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      Kane County Commission 
      Mark W. Habbeshaw, Chairman 
      76 N. Main 
      Kanab, UT  84741 
 
January 31, 2007 
 
Susan Baughman 
Oil and Gas Leasing Project Manager 
1798 N. Wedgewood Lane 
Cedar City, UT  84720 
 
Re: Oil and Gas Leasing EIS scoping comments 
 
Dear Susan, 
 
Kane County appreciates the opportunity to provide scoping comments in this planning 
effort.  Kane County is within a portion of the Dixie NF and would derive economic 
benefit from successful oil and gas leasing projects approved on forest land within the 
county.   
 
It is unknown what potential oil or gas reserves may lay within the county but the 
extraction of oil, gas or minerals has the potential to change the county from a oil, gas 
and mineral bearing county to a oil, gas or mineral producing county. 
 
That change would not only bring economic benefit to the county but it would also 
change the county’s status regarding the distribution of oil, gas and mineral lease funding 
with in the State of Utah.   
 
Needless to say, the county is supportive of responsible resource extraction and would 
offer our assistance at whatever level may be appropriate as this planning process moves 
forward. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mark W. Habbeshaw 
Commission Chairman 
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              January 28, 2007 
By fax and by e‐mail 
 
Susan Baughman 
Oil and Gas Leasing Project Manager 
Dixie National Forest  
1789 N. Wedgewood Lane  
Cedar City, Utah 84720.  
 
Re: Scoping Comments – Oil and Gas Leasing Environmental Impact Statement for 

the Dixie National Forest. 
 
Dear Ms. Baughman: 
 
Trout Unlimited (TU) is a non-profit conservation organization that has more than 
155,000 members dedicated to conserving, protecting and restoring North America’s 
trout and salmon fisheries and their watersheds.  Since 1959, TU has dedicated staff and 
volunteers toward the protection of sensitive ecological systems necessary to support 
robust native and wild trout and salmon populations in their respective range. TU 
recognizes that the value of public lands is unparalleled in providing habitat to coldwater 
fisheries, drinking water, wildlife habitat and public recreation opportunities.  
 
TU has a strong base in Utah with over 2,000 members. Through passion, commitment 
and agency cooperation, these volunteers have been active for years in coldwater 
fisheries issues throughout Utah and many members enjoy fishing, hunting, hiking, 
wildlife watching, and other pastimes on the recreation-rich Dixie National Forest. 
 
Trout Unlimited is not against oil and gas leasing and/or development as a use of our 
public lands. Rather, we are for responsible development that does not prescribe oil and 
gas the dominant land use and includes setting aside special areas, proper stipulations, 
effective mitigations, and enforcement of environmental safeguards so as to ensure the 
protection of fish, wildlife, and their habitats. That being said, we are concerned that oil 
and gas leasing, and the exploration and development that naturally follows leasing, 
creates an irretrievable commitment of public resources that can have deleterious impacts 
on coldwater fisheries and wildlife habitat.  We are specifically concerned about potential 
impacts from energy development that could harm coldwater aquatic habitats and 
watershed conditions necessary to support the long-term sustainability of native aquatic 
species including Bonneville and Colorado River cutthroat trout. In addition, as 
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sportsmen and conservationists, we are concerned about the impacts of oil and gas 
activities to hunting and game species found on the Fishlake National Forest.      
 
Trout Unlimited offers the following comments to be considered in the drafting of the 
forest-wide Oil and Gas Environmental Impact Statement. We request that our comments 
be fully considered and incorporated into the draft alternatives. 
 
1.) Protect native trout 
 
Native trout are of particular interest and importance to our members, many of whom 
would prefer to catch a wild native trout over a much larger hatchery raised fish or even a 
wild trout not native to Utah (such as a Rainbow, Brook, or Brown trout).  Indeed, many 
of our members, and fly fishermen around the West, will travel great distances, spend a 
lot of money, and hike several miles simply to have the chance to catch a wild, native 
trout. Indigenous to the Dixie National Forest are Bonneville and Colorado River 
cutthroat trout. 
 
These native trout both have conservation agreements “Conservation Agreement and 
Strategy for Colorado River Cutthroat Trout Oncorhynchus clarki pleuriticus in the 
States of Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming, April 2001 and “Range-wide Conservation 
Agreement and  Strategy for Bonneville Cutthroat Trout Oncorhynchus clarki utah, 
December, 2000” to guide their conservation and restoration. These conservation 
agreements need to be incorporated into the development of Draft Alternatives. The 
Forest Service should make it a priority to protect these trout and their watersheds by 
prohibiting all oil and gas activities – including leasing – unless there is a complete 
understanding of impacts and effective stipulations are in place to ensure the continued 
conservation and restoration of these fisheries. 
 
Should leasing occur, the Forest Service should do everything possible to keep surface 
occupancy and disturbances out of these areas by requiring a No Surface Occupancy 
(NSO) stipulation that also precludes surface disturbances such as roads in riparian areas, 
wetlands, and 100 year flood plains. Due to the deleterious impacts of sedimentation on 
natural trout recruitment, adequate buffers that prohibit surface occupancy or disturbance 
within at least 500 feet should be maintained for all stream riparian areas. Sediment input 
levels must not be increased above baseline conditions, especially if sensitive fish 
populations are involved. This is consistent with findings in the Dixie and Fishlake 
National Forests June 2006, “Comprehensive Evaluation Report Summary” that, at 
chapter 2.2.3.2. Fisheries, lists road systems in riparian areas as one of the main threats to 
achieving desired conditions for these Bonneville and Colorado River Cutthroat trout. 
 
2.) Protect recreational fisheries, wildlife, and hunting and fishing opportunities 
 
In addition to protecting native trout, any oil and gas leasing decision should protect 
those lakes, streams, and important wildlife habitats that offer high quality hunting and 
fishing opportunities.  In debates over oil and gas development, much is often said about 
the economic benefits to local communities from oil and gas developments. Little is said, 



 3

however, about the economic benefits of activities such as recreational fishing, which in 
2001 alone poured over $400 million into state and federal coffers as well as the pockets 
of many small business owners who sold fishing equipment (including cars and trucks), 
licenses, gas and groceries, etc. to anglers.1 With renowned hunting areas and fisheries 
making the forest a destination for sportsmen throughout the state, the importance of fish 
and wildlife and their habitats needs to be at the forefront of any leasing decision.   

Hunting and fishing provide important social and economic benefits to local 
communities. Allowing oil and gas activities to harm these uses (and, in the process, 
drive away those who value the forest for these uses) would ultimately change not only 
the quality of experience on the forest, but the quality of life in the surrounding 
communities.   The Forest Service should fully weigh the socio-economics of energy 
development in the forest against any diminished social and economic benefits resulting 
from a loss of hunting and fishing opportunities or reduced hunter/angler satisfaction 
resulting from oil and gas activities on the forest.   
 
3.) Protect high value fisheries  
 
The State of Utah employs a system for evaluating the fisheries potential of any stream.  
Within that system, any stream given Class 1, 2, or 3 status has fishery values high 
enough to warrant protection.  Most, if not all, of the streams on the Dixie National 
Forest fall into one of these three categories, and therefore meet the criteria that Utah has 
set up to identify high value streams that can and should be protected.  Any oil and gas 
leasing decision for the Dixie National Forest should address and reflect that 
classification system, affording the highest level of protection to those streams with the 
highest fisheries potential.   
 
In this regard, several streams warrant mention; some of these offer the potential for 
native trout protection and/or restoration, but all of them either are or have the potential 
to become destination fisheries:2 
Antimony Creek  
Blue Spring Creek  
Bunker Creek  
Butler Creek  
Castle Creek  
Center Creek  
Deer Creek  
Duck Creek  

                                                 
1 See U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service and U.S. Department of 
Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau, 2001 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife‐
Associated Recreation at 5.   
2 By “destination fishery,” we mean a fishery that, because of its aesthetic values or fishery values 
or both, will prompt someone to spend significant time, money, and energy to visit.  (Please note 
in this regard that many of our members value solitude and quiet in a pristine natural setting as 
much as they value an opportunity to catch fish.)  
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East Fork Boulder Creek  
East Fork Sevier River  
Fish Creek  
Leeds Creek  
Mammoth Creek  
North Creek  
Panguitch Creek  
Pine Creek   
Pine Creek    
Pleasant Creek  
Podunk Creek  
Santa Clara River  
South Ash Creek  
Threemile Creek  
West Fork Boulder Creek  
 
4.) Protect important wildlife habitat 
 
The Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR) classifies big game habitat as 
“Critical” and “High Value.” These habitats for deer and elk need to be protected from 
habitat fragmentation and loss as a result of oil and gas activities. Protection from 
development should also be extended to important big game fawning and calving areas 
and important summer range. For those areas where development is suitable, 
development plans should include adaptive mitigation parameters established during the 
oil and gas development and the production periods. For the development of stipulations 
that offer protection to important big game habitats, the best and most recent research 
should be used. For instance, a study by WEST, Inc. (Hall Sawyer, “Sublette Mule Deer 
Study, Wyoming (Phase II):2005 Annual Report”, available at http://www.west-
inc.com/big_game_reports.php) looked at the impacts of oil and gas activities on mule 
deer and found that the Mesa mule deer population in Wyoming decreased by 46 percent 
from 2002 to 2005. Those animals that remained avoided areas of development. This 
kind of impact is unacceptable and NSO stipulations should be enforced for the Fishlake 
National Forest on all high value and critical wildlife habitat to avoid such a population 
decline and the resulting losses in hunting opportunities. 
 
In addition, sage grouse conservation efforts on the Dixie National Forest should not be 
compromised by oil and gas activities.  The best available research on the impacts of oil 
and gas activities to sage grouse needs to be incorporated into any leasing decision. 
Research analysis should include the BLM and energy industry funded study “Greater 
sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus) population response to natural gas field 
development in western Wyoming. PhD Dissertation. University of Wyoming. Laramie, 
Wyoming. 211pp Holloran, M. J. 2005)” and the management guidelines detailed in 
“Connelly, J.W., M. A. Schroeder, A. R. Sands, and C. E. Braun. 2000. Guidelines to 
manage sage grouse populations and their habitats. Wildlife Society Bulletin 28 (4): 967-
985.” Lands critical to sage grouse survival need to be removed from leasing and 
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effective stipulations that prevent loss of habitat and sage grouse populations on lands 
that are made available for leasing should be fully developed and analyzed.  
 
5.) Preserve existing backcountry unroaded and undeveloped areas 
 
Roadless areas provide a vital refuge for fish and wildlife, including native trout, deer and 
elk. For example, over 60 percent of remaining strong populations of Westslope, 
Greenback, and Colorado River cutthroat trout are found in roadless areas and crucial 
areas of security for deer and elk are found only within unroaded, undeveloped lands. 
Moreover, these areas provide valuable backcountry hunting and fishing opportunities for 
sportsmen on the Dixie National Forest.  
 
The protection of these important lands is a crucial part of any leasing decision and needs 
to be thoroughly evaluated. A good place to start identifying and drafting lease 
stipulations for these backcountry Inventoried Roadless Areas in need of protection from 
oil and gas activities is in chapter 2.1.6 the Dixie and Fishlake National Forest’s 
“Comprehensive Evaluation Report Summary: Highlight of Key Conditions and Trends” 
dated June, 2006. This document, produced for the joint Dixie/Fishlake Forest Plan 
Revision, outlines the latest data on undeveloped lands on the forest; currently 50 areas 
comprising 1,059,000 acres as determined in the “Roadless Area Conservation Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (USDA 2000”) and “Dixie and Fishlake Preliminary 
Draft Inventory of Unroaded and Undeveloped Lands (Maps) (USDA 2004a”). 
 
It is important to note that of the 1,059,000 acres of undeveloped land on the Dixie 
National Forest, 776,000 acres comprise 42 Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRA), upon 
which road building is precluded by the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule RACR, 
recently reinstated by U.S. District Court for Northern California and effective on all 
National Forests. At a minimum, these IRA’s need No Surface Occupancy (NSO) 
stipulations that preclude all surface disturbance. By including NSO stipulations, all 
future leasing will be consistent with the 2001 RACR, but will still allow the Forest the 
management flexibility (NSO stipulations can be waived so long as the lessee and the 
lessor both agree to the waiver) to adjust to changes in what has been, and will likely 
continue to be, an evolving management direction. Moreover, NSO stipulations in these 
backcountry Inventoried Roadless Areas will protect fish, wildlife, and sportsmen values 
from the irreversible impacts that oil and gas development would have on these lands.  
 
One other aspect identified in the recent forest planning process that needs to be 
evaluated in this oil and gas leasing EIS are those areas identified as “Special Areas”, 
including “Backcountry Recreation Areas.” Of these areas, the proposed plan states that  

 
“Backcountry Recreation Areas are large, mostly undeveloped landscapes that 
are valued for their rugged and remote recreation opportunities. The areas 
principally feature recreation opportunities in a semi-primitive setting. These are 
special places identified to highlight unique opportunities, characteristics, 
historic features, vistas, destination attractions, or areas that have otherwise 
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developed a sense of place. The management intent is to maintain the existing 
characteristics and features that make the area special.” 

  
Given this management direction, “Backcountry Recreation Areas” are unsuitable for 
mineral activities, as are Recommended Wilderness, Eligible Wild and Scenic Rivers, 
and Semi-Primitive Non-Motorized zones. Therefore, we recommend that these areas be 
made unavailable to leasing so as to protect the qualities that make them special from the 
irreversible impacts of oil and gas activities.  
 
6.) Keep development out of geological hazards and unstable soils  
 
No Surface Occupancy stipulations should be applied to geologic hazards and unstable 
soils and slopes over 35%. These stipulations should apply to the construction of well 
sites, central tank batteries, and to roads. Poor land management practices quite literally 
flow downhill and the harmful impacts of roads to coldwater fisheries are well 
documented (particularly by the Forest Service), causing decreased slope stability, 
increased sedimentation and increased surface runoff.  
 
7.) Impacts to groundwater need to be given a hard look 
 
Impacts to the freshwater aquifer and hydrology should be analyzed and understood. 
There are currently no assurances that the transport of contaminants through a base flow 
from the aquifer to the surface water (should a well blow out or become over pressured) 
will not occur.  This can only be done through sufficient and adequate hydraulic and 
hydrological analysis. Moreover, the effects to springs on the Fishlake National Forest 
due to drilling, ground water pumping, and activities associated with oil and gas 
development needs to be studied. 
 
8.) Preserve landscape integrity  
 
Natural, intact landscapes remain a significant reason the Dixie National Forest is so 
popular with hunters, anglers and recreationists.  Every effort should be made to include 
stipulations that retain the visual integrity of the Dixie and continue to provide a high-
quality experience no matter the level of gas and oil development. To achieve this end, 
view sheds and visual quality objectives need to be analyzed and proper stipulations 
applied.    
 
9.) Air quality is an important issue 
 
Air quality issues should be thoroughly evaluated in order to protect views, clean air and 
to ensure that emissions from oil and gas activities on the Dixie National Forest will not 
have negative impacts.  Such impacts, if not monitored and mitigated with the best 
available technology applications, could be felt downwind throughout a region renowned 
for its views. The potential for acidification of mountain lakes due to oil and gas 
development pollution emissions on the Dixie National Forest is a very real scenario and 
should be included in the EIS analysis; particularly the cumulative air quality impacts 
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posed by developments on state, federal, and private lands. The latest and best available 
technology, such as Tier II or natural gas engines, should be considered as a means for 
reduction of NOx and particle emissions. 
 
10.) Noxious Weeds  
 
Noxious weed spread is a concern because the surface disturbing activities associated 
with oil and gas development leave lands ripe for weed colonization and increased traffic 
provides an obvious seed transport method. This issue and the impacts to fish and 
wildlife should be thoroughly addressed in the EIS. 
 
11.) Cumulative impacts 
 
The cumulative impacts of oil and gas activities on the Dixie National Forest need to be 
thoroughly evaluated. Obviously, the Dixie does not exist in a bubble and those activities 
that occur on the forest are likely to have impacts off forest and vice versa. Moreover, 
many fish and wildlife populations, particularly deer and elk, are migratory and are likely 
to spend winters on lower level BLM, state, or private lands, a consideration that 
highlights the need to address oil and gas development from a landscape perspective and 
make decisions that look beyond the study area.  Due to the recent spark of interest in oil 
and gas in the region, the cumulative impacts of development not only on the Dixie 
National Forest, but on BLM, state and private lands needs to be given a hard look. 
 
12.) Regulatory Process    
 
Because of an emerging understanding of the impacts from oil and gas development to 
fish and wildlife, combined with the difficulty in analyzing impacts from oil and gas 
leasing (and the right to development that it conveys) without specific lease parcels 
identified - something that may occur 10 years or more after this Forest-wide leasing EIS 
– it is prudent that before a decision to lease can be made by the Forest Line Officer on 
proposals from the BLM to offer lease parcels for sale, a more detailed site-specific 
analysis, including a public notice and scoping, must be conducted on the particular lease 
parcel(s) that have been nominated. The results of the scoping period may result in a site-
specific analysis through a supplemental EA or EIS and may indicate that the stipulations 
applied to certain areas as described in the original leasing EIS analysis should be 
changed. Results may also identify areas where more restrictive stipulations should be 
applied depending on conditions such steep slopes, unstable soils, and landslides, or to 
address watershed and water quality issues and ensure the viability of aquatic, terrestrial, 
and plants.   
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment and participate in the land management 
decision making of the Dixie National Forest. Trout Unlimited looks forward to 
continued collaboration on this and other issues pertaining to coldwater fisheries and 
hunting and fishing opportunities on the Dixie National Forest.  
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Respectfully Yours, 
 
 
 
Chris Thomas  
Council Chair  
Utah Council of Trout Unlimited 
962 Canyon Rd 
Logan Utah 84321  
(435) 797-3753  
chris.thomas@usu.edu 
 
 
 
Corey Fisher 
Energy Field Coordinator  
Trout Unlimited  
401 B East Spruce St.  
Missoula, MT 59802 
cfisher@tu.org   
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Nadia Khawam

From: Eric Holt
Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2007 9:16 AM
To: Nadia Khawam
Subject: FW: FORWARDED FROM FS: Oil and Gas leasing EIS

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

-----Original Message-----
From: USDA Forest Service [mailto:usdafs@fs.fed.us]
Sent: Friday, December 29, 2006 10:35 AM
To: Eric Holt
Subject: FORWARDED FROM FS: Oil and Gas leasing EIS

                                                                                          
                      "Lindley, Laura"                                                    
                      <llindley@bjorkli        To:       
dixie_oil_gas_eis_comments@fs.fed.us                                    
                      ndley.com>               cc:                                        
                                               Subject:  Oil and Gas leasing EIS          
                      12/29/2006 10:24                                                    
                                                                                          
                                                                                          

Would you please place our name on the mailing list to receive copies of the draft and 
final EIS on oil and gas leasing in the DixieNational Forest ?  Thank you.

Laura Lindley

Bjork Lindley Little PC

1600 Stout Street, Suite 1400

Denver, CO  80202

303 892-1400

Fax 303 892-1401
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Nadia Khawam

From: Eric Holt
Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2007 9:17 AM
To: Nadia Khawam
Subject: FW: FORWARDED FROM FS: comment on fed register dixie national forest invasion to 

destroy it for oil and gas barons

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

-----Original Message-----
From: USDA Forest Service [mailto:usdafs@fs.fed.us]
Sent: Friday, December 29, 2006 5:47 PM
To: Eric Holt
Subject: FORWARDED FROM FS: comment on fed register dixie national forest invasion to 
destroy it for oil and gas barons

                                                                                          
                      jean public                                                         
                      <jeanpublic@yahoo        To:       
dixie_oil_gas_eis_comments@fs.fed.us, comments@whitehouse.gov,          
                      .com>                     vicepresident@whitehouse.gov              
                                               cc:       foe@foe.org                      
                      12/29/2006 17:46         Subject:  comment on fed register dixie 
national forest invasion to destroy it    
                                                for oil and gas barons                    
                                                                                          

attention susan baughman re dixie national forest noi eis oil and gas leasing - usda blm 
destroyers

the oil and gas industry has taken over our national government in washington and no 
square inch of taxpayer owned land is safe from these voracious leaches with their 
destructive techniques that harm this country.

the real need for america is misstated in this document. the need is to develop quickly 
new sources of energy and stop the oil and gas stranglehold over america and its citizens.
that is the real need. one has to wonder where usda got the idea it wrote in this proposal
- which is absolutely wrong. oil and gas pollutes.

this land is nationally owned by national taxpayer land. taxpayers in this country have 
paid to keep this land open and undeveloped for the last 70 years minimum. these 
profiteers want to come in and destroy it. meanwhile, these oil and gas companies dont pay
proper lease rates, they have numerous spills which destoy our environmetn (still havent 
paid up for exxon which was 30 years ago and the oil is still there)

the statement is made there have been no new oil and gas leases in dixie, maybe its 
because the oil and gas profiteers have been busy digging up every other single park or 
open site in this country instead. we need to keep some places sacred.

i oppose this leasing in total.  the effects on animals, birds, trees, and people is 
devastating from this plan. i see that the oil companies are not operating to the benefit 
of the people of the united states. they pay their execs huge hundreds of millions of 
dollars in salaries and cheat the american citizens with high prices for their product.  
these profiteers have american by the throat - they are pirates.
b. sachau
15 elm st
florham park nj 07932
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>
> [Federal Register: December 29, 2006 (Volume 71, Number 250)] 
> [Notices] [Page 78395-78397] From the Federal Register Online via GPO 
> Access [wais.access.gpo.gov] [DOCID:fr29de06-23]
>
>
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>
> DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
>
> Forest Service
>
>
> Oil and Gas Leasing EIS on Lands Administered by the Dixie National 
> Forest
>
> AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA and Bureau of Land Management, USDI.
>
> ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an environmental impact statement.
>
>
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>
> SUMMARY: The Forest Supervisor of the Dixie National
> Forest gives
> notice of the intent to prepare an environmental
> impact statement (EIS)
> to document the analysis and disclose the
> environmental and human
> effects of oil and gas leasing on lands administered
> by the Dixie
> National Forest. The Federal Onshore Oil and Gas
> Leasing Reform Act of
> 1987 requires the Forest Service to evaluate
> National
> Forest System
> lands for potential oil and gas leasing.
>     The EIS would analyze all lands with a
> federally-owned mineral
> estate within the Dixie National Forest.
>     As the agency responsible for lease issuance and
> administration,
> the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) will participate
> as a cooperating
> agency.
>
> DATES: Comments concerning the scope of the analysis
> should be received
> within 30 days from date of publication of this
> notice
> in the Federal
> Register to be most useful. The draft environmental
> impact statement is
> expected winter 2007/2008, and the final
> environmental
> impact statement
> is expected summer 2008.
>
> ADDRESSES: Susan Baughman, Oil and Gas Leasing
> Project
> Manager, Dixie
> National Forest, 1789 N. Wedgewood Lane, Cedar City,
> Utah 84720; phone:
> (435) 865-3703; fax: (435) 865-3791; e-mail:
> dixie_oil_gas_eis_comments@fs.fed.us. E-mailed
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> comments must be submitted in MS Word
>
> (*.doc) or rich text format (*.rtf) and should
> include
> the project name
> in the subject line. Written comments may also be
> submitted at the
> above address during regular business hours of 8
> a.m.
> to 5 p.m.,
> Monday-Friday.
>
> FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Susan Baughman, Oil
> and Gas Leasing
> Project Manager, Dixie National Forest, 1789 N.
> Wedgewood Lane, Cedar
> City, Utah 84720; phone: (435) 865-3703.
>
> SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The EIS analysis area
> includes the entire
> Dixie National Forest (approximately 1,710,677
> acres),
> with the
> exception of designated wilderness areas
> (approximately 82,840 acres)
> for a total study area of approximately 1,627,837
> acres.
>     The Department of Interior, BLM, acts as the
> onshore leasing agent
> for the Federal government. The Federal Onshore Oil
> and Gas Leasing
> Reform Act of 1987 states that the BLM cannot lease
> over the objection
> of the Forest Service and authorizes the Forest
> Service to regulate all
> surface disturbing activities conducted pursuant to
> a
> lease. Therefore,
> the Forest Service has established an incremental
> decision-making
> framework for the consideration of oil and gas
> leasing
> activities on
> National Forest System lands. In general, the
> various
> steps that are
> undertaken are: (1) Forest Service leasing analysis;
> (2) Forest Service
> notification to BLM of lands administratively
> available for leasing;
> (3) Forest Service review and verification of BLM
> leasing proposals;
> (4) BLM assessment of Forest Service conditions of
> surface occupancy;
> (5) BLM offers lease; (6) BLM issues lease;
>
> [[Page 78396]]
>
> (7) Forest Service review and approval of lessee's
> surface use plan of
> operations; (8) BLM review and approval of lessee's
> application for
> permit to drill; and (9) ensure final reclamation.
>     Based upon the Forest Service leasing analysis
> (step 1 from above),
> the Forest Service decides whether or not lands will
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> be available for
> leasing and decides under what conditions
> (stipulations) the leases
> will be issued. This EIS will fulfill this step.
>
> Purpose and Need for Action
>
>     The purpose of the proposed action is to
> complete
> a forest-wide
> leasing analysis, to comply with the Federal Onshore
> Oil and Gas
> Leasing Reform Act of 1987. This requires the Forest
> Service to analyze
> lands under its jurisdiction that are legally
> available for leasing to
> meet the federal regulatory requirements of 36 CFR
> 228.102 and in
> accordance with the National Environmental Policy
> Act
> of 1969. The need
> is to be responsive to requests for oil and gas
> leasing on the Dixie
> National Forest.
>     Since the Federal Onshore Oil and Gas Leasing
> Reform Act of 1987
> was signed into law, no new oil and gas leases have
> been authorized on
> the Dixie National Forest. However the oil and gas
> industry continued
> to express interest in leasing and interest has
> recently escalated due
> to the increased demand for oil and gas, high
> prices,
> and discoveries
> of oil and gas reserves in other areas with similar
> geologic
> conditions. The BLM Utah State Office has received
> numerous written
> expressions of interest for leasing portions of the
> Dixie National
> Forest over the past several years.
>
> Proposed Action
>
>     The Forest Supervisor of the Dixie National
> Forest
> and Utah State
> Director, Bureau of Land Management propose to
> conduct
> the analysis and
> decide which lands to make available for oil and gas
> leasing. The
> analysis area includes lands administered by the
> Dixie
> National Forest.
> As part of the analysis, the Forest Service will
> identify areas that
> would be available for leasing subject to the terms
> and conditions of
> the standard oil and gas lease form, or subject to
> constraints that
> would require the use of lease stipulations such as
> those prohibiting
> surface occupancy. The analysis will also: (1)
> Identify alternatives to
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> the proposed action, including that of not allowing
> leasing (no
> action), (2) project the type/amount of post-leasing
> activity that is
> reasonably foreseeable, (3) analyze the reasonably
> foreseeable impacts
> of projected post-leasing activity [36 CFR
> 228.102(c)], and (4) be used
> to develop an amendment to the Forest Plan if
> necessary.
>
> Possible Alternatives
>
>     All alternatives studied in detail must fall
> within the scope of
> the purpose and need for action and will generally
> tier to and comply
> with the Dixie Forest Plan. Law requires evaluation
> of
> a ``no-action
> alternative.'' Under the No Action/No Lease
> alternative, no oil and gas
> leasing would occur. Alternatives to be evaluated
> would range from the
> No Action/No Lease alternative (most restrictive) to
> the Standard Lease
> Terms alternative (least restrictive) where all
> lands
> legally open to
> leasing would be made administratively available for
> leasing with only
> the standard BLM terms and conditions contained on
> BLM
> Lease Form 3100-
> 11. Other alternatives which fall somewhere between
> the No Action/No
> Leasing alternative and Lease with Standard Terms
> alternative would
> also be developed and evaluated, which would involve
> making some lands
> unavailable for leasing and other lands available
> for
> leasing with
> lease stipulations for the protection of other
> resources and interests.
>     The Forest is expecting that the public input
> will
> generate either
> thematic concerns or area-specific issues that may
> be
> addressed by
> modifying the proposed action to create a new
> alternative or
> alternatives.
>
> Lead and Cooperating Agencies
>
>     The Forest Service is the lead agency. The
> Bureau
> of Land
> Management and State of Utah will participate as
> cooperating agencies.
>
> Responsible Officials
>
>     Kevin Schulkoski, Acting Forest Supervisor,
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> Dixie
> National Forest,
> 1789 N. Wedgewood Lane, Cedar City, Utah, 84720.
>
> Nature of Decision To Be Made
>
>     The Forest Supervisor, Dixie National Forest,
> will
> decide which
> lands with federal mineral ownership administered by
> the Dixie National
> Forest will be administratively available for oil
> and
> gas leasing,
> along with associated conditions or constraints for
> the protection of
> non-mineral interests [36 CFR 228.102(d)]. The
> Forest
> Supervisor will
> also authorize the BLM to offer specific lands for
> lease, subject to
> the Forest Service ensuring that the required
> stipulations are attached
> to the leases [36 CFR 228.102(e)]. The Forest
> Service
> proposes to amend
> the Forest Plan to incorporate the leasing decision
> and other site-
> specific changes as indicated in the analysis.
>     The BLM is responsible for issuing and
> administration of oil and
> gas leases under the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, as
> amended, and
> Federal Regulations in 43 CFR 3101.7. The BLM Utah
> State Director must
> decide whether or not to offer for lease specific
> lands authorized for
> leasing by the Dixie National Forest and with what
> stipulations.
>
> Scoping Process
>
>     The first formal opportunity to comment on the
> Dixie National
> Forest Oil and Gas Leasing Analysis Project is
> during
> the scoping
> process (40 CFR 1501.7), which begins with the
> issuance of this Notice
> of Intent.
>     Mail comments to: Susan Baughman, Oil and Gas
> Leasing Project
> Manager, Dixie National Forest, 1789 N. Wedgewood
> Lane, Cedar City,
> Utah 84720. The Forest Service requests comments on
> the nature and
> scope of the environmental, social, and economic
> issues, and possible
> alternatives related to oil and gas leasing on lands
> administered by
> the Dixie National Forest.
>     A series of public opportunities are scheduled
> to
> describe the
> proposal and to provide an opportunity for public
> input. Three scoping
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> meetings are planned:
>     January 16: 5 p.m. to 7 p.m., Best Western Abbey
> Inn, 1129 South
> Bluff, St. George, Utah.
>     January 17: 11 a.m. to 2 p.m., 5 p.m. to 7 p.m.,
> Cannonville
> Visitor Center, 10 Center Street, Cannonville, Utah.
>     January 18: 5 p.m. to 7 p.m., Heritage Center,
> 105
> North 100 East,
> Cedar City, Utah. Written comments will be accepted
> at
> these meetings.
> The Forest Service will work with tribal governments
> to address issues
> that would significantly or uniquely affect them.
>
> Preliminary Issues
>
>     Issues that may be analyzed in all alternatives
> include: the
> socioeconomic effects of oil and gas leasing and
> subsequent activities;
> effects on terrestrial and aquatic flora and fauna,
> including
> threatened and endangered species, sensitive
> species,
> and management
> indicator species; effects on both developed and
> dispersed recreation;
> effects on air resources; effects on water
> resources,
> including
> wetlands, floodplains, riparian areas, culinary and
> municipal water
> systems, and groundwater; effects on visual
> resources;
> effects of
> leasing stipulations and mitigation measures on oil
> and gas exploration
> and development activity; effects on soils and
> geologic hazards;
>
> [[Page 78397]]
>
> effects on cultural and traditional heritage
> resources; effects on
> transportation; effects on upland vegetation;
> effects
> on riparian
> vegetation; effects on inventoried roadless areas;
> effects on other
> mineral resource extraction activities; and effects
> on
> noxious weeds
> and invasive species. Specific issues will be
> developed through review
> of public comments and internal review.
>
> Comment Requested
>
>     This Notice of Intent initiates the scoping
> process which guides
> the development of the environmental impact
> statement.
> The Forest has
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> also received substantial input at public meetings
> held for the Forest
> Plan revision, including issues relative to mineral
> exploration and
> development. Through these efforts the Forest has an
> understanding of
> the broad range of perspectives on the resource
> issues
> and social
> values attributed to resource activities on the
> Dixie
> National Forest.
> Consequently site-specific comments or concerns are
> the most important
> types of information needed for this EIS. Because
> the
> Oil and Gas
> Leasing EIS is a stand-alone document, only public
> comment letters
> which address relevant issues and concerns will be
> considered and
> formally addressed in an appendix in the final
> environmental impact
> statement.
>
> Early Notice of Importance of Public Participation
> in
> Subsequent
> Environmental Review
>
>     A draft environmental impact statement will be
> prepared for
> comment. The comment period on the draft
> environmental
> impact statement
> is expected to be 45 days from the date the
> Environmental Protection
> Agency publishes the notice of availability in the
> Federal Register.
> The Forest Service believes, at this early stage, it
> is important to
> give reviewers notice of several court rulings
> related
> to public
> participation in the environmental review process.
> First, reviewers of
> draft environmental impact statements must structure
> their
> participation in the environmental review of the
> proposal so that it is
> meaningful and alerts an agency to the reviewer's
> position and
> contentions. Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v.
> NRDC, 435 U.S. 519,
> 553 (1978). Also, environmental objections that
> could
> be raised at the
> draft environmental impact statement stage but that
> are not raised
> until after completion of the final environmental
> impact statement may
> be waived or dismissed by the courts. City of Angoon
> v. Hodel, 803 F.2d
> 1016, 1022 (9th Cir. 1986) and Wisconsin Heritages,
> Inc. v. Harris, 490
> F. Supp. 1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980). Because of
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> these
> court rulings,
> it is very important that those interested in this
> proposed action
> participate by the providing comments during the
> scoping comment period
> and during the comment period following the draft
> EIS
> so that
> substantive comments and objections are made
> available
> to the Forest
> Service at a time when it can meaningfully consider
> them and respond to
> them in the final environmental impact statement.
>     To assist the Forest Service in identifying and
> considering issues
> and concerns on the proposed action, comments should
> be as specific as
> possible. Reviewers may wish to refer to the Council
> on Environmental
> Quality Regulations for implementing the procedural
> provisions of the
> National Environmental Policy Act at 40 CFR 1503.3
> in
> addressing their
> points.
>     Comments received, including the names and
> addresses of those who
> comment, will be considered part of the public
> record
> on this proposal
> and will be available for public inspection.
>
> (Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 1508.22; Forest
> Service
> Handbook
> 1909.15, Section 21).
>
>     Dated: December 19, 2006.
> Kevin R. Schulkoski,
> Acting Forest Supervisor.
>  [FR Doc. E6-22038 Filed 12-28-06; 8:45 am]
>
> BILLING CODE 3410-11-P
>
>
>
> __________________________________________________
> Do You Yahoo!?
> Tired of spam?  Yahoo! Mail has the best spam
> protection around
> http://mail.yahoo.com
>

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam?  Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com
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Nadia Khawam

From: Eric Holt
Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2007 9:17 AM
To: Nadia Khawam
Subject: FW: FORWARDED FROM FS: Oil and Gas Leasing Analysis Project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

-----Original Message-----
From: USDA Forest Service [mailto:usdafs@fs.fed.us]
Sent: Tuesday, January 02, 2007 12:04 PM
To: Eric Holt
Subject: FORWARDED FROM FS: Oil and Gas Leasing Analysis Project

                                                                                          
                      Patrick McCue                                                       
                      <pamccue@yahoo.co        To:       
dixie_oil_gas_eis_comments@fs.fed.us                                    
                      m>                       cc:                                        
                                               Subject:  Oil and Gas Leasing Analysis 
Project                                    
                      01/02/2007 12:01                                                    
                                                                                          
                                                                                          

Please do not offer any additional leases either in, or within view of, National Park 
land, wilderness areas, wilderness study areas, or areas that are included in the BLM's 
wilderness study areas that were identified under the Clinton Adminstration and/or 
included in America's Redrock Wilderness Act.

Thank you,

Patrick McCue
801-364-4172

 __________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam?  Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around http://mail.yahoo.com














































