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I. DEC IS ION 

I . 	 Description of Decision 

I have decided to approve issuance of a special use permit to Pleasant Grove C ity to 
maintain and operate an overfl ow structure fo r thci r existing water holding tank , 
and to construct and maintain an overflow ditch southward approx imately SOO feet 
to the Pleasant Grove Debris Basin . The project wi ll be implemented on the Uinta 
Nati onal Forest north o f Grove Creek Trai lhead, TSS, R2E, NW 1/4NW 114 of 
Scction 22, SLBM , on an easement of approxi mately .2S acres (see attached map). 
A drainage structure will be built and maintained in order to manage water coming 
fi'om a spring north of Grove Creek, and the overflow of the water storage tank . 
Thi s land was recentl y purchased by the Uinta Nat ional Forest, and ex isting 
facilities of Pleasant Grove were not excluded "i'om the purchased property as were 
the water holding tank and feedcr lines. 

The Forest Service' s proposed action is to authorize Pleasant Grove City to conduct 
the tollowing activities through issuance of a special use penni!: 

• 	 Construct an over llow channel (ditch) on the southeast end that would mai ntai n 
a lower water level than existing conditions. The overflow chan nel would 
convey excess spring di scharge into the Grove Creek Debris Basin, located 
about 500 fcet southeast. The natural spring fl ow would continue to provide 
wetland/standing water habitat, and the channel wou ld provide linear riparian 
habitat. The channel banks wou ld be stabilized with vegetation and erosion­
contro l material. where needed . 

• 	 Insta ll a cu lvert of the appropriate size to pass required flows, and requ ire 
minimum maintenance under the Grove Creek trailhead access road to convey 
the overtlow water to the Grove Creek Debris Basin . 

• 	 Bui ld up the northeast end of the embankment (if determined to be needed after 
water level is lowered) to minim ize potential for overtl ow to be ro uted toward 
the housing devdojlment. 



2. 	 Purpose of the Decision 

The purposc of the proposcd action is to allow Pl easant Grove City to address the 
impacts from overflow water coming fi'om the Grove Crcek pond, and the potenti al 
impacts that ovcrllow might havc on residcnccs below the spring. 

3. 	 Need for Decision 


The need for the proposed acti on includes: 


• 	 Managing the water level li'om the spring to prevent damage to adjacent pri vate 
prope11 y II'om ovcrtl ow. 

• 	 Providing wildli fc habit at benefit s by maintaining somc ripari an/wetland 
conditions. 

• 	 Ass isting the previous water ri ghts holder to mect their obligations to the Utah 
State Division of Water Ri ghts. 

• 	 Providing Pleasant Grove City a method to manage overflow that may come 
li'om their water storage tank . 

II. REASONS FOR CATEGORICALLY EXCLUDING HIE DECISION 

Decisions may be categori call y excluded li'om documentati on in an environmental 
impact statement or enviro nmcntal assessment when they are within one o f the 
categori es identificd by the U.S. Dcpartment o f Agriculture in 7 C FR pa11 I b.3 or 
li sted in 36 CFR 220.6 (d) or (e) , and there are no extraordinary circumstances 
related to the decision that may result in a significant individual or cumulati ve 
environmental effect. 

A. Category of Exclusion 


Thc pro posed proj ects lit within categori es identili ed by the Chie f of the Forest 

Service for catcgori cal exclusion as lo llows: 


Approval o f a minor special use lits under FSH 1909. 15, Section 3 1.2, Category 3: 


Appro l'Cll. modificatioll. or cOllt illualiOIl ofmillor special uses ofNatiol/al Forest 
System lallds tilat require less tilan fi \'e cOllt iguous acres oflalld 

B. 	 Extraordinary Circulllstances 

The federal rcgul ations at 36 CFR 220.6 (b) li st the fo ll owing resource conditions 
that should be considcred in determining whether ex traordinary circumstances 
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rel ated to a proposed acti on warrant further analysis and documentation in an EA or 
EIS: 

I . 	 Federall y li sted threatened or endangered species or designated criti cal habitat, 
species proposed for Federal li sting or proposed criti ca l hab itat, or Forest 
Service sensitive species. 

The project area has been surveyed and no threatened or endangered species are 
present. The project area does not contain any criti cal habitat for threatened and 
endangered species. The Forest Service has determined that thi s project will not 
adversely affect any federall y protected species or criti ca l habitat (Van Keuren 
2007, Bornstein 2006). 

2. 	 Floodplains, wetl ands, or muni cipal watersheds 

Floodplail/s: Executive Order 11 988 requires federal agencies to avoid adverse 
impacts associated with the occupancy and moditi cati on o f tloodplains. 

The project area does not reside in, and the project will not have any direct, 
indirect, or cumulati ve impacts on, any water bodies, and fl oodplains. 

Wellal/ds: Executi ve Order 11 990 requires federal agencies to avoid adverse 
impacts associated with destruction or modification o f wetlands. 

There is a very small wetland associated with the ex isting pond. The wetl and 
characteri sti cs would not be changed by implementing th is project. The 
drainage ditch to the south h om the pond would provide add itional wetl and 
habitat depending on the flo w of the spring (Hanson, 2008). 

MUI/ icipal Wall'rsiler/s: This project is located within a municipal watershed. 

The constructi on o f the overflow ditch will have no impact on muni cipal 
watersheds. 

3. 	Congressionall y designated areas, such as wilderness, wilderness stud y areas, or 
Na ti onal Recreation Areas: 

The project area does not reside in, and the project wi ll not have any direct, 
indirect or cumul ati ve impacts on any wilderness, wilderness study areas, or 
national recreat ion areas. 

4. 	 Inventori ed roadless areas or potenti al wilderness area: 

The project area does not reside in , and the project will not have an y direct, 
indirect or cumulati ve impacts on any inventori ed roadless areas (IRAs) or 
potenti al wilderness areas. 

1 



5. 	 Research Natural Areas: 

T he proj ect area does not reside in , and the project wi ll not have any direct , 
indirect or cumul ati ve impact s on any research natural areas. 

6. 	 Ameri can Indians and Alaska Nati ve reli gious or cultural sites: 

Based on si te investi gations and scopi ng, the project area is not known to 
include, and the project will not have any direct, indirect, or cumulati ve impacts 
on any American Indian religious or cultural sites (Thompson, 2007). 

7. 	 Archeological sites, or hi storic properties or areas: 

T he proj ect wi ll not have the potential to affect known archeo logica l sites or 
hi storic properti es or areas located in the project area; therefore, there would be 
no impacts as a result of this project. (Thompson, 2007) 

For projects that are categoricall y excluded , there is no need to repeat a detailed 
analys is of effects to all resources. In promul gating the categories, the Forest 
Service has concluded that projcct s that tit those categories do not individuall y or 
cumul at ivel y have a s ignifi cant effect on the human environment. Thus, once the 
analysis establi shes that thi s project has no ex traordinary circumstances and fits into 
a category, the responsible o tli cial can reach the conclusion that there wi ll be no 
significant effects to the environment without further analysis. 

The proposed action wi ll be of limited contex t and intensity and wi ll not resul t in 
any s ign ificant environmen tal effects (40 CFR 1508.4) individually or cumulati vely 
on the quality of the human environment ; is within a 36 CFR 220.6 (e); and there 
are no ex traordinary circumstances related to the proposed act ion. 

III. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND SCOPING 

The Pleasant Grove Ranger District initiated scoping fo r thi s proposal by sending a scoping 
letter on April 30, 2007, to about 100 known interested parties. A request for comments 
was publi shed in the Provo Daily Herald on May 4, 2007. In response to these 
so li citati ons, the Forest received one comment. The project was also internally scoped. 
Through public scoping, the following concerns were expressed: 

I. 	 Mai n consideration fro m the State Engineers Oftlee was that there are no water 
rights or approved dam plans or permit s associated with the pond, and it should not 
store water or be capab le of storing water. 

lheir clailll that there are I/O IrateI' rigills or all approl'ed dalll pemlit is 
correct. The illtellded{illllre of th e site is to colltilllle to provide a wetlalld that 

4 



provides a IIl1iqlle habiwt 1\ 'ithill the area, alld IIwilltaiu!i'ee flo1\ 'ing \Fater 
/i'01ll the spring / or ({\ 'ian and other 'I'ildli!'c species, 

2, 	 The outl et shoul d be fu lly functionall y open with no gate or controls and the 
spill way should be brought down to the natural level and/or the dam structure 
shou ld be removed so there is no possib le hazard or ri sk associated wi th the dam, 

rile proposal is to(oll({\1' the State Engineer rccommendation bv 101\'erillg the 
sOllthem bank to create (tn IInobstmcted spilj,mv in 'I'hich there \\'ill be 
lIlinimal ainollllts o(1\'ater to collect in the pond orca, and allow a natllralflow 
sOlltll\\'{/rd to the Grope Creek Debris Basin, The earthcn dam 1\ 'ill be leli in 
place to prOl'ide screening / or 1\",/dli(e IIsing the area, 

3, 	 If the spring tl ow is to be directed to Gro ve Creek Debri s Basin it should be 

considered in the hydrology and operati on of the structure, 


Capacities and //Iaior (' ,'ents have been em/llated ill relationship to the amollnt 
0( 1\ 'at('/' and timing o(mller that wOllld reach the debris basin, 71,e/lo1\ ' in 
the spring in //l ost veal'S 1\ 'ollld not reach the debris basin and \I'ollid be 
Iwndled in the design o(the ditch. The dischargcs(i'o//l the ,rater storage 
/ clcilities are in(i'eqllcnt, bllt have th e greatest potcntial o(creating flo1\ 's into 
the debris basin, 

IV. 	 FIN J)J NGS REQUIRED BY AND/QR RELATED TO THEIR LAWS AND 
REGULATIONS 

My decision wi ll compl y with all applicab le laws and regulations, I have 
summari zed some pertinent ones below: 

Endangered Species Act - See Section II. Item B I of thi s document. 

Nati onal Histori c Preservati on Act - See Sccti on II , Item B6 of thi s document. 

Archaeo logical Resources Protection Act - See Sect ion II , Item B6 of thi s 
document, 

ationa l Environmental Poli cy Act - Thi s Act requ ires public involvement and 
cons ideration of potenti al environmental effects, Opportunities fo r the public to be 
involved were givcn, and potential environmental effects were considered, The 
documentation of thi s decision SUpp0l1S compliancc with thi s Act. 

at iona l Forest Management Act - This Act requ ires all projects and acti vities are 
consistent with the Forest Land and Resource Management Plan, 

The project area li es within the Ameri can Fork Management Area as identitied in 
the 2003 Uinta ati onal Forest Land and Resource Management Plan (2003 
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Forest Plan) . The proposed project is consistent with Forest-wide and 
Management Arca specitic direction, and is in compliance with all relevant 
Standards and Guidelines. 

V. ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF APPEAL 

Pursuant to 36 CFR 2 15.12(1) and Earth Island Institute v. Ruthenbeck, No. e lv F­
03-386 JKS (E.D. Cal. , Octobcr 19,2005), this decision is not subject to appeal. 

VI. IMPLEMENTATION DATE 

This deci sion may be implemented immediatel y. 

VII. CONTACT PERSON 

For fll1iher information about this decision or project , please contact John R. Logan, 
Pleasant Grove Ranger District , 390 North 100 East, Pleasant Grove, Utah 84062, 
or by phone at (80 I)785-3563. 

VII. SIGNATURE AND DATE 

I havc concluded that this deci sion may be categorically cxcl uded from 
documcntation in and environmental impact statement of environmental 
assessment, as it is within one of the categori es identified in 36 CFR 220.6 (e) , and 
there are no ex traordinary circumstances related to the decision that may result in a 
signi ficant individual or cumulati ve environmental effect. My conclusion is based 
on information presented in thi s document and the entirety of the planning record . 

Di s.trict Ranger 
Pleasant Grove Ranger Di stri ct 

JOJ-l Date 
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