January 29, 2014

Grand County Council
125 E. Center
Moab, UT 84532

Dear Grand Country Council Members:

| appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed wilderness areas in Grand
County. | believe strongly in finding a balance when it comes to public land management,
especially since Utah's public lands cover 64% of the state. | believe they can be managed
for multiple use through wise decisians. | have lived in Moab for over 20 years and feel |
can speak to the value of our land to both the state and the nation as a whole.

I support wilderness designation for the identified parcels in Grand County. | am an avid
hiker and was drawn to this area due to its scenic beauty and silence. Grand County is rich
in extraordinary places that offer solitude, untrammeled nature and solace in this busy
world. It is also rich in gas and oil deposits and various minerals and salts. The extractive
industries have found a home here and 1 believe they can be balanced by protecting areas
that offer superlative beauty as well as healthy wildlife habitat,

Recreation is the new economy of the west. Wilderness protections will secure Utah’s
future in outdoor recreation and enjoyment, and promotion of these lands will send the
message that this state does value the health of its people, wildlife and the natural
surroundings that draw people here in the first place. Utah is perhaps the only state that
does not have protected wilderness areas, which astonishes me, Areas like Morning Glory,
Porcupine Rim, Mill Creek, Goldbar Canyon, Hunter's Canyon, Behind the Rocks could offer
a retreat from the noise of motorized vehicles which surrounds Moab—places to find
relative peace and quiet. River trips down Labyrinth Canyon and Westwater will only grow
in value if they are protected by wilderness designation. The Bookcliffs parcels are critical
to protecting the prime wildlife habitat that we are so lucky to have. The parcels around
Arches can offer greater protection of the amazing viewsheds and wildlife habitat—making
it less of an "island”. :

] believe in these designations because huge areas of public land still remain for the many
other uses—extractive industry, grazing, motorized travel and exploration,—and the other
many activities these lands offer.

1 strongly urge the council representatives to support the proposed wilderness
designations in Grand County as part of the public lands initiative.

Sinegrely- -~
- .
Sharon Brussell
4348 Heather St
Moab, UT 84532
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Dear Sir or Madam:
As aresident of Grand County, I am writing to express my support for the protection

of potential wilderness in Grand County. As more and more of our land is “built”
and crossed by roadways, it is incredibly important for us to protect the vestiges of

‘ourheritage, the open space and wild-places surrounding our-communities; fer-the-—- .- .

heaith of our ecosystems as well as for our sanity.

Please dg your part to protect as much land as possible from any kind of
development. | enjoy hiking and boating in Labyrinth Canyon, for the quiet and
serenity, the feeling of being so far away from civilization. Mill Creek, Morning Glory,
Behind the Rocks, the Book Cliffs—all of these areas are dear to me in that they
provide places just to “be” in the quiet of nature, without the noise of machines or
the visual impacts of mining or buildings. This quality of wildness is exceedingly
important to the economic base of this county. | hike regularly in these areas. They
are important places to humans as well as other creatures, and they should be
protected from development.

Please adopt any measures that will protect vast quantities of land in Grand County
from any futare development.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

-Hetdi E. f’anke ip
858 Oak Street
Moab, Utah

84532



Liz Thomas
PO Box 321
Moab, UT 84532
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Dear Grand County Council, ' -

I am writing to voice my support for Grand County’s continued participation in Congressman
Bishop’s public lands initiative, and to voice my support for the preservation of public lands in
Grand County. Specifically, 1 urge the County Council te draft a proposal to Congressman
Bishop that would provide wilderness designation for all of the lands proposed for wildemess in
America’s Red Rock Wilderness Act (ARRWA),

Grand County is blessed with some of the most outstanding, visually appealing landscapes in the
world, These lands are world-renown and like no other place on earth; there is litfle doubt that
the public lands proposed for wilderness in Grand County would be National Parks in any other
state of the Union. Yet, because these public lands are located near Canyonlands and Arches
National Parks, they tend to be treated as less worthy of recognition and protection, valued
merely for potential energy production. I urge the Grand County Council to be bold, think big,
and lead the way in Utah to protect the last remaming wilderness landscapes. Even if ALL of the
potential wildemess in GGrand County were preserved as wilderness, there would be huge tracts
of public lands that would rémain available for energy exploration and development.

I have enjoyed, with friends, many of the wilderness-quality public lands in (irand County. [
have hiked in Tenmile Canyon, Spring Canyon, Duma Point, Hell Roaring Canyon, and Mineral
Canyon in the greater Labyrinth Canyon area. [ have hiked and camped in Hunter Canyon,
Behind the Rocks, Goldbar and Dragonfly canyons, Mill Creek, Porcupine Rim, Negro Bill
Canyon, Mary Jane Canyon, and in the Dome Plateau areas numerous times — each time being a
new, exciting and memorable experience.

I urge the County Council to propose these lands as wildemess in its proposal to Rep. Bishop. 1
urge you not to sit by and watch these lands get developed and wrecked by out-of-state energy
protect these landscapes as they’ve been for millions of years, they’re worth it.

Copy: Fred Ferguson



Grand County Council
Attn: Public Lands Bill
125 E Center Street
Moab, UT 84532

January 30, 2014
Dear Council Members,

I'm writing to you in response to your request for public comments in regard to Rep.
Bishop's public lands initiative. ’

Representative Bishop's initiative is an opportunity for Grand County as a community to
be very forward-thinking. The question before us is not just how we want public lands in
Grand County to be managed now, but in what manner would they be best managed to
ensure the continued prosperity of our county 20, 30, or even 50 years from now?

In answering that question, I've reflected on how much Moab and Grand County have
changed since 1 first moved here 18 years ago. One thing is abundantly clear: the
recreation industry and tourism have exploded, meaning that once-locals-only spots like
Mill Creek are now brimming with tourists. This growth in tourism has forced many
locals to recreate further afield, in the backcountry -- a lament I'm sure you've heard
from your own family, friends and colleagues over the years.

This increased recreational pressure in and around Moahb makes it self-evident (in my
opinion) that those areas proposed as wilderness in and near Moab should be protected
as designated wilderness under the Bishop proposal. Those wilderness areas are
defined under the Utah Wilderness Coalition proposal as Mill Creek, Behind the Rocks,
Hunter Canyon, Goldbar Canyon, Porcupine Rim, and Morning Glory {Negro Bill). All
should be protected as wildemess to ensure the front country immediately surrounding
Moab retains its wild and scenic appeal for locals as well as visitors. {I myself visit at
least two of these areas every single week, 52 weeks a year -- excepting vacations, of
course.)

In addition, it has become increasingly evident o me that the entire Highway 128 river
corridor has seen heavier visitation in the last several years. Preserving that corridor is
critical to ensuring that locals and visitors alike can seek solitude and a wild outdoor
experience close to Moab, and to ensuring that our millions of visitors -- many of whom
travel to or from Moab via Highway 128 when traveling to or from Colorado -- continue
to experience the majesty and wildness of this corridor as the true gateway to Moab.
Therefore, | hope that the County will recommend the protection of the proposed
wilderness areas from Mary Jane Canyon (Fisher Towers, Big Triangle, Renegade
Point, Granite Creek, and Beaver Creek) all the way to Westwater Canyon. That entire
corridor should remain a recreational and scenic area, buffered by wildermess.
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So, too, we should be buffering our National Parks -- which bring millions of dollars in
business and hundreds of thousands of visitors to Grand County every year -- with
designated wilderness. We ali remember the brouhaha when the Bush administration
proposed oil and gas leasing near Arches several years ago: the plan brought national
condemnation. And | have heard increasing laments and questions from visitors --
questions along the lines of “What the hell are people thinking?” -- when they have seen
gas rigs along Highway 313 leading to Island in the Sky. Nobody wants to travel half the
world to visit a national park only to see oil and gas development simply because the
park’s boundaries don’t match the landscape’s natural line-of-site. For this reason, |
believe we should protect the appeal of our National Parks by recommending the
designation of appropriate proposed wilderness areas surround them -- areas such as
Arches Adjacent, Yellow Bird, Dome Plateau, Duma Point, Horsethief Point, and Dead
Horse Cliffs. Labyrinth Canyon (including Spring, Hellroaring, and Mineral Canyons)
should also be protected as wilderness. As a river runner, the protection of Labyrinth is
particularly important to me. '

| know, however, that many of the areas | have mentioned (though not all) are not in
much dispute when it comes to protecting wilderness in Grand County. It is the other
areas, further afield from Moab, that | think require us to be most forward-thinking. For
one thing is guaranteed: the population of Moab and Grand County will continue to
grow, and will likely grow far more rapidly than many of us can imagine as plans for
2,500 students at USU-Moab come to fruition over the coming decade or more. This
growth in population requires us to act now to protect those wild areas that lie further
from Moab - for in the future, when Grand County’s population is larger, the demand for
those areas as recreational and wilderness escapes will rapidly increase.

| have spent a fair amount of time in the Book Cliffs, though | believe it remains for
many Grand County resident a largely unknown or unexplored area. Yet it is one of the
most beautiful and truly wild places | have ever experienced. One need not travel far to
find abundant evidence of elk, deer, mountain lion, and black bear in the Book Cliffs.
The place is heart-breakingly beautiful, and | believe that in the coming decades, as
Grand County’s population grows, the beauty and solitude that can be found there wili
become ever more in demand. Therefore | believe that we should protect today those
wilderness areas that will be highly valued by future generations of Moab residents, long
after all of us have kicked the bucket. Those wilderness areas include Desolation
Canyon, Eastern Book Cliffs, Survey Point, Mexico Point, Hideout Canyon, Sweetwater
Canyon, Bitter Creek, and Hells Hole.

| believe protecting these areas will safeguard Grand County’s greatest attraction to
both visitors and future residents: its scenic beauty. | fervently disagree with those who
think Grand County needs to “diversify” its economy by opening up our treasured public
lands to more drilling or mining. The fact that Grand County barely suffered (relative to
other parts of the country) in the Great Recession that began in 2008 while other places
nearby that relied on oil and gas and mining (think Naturita and other places in Western
Colorado) were devastated by the same recession illustrates that tourism and recreation
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is a solid and endurable foundation for our economy, exempt from the boom-and-bust
cycle that plagues oil and gas drilling or mining. And yet, even if we protect all of the
proposed wilderness areas above, there will still remain plenty of areas in Grand County
for such development -- without harming the enduring base of our economy, which is
based on visitation.

That visitation is only going to increase in the coming decades as population growth
increases in our region. For example, when | first moved to Moab, Utah had just passed
2 million residents; today, 18 years later, there are 2.8 million residents; in another 18
years, that number is expected to grow to nearly 4.4 miflion residents. Similar rates of
growth can be found in Colorado. What might seem to us today like a lot of wilderness
set aside for future generations won't seem like so much in twenty years or more.
Therefore, | urge you to recommend full protection for the amazing wilderness-quality
lands that make Grand County a place that all of us feel proud and blessed to call
home.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mat%ew Gross 3

233 Aspen Ave
Moab, UT 84532
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Januwary 30,2014

Grand County Council
Attn: Public Lands Bill
125 E Center Street
Moab, Utah 84532

RE: Public Lands Bill

Dear Council Members:

I am writing to you as a long time resident of Grand County. 1 have lived in Grand
County since 1996.

With respect the proposed lands bill, 1 do not support transferring large tracks of land to
the State of Utah for lease or sale. It was apparent from a recent conference call with
United States Representative Jason Chaffetz and citizens in his district a few weeks ago,
that there is an underlying strategy of removing lands from federal control to State or
private control in Utah. Mr. Chaffetz (who represents Grand Couniy) and maybe other
Utah representatives are under the impression that the interests of the citizens of Utah
would best be served by turning over much of the federal lands in Utah to private land
owners. (ne way to do that is to first transfer the lands to the State of Utah. Utah
politicians tend to blame federal land management for the lack of economic development
in parts of Utah. However, there are few studies to support this assumption and few
studjes that compare the economic benefits of keeping lands under federal authority and
supporting wilderness designation. Mr. Chaffetz does support wilderness protection in
Grand County, but the question is how much and what will happen to the federally
administered lands that do not receive wilderness protection.

Grand County must consider the extensive damage that has already been done to public
lands in Grand County, both state or federal. The State of Utah has no interest in
acquiring any lands that have been impacted by uranium mining or may be the sites of
future uranium mining activities. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) does not
have a comprehensive list and description of the lands in Grand County, or other BLM
lands in Utah, that were impacted by uranium mining in Utah from the 19505 to 1980s.
Currently, the Department of Energy (DOE) is studying abandoned uranium mines that
provided ore for the United States Atomic Weapons Program.! Hundreds of these mines
are in Southeast Utah. Grand County has a responsibility for seeing that all uranium
mine impacts and sites in Grand County are identified and that funds are available to
reclaim all lands in Grand County that have been impacted by uranium mining activities.

! hilp://www.lm.doe.gov/aum/




Grand County Council 2
January 30,2014 :

(rand County must make sure that all relevant information is available regarding the past
and future impacts to state and federal lands in the County, whether these lands are part
of any land exchange.

I support the widest possible designation of Grand County lands for wilderness. This
includes the Labyrinth Canyon area, Goldbar Canyon, and the Book Cliffs region,

] urge the country to protect lands in the La Sal Mountains thai are part of the Moab
watershed, The Manti-La Sal National Forest should include wilderness to protect the
water supply of Moab.

Congress should not make federal land exchanges or designate federal land nses in Grand
County outside of the Natjional Environmental Policy Act. The County must know what
the future possible impacts would be wands tiai are rransferred to flie State of Uuan,

Grand County should also take ino consideration that fact that both the Uah Division of
Qil, Gas and Mining and the BL.M routinely fail to administer and enforce their mining
regnlations and applicable state and federal statutes.

Thank you for providing this opportunity to comment,

,S .....-r~f LT "%'”’4 f‘fi7¢r. lf_‘ /éi l';:-;?_»

Sarah M. Fields
2881 A East Bench Road
Moab, Utah 84532



To: Grand County Council

As the person who pioneered photography of the amazing landscapes on public lands
near Moab, | am concerned about their preservation and protection from harm by
outside interests whose use of the land involves bigger roads, huge landscape scars
and many other negative impacts. The Book Cliffs, which are almost like the Rocky
Mountain Serengeti, has been the target of this sort of activity for some time. More
recently, the character of the lands east of Labyrinth Canyon and south of the airport
have become heavily impacted.

| interact with visitors from around the world who come here for the beauty of our
homeland and they are shocked at what is happening. Especially outraged are
Americans who understand that this is their land by birthright and not solely the land of
the state of Utah ar the Grand County Council. | fear this is just the beginning of the
destruction of our public lands in Grand County, and unless some kind of protection
like a national monument or wilderness designation is quickly enacted, we will be
very sorry.

One last economic point about a segment of the local ecanamy [ know a lot about,
Moab has become a mecca for photographers from around the world. Tens, perhaps
hundreds of thousands of these peorle visit each year. | do not personally gain from
their visits, but every other business in Moab does. Most of these peaple are on the
top end of the income scale and spend a great deal of money in fown. They have the
whole world to chose from, and they chose to come here. Their impact on the land is
negligible, and their impact on our infrastructure is also negligible. In short, they are
the sought after perfect tourist. Already places they like to go like the Secret Spire and
Tombstone Rock have changed greatly. When things change too much, and all you
can see in Arches at night Is a line of drill rigs at Dead Horse Point, they will leave and
not return.

| do believe in energy production. | wouldn't complain about development in Lisbon
Valley or some other areas, but please keep development out the Colorado and
Green River Canyons and fributaries with your plans.

/s

Regards, 7,
{ =
Tom Till @T/"b ZM



To The Grand County Counsel,

My main concern with protecting our land in the surrounding Colorado
Plateau area is the negative affect that | have seen from mining. | realize
that Moab was founded from mining, but the times are changing we
need to find ways to create jobs and maney without destraying our
future. When 1 say destroying our future many of the effects of mining
can be devastating on small communities. Destroying or using large
portions of water. Changing the scenery making it unsightly for visitors
in an area that solely depends on tourism for their economy to survive.
Not to mention all of the issues we are still dealing with tailings.

I believe that we can find a common ground to protect of land and our
economy.

Thanks for your time and consideration.

Johanna Olschewski




1/28/14
To: Grand County Council

We would like to show our support of designating as much WILDERNESS as possible
within Grand County (and San Juan County). These areas of designation are especially
important to protect against energy exploration and production. They provide our
community with delicate resources. Let's not jeopardize our futures. They feed our
economy, drawing in the tourists to the vast “antouched” Wild West! If we give up our
Wild West, they will stop coming. Our community depends on the wilderness around us;
let’s designatc it!

Thank you,

A% lw&&e( Pasles”
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To:  Grand County City Council

Thank you for your time and consideration in reviewing our letters. I know you are
reading a lot. So instead of an extensive letter of explanation, | am certain you are getting
the point from the other concerned citizens, I would just like to mention my SUPPORT
for as much designated WILDERNESS in Grand & San Juan Counties as possible. We
need to protect the land that keeps our economy thriving and protect the resources of that
land for our future.

Thank you,

Claire Solawetz

PO Box 337
Moab, Utah 84532



Attention: Grand County Council
Re: Bishop Land Use Initiative
January 29, 2014

Dear Grand County Council members:

You have asked for my vision of the future of the homelands of Grand County. I
appreciate the request. The future is a proper point for focus, and anchors my
viewpoint. I'm not anti-business or anti- industry, but I am deeply concerned about
our trajectory.

Currently, our decisions about land use are rooted in the past, in a system built on a
view of land as exploitable resource for economic progress assumed as a basic
right., So it is good you are asking about the future, because our system needs an
upgrade to support viable land management decisions. Our decisions carry a lot of
long term weight, and the burden should be shouldered by everyone, not just
elected officials.

Grand County's challenges are set in a global context, and this context is
everything. Increasingly stark realities of climate change are forcing us to think
differently about meeting our needs, yet the era of peak oil alongside a need for
energy independence, the ever present call to "create jobs" in a county comprised
of mostly public land rich in mineral resource but poor in water make land
planning especially challenging. I know the 3 of you who are tasked with reading
this letter are favorable to industry, and that extractive fuel industries are poised to
change the face of Grand County in ways you might think would benefit its
citizens. But the problem we face that the free market has no way of curbing its
excess. Governments fail to protect common resources because polluting
industries are powerful and future generations don’t vote. This is the context and
the standard operating economic system, and it presents a big dilemma for the
securing a livable future,

It is a moral dilemma as well as an economic one. We have a moral duty to
preserve the irreplaceable gifts of creation, but no such moral duty exists towards
'transient commercial goods'. The economic dilemma is that any society that
depletes its natural capital is bound to become impoverished over time. That makes
it even more important to think beyond ourselves, our time, our short term

needs. In my opinion, we have no basic right to cash in on the non renewable
resource of our descendants. Yet it is assumed, simply taken in the name of



capitalism or creating jobs. T want to empower you with some possibilities that
may improve the long term tradeoff in land use Bob Bishop and Jason

Chaffetz alluded to in the 'Grand Bargain' for Grand County.

Our situation is somewhat unique in the quality and quantity of public land in Utah
and Grand County. The land in question is a world treasure, its' resources are finite,
delicate and need to be managed in that way.

The priority for use is as follows: to develop it as slowly as humanly possible.

First, we need to aggressively guard and protect Wilderness proposed as outlined
in maps included in this letter.

Second, prioritize access for use that is the most temporary in nature, such as
tourism access and other uses which can be thoroughly remediated post imipact.

Lastly, industrial and extractive use is best kept to areas already in what I would
call sacrifice zones. To my reckoning, these are in the Island in the Sky area, the
Cisco desert, and along the easement that parallels 1-70. The BookCliffs are being
prepped for extractive sacrifice, and serve as an illustration on the great need for
better guardianship with water protection being absolutely paramount. The
following headline from a 2014 press release on the development of the
BookCliff's is NOT what I want to see in Utah's future, though it is all too common
in our present circumstance:

"Red Leaf plans to leave toxic post-production residues in ils experimental capsules. The
state permit lacks provisions to detect if or how the capsule would fraciure during heating
or prevent contaminants from leaching into groundwater, seeps and springs”.

"State law requires protection of all waters of the state from contamination. Yet the state
has approved a permit for Red Leaf to discharge potentially contaminated water from a
first-ot-its-kind facility.” said Shelley Sibert, executive director with Great (J1d Broads
for Wilderness. "Amaziagly, they are not even requiring maonitoring of springs. seeps, or
groundwater on site.”

Here's an little excerpt from a recent lament by professor Eric Waggoner on the West
Virgina water contamination, and it speaks cautionary volumes for Utah. "There are
sensible, sane ways to do things. (the contaminating industry in WV was allowed to do
business a mile and a half upstream from a water intake facility, for God's sake.
Upstream.) It's essential for state and federal governments to consult with scientists -
actual, real scientists, in spite of this area's long and fierce tradition of anti-intellectualism
when it comes to public policy -- and provide a regulatory apparatus for maintaining
safety standards and making sure things are up to code, and that there's a protocol in
place for when systems fail. That's what a society does to protect the people who live in



it. Or the people who live in it will - should, anyway -- naturally come to the conclusion
that their health and safety mean zero in the calculus of industry and politics.”
(hitp://wvpublic.org/post/hell-you-wesi-virginians-raw-response-water-crisis-goes-viral)

Meanwhile, it has come to my attention that the Moab city/Grand county is selling
culinary water for oil and gas exploration. This underscores the misplaced
priorities, and there will be hell to pay in every way imaginable if this set of
priorities is not rectified.

You might overlay maps in the MLP with the proposed wilderness protection maps
and sec which areas are least likely to affect water flow for best guide for
development/ industry. Actually funding the congressionally ‘unfunded mandate' of
studying the water table capacity of the Moab area is definitely part of my vision
for a land use plan with any integrity. Though [ am not an expert, it seems
obvious that industrial development in the LaSals, Willow Basin, around Castle
Valley, Porcupine Rim, Johnson's Up On Top, Black Mesa, MillCreek, Beaver
Creek, Granite Creek, Westwater Canyon, Hunter Canyon, Behind the Rocks, Gold
Bar, Labyrinth, Mary Jane Canyon, The Books in Desolation or Diamond Canyon,
or any other areas that abut pristine water flows above or underground should be
expressly forbidden.

In spite of how it sounds, I still think multiple use is preferable and still possible in
Grand County, but there are some uses which are not at all compatible with
industry and cannot be ameliorated by better systems of sharing. One particular
kind of use that must remain apart is that of experiencing quietude. It takes vast
tracts of land to experience it. Motorized industry of any kind ruins it. Much
research today suggests that the loss of this unnoticed, undervalued resource is at
the root of leaming disabilities, mental illness and even auto immune dysfunction.
Nature Deficit Disorder is one name educators are using to describe both cause and
point to the cure for many ADHD related symptoms. This means that areas
already ltght in access points should be carefully guarded for this benefit alone.

Another value I hold for present and future generations is Night Sky. The reality I
envision and encourage us all to establish for future generations includes a night
sky with virtually zero light pollution, so that our place in the firmament can be
contemplated and felt, way out here on the long spiral arm of the Orion spur. Tt
includes a depth of quietude that will certainly be a more precious quality over
time, providing a sense of peace in place with the landscape. T would ensure that
these experiences occur in large conserved tracts of land rich with diversty of flora
and fauna , safe from the plunder by earlier generations' short sighted
undervaluing of these rare, priccless goods.



In lands where extractive industries have been or are soon to be negotiated for
trade with the SITLA parcels, I am in agreement in principal, though SITLA
trustees themselves need to rethink what 'highest value' really means, and shift the
weight of investment from short term profit to long term good for its future
generations of students to whom the Trust is beholden. An expanded PILT or
Permanent Fund framework might help strengthen SITLLA core values and true
bottom line. What I want for the future of Grand County is much stronger
conservation, with priority given to less extractive use. In the current context, |
know it is hard to imagine, our operating system makes it unlikely. But what if
recognizing Grand County's land as a world treasure could pay dividends through a
market mechanism? What if the idea of PIL.T fund could be expanded? What if we
created a Utah Permanent Trust, similar to the Alaskan Permanent Trust? Such a
mechanism could even be financed by the sale of use permits where the true long
term value of the land is acknowledged. Pollution permits' would be the most
expensive,

Where tourist related industries create impact a similar upgrade in understanding
long term cost to the commons 1s required, and a possible system of pollution
permits in buffer zones would offset the use burden/loss to future generations.
Check it out:

From Wikipedia for your consideration as a model for Utah: The Alaska Permanent
Fund is a constitutionally established pemmanent fund managed by a state-owned
corporation, the Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation (APFC). Shortly after the oil from
Alaska's North Slope began flowing to market through the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System.
the Permanent Fund was created by an amendment to the Alaska Conslitution. It was
designed to be an investment where at least 25% of the oil money would be put into a
dedicated fund for future generations, who would no [onger have oil as a resource.™! This
does not mean the fund is solely funded by oil revenue. The Fund includes neither
property taxes on oil company property nor income tax from oil corporations, so the
minimun 25% deposit is ¢loser to 11% 1f those sources were also considered. The Alaska
Permanent Fund sets aside a certain share of oil revenues to continue benefiting current
and all future generations of Alaskans. Many citizens also believed that the legislature too
quickly and too inefficiently spent the $900 million bonus the state got in 1969 after
leasing out the oil fields. This belief spurred a desire to put some oil revenues out of
direct political control.

The Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation manages the assets of both the Permanent Fund
and other state investments, but spending Fund income is up to the Legislature. The
Corporation is to manage for maximum prudent return, and not-as sorme Alaskans at first
wanted-as a development bank for in-state projects, The Fund grew from an initial
investment of $734,000 in 1977 to approximately $42.1 billion as of August 31,

20122 Some growth was due to good managemcnt, some te inflationary re-investment,
and some via legislative decisions to deposit extra income during boom years. Each year,



the fund's realized carnings are split beiween inflation-proofing, operating expenses. and
the annual Permanent Fund Dividend.

I am suggesting we research and implement ways to reward ourselves for not
divesting irreplaceable resources, so as to leave it, nch and vital as can be, for
future generations. In fact, I'm demanding it, with a reminder that there are no jobs
on a dead planet.

Please do not let Grand County become another Carbon county, another polluted
Wasatch Front with children unable to play outside, a populace unable to breathe
or perhaps even survive its own "progress". Protect. Pro-act, and you will be on the
right side of history. If future generations could vote, I'm certain it is this kind of
stewardship they'd vote for. 1f we do not shift our operating system, at least re-
prioritize, you tie us all to the wrong side of history. What would the 'wrong side
of history' look like? To borrow again from Eric Waggoner:

"To anyone that allows continued exploitation of the lax, poorly-enforced safety
regulations here, so that business could proceed in the cheapest manner possible
by shortcutting the health and quality of life not only of workers, but of everybody
wha lives here: To hell with all who were supposed to be stewards of the public
interest, and who sold us out for money, for political power. To hell with
everyone who decided that making life convenient for business meant making life
dangerous for us everyone”, ‘

Thank you for any action to avert that fate, for thinking past our own time, for
helping create a better way into the long future.

Sincerely,
Christy Williams
HC 64 Box 1711, Castle Valley Utah 84532 435-259-2709
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Grand County Council
125 E. Center 5St.
Moab, UT 84532

Dear Grand County Council Members:

I would like to comment on the potential recommendations for the Land Use Bill being
proposed by a Rep. Bishop and Rep, Chavetz. First, [ have several concerns about a
proposal that could potentially limit the decision making process regarding the oversight
of Federal Lands from the larger public and the Federal Government, These after all are
lands set aside for multiple use that should include wilderness and conservation initiatives
that benefit large ecosystems that include persons residing in the immediate region
proposed as well as the greater US. Most of what [ heard at a community Q & A with
Rep Bishop and Rep. Chavetz last Fall had to do with finding ways 1o make specifically
Federal Lands in Utah more productive for recreational access, resource exploration and
extraction, and their feeling that too much of the Federal Lands in Utah were locked up
purely for wildermess designation or had too many restrictions for other activitics. There
also seemed to be a sentiment by these Representatives that land set aside for wilderness
or conservation was often wasted becaunse it is 1dle and not productive, rather than
recognizing that it contributes to the health of a larger ecosystem that includes humans as
well as many other species and organisms we all rely on. Where I fecl extra weighted
regional or Jocal public input should be considered on all public lands is when the quality
of resources such as air and water are at risk of being compromised due to certain
activities being considered on these lands. Other than that I am not sure a state or public
initiative is necessary to take control from what its opponent’s state as an “unresponsive
federal bureaucracy.” Also, since I have yet to see any of the proposed recommendations
for the initiative it is hard for me to comment or make specific recommendations at this
time and this brings me 10 my second point.

I have concerns regarding the process for defining the recommendations for the Public
Land Use Bill due to what appears to be a limited perspective focusing on this initiative.
Loeally speeific would be that the Grand County Council Committee proposing
recommendations for Federal Lands within Grand County do not include any regular
citizens from the community. T am told residents will have a chance to comment on what
could be proposed once the “committee” drafts the initial recommendations but I feel that
is a little after the fact. It scems it would be more effective to have at least 2- 3 private
citizens involved with recommendations that may be put forward in the beginning. To
move forward otherwise with any public lands initiative on the local or state level would
be potentially excluding a portion of the public it says it intends to represent,

Lastly, specific activities I would like to see curtailed on zll public lands would be the
exploration and extraction of natural gas, oil, uranium, coal or any other nuaterial or
process that pollutes the environment to lethal levels, or where past events or studies have
shown them to be harmful or where egregious accidents or events have cansed loss of lifc
or laid vast tracks of land to waste duc to toxicity. Specifically, “fracking” should not be
allowed on public lands until a full accounting of all of the chemicals used arc made



public and only after a federal agency can create guidelines for how to handle leaks or
spills by setting acceptable levels for human or other species’ safe exposure to the
chemicals being used. We only have to look in our own back yard with the “tailings” pile
to see where industry was remiss putting Moab residents at risk for radioactive exposure
as well as water users further down the Colorado River and more recently in West
Virginia where thousands of people have unsafe dinking water and for who knows how
long will be exposed to health risks since there have been no studies done on some of the
chemicals spilled with regard to human exposure.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Moab, UT Resident



January 29, 2014

Grand County Council
Attn: Public Lands Bill
125 E. Center Street
Moab, UT 84532

To Whom It May Concern:

| have been a resident of Grand County since 1978. It is where |
have raised my family and where | intend to stay. | am in favor of
protecting as much wilderness in Grand County as possible.

One of our main forms of recreation is river rafting and we first
experienced Desolation Canyon in 1987. We have been back many
times with family and friends and want this area protected so our
children and their families can enjoy it. The same goes for Westwater
Canyon and Labyrinth Canyon including Spring, Hellroaring and
Mineral. Part of river trips is hiking up the canyons at various stops.

We also hike in this area and want to see Arches adjacent, Fisher
Towers, Goldbar Canyon, Hunter Canyon, and Mill Creek protected.
Eastern Book Cliffs is an area important to many of my friends that
hike and who hunt.

Once an area is developed there is no going back. Much of this
county is spectacular in its beauty and uniqueness and needs to be
preserved not only for us but for all people to enjoy.

Thanks for considering my viewpoint,

& iith.

Cynthia Smith
1939 Spanish Valley Dr.
Moab, UT 84532



January 29, 2014

Grand County Council
Attn: Public Lands Bill
125 E. Center Street
Moab, UT 84532

To Whom It May Concern:

| moved to Grand County in 1976 with my wife and five children
because of the recreational opportunities.

Our main forms of recreations were river rafting and hiking the area.
We first experienced Desolation Canyon in 1987. We have been
back many times with family and friends and want this area protected
so our children and their families can enjoy it. The same goes for
Westwater Canyon and Labyrinth Canyon including Spring,
Hellroaring and Mineral.

The areas we like to hike are Arches adjacent, Fisher Towers,
Goldbar Canyon, Hunter Canyon, and Mill Creek. All the areas |
have mentioned need to be designated Wilderness Areas.

This whole area is spectacular in its beauty and uniqueness and
needs to be preserved not only for us but for all people to enjoy.

Thank for;ourattentio to this important issue,

|
; <
(e
Al McLeod

1939 Spanish Valley Dr.
Moab, UT 84532



Grand County Council January 28, 2014
125 E. Center St.

Moab, UT 84532

Re: Bishop Public Lands Initiative

Dear Grand County Council,

Thank you for taking the time to listen to the publit's views about the Bishop Land Initiative, If it appears that
the Initiative is viable I hope that the county will engage its citizenry in a more extensive planning process. One
which befits the magnitude and far reaching impacts of planning dedsions affecting much of the land in Grand
County. .

[ moved to Grand County in 1990 because of the landscape, abundant water (relative to many other places), clean
-air, and friendly conimunity. These are the qualities that have kept me here for the past twenty-three years. '
During this time [ have watched Moab go from mineral bust to a tourist boom, While at times I feel like the
tourism is a bit much, I think it provides the most viable path for truly sustainable economic growth. As such | ask
that you do all you can to protect our air and water quality and the landscapes that we treasure, and whichI
believe form the basis for a steadily improving community for many decades to come.

Please attempt to protect all of the public and SITLA land in the municipal watersheds of Grand County from any
development that could be detrimental to water quality and quantity. Wilderness is one tool by which this
protection could be accomplished. There are other tools for use where wilderness is inappropriate, Please include
Borest Service land in the County proposal Forest Sexvice land is espedially important because of the protection it
offers for our watersheds, recreation, and wildlife management. Please refer to the Grand Canyon Trust proposal
for protection boundary suggestions