
APPENDIX A 

Scoping Report 



 



 

 

 

  

 

Scoping Summary 
Report 

 in support of the Environmental Impact Statement 

 

Logan Northern Canal 
Reconstruction Project 

 

Prepared by 
HDR Engineering, Inc. 
3949 South 700 East, 
Suite 500 
Salt Lake City, UT 84107 October 5, 2010 

 





 Scoping Summary Report

 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project 
October 5, 2010 i
 

Contents 

1.0  INTRODUCTION ........................................................................................................... 3 

1.1  Purpose of the Scoping Summary Report .................................................................... 3 
1.1.1  Summary of Scoping Activities 5 
1.1.2  Notice of Intent 5 

1.2  Agency and Native American Tribe Scoping .............................................................. 5 
1.2.1  Agency Coordination 5 
1.2.2  Native American Tribe Coordination 6 
1.2.3  Agency Scoping Meeting 6 
1.2.4  Summary of Agency Scoping Comments 7 

2.0  PUBLIC SCOPING ......................................................................................................... 8 

2.1  Meeting Notifications and Scoping Tools ................................................................... 8 

2.2  Public Scoping Meeting ............................................................................................... 8 
2.2.1  Meeting Format 9 
2.2.2  Other Comments Received 10 

3.0  COMMENTS ON THE LOGAN NORTHERN CANAL RECONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT .................................................................................................................... 10 

3.1  Comments about the Need for and Purpose of the Project ........................................ 11 

3.2  Comments about Options (Alternatives) ................................................................... 11 

3.3  Comments about Project Impacts .............................................................................. 12 
3.3.1  Impacts to Natural Resources 12 
3.3.2  Impacts to Socioeconomic Conditions 13 

3.4  Comments about Process ........................................................................................... 14 

4.0  NEXT STEPS ............................................................................................................... 15 

 

Tables 

Table 1. Categories of Comments Received .......................................................................................... 10 
 

Figures 

Figure 1. Study Area ................................................................................................................................ 4 
 
 

Appendices 

Appendix A. Notice of Intent 
Appendix B. Agency Scoping Meeting Materials 
Appendix C. Public Scoping Meeting Materials 
Appendix D. Copies of Comments 



Scoping Summary Report 

 

 Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project
ii October 5, 2010
 

This page is intentionally blank.



 Scoping Summary Report

 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project 
October 5, 2010 3
 

1.0 Introduction 

In July 2009, a landslide destroyed part of the Logan Northern Canal, which prevented the 
canal from delivering irrigation water to users. The Natural Resources Conservation Service 
(NRCS) is providing technical and financial assistance to Cache County through the federal 
Emergency Watershed Protection (EWP) Program for developing a solution to re-establish 
delivery of irrigation water that was formerly delivered using the Logan Northern Canal. This 
effort is called the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project, and NRCS is the lead 
federal agency for this project. Figure 1 below shows the project study area.  

NRCS will use information gathered during the scoping phase of the project to help identify a 
range of project alternatives that will be studied in an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
developed under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Using the analysis in the 
EIS, NRCS will select an alternative to be implemented and will announce this decision in a 
Record of Decision (ROD) for the project. The EIS is scheduled to be completed by July 2011. 

1.1 Purpose of the Scoping Summary Report 

The intent of the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction EIS is to propose a solution that 
would re-establish the delivery of irrigation water to the canal’s shareholders. The purpose of 
this scoping summary report is to summarize the initial public and agency input gathered 
during the project scoping period, which ran from July 22 to August 31, 2010. 

Scoping, which is the first step in the NEPA process, is an early and open process for 
determining the scope of issues to be addressed and for identifying the significant issues 
related to a proposed action. During scoping, members of the public and agency 
representatives provide input to identify potential issues, subjects that should be studied 
closely, and possible solutions. Information gathered during scoping also helps to determine 
needs, objectives, resources and associated constraints, potential alternatives, and any 
additional requirements for developing criteria for screening the alternatives. This scoping 
summary report is a tool to ensure that the analytical efforts of the study are focused on the 
appropriate issues. 
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Figure 1. Study Area 
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1.1.1 Summary of Scoping Activities 

Scoping for the EIS was conducted according to the NEPA guidelines and NRCS guidance. 
Scoping activities included a public meeting; correspondence with interested persons, 
organizations, and federal, state, and local agencies, including Native American tribal 
organizations; and an agency scoping meeting. 

Public and agency input plays an important role in identifying issues and ideas regarding the 
re-establishment of the Logan Northern Canal. Throughout the environmental review process, 
NRCS will continue to facilitate and encourage involvement from the affected communities 
to help identify issues and develop solutions for the Logan Northern Canal. The project team 
will continue to work with the public to ensure that those with interests in the project 
understand how and why certain suggestions are being carried forward and why others are 
being eliminated. All public and agency comments received during the scoping period are 
being considered for this project and have been included in Appendix D, Copies of 
Comments.  

1.1.2 Notice of Intent 

The scoping period for the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction project began on July 22, 
2010, with a Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS advertised in the U.S. government’s Federal 
Register. This notice alerts federal agencies of NRCS’s intent to study this canal. A copy of 
the Federal Register Notice of Intent is included in Appendix A, Notice of Intent. 

1.2 Agency and Native American Tribe Scoping 

1.2.1 Agency Coordination 

Although people who live in the project study area understand the issues associated with this 
canal, it is important to also coordinate with local, state, and federal agencies that oversee the 
management of resources in the project area. Since these agencies oversee impacts and issue 
permits for their resource areas, it is important to include them in the initial scoping activities. 
In this way, issues are identified early so that they can be properly considered and, if 
necessary, avoided, minimized, or mitigated as the project progresses.  

NEPA specifies that the lead agency should identify potential cooperating agencies early in 
the EIS process. Concurrent with the development of the Notice of Intent, NRCS identified 
potential cooperating agencies for the project. The regulations that implement NEPA define a 
cooperating agency as “any federal agency other than a lead agency which has jurisdiction by 
law or special expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved in a proposal (or a 
reasonable alternative) for legislation or other major federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment.” Typically, agencies with a high number of resources in a 
project area that could be affected by certain actions of the project are contacted early in the 
scoping process and asked to team on the project as cooperating agencies. 
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In July 2010, the project team sent invitation letters to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) and the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requesting their participation as cooperating 
agencies. In addition to USACE and USFS, NRCS also contacted representatives of the 
following other federal agencies, state agencies, and local governments and agencies: 

 Federal Highway Administration 

 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

 Utah Department of Transportation 

 Utah Division of State History 

 Utah Division of Water Quality 

 Utah Division of Water Resources 

 Utah Division of Water Rights 

 Utah Division of Wildlife Resources 

 Cache County 

 Hyde Park City 

 Logan City 

 North Logan City 

 Smithfield City 

As a matter of practice, federal agency representatives also review the Federal Register 
notice and may choose to notify NRCS of their desire to participate or to decline participation 
in the EIS process. 

1.2.2  Native American Tribe Coordination 

The project area doesn’t include any tribal lands, but the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes of Fort 
Hall, Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah and Ouray Reservation, and Shoshone Tribe of the Wind 
River Reservation might have interests regarding natural and cultural resources. 

On September 16, 2010, NRCS sent letters to tribal representatives to initiate National 
Historic Preservation Act Section 106 consultation on behalf of NRCS, USACE, and USFS. 
To date, no tribal representatives have responded. 

Throughout the project, NRCS will continue to consult with the tribes as required under their 
government-to-government consultation responsibilities, including Section 106, regarding 
potential cultural resource impacts of concern to the tribes. 

1.2.3 Agency Scoping Meeting 

Federal and state agency and tribal representatives were invited to attend an agency scoping 
meeting and were invited to provide comments regarding possible concerns or considerations 
for the resource areas under their authority. The agency scoping meeting was held on August 
11, 2010, at the NRCS offices in Salt Lake City, Utah. NRCS sent meeting invitations to 
federal, state, and local agencies on July 27, 2010. The purposes of the scoping meeting were 
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to introduce attendees to the project and to request comments from the agencies regarding the 
scope of the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction EIS. The meeting was also held to gain 
information from each agency on the resource(s) under their jurisdiction in the study area that 
could be affected by the project; identify any issues that should be analyzed in the EIS; and 
determine if project construction would require any permits or approvals. 

A copy of the presentation given at the meeting is included in Appendix B, Agency Scoping 
Meeting Materials. In addition to NRCS team, the following agency representatives attended 
the meeting:  

 Jennefer Parker – USFS, Logan 
Ranger District 

 Julie Hubbard, USFS 

 Jason Gipson – USACE 

 John Derinzy – USACE 

 Rex Harris – Utah Department of 
Transportation (UDOT) 

 Daren Rasmussen – Utah Division of 
Water Rights, Streams 

 Michael Allred – Utah Division of Water 
Quality, Watershed Protection Section 

 Tom Cox – Utah Division of Water 
Resources 

 Bob Fotheringham – Cache County 

1.2.4 Summary of Agency Scoping Comments 

The following agencies submitted comments during the scoping period: 

 USFS 

 EPA 

 National Park Service 

 Cache County 

 Logan City 

 USACE 

In summary, agency representatives submitted comments about the following subjects: 

 Project schedule 

 Process 

 Alternatives 

 Impacts to aesthetics 

 Impacts to energy and utilities 

 Impacts to recreation 

 Impacts to water rights and access 

These comments are included in Appendix D, Copies of Comments.  
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2.0 Public Scoping 

Public scoping is the key component to the environmental review process. NRCS relies on 
public comments to help identify issues as well as to help gauge public sentiment about the 
proposed improvements. Because the project could affect private property owners in the 
study area, NRCS used a combination of methods to notify the public about the project and to 
gather input. 

2.1 Meeting Notifications and Scoping Tools 

Although the scoping period for the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction EIS was initiated 
with the Federal Register notice on July 22, 2010, NRCS assumed that the general public 
would not be aware of the project without additional outreach to the neighboring 
communities. The following methods were used to notify the general public of the public 
scoping activities and meeting: 

 Advertisements in the Logan Daily Herald 

 Advertisements in the Salt Lake Tribune and Deseret News 

 Announcements on the Cache County, Logan City, North Logan City, and Hyde Park 
City websites 

 Announcements posted in local libraries 

 Announcement on the NRCS website 

Copies of scoping tools, including materials distributed to the public and materials displayed 
at meetings, are included in Appendix C, Public Scoping Meeting Materials. 

2.2 Public Scoping Meeting 

NRCS held a public scoping meeting on August 11, 2010, at the Bridgerland Applied 
Technology College in Logan, Utah. The meeting was semi-formal with a 10-minute 
presentation given two times during the evening. In addition, informational boards, maps, and 
handouts were available to view. About 150 residents, business owners, community 
members, and local government officials attended the meeting (see Figure 1 above, Study 
Area). 
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2.2.1 Meeting Format 

Meeting attendees were encouraged but not 
required to sign in as they entered the meeting 
room. Each participant was given a comment 
sheet and an informational handout detailing the 
display materials, information about how to 
submit comments, and contact information for 
the project team. 

Attendees were encouraged to listen to the 
presentation, review displays about the project, 
and submit questions or comments about the 
materials provided and the project. Displays included the following: 

 Map and description of possible options  

 A statement of the preliminary purpose 
of and need for the project 

 Definition of the Emergency Watershed 
Protection Program 

 An overview of the NEPA process 

 A project schedule 

 Example topics for comment 

 Details on how to submit a comment 

Project team members were available between 
the formal presentations to help answer 
questions and provide information. In addition 
to the comment forms that were distributed to 
attendees as they arrived, additional comment 
forms were available at tables around the room 
along with comment boxes. Attendees also had 
the option of giving their comments verbally to 
a court reporter or submitting comments by e-
mail or U.S mail. The e-mail and website 
addresses were listed on the comment form. 

Attendees submitted 16 written comment cards and nine comments through the court 
reporter. Copies of all public meeting materials are included in Appendix C, Public Scoping 
Meeting Materials. 
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2.2.2 Other Comments Received 

Residents and local government representatives who were unable to attend the public scoping 
meeting submitted comments by e-mail, fax, and traditional letter. The project team received 
55 additional comments by e-mail, three additional comments by fax, and 18 additional 
comments by letter. 

3.0 Comments on the Logan Northern Canal 
Reconstruction Project 

Agencies and the public will have continuing opportunities to offer input throughout the 
Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction EIS process. However, the scoping period for the 
Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction project ended on August 31, 2010. All agency and 
public comments received during the scoping period are included in this Scoping Summary 
Report. Copies of all written comments are included in Appendix D, Copies of Comments. In 
all, 101 comments were received. Table 1 summarizes the number of comments received by 
affiliation. 

Table 1. Categories of Comments Received 

Affiliation Number Percent of Total 

Individuala 92 91% 
Federal agency 4 4% 
Local government 3 3% 
Nongovernmental organization 2 2% 

a Some individuals submitted more than one comment letter, e-mail, or 
comment form. Each submission is considered as a stand-alone comment. 

The information available to the public included possible options that NRCS has considered 
to date. As noted in Section 1.0, Introduction, NRCS will use information gathered during the 
scoping process to identify other options it might consider during the EIS process. Many of 
the comments received during scoping are specific to the options presented during scoping, 
which were called Option 1 (US 89), Option 2 (Lundstrom Park), Option 3 (Canyon Road), 
and Option 4 (3100 North).  

The team reviewed each comment as it was received and assigned a comment number to each 

scoping comment. Each scoping comment received has a prefix of S for scoping (for 

example, S-1).  

The following summary of comments is divided into major subject areas related to the need 
for and purpose of the project, alternatives (options), impacts, and process. Because of the 
number and diversity of comments received, the summary focuses on common themes and is 
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not intended to be comprehensive. See Appendix D, Copies of Comments, for copies of the 
scoping comments as they were provided to NRCS. 

3.1 Comments about the Need for and Purpose of 
the Project 

Commenters stated that the project should address the needs of the canal company as well as 
the needs of other citizens; stated that the study area was too limited; stated that options 
including the Logan Hyde Park Smithfield Canal were too broad and expensive; stated that 
service needed to be provided to all Logan Northern Canal users; and suggested other options 
to resume irrigation service.  

3.2 Comments about Options (Alternatives)  

Comments generally focused on the options using the Logan Hyde Park Smithfield Canal 
alignment; property values; the open, closed, and pressurized system elements of each option 
presented; reduction of flows in the Logan River due to the change in the point of diversion; 
other alternatives; and the selection criteria to evaluate the options. Comments also indicated 
a concern to keep service going and proceed quickly through the EIS process so that the 
agricultural community is not adversely affected. About 15% of the comments asked NRCS 
to evaluate restoring the Logan Northern Canal in the current alignment through the landslide 
area.  

Several commenters discussed each option presented in the public meeting and indicated their 
support or opposition to each option. Several commenters were concerned about the apparent 
lack of service to shareholders south of 1500 North and asked for an option that would 
include service to those users. Several commenters suggested that the open canals provide 
social and cultural benefits to the communities and that these characteristics need to be 
considered during the EIS process. 

Commenters noted that the current configuration of the canals allows both irrigation and city 
stormwater to be conveyed and stated that the solution should accommodate both irrigation 
water and stormwater. 

Specific comments were received regarding each of the four options that were presented at 
the scoping meeting. The two options that received the most support were Option 4 (the 3100 
North option) and one option that was not presented at the meeting (restoring the breeched 
section and using the historic Logan Northern Canal alignment). Option 1 (the US 89 
alignment) received the fewest comments of support. 
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3.3 Comments about Project Impacts 

3.3.1 Impacts to Natural Resources 

Comments about natural resources addressed water resources, geology, wildlife and plant 
resources, cultural resources, and agriculture. Comments about the communities’ cultural 
heritage and the social importance of agriculture are addressed in Section 3.3.2 below. 

About one-fifth of the comments discussed impacts to downstream water users of the Logan 
River, including Utah State University’s Water Research Laboratory and Logan City Power, 
due to a change in the point of diversion. Almost one-third of the comments addressed the 
water rights of the shareholders and other canal companies. 

One major comment theme addressed the effects of a closed water conveyance system. About 
10% of the comments favored placing the canal water into a pipe/box culvert to provide 
efficient irrigation service and to conserve water that is lost to seepage and evaporation. 
About 15% of the comments preferred an option with an open canal. Some commenters 
stated that a closed conveyance system would be more efficient with fewer losses due to 
evaporation and seepage. Other commenters were concerned about adverse impacts to aquifer 
recharge; loss of canal seepage and the effect on wetlands, trees, and spring flows; and the 
loss of a water source for wildlife. One-quarter of the comments mentioned that the current 
open waterways support habitat for wildlife and vegetation and the loss of those communities 
if the open waterways are removed. 

Comments about stormwater conveyance stated that the canals provide a means for 
stormwater conveyance and should continue to provide this in the future. Commenters stated 
that, if the irrigation water is conveyed in a pipe, the existing ditch system would become a 
stormwater-only ditch with stagnant water and more weeds and less attention to maintenance. 

Comments discussed the impact of the project on the current unstable slope and how that risk 
would be minimized for property owners along Canyon Road. Several comments addressed 
the future stability of the hillside with and without a water conveyance system running 
through it. Other comments asked how the existing alignment would function if irrigation 
water were no longer conveyed in it. 

Comments about cultural resources focused on the presence of the canals as an important part 
of Cache Valley’s history. Comments about agriculture focused on the importance of 
irrigation water for agricultural production in the area.  
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3.3.2 Impacts to Socioeconomic Conditions 

Comments about social and economic conditions addressed aesthetics, community facilities, 
construction impacts, energy, property rights and property values, safety, quality of life, and 
recreation. Comments also addressed the area’s cultural heritage and economic importance of 
agriculture.  

Over 30% of the comments addressed recreation, aesthetics, and quality of life. Concerns 
focused on how the loss of open waterways would affect quality of life and the recreational 
function of the adjacent trails as well as how the loss of flowing water and greenways would 
affect the visual quality of the area. 

Comments were received regarding the impacts of the project options on the community 
resources and property owners. Comments specifically addressed potential adverse effects on 
aesthetics, property values, community trails, recreation, and quality of life if NRCS chooses 
an option that would enclose (or pipe) the canal. Several commenters stated that the open 
canals were a part of the cultural heritage of Logan and the other communities in Cache 
Valley. Several comments stated that property use was designed with the open waterway 
taken into account and that removing the open waterway would have a negative economic 
impact on the property owners.  

Comments discussed the need to restore irrigation for agricultural use and how the loss of the 
water for the agricultural community will affect the local economy. Commenters felt that a 
solution should be identified and implemented quickly to reduce the economic losses to the 
agricultural community. 

Comments were received concerning impacts during construction. Issues included disruption 
to irrigation service during construction, removal of existing vegetation, loss of personal 
property improvements (retaining walls and crossing structures), and an increase in land 
easements required to accommodate the options that combine the flows of the Logan 
Northern and Logan Hyde Park Smithfield Canals. 

About 15% of the comments identified public safety concerns. Specific issues included the 
safety of the hillside at and near the landside site and future slide events that could affect 
property owners; the safety of conveying both canal companies’ water shares through one 
combined system; the safety impacts to children from a lined canal that has more water 
flowing through it; risk of loss of service to the flows of the Logan Hyde Park Smithfield 
Canal and Logan Northern Canal through Logan Canyon; the lack of any options that address 
the existing hillside instability; the safety of an open canal section; and the safety of 
constructing Options 1 or 3 (the US 89 and Canyon Road alignments) due to the proximity of 
the hillside. 

Comments identified the recreational opportunities currently provided by the open 
waterways, diverse vegetation communities, and alignment of the canal systems as having a 
high community value. The commenters asked how an enclosed conveyance system (piped or 
box culvert) would affect these community values and property values.  
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3.4 Comments about Process 

Several commenters were concerned that people who don’t own shares in the Logan Northern 
Canal are controlling the EIS process, that shareholders in the canal should have more say in 
the options than the general public, and that the solution should be focused on irrigation 
service.  

According to several comments, communication between the public and the agencies and 
between the agencies and the irrigation companies needs to be improved. Commenters stated 
that the possible alternatives have already been chosen and the most expensive option has 
already been funded, which suggests that “the die is cast” and the citizens don’t have much 
input. Commenters stated that more open meetings and development of alternatives needs to 
occur during the process.  

Some commenters stated that an Environmental Assessment would be more appropriate than 
an EIS, while other commenters supported developing an EIS. Some commenters felt that an 
EIS would take too long and delay the restoration of service to the users.  

Commenters stated that the process has been “rigged” and that public input won’t affect the 
outcome, and several commenters were concerned that the EWPP funds are not being used 
appropriately to repair the canal and instead are being used to improve the canal. Other 
commenters stated that the canal’s shareholders should be responsible for funding the project. 

Commenters stated that there are factual errors in the contract signed by the Cache County 
Executive and the State Conservationist; in the Cooperative Agreement between NRCS and 
Cache County signed by the Cache County Executive on April 2, 2010; and in the Notice of 
Intent for preparing the EIS.  
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4.0 Next Steps 

NRCS will use the information gathered during scoping to further define potential project 
options and will also use this information as appropriate as it completes the EIS. Agencies 
and the public can continue to submit comments on the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction 
project through the project website, e-mail, and traditional letter. The project team will 
consider these comments as it continues with the EIS process. 

Draft EIS. Once NRCS identifies possible options, they will be screened to determine which 
options will be carried forward for detailed study in the EIS and which ones will not be 
considered further. Once alternatives are selected for further review, the project team will 
begin moving forward with the environmental review process. The project team will prepare 
a Draft EIS and will hold a public meeting to review the results with the public and ask for 
comments. 

Final EIS and Mitigation Commitments. NRCS will consider all comments received on the 
Draft EIS as it prepares the Final EIS and finalizes mitigation commitments. Comments on 
the Final EIS will be kept on file for NRCS’s consideration as it completes a Record of 
Decision (ROD) for the project. 

Federal Approval. Once the Final EIS is completed, NRCS will complete a ROD. The ROD 
will describe the process to date, provide details on the project’s compliance with NEPA, 
identify the selected alternative, disclose what NRCS expects will be the project-related 
impacts of the selected alternative, and list mitigation commitments. 

Once the ROD has been signed by NRCS, if the selected alternative would affect waters of 
the United States, the project sponsor will work with USACE and EPA to obtain a permit 
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The project EIS would be used to support this 
permit action. 

If the selected alternative would directly affect land administered by USFS, the project 
sponsor will also need to obtain a use permit from USFS. The project EIS would be used to 
support this permit action. 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains documents other than rules or
proposed rules that are applicable to the
public. Notices of hearings and investigations,
committee meetings, agency decisions and
rulings, delegations of authority, filing of
petitions and applications and agency
statements of organization and functions are
examples of documents appearing in this
section.

Notices Federal Register

42678 

Vol. 75, No. 140 

Thursday, July 22, 2010 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Submission for OMB Review; 
Comment Request 

July 19, 2010. 
The Department of Agriculture has 

submitted the following information 
collection requirement(s) to OMB for 
review and clearance under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, 
Public Law 104–13. Comments 
regarding (a) whether the collection of 
information is necessary for the proper 
performance of the functions of the 
agency, including whether the 
information will have practical utility; 
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate 
of burden including the validity of the 
methodology and assumptions used; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on those who are to respond, including 
through the use of appropriate 
automated, electronic, mechanical, or 
other technological collection 
techniques or other forms of information 
technology should be addressed to: Desk 
Officer for Agriculture, Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB), 
OIRA_Submission@OMB.EOP.GOV or 
fax to (202) 395–5806 and to 
Departmental Clearance Office, USDA, 
OCIO, Mail Stop 7602, Washington, D.C. 
20250–7602. Comments regarding these 
information collections are best assured 
of having their full effect if received 
within 30 days of this notification. 
Copies of the submission(s) may be 
obtained by calling (202) 720–8958. 

An agency may not conduct or 
sponsor a collection of information 
unless the collection of information 
displays a currently valid OMB control 
number and the agency informs 
potential persons who are to respond to 
the collection of information that such 
persons are not required to respond to 

the collection of information unless it 
displays a currently valid OMB control 
number. 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Civil Rights 

Title: Independent Assessment of the 
Delivery of Technical and Financial 
Assistance. 

OMB Control Number: 0503–NEW. 
Summary of Collection: In April 2009, 

the Honorable Thomas J. Vilsack, 
Secretary of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, ordered that 
there be an independent external 
analysis of program delivery in USDA’s 
Farm Service Agency, Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, Rural 
Development and Risk Management 
field offices. The analysis will provide 
specific recommendations and 
methodologies to ensure that programs 
are delivered equitably and that access 
is afforded to all constituents, with 
particular emphasis on socially 
disadvantaged farmers, ranchers, and 
other constituents. The legal authorities 
to collect this information can be found 
in the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (2008 Farm Bill), Public 
Law 110–246, 122 Stats. 1651 and the 
2002 Farm Bill, Section 10707 of the 
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act 
of 2002 (2002 Farm Bill), Public Law 
107–171. 

Need and Use of the Information: 
USDA Plans to conduct focus group 
discussions as part of an evaluation of 
the effectiveness of the agencies’ 
programs in reaching diverse 
populations in a non-discriminatory 
manner. The objective of conducting 
focus groups will be to obtain customer 
views, opinions, and experiences on 
how effectively USDA is equitably and 
fairly providing technical and financial 
assistance to all customers and potential 
customers, particularly socially 
disadvantaged ones. The assessment 
will identify barriers to equal and fair 
access for all customers regardless of 
race, gender and other protected 
categories. This information will 
provide USDA with direct input from 
USDA customers regarding their 
attitudes, understandings, and 
experiences with the four USDA 
Agencies and the programs and services 
they provide. 

Description of Respondents: 
Individuals or households. 

Number of Respondents: 2,250. 

Frequency of Responses: Reporting: 
Other (once). 

Total Burden Hours: 1,102. 

Ruth Brown, 
Departmental Information Collection 
Clearance Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2010–17946 Filed 7–21–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410–11–P 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Natural Resources Conservation 
Service 

Intent To Prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Logan 
Northern Canal Reconstruction 
Project, Cache County, UT 

AGENCY: Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, USDA. 
ACTION: Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(c) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act, 42 U.S.C. 4321–4370d (NEPA), as 
implemented by the Council of 
Environmental Quality regulations (40 
CFR parts 1500–1508), the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 
announces its intent to prepare a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
for the Logan Northern Canal 
Reconstruction project. 

The purpose of this notice is to alert 
interested parties regarding the intent to 
prepare the EIS, to provide information 
on the nature of the proposed action and 
possible alternatives, and to invite 
public participation in the EIS process 
(including providing comments on the 
scope of the DEIS, to announce that 
public scoping meetings will be 
conducted, and to identify cooperating 
agency contacts). 
DATES: Written comments on the scope 
of the EIS, including the project’s 
purpose and need, the alternatives to be 
considered, types of issues that should 
be addressed, associated research that 
should be considered, and the 
methodologies to be used in impact 
evaluations should be sent to NRCS on 
or before August 31, 2010, at the address 
below. See the ADDRESSES section below 
for the address to submit written 
comments. A public scoping meeting to 
accept comments on the scope of the 
EIS will be held on Wednesday, August 
11, 2010, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. at 
the Bridgerland Applied Technology 
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College, 1301 North 600 West, Logan, 
Utah. Formal presentations will be 
given at about 5:30 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. 

The building used for the scoping 
meeting is accessible to persons with 
disabilities. Any individual who 
requires special assistance, such as a 
sign language interpreter, to participate 
in a scoping meeting should contact Ms. 
Alana Spendlove, HDR Engineering, 
(801) 743–7829 or 
Alana.Spendlove@HDRInc.com. 

Scoping materials and the 
Alternatives Analysis will be available 
at the meetings and are available on the 
NRCS Utah Web site (http:// 
www.ut.nrcs.usda.gov/). Hard copies of 
the scoping materials may also be 
obtained from Ms. Alana Spendlove, 
HDR Engineering, (801) 743–7829 or 
Alana.Spendlove@HDRInc.com. An 
interagency scoping meeting will be 
held on August 11, 2010, at the NRCS 
Utah office, 125 South State Street, 
Room 4402, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Representatives of Native American 
tribal governments and of federal, State, 
regional and local agencies that may 
have an interest in any aspect of the 
project will be invited to be cooperating 
agencies, as appropriate. 
ADDRESSES: Comments will be accepted 
at the public scoping meetings or they 
may be sent to Mr. Bronson Smart, State 
Conservation Engineer, Wallace F. 
Bennett Federal Building, 125 South 
State Street, Room 4402, Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84138–1100, or via e-mail at 
bronson.smart@ut.usda.gov. The 
locations of the public scoping meetings 
are given above under DATES. Comments 
should be submitted by August 31, 
2010. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Bronson Smart, State Conservation 
Engineer, Wallace F. Bennett Federal 
Building, 125 South State Street, Room 
4402, Salt Lake City, Utah 84138–1100, 
or via e-mail at 
bronson.smart@ut.usda.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

The Logan and Northern Canal (LN 
Canal) and the Logan, Hyde Park and 
Smithfield (LHPS) Canal has provided 
the citizens of Cache County with 
irrigation water since the 1890s. During 
the spring of 2009 a slope failure 
occurred along a hill side in south 
Logan, Cache County, UT. As a result of 
the slope failure, a section of the LN 
Canal broke away, thus disabling the 
water distribution capabilities of the 
canal. Because the canal is part of an 
important water delivery system, several 
permitted shareholders have been 

adversely affected through nondelivery 
of irrigation water. 

NRCS intends to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
for proposed repair and/or 
modifications to the canal system, 
which occurs in an unincorporated area 
of Cache County and the communities 
of Logan, North Logan and Hyde Park, 
Utah. NRCS is assisting Cache County 
through the Emergency Watershed 
Protection (EWP) Program (Code of 
Federal Regulations, Title 7: 
Agriculture, Part 624—Emergency 
Watershed Protection). The EIS will be 
prepared consistent with Title 390, The 
National Emergency Watershed 
Protection Program Manual. 

The proposed action is needed to 
reestablish support delivery of irrigation 
water to canal system shareholders. The 
purpose of the project is to restore the 
water conveyance condition of the 
canal. The EIS will be prepared in 
accordance with the requirements of 
NEPA, its implementing regulations at 
40 CFR part 1500–1508, and NRCS 
regulations that implement NEPA at 
7 CFR part 650. The EIS process will 
evaluate alternatives recommended for 
further study as a result of previous 
planning-level studies completed by 
NRCS and any additional (new) 
alternatives identified during scoping. 

Scoping Process 
NRCS invites all interested 

individuals and organizations, public 
agencies, and Native American Tribes to 
comment on the scope of the EIS, 
including the project’s purpose and 
need, alternatives proposed to date, new 
alternatives that should be considered, 
specific areas of study that might be 
needed, and evaluation methods to be 
used. 

Background information including the 
project purpose and need and 
alternatives developed to date will be 
available at the public and agency 
scoping meetings. Summaries of this 
information will also be available on the 
NRCS Web site at http:// 
www.ut.nrcs.usda.gov/. Hard copies of 
supporting documentation are also 
available from Ms. Alana Spendlove, 
HDR Engineering, (801) 743–7829 or 
Alana.Spendlove@HDRInc.com. 

Once the scope of the EIS is 
confirmed upon the close of scoping, 
NRCS will begin preparation of the EIS. 
A summary of comments received 
during the scoping process will be 
available on the NRCS Web site. 

Project Study Area and Environmental 
Setting 

The proposed action area is located in 
Cache County, Utah. The study area 

includes areas that are unincorporated 
and portions of the incorporated cities 
of Logan, North Logan, and Hyde Park 
and focuses on the LN Canal and the 
LHPS Canal. Both canals originate at the 
Logan River and generally run parallel 
to each in a northerly direction. The 
canal system that will be studied has 
been divided into four reaches, each 
having a unique environmental setting 
and characteristics varying in length. 
These four reaches are described below. 

Reach 1 begins at the Point of 
diversion from Logan River and is about 
1.5 miles long. This reach travels 
through a canyon environment and ends 
just before entering the area surrounded 
by the Logan Golf and Country Club. 
This reach represents the canal system 
through the canyon to the beginning of 
the general urban landscape. 

Reach 2 is along the eastern side of 
the project study area in the city of 
North Logan and is less than a mile 
long. It extends from the Logan Golf and 
Country Club to Hyde Park, where 
irrigation water is temporarily being 
bypassed through the city of Logan 
stormwater system to the LHPS Canal. 
This reach travels through an area that 
supports urban and suburban 
development. 

Reach 3 extends from Lundstrom Park 
in Hyde Park to 3100 North, which is at 
the northern edge of the study area. This 
area is characterized by urban and 
suburban development. 

Reach 4 is the section of the LN Canal 
that extends from 400 North to 3100 
North in Logan and North Logan. This 
reach generally travels through urban 
and suburban developments. 

Alternatives 
NRCS has developed four preliminary 

alternatives for the project. These 
alternatives are as follows: 

• Alternative 1: Divert LN Canal 
water into the existing LHPS Canal 
alignment, from Logan River to the 
mouth of the canyon where is would be 
taken parallel along Highway 89 (US 89) 
and to a structure at 400 North and 600 
East and placed back into the existing 
LN Canal. 

• Alternative 2: Divert LN Canal 
water into the existing LHPS Canal 
alignment, from Logan River to 
Lundstrom Park, where it would be 
taken under city streets to 1400 North 
and approximately 900 East and placed 
back into the existing LN Canal. 

• Alternative 3: Use the existing LN 
Canal’s point of diversion from Logan 
River, place the water in a conveyance 
pipeline under Canyon Road to 600 
East, then North to the intersection of 
400 North and 600 East, and placed 
back into the existing LN Canal. 
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• Alternative 4: Divert LN Canal 
water into the existing LHPS Canal 
alignment, from Logan River to 
approximately 3100 North where is 
would be taken under the city street to 
1200 East and placed back into the 
existing LN Canal, with service to 1400 
North. 

NRCS will consider any viable 
alternatives brought forward from initial 
scoping if such alternatives are 
substantially different from the four 
described above. NRCS will also study 
a No-Action alternative. 

Cooperating Agencies 

Because the project area includes land 
administered by the USDA Forest 
Service and because that agency might 
need to issue a special use permit for 
activity associated with one or more of 
the alternatives, the USDA Forest 
Service will participate in the Logan 
Northern Canal Reconstruction EIS 
process as a cooperating agency. 
Because one or more of the project 
alternatives could affect waters of the 
United States as defined by the Clean 
Water Act, the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers will also act as a cooperating 
agency. 

Dated: July 16, 2010. 
Todd Nielson, 
Acting State Conservationist. 
[FR Doc. 2010–17956 Filed 7–21–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410–16–P 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

Agenda and Notice of Public Meeting 
of the Colorado Advisory Committee 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the rules and 
regulations of the U.S. Commission on 
Civil Rights (Commission), and the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(FACA), that a planning meeting of the 
Colorado Advisory Committee to the 
Commission will convene at 10 a.m. on 
Monday, August 16, 2010. The purpose 
of the meeting is for the committee to 
participate in orientation and ethics 
training; discuss recent Commission and 
regional activities, discuss current civil 
rights issues in the state and plan future 
activities. The Committee will also be 
briefed by the director of a city anti- 
discrimination agency and a 
representative of the Denver American 
Indian Commission on civil rights 
issues in the state. 

Members of the public are entitled to 
submit written comments; the 
comments must be received in the 
regional office by September 16, 2010. 
The address is Rocky Mountain 

Regional Office, 1961 Stout Street, Suite 
240, Denver, CO 80294. Comments may 
be e-mailed to ebohor@usccr.gov. 
Records generated by this meeting may 
be inspected and reproduced at the 
Rocky Mountain Regional Office, as 
they become available, both before and 
after the meeting. Persons interested in 
the work of this advisory committee are 
advised to go to the Commission’s Web 
site, http://www.usccr.gov, or to contact 
the Rocky Mountain Regional Office at 
the above e-mail or street address. 

Hearing-impaired persons who will 
attend the meeting and require the 
services of a sign language interpreter 
should contact the Regional Office at 
least ten (10) working days before the 
scheduled date of the meeting. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the rules 
and regulations of the Commission and 
FACA. 

Dated in Washington, DC, July 19, 2010. 
Peter Minarik, 
Acting Chief, Regional Programs 
Coordination Unit. 
[FR Doc. 2010–17890 Filed 7–21–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6335–01–P 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

Sunshine Act Notice 

AGENCY: United States Commission on 
Civil Rights. 
ACTION: Notice of meeting. 

DATES: Date and Time: Friday, July 30, 
2010; 11:30 a.m. e.d.t. 

Place: Via Teleconference. Public Dial 
In: 1–800–597–7623, Conference ID # 
89174163. 

Meeting Agenda 

This meeting is open to the public, 
except where noted otherwise. 
I. Approval of Agenda. 
II. Program Planning. 

• New Black Panther Party 
Enforcement Project. 

• Consideration of Discovery Plan 
and Project Outline for Report on 
Sex Discrimination in Liberal Arts 
College Admissions. 

• Timeline for Commissioner 
Statements and Rebuttals to HBCU 
and STEM Reports. 

• Consideration of Vacancies on the 
Election Assistance Commission 
Board of Advisors. 

III. Management and Operations. 
• Submission of FY 2012 Budget 

Estimate to the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

IV. Approval of March 12, April 16, May 
14, May 28, June 11, June 25, and 
July 16 Meeting Minutes. 

V. Adjourn. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Contact Person for Further Information: 
Lenore Ostrowsky, Acting Chief, Public 
Affairs Unit (202) 376–8591. TDD: (202) 
376–8116. 

Persons with a disability requiring 
special services, such as an interpreter 
for the hearing impaired, should contact 
Pamela Dunston at least seven days 
prior to the meeting at (202) 376–8105. 
TDD: (202) 376–8116. 

Dated: July 20, 2010. 
David Blackwood, 
General Counsel. 
[FR Doc. 2010–18132 Filed 7–20–10; 4:15 pm] 

BILLING CODE 6335–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Topographic and Bathymetric Data 
Survey 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before September 20, 
2010. 

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Diana Hynek, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Chris Ellis at NOAA Coastal 
Services Center, (843) 740–1195 or 
Chris.Ellis@noaa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 

This survey will be used by the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric’s 
(NOAA’s) Coastal Services Center to 
obtain information from our customers 
on the location of topographic and 
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Natural Resources Conservation Service 
125 South State Street, Room 4402 
Salt Lake City, UT 84138-1100 
(801) 524-4550 
FAX (801) 524-4403 

 

 

United States Department of Agriculture 

 

July 27, 2010 
 
Memo: Request for Agency Comments 
Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project, Cache County, Utah 
 
The Nat ural R esources Conservation S ervice ( NCRS) i s r equesting co mments f rom your ag ency 
regarding the scope of  an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Logan Northern Canal (LNC) 
Reconstruction Project in Cache County, Utah.   
 
NRCS is preparing the EIS for proposed repair, replacement, and/or modifications to the Logan Northern 
Canal s ystem. D uring t he s pring of  2 009, a  s lope f ailure o ccurred al ong a h illside i n s outh L ogan, 
resulting in damage to the LNC and disabling the water distribution capabilities of the canal.  The canal is 
located i n a n uni ncorporated a rea of  C ache C ounty and t he c ommunities of  Logan, N orth L ogan, a nd 
Hyde Park, U T.  N RCS i s a ssisting t he s ponsoring l ocal or ganization, C ache C ounty, t hrough t he 
Emergency Watershed Protection (EWP) Program. 
 
An agency scoping meeting will be held at 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, August 11, 2010, at NRCS offices, 
Wallace F. Bennett Fe deral B uilding, 1 25 So uth Sta te Str eet, Room 4216 S alt L ake C ity, U tah. A 
government issued photo ID (i.e. driver’s license) is required to enter the building. 
 
The purpose of this letter is to invite you to the agency scoping meeting and to request information from 
your a gency on t he r esource(s) unde r your  j urisdiction i n t he s tudy a rea t hat could be  a ffected by  t he 
project; identify the issues that should be analyzed in the EIS; and determine if project construction would 
require any permits or approvals from your agency. NRCS will use information from your agency, other 
agencies, and the public to develop project alternatives within the study area shown on the enclosed map. 
 
We request written comments no later than Friday, Aug. 31, 2010. Please mail comments to: 
 
Sue Lee 
Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction EIS 
HDR Engineering 
3949 South 700 East, Suite 500 
Salt Lake City, UT 84107 
801-743-7811 
 
Comments can also be sent by electronic mail to LNC-EIS@hdrinc.com. Please note the project in  the 
subject l ine of ei ther wr itten o r el ectronic co rrespondence. In a ddition t o t he agency s coping m eeting, 
NRCS will sponsor a public meeting for the LNC-EIS on Wednesday, August 11, 2010, at Bridgerland 
Applied Technology College, 1301 North 600 West (south entrance) Logan, Utah from 5:30 PM to 7:30 
PM. B asic i nformation a bout t he LNC-EIS will also be available o n t he NRCS Utah W ebsite a t 
http://www.ut.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/EWP/index.html 
 
If you have any questions about the project, please feel free to contact me at 801-524-4559 or Sue Lee at 
the number listed above. 
 



 

Wednesday, Aug. 11, 2010  LCN-EIS 

 
 
 
 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction – EIS 
Agency Scoping Meeting 
Wallace F. Bennett Federal Building 
125 South State Street, Room 4216, Salt Lake City 
August 11, 2010, 10:00 to 11:00 a.m. 

Discussion Topics: 

1. Introductions 

2. Project History 

3. Possible Options 

4. Scoping Discussion 

5. Schedule and Next Steps 

 
 



















August 2010

History
Since the 1890’s the Logan Northern 
Canal (LNC) has provided the citizens 
of Cache County with irrigation 
water. In the spring of 2009, a slope 
failure along a hillside in south Logan 
damaged a section of the canal 
and disabled the water distribution 
capabilities of the canal. Because the 
canal is part of an important water 
delivery system, several shareholders 
have been affected through non-
delivery of irrigation water.

In Spring 2010 NRCS completed a 
preliminary engineering study to 
assess the situation and identify 
potential solutions.

On February 19, 2010, USDA 
announced that $19.35 million in 
Emergency Watershed Protection 
(EWP) funds were available to help 
protect property along the LNC 
from any future event of a similar 
magnitude. NRCS is using this 
opportunity to move forward to 
identify the best solution.

Overview and Study Area Map
As required by federal law, NRCS is working to identify resource concerns and 
the potential impacts of options. The impacts and options are being evaluated 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

At this time, NRCS has not identified a final solution.  NRCS Utah is pursuing 
and compiling all NEPA documentation that will help it identify and fully 
evaluate alternatives to restore water delivery to stakeholders.  Once the NEPA 
process is completed (including public comment), a “Preferred Alternative” will 
be identified for final design and construction.

Logan Northern Canal 
Reconstruction Project
Environmental Impact Statement



We Are Here

Notice of 
Intent
(NOI)

Scoping Alternatives
Screening

Draft EIS Final EIS Record of
Decision

(ROD)

NRCS completes a 
NOI  to prepare an 
EIS and publishes 
the notice in the 
Federal Register 
and in a local 
paper; this begins 
the public 
involvement 
process.

Public, state, and 
federal agencies 
help identify 
subjects of concern 
to review in the EIS.

The process leads 
to a list of key 
factors that will 
guide the EIS 
analysis  and 
develop the criteria 
for alternatives 
screening.

A Draft EIS is 
released for 45-day 
public review and 
comment.

The EIS identifies a 
preferred 
alternative based 
on which provides 
the best fit with the 
key factors 
identified during 
scoping and has the 
least environmental 
impact when 
compared with 
other options.

Comments on the 
Draft EIS are 
addressed and a 
Final EIS is released 
for a 30-day review  
and comment 
period.

Governmental 
agencies consider 
the EIS findings.

NRCS decides which 
alternative to 
implement and 
prepares a ROD.

All reasonable 
alternatives are 
screened to 
determine if they 
meet the project 
purpose and need.

Alternatives that 
meet the purpose 
and need are 
carried forward for 
further study in the 
EIS.

Jul
2010

Oct
2010

Dec
2010

Spring
2011

Summer
2011

Aug
2010

Process and Schedule
The focus of the NEPA process is 
to solicit public comments and to 
evaluate environmental impacts 
of potential solutions (including 

Contact Information
Bronson Smart
NRCS, State Conservation Engineer
801-524-4559
Bronson.Smart@ut.usda.gov

Comments/Questions
Terry Warner / Sue Lee
HDR
801-743-7800
LNC-EIS@hdrinc.com

The Emergency Watershed 
Protection Program
The purpose of the EWP program is 
to undertake emergency measures 
to safeguard lives and property from 
floods, drought, and the products of 
erosion on any watershed whenever 
fire, flood, or any other natural 
occurrence is causing or has caused a 
sudden impairment of the watershed. 

EWP Policy and Procedures 
Website
http://www/ut.nrcs.usda.gov/
programs/EWP/policy_and_
proceedures.html

NRCS Website
http://www/ut.nrcs.usda.gov/
programs/EWP/index.html

a “No-Action” option). NRCS is 
preparing an EIS in accordance with 
the requirements of NEPA and NRCS 
regulations.

The graphic below presents the major 
steps the NRCS NEPA process will 
follow.
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Natural Resources Conservation Service 
125 South State Street, Room 4402 
Salt Lake City, UT 84138-1100 
(801) 524-4550 
FAX (801) 524-4403 

 

 

United States Department of Agriculture 

 

July 27, 2010 
 
To:  Interested Parties 
From:  Bronson Smart, State Conservation Engineer 
  NRCS 
Subject: Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project, Cache County, Utah 
  Environmental Impact Statement 
  Invitation to Attend Public Scoping Meeting 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NCRS), is requesting comments from you regarding the 
scope of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Logan Northern Canal (LNC) Reconstruction 
Project in Cache County, Utah.   
 
NRCS is preparing the EIS for proposed repair, replacement, and/or modifications to the Logan Northern 
Canal s ystem. D uring t he s pring of  2 009, a  s lope f ailure o ccurred al ong a h illside i n so uth L ogan, 
resulting in damage to the LNC and disabling the water distribution capabilities of the canal.  The canal is 
located i n a n uni ncorporated a rea of  C ache C ounty and t he c ommunities of  Logan, N orth L ogan, a nd 
Hyde Park, Utah.  N RCS is  a ssisting th e sponsoring l ocal or ganization, C ache C ounty, t hrough t he 
Emergency Watershed Protection (EWP) Program. 
 

The public scoping meeting will be held on: 
Wednesday, August 11, 2010 

Bridgerland Applied Technology College 
1301 North 600 West, South Entrance 

 Logan, Utah 
5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. 

 
The public is encouraged to attend a brief project presentation at either 5:30 p.m. or 6:30 p.m. A question 
and an swer session wi ll follow each  presentation.  I n ad dition, av ailable p roject st aff wi ll ad dress 
questions one-on-one throughout the evening.  
 
We request written comments no later than Tuesday, Aug. 31, 2010. Please mail comments to: 
 
Sue Lee 
HDR Engineering 
3949 South 700 East, Suite 500 
Salt Lake City, UT 84107 
801-743-7811 
 
Comments may also be sent by electronic mail to LNC-EIS@hdrinc.com. Please note the project in the 
subject line of either written or electronic correspondence. Basic information about the LNC-EIS is also 
available on the NRCS Utah Website at http://www.ut.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/EWP/index.html 
 
If you have any questions about the project, please feel free to contact me at 801-524-4559 or Sue Lee at 
the number listed above. 
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Guest  (sign in) Home Place Ad Find Ads Help

What:  Where:           Salt Lake City, Utah Search

Home » Main Categories » Events & Notices » Legal & Public Notices » DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE Natural Resources Conservation 
Service Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact... 

 Print Ad 
 

 Add to my Bookmarked Ads  

 Ask seller a question  

 Email ad to a friend  

 Report ad to moderator  

Control Panel

Ad Details

Ad ID: 17280219

Location: SALT LAKE CITY, UT

Created: Jul 29, 2010

Expires: Jul 30, 2010

Offers: 0  

Views: 5

Advertiser Details

Member: tmp_805811

Ratings: Good (0)  
OK (0)  
Poor (0) 

Joined: Jul 29, 2010

Ads placed: 1

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE Natural Resources Conservation 
Service Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact... 

Source: MediaOne of Utah 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE Natural Resources Conservation Service Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction project, Cache 
County, UT AGENCY: Natural Resources Conservation Service, USDA. ACTION: Notice of Intent to 
Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement. SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(c) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. 4321-4370d (NEPA), as implemented by the Council 
of Environmental Quality regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) announces its intent to prepare a draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction project. The purpose of this notice 
is to alert interested parties regarding the intent to prepare the EIS, to provide information on 
the nature of the proposed action and possible alternatives, and to invite public participation in 
the EIS process (including providing comments on the scope of the DEIS, to announce that public 
scoping meetings will be conducted, and to identify cooperating agency contacts). DATES: 
Written comments on the scope of the EIS, including the project's purpose and need, the 
alternatives to be considered, types of issues that should be addressed, associated research that 
should be considered, and the methodologies to be used in impact evaluations should be sent to 
NRCS on or before August 31, 2010, at the address below. See ADDRESSES below for the 
address to which written public comments may be sent. A public scoping meeting to accept 
comments on the scope of the EIS will be held on Wednesday, August 11, 2010, from 5:30 PM to 
7:30 PM at the Bridgerland Applied Technology College, 1301 North 600 West, Logan, Utah. 
Formal presentations will be given at about 5:30 PM and 6:30 PM. The building used for the 
scoping meeting is accessible to persons with disabilities. Any individual who requires special 
assistance, such as a sign language interpreter, to participate in a scoping meeting should 
contact Ms. Alana Spendlove, HDR Engineering, (801) 743-7829 or LNC-EIS@HDRInc.com. 
Scoping materials and the Alternatives Analysis will be available at the meetings and are 
available on the NRCS Utah Web site (http://www.ut.nrcs.usda.gov/). Hard copies of the scoping 
materials may also be obtained from Ms. Alana Spendlove, HDR Engineering, (801) 743-7829 or 
LNC-EIS@HDRInc.com. An interagency scoping meeting will be held on August 11, 2010, at the 
NRCS Utah office, 125 South State Street, Room 4216, Salt Lake City, Utah. Representatives of 
Native American tribal governments and of federal, state, regional and local agencies that may 
have an interest in any aspect of the project will be invited to be cooperating agencies, as 
appropriate. ADDRESSES: Comments will be accepted at the public scoping meetings or they 
may be sent to Mr. Bronson Smart, State Conservation Engineer, Wallace F. Bennett Federal 
Building, 125 South State Street, Room 4402, Salt Lake City, Utah 84138-1100, or via e-mail at 
bronson.smart@ut.usda.gov. Comments should be submitted by August 31, 2010. FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. Bronson Smart, State Conservation Engineer, Wallace F. Bennett 
Federal Building, 125 South State Street, Room 4402, Salt Lake City, Utah 84138-1100, or via e-
mail at bronson.smart@ut.usda.gov. 602293 UPAXLP

More ads like this

DIVISION OF... NOTICE TO... NOTICE:... NOTICE:...

 

CITY OF OREM... LEGAL NOTICE... ADVERTISEMEN... The Utah...

  

Latest News

Amazon CEO hopes new 
Kindles stoke sales

Stocks up on earnings, drop 
in unemployment claims

Russia announces $23 billion 
asset sale

Has killer bear been caught in 
Yellowstone National Park?

Christensen appointed as 
Utah’s new U.S. Attorney

Killer bear on loose in 
Yellowstone National Park

New

Description

Wolverine Crossing
Utah County Student 
Apartments Get The College 
Experience. Move Today!  
ProspectPortal.com

Utah Bankruptcy Law Firm
Free Bankruptcy 
Consultation. Fill out our 
Free Online Evaluation  
www.BankruptcySaltLake.com



 

home visitor citizen business departments online Submit Que  

 home >> Wed, July 28, 2010 

  
  

Welcome to Logan 

 
Emergency Info for Logan City, if available, will be found here. 

The feed providing these headlines is not available.  
  
  
  

 
The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) invites all interested individuals and organizations, public agencies, and Native American Tribes to 
comment on the Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Environmental Impact Statement (LNC-EIS). NRCS is asking for public input on the important issues 
that should be addressed in this EIS. 
 
NRCS is preparing the EIS for proposed repair, replacement, and/or modifications to the Logan Northern Canal system. During the spring of 2009, a slope 
failure occurred along a hill side in south Logan, resulting in damage to the Logan Northern Canal and disabling the water distribution capabilities of the canal. 
The canal is located in an unincorporated area of Cache County and the communities of Logan, North Logan, and Hyde Park, UT. NRCS is assisting the 
sponsoring local organization, Cache County, through the Emergency Watershed Protection (EWP) Program. 
 
The public scoping meeting will be held on: 
 
Wednesday, August 11, 2010 
Bridgerland Applied Technology College 
1301 North 600 West, South Entrance 
Logan, Utah 
 
5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. 
 
The public is encouraged to attend a brief project presentation at either 5:30 p.m. or 6:30 p.m. A question and answer session will follow the presentation. In 
addition, available project staff will address questions one-on-one throughout the evening. 
 
The EIS process will evaluate alternatives that are recommended for detailed study in previous planning-level studies completed by NRCS and based on 
comments identified during scoping. Those not able to attend the meeting can email comments online to LNC-EIS@hdrinc.com or mail comments to: 
 
Alana Spendlove 
Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project 
3945 South 700 East, Suite 500 
Salt Lake City, UT 84107 
 
Comments are due by August 31, 2010. 
 
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations during this meeting (including auxiliary communicative 
aids and services) should call Alana Spendlove at (801) 573-7669 at least 7 working days before the meeting. 
 
Basic information about the LNC-EIS is also available on the NRCS Utah Website at http://www.ut.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/EWP/index.html 
 
For additional information regarding the Logan Northern Reconstruction Project, contact Bronson Smart, State Conservation Engineer, at (801) 524-4559 or 
Bronson.smart@ut.usda.gov. 

  
 City Announces Downtown Business Development Fund 
The City is pleased to announce the renewal of its Downtown Business Development Fund. The Logan City Council has adopted its 
2010-11 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) One-Year Action Plan, which includes $50,000 in funding for this project. The 
following information summarizes the purpose, scope and administration of the program. Should you have any questions or wish to 
make an application for fund assistance, please contact Kirk Jensen, City of Logan Economic Development Director, at (435)716-
9015. 
More..... 
  

Logan City's Chip and Seal is starting July 6th. Click here for more information.  
  
  

  
Own one or more rental dwellings? If yes, you are required to have a Logan City business 
license by 1 July 2010. Heard about the 'good landlord' course? You can save $40 off your business license! Check 
out the Landlord Business Licensing page for complete information.  
  
  
  
  
  

   
Click here for more info 
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Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project  Public Scoping Comment Form 

 
 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project 
Public Scoping Comment Form 

 
Name:  __________________________________________ 
Address:  __________________________________________ 
 __________________________________________ 
 __________________________________________ 
 
Comments can be submitted to: 

 Sue Lee, Project Manager 
 HDR, Inc. 
 3949 So. 700 E., Suite 500 
 Salt Lake City, UT 84107 
 Fax: (801) 743-7878 
 E-mail: LNC-EIS@hdrinc.com 
 
Deadline:  August 31, 2010 
 

What environmental issues and impacts are you concerned about?  
Please be as specific as possible. 

______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________ 



 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project  Public Scoping Comment Form 

______________________________________________________ 
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________ 



August 2010

History
Since the 1890’s the Logan Northern 
Canal (LNC) has provided the citizens 
of Cache County with irrigation 
water. In the spring of 2009, a slope 
failure along a hillside in south Logan 
damaged a section of the canal 
and disabled the water distribution 
capabilities of the canal. Because the 
canal is part of an important water 
delivery system, several shareholders 
have been affected through non-
delivery of irrigation water.

In Spring 2010 NRCS completed a 
preliminary engineering study to 
assess the situation and identify 
potential solutions.

On February 19, 2010, USDA 
announced that $19.35 million in 
Emergency Watershed Protection 
(EWP) funds were available to help 
protect property along the LNC 
from any future event of a similar 
magnitude. NRCS is using this 
opportunity to move forward to 
identify the best solution.

Overview and Study Area Map
As required by federal law, NRCS is working to identify resource concerns and 
the potential impacts of options. The impacts and options are being evaluated 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

At this time, NRCS has not identified a final solution.  NRCS Utah is pursuing 
and compiling all NEPA documentation that will help it identify and fully 
evaluate alternatives to restore water delivery to stakeholders.  Once the NEPA 
process is completed (including public comment), a “Preferred Alternative” will 
be identified for final design and construction.

Logan Northern Canal 
Reconstruction Project
Environmental Impact Statement



We Are Here

Notice of 
Intent
(NOI)

Scoping Alternatives
Screening

Draft EIS Final EIS Record of
Decision

(ROD)

NRCS completes a 
NOI  to prepare an 
EIS and publishes 
the notice in the 
Federal Register 
and in a local 
paper; this begins 
the public 
involvement 
process.

Public, state, and 
federal agencies 
help identify 
subjects of concern 
to review in the EIS.

The process leads 
to a list of key 
factors that will 
guide the EIS 
analysis  and 
develop the criteria 
for alternatives 
screening.

A Draft EIS is 
released for 45-day 
public review and 
comment.

The EIS identifies a 
preferred 
alternative based 
on which provides 
the best fit with the 
key factors 
identified during 
scoping and has the 
least environmental 
impact when 
compared with 
other options.

Comments on the 
Draft EIS are 
addressed and a 
Final EIS is released 
for a 30-day review  
and comment 
period.

Governmental 
agencies consider 
the EIS findings.

NRCS decides which 
alternative to 
implement and 
prepares a ROD.

All reasonable 
alternatives are 
screened to 
determine if they 
meet the project 
purpose and need.

Alternatives that 
meet the purpose 
and need are 
carried forward for 
further study in the 
EIS.

Jul
2010

Oct
2010

Dec
2010

Spring
2011

Summer
2011

Aug
2010

Process and Schedule
The focus of the NEPA process is 
to solicit public comments and to 
evaluate environmental impacts 
of potential solutions (including 

Contact Information
Bronson Smart
NRCS, State Conservation Engineer
801-524-4559
Bronson.Smart@ut.usda.gov

Comments/Questions
Terry Warner / Sue Lee
HDR
801-743-7800
LNC-EIS@hdrinc.com

The Emergency Watershed 
Protection Program
The purpose of the EWP program is 
to undertake emergency measures 
to safeguard lives and property from 
floods, drought, and the products of 
erosion on any watershed whenever 
fire, flood, or any other natural 
occurrence is causing or has caused a 
sudden impairment of the watershed. 

EWP Policy and Procedures 
Website
http://www/ut.nrcs.usda.gov/
programs/EWP/policy_and_
proceedures.html

NRCS Website
http://www/ut.nrcs.usda.gov/
programs/EWP/index.html

a “No-Action” option). NRCS is 
preparing an EIS in accordance with 
the requirements of NEPA and NRCS 
regulations.

The graphic below presents the major 
steps the NRCS NEPA process will 
follow.



Logan Northern Canal
Reconstruction Project

Environmental Impact Statement

Public Scoping MeetingPublic Scoping Meeting

August 11, 2010

5:30 – 7:30 PM

Why Is This Project Needed?

• Spring 2009 slope failure that occurred along a 
hillside in south Logan resulted in damage to ahillside in south Logan resulted in damage to a 
section of the LNC, thus disabling the water 
distribution capabilities of the canaldistribution capabilities of the canal. 

• Several water shareholders have been adversely 
ff t d th h d li f i i ti taffected through non-delivery of irrigation water.



What Is the Emergency Watershed Protection Program?

• The purpose of the Emergency Watershed Protection 
(EWP) program is to undertake emergency measures to 
safeguard lives and property from floods drought and thesafeguard lives and property from floods, drought, and the 
products of erosion on any watershed whenever fire, 
flood, or any other natural occurrence is causing or has 
ca sed a s dden impairment of the atershedcaused a sudden impairment of the watershed.  

• The program is designed for implementation of recovery 
measures. 

• EWP Policy and Procedures are available on NRCS 
website (see Fact Sheet for web address).

Why Is NEPA Necessary?

• Any federal action (including funding and permitting) that 
might result in effects on the natural or built environment 
is subject to evaluation under the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA).

• NEPA requires lead agencies to evaluate a reasonable 
range of alternatives even if they are different from what 
might have been presented in a previous studymight have been presented in a previous study.

• NEPA requires NRCS to evaluate a “No-Action” 
alternativealternative.



Option DescriptionsOption Descriptions
Option 1
Divert LNC water 
i t th i ti Option 2into the existing 
LHPS Canal 
alignment, from 
Logan River to the 

Option 2
Divert LNC water 
into the existing 
LHPS Canal 

Option 3
Use the existing 
LNC point of 

mouth of the canyon. 
From there it would 
be taken parallel 
along US 89 to a

alignment, from 
Logan River to 
Lundstrom Park. 
From there it would

p
diversion from Logan 
River and place 
water in a pipeline 
under Canyon Road

Option 4
Divert LNC water 
into the existing 
LHPS Canalalong US 89 to a 

structure at 400 
North and 600 East, 
where it would be 
placed back into the

From there it would 
be taken under city 
streets to 1400 North 
and about 900 East, 
where it would be

under Canyon Road 
to 600 East. The 
pipeline would travel 
north to the 
i t ti f 400

LHPS Canal 
alignment, from 
Logan River to about 
3100 North. From 

placed back into the 
existing LNC.

where it would be 
placed back into the 
existing LNC.

intersection of 400 
North and 600 East, 
where it would be 
placed back into the 

there, it would be 
taken under city 
streets to 1200 East, 
where it would be 

existing LNC. placed back into the 
existing LNC, with 
service to 1400 
North



Notice of Scoping Alternatives Draft EIS Final EIS Record of

We Are HereEnvironmental
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Screening Decision
(ROD)
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EIS d bli h
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h l id tif
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released for 45‐day 
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Comments on the 
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Governmental 
agencies consider 
th EIS fi di

All reasonable 
alternatives are 

d t

Statement 
Process and 
Schedule

EIS and publishes 
the notice in the 
Federal Register 
and in a local 
paper; this begins 
the public 

help identify 
subjects of concern 
to review in the EIS.

The process leads 
to a list of key 

public review and 
comment.

The EIS identifies a 
preferred 
alternative based 

addressed and a 
Final EIS is released 
for a 30‐day review  
and comment 
period.

the EIS findings.

NRCS decides which 
alternative to 
implement and 
prepares a ROD.

screened to 
determine if they 
meet the project 
purpose and need.

Alternatives that 
involvement 
process.

factors that will 
guide the EIS 
analysis and 
develop the criteria 
for alternatives 
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on which provides 
the best fit with the 
key factors 
identified during 
scoping and has the 
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and need are 
carried forward for 
further study in the 
EIS.

screening. least environmental 
impact when 
compared with 
other options.
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What Should I Comment On?

• Purpose of and need for the project

• Important Evaluation Criteria:• Important Evaluation Criteria:
Impacts to the natural environment

Impacts to the built environmentImpacts to the built environment

• Options to re-establish water to shareholders

Eff t f “N A ti ” Alt ti• Effects of a “No-Action” Alternative



How Can I Participate?
W i t t d i t d• We are interested in your comments and 
suggestions to identify key subjects of concern to 
focus the studyfocus the study.

• Submit comments
U t d d d it th i th• Use comment cards and deposit them in the 
comment box here at the meeting

• Visit the Court Reporter here at the meeting• Visit the Court Reporter here at the meeting

• By U.S. Mail or e-mail (see Fact Sheet for mailing 
information)information)

• Comments are due by August 31, 2010

PUBLIC MEETINGPUBLIC MEETINGPUBLIC MEETINGPUBLIC MEETING

TONIGHTTONIGHTTONIGHTTONIGHT
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Logan Northern Canal
Reconstruction Project

Environmental Impact Statement

Public Scoping MeetingPublic Scoping Meeting

August 11, 2010

5 30 7 30 P M5:30 – 7:30 P.M.

Why Is This Project Needed?

• Spring 2009 slope failure that occurred along a hillside 
in south Logan resulted in damage to a section of the g g
LNC, thus disabling the water distribution capabilities 
of the canal. 

S l t h h ld h b d l• Several water shareholders have been adversely 
affected through non-delivery of irrigation water.



LNC-EIS Project Team

• Bronson Smart, NRCS, State Conservation Engineer

• Elise Boeke NRCS Environmental LeadElise Boeke, NRCS, Environmental Lead

• Ron Francis, NRCS, Public Affairs

• Terry Warner, HDR, Consultant Project Managery , , j g

• Sue Lee, HDR, Environmental Document Manager

• Alana Spendlove, HDR, Public Involvement

What Is the Emergency Watershed Protection 

Program?g

• The purpose of the Emergency Watershed Protection 
(EWP) program is to undertake emergency measures to 
safeguard lives and property from floods, drought, and 
the products of erosion on any watershed whenever 
fire, flood, or any other natural occurrence is causing orfire, flood, or any other natural occurrence is causing or 
has caused a sudden impairment of the watershed.  

• The program is designed for implementation of recovery 
measures. 

• EWP Policy and Procedures Website:
http://www/ut nrcs usda gov/programs/EWP/policyandproceedures htmlhttp://www/ut.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/EWP/policyandproceedures.html



Why Is NEPA Necessary?

• Any federal action (including funding and permitting) 
that might result in effects on the natural or built 
environment is subject to evaluation under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

• NEPA requires lead agencies to evaluate a reasonable• NEPA requires lead agencies to evaluate a reasonable 
range of alternatives even if they are different from what 
might have been presented in a previous study.

• NEPA requires NRCS to evaluate a “No-Action” option.



Divert LNC water into the existing LHPS Canal alignment, from 
Logan River to the mouth of the canyon. From there it would 
be taken parallel along US 89 to a structure at 400 North and 
600 East, where it would be placed back into the existing LNC.600 East, where it would be placed back into the existing LNC.

Divert LNC water into the existing LHPS Canal alignment, from 
Logan River to Lundstrom Park. From there it would be taken 
under city streets to 1400 North and about 900 East, where it 
would be placed back into the existing LNC.

Use the existing LNC point of diversion from Logan River and 
place water in a pipeline under Canyon Road to 600 East. The 
pipeline would travel north to the intersection of 400 North and 
600 East, where it would be placed back into the existing LNC.

Divert LNC water into the existing LHPS Canal alignment, from 
Logan River to about 3100 North. From there, it would be 
taken under city streets to 1200 East, where it would be placed 
back into the existing LNC, with service to 1400 North.

Divert LNC waterDivert LNC waterDivert LNC water 
into the existing 
LHPS Canal 
alignment, from 

Divert LNC water 
into the existing 
LHPS Canal 
alignment, from 
Logan River to the 
mouth of the 
canyon. From there 
it would be taken

Logan River to the 
mouth of the 
canyon. From there 
it would be takenit would be taken 
parallel along US 89 
to a structure at 400 
North and 600 East, 

h it ld b

it would be taken 
parallel along US 89 
to a structure at 400 
North and 600 East, 

h it ld bwhere it would be 
placed back into the 
existing LNC.

where it would be 
placed back into the 
existing LNC.



Divert LNC water 
into the existing 
LHPS Canal 

Divert LNC water 
into the existing 
LHPS Canal 
alignment, from 
Logan River to 
Lundstrom Park. 
From there it would

alignment, from 
Logan River to 
Lundstrom Park. 
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What Should I Comment On?

• Purpose of and Need for the project

• Important Evaluation Criteria:
• Impacts to the natural environment

• Impacts to the built environment

• Options to re establish water to shareholders• Options to re-establish water to shareholders

• Effects of a “No-Action” Alternative

How Can I Participate?

• We are interested in your comments and suggestions to 
identify key subjects of concern to focus the study.

• Submit comments
• Use comment cards and deposit them in the comment box 

here at the meetingg

• Visit the Court Reporter here at the meeting

• By U.S. Mail or e-mail (see Fact Sheet for mailing information)

C t d b A t 31 2010• Comments are due by August 31, 2010
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Table D-1. List of Commenters, Comment Numbers, and Comment 
Methods 

Commenter Comment Number Comment Method 

Cache County S-01 U.S. mail 
Ray Pehrson S-02   U.S. mail 
Anonymous S-03 Scoping meeting 
David and Judy Allen S-04 Scoping meeting 
Marilyn Grunig S-05 Scoping meeting 
Wendy Hassan S-06 Scoping meeting 
Eugene Kartchner S-07 Scoping meeting 
Jack Keller S-08 Scoping meeting 
Sara Krebs S-09 Scoping meeting 
John Krusi S-10 Scoping meeting 
Dee Ann Michaelsen S-11 Scoping meeting 
J. Wilmer Rigby S-12 Scoping meeting 
Kathy Robison S-13 Scoping meeting 
Brett Roper S-14 Scoping meeting 
Leila Shultz S-15 Scoping meeting 
Leon Stucki S-16 Scoping meeting 
Kim Sullivan S-17 Scoping meeting 
Laraine Swenson S-18 Scoping meeting 
Charlotte Brennand S-19 E-mail 
Gordon Younker, Utah Association of 

Conservation Districts 
S-20 E-mail 

Larry Rupp S-21 E-mail 
Jay Monson S-22 E-mail 
Trevor Hughes S-23 E-mail 
Bruce Pendery S-24 U.S. mail 
Charles Major S-25 E-mail 
Kathy Short S-26 E-mail 
Lucy Peterson Watkins S-27 E-mail 
Ray A. Pehrson S-28 U.S. mail 
Lucy Peterson Watkins S-29 U.S. mail 
Thad Box S-30 E-mail 
Clair Marshall S-31 Scoping meeting (court report) 
Pat Pehrson S-32 Scoping meeting (court report) 
John Nelson S-33 Scoping meeting (court report) 
Wayne May S-34 Scoping meeting (court report) 
Carlos Anderson S-35 Scoping meeting (court report) 
Jeff Keller S-36 Scoping meeting (court report) 
Don Younker S-37 Scoping meeting (court report) 
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Table D-1. List of Commenters, Comment Numbers, and Comment 
Methods 

Commenter Comment Number Comment Method 

Jon Meikle S-38 Scoping meeting (court report) 
Kay Gilgen S-39 Scoping meeting (court report) 
Linda Thorne-Probert S-40 E-mail 
Randy Oldham S-41 U.S. mail 
Pat Pehrson S-42 U.S. mail 
Cary Watkins S-43 U.S. mail 
William E. Piercy S-44 E-mail 
Jeff Watkins S-45 E-mail 
Matthew Larson S-46 E-mail 
Ray Pehrson S-47 U.S. mail 
Arden W. Lauritzen S-48 Fax 
Brian Ferebee, USFS S-49 E-mail 
Linda Thorne-Probert S-50 U.S. mail 
William E. Piercy S-51 U.S. mail 
Gene Truhn S-52 E-mail 
Jerry Boehme S-53 E-mail 
Larry Svoboda, EPA S-54 U.S. mail 
Gail Bingham S-55 U.S. mail 
Ray Wilhelm S-56 U.S. mail 
Keith Meikle S-57 E-mail 
Albert Wiebe S-58 E-mail 
Mark Nielsen, Logan City S-59 E-mail 
Jack Keller S-60 E-mail 
Whitney Matson S-61 E-mail 
Rick Major S-62 E-mail 
Doris Peterson-Rusch S-63 E-mail 
Bob Oaks S-64 E-mail 
Bruce Godfrey S-65 E-mail 
Lance Houser S-66 E-mail 
Shirley Joffs S-67 E-mail 
Julie Sharp, NPS S-68 E-mail 
Kevin Connors S-69 E-mail 
Rod Wilhelm S-70 U.S. mail 
Dean Candland S-71 U.S. mail 
Lydia Embry S-72 U.S. mail 
Polly Richman S-73 E-mail 
Marta DeBerard S-74 E-mail 
Clyde Anderson S-75 E-mail 
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Table D-1. List of Commenters, Comment Numbers, and Comment 
Methods 

Commenter Comment Number Comment Method 

C. Val Grant, Bridgerland Audubon 
Society 

S-76 Fax 

Robert H. Schmidt S-77 E-mail 
John Eastmond S-78 E-mail 
Jordy Guth S-79 E-mail 
Leila C. O'Dell S-80 E-mail 
Kerry Jordan S-81 E-mail 
Anne Diekema S-82 E-mail 
Steven Hicken S-83 E-mail 
Richard W. Clement S-84 E-mail 
Kevin Connors S-85 E-mail 
Eric H. Joffs S-86 E-mail 
Ernest E. Bleinberger S-87 E-mail 
Trevor Hughes S-88 E-mail 
Barbara Middleton S-89 E-mail 
Jon Brunn S-90 E-mail 
James W. Huppi, USU S-91 E-mail 
Caroline Shugart S-92 E-mail 
Arthur Taylor S-93 E-mail 
Nick Eastmond S-94 E-mail 
Jeff White, Logan City Light & Power S-95 E-mail 
Bob Oaks S-96 E-mail 
Bob Oaks S-97 E-mail 
A. Leo Krebs S-98 U.S. mail 
Sharon Lauritzen S-99 Fax 
Lynne H. Goodhart S-100 E-mail 
John Derinzy, USACE S-101 E-mail 
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Comment S-1 Comment S-1 (continued)
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Comment S-2 Comment S-2 (continued)
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Comment S-3 Comment S-4
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Comment S-5 Comment S-6
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Comment S-6 (continued) Comment S-7
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Comment S-8 Comment S-9
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Comment S-10 Comment S-10 (continued)
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Comment S-11 Comment S-12
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Comment S-12 (continued) Comment S-13
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Comment S-14 Comment S-14 (continued)
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Comment S-14 (continued) Comment S-15
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Comment S-16 Comment S-17
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Comment S-18 Comment S-19
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Comment S-20 Comment S-20 (continued)

 



 Scoping Summary Report

 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project 
September 21, 2010 D-19
 

Comment S-21 Comment S-22
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Comment S-23 Comment S-24
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Comment S-24 (continued) Comment S-25
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Comment S-26 Comment S-27
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Comment S-27 (continued) Comment S-27 (continued)
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Comment S-28 Comment S-28 (continued)
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Comment S-29 Comment S-29 (continued)
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Comment S-30 Comment S-30 (continued)

 



 Scoping Summary Report

 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project 
September 21, 2010 D-27
 

Comment S-30 (continued) Comment S-30 (continued)
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Comment S-31 (Marshall) Comment S-31 (Marshall, continued)
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Comment S-32 (Pehrson) Comment S-32 (Pehrson, continued)

 



 Scoping Summary Report

 

Logan Northern Canal Reconstruction Project 
September 21, 2010 D-33
 

Comment S-33 (Nelson) Comment S-33 (Nelson, continued)
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Comment S-33 (Nelson, continued) Comment S-34 (May), Comment S-35 (Anderson)
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Comment S-35 (Anderson, continued)
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Comment S-36 (Keller) Comment S-36 (Keller, continued)
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Comment S-37 (Younker) Comment S-37 (Younker, continued)
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Comment S-38 (Meilke) Comment S-39 (Gilgen)
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Comment S-39 (Gilgen, continued)
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Comment S-44 Comment S-44 (continued)
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