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TARIQ AHMAD 
PRESIDENT 
PACIFIC ENERGY AND MINING CO. 
3550 Barron Way, Suite 13A 
Reno, NV 89511 
Telephone 775-333-6626 
taroil@yahoo.com 
 
 BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH 
 
 
IN THE MATTER OF PACIFIC ENERGY & 
MINING COMPANY Docket No. 18-2602-01  
 
 PACIFIC ENERGY & MINING 
 COMPANY REPLY TO DIVISION’S 
 RESPONSE DATED JUNE 20, 2018  
 
 
 
 
 

 Division has filed its response to Pacific Energy & Mining Company (“PEMC”) Motion to 

dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction.  In its response Division has stated: 

1. Division has Jurisdiction due to PEMC voluntarily agreeing to jurisdiction. 

2. PEMC agreed to Divisions’ Jurisdiction as it filed reports with the Federal Government with 

copies to the Division. 

3. Bureau of Land Management does not define the pipeline as gathering or transmission lines 

and does not have authority to define gathering lines. 

PEMC will address each of the issues above: 

FACTS 

1. PEMC took over operations of the Greentown Oil Field in 2010 from Delta Petroleum 

Corporation. 

2. PEMC acquired the Field from Delta Petroleum in 2011. 
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3. PEMC is the operator of Greentown Gas Gathering System (“GPL”.) Dan Green Declaration 

¶4. 

4. PEMC does not own GPL. Dan Green Declaration ¶5. 

5. From the period 2008 until 2012, natural gas from the Federal 28-11 well was treated at the 

well site where gas was dehydrated, liquids removed and the gas compressed and shipped in 

the 6 inch gathering line to the 16 inch gathering line.
1
  See Dan Green declaration ¶6. 

6. Natural gas is treated at the end of the 16 inch pipeline where water and impurities are 

removed prior to the gas entering the regulated pipeline. Dan Green Declaration ¶7. 

7. From the period 2008 until 2012 the SITLA site was not connected to the 16 inch pipeline. 

Dan Green Declaration ¶8. 

8. In 2012 due to loss of reservoir pressure, PEMC pursuant to approval by owners of GPL and 

the wells owners, PEMC connected the 16 inch pipeline to the SITLA site. Dan Green 

Declaration ¶9. 

9. In 2012 flowing tubing pressure at the well head had decreased from 5000 psi to less than 150 

psi making the Joule-Thompson (“JT”) plant ineffective. Dan Green declaration ¶10. 

10. In 2012 PEMC moved the dehydration unit and compressor from the Well site to the SITLA 

site and installed a processing plant replacing the JT plant which was installed at the Well 

Site. Dan Green Declaration ¶11. 

11. Due to loss of reservoir pressure the JT plant had stopped functioning.  Dan Green 

declaration ¶12. 

12. Natural gas is dehydrated, liquids removed and the gas compressed at the SITLA site. Dan 

Green declaration ¶13. 

13.  At the interconnect water and impurities are removed in order to make the gas ready for 

consumer consumption. Dan Green declaration ¶14. 

                                                           
1
 JT plant uses pressure differential to remove liquids.  Flowing tubing pressure from 2008 until 2012 was 5000 psi.  

Pressure dropped below the JT plant operating pressure. 
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14. In 2014 Division approached PEMC and requested an inspection of GPL. 

15. PEMC allowed inspection of GPL as a courtesy. Dan Green declaration ¶15. 

16. PEMC consultants filed reports as suggested by the Division with the United States 

Department of Commerce.
2
 Dan Green declaration ¶16. 

17. Division did not inform PEMC consultants as to the ramifications of filing the reports. Dan 

Green declaration ¶17. 

18. PEMC learned that GPL was a regulated pipeline after receiving letters of violations. 

19. Division employees did not inform or attempt to help PEMC consultant in preparing the 

alleged manual that the Division is so concerned about. Dan Green declaration ¶18, 19. 

20. PEMC did not receive consent from owners of GPL to file reports with or allow regulation of 

GPL. Dan Green declaration ¶20, 21. 

21. It is common in the oil and gas in the oil and gas industry to dehydrate, remove liquids and 

compress the gas at the well head. Dan Green declaration ¶22. 

Division Does Not have Jurisdiction 

 As stated in Divisions brief, Division uses the definitions under 42 CFR 192 to determine 

jurisdiction.  Division correctly states, Division is acting on behalf of the Federal Government: 

 “if it is not a gathering line than it is a transmission line”  Thus subject to Federal Jurisdiction and 

thus State Jurisdiction.” 

 The pertinent question here is whether the Gathering Line is in fact a transmission line.  In 

support of its argument, Division is alleging that: 

PEMC’s pipeline is properly classified as an intra state natural gas because it transports gas 

downstream of the last processing point and accepts gas from another producer from other 

production facilities. 

                                                           
2
 Division employees failed to inform PEMC consultant that PEMC might become regulated due to the filing of the 

reports. 
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Page 5 ¶2 

The statement above is a misrepresentation of facts. The Gathering Line was built with a block 

valve to accept gas from other producers in 2008.  The Department of Interior right-of-way was granted 

as a gathering line in order to gather natural gas from all producing wells in the area, not just ones 

operated and owned by PEMC. 
3
   Nothing changed between 2008 and 2014 when the Division asserted 

jurisdiction.  The last processing point as stated by Division has not moved.  As stated above, all 

processing of natural gas was done at the well site from 2008 until 2012.  The processing site was not 

even connected until 2012.  

Natural gas was shipped from the well site in the 6 inch line to the 16 inch line without any 

additional compression until the last processing point located upstream of the sales meter where gas is 

further treaded to remove impurities and water, checked for quality prior to its transfer to Northwest 

Pipeline for sale to a consumer.   

Solids and water is removed from natural gas prior to being transferred to Northwest Pipeline 

Interstate Gas Transmission line. The Gas is tested for quality, measured all in equipment paid 

for by  PEMC.  Natural Gas is transferred to Northwest pipeline downstream of the natural gas 

meter. 

 

A pipeline that transports gas from a point where it is produced to the end of any 

treatment or other processing necessary to make the gas generally fit for consumers.  The gas 

from GPL system is not generally fit for consumers until the impurities and water are removed 

upstream of the sales meter which connects to the regulated pipeline.  Regulations are meant to 

be read in plain English.  The regulation here states “gas generally fit for consumers.”  Gas at the 

PEMC compression facility is under no stretch of the imagination fit for consumers.  Clearly no 

one at the division would put a stove at the discharge side of the facility to cook or heat their 

home.  If the Divisions interpretation is accepted, the 6 inch gathering line would be regulated as 

                                                           
3
 If the Division believed that the Gathering Line is  a Transmission Line, why did the Division not regulate the 

Gathering Line from  2008 – 2014. A block valve was constructed in 2008 to accept natural gas from other 

producers.  Nothing has changed, the end point of the Gathering Line and the beginning point of the Gathering Line 

are located in exactly the same locations.  The processing plant has not moved. 
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well since the gas was treated at the well site.  As stated in Dan Green’s declaration it is common 

in the oil and gas industry to treat gas at the well head when the pressures are higher than the 

pipeline rated pressure.  That is precisely the reason for using a JT plant at it operates at a high 

differential pressure. 

  In a decision dated January 18, 1980 see Exhibit 1 .  Chief, Pipeline Safety 

Enforcement Division, DMT-13 states: 

Part 192 definition of gathering line, DOT and industry were unable to arrive at a 

precise definition. Since it is not precise, we must rely on our judgement using the 

generally accepted industry and government definitions as guidelines. I have 

principally used the following definitions as the basis for my determination: 

Gathering System: The network of pipelines which carry gas from the well 

to the processing plant or other separation equipment. 

Definition of Words & Terms 

Used in the Gas Processing 

Industry - Gas Processors 

Assoc. 

 

Gas Plant: A gas plant includes any natural gas or natural gas liquid 

gathering facilities and the transportation lines (including compressor 

stations) connecting these facilities to the actual physical plant at which the 

natural gas or natural gas liquids are processed. 

 

Federal Register, Vol. 43, 

No. 184, Thurs., 9-21-78, 

Department of Energy 

 

The definition by the Department of Energy is for economic purposes; however, it does 

demonstrate that other government agencies do consider gathering lines and processing 

plants as part of the same facility. 

 

Gathering System: The gathering lines, pumps, auxiliary tanks (in the case of oil), and 

other equipment used to move oil or gas from the well site to the main pipeline for 

eventual delivery to the refinery or consumer as the case may be. In the case of gas, the 

gathering system includes the processing plant (if any) in which the gas is prepared for 

market. 

 

Manual of Oil & Gas Terms 

Williams & Meyers, 3rd 

Edition 

Gathering Line (proposed): A pipeline that transports gas from a point where it is 
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produced to the end of any treatment or other processing necessary to make the gas 

generally fit for consumers. 

Federal Register, Vol. 39, 

No. 188, Thurs., 9-26-74, 

Office of Pipeline Safety, 

Notice 74-7 

 The decision above is binding as to definition of a Gathering line, specifically “A whether there is 

any treatment or other processing necessary.”  Here, the final treatment with a filtration plant is the end 

point of the gathering line which is located upstream of the Sales Meter. (transfer meter wherein the Gas 

is transferred to Northwest Pipeline. )  Gas is not fit for consumer until the gas is finally filtered and 

measured for quality.  Gas meets the quality standards only after it is run through a filtration unit 

upstream of the natural gas transfer meter. 
4
 

SUBJECT MATTER JURSIDITION 

It is a matter of settled law that a court cannot give judgement without having subject matter 

jurisdiction. All the courts have said that a judgment is void if a “court lacked jurisdiction.
5
 

                                                           
4 Gathering Line (proposed): A pipeline that transports gas from a point where it is produced to the end of 

any treatment or other processing necessary to make the gas generally fit for consumers. 

Federal Register, Vol. 39, 

No. 188, Thurs., 9-26-74, 

Office of Pipeline Safety, 

  Notice 74-7 

 
5 See Hoult v. Hoult, 57 F.3d 1, 6 (1st Cir. 1995); see also, e.g., Johnson v. Arden, 614F.3d 785, 799 (8th 

Cir. 2010); Oldfield v. Pueblo De Bahia Lora, S.A., 558 F.3d 1210, 1218 &. n.21 (11th Cir. 2009); 

Burrell v. Henderson, 434 F.3d 826, 831 (6th Cir. 2006); Grace v. Bank Leumi Trust Co. of N.Y., 443 

F.3d 180, 193 (2d Cir. 2006); Sasson v. Sokoloff (In re Sasson), 424 F.3d 864, 876 (9th Cir. 2005); 

Wendt v. Leonard, 431 F.3d 410, 412 (4th Cir. 2005); Callon Petroleum Co. v. Frontier Ins. Co., 351 F.3d 

204, 208 (5th Cir. 2003); Robinson Eng’g Co. Pension Plan & Trust v. George, 223 F.3d 445, 448 (7th 

Cir. 2000); V.T.A., Inc. v. Airco, Inc., 597 F.2d 220, 224–25 (10th Cir. 1979); Marshall v. Bd. of Educ., 

Bergenfield, N.J., 575 F.2d 417, 422 (3d Cir. 1978). But see Wendt, 431 F.3d at 413 (stating that “a lack 

of subject matter jurisdiction will not always render a final judgment ‘void’ [under Rule 60(b)(4)]” 

(alteration in original) (internal quotation marks omitted)); Gschwind v. Cessna Aircraft Co., 232 F.3d 

1342, 1346 (10th Cir. 2000) (“A judgment may in some instances be void for lack of subject matter 

jurisdiction.” (emphasis added)); Kansas City S. Ry. v. Great Lakes Carbon Corp., 624 F.2d 

822, 825 (8th Cir. 1980) (en banc) (“Absence of subject matter jurisdiction may, in certain 

cases, render a judgment void.”); Lubben, 453 F.2d at 649 (similar). 
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A court does not have the power, by judicial fiat, to extend its jurisdiction over matters beyond the scope 

of the authority granted to it by its creators.   Ben Sager Chems. Int’l, Inc. v. E. Targosz & Co., 560 F.2d 805, 

812 (7th Cir. 1977). 

 The argument that PEMC voluntarily subjected itself to the jurisdiction of the Division is contrary 

to the law.  One cannot submit to subject matter jurisdiction voluntarily.  Subject Matter jurisdiction is a 

matter of law.  Courts have consistently held that subject matter jurisdiction is essential and can be raised 

at any time in the proceeding or after judgement.  As a judgment is void is the court did not have 

jurisdiction to begin with. 

 Division’s argument that PEMC filed reports with the Federal Government and sent copies to the 

division, thus subjecting itself to Divisions jurisdiction is against settled law. 

(“[R]elief from void judgments is not discretionary.”); V.T.A., Inc. v. Airco, Inc., 597 F.2d 220, 224 n.8 

(10th Cir. 1979) (noting that if a judgment is void, then a Rule 60(b)(4) motion must be granted). 

 PEMC did not file the report with the Federal Government as a regulated entity, rather these 

reports were filed upon a request by the Division,  at no time did the Division inform PEMC that filing 

the reports could subject PEMC to Division’s jurisdiction.  Rather these reports were filed as a courtesy, 

not as a requirement. Filing of a report still does not allow for subject matter jurisdiction, where none 

exists. 

 The reports filed by PEMC, were filed by consultants, without PEMC authorization.  PEMC 

officers and directors did not authorize any consultant to subject PEMC to the jurisdiction of the Division.  

A entity cannot enter into a contract without the authority of the officers of the Company duly granted by 

the Board of Directors.  See Dan Green Declaration ¶20, 21.  Even if the reports were filed, they were not 

authorized, thus were filed erroneously. 

// 

// 

// 
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 BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT PROPERLY DESIGNATED THE RIGHT OF WAY 

AS A GATHERING SYSTEM 

 

Contrary to the assertion of the Division, the United States Department of the Interior Bureau of Land 

Management Right of Way UTU 83547 Specifically States: 

 

See Exhibit 2.  

The Right of Way was specifically granted as “Greentown Pipeline Gathering System on public 

lands.”  Contrary to the Divisions assertion, Bureau of Land Management is the proper authority in 

issuing the Right of Way for its specific purpose.  If this was a Natural Gas Transmission Line, the ROW 

would specify that.   

As stated in the decision on Exhibit 1, Chief Pipeline Safety specifically stated: 

The definition by the Department of Energy is for economic purposes; however, it does 

demonstrate that other government agencies do consider gathering lines and processing 

plants as part of the same facility. 
 

This decision is instructive, as Pipeline Safety decision above gives deference to other 

governmental agencies in defining gathering lines.  Here the United States Department of the Interior 

granted the right-of-way for a specific purpose, Gathering of Natural Gas on Public Lands.  

Transmission lines do not gather gas, rather they transport gas, which is not the case here.
678

  In each of 

the documents provided, the right-of-way specifies the use.  In case of the Gathering Line, it specifies 

                                                           
6
 Exhibit 3  is a copy of the Northwest Pipeline right-of-way that specifies a gas transmission pipeline.  

 
7
 Exhibit 4 is a copy of the Tesoro Pipeline right-of-way that specifies petroleum products pipeline. 

 
8
 Exhibit 5 is a copy of Frontier Communications right-of-way specifying 48 count fiber optic line. This right-of-way 

can only be used for a 48 count fiber.  Not 96 fiber count. 
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“Greentown Pipeline Gathering System”  If the intent was anything other than a gathering system, it 

would have stated so.  The application for the Gathering Line specified “Gathering system” not gas 

transmission line as alleged by the Division. 

On February 3, 2012, the United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management 

approved the assignment of the Right of Way from Delta Petroleum Corporation to PEMC.  In approving 

the assignment the government stated: 

On February 1, 2008, right-of-way UTU-83457 was issued to Delta Petroleum 

Corporation for the Greentown natural gas pipeline gathering system on public lands 

 

See page 1 ¶1  Exhibit 2. 

 

 Division agrees that gas gathering systems are not regulated, but then insists that the Bureau of 

Land Management finding that the ROW is for a gas gathering system is not binding. 

 Division here regulates under the authority of the Federal Government, thus the finding by the 

United States Government is binding upon the Division. 

 

Division’s Decision was unilateral 

 

 

Division in its filing has stated that the decision was made in consultation with PEMC, PHSMA and the 

Division, this is contrary to the facts.   PEMC consultant via email informed the Division that PEMC gas 

gathering system is not regulated.  See Email to division by consultant to PEMC.   

 Terry, 
 

I am sending you a somewhat detailed description of my logic that the Paradox (Natural Gas) 
Gathering Pipeline does not fall under the scope of 49 CFR 192.1, under 192.1(b)(4)(ii) as it is not 
a regulated onshore gathering line (as determined in 49 CFR 192.8). The area in which this 
pipeline runs through is under development and if significant oil and gas discoveries will be made 
then this gathering pipeline will convey other producers' production to the Tie-in of Northwest 
Pipeline. 
 

 

See email dated September 13, 2013. 
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PEMC did not negotiate or agree to the jurisdiction of the Division, on the contrary, PEMC 

insisted and is still insisting the “Greentown Pipeline Gas Gathering System” is only a gathering system 

and not a transmission line 
9
  to be regulated by the Division on behalf of the Federal Government. 

“I men a person representing the Division at the processing plant, I informed him that 

PEMC believes that we are not a regulated Pipeline, I further informed him that he can 

perform an inspection only as a courtesy by PEMC.” 

 

See ¶ __ Exhibit _ Declaration of Tariq Ahmad 

“I did not agree to the jurisdiction of the Division for the Greentown Gas 

Gathering System.” 

 

Exhibit __ Declaration of Dan Green. 

Division’s assertion is thus incorrect. 

 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, PEMC requests that Divisions Notice of action be dismissed 

due to lack of jurisdiction. 

DATED:  August 10, 2018 

        

       ______________________ 
       Tariq Ahmad 
       President 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
9
 A consultant to the company cannot bind the company. Only an authorized officer of the company can bind the 

company. 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 
 

  I certify that I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing to be served this 6th day of 
July 2018 by email to the following: 
 
Chris Parker, Director Division of Public Utilities 
chrisparker@utah.gov 
 
Al Zadeh, Pipeline Safety Lead 
azadeh@utah.gov 
 
DPU Data Request 
DPUdatarequest@utah.gov 
 
Patrica E. Schmid 
Justin C. Jetter 
Assistant Attorney Generals 
Counsel for Division of Public Utilities 
pschmid@agutah.gov 
jjetter@agutah.gov 
 
 

Dated:  August 10, 2018 

mailto:chrisparker@utah.gov
mailto:azadeh@utah.gov
mailto:DPUdatarequest@utah.gov
mailto:pschmid@agutah.gov
mailto:jjetter@agutah.gov
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       ___________________ 
       Tariq Ahmad 
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dal\192\3\80-01-18

MEMORANDUM
Date: January 18, 1980

SUBJECT: CPF-5027

   FROM:  Chief, Pipeline Safety Enforcement Division, DMT-13

     TO:  Associate Director for Operations and Enforcement,
DMT-10

I have reviewed the data in the file resulting from an inspection and noncompliance
action against Union Oil Company of California (CPF-5027), the results of a
conference held on July 10, 1979, and subsequent data submitted by the operator
by letter of July 16, 1979.  From the analysis of this data, I have determined that
the pipeline referenced in this compliance action is a gathering line and is not
subject to the regulations of Part 192.

Each pipeline gathering system is unique and because of this, in developing the
Part 192 definition of gathering line, DOT and industry were unable to arrive at a
precise definition.  Since it is not precise, we must rely on our judgement using the
generally accepted industry and government definitions as guidelines.  I have
principally used the following definitions as the basis for my determination:

Gathering System:  The network of pipelines which carry gas from the well
to the processing plant or other separation equipment.

Definition of Words & Terms
Used in the Gas Processing

Industry - Gas Processors
Assoc.

Gas Plant:  A gas plant includes any natural gas or natural gas liquid
gathering facilities and the transportation lines (including compressor
stations) connecting these facilities to the actual physical plant at which the
natural gas or natural gas liquids are processed.

Federal Register, Vol. 43,
No. 184, Thurs., 9-21-78,

Department of Energy
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The definition by the Department of Energy is for economic purposes; however, it does
demonstrate that other government agencies do consider gathering lines and processing plants as
part of the same facility.

Gathering System:  The gathering lines, pumps, auxiliary tanks (in the case of oil), and
other equipment used to move oil or gas from the well site to the main pipeline for
eventual delivery to the refinery or consumer as the case may be.  In the case of gas, the
gathering system includes the processing plant (if any) in which the gas is prepared for
market.

Manual of Oil & Gas Terms
Williams & Meyers, 3rd

Edition

Gathering Line (proposed):  A pipeline that transports gas from a point where it is
produced to the end of any treatment or other processing necessary to make the gas
generally fit for consumers.

Federal Register, Vol. 39,
No. 188, Thurs., 9-26-74,
Office of Pipeline Safety,

Notice 74-7

The OPS proposed definition was subsequently withdrawn because the definition contained many
words and phrases which are open to varied interpretation.  However, in my opinion, this Union
Oil Company pipeline fits the intent of that definition.  The gas in this pipeline prior to removal of
the LPG's and natural gasoline (3.46 gal./1,000 feet3) would not meet the generally accepted
standards for "dry" gas being transported by most transmission companies.

The Union Oil Company of California pipeline gathers natural gas and natural gas liquids from
wells, compresses it, removes water, and then transports the "wet" gas to the Santa Clara Valley
Gas Plant where LPG and natural gasoline are extracted from the natural gas.  The section of
pipeline between the compressor station and the gas plant is the pipeline addressed in CPF-5027
and in all of the preceeding [sic] definitions would be considered a gathering line.

This pipeline is in a location class 3 due to its location within 300 feet of a building occupied by
20 or more persons during normal use (Bardsdale Methodist Church).  Contrary to the opinion of
both the Region and the operator, this location does not be itself make a gathering line or a
segment of a gathering line jurisdictional.  To be jurisdictional the location must fit the criteria in
Section 192.1(b)(2) which does not include any direct reference to class location.
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Since this pipeline is a nonjurisdictional gathering line, I recommend the penalty assessment be
withdrawn, the CPF closed, and the operator be advised of our finding.

  Frank E. Fulton

Typed Note:

DMT-13: I agree with your recommendations.

Robert L. Paullin
2-25-80
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EXHIBIT 3 



Run Date/Time:  6/27/2018 14:35 PM

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

CASE RECORDATION
(MASS) Serial Register Page Page 1 Of 2

NO WARRANTY IS MADE BY BLM FOR USE OF THE DATA FOR PURPOSES NOT INTENDED BY BLM

01 10-21-1976;090STAT2776;43USC1761 Total Acres:
Serial Number

Case Type  285003: ROW-POWER TRAN-FLPMA 4.060 UTU    003717
Commodity 970: OTHER ENERGY FACILITIES
Case Disposition: AUTHORIZED             

           

Serial Number:  UTU--- - 003717  
Name  &  Address Int Rel % Interest

 PACIFICORP DBA UPL 1407 W N TEMPLE # 110         SALT LAKE CITY UT 84116    HOLDER/BILLEE 100.000000000 

Serial Number:  UTU--- - 003717  
Mer Twp Rng Sec SType  Nr Suff Subdivision District/ Field Office County Mgmt Agency

 26 0240S 0200E 027 ALIQ SESW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0240S 0200E 034 ALIQ SWNE,NW,NESE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

                        

Relinquished/Withdrawn Lands  Serial Number:  UTU--- - 003717  

           
Serial Number:  UTU--- - 003717  

Act Date Act Code Action Txt Action Remarks Pending Off

08/16/1967 124 APLN RECD POWERLINE ROW;  

09/19/1967 307 ROW GRANTED-ISSUED POWERLINE ROW GRANT;  

09/19/1967 502 LENGTH IN FEET 8184;  

09/19/1967 504 WIDTH IN FEET (TOTAL) 25;  

09/19/1967 506 POWERLINE VOLTAGE (KV) 12.5;  

10/16/1967 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $250.00;  

08/26/1969 288 PROOF CONST/USE FILED   

09/09/1969 287 PROOF CONST/USE ACPT   

05/24/1988 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

06/11/1996 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

10/29/1996 312 RELQ (PARTIAL) FILED   

02/06/1998 890 RELQ (PARTIAL) ACCEPTED 502-1532;  

09/30/1998 974 AUTOMATED RECORD VERIF BJG;  

12/14/2005 304 AUTH AMENDED/MODIFIED   

05/07/2009 153 POST AUTH APLN RECD   

05/29/2009 065 COST RECOV (MON) RECD $109.00;1  

05/29/2009 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $47.58;1  

05/29/2009 971 COST RECOV (PROC) RECD $109.00;1  

06/19/2009 304 AUTH AMENDED/MODIFIED   

01/01/2017 853 COMPL/REVIEW DUE DATE   



Run Date/Time:  6/27/2018 14:35 PM

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

CASE RECORDATION
(MASS) Serial Register Page Page 2 Of 2

NO WARRANTY IS MADE BY BLM FOR USE OF THE DATA FOR PURPOSES NOT INTENDED BY BLM

Serial Number:  UTU--- - 003717  
Act Date Act Code Action Txt Action Remarks Pending Off

02/02/2017 314 RENEWAL APLN FILED   

03/03/2017 971 COST RECOV (PROC) RECD $433.00;1  

03/16/2017 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

04/24/2017 065 COST RECOV (MON) RECD $433.00;1  

04/24/2017 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $1955.70;1  

04/27/2017 308 ROW RENEWED   

11/17/2022 853 COMPL/REVIEW DUE DATE   

12/31/2046 763 EXPIRES   

Line Number Remark Text            Serial Number:  UTU--- - 003717  

 0001 AERIAL POWERLINE TAP TO COTTER MINE; 

 0002 67:  RENTAL TO 9/19/2017; 

 0003 88:  20 YR REVIEW; 

 0004 96:  30 YR REVIEW; 

 0005 6/19/09: AMENDED TO INCLUDE POWERLINE TO SERVE; 

 0006   UNION PACIFIC RR (THORNBERG MINE RD); 
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WAW 00091 

2881 (135) 

June 24, 2015 

CERTIFIED MAIL – Return Receipt Requested, Receipt Number:_________________________ 

DECISION 

Assignor:  

                   :  

Chevron Pipeline Company                 :  

5250 S. 300 W. STE 300               :  

Murray, Utah  84107              :  

                :      Right-of-Way   

Assignee:                   :      WAW 00091  

                :    

Tesoro Logistics Northwest Pipeline, LLC    :  

19100 Ridgewood Parkway              :  

San Antonio, TX 78259              :  

ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHT-OF-WAY APPROVED  


On March 12, 2013, Tesoro Logistics Northwest Pipeline, LLC (Tesoro) filed an application to 

receive, through assignment, right-of-way serial number WAW 00091, held by Chevron Pipeline 

Company (Chevron).  On December 10, 2012, Tesoro’s Board of Directors authorized the acquisition 

of Chevron’s assets; the Board also authorized the negotiation and execution of Chevron’s agreements.  

The original right-of-way was issued on October 4, 1954, granting a perpetual easement for two buried 

parallel pipelines and valve site within a 33 foot right-of-way.  This right-of-way was authorized 

pursuant to the Act of February 25, 1920 (30 USC 185) and authorizes use of an existing valve site and 

buried gas pipelines covering approximately 1.08 acres of public land described as follows: 

Walla Walla County, Washington
 
Township 7 North, Range 32 East, Willamette Meridian
 

Section 19, S½NE¼.
 

Tesoro Logistics Northwest Pipeline, LLC has agreed to be bound by all terms and conditions of the 

grant. Chevron Pipeline Company has agreed to the assignment of the pipelines and valve site to 

Tesoro. The request is approved. No other terms or conditions of the lease will be affected by this 



       

     

 

 

 

 

   

  

 

 

 

   

 

    

 

   

  

 

 

   

 

 

  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

   

 

     

 

  

 

   

 

 

 

 

  

    

     

      

   

decision. The processing and monitoring fees have been paid in the amount of $242.00 ($121.00 for 

each).  Rent in the amount of $822.80 has been collected and paid through December 31, 2024. No 

other fees are required at this time. This assignment is approved for Tesoro Logistics Northwest 

Pipeline, LLC. 

This decision may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, Office of the Secretary, in 

accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR, Part 4 and the enclosed Form 1842-1. If an 

appeal is taken, your notice of appeal must be filed in this office (at the above address) within 30 days 

from receipt of this decision. The appellant has the burden of showing that the decision appealed from 

is in error. 

If you wish to file a petition (request) pursuant to regulation 43 CFR 2801.10 or 43 CFR 2881.10 for a 

stay (suspension) of the effectiveness of this decision during the time that your appeal is being 

reviewed by the Board, the petition for a stay must accompany your notice of appeal. A petition for a 

stay is required to show sufficient justification based on the standards listed below.  Copies of the 

notice of appeal and petition for a stay must also be submitted to each party named in this decision and 

to the Interior Board of Land Appeals and to the appropriate Office of the Solicitor (see 43 CFR 4.413) 

at the same time the original documents are filed with this office. If you request a stay, you have the 

burden of proof to demonstrate that a stay should be granted. 

Standards for Obtaining a Stay 

Except as otherwise provided by law or other pertinent regulation, a petition for a stay of a decision 

pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the following standards: 

(1)  The relative harm to the parties if the stay is granted or denied, 

(2)  The likelihood of the appellant's success on the merits, 

(3)  The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted, and 

(4) Whether the public interest favors granting the stay. 

If you have any questions, please contact Heidi Lee Honner, Realty Specialist, at (509) 536-1216. 

/s/ Lindsey Babcock 

Lindsey Babcock 

Field Manager 

Border Field Office 

Spokane District 

4 Enclosures: 

1 - BLM Form 1842-1 

2 - Copy of Original ROW Authorization Decision 

3 - Exhibit A - Map of Right-of-Way Area 

4 – Receipt for Rent and Monitoring Fee 



     

 
 

 

 

 

  

  

  

  

    

    

       

  

 

 

  

  

   

   

 

   

   

 

  

       

     

       

    

  

 

  

   

 

 

 

Categorical Exclusion Documentation 
Department of Interior
 

Bureau of Land Management, Spokane District
 
1103 North Fancher Road
 

Spokane Valley, WA 99212
 

A. Background 

BLM Office: Border Field Office 

Lease/Serial/Case File No.: WAW 00091 

NPEA Log Number: OR-135-2015-0006-CX 

Proposed Action Title: Tesoro Logistics Northwest Pipeline Assignment of ROW 

Location of Proposed Action: Walla Walla County, Washington, Willamette Meridian at: 

T. 7 N., R. 32 E., sec. 19, S½NE¼ (see attached map Exhibit A) 

Proposed Action: 

The BLM received an application from Tesoro Logistics Northwest Pipeline LLC for an 

assignment of a petroleum products pipeline right-of-way from Chevron Pipeline Company.  The 

right-of-way consists of two pipelines and valve site area within a 33 foot right-of-way. The 

original right-of-way grant was issued in 1954.  The right-of-way is approximately 1,425 feet long 

and 33 feet wide.  No new rights will be issued or new ground disturbance approved as a result of 

this administrative action. This is a perpetual right-of-way with no expiration. 

Refer to attached Exhibit-A map.  

The proposed action is to authorize an assignment of right-of-way (transfer of rights and 

responsibilities) for the petroleum products pipelines and valve site from Chevron Pipeline to 

Tesoro Logistics Northwest LLC. 

B. Land Use Plan Conformance 

Land Use Plan Name: Spokane Resource Management Plan
 
Date Approved/Amended: Approved 1987/Amended 1992
 

The proposed action is in conformance with the applicable LUP because it is specifically provided 

for in the following LUP decision(s): Keep public lands open for exploration/development of 

mineral resources, rights-of-way, access, and other public purposes with consideration to mitigate 

designated resource concerns (BLM 1987, p. 12). 

C. Compliance with NEPA 

The proposed action is categorically excluded from further documentation under the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) in accordance with 516 DM 11.9.E (9):  Renewals and 

assignments of leases, permits, or rights-of-way where no additional rights are conveyed beyond 

those granted by the original authorizations. 

Tesoro Logistics Assignment of ROW CX 



     

  

 

 

   

  

    

        

               

            

             

 

       

       

    

      

    

  

             

     

       

      
  

             

          

        

   
  

            

           

          

   
  

                

              

     

        

 
  

         

           

    

           

        
  

               

             

            

     

            

      
  

              

This categorical exclusion is appropriate in this situation because there are no extraordinary 

circumstances potentially having effects that may significantly affect the environment. The proposed 

action has been reviewed, and none of the extraordinary circumstances described in 43 CFR 46.215 apply, 

as shown in the following table: 

Categorical Exclusions - Extraordinary Circumstances Documentation 

THE PROPOSED CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ACTION WILL: YES NO 

2.1 Have significant impacts on public health or safety. X 

Rationale: The assignment of this right-of-way from one entity to another will have no impacts. No new rights or 

additional ground disturbance will be approved as a result of this action, therefore the proposed action of approving 

this would not have an impact on public health or safety because there are no activities on ground associated with 

this. 

2.2 Have significant impacts on such natural resources and unique geographic characteristics as historic 

or cultural resources; park, recreation or refuge lands; wilderness areas; wild or scenic rivers; national 

natural landmarks; sole or principal drinking water aquifers; prime farmlands; wetlands (Executive 

Order 11990); floodplains (Executive Order 11988); national monuments; migratory birds; and other 

ecologically significant or critical areas. 

X 

Rationale: There will be no new ground disturbance as a result of this assignment and therefore no new or 

significant impacts to natural or cultural resources. 

2.3 Have highly controversial environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning 

alternative uses of available resources [NEPA Section 102(2)(E)]. 
X 

Rationale: The approval of this assignment of rights and responsibilities from one company to another would not 

have any environmental effects as there is no activities on ground that are involved with this. 

2.4 Have highly uncertain and potentially significant environmental effects or involve unique or 

unknown environmental risks. 
X 

Rationale: The approval of this assignment of right-of-way from one company to another would not have any 

environmental effects or unknown environmental risks as there is no activities on ground that are involved with this. 

2.5 Establish a precedent for future action or represent a decision in principle about future actions with 

potentially significant environmental effects. 
X 

Rationale: No precedence is being established by approving this assignment of rights on this right-of-way. By 

approving this action, rights and responsibilities are transferred from one company to another, This is a typical action 

which would not set a precedent for future action. 

2.6 Have a direct relationship to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively 

significant environmental effects. 
X 

Rationale: The assignment of this petroleum products pipeline does not have a relationship to other federal actions 

insignificant or cumulatively significant environmental effects, and as such, is not related to other actions with 

cumulatively significant environmental effects. 

2.7 Have significant impacts on properties listed, or eligible for listing, on the National Register of 

Historic Places as determined by either the bureau or office. 
X 

Rationale: Approving of an assignment of rights from one entity to another will entail no new rights or additional 

ground disturbance as a result of this action. The proposed action of approving this would not have an impact on 

properties listed or eligible for listing, on the National Register of Historic Places because there is no ground 

disturbance involved in this action. 

2.8 Have significant impacts on species listed, or proposed to be listed, as an Endangered or Threatened 

Species, or have significant impacts on designated Critical Habitat for these species. 
X 

Rationale: Approving of an assignment of rights from one entity to another will entail no new rights or additional 

Tesoro Logistics Assignment of ROW CX 
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ground disturbance as a result of this action. The proposed action of approving this would not have an impact on or 

affect any Endangered or Threatened Species, as none are known to currently exist, none are suspected to exist, and 

no suitable habitat exists to support them within the area of the proposed action. This is true for Botany and Wildlife. 

2.9 Violate a Federal law, or a State, local, or tribal law or requirement imposed for the protection of the 

environment. 
X 

Rationale: The proposed action is in conformance with the direction given for the management of public lands in 

the Spokane District ROD/RMP, which complies with all applicable laws, such as the Federal Land Policy 

Management Act, Endangered Species Act, Historic Preservation Act, Clean Water Act and others. 

2.10 Have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on low income or minority populations 

(Executive Order 2898). 
X 

Rationale: Implementing the proposed action would not have a disproportionately high or adverse effect on low 

income or minority populations. 

2.11 Limit access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian religious 

practitioners or significantly adversely affect the physical integrity of such sacred sites (Executive 

Order 13007). 

X 

Rationale: There are no identified sacred, ceremonial or religious Indian sites in the analysis area. Therefore, there 

would be no effects. 

2.12 Contribute to the introduction, continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or non-native 

invasive species known to occur in the area or actions that may promote the introduction, growth, or 

expansion of the range of such species (Federal Noxious Weed Control Act and Executive Order 13112). 

X 

Rationale: Approving of an assignment of rights from one entity to another will entail no new rights or additional 

ground disturbance as a result of this action. The proposed action of approving this would not have an impact on the 

land and any weeds within the right-of-way. Standard right-of-way stipulations from the original right-of-way 

authorization address the control of weeds or invasive species. 

E. Signature 

/s/ Lindsey Babcock    June 25, 2015 

Lindsey Babcock Date 

Field Manager 

Border Field Office 

Spokane District 

F. Contact Person & Reviewers 

For additional information concerning this Categorical Review, contact: 

Heidi Lee Honner, 

Realty Specialist 

Spokane District Office, Bureau of Land Management 

1103 North Fancher Ave. 

Spokane Valley, WA 99212 

(509) 536-1216 

HHonner@BLM.GOV 

Tesoro Logistics Assignment of ROW CX 

mailto:HHonner@BLM.GOV


     

 

    

    

    

     

    

     

 

Reviewers Resource Initials Date 

Anne Boyd Archaeology 

Heidi Honner Realty Specialist/Team Leader 

Jason Lowe Wildlife and Fisheries 

Kim Frymire Botany 

Michelle Roberts NEPA Planner 

Tesoro Logistics Assignment of ROW CX 



    

 
      

        

 
   

        
       

       

  

 

 
             

          
            

   

     
  

   
   

   
  

  
 

Exhibit A

Chevron to Tesoro Logistics Northwest Pipeline Assignment


Buried Gas Pipelines and Valve Site Right-of-Way, WAW 00091
 
R31E R32E 

T07N-R32E 19 
20 

24 

30 25 

17 

USDA, BLM and FS Personnel 
R31E R32E 

T7
N

T7
N 

March 23, 2015 
Willamette Meridian, 

Walla Walla County, Washington 
2 Bur

T. 7 N., R. 32 E., sec. 19, S½NE¼. P r o j e c t A r e a 
ied Gas Pipelines within 33 foot ROW 

1,425 feet long, 33 feet wide, 1.08 acres / 
950 1,900 475 Feet 0 

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management as to the accuracy, 
reliability, or completeness of these data for individual or aggregate use 
with other data. Original data were compiled from various sources and may 
be updated without notification. 

USDI - Bureau of Land Management
Spokane District Office 
1103 N. Fancher Rd.
Spokane Valley, WA 99212 
(509) 536 - 1200 

Legend
Buried Gas Pipelines 
Valve Site Area 
BLM Lands 

^ ^ 

Spokane Wenatchee 

WASHINGTON STATE 



Run Date/Time:  6/27/2018 14:34 PM

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

CASE RECORDATION
(MASS) Serial Register Page Page 1 Of 4

NO WARRANTY IS MADE BY BLM FOR USE OF THE DATA FOR PURPOSES NOT INTENDED BY BLM

01 10-21-1976;090STAT2776;43USC1761 Total Acres:
Serial Number

Case Type  286203: ROW-TEL & TELEG,FLPMA 27.580 UTU    073282
Commodity 972: FIBER OPTIC FACILITIES
Case Disposition: AUTHORIZED             

           

Serial Number:  UTU---  073282
Name  &  Address Int Rel % Interest

 FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS 40 W 100 N                    TREMONTON UT 84337    HOLDER/BILLEE 100.000000000 

Serial Number:  UTU---  073282
Mer Twp Rng Sec SType  Nr Suff Subdivision District/ Field Office County Mgmt Agency

 26 0220S 0190E 027 ALIQ E2SW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0220S 0190E 034 ALIQ W2NE,NENW,N2SW,SWSE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0230S 0190E 003 LOTS 1;                                      MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0230S 0190E 011 ALIQ W2NE,NENW,E2SW; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0230S 0190E 012 ALIQ SESE;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0230S 0190E 013 ALIQ NW,NESW,W2SE,SESE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0230S 0190E 024 ALIQ E2NE,NWNE,W2SE,SESE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0230S 0200E 019 LOTS 3,4;                                    MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0230S 0200E 030 LOTS 6-9,14;                                 MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0240S 0200E 008 ALIQ E2SE;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0240S 0200E 034 ALIQ NENESE;                                 MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0200E 011 ALIQ NENE;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0200E 012 ALIQ W2NW,NWSW,E2SW; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0200E 013 ALIQ NENW,W2NE,SENE,NESE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0210E 018 ALIQ SESW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0210E 018 LOTS 3,4;                                    MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0210E 018 ALIQ SESW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND ARCHES NP 

 26 0250S 0210E 019 ALIQ NENW,N2NE,SENE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0210E 020 LOTS 6,7,11,12;                              MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0210E 020 ALIQ NWSW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND ARCHES NP 

 26 0250S 0210E 020 ALIQ NWSW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0210E 021 LOTS 3,6,7;                                  MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0250S 0210E 028 LOTS 3,4;                                    MOAB FIELD OFFICE GRAND BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0220E 001 ALIQ SWNE,E2SW,NWSE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0220E 001 LOTS 2,3;                                    MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0220E 012 ALIQ NW,E2SW,SWSE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0220E 013 LOTS 1;                                      MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0220E 013 ALIQ NWNE;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0270S 0230E 019 ALIQ NE,E2SE;                                MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 



Run Date/Time:  6/27/2018 14:34 PM

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

CASE RECORDATION
(MASS) Serial Register Page Page 2 Of 4

NO WARRANTY IS MADE BY BLM FOR USE OF THE DATA FOR PURPOSES NOT INTENDED BY BLM

Serial Number:  UTU---  073282
Mer Twp Rng Sec SType  Nr Suff Subdivision District/ Field Office County Mgmt Agency

 26 0270S 0230E 029 ALIQ W2NW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0270S 0230E 030 ALIQ SENE,SESW,W2SE,NESE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0270S 0230E 031 LOTS 1;                                      MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0270S 0230E 031 ALIQ NENW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0230E 018 LOTS 2,3;                                    MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0230E 018 ALIQ E2SW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0230E 019 ALIQ E2W2;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0230E 030 ALIQ SWNE,E2NW,W2SE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0230E 031 ALIQ SENE,NESE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0230E 035 LOTS 4;                                      MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0290S 0230E 003 ALIQ W2SW,SESW,W2SE; MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0290S 0230E 004 ALIQ N2SE;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0240E 031 LOTS 3,4;                                    MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

 26 0280S 0240E 031 ALIQ SESW;                                   MOAB FIELD OFFICE SAN JUAN BUREAU OF LAND MGMT 

                        

Relinquished/Withdrawn Lands  Serial Number:  UTU---  073282

           
Serial Number:  UTU---  073282

Act Date Act Code Action Txt Action Remarks Pending Off

05/01/1995 124 APLN RECD   

09/15/1995 841 CAT 2 COST RECOVERY-PROC   

10/05/1995 065 COST RECOV (MON) RECD $75.00;  

10/05/1995 971 COST RECOV (PROC) RECD $300.00;  

11/07/1995 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $212.00;  

11/07/1995 307 ROW GRANTED-ISSUED   

11/07/1995 503 LENGTH IN MILES 5.9;  

11/07/1995 504 WIDTH IN FEET (TOTAL) 10;  

12/01/1995 600 RECORDS NOTED   

04/07/1997 153 POST AUTH APLN RECD   

04/22/1997 841 CAT 2 COST RECOVERY-PROC   

05/16/1997 065 COST RECOV (MON) RECD $75.00;  

05/16/1997 971 COST RECOV (PROC) RECD $300.00;  

06/24/1997 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $152.91;  

06/24/1997 304 AUTH AMENDED/MODIFIED 503+6.05;  

07/28/1997 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

11/03/1997 041 COMPL EXAM/RPT COMPLETED   

12/05/1997 474 NOTICE OF NONCOMPLIANCE   
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Serial Number:  UTU---  073282
Act Date Act Code Action Txt Action Remarks Pending Off

04/27/1998 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

06/03/1998 974 AUTOMATED RECORD VERIF VB;  

09/30/1998 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

01/03/2001 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

04/09/2001 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $224.36;1  

04/09/2001 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $455.99;  

04/09/2001 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $141.34;1  

01/03/2006 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $101.15;1  

01/08/2007 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $105.05;1  

12/31/2007 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $108.37;1  

06/23/2008 115 AMEND/CORR APLN RQSTD   

08/18/2008 140 ASGN FILED   

11/07/2008 600 RECORDS NOTED   

11/24/2008 950 COMPLIANCE APPROVED   

12/02/2008 139 ASGN APPROVED FR: CITIZENS TELECOM;  

12/02/2008 304 AUTH AMENDED/MODIFIED 503+10.8;  

12/29/2008 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $3349.50;1  

01/09/2009 065 COST RECOV (MON) RECD $107.00;1  

01/09/2009 111 RENTAL RECEIVED $763.00;1  

01/09/2009 971 COST RECOV (PROC) RECD $107.00;1  

11/01/2014 853 COMPL/REVIEW DUE DATE   

11/01/2024 853 COMPL/REVIEW DUE DATE   

12/31/2025 763 EXPIRES   

Line Number Remark Text            Serial Number:  UTU---  073282

 0001 R/W FOR A 48 FIBER OPTICS CABLE; 

 0002 MOAB BRIDGE TO CANYONLANDS FIELD AIRPORT; 

 0003 6/97:        AMENDMENT TO CONSTRUCT AN ADDITIONAL 

 0004 6.05 MILES OF BURIED CABLE ON PUBLIC LAND FROM THE 

 0005 CANYONLANDS FIELD AIRPORT TO PRIVATE LAND IN CRESENT 

 0006 JUNCTION, GRAND COUNTY, UTAH; 

 0007 CITIZENS COMMUNICATIONS PROJECT NUMBER 41-1F-16; 

 0008 COMPLIANCE MONITOR: D. KROUSKOP-SOUTHWEST PERMITS; 

 0009 12/08 AMEND:MOAB TO LA SAL 48 CABLE: 9.5 MI AERIAL 

 0010   1.3 MI BURIED (+ 13.2 ACRES); 

 0011 RENTAL PAID THRU 12/31/2018; 
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