TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/03/2010

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location_Wyomin 5. Location
TransWest Express —vemind Sketch
- - SH-71 (NB)
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.1-1
R-5 Township_21N
3. VRM Class Range_87W
Private Section_31
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar angular, horizontal, and rolling | Organic planes of grasses. Planar foreground roadway. Cubed
2 ridges. Angular side slopes and structures. Linear markers and fence
2 erosion cuts. posts.
w Strong foreground angular skyline. Indistinct grasses. Linear horizontal foreground roadway,
Z Angular side slopes. Linear, mostly horizontal and vertical structures, and
horizontal rock formations. vertical markers and fence posts.
x Medium, tan and brown landform. Light tan to brown grasses. Medium to dark grey foreground
3 roadway, white to light grey structures,
© and dark brown fence posts.
w | Smooth, moderate, and coarse Smooth to coarse grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway,
é 5 landform. markers, and fence posts..
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
s guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF W @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . . N
| & N o| & N o| 8 . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 5|2l s|z2|5|&e|&s|8|¢8|¢z C i i
S1S| S5\ £5|12&|5)5]¢8|¢8¢s [ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/03/2010
o Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
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TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/15/2011

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location ; 5. Location
. Wyoming
TransWest Express Sketch
. . SH-789 (NB)
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-1
X Township_19N
R-6
3. VRM Class Range_92W
IV (VRI Class 1) Section 3
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal and rolling ridges. Organic clumps of rabbitbrush, sagebrush | Planar foreground roadway. Linear
I Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | and grasses. markers and fence posts.
w
w Strong horizontal skyline. Angular Indistinct sagebrush, rabbitbrush and Linear horizontal foreground roadway,
E side slopes. grasses. and vertical markers and fence posts.
x Medium, grey and brown exposed Yellowish olive green rabbitbrush. Olive Light to medium grey foreground
2 eroded slopes. green sagebrush. Golden tan to brown roadway, green markers, and dark brown
© grasses and forbs. fence posts.
w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse sagebrush and rabbitbrush. Smooth to medium foreground roadway,
é E Smooth to coarse grasses. markers, and fence posts..
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, spherical jumpers,
2 and tubular conductors.
Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
g guys, rounded jumpers, and curvilinear
- conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
O
" Course steel lattice structures, and
E .“2‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
L ANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES - ;
DEGREE OF M ) 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . R R
o| B | B o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 3| ¢e| 5| E|8|¢e|s|8|l8¢e [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz| 3| z|a|z2|2|z|a| 2|23z — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/15/2011
3 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
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TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/03/2010

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location Poison 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch

" " Buttes Road
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-1
R-7 Township_12N
3. VRM Class Range_92W
111 (VRI Class 1) Section 4

NEW MEXICO-
| === Y

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

Project Location

o ©
o ©
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar angular, horizontal, and rolling | Organic shapes of sagebrush and NA
2 ridges. Angular side slopes and grasses.
2 | erosion cuts.
w Strong foreground angular skyline. Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. NA
z Angular side slopes. Linear, mostly
horizontal rock formations.
4 Light to medium tan and brown Light grey-green sagebrush and light tan NA
a landform and exposed soils. to brown grasses.
o
w | Smooth, moderate, and coarse Smooth to coarse sagebrush and grasses. | NA
8% | landform.
=F
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é ,% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? | Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ;
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . . .
| 8 o| B | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §| el | 8|8|¢els|2|3 ¢ [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
a|l 2| 2| z|88|=2|2|z|a|=2|2]| =z — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line M. Paulson 10/03/2010
2 Color
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Ill management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-7
Poison Buttes Road
(Segment 1115)

Final EIS

2015
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Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/03/2010

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location . 5. Location
. Wyoming

TransWest Express Sketch

- - SH-789 (NB)
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-1
R-8 Township_13N
3. VRM Class Range_91W
IV (VRI Class I11) Section 15

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

[

! 3
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-

|| ewmexeo ]

! 1

Project Location

O

O
O

s Planar horizontal and rolling ridges. Organic clumps of rabbitbrush, sagebrush | Planar foreground roadway. Linear
x Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | and grasses. markers and fence posts.
s
w Strong horizontal skyline. Angular Indistinct sagebrush, rabbitbrush and Linear horizontal foreground roadway,
B side slopes. grasses. and vertical markers and fence posts.
x Light to medium tan and brown Yellowish olive green rabbitbrush. Olive Light to medium grey foreground
3 exposed eroded slopes. green sagebrush. Golden tan to brown roadway, green markers, and dark brown
°© grasses and forbs. fence posts.
w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse sagebrush and rabbitbrush. Smooth to medium foreground roadway,
E ’%_‘ Smooth to coarse grasses. markers, and fence posts..
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
w Course steel lattice structures, and
E 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF ) ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N . R
-| 8 o| 8 | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el 5| 88| ¢e|s|8| 8| [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl s|z|2|8|=2|2|2|8|=3|3)|:2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line M. Paulson 10/03/2010
K3} Color
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
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TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
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Form 8400-4 i
(September 1985) ~
UNITED STATES i
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/03/2010 —=
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT —
District Rawlins FO P
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET cmo’ﬁ}&lﬁo*’“‘
Resource Area VTt (- |5 - -
Activity (program) ([
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION ,"
1. Project Name 4. Location_Wyoming 5. Location | ‘ ;
TransWest Express Sketch ARIZONA | | | New mexico, |
> Kev Ob o Poi SH-70 (EB) I — !
. Ke servation Point Pl Fi 3.12-1 ; ;
o Township_12N ease see Figure Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_90W
IV (VRI Class 111) Section 7
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal and rolling ridges. Organic clumps of rabbitbrush, sagebrush | Planar foreground roadway. Linear
% Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | and grasses. markers and fence posts. Cubed ranch
- buildings.
w Strong horizontal skyline. Angular Indistinct sagebrush, rabbitbrush and Linear horizontal foreground roadway,
§ side slopes. grasses. and vertical markers and fence
posts..Horizontal and vert. ranch blds.
x Light to medium tan and brown Yellowish olive green rabbitbrush. Olive Light to medium grey foreground
3 exposed eroded slopes. green sagebrush. Golden tan to brown roadway, green markers, and dark brown
© grasses and forbs. fence posts.
w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse sagebrush and rabbitbrush. Smooth to medium foreground roadway,
Q 5 Smooth to coarse grasses. markers, and fence posts.. -
)
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors. ©
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular o
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors. ]
© KOP Location
w Course steel lattice structures, and
¥ Feet
ws smooth guys and conductors. 0 1450 2,900 5.800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES - . . w E
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [v Yes [ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . ;
DEGREE OF (1) ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N R .
-| 8 L | 8 - | & N 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 5|5 |e|s|2|8|2|&s|8|¢8|¢ Yes [ No (Explai i
S1S1 &l g| 5188|5188 ¢ [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X M. Paulson 10/03/2010
§ Color X
Text X
e TRANSWEST EXPRESS
] TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP R-9
Wyoming State Hwy 70
(eastbound)
(Segment 1190)

Final EIS

2015
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Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/03/2010

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area

[
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ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-
|| e meeo ]
! 1

Project Location

O

O

O

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Cherokee 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Trail Road)
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-1
R-10 Township_13N
3. VRM Class Range_94W
111 (VRI Class I11) Section 30
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar angular, horizontal, and rolling | Organic shapes of sagebrush and Planar roads.
2 ridges. Angular side slopes and grasses. Planar pipeline ROW.
2 | erosion cuts.
w Strong foreground angular skyline. Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Linear Linear roads.
z Angular side slopes. Linear, mostly pipeline ROW
horizontal rock formations.
x Light to medium tan and brown Light grey-green sagebrush and light tan Light tan roads.
3 landform and exposed soils. to brown grasses. Medium brown pipeline
© ROW.
w | Smooth, moderate, and coarse Smooth to coarse sagebrush and grasses. | Smooth roads.
g% | landform.
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
P structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
= guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
Q E smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . )
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF ) ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . - -
o] & >| & >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 8| ¢e|s|2|8|¢els|zs|8|e " Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|3|=s|2|2|8|=|3]|2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/03/2010
K3} Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Il management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than
0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP R-10
Cherokee Trail Road
(Segment 1120.2

Final EIS

2015
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Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 10/22/2011

District Rawlins FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Old Cherokee | > ocation
TransWest Express Sketch
- - Trail/Wyoming SH-789
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-1
R-11 Township_13N
3. VRM Class Range_91W
IV (VRI-Class 111) Section 4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
= Planar horizontal and angular ridges. Organic clumps of sagebrush and Planar foreground fence posts. Columnar
I Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | grasses. utility poles. Middleground curvilinear
'S
roadway.
w Strong angular skyline. Angular side Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Linear vertical fence posts and utility
E slopes. Horizontal valley floor. Meandering greasewood. poles.
z Very light, medium, and dark grey and | Yellowish olive green sagebrush. Golden Dark brown fence posts and utility poles.
3 brown exposed eroded slopes. tan to brown grasses and forbs.
o
_w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse sagebrush and background Smooth to fence posts and utility poles.
@ '%_‘ junipers. Smooth to coarse grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ;
DEGREE OF a ? @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . . N
. § N - § » . § L 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
% g g § % é § § g ‘ES ?;»’ § [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
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Project Location
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O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-11
Old Cherokee Trail - near
Wyoming State Hwy 789
(Segment 1190)

Final EIS
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KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 08/11/2011

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

1. Project Name 4. Location_Shell Creek 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Stock Trail
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-1
R-12 Township_13N
3. VRM Class Range_94wW
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 22
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar angular, horizontal, and rolling | Organic shapes of pinyon-juniper, Planar roads.
2 ridges. Angular side slopes and sagebrush and grasses.
2 | erosion cuts.
w Strong foreground angular skyline. Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Linear meandering roads.
E Angular side slopes. Linear, mostly grasses.
horizontal rock formations.
x Light to medium tan and brown Dark green pinyon-juniper. Light grey- Light tan roads.
a landform and exposed soils. green sagebrush and light tan to brown
°© grasses.
w | Smooth, moderate, and coarse Smooth to coarse pinyon-juniper, Smooth roads.
E "’3_‘ landform. sagebrush and grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strongly pyramidal steel lattice structures
) and guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
E 'E_E smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDAWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF ) @ 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
-| & -| & -| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| ¢|e|ze|8|¢elE|s|ls|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl=|=z|2|3|=|3|2|8|=2]|3|32 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
g Line X M. Paulson 08/11/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Il management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-12
Shell Creek Stock Trail
(Segment 1120)

Final EIS

2015
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Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Date 10/15/2011

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

4. Location_Overland 5

Trail-Wyoming SH 789

2. Key Observation Point

Township_17N

R-13
3. VRM Class Range_92W
IV (VRI Class I1) Section 9

Location
Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-1

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

NEW MEXICO-
I S,

[

|
ARIZONA ‘ !

! |

Project Location

o

O

O

e}

KOP Location

Feet
0 700 1,400 2,800

s Planar horizontal and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, Planar foreground roadway. Linear
x Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | sagebrush and grasses. markers and fence posts.
w
w Strong horizontal skyline. Angular Indistinct sagebrush, pinyon-juniper and Linear horizontal foreground roadway,
% side slopes. Horizontal valley floor. grasses. Meandering sagebrush. and vertical markers and fence posts.
x Very light, medium, and dark grey and | Bluish olive green sagebrush. Dark green Light to medium grey foreground
3 brown exposed eroded slopes. pinyon-juniper. Golden tan to brown roadway, green markers, and dark brown
© grasses and forbs. fence posts.
w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse pinyon-juniper and sagebrush. Smooth to medium foreground roadway,
E "’3_‘ Smooth to coarse grasses. markers, and fence posts.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice structures
p and spherical jumpers, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, rounded
% jumpers, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, jumpers, and conductors.
(8]
W Course steel lattice structures and
35 smooth conductors.
FE
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF W ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & | & >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| ¢l |2 ¢8|¢elglzs|8|¢e [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz|=z|2|8|=|=2|2|8|=|3]|2=2 — —
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X X M. Paulson 11/15/2011
ﬁ Color X X X
Texture X X X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-13
Overland Trail
Wyoming SH 789
(Segment 1190)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Final EIS

Appendix |

Project Location

KOP Location

700 1,400

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-13
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1190)




TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ I\ \DAHOQ“I*“TVV 1,\,,44,r ‘\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985) \(
UNITED STATES -}
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date  10/15/2011 ~ L
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ”\
District Rawlins FO —_———
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA c(oujﬁ/it?o*’“‘
Resource Area | | T F—fCc_ L % -
Activity (porogram) | | ~="4 T (l
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION || "‘
- - ! b i
1. Project Name 4. Location_Overland > Is_‘c;cat'zon S amzona | NEW MEXICO-
TransWest Express ete 7 ! -
2. Key Ob: tion Point Tral ! ‘ ‘
. Key Observation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-1 i i
R Township_17N Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_93W
1 @v) Section_16
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal and angular ridges. | Organic clumps of rabbitbrush, sagebrush | Planar foreground roadway. Pyramidal
§ Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | and grasses. pump jacks and cylindrical tanks.
W Strong horizontal skyline. Angular Indistinct sagebrush, rabbitbrush and Linear horizontal foreground roadway,
§ side slopes. Horizontal valley floor. grasses. Meandering greasewood. complex pump jacks and curvilinear and
vertical tanks.
x Very light, medium, and dark grey and | Yellowish olive green rabbitbrush. Golden | Light to medium brown foreground
a brown exposed eroded slopes. tan to brown grasses and forbs. roadway and dark brown pump jacks and
°© tanks.
_w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse junipers and greasewood. Smooth | Smooth to medium foreground roadway
é § to coarse grasses. and pump jacks and tanks.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
s Strongly pyramidal steel lattice structures
§ and guys, and tubular conductors.
O
" Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
s guys, and curvilinear conductors.
O
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors. o
" Course steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
X
] smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w c
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES lai .
DEGREE OF (l) ) ®) (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N N N
o| & -| 8 o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 8| e|5|28|8|¢e|s|38|&|¢e [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz|2|2|8|=2|2|2|8|=2|3]2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Rationale:
Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or

where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Il management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-14
Overland Trail
(Segment 1115)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/15/2011

District Rawlins FO

Resource Area

TransWest Express

Trail

2. Key Observation Point

Township_17N

R-15
3. VRM Class Range_94W
Private Section_22

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Overland 5. Location
) — Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-1

[

ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
|| ewmexeo ]
| 1

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

Project Location

O

O

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal and angular ridges. | Organic clumps of greasewood, Planar foreground roadway. Linear fence
x Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | sagebrush and grasses. posts.
w
w Strong horizontal skyline. Angular Indistinct sagebrush, greasewood and Linear horizontal foreground roadway
z side slopes. Horizontal valley floor. grasses. Meandering greasewood. and vertical fence posts.
x Very light, medium, and dark grey and | Yellowish olive green greasewood. Golden | Light to medium brown foreground
a brown exposed eroded slopes. tan to brown grasses and forbs. roadway and fence posts.
o
w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse junipers and greasewood. Smooth | Smooth to medium foreground roadway
E 5 to coarse grasses. and fence posts.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
@ ,% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER .
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST R ° °
| B o| 8 o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e| | 8|8 |¢els|8|lE e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
a| 2| 2| z|B3|2|23|z|8|=2|23]|z — -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-15
Overland Trail
(Segment 1120)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 05/31/2012

District Rawlins FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name ; 5. Location
4. Location Shell Creek Sketch

TransWest Express
- - Stock Trail westbound
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-1
Township_13N

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

O
O
O
o o O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

R-16
3. VRM Class Range_91W
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 7
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar angular, horizontal, and rolling | Organic shapes of sagebrush and Planar road.
2 ridges. Angular side slopes and grasses.
2 | erosion cuts.
W Strong foreground angular skyline. Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Linear meandering road.
z Angular side slopes. Linear, mostly
horizontal rock formations.
z Light to medium tan and brown Light to dark grey-green sagebrush and Light tan road.
3 landform and exposed soils. light tan to brown grasses.
o
w | Smooth, moderate, and coarse Smooth to coarse sagebrush and grasses. | Smooth road.
8% | landform.
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strongly pyramidal steel lattice structures
é and guys, turning structure, and tubular
conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é E smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [~ Yes [+ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ; —
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . R R
o| B | & o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| §|e|c| 8|8 |¢ele|2|3 ¢ [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl 2| 2|z|a|=2|2|z|8|2|2]| =z — —
- Form Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line M. Paulson 05/31/2012
k3 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Il management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than
0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-16
Shell Creek Stock Trail
(westbound)
(Segment 1115)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

ﬁ,,
=1
5]
g
£
O
[
v
el
.
—
\
|
r
|

'
|

NEW MEXICO-
| ==

|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

o
'

| L
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O
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KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600
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TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-16
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1115)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 05/29/2012

District Rock Springs FO

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Wyomi 5. Location
. yoming
TransWest Express Sketch
- - SH-789 (SB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-1
R-17 Township
3. VRM Class Range
IV (VRI Class 1V) Section
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal and angular ridges. | Organic clumps of greasewood, Horizontal foreground roadway.
x Angular side slopes and erosion cuts. | sagebrush and grasses.
w
w Strong horizontal and angular skyline. | In distinct sagebrush, greasewood and Linear horizontal foreground roadway.
§ Angular lines of side slopes. grasses. Meandering greasewood.
Horizontal valley floor.
x Very light, medium, and dark reddish | Yellowish olive green greasewood. Golden | Light to medium grey foreground
3 brown exposed soils and eroded tan to brown grasses and forbs. roadway.
© | slopes.
w | Smooth to moderate exposed soils. Coarse junipers and greasewood. Smooth | Smooth to medium foreground roadway.
E 5 to coarse grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strongly pyramidal steel lattice structures
§ and guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
£ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
?J) structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
ﬁ 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER T
management objectives? [v Yes | No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a @ 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
-] & . >| & » o] & N 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| s|¢g|s|E|s|¢e|s|8|l¢g|¢e Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
Bl 22| 2|8|3|2|2|8|=3|53]|32 = L No (Exp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 05/29/2012
Ko} Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

[
! [
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-
|| e meeo ]
! 1

Project Location

O
O
O
O
O
O
O
O
O
)
KOP Location
Feet
0 2,375 4,750 9,500

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP R-17
Wyoming State Hwy 789
(southbound)
(Segment 1115)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
[ \DAHOQ\I\;‘TVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
) \/ 1
Form 8400-4 -
KOP Photograph (September 1985) A
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/24/2011
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Manti-LaSal NF
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | |{ &1 _ 4
L. Project Name 4. Location Skyline Rd 5. Location L :
TransWest Express i I : : Sketch ARIZONA | ! NEw wExico. |
- . (NB) i ! |
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2 A —
Rich-2 Township 158 Project Location
3. VRM Class Range SE
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 24
NO phOtO SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain ridges. Inclined Pyramidal clumps and surfaces of tundra Planar wood poles and conductors and
I planar side slopes. spruce and fir. curved roadways.
'S
w Horizontal mountain skyline, angular Toothed skyline edges of forest. Vertical and horizontal structures and
E side slopes and inclined snowfield. roadways.
x Light to medium light to medium Light to medium to dark olive green trees. Medium to dark brown structures and
3 brown rock and soil. Light and medium green tundra grasses roadways. Dark grey conductors.
© and forbs.
w | Smooth landforms. Smooth to coarse. Smooth. e}
5
Fr
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION ©
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and @)
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular ©
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
O
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors. @)
8]
L Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
A 5 smooth guys and conductors.
F Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ;
DEGREE OF a ? 3 (Explain on reverse side) .
CONTRAST N N N
o| 8 | & >| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|&s|8|8|¢e|lc|2|3|¢ [ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|8|=|3|2|3|3|=2|3:2 — -
- Form Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would be

consistent with Moderate SIO or Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9,

VR-10, and VR-12) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Rich-2
Skyline Road
(northbound)

(Segment 1310)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ FK\DAHOQA\I*“‘YV 1,\,,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 -
(September 1985) | -
UNITED STATES -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011 —
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT B ey
District Richfield FO ‘
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET o
Resource Area NEVADA coLGRAo
,,,,, i
Activity (program) - g 1 =~
,,,,, Ll
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION Y ;
1. Project Name 4. Location_Mountainville | > Is_lt()catéon B ! ‘ \ 1
TransWest Express etc oo aona | New mexico. |
Road (NB ! i [— 7
2. Key Observation Point —(_1 Please see Figure 3.12-2 . :
Rich-3 Township_14S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_4E
v Section_35
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded mountains and prominent Clump of homestead trees, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar 345-kV wood
S planar valley floor. grasses. tower. Cuboid residential structures.
'S
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
B and angular mountains. Rectilinear cropland. and horizontal tower.
x Light to medium reddish tan and Light to medium to dark green trees Light to medium grey road and medium
a brown soil. cropland, shrubs and grasses. to dark brown towers.
o
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium. o
X
B2 oL
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION ©o o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
Coarse steel lattice structures, and .
DRtl|
Q'%_‘ smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
FEATURES B i . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) )
DEGREE OF (1) @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST - - - N
>| 8 . -| 8 » >| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 5| 5| 2| &8|8|8|2|le|8|5|¢e C i i
21 2| 8| s|z2|8|8|8|15|8|¢8|s¢ [~ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
L
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-3
Mountainville Road
(northbound)
(Segment 1310)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 07/27/2011

District Richfield FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location_US 89 (NB) 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch

Township_14S

[

ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
| | ewmexeo ]
| 1

Project Location

O

O

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

2. Key Observation Point - Please see Figure 3.12-2
Rich-4 Range_4E
3. VRM Class Section_34
\Y
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded mountains and prominent Clump of homestead trees, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar 345-kV wood
X planar valley floor. grasses. tower and conductors. Cuboid residential
"t structures.
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
§ and angular mountains. Rectilinear cropland. and horizontal tower and conductors.
x Light to medium reddish tan and Light to medium to dark green trees Light to medium grey road and medium
a brown soil. cropland, shrubs and grasses. to dark brown towers.
(8]
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
& guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é ,% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) :
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
()] (@3] (©)
CONTRAST N N N
- | 8 | & o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 8| e| 5| 8| 8|¢e|ls|Eldze [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
al 2| 2|z|&| 2|23z =22z _ -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
w
Texture
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-4
U.S. 89
(northbound)
(Segment 1310)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Richfield FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

[
2 amizona | NEW MEXICO-
| | ewmexeo ]
| 1

Project Location

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location US 89 (SB 5. Location
TransWest Express -US89(SB) Sketch
- - Township_14S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
Rich-5 Range_4E
3. VRM Class Section_22
v
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded and angular mountains and | Clump of homestead trees, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar 345-kV wood
x prominent planar valley floor. grasses. tower and conductors. Cuboid residential
a structures. Cylindrical wood poles.
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
B and angular mountains. Rectilinear cropland. and horizontal towers, conductors and
poles.
x Light to medium reddish tan and Light to medium to dark green trees Light to medium grey road and medium
3 brown soil. cropland, shrubs and grasses. to dark brown towers and poles.
O
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
s
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
(6]
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E ’%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) :
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
[€)) @ ©)]
CONTRAST N N .
o| B -| 8 o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §|e|&|8|8| e3¢ [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
a| 2| 3| z|8B|=2|2|z|a|=2] 23|z - -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
w
Texture
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

) @] @)
@)
O
@)
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-5
U.S. 89
(southbound)
(Segment 1310)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ FK\DAHOQA\I*“‘VVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 1 -
KOP Ph h (September 1985) \
UNITED STATES ]
otograp DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011 — o
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT -
District Richfield FO —
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA CgLo’ﬁADo*"
Resource Area || Fy Lo (-
i > s .
Activity (porogram) || AL Ll
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION n "‘ ‘
1. Project Name 4. Location_Big Hollow 5. Location ARIZONA | | NEW MéX\CO—
TransWest Express Sketch \ ‘ Rl itart
> Kev On - Road-Fountain Green L .
. Key Observation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-2 i i
michr Township_13S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_3E
v Section_32
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded and angular mountains and | Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper Planar roadway and planar 345-kV steel
Il prominent planar valley floor. trees, sagebrush and grasses in ROW lattice wood towers and conductors.
B clearing. Cylindrical wood poles.
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
E and angular mountains. Linear ROW edge. and horizontal towers, conductors and
poles.
x Light to medium reddish tan and Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey road and medium
a brown soil. silvery green shrubs and grasses. to dark brown towers and poles. Light tan
© to grey conductors. e}
_w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
a5 o
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular ©
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
é:’:_‘ smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w c
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N N N
-| & N -| & . - & . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
5| 8| 8| g|5|8|s|¢e|c5|8| s8¢ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse si
Gl || 2|8|2|2|2|8|=2]3|2 L Yes L No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
K] Color X
w
Texture
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Rich-7
Big Hollow Road
Fountain Green
(Segment 1310)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/27/2011

District Richfield FO

TransWest Express

WB)

2. Key Observation Point

Township_13S

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4 Location_Utah SH 132 | > 's-l‘(’gfct;]O"

Please see Figure 3.12-2

[
2 amizona | NEW MEXICO-
| | ewmexeo ]
| 1

Project Location

Rich-8
3. VRM Class Range_2E
v Section_23
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Prominent rounded and angular Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper Planar roadway and planar 345-kV wood
x mountains and inclined planar valley trees, sagebrush and grasses. towers. Steel lattice towers in
“ | floor. background.
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
E and angular mountains. and horizontal towers, and poles.
x Light to medium reddish tan and Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey road and medium
3 brown soil. silvery green shrubs and grasses. to dark brown towers and poles.
O
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
O o
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION © O o o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
g Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
su Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
w 5 smooth guys and conductors.
= Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM 0 1450 2900 5800
FEATURES i _ _ N
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X ’
DEGREE OF M ? 3 (Explain on reverse side) !
CONTRAST . . N
>| 8 | 8 >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|s|E|8|¢ele|lBldze [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl =2 z|a|2|23|z|8|=2| 23| =z — —
2 Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
KT Color X
w
Texture X
Rational TRANSWEST EXPRESS
ationale:
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Rich-8
Utah State Hwy 132
(westbound)
(Segment 1310)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
[ \DAHOQ“I\;‘TVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 I
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES - =
KOP Photograph DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011 L
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT T
District Richfield FO el
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET p— )“,‘ -
Resource Area COLORADO" ™
Activity (program) — *f[
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION |/ g @7~ I ol
1. Project Name 4. Location Utah SH-132 5. ngcatri]on - T ‘ ‘
TransWest Express cq Sketo -7 amizona ‘ | New mexico. |
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 i — [~
ich- Township_13S ; ;
Rich-9 P Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_2E
v Section_15
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Rounded and angular mountains and | Clumps of pinyon-juniper trees, sagebrush | Planar roadway and prominent planar
2 inclined planar valley floor. and grasses. 345-kV wood towers and conductors.
2 H-frame 161-kV (approximate) in
foreground.
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
E and angular mountains. and horizontal towers, conductors and
poles.
x Light to medium reddish tan and Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey road and medium
a brown soil. silvery green shrubs and grasses. to dark brown poles. Light tan to grey
© conductors.
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
ok
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
£ d curvil d ¢ oo
E guys, and curvilinear conductors. O o o
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
E.%_‘ smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w e
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES - .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side) s
1) 2 (©)
CONTRAST . R .
| 8 N | 8 L o| B . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g ’28 § § g é § § g é § § [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
w
Texture
TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-9
Utah State Highway 132
(eastbound)
(Segment 1310)

Final EIS

2015



1-947

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" FTDIAH(;E 7#“?: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
T i
Form 8400-4 R
(September 1985) 1
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 04/28/2014
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Richfield FO
KOP Photograph VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (orogram) | |= =L
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION [ g7~ 5
L. Project Name 4. Location_I-70 (EB) 5. Location .
TransWest Express Sketch ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
Township_23S ; (I | NEVMEXH
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 L — !
ich- Range_3E . K
Rich-13 9 Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_11
USFS SIO High
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Prominent rounded and angular Blanket of pinyon-juniper, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar twin steel
x mountains in foreground, midground, | grasses. lattice towers.
- and background.
w Curvilinear and angular mt. ridges Irregular tree and shrub pattern edges. Horizontal roadway and vertical and
E and curvilinear valley. horizontal towers.
x Light to medium reddish brown rock Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey road lanes and
3 formations. shrubs and grasses. dark grey towers.
(8]
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
5 guys, and tubular conductors. .
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular -
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and .
é '5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
FEATURES . . . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER e
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No w e
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) :
DEGREE OF ) ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N s
- & -] & -| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|5|g|8|¢|lc|2s|8|¢e [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
3|l z|z|2|8|=2|3|2|8|=2]|3]|2 — -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line M. Paulson 04/28/2014
KT Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where TRANSMISSION PROJECT
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6, KOP Rich-13
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations I-70
(eastbound)
Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP. (Segment 1330_1)

Final EIS

2015
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Appendix |

'
! '

ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW MEXICO~
|

o
'

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

s

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-13
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015




TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
[ \DAHOQ“I\;‘TVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Y ‘
Form 8400-4 !
(September 1985) ! ~
UNITED STATES . \
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011 1
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT _r
KOP Photograph District RichfieldFo0 | | | — =S |
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET AN A
COLORADO
Resource Area -
,,,,,,, =l
Activity (program) ”[
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION < :
1. Project Name . 5. Location ! ‘ |
- _ooseberry- . .
TransWest Express S Sketch T ARZONA | NEMEXEOS
- - Fremont Scenic Backway | | | !
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2 . .
Rich-14 Township_22S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_1E
USFS SI0 High Section 24
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Prominent rounded mountains and Blanket of pinyon-juniper, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar twin steel
§ rolling valley floor. grasses. lattice towers.
w Curvilinear and angular mt. ridges Irregular tree and shrub pattern edges. Horizontal roadway and vertical and
% and curvilinear valley. horizontal towers.
x Light to medium reddish brown rock Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey roads and towers.
3 formations. shrubs and grasses.
(8]
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
O
I guys, and tubular conductors. - o
w )
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
X o
w3 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w c
management objectives? [ Yes [* No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a ? @ (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N N N
> | 8 N | 8 » > | 8 . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g é § § g g g § g é g § [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
o Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Rich-14
Gooseberry-Fremont
Scenic Backway
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

|
NEW MEXICO-
] -

3 |
-~ ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

O
O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-14
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
[ \DAHOQ“I\;‘TVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
Y ‘
Form 8400-4 ; <
(September 1985) - {
UNITED STATES ]
KOP Photograph DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011 A
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT |
District Richfield FO T
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLORADO
Resource Area |, )N [~
i oo
Activity (program) | | L - |
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION “ T ‘
1. Project Name 4. Location_Gooseberry- 5. Location _-? anzona \ NEw MExIco, |
TransWest Express Sketch ] i ‘ [—
- - Eremont Scenic Backway - -
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
Rich-15 Township_22S
3. VRM Class Range_1E
USFS SIO High Section 25
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Prominent rounded mountains and Blanket of pinyon-juniper, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar twin steel
S rolling valley floor. grasses. lattice towers.
'S
w Curvilinear and angular mt. ridges Irregular tree and shrub pattern edges. Horizontal roadway and vertical and
§ and curvilinear valley. horizontal towers.
4 Light to medium reddish brown rock Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey roads and towers.
a formations. shrubs and grasses.
o
_w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o o
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
s guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
?—)' structures, guys, and conductors.
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
éé‘ smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
L ANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w e
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) -
DEGREE OF ) 2 @) (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N . N
| 8 . -| 8 » o| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
s| 8| 2g|s|E|s|¢e|s|8| 5| ¢8 [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
a|l=2|3|z|a|=2|3|z|6|2|2|=z
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Rich-15
Gooseberry-Fremont
Scenic Backway
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Date 07/27/2011

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

District Richfield FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location 1-70 SB 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
" " Township_22S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
Rich-16 Range_1W
3. VRM Class Section_10
v

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

[
2 amizona | NEW MEXICO-
| | ewmexeo ]
| 1

Project Location

s Rounded mountains and prominent Clump of homestead trees, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar steel lattice
§ planar valley floor. grasses. Planar cropland. tower.
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
z and angular mountains. Rectilinear cropland. and horizontal tower.
x Light to medium reddish tan and Light to medium to dark green trees Light to medium grey road and light grey
a brown soil. cropland, shrubs and grasses. towers.
o
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
o
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
é guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular @) @) o o o
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
z Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
L Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
u 5 smooth guys and conductors.
= Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING | SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM 0 1450 2900 5800
FEATURES i _ _ N
L ANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [v Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side) !
CONTRAST . R .
o| 8 » | 8 » o| 8 N 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 5| &|cs|5|5|¢2|¢s|zg|¢g)|¢8 — i i
sl | &) s|5|25|8|5|2|8|¢£8:% [ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
L
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Rich-16

Interstate 70

(southbound)
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Richfield FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program) [
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION r’J‘
1. Project Name ion_1-70 (NB) 5. Location ‘ '
TransWest Express ¢ Location_1-70 (N Sketch ARZONA| | NEMEXEOL
2 Kev Ob ion Poi Township_22S ! oo !
. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 . .
Rich-17 Range_1W 9 Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_16
v
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded mountains and prominent Clumps of homestead trees, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar steel lattice
I planar valley floor. grasses. tower.
'S
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
E and angular mountains. and horizontal tower.
& Light to medium reddish brown soil. Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey road and dark grey
3 shrubs and grasses. towers.
8]
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
O O O O O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
« Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
E 5 smooth guys and conductors.
Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
N
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
DEGREE OF a @ @) N
CONTRAST . o R
ol B . o| B . o| B . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 8| 2| c| 2|8 28|¢c|2|&E|ce !_ i i
£l g ¢ é £l &) ¢ E’ AR é [ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
K3 Color X
w
Texture X
Rational TRANSWEST EXPRESS
ationale:
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Rich-17

Interstate 70

(northbound)
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ FK\DAHOQ Y\v‘\‘,r' 1,\,,4‘4,,5\1<’
)
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985) k
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/27/2011 =
KOP Photograph BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Richfield FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA
Resource Area 1 &
Activity (program) -
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | | r’J‘
L. Project Name 4. Location_US-89 (sB) | > Location .| 1
TransWest Express US89 (SB) Sketch ARIZONA | | NEwMEAEe ]
> Kev OB Pt Township_22S L — !
.Ke servation Poin i - . .
Ri0h¥18 Range_1W Please see Figure 3.12-2 PI’OJeCt Location
3. VRM Class Section_8
v
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded mountains and prominent Clumps of homestead trees, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar steel lattice
x planar valley floor. grasses. and wood poles.
w
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
E and angular mountains. and horizontal towers and poles.
x Light to medium reddish brown soil. Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey road and towers
a shrubs and grasses. and dark brown poles.
(8]
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors. (@] (€] o
o o
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular o
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
KOP L ion
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and o ocatio
,3<_J 5 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
- 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURE!
LANDWATER URES 2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢> E
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) . s
DEGREE OF a @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
-] & N -| & » > | 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8|l g|2|c|8|g|2|c|8|¢g|¢ C i i
S12| 8|55 8|28|5|35|8|¢8¢ [ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
” Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
I Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
E Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:
The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong .
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape. KOP Rich-18
u.S. 89
Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP. (Southbound)

(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS 2015
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Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 07/27/2011

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

District Richfield FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

4. Location_US-89 (NB) | >

Township_22S

2. Key Observation Point

Rich-19 Range_1W
3. VRM Class Section_8
[\

Location
Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

[

ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
| | ewmexeo ]
| 1

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

Project Location

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded mountains and prominent Clumps of homestead trees, shrubs and Planar roadway and cylindrical wood
§ planar valley floor. grasses. poles.
w Horizontal valley floor and curvilinear | Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved roadway and vertical
E and angular mountains. poles.
& Light to medium reddish brown soil. Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium grey road and dark
a shrubs and grasses. brown poles.
(8]
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
o
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and
Q E smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? ¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) 2 (©)
CONTRAST N N N
. § . . § o . § . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g g g § g g g § ; E § § [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color
w
Texture
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

@] @] ]
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-19
U.S. 89
(northbound)
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/27/2011

District Richfield FO

Resource Area

TransWest Express

Residential Road

2. Key Observation Point

Township_22S

Rich-20
3. VRM Class Range_1W
v Section_6

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name : 5. Location
4. Location_Aurora Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

[
2 amizona | NEW MEXICO-
| | ewmexeo ]
| 1

Project Location

(@]

O

s Prominent rounded mountains and Clumps of pinon-juniper, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar steel lattice
§ rolling valley floor. grasses. and wood towers.
w Curvilinear and angular mountains. Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear paved and gravel roadway
% and vertical and horizontal towers.
4 Light to medium reddish brown rock Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium brown road and towers.
a formations. shrubs and grasses.
o
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
ks
i
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
z Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é % smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF ) 2 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N .
o| & >| & | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|s| &8¢l 8|8z [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl s|lz|a|l=2|23|z2z|68|=2]2| =2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
1] Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
E Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 2,250 4,500 9,000

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-20
Aurora Residential Road
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/27/2011

District Richfield FO

Resource Area

TransWest Express

2. Key Observation Point

Recreation Road
Township_22S

Rich-21
3. VRM Class Range_1W
1V (VRI Class 1V) Section 6

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Aurora 5. Location
’ — Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

[
2 amizona | NEW MEXICO-
| | ewmexeo ]
| 1

Project Location

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 2,250 4,500 9,000

s Prominent rounded mountains and Clumps of pinyon-juniper, shrubs and Planar roadway and planar wood towers.
§ rolling valley floor. grasses.
w Curvilinear and angular mountains. Amorphous tree and shrub pattern edges. | Curvilinear gravel roadway and vertical
Z and horizontal towers.
« Light to medium reddish brown rock Light to medium to dark green trees, Light to medium brown road and towers.
3 formations. shrubs and grasses.
O
w | Smooth to medium landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
5
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
g structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E § smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . i )
L ANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) :
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST R R .
-| ® . o| B » >| & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| s|e| 5| 8|s|2e|&8|8|¢8)|¢ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
gls|=z|2|&|s5|=2|2|8|3|=2)|2 D — No (Exp )
@ Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
k3 Color
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-21
Aurora Recreation Road
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
FTDIAHC;E 7*‘\{: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
) i
'Y bl
Form 8400-4 5 :
(September 1985) !
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/27/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Manti-Lasal National Forest
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | A L%
Activity (program) | | ~TL [
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘
1. Project Name 4. Location_Energy Loop | > ocation | NEW MEXICO,
TransWest Express Sketch ARIZONA \ ‘ e
3 Kev O ——— Scenic Byway (UT Rte 264 L .
. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 i i
Rich.22 Township_13S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_6E
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 30
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Domed, diagonal, rounded Vertical, pyramidal, amorphous Low, geometric
©
w Curving, continuous Flowing, complex, irregular, butt edge Angular, parallel, vertical
5
o Tans Tans, greens, seasonal color Browns, whites
3
o o
w | Medium grain Medium grain, stippled, scattered Medium to coarse grain e
kS o
FF
C
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES ©
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
g guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Bold, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
o
" Fine grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
Q "’3_‘ smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM N
LANDWATER FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢’ E
management objectives? [ Yes [+ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) . s
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N .
> g » > :: » > g . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
(‘,,é g g § ;,é, E g § ;,é g é“ﬁ § [* Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X X X EPG 9/27/11
é Color X X X (Review and update as
Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124112
TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Rationale:
Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where

access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7,
VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the Project

is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich 22

Energy Loop

Scenic Byway
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

-

'
|

/
NEW MEXICO-
— ] -

s |
g ARIZONA ‘
'

|

| L
Project Location

C
(@
O
C

O

KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich 22
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



Appendix |

TransWest Express EIS

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 9/27/11

District Manti-Lasal National Forest

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

2. Key Observation Point

4. Location_Fairview
Lakes Residential
Township_13S

Rich-23
3. VRM Class Range_15E
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 36

5. Location
Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

Project Location

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Wide trough-shaped, rolling, rounded | Vertical, complex, pyramidal, amorphous Low, geometric
I patches
'S
w Curving, continuous, diagonal Flowing, complex, irregular, butt edges Angular, vertical
z
x Tans Vivid, greens, tans, seasonal variation Browns and greens
3
o
w | Fine to medium grain Medium to coarse grain Medium grain, sparse density
85
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
& guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Angular, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
Z guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E g smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [v LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(1) ) [©)
CONTRAST N N N
o| B . >| & . o| B » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §| 2| 5|8|¢s|¢g|és|g|¢g)|e¢ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side
ZlS|s|2|&|3|=s|2|3|3|=2]|:2 L 2 No (Exp )
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X X X EPG 9/27/11
g Color X X X (Review and update as
u Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7/24/12

Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7,

VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the Project

is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

@)
@ c
)
o

o

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,900 3,800 7,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich 23
Fairview Lakes
Residential
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



Appendix |

TransWest Express EIS

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 9/27/11

District Manti-Lasal National Forest

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

. 5.
4. Location_Fairview Lakes-

The Energy Loop Scenic Byway

2. Key Observation Point

Township_14S

Rich-24
3. VRM Class Range_5E
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 2

Location
Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
| f — - ——

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Low, geometric

Project Location

s Wide trough-shaped, rolling, rounded | Amorphous patches, distinct, vertical,
§ complex, pyramidal
w Continuous, curving, horizontal, Flowing, complex, irregular, butt edges Angular, vertical
z diagonal
x Tans, greys, blue Vivid, greens, tans, seasonal variety Greens, browns, whites
g
O
o Fine to medium grain Medium to coarse grain Medium grain, sparse density
ws
Fr
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Angular, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
8]
w Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E .% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF W ? @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
o] 8 | & | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| g|5|3s|§|¢elg|zg|¢|¢e [ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
al=|2|z|ad|=2|2|z|68| 2|2z — -
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X X X EPG 9/27/11
% Color X X (Review and update as
Texture X X needed by M. Paulson) 7/24/12

[oNe
i)
O
O
o ©
O @]
600 © o
KOP Location
Feet
0 4,450 8,900 17,800

Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7,
VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the Project

is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-24
Fairview Lakes
The Energy Loop Scnc Bywy
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



Appendix |

TransWest Express EIS

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 9/27/11

District Manti-Lasal National Forest

Resource Area

TransWest Express

2. Key Observation Point

Scenic Byway (UT Rte 31)
Township_13S

Rich-25
3. VRM Class Range_5E
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 26

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name : 5. Location
4. Location_Energy Loop Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

NEW MEXICO-
| =5

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

1. LAND/WATER
s Rounded, rolling Vertical, complex, amorphous NA
w Curving, continuous Flowing, complex, irregular NA
5
@ Tans, greys Vivid, greens, tans, whites seasonal color NA
g
8]
w | Smooth Dense, medium grain NA
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s NA Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w NA Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductions.
& NA Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
W NA Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [v LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
o| B | & o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| $| 2| 5| 8| §| 2| 5| 8| §| 2 ™ Yes [ No (Explai id
g | 5| ¢ S| 5| ¢ S| 5 es o (Explain on reverse side
gls|z|2|a|s|=s|2|a8|s|=z]|2| — — No (Exp )
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X X EPG 9/27/11
1E> Color X X X (Review and update as
w Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7/24/12

O
O
(e
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7,
VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the Project

is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-25

Energy Loop Scenic Byway
(Utah Route 31)

(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
i IDAHO— 7*‘\{: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1
\/ |
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985) -
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/27/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Manti-Lasal National Forest
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | |1 (A
Activity (program) )
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION ,7
1. Project Name ; 5. Location P '
TransWest Express - Location_Eneray Loo Sketch ARZONA | | NEwexcoy |
- - Scenic Byway (Utah Rte 31) i —
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 . .
Rich-26 Township_13S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_5E
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 27
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Diagonal, bold, rounded Vertical, complex, pyramidal, amorphous NA
w Curving, continuous Flowing, complex, irregular NA
3
x Tans Vivid, variety of greens, white, tans, NA
3 seasonal variation
O
w | Medium to coarse grain Dense, stippled NA
o
- o0
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o ©
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
z guys, and tubular conductors. @]
'S
w Angular, bold, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular @)
E guys, and curvilinear conductions.
O
& Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors. o
O
w Fine grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
X
ws smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ _ONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w E
management objectives? [ Yes [v No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side) s
1) 2 ®3)
CONTRAST N R R
o| 8 . o| & » o | & . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 5| &e|&8|38|%|&|l&8|3|8|¢ v — i i
Sl E| 5| 5|28\ 5|5]¢8|¢8c¢s [+ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
” Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X EPG 9/27/12
E Color X X X (Review and update as
w Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124/12
TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Rationale:
Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where

access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7,
VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the Project
is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Energy Loop Scenic Byway

KOP Rich 26

(Utah Route 31)
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015




TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |
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NEW MEXICO-
— ] -

|
g ARIZONA ‘
'

|

| L
Project Location

o0
O
O
C
O
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich 26
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/26/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Richfield FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location_Fairview > éﬁiff.!""

TransWest Express

Residential

2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
Township_13S

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

O
@] o
@] o
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,600 3,200 6,400

Rich-27
3. VRM Class Range_4E
Private Section_36
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Level, undulating, rolling Vertical, amorphous patches, stippled Thin, moderately tall, geometric
z areas
'S
w Diagonal, curving Flowing, complex, diffuse and butt edges Vertical, horizontal
5
© Tans, whites Greens, tans, seasonal variation Browns
a
8]
w | Medium to fine grain Medium grain Medium grain, medium density
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Angular, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
= guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
8]
w Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E ’% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [v LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) :
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
()] @ [©)
CONTRAST N N N
o] 8 o| 8 o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|&|8|8|¢e|ls|8|l3¢e [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
Glz|z|2|8|=2|3|2|8|=2]z=]|32 - -
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
& Line X X X EPG 9/26/11
1E> Color X X X (Review and update as
u Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124/12
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-27
Fairview Residential
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



Appendix |

TransWest Express EIS

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/26/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Richfield FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
L. Project Name 4. Location_Fairview 5 Is_ltzgtactri]on

TransWest Express
Residential

2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
Township_14S

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

o
o
o
o

o
©oq

KOP Location

Feet
0 3,000 6,000 12,000

Rich-28
3. VRM Class Range_4E
Private Section_2
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Level, undulating, rolling Vertical, amorphous patches, stippled Low, geometric
% areas
w
w Diagonal, curving Flowing, complex, diffuse and butt edges Diagonal, horizontal
5
x Tans, whites Greens, tans, seasonal variation Browns, greys
g
(8]
_w | Medium to fine grain Medium grain Medium grain, dense
g
Fr
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
I guys, and tubular conductors.
w Angular, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
O
w Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM |¥ _ONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER .
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . ]
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) [¢3) ®3)
CONTRAST R . R
| 8 L >| 8 N | 8 L 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 5| 2| 8| E|¢8|¢e| | &l s [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side
S| 8| %8| 5|5 8|55 8|85 L Yl No(Explanonreverseside)
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X X X EPG 9/26/11
§ Color X X X (Review and update as
Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124/12
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-28
Fairview Residential
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 9/26/11

District Richfield FO

Resource Area

TransWest Express

Residential

2. Key Observation Point

Township_13S

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name . : 5. Location
4. Location_Milburn Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

NEW MEXICO-
| ==

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

Rich-29
3. VRM Class Range_4E
Private Section_11
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Domed, rolling, level Stippled areas and amorphous patches Low, geometric
8
w
w Diagonal, undulating Butt to diffuse edge Horizontal, angular
5
o Tans, browns Dark greens, tans, seasonal color Red, white, grey
g
o
w | Fine to medium Medium grain, dense Medium
of
FF
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
& guys, and tubular conductors.
w
W Angular, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Tans, grey-greens Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
o
W Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é '5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER T
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF M @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST R N R
-| 8 | & -| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| B| &gl 5| 8| ¢8| e|ls|8|Ee [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz=|3|2|3|=2|2|2|8|=2|3]|2 — -
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X X EPG 9/26/11
E Color X X X (Review and update as
. Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7/24/12
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Project Location

b O O O 0O O 000 OO O O

KOP Location

Feet
0 3,300 6,600 13,200

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-29
Milburn Residential
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/26/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Richfield FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location US-89 5. Location
' — Sketch

TransWest Express

(north of Fairview)

Township_13S

2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2

NEW MEXICO-
] -

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

o 00 0 0 OO0 000 O 0 O

Rich-30
3. VRM Class Range_4E
Private Section_4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded, low relief, domed, rolling Irregular to uniform expansive patches, Tall, vertical
§ stippled in areas
w Horizontal, curving, subtle diagonals Butt to diffuse edges Vertical
5
x Tans Dark and sage greens, tans Gray
3
8]
L Fine to medium grain Fine to medium grain Coarse grain, sparse density
o
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Bold, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
8]
w Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF a ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
| & | & o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| | 8| gl 5| 8|8 ¢e|5|8|3%|¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz2|2|z|&| 2|2z =22z - -
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X EPG 9/26/11
E Color X X (Review and update as
w Texture X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124112
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 3,300 6,600 13,200

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich 30
U.S. Hwy 89
North of Fairview
(Segment 1217.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 08/04/2012

District Richfield FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

4. Location_Utah SH-10 5

(NB) Saleratus Benches

2. Key Observation Point

Township__23S

Rich-31
3. VRM Class Range_5E
Class IV Section__14

Location
Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

NEW MEXICO-
| ==

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

O
O
O
O
O
O
o ©
(@] o o
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,650 3,300 6,600

s Irregular planar ridge. Vertical planar Organic clumps and surfaces of shrubs. Planar twin 345-kV steel lattice
x slope faces and walls and eroded Blanket of pinyon-juniper on the skyline. structures.
- rocky side slopes.
w Angular mesa skyline, angular side Irregular and curvilinear edges of shrubs Straight and horizontal and vertical
% slopes and wide flat valley floor. and grasses. Curved edges of pinyon- 345-kV structures
juniper in background.
z Light to medium light to medium Light to medium to dark olive green Light to medium grey 345-kV structures.
a brown rock and soil. shrubs. Light bluish-silvery sagebrush.
°© Light tan to green grasses..
w | Smooth to coarse landforms. Smooth, moderate and coarse. Smooth to medium.
5
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
>>—“j 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
L AND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [_ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF a 2 @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
| & . o| 8 | B . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| e8| §|e|le|zs|s|¢els|g|§|ze [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
3l =|2|2|a8|=2|3|2|8|=2|3]|2 — - Exp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 08/04/2012
2 Color X
1]
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP Rich-31
Utah SH 10 (northbound)
Saleratus Benches
(Segment 1330.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 08/19/2011

District St. George FO

Resource Area

Activity (program) "
fffff |
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION 7
1. Project Name 4. Location_Pinto Road | > Location L |
TransWest Express ’ - Sketch ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO, |
" " (WB) j ‘ ! -
2. Key Observation Point i Please see Figure 3.12-3 - X
SG-1 Township_37S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_16W
USFS SIO High Section 36
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills and angular mountains. Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar roadway and H-frame. Pyramidal
I Clumps of sagebrush and grasses. steel lattice towers.
w
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Meandering roadway. Vertical and
E grass patterns. horizontal towers and curvilinear
conductors.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Light to medium reddish tan roadway.
3 green sagebrush and tan grasses. Medium to dark brown H-frames and light
© to medium grey steel lattice towers.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium. o
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and c
x guys, and tubular conductors. '
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors. o
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice o
é structures, guys, and conductors. o
s Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
w3 smooth guys and conductors.
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM 0 145 2900 5,800
FEATURES ] ) ) N
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . ;
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) (@3] (©)] s
CONTRAST o . R
o g » > g . > g . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
; g g § ; g % § g E g g [~ Yes [” No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 01/04/13
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and

would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the

Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SG-1
Pinto Road
(westbound)
(Segment 1501.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Date 08/19/2011

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District St. George FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

TransWest Express

Historic Landmark and Site

2. Key Observation Point

Township_38S

SG-2
3. VRM Class Range_16W
USFS SI10 High Section 15

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Min Meadows 5. Location
' - Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-3

NEW MEXICO-
| === Y

[

|
ARIZONA ‘ !

! |

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

O
O
O
O
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,500 3,000 6,000

s Rolling hills and angular mountains. Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar pipeline ROW. Planar H-frame
x Clumps of sagebrush and grasses. and pyramidal steel lattice towers.
- Cuboid residential structures.
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Meandering pipeline ROW. Vertical and
B grass patterns. horizontal towers and residential.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Light to medium reddish tan ROW.
a green sagebrush and tan grasses. Medium to dark brown H-frames and light
© to medium grey steel lattice towers.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium.
of
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
" ROW edges are linear. Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light to medium tans and browns in the Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 ROW. structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Smooth to medium. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF ) ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
-| & . o| & . -| & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8|¢e|5|8|8|2|8|¢8|¢g|¢e ¥ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
al=|2|z|a3|2|2|z|a]|=2|2]| =2 d - (Exp )
2 Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 01/04/13
Kl Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the

Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-2
Mountain Meadows National
Historic Landmark and Site
(Segment 1501.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

'
|

/
NEW MEXICO-
— ] -

|
g ARIZONA ‘
'

|

| L
Project Location

e}

O

O
O

o

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-2
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1501.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

'
|

/
NEW MEXICO-
— ] -

|
g ARIZONA ‘
'

|

| L
Project Location

e}

O

O

O

o

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-2
Mitigated Condition
(Segment 1501.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHOQ“I*““TV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 [
(September 1985) ! -
UNITED STATES {
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 08/19/2011 L
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ,;Fi
District St. George FO |
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET S )C;
Resource Area cotoRApo
,,,,, RN
Activity (program) (G
,,,,, ol
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION 7
1. Project Name 4. Location_Pine Valley | > Location L |
TransWest Express Sketch aRiZoNA | NEW MEXICO-
" - Highway (WB) ! . — -
2. Key Observation Point i Please see Figure 3.12-3 - —
5G4 Township_39S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_16W
v Section_3
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills. Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar roadway. Planar H-frame and
§ Clumps of sagebrush and grasses. pyramidal steel lattice towers.
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Meandering roadway. Vertical and
E grass patterns. horizontal towers. Strong curvilinear
conductors.
« Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Light to medium grey and tan roadways.
3 green sagebrush and tan grasses. Medium to dark brown H-frames and light
© to medium grey lattice and conductors.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium. e}
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and ©
x guys, and tubular conductors. O
'S
Linear edges of ROW clearing in pinyon- Vertical steel lattice structures, angular @)
w . . .. -~
§ juniper. guys, and curvilinear conductors. o
e}
x Light to medium tan grasses in ROW Light silver to dark grey steel lattice o
é clearing in pinyon-juniper. structures, guys, and conductors.
Smooth ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Coarse steel lattice structures, and ;
o 91n pinyen-junip KOP Location
w3 smooth guys and conductors.
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
FEATURES . i i N
L ANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ]
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) @ [€©) s
CONTRAST . N R
o| B o| B o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 8| e|c5| &8 ¢ele|l8ls|e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl =22l z|a|2|2|z|6| 2|2z _ -
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 01/04/13
< Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-4
Pine Valley Highway
(westbound)
(Segment 1501.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 08/19/2011

District St. George FO

Resource Area

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

O

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Gunlock 5. Location
TransWest Express I Sketch
- - Road (SB)
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-3
SG-5 Township_40S
3. VRM Class Range_18W
v Section_32
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills. Clumps of pinyon-juniper. Clumps of rabbit | Planar roadway and building.
x brush, sagebrush and grasses.
'S
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush, Meandering roadway. Vertical utility
§ sagebrush and grass patterns. poles.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light tan Light to medium tan roadway. Medium to
3 rabbit brush, and silvery green sagebrush dark brown utility poles. White building.
° and tan grasses.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium, and coarse. Smooth to medium.
o
FrE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
% guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
s guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
i g smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) ) ®3)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & o| & -| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| gl s|8|&|¢e|c|g|gze [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz=|=z|2|8|2|3|2|8|=2|3]2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 08/19/2011
< Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-5
Gunlock Road
(southbound)

(Segment 1502.5)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 08/20/2011

District St. George FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location ) 5. Location
. Mojave
TransWest Express Sketch
- - Joshua Scenic Bk WB
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-3
SG-6 TOWHShIp 43S
3. VRM Class Range_18W
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 30
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar valley floor. Rolling hills. Clumps of Joshua trees. Clumps of desert | Planar roadway.
x shrubs and grasses.
'S
w Horizontal valley floor and angular Irregular Joshua trees, desert shrubs and Meandering roadway.
§ ridgelines. grass patterns.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Light to medium green Joshua trees to Light to medium tan roadway.
3 light tan desert shrubs and tan grasses.
(&}
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium.
5
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Distant pyramidal steel lattice structures.
w Vertical steel lattice structures.
3
g Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures.
(8]
w Indistinct steel lattice structures.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) ) )
CONTRAST . o R
o| B o| B -| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el 8|8|¢e|&s|8|¢| ¢t [ Yes [~ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl S| S| 8| 5| s|s|8|&|s|28|] =™ P
@ Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 08/20/2011
< Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Il management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than
0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
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TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-6
Mojave Joshua
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(Segment 1502.5)
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TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
F \DAHOQ“I*““TV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 B g:
(September 1985) ! ~
UNITED STATES \
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 08/19/2011 =]
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT N
District St. George FO 1.
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLG#XFO*’“‘
Resource Area 4
,,,,, RN
Activity (program) [ ”[
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION oty .
1. Project Name ) . 5. Location \ f
TransWest Express 4. Location_Mountain Sketch ARIZONA | ‘ | New MrE:iCOL
- - Meadows Memorial Parking { ! |
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-3 - -
SG-7 Township_38S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_16W
IV (No VQO or SIO in Dixie NF) Section 15
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills and angular mountains. Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar fence and H-frame and pyramidal
x Clumps of sagebrush and grasses. steel lattice towers. Planar pipeline ROW.
'S
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Vertical and horizontal fence and towers.
E grass patterns.
« Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Light to medium reddish tan ROW.
a green sagebrush and tan grasses. Medium to dark brown H-frames and light
© to medium grey steel lattice towers.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium, and coarse. Smooth to medium.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES c
s Planar ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
I guys, and tubular conductors.
w
O
Linear edges of ROW clearing in pinyon- Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
Y juniper. guys, and curvilinear conductors. o
-
O
& Light to medium tan grasses in ROW Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 clearing in pinyon-juniper. structures, guys, and conductors.
° KOP Location
w Smooth ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
g th guys and conductors Feet
FR smooth guy : 0 1450 2,900 5,800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . . w E
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
[6)) 2 [©)
CONTRAST N N N
| & o| B | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 8| e 5| 8|§|¢el¢e|g|Ee [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
&l 2| 3| 2|8|=2|3|2|8|=2|=|2 — —
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 01/04/13
ﬁ Color X X
Texture X X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
] TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SG-7
Mountain Meadows
Memorial Parking
(Segment 1501.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ I\ \DAHOQ“I\;“TV ‘L,l I \1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985) k -
UNITED STATES . {
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 08/19/2011 . —
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT oy
District St. George FO 1.
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET e A A
VADA COLORADO
Resource Area N L
,,,,,,, [
Activity (program) f[
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | | < .
1. Project Name 4. Location_Gunlock 5. Location ; L ‘
TransWest Express ) - Sketch 7" ARIZONA || NEW MEXICO: |
R Road (NB) i I
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-3 K .
SG-8 Township_40S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_18W
v Section_32
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills. Clumps of pinyon-juniper. Clumps of rabbit | Pyramidal steel lattice structures. Planar
g brush, sagebrush and grasses. roadway and building.
'S
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush, Vertical steel lattice structures and
E sagebrush and grass patterns. curvilinear conductors. Meandering
roadway.
& Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light tan Light to medium tan roadway. White
3 rabbit brush, and silvery green sagebrush building.
© and tan grasses.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
x guys, and tubular conductors.
o o
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors. o
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
o Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
w3 smooth guys and conductors.
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM 0 1450 2900 5800
FEATURES . _ _ N
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X ;
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) (3] (©) s
CONTRAST o o R
o| B o| B ol B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 8| e|&5|8|8|¢e|s|8|¢8|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl =|3|2|8|=|2|2|8|=2|=2]|32 — -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
E Line X M. Paulson 08/19/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-8
Gunlock Road
(northbound)
(Segment 1502.5)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
[ 1DAHO— 7xv““rw 'L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
vt i
W
Form 8400-4 !
(September 1985) k
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 08/05/2012
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
KOP Photograph District Dixie NF
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | |-/ 0L
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION =
1. Project Name ) ) 5. Location ‘ ‘
TransWest Express 4 Location_Pinto Sketch ARZONA | | NEwexcoy |
- - Residences | — L
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-3 . .
5G-9 Township_37S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_ 15W
USFS SIO High Section 34
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling ridgeline and angular Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar fences and distribution line.
x mountains. Blanket and clumps of sagebrush and
- grasses.
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Vertical fences and distribution line.
2 grass patterns.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Medium to dark brown fences and
g green sagebrush and tan grasses. distribution line.
O
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium, and coarse. Smooth to medium.
ok
[ o
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures, guys, ©
% spherical jumpers, and tubular
t conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular ©
B guys, circular jumpers, and curvilinear
conductors.
g Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, jumpers, and
° conductors. -
u Coarse steel lattice structures and KOP Location
E ’%_‘ smooth conductors. Feet
0 750 1,500 3,000
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w N
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side) s
1) (2) (3)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & N | & . | & . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 2|5 |2|s|8|s|2e|l¢s|8|5|¢ — i i
Sl 85518 8|s|5)8]¢8 s [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 08/05/2012
2 Color
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SG-9
Pinto Residences
(Segment 1506)

Final EIS

2015
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TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
i IDAHO— 7*‘\{: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
\/ |
Form 8400-4 ;
(September 1985) =
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 08/05/2012
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
KOP PhOtOgraph District Dixie NF
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
ResourceArea | | )l Lo
Activity (porogram) | | ~F A y
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘ !
1. Project Name 4. Location_Pinto 5. Location ARIZONA i ! NEW MEXICO-
TransWest Express Sketch N
S Kev b P Residences . ‘
. Key Observation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-3 i i
SG-10 Township__38S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_ 15W
USFS SI0 High Section 2
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling ridgeline and angular Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar fences and distribution line.
g mountains. Blanket and clumps of sagebrush and
- grasses.
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Vertical fences and distribution line.
E grass patterns.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Medium to dark brown fences and
3 green sagebrush and tan grasses. distribution line.
8]
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium.
C
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW. Pyramidal steel lattice structures, guys,
x and tubular conductors.
s O
w ROW edges are linear. Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
@ Light to medium tans and browns in the Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
e} O
3 ROW. structures, guys, and conductors.
8]
w Smooth to medium. Coarse steel lattice structures and KOP Location
E 5 smooth conductors. Feet
0 750 1,500 3,000
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w E
management objectives? [ Yes [v No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X ; s
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) @ (©]
CONTRAST N N N
| & o| 8 >| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| s|e|s|8|8|¢e|5|zs|8)|¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
glz|2|2|8|2|=z|2|8|=2|3|:2 — -
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 08/05/2012
@ Color X X
w
Texture X X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SG-10
Pinto Residences
(Segment 1506)

Final EIS

2015
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Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 08/04/2012

District St. George FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

[

! [
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-

|| e meeo ]

! 1

Project Location

O

O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 750 1,500 3,000

1. Project Name 4. Location Utah SH-18 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
" - (NB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-3
SG-11 Township__39S
3. VRM Class Range_ 16W
v Section__16
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills and angular mountains. Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar roadway. Cylindrical monopoles.
§ Clumps of sagebrush and grasses.
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Meandering roadway. Vertical towers.
E grass patterns. Strong curvilinear conductors.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Light to medium grey roadway. Medium
a green sagebrush and tan grasses. to dark brown monopoles and light to
° medium grey conductors.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium.
ks
FFE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
) guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E 'E_‘, smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(€3] @ ©)]
CONTRAST N N N
- | & -| & | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| g|¢e| 5| 8| 8|¢e|5|8|%|¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
a1 2| 2| z|8|=2|23|z|68|l=2|2]|=z — -
- Form Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line M. Paulson 08/19/2011
K] Color
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-11
Utah SH 18
(southbound)
(Segment 1506)

Final EIS

2015
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i IDAHO— 7*‘\{: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
) .
Form 8400-4 ,
(September 1985) -
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 08/04/2012
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
KOP Photograph District Dixie NF
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | | " )L
Activity (program) | | e )
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘ ‘
1. Project Name 4. Location_Ox Valley 5. Location ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
TransWest Express Sketch i ‘ =
" . Ranch .
2. Key Observation Point ) Please see Figure 3.12-3 Project Location
SG-12 Township__38S
3. VRM Class Range_ 17W
USFS SIO High Section 14
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling ridgeline and angular Blanket and clumps of pinyon-juniper. Planar fences and distribution line.
& mountains. Blanket and clumps of sagebrush and
v grasses.
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, sagebrush and Vertical fences and distribution line
z grass patterns.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light silvery Medium to dark brown fences and
a green sagebrush and tan grasses. distribution line.
(8]
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium. O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES .
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures, guys,
x spherical jumpers, and tubular
v conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, circular jumpers, and curvilinear
conductors. @
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, jumpers, and
° conductors. KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures and
85 smooth conductors. Feet
= 0 750 1,500 3,000
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢’ E
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . . s
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
) @ (©)
CONTRAST N N N
-| & -| 8 o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| g|s| 8| ||| 8|8 [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
glz|=z|2|3|=|2|2|8|=2]|=2|2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
& Line M. Paulson 08/04/2012
E Color
“ Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SG-12
Ox Valley Ranch
(Segment 1505)

Final EIS

2015
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Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 08/04/2012

District Dixie NF

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location_Enterprise — 5. Location
. _Enterprise —
TransWest Express Sketch
- - Utah SR-18 (EB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-3
5G-13 Township__37S
3. VRM Class Range_ 17W
USFS SIO High Section 13
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills and angular mountains. Clumps of pinyon-juniper. Clumps of rabbit | Planar fences, cubed buildings, and
I brush, sagebrush and grasses. cylindrical communications towers on
v ridgeline.
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush, Vertical structures and horizontal and
§ sagebrush and grass patterns. vertical buildings.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light tan Multiple colors on buildings and dark grey
a rabbit brush, and silvery green sagebrush | structures and fences.
© and tan grasses.
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium and coarse. Smooth to medium.
55
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
z guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Horizontal and angular ROW edges Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Lighter greens and tans in ROW Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Smooth to medium ROW Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? | Yes [+ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) 2 (3)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & >| & >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 3| ¢l &e|zs| 8 2e|¢c|8|3|¢ ¥ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
al=2|23|z|a3|2|23|2|8|=2|3]| =z — —
“ Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 08/04/2012
K Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
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TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-13
Enterprise Utah SR 18
(eastbound)
(Segment 1504)

Final EIS
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TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ [ \DAH0#7Q‘7VL 'L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
\ \/ 1
Form 8400-4 1A
(September 1985) )
UNITED STATES -
P Ph h DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 08/04/2012
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
KO otograp District Dixie NF
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION 7
1. Project Name 4. Location_Utah SR-18 | > Location L ‘
TransWest Express Sketch ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO- |
. . (EB) I — [
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-3 . .
SG-14 Township_37S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_ 16W
USFS SIO High Section 29
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rolling hills and angular hills. Blanket of pinyon-juniper. Planar roadside | Planar roadway
X grasses.
'S
w Curvilinear and angular ridgelines. Irregular pinyon-juniper and grass Horizontal and curvilinear roadway.
z patterns.
x Light to medium reddish tan and grey. | Dark green pinyon-juniper to light tan Light to medium grey roadway.
a grasses.
O
w | Smooth to medium landform. Smooth, medium, and coarse. Smooth to medium.
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION C
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES le
s Planar ROW Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o ©
x guys, and tubular conductors. o
w
w Horizontal and angular ROW edges Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Lighter greens and tans in ROW Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
N Smooth to medium ROW Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
X
ws smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 2,500 5,000 10,000
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
L AND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w .
management objectives? | Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF O @ @ (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST . N .
o| & o| & -] & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §|e|s|zs|8|¢el&s|zs|8|¢ [¥ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl 23| 2|8|=2|3|2|83|=2]|%3]|2 - -
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
g Line X X M. Paulson 08/04/2012
2 Color X X
w
Texture X X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with High SIO or Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6,
VR-7,VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the
Project is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SG-14
Enterprise Utah SR 18
(eastbound)
(Segment 1503)

Final EIS

2015
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Feet
0 2,500 5,000 10,000

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SG-14
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1503)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
[K\D/AHC;“QHI*“‘VVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 i
(September 1985) ~
UNITED STATES ol
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/23/2011 =l
KOP Photograph BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT A
District Salt Lake FO 1.
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLG#XFO*’“‘
Resource Area B
,,,,, RN
Activity (program) i '[
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION r'd‘
1. Project Name ; : 5. Location P 1
TransWest Express 4. Location_Soldier Cr. Sketch ARzONA | ‘ | new mxco, |
- - Bay Dam Overlook L — !
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 . .
SL-1 Township_4S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_10W
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 16
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain ridges. Extensive Organic shapes of alpine trees and Strongly planar steel lattice towers and
S inclined planar side slopes. grasses. weak conductors.
'S
w Curvilinear mountain skyline and Curvilinear tree edges and edges of grass | Vertical and horizontal lattice towers.
2 angular side slopes. patterns. Linear erosional patterns. Angular access roads.
4 Light to medium brown rock and soil. Dark olive green and light grey/tan (dead) Light grey distant tower and light brown
a trees. Light to medium green grasses. access road.
o
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Moderately coarse towers. Smooth
g grasses. access roads.
FFE
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION e}
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW clearing in spruce-fir and Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
I aspen. guys, and tubular conductors.
w
O
w Linear edges of ROW clearing in spruce-fir | Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B and aspen. guys, and curvilinear conductors. o
z Light green to tan ROW clearing in Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a spruce-fir and aspen. structures, guys, and conductors.
o
W Smooth ROW clearing in spruce-fir and Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
Eg aspen. smooth guys and conductors.
Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES i _ _ N
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES (Explain on reverse side)
DEGREE OF (1) ) @ M
CONTRAST N . R
o| B o| B o| ® 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| | el |88 ¢elelglsze [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl 2| 23| z|a|=2|23|z|a|=2|2)| =z _ —
" Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would be

consistent with Moderate SIO or Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9,

VR-10, and VR-12) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SL-1
Soldier Circle Bay Dam Ovrlk
(Segment 1323)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 07/23/2011

District Salt Lake FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location WhiteRv.- 5. Location
' — Sketch

TransWest Express

Recreation Rd.

2. Key Observation Point ]
SL-2 — Segment 1324 Township_5S

3. VRM Class Range_11W

USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 17

Please see Figure 3.12-2

! '
ARIZONA ‘ NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

Project Location

@
O
O
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain ridges. Extensive Pyramidal shapes of spruce and fir trees Strongly planar steel lattice towers and
% inclined planar side slopes. and organic shapes of aspen, shrub and conductors.
v grass patterns.
w Curvilinear mountain skyline and Curvilinear tree edges and edges of grass | Vertical and horizontal lattice towers and
B angular side slopes. patterns. horizontal conductors. Angular access
roads.
x Light to medium brown rock and soil. Dark olive green and light grey/tan (dead) Dark grey tower and light brown access
é trees. Light to medium green grasses. road.
. w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Moderately coarse towers. Smooth
uE grasses. access roads.
F
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s ROW clearing of spruce, fir and aspen Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x creates planar forms guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Horizontal edges of ROW clearing. Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Green and tan grasses replace trees. Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
]
w Smooth grasses. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E :‘2‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
L AND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
| 8 L o| & . | 8 L 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 5| 2| 8| E|¢8|¢e|&8|¢8| sz [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
Bl 2|2|8|=2|2|2|8|=2|3]|32 — - Exp )
» Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 01/04/13
2 Color X
w
Texture X X
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would be
consistent with Moderate SIO or Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9,

VR-10, and VR-12) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SL-2
White River
Recreation Road
(Segment 1324)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/23/2011

District Salt Lake FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location WhiteRv.- 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Recreation Rd.
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
SL-2 - Segment 1324.2 Township 6S
3. VRM Class Range_11W
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 17

[

! [
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-

|| e meeo ]

‘

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

s Angular mountain ridges. Extensive Pyramidal shapes of spruce and fir trees Strongly planar steel lattice towers and
x inclined planar side slopes. and organic shapes of aspen, shrub and conductors.
v grass patterns.
w Curvilinear mountain skyline and Curvilinear tree edges and edges of grass | Vertical and horizontal lattice towers and
§ angular side slopes. patterns. horizontal conductors. Angular access
roads.
x Light to medium brown rock and soil. Dark olive green and light grey/tan (dead) Dark grey tower and light brown access
§ trees. Light to medium green grasses. road.
_w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Moderately coarse towers. Smooth
n é grasses. access roads.
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION ©
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES c ©
s ROW clearing of spruce, fir and aspen Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
§ creates planar forms guys, and tubular conductors. o
" Horizontal edges of ROW clearing. Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Green and tan grasses replace trees. Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors. KOP Location
W Smooth grasses. Coarse steel lattice structures, and Feet
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM w e
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource s
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF a @ 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
-| & -| & | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| % e8| 8| &|¢e|s|8|8 ¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl =] 2|z|&|=2|2|z|a| 2|23z — -
" Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 01/04/13
@ [ Color X X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Text X X
e TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale: KOP SL-2
Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would be White River

consistent with Moderate SIO or Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9,

VR-10, and VR-12) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Recreation Road
(Segment 1324.2)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/23/2011

District Salt Lake FO

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location White River - 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - Recreation Rd.
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
SL-2 — Segment 1324.4 Township 5S
3. VRM Class Range_11W
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 17

! '
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
! |

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

s Angular mountain ridges. Extensive Pyramidal shapes of spruce and fir trees Strongly planar steel lattice towers and
% inclined planar side slopes. and organic shapes of aspen, shrub and conductors.
- grass patterns.
w Curvilinear mountain skyline and Curvilinear tree edges and edges of grass | Vertical and horizontal lattice towers and
§ angular side slopes. patterns. horizontal conductors. Angular access
roads.
x Light to medium brown rock and soil. Dark olive green and light grey/tan (dead) Dark grey tower and light brown access
3 trees. Light to medium green grasses. road.
O
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Moderately coarse towers. Smooth
é 5 grasses. access roads.
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION ©
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES ©
s ROW clearing of spruce, fir and aspen Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
§ creates planar forms guys, and tubular conductors. o
O
w Horizontal edges of ROW clearing. Vertical steel lattice structures, angular )
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Green and tan grasses replace trees. Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors. KOP Location
w Smooth grasses. Coarse steel lattice structures, and Feet
X o 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
Bo smooth guys and conductors. .
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM W<¢,E
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource s
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . . .
o| B o| B o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| &|zg| 5| 8| 8|¢e|l5|8|8|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl 2| 2| z|8|=2|23|z|8|=2]3]| =2 — *
" Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 01/04/13
g | Color X X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Texture X X TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale: KOP SL-2
Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would be White Ri
Ite River

consistent with Moderate SIO or Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9,

VR-10, and VR-12) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Recreation Road
(Segment 1324.4)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ i \DAHC;“#\I*““VVL ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
) .
Form 8400-4 !
(September 1985) -
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/23/2011
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Salt Lake FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | | Tt —fer
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION ,"
1. Project Name . + oiooc | 5. Location ! '
Transwest Express 4. Location_White River Sketch ARIZONA | ‘ | New wgxico. |
e b P StrawberryRd. Backway L M !
.Ke servation Poin i - . :
3|_.3y Township_5S Please see Figure 3.12-2 PrOjeCt Location
3. VRM Class Range_11W
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 18
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain ridges. Gently Pyramidal shapes of spruce and fir trees Planar roadway.
x sloping mt. park. and organic shapes of aspen, shrub and
v grass patterns.
w Curvilinear and angular mountain Curvilinear tree edges and edges of grass | Meandering roadway edges.
E skyline. patterns.
x Light to medium grey and brown rock | Dark olive green trees. Medium to dark Light brown roadway.
§ and soil. green grasses.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Smooth access roadway.
E '%_‘ grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES @) ©
s Planar ROW clearing of aspen, spruce, Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o ©
% and fir. guys, and tubular conductors.
'8
w Linear ROW clearing of aspen, spruce, Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 and fir. guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Muted greens and tans of exposed Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 background. structures, guys, and conductors.
O .
. KOP Location
w Smooth exposed background. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E 5 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
= 0 2,250 4,500 9,000
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURE!
LANDWATER URES 2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢ E
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . . s
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@ @ (©)
CONTRAST - - N
| 8 >| & | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|5| 88| ¢|lc|s| 8| [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl 2| 3| z|la|2|2|z|6| 2|22z - -
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X M. Paulson 07/23/2011
§ Color X X
Texture X X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
) TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not be consistent with Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7,
VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12) would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the Project

is located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SL-3
White River
Strawberry Road Bckwy
(Segment 1324)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |
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NEW MEXICO-
— ] -

s |
g ARIZONA ‘
'

|

| L
Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 2,250 4,500 9,000

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-3
(Segment 1324)
Simulated Condition

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHC;E Y\v‘\jr: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,.\1<'
{ i
Form 8400-4 1 -
(September 1985) - \
UNITED STATES ]
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/23/2011 [~ o
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - |
District Uinta National Forest — 7]
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA c?Lo"ﬁADo*"
Resource Area 0" 0l (-
- oo
Activity (program) || 4 il
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION = "‘ !
1. Project Name 4. Location US-6 5. Location ARIZONA ‘ i NEW MEXICO-
TransWest Express Sketch | =
- . Township_10S ] L - —
2. Key Observation Point . st Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
SL-5 ange
3. VRM Class Section_2
USFS VQO Partial Retention
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal mountain ridges. Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Planar steel lattice towers and strong
Il Inclined planar side slopes. Planar grasses. Continuous surface of pinyon- foreground roadway and railroad.
- valley floor. juniper in the background. Cylindrical wood poles.
w Angular mountain skyline and side Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
z slopes. edges of grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal lattice towers and
conductors.
4 Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Light grey tower. Light to medium paved
a brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway. Dark brown railroad
© grasses. and wooden poles.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth to medium o
é ?,_‘ grasses. foreground roadway and smooth pole
structures. - ©
)
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
s Planar ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
19 guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Linear edges of ROW clearing in pinyon- Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z juniper. guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light green to tan of grasses and forbs in Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Smooth ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
E § smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w e
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X A
DEGREE OF O @ 3 (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N N N
| & . | 8 » o| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 2| 5| 2| &e|35|5|¢2g|¢g|zs|sg)|¢e Yes [~ No (Explai i
E12| 85|58 858|888 ¢ [ Yes | No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 01/04/13
K} Color X X
w
Texture X X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would be
consistent with Moderate SIO or Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9,
VR-10, and VR-12) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SL-5
UsS. 6
(Segment 1217.052)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ I\ \DAHOQ“I\;“VVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 ! =
(September 1985) - {
UNITED STATES = S
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/23/2011 ] N -t
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 7~ © |
District Salt Lake FO )
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLO”R/}DO*’“
Resource Area I 3 [
[
Activity (program) | | ~=" T !
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘ ‘
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-6 (EB 5. Location 3 arizona | ! NEW ME“X\CO—
TransWest Express Sketch 7 I ==Y
2 Kev Ob om Point Township_9S - -
- Key Observation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-2 Proi L ion
SL-6 - Segment 1325 Range_SE oject Locatio
3. VRM Class Section_34
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar mountain ridges. Inclined Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, shrubs Strong foreground roadway.
I planar side slopes. Planar valley floor. | and grasses. Continuous surface of
- pinyon-juniper in the background.
w Angular mountain skyline and side Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
% slopes. edges of grass patterns. Horizontal conductors.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver gray Light to medium paved foreground
a brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green roadway.
© grasses.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Smooth to medium foreground roadway.
i g grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION c ©
)
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
& guys, and tubular conductors. o
2 o
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular O
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
O
Coarse steel lattice structures, and .
w
é,% smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
FEATURES . . . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER 7
management objectives? | _ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X ’ w E
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) @ @)
CONTRAST N - - s
| & o| 8 | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
AR I I C i i
21 8185|2188 5|28|85|¢& ¢ [ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
2 Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 01/04/13
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP. TRANSMISSION PROJECT
KOP SL-6
UsS.6
(eastbound)
(Segment 1325)

Final EIS 2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/23/2011

District Salt Lake FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location US-6/US-89 5. Llc()catrl]on
TransWest Express - Sketc
. - Township_9S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
SL-7 Range_4E
3. VRM Class Section_27
Private

[
‘

ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-
|| e meeo ]
! 1

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

o
o ©

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,250 2,500 5,000

s Rounded mountain ridges. Inclined Organic clumps of shrubs and grasses. Strongly planar steel lattice towers and
z planar side slopes. Planar valley floor. conductors.
w
w Curvilinear mountain skyline, angular | Curvilinear shrub edges and edges of Vertical and horizontal lattice towers and
E side slopes and horizontal valley floor. | grass patterns. arced conductors. Angular access roads.
x Light to medium light to medium Light to medium green shrubs. Golden tan | Medium grey tower and light brown
a brown rock and soil. to green grasses. access roads.
o
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse shrubs, and smooth grasses. Coarse towers. Smooth access roads.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW clearing in mt. shrubs. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Linear edges of ROW clearing in mt. Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z shrubs. guys, and curvilinear conductors.
Light green to tan grasses and forbs in Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ ROW clearing in mt. shrubs. structures, guys, and conductors.
8
w Smooth ROW clearing in mt. shrubs. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
éé‘, smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF W @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & o| 8 o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §|2e|5|28|§|¢ze|c|2g|8|ze [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl =2|2|z|la|=2|2|z|a|=2]|2]|z _ —
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
Kl Color X
w
Texture X X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-7
US-6 / US-89
(Segment 1320.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/23/2011
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Salt Lake FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

L. Project Name 4. Location_US 89 - 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
Church
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
SL-8 - Segment 1320.15 Township_10S
3. VRM Class Range_3E
USFS VQO Partial Retention Section 25
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded mountain ridges. Inclined Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, shrubs Strongly planar steel lattice towers and
Il planar side slopes. Layered rock and grasses. conductors. Cylindrical wood poles.
- formation. Planar valley floor.
w Curvilinear mountain skyline, angular | Curvilinear pinyon-juniper, shrub edges Vertical and horizontal lattice towers and
2 side slopes, and banded rock and edges of grass patterns. arced conductors. Vertical wood poles.
formation.
x Light to medium light to medium Light to medium to dark olive green trees Medium grey tower, light grey
a brown rock and soil. and shrubs. Golden tan to green grasses. conductors, and light brown poles.
o
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees, shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth access roads.
é "’3_‘ grasses.

SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Pyramidal steel lattice structures and

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

o

O

O

O

s
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é'%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? | Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) &) 3)
CONTRAST N N N
o| & N | 8 . >| B » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| g|5|8|8|¢e|s|8| 8¢ [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side
1S 22| 8|58 8 8|Es o YL No(Bpha verse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 01/4/13
2 Color
w
Texture
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would be
consistent with Moderate SIO or Partial Retention VQO management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-3, VR-6, and VR-7)
would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-8
U.S. 89
Church

(Segment 1320.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

'
|

G ERRNE ]
[ DAHG— 11T | I S——

i
NEW MEXICO-
] -

3 |
-~ ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

o

O

O

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-8
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1320.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/23/2011

District Salt Lake FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

‘ i !
- ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

1. Project Name 4. Location_US-89 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Township_11S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
SL-9 Range_3E
3. VRM Class Section_13
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar mountain ridges. Inclined Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Planar steel lattice towers and strong
§ planar side slopes. Planar valley floor. | grasses. Continuous surface of pinyon- foreground roadway.
juniper in the background.
w Angular mountain skyline and side Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
§ slopes. edges of grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal lattice towers and
conductors.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Light grey tower. Light to medium paved
a brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway. Dark brown
°© grasses. railroad and wooden poles.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth to medium
é § grasses. foreground roadway.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Linear edges of ROW clearing in pinyon- Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E juniper. guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light green to tan grasses and forbs in Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Smooth ROW clearing in pinyon-juniper. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
ﬁ'%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [ Yes [_ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES - :
DEGREE OF ) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N R N
-] & o| & o] & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| S| e| 5| E|8|¢e|5|8l3| ¢ [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|8|=2|=2|2|8|=2|=2]:2 — -
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
E Line X X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Project Location

O

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-9
U.S. 89
(Segment 1320.15)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

1-1003

..

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/3/11

District Uinta National Forest

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

4. Location_US-6 (West Sketch
of Soldier Summit;

2. Key Observation Point

Township_10S

SL-10
3. VRM Class Range_6E
Private Section_16

5. Location

Please see Figure 3.12-2

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

s V-shaped, bold, rugged Stippled areas on slopes, amorphous Moderately tall, vertical, geometric
z patches
w
w Diagonal, hard Diffuse edges, irregular Complex, vertical
5
o« Greys, reds Dark greens, tans Greys, browns
g
o
w | Medium to coarse grain, smooth Medium to coarse grain, uneven/random Medium grain, sparse density
8% | surface texture
FF
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s NA Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
& guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w NA Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x NA Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
W NA Coarse steel lattice structures, and
éfz_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM |[v _ONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) ) [©)
CONTRAST N N N
o| & o| 8 o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|&s|8|8|¢e|lc|8|l3|¢e [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|8|==|2|2|8|=2|=|2 — —
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
& Line X X X EPG 10/3/11
§ Color X X X (Review and update as
Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124/12
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

[ |

WYOMING
\

NEW MEXICO-
| — - ——— Y

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

O & O 0O Og

O
O
(@
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,900 3,800 7,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-10
U.S. Hightway 6
(west of Soldier Summit)
(Segment 1217.052)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/24/2011

District Salt Lake FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

4. Location_US-6 Soldier S

Summit, Residential

2. Key Observation Point

Township_10S

SL-11
3. VRM Class Range_7E
Private Section_24

5. Location

ketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

NEW MEXICO-
I S,

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

O
O
O
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

s Rolling, domed, smooth. Diverse, numerous amorphous patches. Vertical, geometric.
g
w
w Smooth, angular, simple Butt and diffuse edges. Vertical, diagonal, weak
z concave/horizontal.
x Tans Dark greens, sage greens, tans, seasonal | Grays, browns.
a variety.
O
w | Medium grain Medium to coarse grain. Ordered, medium grain, dense.
s
FiE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
5 guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
?_,‘ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é ’5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(1) () 3)
CONTRAST - - -
| & » | & » o] 8 L 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S|s| 8| ¢l 5|38|8|2|&|¢g|¢g|e¢e Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
Bl z|2|2|3|=2|2|2|8| 2|32 L — Exp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
& Line X EPG 10/03/11
E Color X (Review and update as
u Texture X | needed by M. Paulson) 07/24/12
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-11
Utah State Hwy 10
(northbound)
(Segment 1217.052)

Final EIS

2015



1-1005

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;E 7#“?: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 ) .
(September 1985) 1
UNITED STATES N
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/12/2013
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Salt Lake FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
KOP Photograph
Resource Area
Activity (program) | |0 Ao
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION [ - 5
L. Project Name 4. Location_US-6 (NB) 5. Location “ [
TranSWeSt EXpreSS SkEtCh ARIZONA i NEW MEXICO-
- - Township_18S ; I g
2. Key Observation Point R oE Please see Figure 3.12-2 L ! ‘ !
- ange R .
stz _ Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_5
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
= Planar valley floor. Organic clumps of ranch trees, shrubs and
S grasses.
w
w Horizontal skyline. Strong ridgelines. Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and
z edges of grass patterns.
4 Light to medium light to medium grey- | Dark olive green trees. Golden tan to
?—)' brown soil. green grasses.
w | Smooth. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth
é § grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and -
z guys, and tubular conductors. -
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular -
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors. @]
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
o
Coarse steel lattice structures, and .
W
é '5_% smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORTTERM [¥ LONG TERM 0 2,950 5,900 11,800
FEATURES . ) . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER e
management objectives? [ Yes [ No w c
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF W ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N S
| & o| 8 | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E|§| e8| 8|¢e|s|glE¢e [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
gl z|2|2|3|=|2|2|8|=2|=2]|2 - -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
S Line X M. Paulson 10/12/2013
E Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP SL-12
Us-6
(northbound)
(Segment 1219.5)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Final EIS

Appendix |

Project Location

KOP Location

0 2,950 5,900

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-12
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1219.5)




1-1007

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;E 7¥‘m’r, ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 ‘\‘ ‘, L _
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES )
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/12/2013 -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Salt Lake FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) ||« 1/ 5
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION V[ ~
L. Project Name 4. Location_US-6 (NB) | > Location -
TransWest Express Sketch \ \
Township_10S ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 i A St
- Range_8E -
SL-13 . .
) Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_30
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar valley floor. Organic clumps of ranch trees, shrubs and
S grasses.
w
w Horizontal skyline. Strong ridgelines. Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and
2 edges of grass patterns.
x Light to medium light to medium grey- | Dark olive green trees. Golden tan to
a brown soil. green grasses.
o
w | Smooth. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth
é Dé grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and [} e N
19 guys, and tubular conductors. o R
'S -
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
4 Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and -
o] 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES . . . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES : . w E
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) @ (©]
CONTRAST - - - s
| B -| & o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 8| els|8|8|¢e|s|8l8l¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl =2|2|z|a| 2|3 z2|6| 2|3z — ‘7
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/12/2013
kS Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP SL-13
Us-6
(northbound)
(Segment 1219.3)

Final EIS

2015



1-1008

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
FTDIAH(;E 7#“?: ‘L,l IR \1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985) 5
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 03/26/2014
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | -0 S
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION =
1. Project Name 4 Location Utah State 5. Location \
TransWest Express ) - Sketch ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICOy
- - Highway 45 | Loy |
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-1 ‘ . .
V17 Township_6S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_20E
11 (VRI Class 111) Section 21
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar inclined and inclined side Organic clumps of sagebrush and Strongly planar foreground roadway and
§ slopes. grasses. steel lattice tower, and cylindrical poles.
w Horizontal skyline and horizontal Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Strongly horizontal curvilinear foreground
B valley floor. roadway. Vertical steel lattice towers and
power poles.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Golden tan to brown grasses. Bluish silver | Light to medium grey towers and paved
3 green sagebrush. foreground roadway. Dark brown poles
© and dark grey substation.
_w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and grasses. Course lattice tower. Smooth to medium
é 5 foreground roadway and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION D
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and -
§ guys, and tubular conductors. ) N
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
Coarse steel lattice structures, and :
W )
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES ) ) ) N
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ;
DEGREE OF ) 2 ( (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N . s
-] & N o| & » > | & N 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el 5| 8|8|¢e|ls|g|lg| ¢ Yes No (Explain on reverse side
sl 2|23 z|a|2|2|z2|6|2] 2|2 L O Exp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
g Line X M. Paulson 03/26/2014
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Ill management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-17
Utah State Hwy 45
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
F IDAHG— 7*‘\{: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
) \/ 1
Form 8400-4 - - g:
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) 1
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | |{ &1 7
1. Project Name 4. Location_Utah State 5. Location o ‘
TransWest Express ' Sketch zona | | New mexico. |
Highway 45 ! [~
2. Key Observation Point _g_y_ Please see Figure 3.12-1 ! - —
V.18 Township_7S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_22E
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 11
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar inclined and inclined side Organic clumps of sagebrush and Strongly planar foreground roadway and
§ slopes. grasses. steel lattice tower, and cylindrical poles.
w Horizontal skyline and horizontal Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Strongly horizontal curvilinear foreground
E valley floor. roadway. Vertical steel lattice towers and
power poles.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Golden tan to brown grasses. Bluish silver | Light to medium grey towers and paved
3 green sagebrush. foreground roadway. Dark brown poles
° and dark grey substation.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and grasses. Course lattice tower. Smooth to medium
é E foreground roadway and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
§ guys, and tubular conductors. o
O
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular @)
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
E .% smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w e
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF M 2 @ (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N N N
o| & N | & . -] & o 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S|e|&|&lc|8|8|2|c|8|lg|e I— i i
Sl 855|888 518¢8 ¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
» Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
kS Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-18
Utah State Hwy 45
(Segment 1212)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix | 1-1010
{ I\ IDAHG— 7*‘\{: 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
) .
Form 8400-4 1
(September 1985) -
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 [~
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA
Resource Area |, 5 )y
Activity (program) | | /TS - y
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION — = T ‘
L. Project Name 4. Location_Utah State | > Location awzoNA | 1 New mexico. |
TransWest Express Sketch ! I
- - Highway 45 - .
2. Key Observation Point i Please see Figure 3.12-1 Project Location
- Township_7S
V-19
3. VRM Class Range_22E
111 (VRI Class I11) Section 13
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain backdrop. Planar Organic clumps of sagebrush and Strongly planar foreground roadway and
g inclined and inclined side slopes. grasses. h-frame cylindrical poles.
'S
w Angular skyline and horizontal valley Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Strongly horizontal curvilinear foreground
B floor. roadway. Vertical power poles.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Golden tan to brown grasses. Bluish silver | Dark brown poles and light to medium
§ green sagebrush. grey paved roadway.
O O O C
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway o
E ,5_? and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
° KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
s th guys and conductors Feet
] smooth g : 0 1450 2900 5,800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . ) ) w E
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
[€)) @ (O]
CONTRAST N . N
-| & o| B | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| ¢g|e|e|8|els|zs|8|¢e [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z2|2|3|=|2|2|8|=2]|=|2:2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
§ Color
Texture X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-19
Utah State Hwy 45
(Segment 1212)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ I\ IDAHO— 7*‘\{2 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
) \/ 1
Form 8400-4 l
(September 1985) -
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 -~
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA
Resource Area || et Lo 3
Activity (orogram) | | AL y
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION - "‘
1. Project Name 4. Location Utah State 5. Location ARIZONA i | NEW MEXICO-
TransWest Express - Sketch Co =
- . Highway 88 . ‘
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-1 Project Location
V-20 Township_6S
3. VRM Class Range_20E
IV (VRI Class 111) Section_29
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strong horizontal planar slopes. Organic clumps of juniper, sagebrush and | Dbl. circuit steel lattice towers. Strongly
z Moderately inclined side slopes. grasses. planar foreground roadway. Massive Pl
w
tower.
w Angular and curvilinear skyline and Indistinct juniper, sagebrush and grasses. | Vertical, horizontal, and angular tower
§ horizontal valley floor. and conductor elements. Horizontal
curvilinear foreground roadway.
x Very light to medium brown slopes Golden tan to brown grasses. Dark green | Light to dark grey towers and conductors.
a and erosion cuts. juniper. Bluish silver green sagebrush. Light to medium grey paved foreground
© roadway.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse sagebrush. Smooth grasses. Moderate to coarse towers. Smooth to
é 5 medium foreground roadway. o
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION e}
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o o O
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and i
§ guys, and tubular conductors. O
" Vertical steel lattice structures, angular ©
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
o .
. KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
= 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORTTERM [¥ LONG TERM N
LAND/WATER FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource W‘¢’ E
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) : s
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & | & o| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| ¢e|s|28|8|¢e|lslz2|8|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
&z 2|8|=2|=z|2|8|3|=z]:2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
S Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
E Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
] TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-20
Utah State Hwy 88
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHC;EKT‘\{L ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
\/ |
Form 8400-4 !
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/23/2011 —
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA
Resource Area |V, )yt
Activity (porogram) | | S B y
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION — “ T
1. Project Name 4. Location_Bottle Hollow | > ocation ARIZONA \ | NEW MEXICO, |
TransWest Express Sketch i I S
- - Landing/Campground X X
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
V-21 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_1E
Private Section_21
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strong planar foreground water and Organic foreground rushes. Distant dbl. circuit steel lattice towers.
§ planar distant slopes.
w Strongly horizontal skyline and Angular edges of rushes. Vertical tower elements.
§ horizontal lake surface.
x Strong blue water surface. Very light Olive green and golden tan to brown Light to dark grey towers.
a to medium brown slopes and erosion rushes.
° | cuts.
w | Smooth water and land shapes. Moderately coarse rushes. NA
o
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice o o o o o © o O
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
° KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
B smooth guys and conductors. Feet
= 0 2,250 4,500 9,000
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢> E
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . ; s
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(1) ) 3)
CONTRAST . . .
o| & o| & >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| S| e| 5| 8|8 ¢|&|8|8|¢ [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|8|=|=2|2|8|=|3]|2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
E Color X
w Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-21
Bottle Hollow Landing
Campground
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/22/2011

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

‘ i !
- ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
L. Project Name 4. Location_Utah State 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Highway
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-22 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_1E
Private Section_26
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Horizontal planar valley floor and Organic clumps of riparian trees, Strongly planar foreground roadway and
I inclined side slopes. sagebrush and grasses. steel lattice tower, and cylindrical poles.
w
w Horizontal and angular skyline and Curvilinear tree edges. Indistinct Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
E horizontal valley floor. sagebrush and grasses. Vertical steel lattice towers and power
poles.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Dark olive green riparian trees. Golden tan | Light to medium grey towers and paved
a to brown grasses. Bluish silver green foreground roadway. Dark brown poles
° sagebrush. and dark grey substation.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse trees and shrubs. Smooth Course lattice tower. Smooth to medium
ﬁ :i_‘, grasses. foreground roadway and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
I guys, and tubular conductors.
u Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
4 Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é?_‘, smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) (03] [©)
CONTRAST N N N
> g . o ’g . o ’g » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g g g § g E g § (,,g:) E g § [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
I Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
E Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

O @] o o ©

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-22
Utah State Hwy
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ i \DAHOQ“I*“TVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
Form 8400-4 ! S
(September 1985) {
UNITED STATES | L
KOP Photograph DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 e
grap BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Tl
District Vernal FO NEVADA T A
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET v CQLORADO
Resource Area ST TN [~
[
Activity (program) | | S fS = il
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION [ = [ [
1. Project Name 4. Location_Utah State | > Location -7 awzona | NEw wiExIco |
TransWest Express - Sketch ! i \ [~ ")
- - Highway . .
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
V-23 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_1E
Private Section_35
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Horizontal planar valley floor and Organic clumps of riparian trees, Strongly planar foreground roadway and
I inclined side slopes. sagebrush and grasses. steel lattice tower, and cylindrical poles.
w
w Horizontal and angular skyline and Curvilinear tree edges. Indistinct Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
E horizontal valley floor. sagebrush and grasses. Vertical steel lattice towers and power
poles.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Dark olive green riparian trees. Golden tan | Light to medium grey towers and paved
a to brown grasses. Bluish silver green foreground roadway. Dark brown poles
© sagebrush. and dark grey substation.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse trees and shrubs. Smooth Course lattice tower. Smooth to medium
E '%_‘ grasses. foreground roadway and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES c o o o
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and ©
I guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
(8] .
: KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E 5 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
= 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ L ONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢> E
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ; s
DEGREE OF ) ? ® (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
- g . o g » > g » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
; g g § g g § § g 'é g E [~ Yes [— No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
E Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
K3l Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-23
Utah State Hwy
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
i IDAHG— Y\v‘\jr: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 . <
(September 1985) 4
UNITED STATES I
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 A
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT .
District Vernal FO NPT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET prorapo
Resource Area | |« 1/ 5T R
777777 [ g™
Activity (program) |\ /) B — Ll
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION - L |
1. Project Name 4. Location Utah State 5. Location ARIZONA | ! | New ij‘coL
TransWest Express Sketch i P !
Highway . R
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
V-24 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_1W
Private Section_27
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Horizontal planar valley floor and Organic clumps of riparian trees and Strongly planar foreground roadway and
x inclined side slopes. shrubs, sagebrush and grasses. steel lattice tower, and cylindrical poles.
- Cubed residential structures.
w Horizontal and angular skyline and Curvilinear tree edges. Indistinct Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
2 horizontal valley floor. sagebrush and grasses. Vertical steel lattice towers and power
poles. Horizontal and vertical structures.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Dark olive green riparian trees. Golden tan | Light to medium grey towers and paved
3 to brown grasses. Bluish silver green foreground roadway. Dark brown poles
© sagebrush. and dark grey substation. White structs.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse trees and shrubs. Smooth Course lattice tower. Smooth to medium
E :‘;_‘ grasses. foreground roadway and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
g guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors. o
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice o O o O O
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
© KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
S smooth guys and conductors Feet
= : 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . . w E
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER A
management objectives? [ Yes [ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . R R
-| 8 -| & -| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| S| e| 5| E|8|¢e|s|8l3e [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
gl z=|3|2|8|2|3|2|8|=2]|3|2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
ﬁ Color X
Text
oxure X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-24
Utah State Hwy
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ FK\DAHOQA\I*“‘YV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 )
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES . -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 - {
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - IS
District Vernal FO A
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET ~ — | | L —— &5 |
Resource Area NEVADA coLsRADe
N L
Activity (program) R A N i
[
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION |~ v il
1. Project Name 4. Location Utah State 5. Location | | ,"
TransWest Express Sketch ! Co '
- - Highway -7 ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO, |
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 ’ ! \ f— - ——
V-25 Township_3S B B
Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_1W
Private Section_5
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Horizontal planar ridges. Organic clumps of riparian trees and Strongly planar foreground roadway and
I shrubs, sagebrush and grasses. cylindrical poles. Cubed residential
v structures.
w Horizontal and skyline and horizontal | Curvilinear tree edges. Rectilinear crops Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
z ridge. and grasses. Vertical power poles. Horizontal and
vertical structures.
z Light to medium grey slopes. Dark olive green trees. Golden tan to Light to medium paved foreground
a brown grasses. Strong green crops. roadway. Dark brown poles. Red and
°© white structures.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse trees and roadside grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
E 5 Smooth fields and grasses. and smooth structures and poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
I guys, and tubular conductors. O @) o
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and -
E 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
FEATURES . . } N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER <
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . . w E
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) @ ®3)
CONTRAST N N N s
o] 8 . | & . | 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
;,é, E § § Z,,é g § § Z,,é E g § [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-25
Utah State Hwy
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
1 1 ] PR
[ [ 'DAHO— Y\v\‘,rw 1,\,,44,r.‘\
1 i
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985) -
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
NEVADA
Resource Area N
Activity (program) ~ 4"
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | [ g -7 "~ v
1. Project Name 4. Location US-40 5. Location | = i
TransWest Express Sketch i v |
- - Township_2S 77 ARIZONA | NEW MEXICO, |
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 v F—-—
V-26 Range_1W L L
3 VRM Class Section 31 Project Location
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strong horizontal planar mesa slopes. | Organic clumps of trees, juniper, Dbl. circuit steel lattice tower and
§ Moderately inclined side slopes. sagebrush and grasses. conductors. Strongly planar foreground
roadway.
w Angular and curvilinear skyline and Indistinct juniper, sagebrush and grasses. Vertical, horizontal, and angular tower
E horizontal valley floor. and conductor elements. Horizontal
curvilinear foreground roadway.
x Very light to medium brown slopes Golden tan to brown grasses. Dark green Light to dark grey towers and conductors.
ol and erosion cuts. deciduous trees and juniper. Bluish silver Light to medium grey paved foreground
© green sagebrush. roadway.
. | Smooth landforms. Coarse sagebrush. Smooth grasses. Moderate to coarse towers. Smooth to
E 5 medium foreground roadway.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
= Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
[8)
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and e} O o ©
é :‘3_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . . i
2. Does project design meet visual resource KOP Location
LAND/WATER T
management objectives? | Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X . Feet
DEGREE OF It @ @ (Explain on reverse side) 0 1450 2,900 5.800
CONTRAST - N - N
| & . | B . | & . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| ¥| 2| S| 8| 8| 2| 5| 8% ¢ i i
sl g & é sl gl g § sl g & é [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side) w c
a Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
E’ Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011 s
K] Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-26
U.S. 40
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ I\ \DAHOQ“I*““TV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985) \(
UNITED STATES L
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 —= |
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT -
District Vernal FO . )“,\ ;
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET CoLGRADD"
Resource Area | T o L% 1 -
Activity (orogram) | | ~—T¢ [ ([
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘ ‘
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-40 5.§m?n MWMi ! NEW MEXICO-
TransWest Express etc ! F—-—
3 Kevob om Point Township_3S L .
. Key Observation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-2 i i
v-27 Range_2wW Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_1
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strong horizontal planar mesa slopes. | Organic clumps of trees, juniper, Steel lattice cell tower. Strongly planar
z Moderately inclined side slopes. sagebrush and grasses. foreground roadway.
w
w Horizontal skyline and horizontal Indistinct juniper, sagebrush and grasses. | Vertical, horizontal, and spherical tower
Z valley floor. elements. Horizontal curvilinear
foreground roadway.
x Very light to medium brown slopes Golden tan to brown grasses. Dark green | Light to dark grey tower. Light to medium
a and erosion cuts. deciduous trees and juniper. Bluish silver grey paved foreground roadway.
© green sagebrush.
_w | Smooth landforms. Coarse sagebrush. Smooth grasses. Moderate tower. Smooth to medium
B foreground roadway.
=)
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o o o e} o ©
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource w<¢> E
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? | Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . . s
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . N N
| & | & -] & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|s|&8|8|¢e|s|8l3 ¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
a|l 2| 3| z|B|2|23|z|8|=2|23]| =z — —
@ Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
) TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-27
U.S. 40
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHOQ\I\;“VVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
) \/ 1
Form 8400-4 :
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area |V, V) -7
Activity (program) | | /B —
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION “ I
1. Project Name 4. Location Utah SH-87 5. Location ARIZONA ‘ | NEW MEfcho—L
TransWest Express Sketch i I
- - Residential - -
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
V-28 Township_3S
3. VRM Class Range_2W
Private Section_4
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Horizontal planar ridges. Organic clumps of residential trees, shrubs | Strongly planar foreground roadway and
X and grasses. cylindrical poles. Cubed residential
v structures.
w Horizontal skyline. Curvilinear tree edges. Rectilinear Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
§ roadside grasses. Vertical power poles. Horizontal and
vertical structures.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Light to medium paved foreground
3 brown soil. green shrubs. Golden tan to green roadway. Dark brown poles. White
° grasses. Strong green mown areas. structures.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse trees and roadside grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
é 5 and smooth structures and poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION e
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES c
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
) guys, and tubular conductors. @)
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8] .
KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
0 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
[= 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES
2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢’ E
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . . s
DEGREE OF M @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N R
-| 8 | & o| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 5| s|e| 5| 8|8|¢e|ls|gls|¢e [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl =l =s|2|a8|=2|3|2|8|=2|3]|2 - =
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
o Color X
. Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-28
Utah State Hwy 87
Residential
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ I\ \DAHOQ“I*“TVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 : )
(September 1985) {
UNITED STATES 7
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 =
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO Y
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET cot0RADo™
Resource Area ||, )y [~
1 e
Activity (program) V| TS ol
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION “ T ‘
L. Project Name 4, Location_Utah State | > Socation arzoNA | ! NEW MEXICO: |
TransWest Express - Sketch ! N ke
- - Highway 87—Residential N N
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 PI’OJeCt Location
V-29 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_3W
Private Section_28
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Horizontal planar ridges. Organic clumps of residential trees, shrubs | Strongly planar steel lattice tower,
2 and grasses. conductors, foreground roadway and
2 cylindrical poles. Cubed residential
structures.
w Horizontal skyline. Curvilinear tree edges. Rectilinear Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
§ roadside grasses. Vertical lattice towers and power poles.
Horizontal and vertical structures.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Dark grey tower. Light to medium paved
3 brown soil. green shrubs. Golden tan to green foreground roadway. Dark brown poles.
© grasses. Strong green mown areas. White structures.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse trees and roadside grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
E 5 and smooth structures and poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and © @) o o
O
g guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
« Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors. KOP Location
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and Feet
E 5 smooth guys and conductors. 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
Y E
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) @ (©)]
CONTRAST . N N
-] 8 » | & » o] 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 2| 5|e|&|8|8|¢2|s|8|5¢e - i i
£l g8 é £ 2|2 é £1g| ¢ é [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
" Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
ﬁ Color X
Texture X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale: KOP V-29
Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
Utah State Hwy 87
Residential

(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 07/22/2011

District Vernal FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

o )
G ] O o
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location_Utah SH-87 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Township_2S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-30 Range_3W
3. VRM Class Section_33
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Inclined rounded mountain ridges. Organic clumps of roadside shrubs and Strongly planar steel lattice tower,
x Planar valley floor. grasses. conductors, foreground roadway and
- cylindrical irrigation pipe.
w Angular mountain skyline. Curvilinear shrub edges. Indistinct Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
% roadside grasses. Vertical lattice towers and horizontal
conductors.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Dark grey tower. Light to medium paved
a brown soil. green shrubs. Golden tan to green foreground roadway.
© grasses. Strong green mown areas.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse trees and roadside grasses. Coarse tower. Smooth to medium
é '5_‘, foreground roadway and smooth
structures.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E '%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . )
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF ) @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & -| & o| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| g|elze|8|els|zs|8|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz|=|2|3|=|=2|2|8|=|3]|2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
K Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-30
Utah State Hwy 87
(Segment 1320)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/22/2011

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

[

! 3
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-

|| ewmexeo ]

! 1

Project Location

O
O
O

1. Project Name 4. Location_Utah State 5 IS_If()cat':on
TransWest Express ete
- - Highway 87
2. Key Observation Point i Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-31 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_4w
Private Section_31
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain backdrop. Planar Organic clumps of sagebrush and Strongly planar foreground roadway and
x inclined and inclined side slopes. grasses. two sets of cylindrical poles.
w
u Angular skyline and horizontal valley Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
E floor. Vertical power poles.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Golden tan to brown grasses. Bluish silver | Dark brown poles and light to medium
é green sagebrush. grey paved roadway.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
@ '%_‘ and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
= Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E "’3_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER e
management objectives? | Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . :
DEGREE OF ) ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
| & >| & . | & N 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| E|z|s| 2|8 2|88t C i i
S1SE|s|5|S|&8|5/28/18|8)|¢ [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
E Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
Kl Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-31
Utah State Hwy 87
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
i \DAHOQ“I\;“VVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 : ~
(September 1985) - {
UNITED STATES IR
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 S
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 1.
District Vernal FO N N
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLORADO
Resource Area ., ) N0 - [
1 5 [
Activity (program) | | /S - il
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION - [
L. Project Name 4. Location_Utah State 5. Location ARzONA | 1 NEw gxico. |
TransWest Express Sketch ! [ ‘ [~
- - Highway 87 . .
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
V-32 Township_3S
3. VRM Class Range_4w
Private Section_6
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain backdrop. Planar Organic clumps of sagebrush and Strongly planar foreground roadway and
x inclined and inclined side slopes. grasses. two sets of cylindrical poles.
w
w Angular skyline and horizontal valley Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
z floor. Vertical power poles.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Golden tan to brown grasses. Bluish silver | Dark brown poles and light to medium
é green sagebrush. grey paved roadway.
_w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
i g and smooth poles. o ©
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION e}
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
° KOP Location
Coarse steel lattice structures, and
] & smooth guys and conductors Feet
R guy ’ 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . ) w E
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [ Yes [_ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N R .
o] & o| 8 | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 5| e| 5| &8|8|¢|s|8|¢8|z¢e " Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|8|=2|3|]2|8|=2|3]|2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
ﬁ Color X
Texture X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-32
Utah State Hwy 87
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/22/2011

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

L. Project Name 4. Location_Utah State 5 IS_I(()catLon
TransWest Express etcl
- - Highway 87
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-33 Township_3S
3. VRM Class Range_5W
Private Section_1

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

[

! 1
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO.

| [ Rewmbxeo,

! 1

Project Location

s Angular mesa mountain backdrop. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, Strongly planar foreground roadway and
x Planar inclined and inclined side sagebrush and grasses. cylindrical poles. Cubed residential
- slopes. structures.
w Angular skyline and horizontal valley Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Strongly curvilinear horizontal foreground
% floor. roadway. Vertical power poles. Horizontal
and vertical structures.
x Light to medium brown slopes. Golden tan to brown grasses. Bluish silver | Dark brown poles and light to medium
3 green sagebrush. grey paved roadway. White and grey
© residential structures.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
i g and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é '5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER .
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF ) ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
o| & » | & » -| & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 8| gl c|8|8|¢g|ls|s|8)|¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
gls|=|2|&8|s|=2|2|8|35|2|2| — — No (&xp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

O O (@]

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-33
Utah State Hwy 87
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/22/2011

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location Boat Launch- 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch

- - Campground
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
\V-34 Township_3S
3. VRM Class Range_SW
State Park Section 28

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

~? ARIZONA | NEW MEXICO -
e o) L

! | !
Project Location

[ L
[

s Planar water surface. Angular mesa Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, Strongly pyramidal foreground picnic
x mountain backdrop. Planar inclined sagebrush and grasses. structures. Multiple shapes of RVs.
- and inclined side slopes.
w Angular skyline and horizontal water Indistinct sagebrush and grasses. Strongly angular, horizontal and vertical
E surface edge. structures.
x Strongly blue water surface. Light to Strongly dark and medium olive green Dark brown roofs and light to medium
3 medium brown slopes. trees. Golden tan to brown grasses. grey brown roadway. Multiple colors of
° RVs.
w | Smooth water and landforms. Coarse trees, shrubs and grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
n g and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER 2
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X :
DEGREE OF ) 2 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
>| 8 . o| & » o| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 8| e|s|8|5|¢e|s|zg|l¢g|¢e [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side,
Gls|=z|2|&8|s|=2|2|8|=|3]|2 — - Exp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
E Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
K3l Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

O
O
O
@)
KOP Location
Feet
0 2,100 4,200 8,400

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-34
Boat Launch - Campground
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 07/22/2011

District Vernal FO

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location_Utah SH-208 | > Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Township_3S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-35 Range_7W
3. VRM Class Section_7
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Inclined rounded mountain ridges. Organic clumps of shrubs and grasses. Strongly planar steel lattice tower,
I Planar valley floor. Continuous surface of pinyon-juniper in conductors, and foreground roadway.
- the background. Cylindrical wooden poles.
w Angular mountain skyline and Curvilinear shrub edges and edges of Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
2 horizontal valley floor. grass patterns. Vertical lattice towers and horizontal
conductors.
4 Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Dark grey tower. Light to medium paved
a brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway. Brown wooden
°© grasses. poles.
_w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth to medium
Q 5 grasses. foreground roadway and smooth pole
structures.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
X o
us smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER I
management objectives? | Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF M @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
o & o| 8 >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el e|zs|8|2e|c|8|3|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
al 2| 3| z|a|l 2| 3|z|a| 2|23z - -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
! |

Project Location

@] o o
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-35
Utah State Hwy 208
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 07/22/2011

District Vernal FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location Utah SH-208 | Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Township_3S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-36 Range_7W
3. VRM Class Section_18
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Inclined rounded mountain ridges. Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Strongly planar steel lattice tower,
x Planar valley floor. grasses. Continuous surface of pinyon- conductors, and foreground roadway.
- juniper in the background. Cylindrical wooden poles.
w Angular mountain skyline, foreground | Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
% ridgeline and horizontal valley floor. edges of grass patterns. Vertical lattice towers and horizontal
conductors.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Dark grey tower. Light to medium paved
3 brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway. Brown wooden
© grasses. poles.
_w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth to medium
E .% grasses. foreground roadway and smooth pole
structures.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
Coarse steel lattice structures, and
x &
ws smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF ) @ ® (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & » | & N | & N 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el s|8|3|¢e|ls|8|3|¢ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
3l z|z|2|8|=2|2|2|8|=2]|3|2 Loves L (Explai verse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
K3l Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
| f — - ——

Project Location

(@] o o
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-36
Utah State Hwy 208
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHC;EKT‘\{L ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 ;
(September 1985) - \(
UNITED STATES R
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 A
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT B \
District Vernal FO — ]
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLORADO
Resource Area | )t Lo 3 k (-
1 50 e
Activity (program) | | ~AL Ll
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘ ‘
L. Project Name 4. Location_US-40 5. Location ARIZONA i ! NEW MEXICO-
TransWest Express Sketch A S T
> Kev Ob oot Township_3S L ‘
. Key Observation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-2 i i
i Range_OW Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_23
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal mountain ridges. Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Planar steel lattice towers and strong
x Inclined planar side slopes. Planar grasses. Continuous surface of pinyon- foreground roadway. Cylindrical wood
- valley floor. juniper in the background. poles.
w Horizontal mountain skyline, Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
B foreground ridgeline and horizontal edges of grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal lattice towers.
valley floor.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Dark grey tower. Light to medium paved
3 brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway. Brown wooden
© grasses. poles. Multiple colored structures.
. w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth to medium
E § grasses. foreground roadway and smooth pole
structures.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION e}
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
3 uys, and tubular conductors o
2 guys, .
C
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular o
s guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 2,150 4,300 8,600
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource w E
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) . s
DEGREE OF W @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N . N
-| 8 | & o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| g|5|38|§|¢els|s|¢g|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl 3|22 8| 2|3|2|8|=|3|:2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
k] Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-37
U.S. 40
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY
IDAHO— " 1.t 1.

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/17/2014

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

- - Township_3S
2. Key Observation Point
V-37-2 Range_9W
3. VRM Class Section_23
Private

5. Location

4. Location_U.S. 40 (eb Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

' NEW MEXICO-
| ==Y

'
|

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

KOP Location
? Miles

0 0.5 1 2

s Planar horizontal valley floor. Organic clumps of shrubs and grasses. Planar roadway, rectangular LDS church,
x and cylindrical electrical distribution lines.
w
w Horizontal and slightly angular Curvilinear shrub edges and edges of Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
E skyline, foreground ridgeline and grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal church structure
horizontal valley floor. and vertical distribution lines.
x Light to medium light to medium Light silver grey green sage brush. Golden | Light to medium paved foreground
8 brown rock and soil. tan to green grasses. roadway. Brown wooden poles. White
° structure.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and smooth grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
E :‘3_‘ and building, and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
(6]
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E ’5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . ) )
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER e
management objectives? I~ Yes [~ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF O ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST - - -
o| 8 » -| & » | & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
c c @ c @ . .
- § § - g ; 2| e g § [~ Yes I~ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
K Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-37-2
U.S. 40
(eastbound)
(Segment 1322.22)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY i T
IDAHO— " 1.t 1,,,44,r.‘\

'
‘ i i
J,f’) ARIZONA ‘ NEW MEXICO-
X .
|

| L — - ——
Project Location
KOP Location
? Miles
0 0.5 1 2

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-37-2
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.22)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHOQ“I\;“VVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 : o
(September 1985) - {
UNITED STATES IR
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 07/22/2011 S
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO T
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLORADO
Resource Area ., 1 ) N - [~
_ kr»
Activity (porogram) | | SAH - —- - ol
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION = [ [
1. Project Name 4. Location US-40 5. Location aRiZoNA | NEW MEXICO |
TransWest Express Sketch ] ! ‘ [~
- - Township_3S . .
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 Project Location
V-38 Range_9W
3. VRM Class Section_22
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Rounded mountain ridges. Inclined Organic clumps of riparian and alpine Strongly planar steel lattice towers and
I planar side slopes. Planar valley floor. | trees, shrubs and grasses. Clumps of weak conductors.
- pinyon-juniper and shrubs.
w Curvilinear mountain skyline, angular | Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Vertical and horizontal lattice towers.
§ side slopes and horizontal valley floor. | edges of grass patterns. Linear sage Angular access roads.
brush pattern.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Dark grey tower and light brown access
3 brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green roads.
© grasses. .
)
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth access roads.
E .%_‘ grasses. O
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES ©
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
5 guys, and tubular conductors. -
'S )
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular o
% guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
° KOP Location
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and
X Feet
ws smooth guys and conductors. 0 2100 4200 5,400
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . . w E
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No .
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
[€)) (@3] (3)
CONTRAST N R N
o] & o| & | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §|¢e| 5| 8| 8| ¢e|5|8|8|¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|8|=2|=2|2|8|=2|3]|2 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 07/22/2011
ﬁ Color
Textt
oxire X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-38
U.S. 40
(Segment 1321)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
; FTDIAHC;E 7\;\{2 ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
) i
Form 8400-4 i
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/28/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | |\t Ty
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION ’r"
1. Project Name . . 5. Location |
TransWest Express 4 Location_Fourmile Sketch ARIZONA | ‘ | New mexico: |
- - Bottom i — !
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2 . .
V43 Township_10S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_19E
1 Section_19
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Bold, domed, rolling to rugged Typically low except for scattered trees in NA
g riparian corridor
w
w Undulating, angular, diagonal, Undulating and continuous in riparian NA
§ horizontal corridor; weak and indistinct on hills
x Tans, browns Variety of greens, subtle tans NA
2
O
w | Medium to coarse grain Fine to medium grain, dense in riparian NA
é g corridor, sparse and random on hills
F O o O o o ©
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Low, rectangular clearings (tower pads) Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
3 guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w indistinct, broken, regular Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Sage greens, tans Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
w Fine grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
F Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [ _ONG TERM 0 1400 2800 5600
N
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [ w E
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X ;
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side) s
1) (2) 3)
CONTRAST N N N
>| & . | 8 . o| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e| 5| 8| 8| ¢e|5|8|¢8|¢ ¥ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse si
Sl S| 85| z2|E|8|5|z2|8|¢8 ¢ [¥ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
S Line X X X EPG 9/28/11
% Color X X X (Review and update as
Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124112
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located with 0.5 miles of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or where
access roads and vegetation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong or moderate contrast and
would not comply with VRM Class Il management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and
VR-12) would reduce strong or moderate contrasts to low resulting in moderate to low residual impacts where the Project is
located more than 0.5 miles away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-43
Fourmile Bottom
(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |
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/
NEW MEXICO-
— ] -

|
g ARIZONA ‘
'

|

| L
Project Location

o o O e} O o

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-43
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
FTDIAHC;E 7*‘\{: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
vt i
Form 8400-4 !
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date V-44
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area | | )L L%
Activity (program) | |\ ~ L
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘
1. Project Name . 5. Location b 7
4. Location_Sand Wash Sketch ARIZONA ‘ | | New mexico- |

TransWest Express
North Destination Route

2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
Township_10S

Project Location

o ©
O
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

V-44
3. VRM Class Range_17E
v Section_29
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat/rolling, simple Low, amorphous patches and stippled NA
o areas
'S
w Horizontal, undulating Diffuse and butt edges between shrubland | NA
Z and grasslands
x Monotone, beige, tans Subtle, greens/yellows NA
g
8]
oy Fine to medium grain Fine grain NA
B3
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Low, rectangular clearings (tower pads) Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
% guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Indistinct, broken, regular Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductions.
& Sage greens, tans Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
g structures, guys, and conductors.
w Fine grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM |¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(€] @ (©)]
CONTRAST . N R
o| & . o| 8 » >| 8 . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §| 2| 5| 8| 8| || 8| 3¢ Yes [¥ No (Explai id
Sl & 5|58 8|5|518]¢8 s [ Yes I¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X | X Evaluator’s Names Date
|5 Line X X | X EPG 9/28/11
E Color X X | X (Review and update as
. Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7/24/12

Rationale:
The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-44
Sand Wash
North Destination Route
(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 9/28/11

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

. . . 5. Location
4. Location_Nine Mile Sketch

Canyon Scenic Backway

2. Key Observation Point
V-45

Township_11S

3. VRM Class
111

Range_15E

Section_9

Please see Figure 3.12-2

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

NEW MEXICO-
| === Y

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

Project Location

s Horizontal, rounded Stippled, regular NA
w Continuous, horizontal, angular Diffuse edges, continuous NA
5
@ Tans Light tan (grasses), dark green (juniper) NA
g
O
w | Fine to medium grain Medium grain, dense NA
o
FE
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION o
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES e
s Geometric, rectangular Pyramidal steel lattice structures and o
3 guys, and tubular conductors. O
w
w Angular, butt edge Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductions.
g Tans, grey-green Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
el .
3 structures, guys, and conductors. KOP Location
w Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and Feet
i ’5 smooth guys and conductors. 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM |+ _ONG TERM w ¢ c
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource s
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(0] @ @3
CONTRAST R ° o
>| & . - & . o & . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| gl g|2|c|E|s|zelslzglglzg W — i i
sS85 58|85 25|8|¢8c¢ [v Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
” Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X X EPG 9/28/11
2 | Coor x x X (Review and update as TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Texture x x x needed by M. Pauison) 712412 TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale: KOP V-45

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Il management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Nine Mine Canyon
Scenic Backway
(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015
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Appendix |
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|
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|

| L
Project Location

O
O
C
O
O
KOP Location

Feet

0 1,400 2,800 5,600

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-45
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1217.1)

Final EIS

2015



1-1037

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" FTDIAHQ‘#”Q\TVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 1 B
(September 1985) :
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014 -
P Ph h BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
KO OtOg rap VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) || L/ 5T
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | 7@ -
1. Project Name 4. Location Aravle 5. Location -
TransWest Express -Amvie Sketch \
CanyonRanch ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO, |
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 } | \ [— -
V-46 Township_11S . .
Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_13E
1 Section_27
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley Numerous, irregular NA
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal Broken, flowing, angular NA
5
& Tans and greys Variety of greens, tans, little seasonal NA
3 variation
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley Random, scattered, fine to medium grain NA
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES N
s Low, rectangular clearings (tower pads) Pyramidal steel lattice structures and i S
% guys, and tubular conductors. o
w -
w Indistinct, broken, regular Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductions.
« Tans, grey-greens Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Fine to medium grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
o] g smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+¥ LONG TERM 0 1400 2,800 5.600
FEATURES . . ) N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER <
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No w e
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(1) @ (©)]
CONTRAST N N N s
o| 8 o| 8 o| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el s| 8| &|¢els|8|E|e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz|z|2|8|=|3|2|8|=|3|2 — —
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 4/28/2014
< Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Ill management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-46
Argyle Canyon Ranch
(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015
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Appendix |
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ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW MEXICO~
|

o
'

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600
N
W< P E
S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-46
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015




TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/10/11

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

Area (on White River)

2. Key Observation Point

- 5. Location
4. Location_Enron Rec. Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

-
'

[
‘
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-
|| e meeo ]
! 1

Project Location

@)
O
O
o © °
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

V-47 Township_9S
3. VRM Class Range_22E
1l Section_28
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Horizontal, rolling to steep Band along riparian corridor, stippled Moderately tall, vertical, geometric,
§ canyon walls transparent (temporary)
w Continuous, curving, flowing, Butt edge between riparian vegetation and | Vertical, complex (temporary)
% horizontal, parallel canyon wall
x Reflective, grey-green, browns, reds Variety of greens, tans Gray (temporary)
g
(8]
L Fine, glossy, rippled, medium to Medium to coarse grain Coarse grain (temporary)
w 5 coarse grain canyon walls
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Low, rectangular clearings (tower pads) Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Indistinct, broken, regular Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Sage greens, tans Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
" Fine grain Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E .%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [« LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? | Yes [¥ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST R . N
-| 8 . | & o | & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S8| 5| 2| 8| 8| 8| ¢e|s|s|8|¢ v Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
alz=|3|2|3|=2|=2|2|8|=2|3]|32 v - Ep )
Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
g Line X X X EPG 10/10/11
% Color X X X
w Texture X X X (Review and update as
needed by M. Paulson) 7124112
Rationale:

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Ill management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-47
Enron Recreation Area
(on White River)
(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |
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Project Location

O
O
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KOP Location
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S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
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KOP V-47
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(Segment 1217.01)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
S/ 1 | ¢ — - =]
[TDAHO# 7xv‘“,rw 'L,l ,Jg,r.‘\
vt I WYOMING__
Form 8400-4 LN
(September 1985) » )

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 9/28/11

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location . 5. Location
. Bridgeland

TransWest Express Sketch

" - Residential
2. Key Observation Point | Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-48 Township_4S
3. VRM Class Range_3W
Private Section_4

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

O
O
e
O
@)
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

s Flat, indistinct Amorphous, irregular Moderately tall, vertical, geometric
w Horizontal, curving Butt edge between riparian vegetation and | Angular, concave, horizontal
E agricultural fields
x Tans, greys Variety of greens (deep greens, sage Gray, brown
é greens, medium greens) and tans
w | Finegrain Fine to medium grain Coarse grain, sparse density, matted,
35 uniform, ordered
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductions.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
o
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and
ﬁ E smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a ? @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
o| 8 » o| & . | & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
c @ %) c @ %) i= (1) @ . .
£ ?g g £z ?g § £l é § 5 [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
” Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X X EPG 9/28/11
iE) Color X (Review and update as
w Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124112
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-48

Bridgeland

Residential
(Segment 1325.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHC;EKT‘\“,VL ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 )
(September 1985) !
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/28/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION |/ g7 " 5
1. Project Name 4. Location US-40 South | > Location B
TransWest Express Sketch ARIZONA ‘ | NEW MEXICO-
- - of Bridgeland) \ L —-—= Y
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2 L . :
V-49 Township_4S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_3W
Private Section_8
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat/rolling, rounded Los, amorphous patches and stippled Moderately tall, vertical, geometric
x areas
w
w Horizontal, undulating, continuous Weak indistinct and diffuse edges Angular, concave, horizontal
5
x Beige, tans Subtle, greens, tans, bright greens along Brown
§ riparian corridor
w Fine to medium grain Medium grain, medium density, matted,
5 uniform, ordered
FFE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES C
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
5 guys, and tubular conductors. o
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular ©
B guys, and curvilinear conductions. o
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice o
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
o Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
o g smooth guys and conductors.
L Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM N
FEATURES ] . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L w E
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES : .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side) s
(1) (@3] (©)
CONTRAST N N N
o] & » | & » | & . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| B 5| 2| s|8|§|e|ls|¢g|¢s|¢e C i i
2l 8185|5128 5|2|¢2S)|¢§&|: [~ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
2 Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X EPG 9/28/11
E Color X X (Review and update as
u Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7/24/12
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-49
U.S. Hwy 40
(South of Bridgeland)
(Segment 1325.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
i IDAHO— 7*‘\{: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
)
Form 8400-4 B i
(September 1985) L
UNITED STATES -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 5/21/09
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
KOP Photograph VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION ,7;
1. Project Name . . 5. Location \ ‘
4. Location__Dispersed Sketch ARIZONA | ! NEW M[:X\CO—L

TransWest Express
Residences S of Duchesne

2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2

Project Location

O
O
O
O
O
O
O
O
O
O
O

KOP Location

Feet
0 2,500 5,000 10,000

V-50 Township_4S
3. VRM Class Range_4wW
Private Section_20
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Horizontal, rounded Amorphous patches Moderately tall, vertical, geometric
s
w
W Continuous, horizontal Diffuse to butt edges from juniper stands Complex, angular, concave, horizontal
5
o Tans Light tan (grasses), dark green (juniper) Brown
3
o
su Fine to medium Fine to patchy, coarse Fine grain, sparse density, matted,
] uniform, ordered
FFE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
z guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
s guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
ﬁ 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM
FEATURE
YRES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@ @ (©)
CONTRAST N N N
-] & . o| & . -] 8 . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 88| ¢e|s| 8| 8|2e|&|8|¢g|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
Bl 2| =z|2|8|=2|=3|2|8|=2|=z]32 - - Exp )
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
& Line X X X EPG 5/21/09
% Color X X X (Review and update as
Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7/24/12
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-50
Dispersed Residences
South of Duchesne
(Segment 1325.1)

Final EIS

2015



Appendix |

TransWest Express EIS

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/29/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Vernal FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

[
‘

ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-
|| e meeo ]
‘

Project Location

O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 700 1,400 2,800

1. Project Name 4. Location loka 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - Residential
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-51 Township_3S
3. VRM Class Range_2W
Private Section_5
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Flat, horizontal, slightly rolling, Low and flat to tall, vertical Tall, vertical, geometric, transparent
x plateaus
w
w Weak, horizontal Regular, vertical, horizontal, butt edges Complex, angular, concave, horizontal
5
x Browns, reds Vivid greens, tans Reflective, grey
3
O
_w | Fine grain, smooth Fine grained grasslands; dense, medium Medium grain, sparse density, matted,
E ’%_‘ grained trees uniform, ordered
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
g guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and
Q 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORTTERM [» _ONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF W @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST R N R
> g » . § » - g . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g E g § g g g § ; E g § [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X X X EPG 9/29/11
iE) Color X X (Review and update as
w Texture X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124112
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

TRANSWEST EXPRESS

KOP V-51
loka Residential
(Segment 1320.05)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHC;“#\I*““VVL ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
\/ !
Form 8400-4 -
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES -
KOP Photograph DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 9/27/11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO NEVADA
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET Nk S Ve Y
Resource Area -
Activity (porogram) | /S 2T 5
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION B ‘ '
L. Project Name ; 5. Location ARZONA | | NEWMEKEOY |
4. Location__Sowers Sketch i o

TransWest Express
Canyon Road

2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2

V-52 Township_6S
3. VRM Class Range_ SW
USFS VQO Modification Section 8
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Numerous, irregular. Moderately tall, vertical, geometric
S H-frame.
'S
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Butt and diffuse edges. Vertical, horizontal H-frame.
5
z Tans, beiges. Variety of greens, tans, little seasonal Brown H-frame.
a variation.
o
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Random, scattered, fine to medium grain. Coarse grain, sparse density, ordered.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
Il guys, and tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductions.
4 Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é ,% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF M 2 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . N N
> | 8 -] & > | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| 8| ¢g|s|8|8|¢e|ls|8|8|¢e [ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
al=2|2|z|a| 2|2 z|a|=2|2)| =z — -
@ Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X X X EPG
E Color X X X (Review and update as
w Texture X X X needed by M. Paulson) 7124112
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VQO Modification management objectives. This management objective allows for
moderate alternations to the landscape. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-6, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10 and VR-12) would

further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Project Location

o

e}

e}
e}

KOP Location
I = I Feet

0 750 1,500 3,000

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-52
Sowers Canyon Road
(Segment 1325.1)

Final EIS

2015



1-1046

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" FTDIAHOE 7#“?: ‘L,l IR ‘\1<’
Form 8400-4 : [
(September 1985) —
UNITED STATES |
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014 =
KOP Photograph BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) |} )i
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION || —T¢ [
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-191 (SB) 5. Location 7
TransWest Express Sketch \
- - and Argyle Canyon Rd. o .
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 ’ ARIZONA. | | | New mexico |
V-53 Township_11S ] Pl )
3. VRM Class Range_ 10W Project Location
Private Section_12
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of sprucef/fir and scattered aspen. Planar, US-191.
&
'S
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, US-191.
5
x Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Grays, US-191.
a yellow/golds.
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, US-191.
85
i
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
2 guys, self-supporting structures, and .
2 tubular conductors. oA o o C
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and ]
o 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [« LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES . . . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No w e
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST - N - s
- ‘g N | 8 » -| B » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el s|8|8|¢e|s|8|s|¢e Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side
sl 2| 2|z|6|=2|2|z|6| 2|22 L “ Exp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 4/28/201
2 Color X
]
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-53
US-191 (SB)
and Argyle Canyon Road
(Segment 1219.2)

Final EIS

2015



1-1047

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" FTDIAHOE”Q\TVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 ; g:
(September 1985) '
UNITED STATES ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014 )
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
KOP Ph t h VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
o Og ra p Resource Area
Activity (orogram) ||/ 5Ty
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION |~ -
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-191 (NB) 5. Location -
TransWest Express Sketch ‘
- - Township_11S ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO-
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 ; ! F—-——
V-54 Range_ 10W : .
3. VRM Class Section_12 Project Location
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of spruce/fir and scattered aspen. Planar, US-191.
" Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, US-191.
5
x Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Grays, US-191.
a yellow/golds.
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, US-191.
o
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Pyramidal steel lattice structures and ~
2 guys, self-supporting structures, and . ~ SO o - -
2 tubular conductors. >
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
= guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and i
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM |+ LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES . . . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER o
management objectives? [ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST - - - s
| & | & >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
c D 4 @ c X @ c < X @ . .
:,g) g § § g g g é % é § § [~ Yes [* No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 4/28/14
o Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-54
Us-191
(northbound)
(Segment 1219.2)

Final EIS

2015



1-1048

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;E 7#“?: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 ; ~
(September 1985) i
UNITED STATES =
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/12/2014
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
KOP Photograph District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) | |» A
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION ) &7~ 3
1. Project Name 4. Location__Timberlane 5. Location = |
TransWest Express - Sketch ‘
Road (NB ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO- |
2. Key Observation Point Townshin 115 Please see Figure 3.12-2 L A | !
a ownship_11S . .
Vs Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_11E
Private Section_7
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Numerous, irregular aspen and spruce Planar, Timberlane Road.
x forest.
'S
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Butt and diffuse edges and numerous, Curvilinear, Timberlane Road.
s irregular aspen and spruce forest.
x Tans, beiges. Variety of greens, tans, little seasonal Grays, Timberlane Road.
2 variation. Numerous, irregular aspen and
© spruce forest.
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Random, scattered, fine to medium grain. Fine, Timberlane Road.
E % Numerous, irregular aspen and spruce o)
forest. <
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW clearing of aspen and spruce | Pyramidal steel lattice structures and <
% forest. guys, and tubular conductors.
w \’:‘
w Horizontal and vertical lines of ROW Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B clearing. guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Grass greens and tans to browns of ROW. | Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
(6]
W Smooth ROW clearing. Coarse steel lattice structures, and -
E 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES . . . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER o
management objectives? [ Yes | No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) @) 3)
CONTRAST R N N s
o| 8 . o| 8 » o| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| %|z2|s|8|5|2|l&|8|5)|¢8 v i i
S1S1 855|828 &8)35/18]¢8)¢ [~ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X M. Paulson 10/12/14
K Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-55
Timberlane Road
(northbound)
(Segment 1219.2)

Final EIS

2015



1-1049

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;“QHI*““VVL ‘L,l - ,rf‘\l<’
Form 8400-4 ; ~
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014 ;
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
KO P PhOtOg ra p h Resource Area
Activity (orogram) |\ o/ o
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | [ -
L. Project Name 4. Location_Reservation | > -ocation "‘
TransWest Express Sketch |
Ridge Road (WB ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO-, |
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 i ! F—-——
2 Township_7S -
b Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_ 8W J
Class 11 Section__16
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of spruce/fir and scattered aspen. | Planar, Reservation Ridge Road.
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, Reservation Ridge Road.
5
x Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Grays, Reservation Ridge Road.
2 yellow/golds.
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, Reservation Ridge Road.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar ROW clearing of aspen and spruce | Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
2 forest. guys, self-supporting structures, and o .
2 tubular conductors. -
w Horizontal and vertical lines of ROW Vertical steel lattice structures, angular D -
B clearing. guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Grass greens and tans to browns of ROW. | Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
Smooth ROW clearing. Coarse steel lattice structures, and .
w
é .%_‘ smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURE N
LANDIWATER URES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [v No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF M @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N . s
o] 8 . | & L o| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g é g § g ‘é g E g é g; § [~ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line M. Paulson 4/28/2014
E Color X
w
Texture X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Ill management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-56
Reservation Ridge Road
(westbound)
(Segment 1219.2)

Final EIS

2015



1-1050

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;“QHI*““VVL ‘L,l A ,rf‘\l<’
Form 8400-4 vt B
(September 1985) L - :
UNITED STATES )
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) ||+ ] 5N
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | 4
1. Project Name 4. Location Reservation 5. Location _
TransWest Express Sketch ‘
- - Ridge Road (WB) ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 i o L — - ——
o Township_11S - -
V-58 - -
3 VRM Class Range_ 9E Project Location
Class 11 Section__11
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
= V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of sprucef/fir and scattered aspen. Planar, Reservation Ridge Road.
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, Reservation Ridge Road.
3
x Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Grays, Reservation Ridge Road.
a yellow/golds.
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, Reservation Ridge Road.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar ROW clearing of aspen and spruce | Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
H forest. guys, self-supporting structures, and
2 tubular conductors. -
w Horizontal and vertical lines of ROW Vertical steel lattice structures, angular .
E clearing. guys, and curvilinear conductions. Y -
x Grass greens and tans to browns of ROW. | Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
w Smooth ROW clearing. Coarse steel lattice structures, and i
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [+ _ONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES . i . N
. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . :
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N - . s
-] & » o| & » o] 8 » . Additional mitigating measures recommended
;,é, g g § g g g § é g § g [~ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 4/28/2014
K} Color X
w
Texture X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Ill management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than
0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-58
Reservation Ridge Road
(westbound)
(Segment 1219.2)

Final EIS

2015



1-1051

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;E 7#“?: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 ) ]
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES L
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014 -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
KOP Ph t h VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
o Og ra p Resource Area
Activity (program) |\ T
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION V[ ——- =
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-191 (NB) 5. Location ,"
TransWest Express Sketch |
Township_11S ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO-, |
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 ] ! F— -
V-59 Range_ 10E . -
! Project Location
3. VRM Class Section__35
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Numerous, irregular.
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Butt and diffuse edges.
5
x Tans, beiges. Variety of greens, tans, little seasonal
a variation.
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Random, scattered, fine to medium grain.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
2 guys, self-supporting structures, and - - - - -~ -
2 tubular conductors. i i )
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, self-supporting structures, and
curvilinear conductions.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
Ci teel latti truct d :
5 W oarse steel lattice structures, an KOP Location
== smooth guys and conductors.
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES ] ] ] N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? | Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) :
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST - - - ©
o ‘g . - § N o ‘g . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g g g § :,é, g § E ;:) g g § [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
@ Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X M. Paulson 4/28/14
E Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-59
UsS-191
(northbound)
(Segment 1217.051)

Final EIS

2015



1-1052

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" FTDIAHQ‘#”Q\TVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 1 B
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES )
KOP Photog raph DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014 -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) ||+ /5
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION 4
1. Project Name 4. Location Reservation 5. Location _
TransWest Express Sketch ‘
- - Ridge Road (WB ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO-
2. Key Observation Point ) Please see Figure 3.12-2 ; | F—-——
V-60 Township__11S - -
3 VRM Class Range_10E Project Location
m Section_ 23
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of spruce/fir and scattered aspen. | Planar, Reservation Ridge Road.
g
2
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, Reservation Ridge Road.
5
x Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Grays, Reservation Ridge Road.
2 yellow/golds.
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, Reservation Ridge Road.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Planar ROW clearing of aspen and spruce | Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
P forest. guys, self-supporting structures, and
2 tubular conductors.
w Horizontal and vertical lines of ROW Vertical steel lattice structures, angular ~
z clearing. guys, and curvilinear conductions. )
3 Grass greens and tans to browns of ROW. | Light silver to dark grey steel lattice C
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
Smooth ROW clearing. Coarse steel lattice structures, and .
LW
E % smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM |[v _ONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES ] ) } N
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [+ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
1) (@3] (3) s
CONTRAST . R R
o| B -| B o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e 5| 5| 8| ¢zg|¢s|¢g|g| ¢ [ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl =3 z|la|=2|2|z|a|=2|2|=2 - —
- Form X X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X X X M. Paulson 4/28/2014
2 Color X X X
w
Texture X X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Where the Project would be located within 0.5 mile of the viewer and does not parallel an existing transmission line and/or
where access roads and vegeation clearing would occur in moderate to steep terrain, it would have a strong contrast and would
not comply with VRM Class Ill management objectives. Mitigation measures (VR-1, VR-3, VR-4, VR-5, VR-7, VR-9, VR-10, and VR-12)
would reduce strong contrasts to moderate resulting in moderate to low residual imapcts where the Project is located more than

0.5 mile away from viewer locations.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-60
Reservation Ridge Road
(westbound)
(Segment 1219.6)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

1-1053

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RA

TING WORKSHEET

Date 04/28/2014

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location Timberlane 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch

- - Road (WB)
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-61 Township_7S
3. VRM Class Range_ 9W
Private Section__13

, | ==

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW MEXICO~
|

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Numerous, irregular. Planar, Timberlane Road.
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Butt and diffuse edges. Curvilinear, Timberlane Road.
3
x Tans, beiges. Variety of greens, tans, little seasonal Tans, Timberlane Road .
a variation.
(6]
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Random, scattered, fine to medium grain. Fine, Timberlane Road.
ol
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW clearing of spruce forest. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Horizontal and vertical lines of ROW Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B clearing. guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Grass greens and tans to browns of ROW. | Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
8]
" Smooth ROW clearing. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E .%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [v LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF W @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . R R
>| 8 > | 8 | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| §|e|lc|2|8|¢e|s|s|8|¢e [ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl s|z|a| 2|23 z2|6|2|3]| 2 — —
- Form Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line M. Paulson 04/28/14
KT Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-61
Timberlane Road
(westbound)
(Segment 1219.2)

Final EIS

2015



Appendix |

1-1054

TransWest Express EIS

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 4/28/2014

District Vernal FO

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location__Reservation 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - Ridge Road (WB)

2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2

V-62 Township__11S

3. VRM Class Range__10E

Private Section_ 17

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

‘ NEW MEXICO~

'
|

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
|

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of spruce/fir and scattered aspen. | Planar, Reservation Ridge Road.
5
'S
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, Reservation Ridge Road.
5
g Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Grays, Reservation Ridge Road.
é yellow/golds.
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, Reservation Ridge Road.
85
FE
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar ROW clearing of aspen and spruce | Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
g forest. guys, and tubular conductors.
w
w Horizontal and vertical lines of ROW Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z clearing. guys, and curvilinear conductions.
« Grass greens and tans to browns of ROW. | Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
8]
o Smooth ROW clearing. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [ _ONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N R .
>| B . o| B . o| B . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E|s|e|&s|8|8|¢e|ls|g|ls|ze Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side
E|E| 85|88 E|zs|E|88 L 2 No (Exp )
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
& Line X X M. Paulson 4/28/14
g Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-62
Reservation Ridge Road
(westbound)
(Segment 1325.2)

Final EIS

2015



1-1055

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;E 7#“?: ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
Form 8400-4 1 g:
(September 1985) :
UNITED STATES =
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 04/28/2014
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
KOP Photogra ph VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) -
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION [ [ -7~ 5
1. Project Name 4, Location_Timberlane | > Location |
TranSWeSt EXpreSS SketCh ARIZONA i ! NEW MEXICO-
- - Road (EB) ; I g
2. Key Observation Point T hip 115 Please see Figure 3.12-2 L ! ‘ !
8 ownship_11S . .
V63 Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_11E
Private Section_17
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of spruce/fir and scattered aspen. Planar, Timberlane Road.
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, Timberlane Road. Horizontal
B and Vertical H-frames.
x Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Tans, Timberlane Road. Brown H-frame.
3 yellow/golds.
O
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, Timberlane Road. H-frame.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES -
s Planar ROW clearing of spruce forest. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and R 7
x guys, and tubular conductors. -
w il
w Horizontal and vertical lines of ROW Vertical steel lattice structures, angular &}
E clearing. guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Grass greens and tans to browns of ROW. | Light silver to dark grey steel lattice C
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
w Smooth ROW clearing. Coarse steel lattice structures, and .
E ,DD_: smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ _LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES ] ] ] N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER [
management objectives? [ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ;
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N ©
o| B » o| B . o| B » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
(,/5:7 ’é g § g é g § {./5:7 ’é § § [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
§ Line X M. Paulson 04/28/14
2 Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-63
Timberlane Road
(eastbound)
(Segment 1219.1)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix | I-1056

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

s

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-63
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1219.1)

Final EIS 2015




1-1057

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" ‘\TDIAH(;“QHI*““VVL ‘L,l A ,rf‘\l<’
Form 8400-4 1 B
(September 1985) \
UNITED STATES L
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014 y
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) |/ 5T
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION V[ - -
L. Project Name 4. Location__Sowers 5. Location "‘
TransWest Express Sketch |
- - Canyon Road ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO-
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 " | \ F—-—
2 Township_11S
V-64 . .
Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_ 10E
State of Utah Section 27
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep. Numerous, irregular.
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Butt and diffuse edges.
3
« Tans, beiges. Variety of greens, tans, little seasonal
3 variation.
(8]
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Random, scattered, fine to medium grain.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES ~
s Planar ROW clearing. Pyramidal steel lattice structures and -
x guys, and tubular conductors. i -
9 §
w Horizontal and vertical ROW clearing. Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Green and brown grass edges in ROW. Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
)
" Smooth ROW. Coarse steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [+ LONG TERM o 1400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES . . . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER LT
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) . w E
DEGREE OF ) @ @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . N N s
>| 8 . o| B . >| 8 . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S|E|E| 2| c|8|g|z2le|8|E e v i i
Sl S| 2515|121 &|¢5|5|¢8|¢&|c¢ [~ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
@ Form X X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 4/28/14
K} Color X X
w
Texture X X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-64
Sowers Canyon Road
(Segment 1219.45)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

1-1058

T T4 ]
[ 1DAHO— T | B S

WYOMING_

'
! '

ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW MEXICO~
|

o
'

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600
N
W< P E
S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-64
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1219.45)

Final EIS

2015




TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

1-1059

T A= —
K - P Y [ [

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 4/28/2014

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

District Vernal FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-191 (SB) 5. Location
. Sketch

TransWest Express
Township__11S

2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2

NEW MEXICO~

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
! |

'

Project Location

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

V-65 Range_ 10E
3. VRM Class Section_ 23
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s V-shaped, bold, steep, level valley. Blanket of spruceffir and scattered aspen. | Planar, US-191.
o
w Diagonal, angular, jagged, horizontal. | Irregular and organic clumps. Curvilinear, US-191.
5
x Tans, beiges. Dark to light greens and seasonal Grays, US-191.
é yellow/golds.
w | Medium, granular, fine grain in valley. | Coarse to medium. Fine, US-191.
ﬁ 74
P
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
2 guys, self-supporting structures, and
2 tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductions.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
8]
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E g smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM [# LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) :
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
(1) (2) ()
CONTRAST N N -
o| & » o| 8 N o| 8 » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
;,é, é g E g é g E ;,é, “23 % § [~ Yes [¥ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
1 Line X M. Paulson 4/28/2014
E Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-65
Us-191
(southbound)
(Segment 1219.6)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

et
IDAHO—" 2,

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/17/2014

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

5. Location

4. Location_U.S. 40 (wb Sketch

' NEW MEXICO-
X .

[
|
ARIZONA ‘
|

- - Township_3S ;
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 L L L
V-6 ange_9 Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_24
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal valley floor. Organic clumps of shrubs and grasses. Planar roadway, rectangular ranch
& structures, and cylindrical electrical
v distribution lines.
w Horizontal and slightly angular Curvilinear shrub edges and edges of Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
2 skyline, foreground ridgeline and grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal ranch structures
horizontal valley floor. and vertical distribution lines.
x Light to medium light to medium Light silver grey green sage brush. Golden | Light to medium paved foreground
a brown rock and soil. tan to green grasses. roadway. Brown wooden poles. Multiple
°© structure colors.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and smooth grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
é 5 and building, and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES -
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors. ~
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
L Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
w 5 smooth guys and conductors.
? Miles
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM o 05 1 2
FEATURES . . ) N
L ANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [~ Yes [~ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side) !
CONTRAST N N N
-] & -] & | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| s|e| 5| 8|s|¢e|ls|gldle [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
gl z|2|2|8|2|3|2|8|=2|3]|2
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
K5} Color
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS
, TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-66
U.S. 40
(westbound)
(Segment 1322.22)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY i T
IDAHO— " 1.t 1,,,44,r.‘\

'
‘ i i
J,f’) ARIZONA ‘ NEW MEXICO-
X .
|

| L — - ——
Project Location
KOP Location
? Miles
0 0.5 1 2

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-66
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.22)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/17/2014

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Fruitiand 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - 4500W Road (nb)
2. Key Observation Point ) Please see Figure 3.12-2
\/-67 Township_3S
3. VRM Class Range_9W
Private Section_13

K
[ 1DAHO— YW“L | B SRR,

[

! 3
ARIZONA | “ NEW MEXICO: |

| [— ")

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal valley floor. Organic clumps of shrubs and grasses. Planar roadway, rectangular ranch
g structures. Planar steel lattice towers
- and cylindrical wood poles.
w Horizontal and slightly angular Curvilinear shrub edges and edges of Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
z skyline, foreground ridgeline and grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal ranch structures
horizontal valley floor. and vertical towers.
x Light to medium light to medium Light silver grey green sage brush. Golden | Light to medium paved foreground
a brown rock and soil. tan to green grasses. roadway. Grey and brown towers.
© Multiple structure colors.
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and smooth grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
é,% and building, and smooth poles. Coarse
lattice.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
W Coarse steel lattice structures, and
E '%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? I~ Yes [~ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ; .
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
-] & » >| & . >| & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g g g § ; é g § g "g g E " Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
" Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
o Color X
L
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Project Location

KOP Location
? Miles

0 0.5 1 2

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-67
Fruitland 4500W Road
(northbound)
(Segment 1322.22)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY i T
IDAHO— " 1.t 1,,,44,r.‘\

'
‘ i i
J,f’) ARIZONA ‘ NEW MEXICO-
X .
|

| L — - ——
Project Location
KOP Location
? Miles
0 0.5 1 2

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-67
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.22)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

-

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/17/2014

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

[ IDAHG—" T\,

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION || { 71 . 7
1. Project Name 4. Location Eruitland 5. Location [
TransWest Express - Sketch ARIZONA i ' NEW Mr\‘choL
- - 4500 Road (sb) B Ehban
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 : - —
V-68 Township_3S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_9W
Private Section_24
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Angular mountain ridgeline. Planar Organic clumps of shrubs and grasses. Planar roadway, rectangular ranch
x horizontal valley floor. structures, and cylindrical electrical
- distribution lines.
w Horizontal and angular skyline, Curvilinear shrub edges and edges of Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
E foreground ridgeline and horizontal grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal ranch structures.
valley floor.
& Light to medium light to medium Light silver grey green sage brush. Golden | Light to medium paved foreground
a brown rock and soil. tan to green grasses. roadway. Multiple structure colors.
O
w | Smooth landforms. Coarse shrubs and smooth grasses. Smooth to medium foreground roadway
@ .’:3_‘ and building, and smooth poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
Lu Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
w 5 smooth guys and conductors.
[~ ? Miles
0 0.5 1 2
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORTTERM W LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [~ Yes [~ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (1) 2 @ (Explain on reverse side) <
CONTRAST N N N
| & » | & | 8 . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 55| z2|s|8|s|2|&e|8|8¢e r i i
AR é £l g8 é £l g8 é [~ Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
g Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
Kl Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-68
Fruitland 4500 Road
(southbound)
(Segment 1322.71)

Final EIS

2015
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Project Location

KOP Location

? Miles

0 0.5

1 2

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-68

Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.71)

2015

Final EIS



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

~r- 7

KOP Photograph

[ 1DAHO— "1y,

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/17/2014
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) I
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION |/ g7~ 7
L. Project Name 4. Location_Red Creek 5 Is_lgcatéon ‘
TransWest Express etc ARIZONA | “ NEW MEXICO-
Road (sb : ! Y]
2. Key Observation Point —(_) Please see Figure 3.12-2 ‘ - — ‘
V-69 Township 3S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_8W
Private Section_27
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal mountain ridges. Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Planar roadway.
Il Inclined planar side slopes. Planar grasses. Patches and blankets of pinyon-
- valley floor. juniper on the ridges
w Horizontal mountain skyline, Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
z foreground ridgeline and horizontal edges of grass patterns.
valley floor.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Light to medium tans and browns gravel
a brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway.
°© grasses.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Smooth to medium foreground roadway.
E 5 grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
X tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures and
z curvilinear conductors. o o O O O -
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures and conductors.
o
L Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
E.%_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
? Miles
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM o 05 1 2
FEATURES ) ) . N
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER e
management objectives? [~ Yes ™ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ] )
DEGREE OF ) ? 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N . s
>| 8 L > | 8 L >| & L 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 2| E| 2| c|28|&|&|¢c|g|El¢ i i
ElE| S| 5|88 5|8 8¢ [ Yes " No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
E Color X
w
Texture X
R | TRANSWEST EXPRESS
ationale:
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-69
Red Creek Road
(southbound)
(Segment 1322.71)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY i T
IDAHO— " 1.t 1. ,,44,r.‘\

i
NEW MEXICO-
] -

3 |
I ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

KOP Location

? Miles
0 0.5 1 2
N

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-69
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.71)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
" FTD‘AH(;;*“IV““VVL ‘L,l A ,rf‘\l<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 I g:
(September 1985) ]
UNITED STATES -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/17/2014 N
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District Vernal FO
KOP Photograph VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | |{ o/ T i
1. Project Name 4. Location Red Creek 5. Location \
TransWest Express ' Sketch ARizoNA | ! NEw MEXICo) |
- - Road (nb) ‘ . F— - ——
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2 ’ —
V-70 Township_3S Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_8W
Private Section_34
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal mountain ridges. Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Planar roadway.
§ Inclined planar side slopes. Planar grasses. Patches of pinyon-juniper on the
valley floor. ridges.
w Horizontal mountain skyline, Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
E foreground ridgeline and horizontal edges of grass patterns.
valley floor.
& Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Light to medium tans and browns gravel
3 brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway.
© grasses.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Smooth to medium foreground roadway.
E .5_‘ grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
x tubular conductors.
'S
w Vertical steel lattice structures and
B curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures and conductors.
(8]
" Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
X
us smooth guys and conductors. ? Viles
0 0.5 1 2
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L w E
management objectives? [~ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ; .
DEGREE OF W @ @ (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N N N
o| & | & -| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 8| e|s|g|&|¢e|s| 8|8 [~ Yes ™ No (Explain on reverse side)
Blz|=z|2|8|2|=2|2|8|=2|3]|2
" Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
E Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
K3l Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-70
Red Creek Road
(northbound)
(Segment 1322.71)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY i T
IDAHO— " 1.t 1. ,,44,r.‘\

i
NEW MEXICO-
] -

3 |
I ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

KOP Location

? Miles
0 0.5 1 2
N

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-70
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.71)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

H ~r- 7

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/17/2014

District Vernal FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location_U.S. 40 (eb) | > £oofion
TransWest Express etc
. . Township_3S
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2
V-71 Range_8W
3. VRM Class Section_22
Private

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

= =3
B L Y Y
IDAHO— " 1.t | I S

NEW MEXICO-
L — - —— Y

[

|
ARIZONA ‘ !

! |

'

s Rocky angular ridges. Inclined planar | Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Planar roadway.
§ side slopes. grasses. Patches of pinyon-juniper on the
ridges.
w Angular skyline, angular foreground Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
B ridgeline. edges of grass patterns.
x Light to medium light to medium tans | Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Light to medium greys of paved
a and browns in rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway.
© grasses.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Smooth to medium foreground roadway.
é ,QD_C grasses.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and
5 tubular conductors.
w
w Vertical steel lattice structures and
% curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures and conductors.
O
w Coarse steel lattice structures, and
Q '5_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [~ Yes [~ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . ;
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST - - -
o| B o| 8 >| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e| 5| 88| ¢els|glde I~ Yes I No (Explain on reverse side)
Gls|z|2|38|=2|3|2|8|=2|3|:2
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

Project Location

KOP Location
? Miles

0 0.5 1 2

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-71
U.S. 40
(eastbound)
(Segment 1322.51)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY i T
IDAHO— " 1.t 1,,,44,r.‘\

'
‘ i i
J,f’) ARIZONA ‘ NEW MEXICO-
X .
|

| L — - ——
Project Location
KOP Location
? Miles
0 0.5 1 2

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-71
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.51)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

~r- 7

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 10/17/2014

District Vernal FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area

1 1 n
R Ly Y '
[ 1DAHO— ) | R E—.

Activity (program) +-
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION [ g BT I
L. Project Name 4. Location_U.S. 40 (wb) 5. Location m
TransWest Express Sketch ARIZONA | ! NEW MEXICO-
- - Township_3S ; ‘ | f—-—— Y4
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-2 - - .
V-72 Range_8W Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_24
Private
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal mountain ridges. Organic clumps of trees, shrubs and Planar steel lattice towers.
§ Inclined planar side slopes. Planar grasses. Patches of pinyon-juniper in the
valley floor. background.
w Horizontal mountain skyline, Curvilinear tree and shrub edges and Strongly horizontal foreground roadway.
B foreground ridgeline and horizontal edges of grass patterns. Vertical and horizontal lattice towers.
valley floor.
x Light to medium light to medium Dark olive green trees. Light silver grey Dark grey tower. Light to medium paved
3 brown rock and soil. green sage brush. Golden tan to green foreground roadway.
° grasses.
w | Smooth landforms, coarse geology. Coarse trees and shrubs, and smooth Coarse towers. Smooth to medium
é '% grasses. foreground roadway and smooth pole
structures.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Pyramidal steel lattice structures and ) S )
§ guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
L Coarse steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
o 5 smooth guys and conductors.
= ? Miles
- I 0 0.5 1 2
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES } _ ; N
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? |~ Yes [ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF M @ @) (Explain on reverse side) !
CONTRAST N N N
| & | & | & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|s|8|3|¢e|ls|gld|e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
&l z|z|2|8|2|3|2|8|=2|3]|2
” Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X M. Paulson 10/17/2014
E Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP V-72
U.S. 40
(westbound)
(Segment 1322.51)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

YT N LY i T
IDAHO— " 1.t 1. ,,44,r.‘\

i
NEW MEXICO-
] -

3 |
I ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

KOP Location

? Miles
0 0.5 1 2
N

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP V-72
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1322.51)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
L \DAHOQ“I\;“VVV ‘L,l ,4‘4,,5\1<’
{ i
Form 8400-4 : i
(September 1985) - {
UNITED STATES I
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/24/2011 T
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
KOP Photograph District White River FO - ’f;f‘ ]
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLOR{*DO*”
Resource Area ||, P )Ty [
***** 50 e
Activity (program) NV S ol
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION = T
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-40 (WB) 5. Location ARIZONA i ' NEW ME“X\CO—L
TransWest Express Sketch i v [F— -
- - Township_5N - —
2. Key Observation Point Please see Figure 3.12-1 Project Location
X Range_98W
WR-9
3. VRM Class Section_30
11 (VRI-1T)
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, pyramidal 345-kV
I Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structure and columnar
- H-frame poles.
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
z skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
x Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
a brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line. Light tan to brown
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses. H-frame and dark green markers.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
E% sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular o
z guys, and curvilinear conductors. OQ
e}
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice QO
a structures, guys, and conductors. N
o KOP Location
w Course steel lattice structures, and Feet
E '%_‘ smooth guys and conductors. 0 4,800 9,600 19,200
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . . w E
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? ¥ Yes [ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF O 2 @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
| 8 >| & >| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|s|8|8|¢e|c|8|§|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl 2| 2| z|a|=2|2|z|6|2|2]=z - -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5] Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
% Color
Texture X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP WR-9
U.S. 40
(westbound)
(Segment 1100)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/24/2010

District Little Snake FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

IV (VRI Class 111)

- - Township_3N
2. Key Observation Point
WR-10 Range_100W
3. VRM Class Section_2

5. Location

4. Location_US-40 (WB Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-1

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, pyramidal 345-kV
g Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structure and columnar
- H-frame poles.
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
% skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
« Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
3 brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line. Light tan to brown
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses. H-frame and dark green markers.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
E.S_‘ sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
3 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
B guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é .% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER L
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X ;
DEGREE OF W 2 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . . .
o| B o| 8 -| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8|e|s|8|8|¢e|l¢s|8|ls|¢e [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
gl s|=z|2|8|=2|2|2|8|=2|z3]|2=2 — -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
o Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

O
o o © @]
o © o ©
KOP Location
Feet
0 2,400 4,800 9,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-10
U.S. 40 (westbound)
(Segment 1210)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
{ I\ \DAHOQ“I*“TVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 !
(September 1985) \(
UNITED STATES )
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/24/2011 =
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT —
District White River FO — )‘,‘ -
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET COLORADD
Resource Area V|t —f—c_ | _ & 1 -
Activity (program) ([
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION "‘
1. Project Name 4. Location_US-40 (EB) 5. Location | \ '
TransWest Express Sketch ARIZONA | | | New mexico, |
> Kev Ob prp=— Township_3N i — !
. Ke servation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-1 ; ;
R Range_100W 9 Project Location
3. VRM Class Section_9
IV (VRI Class I11)
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, pyramidal 345-kV
x Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structure and columnar
- H-frame poles.
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
E skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
x Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
a brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line. Light tan to brown
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses. H-frame and dark green markers.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
E 5 sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular o O
% guys, and curvilinear conductors. o o
o ©
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
2 structures, guys, and conductors.
° KOP Location
w Course steel lattice structures, and
X Feet
A=} smooth guys and conductors.
= 0 1,550 3,100 6,200
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM N
LANDWATER FEATURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource W<¢> E
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES - ; s
DEGREE OF M ? 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . . R
> | 8 . >| 8 » -] & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
g é § § g é g § g ‘ES g § [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
K3l Color X
w
Texture X
TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale: TRANSMISSION PROJECT

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP WR-11
U.S. 40 (eastbound)
(Segment 1210)

Final EIS

2015



1-1077

TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
oA e
R i N
Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 06/02/2012
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District White River FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area
Activity (program) (| J 5T
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION |~
1. Project Name 4. Location Moffat Co. 5. Location 7
TransWest Express - Sketch \
- - Rd. 134 (SB ARIZONA | | NEW MEXICO-
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-1 ; N F—-—
WR-12 Township__3N ! - —
3 VRM Class Range_102W Project Location
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 17
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway and pyramidal 345-kV
& Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structures.
'S
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
B skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line and markers.
« Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
3 brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line.
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses.
_w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
Q ,% sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular ~ - s
2 conductors. - - o - i
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
Course steel lattice structures, and .
DR
é 5 smooth guys and conductors. KOP Location
Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM LONG TERM 0 1,400 2,800 5,600
FEATURES . . . N
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No W<¢> E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . . . s
ol B . o| B . o| B . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 2| E| 2| 28|82 c|8|E|¢ i i
S12 85888 s|2|¢8|¢g ¢ [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 6/2/12
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale: TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class lll management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-12
Moffat County Road 134
(southbound)
(Segment 1210)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix | 1-1078
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KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600
N
W< P E
S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-12
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1210)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 10/24/2011

District White River FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

[

! 3
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-

|| ewmexeo ]

! 1

Project Location

(@] o o

1. Project Name 4. Location Colo. SH-64 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- " (NB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-1
WR-13 Township_3N
3. VRM Class Range_100W
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 9
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway and pyramidal 345-kV
I Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structures.
'S
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
2 skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line and markers.
& Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
3 brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line.
° tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
E '% sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Course steel lattice structures, and
E '% smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES - :
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
-| 8 | & >| & 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| Bl 8| e|c|s|8|zel 5|88 [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl =2 2|8|=2|2|2|3|=2|3]|2 — -
2 Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/11
2 Color X
L
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-13
Colo State Highway 64
(northbound)
(Segment 1210)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/24/2011

District White River FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Colo.SH-64 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - (SB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-1
WR-14 Township_3N
3. VRM Class Range_100W
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 9

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

[

! 3
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-

|| ewmexeo ]

! 1

Project Location

Final EIS

s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway and pyramidal 345-kV
% Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structures.
w
" Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
Z skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line and markers.
x Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
a brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line.
°© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
ﬁ 5 sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strongly pyramidal steel lattice structures o (@] o o
x and guys, and tubular conductors. ©
w
" Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
Z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
© KOP Location
w Course steel lattice structures, and
35 h guys and conductors Feet
B2 smooth guy : 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . . w E
L AND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No s
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . :
DEGREE OF a ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST - N N
o| & | 8 | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| S| §| el e8| 8|¢|ls|8|8|¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl 2| 2| 8|=|2|2|8|=2|3]|=2 — —
@ Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
é Color X
Texture X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:
Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply KOP WR-14
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures .
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts. Colo State Highway 64
(southbound)
Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP. (Segment 1210)
2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 10/24/2011

District White River FO

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET
Resource Area

[

! '
ARIZONA ‘ “ NEW M[‘X\CO—L

| f — - ——

Project Location

O

e}

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Colo.SH-64 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - (WB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
WR-15 Township_3N
3. VRM Class Range_100W
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 9
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway and pyramidal 230-kV
x Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structures.
w
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
E skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line and markers.
x Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
3 brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line.
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
E 5 sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
§ guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
O
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [~ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF W @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
o] & . | & . | & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 5| 2|g|E|ls|¢e|l¢g|8lzgle Yes [~ No (Explai i
Sl 85|58 85|58 ¢8s [ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
2 Color
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-15
Colo State Highway 64
(westbound)
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix |
F \DAHOQ“I*“TVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 -
(September 1985) !
UNITED STATES b
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/24/2010 AR
KOP Photograph BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT o
District White River FO - ‘
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET - —
Resource Area coLofAoo™
,,,,, -
Activity (program) 1= N o
,,,,, |
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION 7 o
1. Project Name 4. Location_Colo SH-64 | > Location L ‘
TransWest Express Sketch aRiZoNA | NEW MEXICO-
- - (EB) Pl f—-—=H
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2 L - :
WR-16 Township 2N Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_101W
IV (VRI Class I11) Section 33
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar cliffs, and rolling and angular Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, columnar utility poles
§ ridges. Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. and fence posts.
w Strong vertical and angular lines of Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
§ cliffs, ridges and skyline. Angular side | brush and linear roadside grasses. utility poles, fence posts and markers.
slopes.
& Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and light
3 brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden tan to brown utility poles and fence posts.
O tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway, utility poles,
E 5 sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. fence posts and markers. o
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION ©
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice @)
2 structures and guys, and tubular O
2 conductors. o
" Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
= guys, and curvilinear conductors.
« Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
w Course steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
E g smooth guys and conductors. Feet
0 1,950 3,900 7,800
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM N
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource w E
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF ) ? @) (Explain on reverse side) s
CONTRAST N N N
o| & » o| 8 . >| & . 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 85| 2| s|5|g|2|s|8|¢5|¢8 — i i
Sl 8|5 2|8|s|8|¢8|§8 ¢ [ Yes |_ No (Explain on reverse side)
@ Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
k3] Color X
w
Texture
TRANSWEST EXPRESS

Rationale:
The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-16
Colo State Highway 64
(eastbound)
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/24/2010

District White River FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location 5. Location
. Rangely

TransWest Express Sketch

- - Residential Road
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
WR-17 Township_IN
3. VRM Class Range_102W
i Section_1

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW M[‘X\CO—L
|

'
|

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

O
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

s Planar cliffs and rolling and angular Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Ribbon roadway, columnar utility poles
§ ridges. Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. and fence posts. Amorphous oil pad and
pyramidal pump jack.
w Strong angular lines of vertical cliffs, Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway, and vertical
§ ridges and skyline. Angular side brush and linear roadside grasses. pump jack and utility poles.
slopes.
x Very light, medium, and dark tan to Olive green pinyon-juniper and medium olive Light to medium grey roadway. Light tan
3 brown landforms. green sagebrush. Orange riparian shrubs. to brown utility poles and fence posts.
© Golden tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses.. | Dark brown pump jack.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway, pump jack
E ’% sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. and utility poles.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
P structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
W Course steel lattice structures, and
é '5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [v Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF M ? @) (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
o] & o| & o| B 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| el&|8|8|¢e|ls|8|l3¢e [~ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
Gl = 2| z|a| 22|28 =22 =z - *
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
5 Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
lE) Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply

with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-17
Rangely Residential Road
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/24/2010

District White River FO

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Colo SH-139 | > Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - (SB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
WR-18 Township_1N
3. VRM Class Range_101W
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 7

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Project Location

O

O

O

s Planar cliffs and rolling and angular Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, overhead conductors,
§ ridges. Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. columnar utility poles and fence posts.
w Strong angular lines of vertical cliffs, Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway, curvilinear
E ridges and skyline. Angular side brush and linear roadside grasses. conductors, and vertical utility poles,
slopes. fence posts and markers.
x Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
3 brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden conductors. Light tan to brown utility
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses. poles and fence posts.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway, utility poles,
é 5 sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. fence posts and markers.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
" Course steel lattice structures, and
E E smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . -
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF M @ 3 (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST . N -
>| 8 . o| & N o| 8 L 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| 2| s|E|s|2e|&s|8|s|¢ [ Yes | No (Explain on reverse side
gls|z|2|8|=s|=2|2|8|3]=]|¢2 = - No (Bxp )
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
o Color X
w
Texture X

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply

with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-18
Colo State Highway 139
(southbound)
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

'
|

i
NEW MEXICO-
] -

3 |
-~ ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

O

O

O

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-18
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 10/24/2010

District White River FO

Resource Area

[
- ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-
|| ewmexeo ]
| 1

Project Location

Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
L. Project Name 4. Location_Colo SH-139 | > Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
" - (NB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-2
WR-19 Township_1N
3. VRM Class Range 101W
111 (VRI Class 111) Section 18
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar cliffs and rolling and angular Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, columnar utility poles
5 ridges. Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. and fence posts.
w
W Strong angular lines of vertical cliffs, Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway, and vertical
Z ridges and skyline. Angular side brush and linear roadside grasses. utility poles, fence posts and markers.
slopes.
z Very light, medium, and dark tan to Olive green pinyon-juniper and medium olive Light to medium grey roadway. Light tan
a brown landforms. green sagebrush. Orange riparian shrubs. to brown utility poles and fence posts.
°© Golden tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses..
_w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway, utility poles,
é 5 sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. fence posts and markers.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
a structures, guys, and conductors.
o
w Course steel lattice structures, and
X
ws smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) .
DEGREE OF ( ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N N N
> g » > g » > g » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
;,é, E g E g g g § ;,é, E g § [~ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
K} Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

@]

O

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,450 2,900 5,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-19
Colorado State Hwy 139
(northbound)
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS Appendix | 1-1087
{ I\ \DAHOQ“I\;“VVV 1,\,,4‘4,rf‘\1"
{ i
Form 8400-4 I
(September 1985) |
UNITED STATES - ~
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 10/24/2010 4
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT = -
District White River FO - “
KOP Photog raph VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET — =
Resource Area NEVADA CgLORADo*"
Activity (program) I S B i
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION | | [ -7~ J ol
1. Project Name 4. Location Moffat 5. Location | = T
TransWest Express - Sketch S amizona | NEW MEXICO
County Rd. -~ | ]
2. Key Observation Point ﬁss Please see Figure 3.12-2 L ‘ ‘ |
WR-20 ownship_ss . .
Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_104W
1 Section_35
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar cliffs and rolling and angular Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, columnar utility poles.
z ridges. Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses.
w
w Strong angular lines of vertical cliffs, Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
% ridges and skyline. Angular side brush and linear roadside grasses. utility poles.
slopes.
« Very light, medium, and dark tan to Olive green pinyon-juniper and tanish olive | Light to medium tan roadway and utility
3 brown landforms. green sagebrush. Golden tan to brown poles.
© rabbit brush and grasses..
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway and smooth
E '%_‘ sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. utility poles..
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES ©
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice o
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors. ©
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular (@]
2 guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice ©
3 structures, guys, and conductors.
(8]
o Course steel lattice structures, and KOP Location
A=) smooth guys and conductors.
i Feet
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [~ SHORT TERM  LONG TERM o 130 2700 5:400
FEATURES . . _ N
L ANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [¥ No w E
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES - :
DEGREE OF (Explain on reverse side)
@) (3] (©)] s
CONTRAST N N .
| 8 | & | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| E| 5| e| 5| E|8|¢e|5|8|8|¢e [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
Bl 2|2|8|=|2|2|a8|=2|3|32 — —
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
K3 Color X
w
Texture X
] TRANSWEST EXPRESS
Rationale:

Where the Project visually parallels an existing transmission line, access roads, and vegetation clearing, the project would comply
with VRM Class Il management objectives. Contrasts in these situations would be moderate or weak. Mitigation measures
(VR-3, VR-4, VR-6, and VR-7) would further reduce contrasts.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-20
Moffet County
Baxter Pass Road
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

'
|

G ERRNE ]
[ DAHG— 11T | I S——

i
NEW MEXICO-
] -

3 |
-~ ARIZONA ‘
|

Project Location

O
C
O
O
O
C
KOP Location
Feet
0 1,350 2,700 5,400

S

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-20
Simulated Condition
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date 10/24/2010

District White River FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name 4. Location BLM 5. Location
TransWest Express - Sketch
- - Recreation Rd. (WB)
2. Key Observation Point ] Please see Figure 3.12-2
WR-21 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_103W
IV (VRI Class 1V) Section 23
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar horizontal and angular ridges. | Organic planar surface of pinyon-juniper Planar roadway, cuboid pump station and
§ Angular side slopes. and organic clumps of sagebrush and utility buildings.
rabbit brush.
w Strong angular lines of skyline. Indistinct lines in surface of pinyon-juniper, | Linear horizontal roadway. Horizontal
% Angular side slopes and foreground sagebrush, rabbit brush and grasses. and vertical buildings.
ridgeline.
x Very light, medium, and dark brown Dark olive pinyon-juniper. Light tan to Light to medium tan roadway. White
3 slopes. brown rabbit brush and grasses and light pump station buildings and olive utility
© to medium tan sagebrush. buildings.
w | Smooth to moderate landform. Smooth to coarse pinyon-juniper, grasses Smooth gravel roadway and buildings.
é E and sagebrush.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
2 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
E guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é .’5_‘ smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM [¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDIWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ) ;
DEGREE OF a @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST R R .
| 8 -| & | 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8| e|5|8|8|¢e|c|8|§| ¢ [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side)
sl = 2|z|a|l=2|2|z2z|8|=2|2| =z — 7
2 Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
2 Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

! .
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW V\/\E‘X\CO—L
|

Project Location

O
O
O
O
O
O
O
KOP Location
Feet

0 1,950 3,900 7,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-21
BLM Recreation Road
(westbound)
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS

2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |

KOP Photograph

Structures Location and Height

Form 8400-4
(September 1985)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date 10/24/2010

District White River FO

Resource Area

Activity (program)

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
TransWest Express

4. Location_BLM
Recreation Rd. (SB)

2. Key Observation Point

WR-22 Township_2S
3. VRM Class Range_103W
IV (VRI Class 1V) Section 25

5. Location
Sketch

Please see Figure 3.12-2

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

[

! 3
ARIZONA ! NEW MEXICO-

|| ewmexeo ]

! 1

Project Location

s Planar horizontal and angular ridges. Organic planar surface of pinyon-juniper Planar roadway, cuboid pump station and
§ Angular side slopes. and organic clumps of sagebrush and utility buildings.
rabbit brush.
w Strong angular lines of skyline. Indistinct lines in surface of pinyon-juniper, | Linear horizontal roadway. Horizontal
z Angular side slopes and foreground sagebrush, rabbit brush and grasses. and vertical buildings.
ridgeline.
Very light, medium, and dark brown Dark olive pinyon-juniper. Light tan to Light to medium tan roadway. White
§ slopes. brown rabbit brush and grasses and light pump station buildings and olive utility
8 to medium tan sagebrush. buildings.
w | Smooth to moderate landform. Smooth to coarse pinyon-juniper, grasses | Smooth gravel roadway and buildings.
E 5 and sagebrush.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Strongly pyramidal steel lattice structures
§ and guys, and tubular conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
§ structures, guys, and conductors.
w Course steel lattice structures, and
é “é smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM ¥ LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LAND/WATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [+ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES . .
DEGREE OF (1) @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N . R
>| & . | & » o| & » 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| s|2|&8|38|s|¢e|&8|¢8|3)|c¢e [ Yes [ No (Explain on reverse side
alz=| 2| 2|8|=2|3|2|8|=2]%3]|32 - - (Explai v ide)
- Form X | Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line x | M. Paulson 10/24/10
K] Color X
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.
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KOP Location
Feet
0 4,950 9,900 19,800

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-22
BLM Recreation Road
(southbound)
(Segment 1220)
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) .
Form 8400-4 !
(September 1985) -
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Date 06/02/2012 -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
District White River FO
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET NEVADA
Resource Area : ] | S B
Activity (orogram) | | 70
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION n "‘
1. Project Name : 5. Location Co '
Transwest Express 4. Location_Moffat Co. Sketch { ARIZONA ! “ | New MrgicoL
2 Kev Ob o Point Rd. 23 (SB) L . L
. Key Observation Poin Please see Figure 3.12-1 H H
WR.23 Township_1N Project Location
3. VRM Class Range_102W
IV (VRI Class 111) Section 33
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar gravel road.
x Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses.
'S
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Horizontal and curvilinear road edges.
B skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses.
x Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium reddish brown roadway.
3 brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium.
E § sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses.
O
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES o
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice )
2 structures and guys, and tubular ©
2 conductors.
O
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
z guys, and curvilinear conductors.
x Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
3 structures, guys, and conductors. -
8 KOP Location
W Course steel lattice structures, and Feet
X
ws smooth guys and conductors. 0 1,450 2,900 5,800
N
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES ; ) ) w E
2. Does project design meet visual resource
LAND/WATER management objectives? [¥ Yes [ No
No 9009|e BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES ; jectives® 1= — s
DEGREE OF O @ @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST R N R
-| 8 -| 8 -| 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| §| el |8 8|¢g|s|8|8|¢e [ Yes [~ No (Explain on reverse side)
alz=|3|2|8|=|3|2|8|=2]|z2|32 — —
2 Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
ﬁ Color X
Texture X TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT
Rationale:
The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong
(and all other) contrasts in the landscape. KOP WR-23
Moffat County Rd. 23
Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP. (Southbound)
(Segment 1220)

Final EIS 2015



TransWest Express EIS

Appendix |
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Form 8400-4
(September 1985)
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Date 10/24/2011

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

District White River FO

'

|
ARIZONA ‘ ! NEW MEXICO~
|

Project Location

Resource Area
Activity (program)
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. Location Blue Mt. Rd 5. Location
TransWest Express Sketch
- - (NB)
2. Key Observation Point . Please see Figure 3.12-1
WR-25 Township_3N
3. VRM Class Range_100W
IV (VRI Class 111) Section 9
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
s Planar rolling and angular ridges. Organic clumps of pinyon-juniper, rabbit Planar roadway, pyramidal 345-kV
x Angular side slopes. brush, sagebrush and grasses. transmission line structure and columnar
- H-frame poles.
w Strong angular lines of ridges and Indistinct pinyon-juniper, sagebrush, rabbit | Linear horizontal roadway and vertical
2 skyline. Angular side slopes. brush and linear roadside grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
« Very light, medium, and dark tan to Dark olive green pinyon-juniper and Light to medium grey roadway and
a brown landforms. medium olive green sagebrush. Golden transmission line. Light tan to brown H-
© tan to brown rabbit brush and grasses. frame and dark green markers.
w | Smooth to moderate landforms. Coarse pinyon-juniper, rabbit brush and Smooth to medium roadway,
ﬁ § sagebrush. Smooth to coarse grasses. transmission line, H-frame and markers.
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
Strongly pyramidal steel lattice
13 structures and guys, and tubular
2 conductors.
w Vertical steel lattice structures, angular
% guys, and curvilinear conductors.
& Light silver to dark grey steel lattice
é structures, guys, and conductors.
" Course steel lattice structures, and
E 5 smooth guys and conductors.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [ SHORT TERM LONG TERM
FEATURES . . .
LANDWATER 2. Does project design meet visual resource
management objectives? [ Yes [ No
BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES X .
DEGREE OF a ? @ (Explain on reverse side)
CONTRAST N . .
| & o| 8 -] 8 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
S| 8| 8|e| 58| 8 e|s|¢8|§| ¢ [ Yes [_ No (Explain on reverse side)
al=|z|2|a8|=2|2|2|3|=2|3]|2 — -
- Form X Evaluator’s Names Date
é Line X M. Paulson 10/24/10
k3 Color
w
Texture X
Rationale:

The Project would be consistent with VRM Class IV management objectives. This management objective allows for strong

(and all other) contrasts in the landscape.

Please refer to the table at the beginning of this Appendix for visual contrast rating analysis criteria and evaluations for this KOP.

KOP Location

Feet
0 1,400 2,800 5,600

TRANSWEST EXPRESS
TRANSMISSION PROJECT

KOP WR-25
Blue Mountain Road
(northbound)
(Segment1210)
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