RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COORDINATING COMMITTEE

Public Lands Section
State Office Building — Room 5112
June 12, 2007 - 9:00am

Minutes
Members Present: Others Present:
ZAREKARIZI, Susan - Div. Parks and Recreation WRIGHT, Carolyn - PLPCO

GRIERSON, Dave — FFSL
GUNNELL, Roy — UDAF
TATUM, KARIN - DEQ/Drinking Water

RUPLE, John - PLPCO
HUNSAKER, Lori - PLPCO
MOWER, Mike - GOPB

BARRUS, Russ — Div. Water Resources
GRUBAUGH-LITTIG, Pam - DOGM
CLARK, Robert - DEQ/Air Quality

HARJA, John - PLPCO
GARCIA, Tim, USFS
BENNETT, John - GOPB

LINDSEY, Sarah - DWR

HARTY, Kimm- UGS

PECORELLI, Mike - DEQ/DERR
SEDDON, Matt — History
MARSHALL, Shane — UDOT
QUICK, Shelly - DEQ/WQ
CLAYTON, Boyd - Div. Water Rights
GUNNELL, Roy — UDAF

BOHN, Ralph - DSHW

JEMMING, Jonathan - PLPCO
PAYNE, Val - PLPCO
KAHLOW, Kathy — Forest Service

Susan Zarekarizi, Chair, called the meeting to order at approximately 9:00 a.m.
l. Approval of Minutes

The minutes of the May 8th meeting were amended by Pam Grubaugh-L.ittig to read
There are several applications (plural) to reactivate mines. Delete the paragraph about BLM, it
refers to Lori’s discussion on the same project. The minutes from the May 8, 2007 were approved
by Pamela Grubaugh-Littig, seconded by Kimm Harty. The motion passed unanimously.

1. Wild and Scenic Rivers Suitability Study - Val Payne (PLPCO)

Val, PLPCO, introduced Kathy Kahlow who is the District Ranger for the Kamas
District Forest Service, Team Leader on the joint effort for the State and Forest Service on
conducting the Wild and Scenic River Suitability Study statewide on the six Forests in the State.
He wanted to share with the committee the same information he has prepared for the public in
scoping meetings. Please see attached briefing paper.

LeRay McAllister — John Bennett

The Utah Quality Growth Commission organization has the responsibility to administer
the LeRay McCallister fund among other things. It was established in 1999 as part of the Quality
Growth Act and has 13 members who are appointed by the Governor with consent of the Senate
and they are nominated by a variety of interests. Please see attached power point presentation.

Il. Reports from Agencies on Any Anticipated Projects

Dave Grierson, Division of Forestry Fire and State Lands, (DFFSL), reported there
are two proposals on the RDCC Management listing, Green River X - Oil and Gas Lease



Nomination comments due June 25, 2007. Green River XI - Oil and Gas Lease
Nomination, comments due June 22, 2007.

Pam Grubaugh-L.ittig, DOGM, had nothing to report at this time however; the Lila
Canyon permit has been issued (May 18, 2007)

Kimm Harty, Utah Geological Survey, reported an update on the Snake Valley well
drilling program. UGS hopes to start drilling by the end of this month. Phase one would include
eight wells that will be drilled in Utah adjacent to the Nevada border. The wells are situated in
Millard and Beaver Counties. Ultimately they are going to be drilling more than the eight but,
eight of them will be drilled this summer

Lori Hunsaker, PLPCO, reported they are going to be working with John Bennett soon
to get the 98404 Compliance done on the LeRay McCallister fund. They continue to work on the
programmatic agreement for Holly pipeline (south) and also they are coordinating between
federal and state agencies on the abandoned mine programmatic agreement to speed up the
process.

Shane Marshall, UDOT, reported they have a couple of drafts coming out next month.
An EIS in Logan, EA SR-12 in Escalante Boulder. They also have a wetland mitigation bank in
Utah County near Lehi on the north side of Utah Lake. UDOT just started the process and it
should be started by next month.

Mike Mower, GOPB, introduced himself as the new State Planning Coordinator; he
works in the Governor’s Office and also GOPB.

Tim Garcia, Forest Service, reported the Forest Plan Revision is on hold indefinitely for
the National Forests - Manti La-Sal, Ashley, Fishlake and Dixie as a result of an injunction in 9"
Circuit on insufficient analysis of the 2005 Planning Rule related specifically to ESA and NEPA
Compliance. The Forest Service Supervisor and staff on those Forests have those plans on hold
until the Forest Service hears from our Council, Washington and 9™ Circuit.

Jonathan Jemming (Jonny), (RDCC Director), Mike Mower is the new State Planning
Coordinator for the state. The function of the RDCC legally and practically is to assist the State
Planning Coordinator. The Committee will be working closer with Mike Mower over the next
few months to get further direction.

Over the last two years, we have seen a lot of development with RDCC with new faces at
the table and a lot of new projects and planning ideas coming forward. Jonny has begun an
RDCC road show, educating the new county folks about how the RDCC operates within state
government, and informing them how we can assist the counties in their planning function and
project review function and how to give them a voice in federal funding as well.

One of the things that it has lead to is the municipalities also see that the RDCC as
something that needs to be listened to because it has helped them with their planning process. The road show will coni
development/planning projects that are occurring because that helps them to make better planning
decisions as they look at into water, air, wildlife, archaeology, transportation and cultural
resources etc. This will be the theme for our expanding role.

Some advice he would like to give the Committee, when you receive comments on your
own projects it is really important for you to respond to them in some way. This is very



important for both legal and political reasons. The RDCC is the avenue for the Governor and the
State Planning Coordinator to receive public comments and it is really important for us to
meaningfully respond in some way. When you make comment, make sure you make them in
positive ways and try to avoid personal tones and comments, let’s do our best as agency
representatives to take out the personality’s and get to the issues because it helps as it goes up the
ladder in the review process and consistency review. It also helps to keep the relationship with
other agencies as a positive one.

Boyd Clayton, Division of Water Rights, nothing to comment on at this time except a
heads up on a project that is coming soon, they have been negotiating with the NPS on Arches
National Park and Natural Bridges and they are getting close to a settlement.

Bob Clark, Div. Air Quality, reported that over the last couple of years, the Division of
Air Quality has been trying to encourage land management agencies, especially those that
produce Environmental Impact Statements, Environmental Assessments, and Resource
Management Plans, to consider the “overall cumulative impacts” of all proposed oil and gas
developments in an area, on the air quality of the region. Currently there seems to be little
thought given to the cumulative effect of multiple projects in any given area. Each of these
projects, when considered individually, may not create sufficient harmful emissions that could
place an area in jeopardy of violating a National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS), but
when considering the cumulative effect of several projects, the overall effect can be significant.

Over the past 10 — 15 years the ambient concentration of ozone, a criteria pollutant
defined in the Clean Air Act (CAA) as a pollutant created by the chemical interaction of volatile
organic compounds (VOC) and oxides of nitrogen (NO,) in the presence of high temperatures,
has increased from approximately 65 ppb to 73 ppb in rural areas of Utah. The current NAAQS
for ozone is 80 ppb, but the EPA is now proposing to lower that standard to between 70 and 75
ppb based on a variety of scientific reasons including health considerations.

With the already tightened national standard for particulate matter (2007) and the
impending tightening of the national standard for ozone (2008), it is imperative that land
management agencies begin to consider the cumulative effects of harmful emissions on the air
quality of the regions under their management authority.

John Ruple, PLPCO, thanked everyone who provided comments on the Qil Sands
Leasing EIS, there were several thousand pages to review on the EIS and he appreciated everyone
who took the time to review the document. PLPCO received about 15 pages of comments.

John Harja, Acting Director of the Public Lands Office, reported the comments on the
predecisional draft of the programmatic Oil Shale Leasing EIS were very helpful. Because the
draft was pre-decisional, and not for public comment, the comments will not be posted. The draft
Oil Shale EIS will be released publically later this summer, and will have a 90 day review.

In terms of the Air Quality discussion from Bob Clark, the BLM, Forest Service, and
NPS needs to realize the basin-wide scope of the issue in terms of development. Oil shale is in
the same basin, which actually extends into Colorado. The piece meal approach to the issue is
beginning to have difficulties. A regional look may be necessary, and BLM is giving
consideration to the idea.

The Nevada water project saga continues. Hugh Hurlow from UGS has the state’s drilling
program underway. He spends a lot of time out in the West Desert explaining what is going on.



The state is trying to make sure that we have wells in place that identifies base line levels of
water, so if pumping ever occurs we know what is happening.

V. Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at approximately 10:22 am, the next meeting will be held July 10,
2007, Sea Gull Room (east building).



BRIEFING GUIDE FOR WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS SUITABILITY STUDY FOR
NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM LANDS IN UTAH
OVERVIEW OF WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS (WSR) PROCESS
A four-step process will be followed to consider potential rivers and streams for Wild

and Scenic River Designation.

Eligibility: An objective inventory of river conditions. A stream segment must be free-
flowing and have at least one outstanding remarkable value (ORV) to be Eligible.
Classification: River segments are classified as wild, scenic, or
recreational based on the level of development and access along the

river corridor. (e.g. “wild” — little access/development)
Suitability: The suitability step considers the question, “Is it
worthy to pursue a Congressional designation?”
Designation: Once a segment passes the previous
three steps it can be forwarded to the Secretary of
Agriculture for delivery to Congress for consideration.

FOREST SERVICE AND STATE OF UTAH TO COOPERATE IN WILD AND
SCENIC RIVERS SUITABILITY EFFORT

The Forest Service has completed the first two steps of this process. In May
2007, the State of Utah and the National Forests in Utah officially initiated a
process to answer the suitability questions found in step three of the
process. At the end of the study process in approximately 1.5 years, an
Environmental Impact Statement will be completed and a list of recommended
suitable river segments will be presented to Congress. (This may result in the
designation of some Wild and Scenic Rivers in Utah by Congress.)

Suitability will provide an opportunity to discuss many aspects of the WSR
process that were not relevant during the eligibility discussion. Public open
houses and a couple of comment periods (Scoping and DEIS), will provide an
opportunity to discuss, “Does it make sense to pursue Congressional
designation?” In order to answer that question we will look at (but not be limited
to):

— Is this river a ‘worthy addition’ to the national system?

— Tradeoffs between development and protection

— Status of land ownership

— Potential uses of the land and related waters

— Interest in designation or non-designation by federal, state, local,
tribal, public and others

— Estimated costs for management and protection of ORVs

— Ability of agency to manage and/or protect the river

— Historical or existing rights which could be affected

apbhwnN ek

o0 ~N O

4
Designation

3
Suitability



1
Eligibility
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Classification

BASIC PROJECT TIMELINE

May 2007 — Notice of Intent Published in Federal Register

May-June 2007 — Public Scoping Period/Open Houses

November 2007 — Draft Environmental Impact Statement Released for Comment

Spring/Summer 2008 — Final Environmental Impact Statement

UPCOMING PUBLIC OPEN HOUSES 4:00-8:00 P.M.

May 3, Lyman, WY — Town Hall (7:00 PM)

May 7, Paradox, CO — Paradox Town Community Center (in basement of old red

church)

May 8, Moab — The MARC — Arts and Recreation Center, 111 E. 100 N.

May 9, Castle Dale — Emery County Courthouse, 75 E. Main Street

May 10, Ephraim — Snow College Rasmussen Conference Center (in Greenwood

Student Center), 270 E. 100 N. (College Ave)

May 15, Richfield — Snow College-Richfield, 800 W. 200 S.

May 16, Cedar City — Library in the Park, 303 N. 100 E.

May 17, Escalante — Interagency Visitor's Center, 755 W. Main Street

May 22, Logan - BRAG Conference Room, 170 N. Main Street

May 23, Park City — Miners Hospital, 1354 Park Ave

May 24, Vernal — Western Park Convention Center, 302 E. 200 S.

May 29, Heber City — Wasatch County Senior Center, 465 E. 1200 S.

May 30, Oakley -Town Hall 960 W. Center St.

May 31, Provo — Courtyard by Marriott, 1600 N Freedom Blvd.

June 5, St. George — Dixie Center, 1835 Convention Center Drive

June 7, Salt Lake City — Salt Lake City Library, 210 E. 400 S.

CONTACT INFORMATION

We hope that you will stay involved with us through this WSR suitability process.

Feel free to contact us anytime or visit our website for up-to-date information.
Cathy Kahlow, Forest Service, (435) 783-4338 Val Payne, State of Utah, (801)
537-9297 Loyal Clark, Forest Service (Northern Utah), (801) 342-5117 Kenton
Call, Forest Service (Southern Utah), (435) 865-3730

PROJECT WEBSITE, NATIONAL WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS WEBSITE

Our project website can be found at http://www.fs.fed.us/r4/rivers/ or for more

information about the National WSR system http://www.rivers.gov




