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Instruction Memorandum No.  UT 2004-014
(Expires: 09/30/2005)
To:


To:  

AFOs





From:  

State Director



Subject:  
Implementation of Washington Office Instruction Memorandum No. 2003-275 





Regarding Review and Updating of Wilderness-Related Guidance 



Instruction Memorandum (IM) No. 2003-275 (regarding settlement of the wilderness inventory lawsuit, Utah v. Norton) requires that “After receiving this guidance, State and Field Offices have 45 days to consider the implications of this IM in coordination with WO-210.  In addition, within 45 days, State Directors will review and update their existing State and field office policies and other guidance and make necessary modifications to comply with the terms of this IM.”  



Upon review of existing policy and guidance, we have identified the following that are inconsistent with IM No. 2003-275: 



 1) Utah IM No. UT 2001-089, “Guidance and Sample Format for Grazing Permit Renewal Environmental Assessments (EAs),” expired September 30, 2002.  The section involving “Other Wilderness Concerns” is not consistent with current guidance and should not be used.  



 2) On November 4, 2002, Kate Kitchell, Utah State Office Deputy for Natural Resources, sent the Utah Leadership Team an e-mail regarding “Protocol for State Office Review of Select NEPA Documents.”  It states that “Currently…and, in accordance with UT IM 2001-092, documentation for actions that potentially affect wilderness study areas (WSAs) wilderness inventory areas (WIAs) and Utah Wilderness Coalition proposed wilderness areas must be forwarded to the SO for review.”  UT IM 2001-092 has been rescinded, and there is no longer a requirement that NEPA documents wilderness concerns automatically be sent to the SO for review.  Rather, as specified in the protocol, “Documentation for actions which the SD is the authorized officer (e.g. plan amendments, oil and gas lease sales), or that are highly controversial or sensitive, and documents specifically requested by the SD must be forwarded for SO review.” 
2

3)  A September 27, 2001, memorandum from the Utah State Director to the Director, National Landscape Conservation System, WO-170 (204 LS) and AD, Renewable Resource & Planning, WO​-200 (5650 MIB/204 LS) titled “Wilderness Study Area Planning,” is not consistent with current guidance, and should not be used.   This was never formally sent to field offices, but it has been shared with offices involved in resource management planning efforts.  
If you have any questions or need assistance in implementing IM No. 2003-275, call Margaret Kelsey at 801-539-4068 or Steve Knox at 801-539-4032.  
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