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Logan Northern Canal
Reconstruction Project

Environmental Impact Statement
Public Scoping Meeting
August 11, 2010
5:30-7:30 P.Mm.
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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 LNC,
thus disabling the water distribution capabilities of the
canal.

» Several water shareholders have been adversely affected
through non-delivery of irrigation water.
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LNC-EIS Project Team

* Bronson Smart, NRCS, State Conservation Engineer
* Elise Boeke, NRCS, Environmental Lead

* Ron Francis, NRCS, Public Affairs

* Terry Warner, HDR, Consultant Project Manager

* Sue Lee, HDR, Environmental Document Manager
* Alana Spendlove, HDR, Public Involvement
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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 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.

* The program is designed for implementation of recovery
measures.

* EWP Policy and Procedures Website:

http://www/ut.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/EWP/policyandproceedures.html
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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 study.

* NEPA requires NRCS to evaluate a “No-Action” option.
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$ Possible Solutions: Option 3 F5e
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Impact
Statement
Process and
Schedule

Notice of
Intent
(NOI)

NRCS prepares 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.

We Are Here
¥

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.

Alternatives
Screening

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.

Draft EIS

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:

USDA
e

Final EIS

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

O

NRCS

Record of
Decision
(ROD)

Governmental
agencies
consider the EIS
findings.

NRCS decides
which
alternative to
implement and
prepares a ROD.

Summer
2011
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What Should | 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

Effects of a“No-Action” Alternative
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How Can | Participate?

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

e Submita comments

* Use comment cards and deposit them in the comment box
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)

 Comments are due by August 31, 2010
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Questions?



