / US 89A

LINEAR

KOP VIsSIBILITY MAPS

Fredonia-Vermillion Cliffs
Scenic Road
Viewshed

Key

O Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—4%— Proposed Transmission line

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas

. High

- Low

[ Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

APPENDIX D




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Zion Park Scenic Byway
Viewshed

Key

O Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—%— Proposed Transmission line

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas

. High

- Low

[ unseen Areas

P R

A 4
¥ X |7

Map Location Index Key

- Hurricane Pumped Storage
cydroelec!ric Generating Station &
> o 61 /5. 43 | :
. | Hurricane Cliffs &2
- Forebay Reservoir 14

74

Ao 16N, 166, swissiope, e (i @S Uss: Comm:

Visibility of Project from Zion Park Scenic Byway

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

T TR R R WY

Old Spanish Trail
Viewshed
Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—%— Proposed Transmission line
== == (O|d Spanish National Historic Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas
High
- Low

[0 Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

e v 510 S80S A ARGty Acroan NI NAIG R iopo el Gl SAUS e il

R

Visibility of Project from Old Spanish National Historic Trail, Map 1

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

0Old Spanish Trail
Viewshed

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—%— Proposed Transmission line
== == Old Spanish National Historic Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas
High
- Low

[ Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

Lo
.,.;'.f,?

(TS, i, BATeter CieeaTe: oy ORISR S i TELISHBISH, sisstrg, and s @3 Ussr Cammmuuty

xl).i'

1
e

Ot
5 b

-
Su.,
X Moy

Visibility of Project from Old Spanish National Historic Trail, Map 2

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

0Old Spanish Trail
Viewshed

Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—4%— Proposed Transmission line

== == Old Spanish National Historic Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas

' High

- Low

[0 unseen Areas

High Point Reqgulating Tank-2

Map Location Index Key

iryss - SRR warans
L ¥ -

¥l

@cm@mmmmmm(@xgqmmm@mxmma@x@@mrmmrmamm
AN L "KOR,#26] | ¢

& L &

Miles

Visibility of Project from OIld Spanish National Historic Trail, Map 3

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

0Old Spanish Trail
= e : Viewshed

o ._——-Q-"
Ll o e o) Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—4%— Proposed Transmission line
== == Old Spanish National Historic Trail

OM Spanish N
National Historic Trail SRS

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas

' High

- Low

[0 unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

899 - b

~ Sewmees (Serl, DSk, GeriEe, ek, Badhster Seepraphiss, @(N]E;i@%m@ 08, BSOA, ISES, NS, Getmerring, Aergr, 1SH, 186 snissiora, and s &8 Ussr Communiyy

y

Visibility of Project from Old Spanish National Historic Trail, Map 4

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

0Old Spanish Trail
Viewshed
Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility

= Proposed Pipeline Alignment

—%— Proposed Transmission line

== == Old Spanish National Historic Trail
Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas
High

- Low

[ Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

na,
s
AeiogiidMIGHAGEY W Stopo anakinelGlS)

celEstDigsiGlane Ceck e

e S Wi P

Visibility of Project from Old Spanish National Historic Trail, Map 5

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

0Old Spanish Trail
Viewshed

Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
5 “'\f] "/«7}% “’)n,
1:»91?

] : : . % R Y ; WA/ s Biah' 2. Foreground Limit
i , i e i N & AN e v Middleground Limit

- 3 NEALR P fREN M R RS —5— Proposed Transmission line

= ) / s ’ ‘ v A% { ‘ g —— Old Spanish National Historic Trail

[

Seen Areas

' High

- Low

[0 unseen Areas

: Yl
21 Sand Hollow
-4 Hydroekectric Generating Station
e e P
f T s s

Pumped Storage Option

&

y 1 Huricane Cliffs
33 After bay Reservor

v”' .

5 Huricane Cliffs &
S aneba_'iRservo‘r o

Map Location Index Key

=

< - . -
-ﬁ_--.-..'._‘.ﬁ v
o g -

Miles
*

Tl SeniEie, B, Bertlneter Seapuefsilssy CHES s bl LIS, USES NS, Gpemlim, Asrsets, 1, (85 snisss
Y 0T Rt AT o

i

Visibility of Project from OIld Spanish National Historic Trail, Map 6

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Navajo-McCulough 5
Transmission Line Corridor 31,

“ | Dominguez-Escalante Trail
N Viewshed
Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
—%— Proposed Transmission line
= == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

= Proposed Pipeline Alignment

Seen Areas
High

- Low

[0 Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

i Gt eter : D D54 D0, USESH A, ATt 160 160 Snseiomor e T3 €05 Ui Gty ot
' (\‘u i ) .;:: b % =i Can s : s >::v‘ s {/ SN

R

Visibility of Project from Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail, Map 1

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Dominguez-Escalante Trail
Viewshed

Key
C  Proposed pipeline facility
—%— Proposed Transmission line

= == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

= Proposed Pipeline Alignment

Seen Areas
High

- Low

[ Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

VRS enissieme, end The @18 Ussr Cammmumisy

g ;“.----

Visibility of Project from Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail, Map 2

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Dominguez-Escalante Trail
Viewshed

Key
C  Proposed pipeline facility

|

“/ —%— Proposed Transmission line

= == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
Seen Areas

' High

- Low

[0 unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

Miles

Ry } 3 . — R RS S oe Lot Qita QhE R EOEY B i UNEOiaE 3 3 EO0 30 i A'irE i [L’ i IR 7 Gl eraari o
e TR o @ ol e Sesaeptise, ONEREATEERUSK 08,412, BN L L

——— ~ = -~ '.‘.?1 ‘ ) :‘" m—— V' : ‘

\ s

Visibility of Project from Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail, Map 3

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Dominguez-Escalante Trail
Viewshed

Hister i Trail o~ e T o
: otk e 2% - C  Proposed pipeline facility
—%— Proposed Transmission line

t'. - T
= == Honeymoon Trail

*
avsamawss ol
“: . w - 7 - ‘
(i : Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment

Seen Areas

. High

- Low

[0 unseen Areas

Dominguez-Escalante
Histori: Trail

Map Location Index Key

e AP
' oniey, Lt

v
¥ gl 1

-

~ Sewmees (Serl, DSk, GeriEe, ek, Badhster Seepraphiss, @(N]E;Wm@ 08, BSOA, ISES, NS, Getmerring, Aergr, 1SH, 186 snissiora, and s &8 Ussr Communiyy

e

APPENDIX B

Visibility of Project from Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail, Map 4




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Dominguez-Escalante Trail
Viewshed

Key
C  Proposed pipeline facility
—%— Proposed Transmission line

== == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

= Proposed Pipeline Alignment

Seen Areas
High

- Low

[ Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

LN ] W
’wm@ﬁ@{@?@%@gﬁtmﬁm
‘ f
X

Visibility of Project from Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail, Map 5

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Dominguez-Escalante Trail
Viewshed

Key
C  Proposed pipeline facility
—%— Proposed Transmission line

-

,“"‘c:"‘l')'}f'/‘o"'h,, i ¢ 3 \ TS \ N Rk H i S — Honeymoon Trail

Bat Ragin S

. # ) g~ iy i g $ H e A | WA Foreground Limit
[Eat ) 7 0 . : o~ o) ¢ , e Middleground Limit

S

L
 Quail C ¥
Quail Creek B5

QLo = ) S A G SO : ; e = P AR | Seen Areas
eservor ™ L, | . . \ ) 9 &y d : ] . % / ’ i —A¥ \
; % ¥ ) Tk T o : :

' High

- Low

» N
ol b 1 E 3 2 PR -

= Proposed Pipeline Alignment

[0 unseen Areas

e

N

L

u

]

.
u
"
1
n
1
o
e
"
.¢

L

: » i

p LN
] Hurricane Cliffs
£ 3% . Afterbay Reservor

Hurricane Cliffs Pumped Storage
- Hydroelkctric Generating Station 15

. Huricane Clifts g / ‘ 2R g / . y
P Forebay Reservor SRS e ANl R 7 . S . \ B\ - ¢ N e Map Location Index Key

P

ol ohave Cotinty, AZS 4 &
¢ 4 3 AU RS A L
1 T,&mﬁ@@@mml@w@;mmm LSO, WSES; ASK, Gy, A SN 18Es @:fmmr[nﬁﬁjk

p ok \

iy \ WL i T i A Miles

& y

Visibility of Project from Dominguez-Escalante Historic Trail, Map 6

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

3 \ ’

. ocio County >

Honeymoon Trail
Viewshed

Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—%— Proposed Transmission line
= == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas
High

- Low

[0 Unseen Areas

N

-
3 ...""---f.‘-

Map Location Index Key

e : ol
LAVA, £ A % )

e St o NS e D U0 DSl A T A SO Sty e S UGty o

Visibility of Project from Honeymoon Historic Trail, Map 1

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Honeymoon Trail
Viewshed

Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—%— Proposed Transmission line
== == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas
High
- Low

[ Unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

A
N e

(e St Bty i3 ‘ 653, 157 =T AT s IS 9% sfstsa, vd v @12 Usr Gty

Visibility of Project from Honeymoon Historic Trail, Map 2

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Honeymoon Trail
Viewshed

Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—4%— Proposed Transmission line

== == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas

' High

- Low

[0 unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

-
Ay o

[E R 2 2
Wesssunannss"""

W e

4 P L LT R ey
Q... o 7
N e sy ngnmams®

Miles

L
i

Visibility of Project from Honeymoon Historic Trail, Map 3

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Honeymoon Trail
Viewshed

Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—4%— Proposed Transmission line
== == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas

' High

- Low

[0 unseen Areas

Map Location Index Key

S B
f Dl Nom .

i > v re 7
4w ‘ﬂ{{ s St gt o
70 o, o i

PN - vl
:c / "“"“"';y.“"“"’"‘”
S >
/i 7

7 899 b

~ Sewmees (Serl, DSk, GeriEe, ek, Badhster Seepraphiss, @(N]E;i@%m@ 08, BSOA, ISES, NS, Getmerring, Aergr, 1SH, 186 snissiora, and s &8 Ussr Communiyy

y

Visibility of Project from Honeymoon Historic Trail, Map 4

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Honeymoon Trail
Viewshed

Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
—%— Proposed Transmission line

== == Honeymoon Trail

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

Seen Areas
High

Ty
LA
~
[

- Low

[ Unseen Areas

P
o 2 A

,}s:,"*\‘, :

Map Location Index Key

Setifslo e, G

L L 2 et Sy W

Visibility of Project from Honeymoon Historic Trail, Map 5

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

Honeymoon Trail
Viewshed
Key

C  Proposed pipeline facility
= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
AR oy ¢ @419 MU/ R RPN \FO T B (e —— Proposed Transmission line
: i \ R ; i ; { = = Honeymoon Trail
f‘v _'v‘u\j‘~ 3 r’ imi
o = Foreground Limit

Middleground Limit
Seen Areas

. High

- Low

[0 Unseen Areas

Pumped Storage Option
oy

A5

p

»)
3

¥

Map Location Index Key

Kane County, UTa R

Mohave Cournty,"AZ;

/ \"-.' g ",;“,:.»
@8 M@_@a'rﬂ'uﬁuﬂmfk

i 4 y ok

WL 8 e e, laTeles -
2% émasm e

Sertieter SCeavelahiie, G 0, IS0, USES, A, e, A, 1Sh85-niap ey
a0 h 3 y TRQL = b5 5
& y - :

L < y
B, P W - *

L

Visibility of Project from Honeymoon Historic Trail, Map 6

APPENDIX B




LINEAR KOP VisIBILITY MAPS

, WINOR - i
S = Temple Trail
iy A L i . Eal 4 -
R v R D\, i e . £ e : oA Viewshed
VP, 20 B i Crec g . v SRR N L A S 2 2 e f ! Key
/ : C  Proposed pipeline facility
—%— Proposed Transmission line

= = Temple Tralil

Foreground Limit
Middleground Limit

= Proposed Pipeline Alignment
Seen Areas

. High

- Low

[ Unseen Areas

o B A
) Sand Hollow _
£ ,‘/ Resenvoir

ing S‘taﬁonj}

(s

Pumped Storage Option

- i Hurricane Cliffs
) Afterbay R esenvoir

e h Hurricane Cliffs Pumped Storage
Hydroelectric Generating Station

DAY

Hurricane Cliffs & 3
Forebay R eservoir v"'

L
v 1 Tl
&

~ 2~ A Y S
Kane County, Uk g T8 R e ?{‘31 -'l,';,"-h :

e ; V S &S 3 4 o5 W
) '} 5 1 = o 5

UT;
Mohave County,’/AZ L BTN

; T B (g . " el
Temple : p F ) v -
Historic Trail } : On A < e ’

Map Location Index Key

Temple
~% Historic Trail

{

2y A o A i s Ao a0 D S8 2, oo At S B0 ity e o SR gty

P
e
5 -

4 --1’.

Visibility of Project from Temple Historic Trail

APPENDIX B




	LPP_DEIS_AppC_Vol_5b
	KOP 18 - BPS 4 from Highway 89-v3 - 508 - table
	KOP 19 - Road to Paria Interpretive Site-v3 - 508 - table
	KOP 20 - Hydro Station HS1 From US 89-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 21 - HP Reg Tank 2 from GWT-v3 - 508 - done
	Blank Page

	KOP 24 - Hwy 89 Pioneer Gap-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 26 - Shinarump Cliffs Overlook-v3 - 508 - table
	KOP 27 - Dom_Escal Historic Trail Cross-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 28 - Kanab Creek-v3 - 508 - ERRORS - table
	KOP 29 - Bitter Seeps Wash-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 30 - Mount Trumbell Road-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 31 - Kaibab_Paiute Headquarters-v3 - 508 -done
	KOP 32 - HS2 Highway WB-v3 - 508 -done
	KOP 33 - HS2 South from Co Rd-v3 - 508  - done
	KOP 34 - HS3 from Uzona Ave-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 35 - Uzona Avenue_Canaan Wash-v3 - 508 - table
	Untitled

	KOP 37 - Little Creek Overlook-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 38 - HS4 from Frog Hollow Rd-v3 - 508 - done
	KOP 39 - Hurricane Cliffs Rd_View to S-v3 - 508 - table
	KOP 41 - Sand Hollow State Park-v3 - 508 - done

	C-19 Visual_Attachment B_Visibility Analyses_508 Compliant_Final
	Appendix B.1_Electric Transmission System Visibility Maps
	Appendix B.2_Proposed Buildings Visibility Maps
	Appendix B.3_Linear KOPs Visibility Maps
	Appendix B Visibility Analysis Maps—Linear KOPs





