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Jenuary 22, 2004

TomLloyd
Manti LaSe] National Forest

Re: Encrgy West Bxploration in Rilda Canyon :
Tom, per our telophofe conversation yesterday, I'm sending you the Utsh Exvironmental Con %g

scoping cornments on the propased project.

R The UEC recammends telling Energy West that the Farest Service ¢dii*t pecmit the desired
exploration in the timeframe given. Poor plaming ou their part should oot comstitute an
emergency on the Porest Service’s part. My uoderstanding is that they want to do the
next week. There is simply no way the Forest Service can 0 an adequate anglysis or publio
notificgtion in thet timeframe.

2) You said you called me because you were doing “foonsed” scoping. Focused scoping i ot
resognized under NEPA and indeed violates NEPA for failing to iuclude all of the public in the
conument period. It also viclstes the Bush Aduinistration®s policy to involve more of the public,

and early on before decisions are mada.

3) TheUBC strongly abjests to the exploration being CE’d. It is not 2 distinot, separete action,
rather it is & connestad action directly rolated to Energy West’s propasal to bulld & fhcility in
Rilda Canyon. Therefore, the exploration sbould go through the NEPA procces and an BA should
be sunducted. It would be even more advisable to includs the exploration in the EIS for the

4) The proposed area ls winter range five deer and elk, und Is used hy Bald esgles during the winter
beginning in Fabruary. In addition, it is 3 documented Goshawk nasting grea. An analysis of
potantial impatts to these spesics should be conducted and it simply can’t be done by next wedk.
The analysis should not only leck at the exploration but the connected action of the proposad
facility, which will require development of an EIS.

5) 1t is my understanding the proposed area js above N. Emery County's Water Works and there is &
concern for possible impacts o groond water. Posting an employes on the site during the
exploration will do little 1o protect waber Fives — it will simply provide & witness if scmething

goes wrong. .
6) According to one of the maps you sent, twe of the proposed test pit sites appoar 1o be in an [RA.
~ One is the site south and west of the Leroy Mine, and the other i3 south of the Rominger Mine.

Tam, it is clear to the UEC that this project is directly coumected to the proposal to build a facility in Ridda
Canyan, and there are nmltiple resource coooerns that require an esvironmental apalysis that includes full
NEPA disalosure. Aficr the Bast Park of Box Caryon debacle, [ would think ths Forest Servics would
agree. Tell Energy West they will have to wait. It is ridiculous that they gave you one month's aotice and
axpect you act [mmediately. i you da, yoo will be vioksting the law. I am copying this to our sttomey’s
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the Forest Serviee to claim this exploration is not related to the construstion of the facility, and derefore
fa)) NEPA disclosure is mandated.
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