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Project History: The United States (U.S.) Border Patrol (USBP), Ajo Station operates a tactical
camp on a 1-acre site at the intersection of Bates Well Road and the western boundary of the
Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument (OPCNM) under Special Use Permit number IMR ORPI
9500 10-04. This tactical camp was previously located at Bates Well which is listed on the
National Register of Historic Places. Upon the request of the National Park Service (NPS)
OPCNM and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), in an effort to protect historical
properties and as a conservation measure for the endangered Sonoran pronghorn (Antilocarpa
americana sonoriensis), the tactical camp was moved from the Bates Well site to the current site.
Impacts of the move and operation of the camp were analyzed in the December 2009
Environmental Assessment for the Proposed SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project, Ajo Station’s Area of
Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol Tucson Sector.

This Environmental Assessment (EA) tiers from the December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project
EA and addresses the proposed expansion of the existing 1-acre tactical camp into a 3-acre
Forward Operating Base (FOB) to assist CBP in their goal of establishing and maintaining
effective control of the border. This EA was prepared in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and analyzes the project alternatives and potential impacts on
the human and natural environment for two selected alternative sites.

Purpose and Need: The purpose of this project is to improve CBP’s efficiency and safety
within the USBP Tucson Sector, encompassing remote border zones in the Ajo Station Area of
Responsibility (AOR). USBP Agents assigned to patrol within the area may require 2 hours or
more of travel time to reach their patrol areas after mustering at the Ajo Station. USBP Agents
need to be deployed closer to the international border and remote western zones of the Ajo
Station to improve efficiency and effectiveness during work shifts. With the improved
deterrence afforded by the SBInet technology deployed throughout the OPCNM, the far western
zones of the AOR on the Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge (CPNWR) have had an
increase in CBV activity. By providing a FOB with living quarters for additional Agents and
refueling facilities, Agent response time to illegal cross-border activities would be greatly
improved, and Agents could be more efficiently deployed to patrol the more remote sections of
the Ajo Station AOR. The overall safety and efficiency of USBP Agents would be enhanced, as
would the safety of employees and visitors on the OPCNM, the CPNWR, and the general public.

Proposed Action: The Proposed Action includes the expansion of the current USBP tactical
camp on the OPCNM to include two additional acres, resulting in a 3-acre FOB to be run on
solar or other alternative power sources with battery and diesel generator backups, including the
following features: modular buildings to accommodate a maximum of 32 Agents (sleeping
quarters, kitchen/dining facility, restrooms with showers, office space, muster area,
communications equipment/server connectivity, fitness room, and secure storage), perimeter
fencing, drinking water well system, fire suppression system, security camera, equipment and
lighting for compound, bulk fuel storage, parking for up to 35 vehicles, a detention facility,
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equestrian stalls and hay storage, all-terrain vehicle storage, and supply storage. Construction of
the facility would take place over approximately 5 years. It will be assumed that the FOB will
run on generator power exclusively for 5 years until the full build out, including solar power
panels and batteries, is completed.

Conservation measures and best management practices (BMP) would also be implemented to
avoid and minimize effects on U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) trust resources.

Alternatives Considered: Four alternatives were identified and considered during the planning
stages of the proposed project and all are carried forward for analysis in this EA. The four
alternatives are 1) the Proposed Action (as discussed above), 2) Fossil Fuel Generator Power, 3)
CPNWR Location, and 4) No Action.

Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative includes the same features and 3-acre footprint identified
for the Proposed Action; however, the site would be powered by diesel or natural gas generators
with battery backup systems.

CPNWR Location Alternative

The CPNWR Location Alternative includes the same features identified for the Proposed Action;
however, the site would be located within the non-wilderness corridor on the CPNWR at the
intersection of Bates Well Road and the CPNWR eastern boundary.

No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, the FOB would not be expanded. The No Action Alternative
serves as a baseline against which the impacts of the Proposed Action and other action
alternatives are evaluated.

Affected Environment and Conseguences: The Proposed Action would have a direct
permanent impact on 2 acres. The FOB is located on NPS lands which are used for the
protection of the Sonoran Desert Ecosystem, and recreational and educational purposes.
Construction of the FOB would have direct long-term impacts on land use, wilderness, soils,
wildlife, vegetation, due to loss of biological production and loss of habitat resulting from the
expanded FOB. During construction, direct temporary impacts would occur on wilderness, soils,
air quality, noise environment, and wildlife due to increased water and wind erosion of disturbed
soil, increased traffic, increased noise emissions, and vehicle emissions. Disturbances from
construction activities may affect, and likely adversely affect, the Federally endangered Sonoran
pronghorn (Antilocarpa americana sonoriensis), and may affect, but are not likely to adversely
affect the lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris curasoae yerbabuenae). Impacts from noise and
air emissions would be less in both duration and magnitude than those currently experienced
from the diesel generators in continuous use at the tactical camp. Constructing the FOB would
not directly impact wetlands, waters of the United States, surface waters, groundwater,
floodplains, or utilities.
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A total of two previously recorded archaeological sites are located near the project site. Impacts
on the previously recorded archaeological sites from the Proposed Action would be avoided
through a combination of project design and monitoring.

No significant adverse effects on the natural or human environment, as defined in 40 Code of
Federal Regulations Section 1508.27 of the Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations for
Implementing NEPA, are expected from implementation of any of the action alternatives.

Best Management Practices: BMPs that will be implemented during the expansion and

operation of the FOB are described in Section 4.0 of the EA and are incorporated by reference to
this Finding of No Significant Impact. Some of the more pertinent BMPs include, but are not
limited to, the following:

1.

Update the existing Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasures Plan (SPCCP) to
prevent and manage accidental spills that might occur during expansion of the facility.
Operation of the FOB will also require an SPCCP due to the presence of hazardous
materials associated with fuel storage.

Prepare and implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to control
stormwater erosion and sedimentation during construction.

Conduct bird surveys, in accordance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, in the event that
clearing and grubbing activities occur during the normal migratory bird breeding and
nesting season (February 15 through August 31).

CBP will minimize impacts on Sonoran pronghorn and lesser long-nosed bats and their
habitats by using flagging or temporary fencing to clearly demarcate project perimeters
with the land management agency. CBP will not disturb soil or vegetation outside of that
perimeter.

CBP will minimize the number of construction vehicles traveling to and from the project
site and the number of trips per day. CBP will coordinate construction vehicle activity
with land managers at their discretion.

CBP will minimize animal collisions, particularly with Sonoran pronghorn, by not
exceeding construction and maintenance speed limits of 35 miles per hour (mph) on
major unpaved roads (i.e., graded with ditches on both sides) and 25 mph on all other
unpaved roads. During periods of decreased visibility (e.g., night, weather, and curves),
CBP and contractors will not exceed speeds of 25 mph.

The site boundaries of all previously recorded archaeological sites, including a 100-foot
buffer, would be flagged around each of the sites to ensure that they are avoided.

CBP will have an archaeologist on-site during all subsurface disturbance activities. If
any cultural resources are discovered during these activities, then the OPCNM
archaeologist will be contacted and all work will cease until the significance of any
resource has been evaluated.
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1.0 BACKGROUND

11 INTRODUCTION

This Environmental Assessment (EA) analyzes the expansion of the existing United States (U.S.)
Border Patrol (USBP) 1-acre tactical camp into a 3-acre Forward Operating Base (FOB) within
the USBP Ajo Station Area of Responsibility (AOR) in southwest Arizona (Figure 1-1). The
Ajo Station operates the existing tactical camp on a 1-acre site located on the Organ Pipe Cactus
National Monument (OPCNM) at the intersection of Bates Well Road and the western boundary
of the OPCNM under Special Use Permit number IMR ORPI 9500 10-04 (Appendix A). This
tactical camp was previously located at Bates Well, a historic site listed on the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) on the OPCNM. At the request of the National Park Service (NPS)
OPCNM and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), in an effort to protect historical
properties, and as a conservation measure for the endangered Sonoran pronghorn (Antilocarpa
americana sonoriensis), the tactical camp was moved from the Bates Well site to the current site
in 2010. Impacts of the move and operation of the camp were analyzed in the December 2009
Environmental Assessment for the Proposed SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project, Ajo Station’s Area of
Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol Tucson Sector. This EA will analyze the expansion of the
tactical camp’s footprint into a 3-acre FOB as well as operation of the FOB.

The USBP is a law enforcement entity of U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) within the
Department of Homeland Security (DHS). USBP’s priority mission is to prevent the entry of
terrorists and their weapons of terrorism and to enforce the laws that protect the United States
homeland. This is accomplished by the detection, interdiction, and apprehension of those who
attempt to illegally enter or smuggle any person or contraband across the sovereign borders of
the United States. Cross-border violators (CBV) have cost United States citizens billions of
dollars annually due directly to criminal activities, as well as the cost of apprehension, detention,
and incarceration of criminals, and indirectly in loss of property, illegal participation in
government programs, and increased insurance costs (Federation for American Immigration
Reform 2000).

The project area for this EA covers Darby Wells Road from its intersection with Arizona State
Route 85, southwest to Bates Well Road at its intersection with the western boundary of the
OPCNM, and a 2-mile buffer around the road corridors and proposed FOB site (see Figure 3-1).
In connection with earlier border infrastructure projects, much of this area and similar actions
were analyzed in previous National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents prepared by
CBP and the legacy Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS). Accordingly, this EA tiers
from a July 2001 INS and Joint Task Force-Six (JTF-6) NEPA document entitled, Supplemental
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement, INS and JTF-6 Activities on the Southwest U.S.-
Mexico Border (INS and JTF-6 2001), the Programmatic Environmental Assessment for the
Proposed Installation and Operation of Remote Video Surveillance Systems in the Western
Region of Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS 2003), and the Environmental
Assessment for the Proposed SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project, Ajo Station’s Area of Responsibility,
U.S. Border Patrol Tucson Sector (CBP 2009). Where this EA incorporates previously
documented information, the appropriate NEPA document is cited and the incorporated content
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is summarized. Where previous NEPA documents do not provide sufficient information for the
analysis required in this EA, new surveys for sensitive resources and site characterization were
completed and reported in this EA.

1.2 PURPOSE AND NEED

The purpose of this project is to improve CBP’s efficiency and safety within the USBP Tucson
Sector, encompassing remote border zones in the Ajo Station AOR. USBP Agents assigned to
patrol within the area may require 2 hours or more of travel time to reach their patrol areas after
mustering at the Ajo Station. USBP Agents need to be deployed closer to the international
border and remote western zones of the Ajo Station to improve efficiency and effectiveness
during work shifts. With the improved deterrence afforded by the SBInet technology deployed
throughout the OPCNM, the far western zones of the AOR on the Cabeza Prieta National
Wildlife Refuge (CPNWR) have had an increase in CBV activity. By providing a FOB with
living quarters for additional Agents and refueling facilities, Agent response time to illegal cross-
border activities would be greatly enhanced, and Agents could be more efficiently deployed to
patrol the more remote sections of the Ajo Station AOR. The overall safety and efficiency of
USBP Agents would be enhanced, as would the safety of employees and visitors on the
OPCNM, the CPNWR, and the general public.

1.3 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Consultation and coordination with Federal and state agencies and other stakeholders is ongoing
during the planning and preparation of this document. Included are contacts that were made
during the development of the action alternatives and writing of the EA. Copies of
correspondence are provided in Appendix A. Formal and informal coordination was conducted
with the following agencies and entities:

USFWS

OPCNM

CPNWR

Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD)

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ)
U.S. International Boundary and Water Commission
Tohono O’odham Nation

Hopi Tribe

Pascua Yaqui Tribe

The draft EA was made available for public review for 30 days, and a Notice of Availability
(NOA) was published in the Ajo Copper News and the Arizona Daily Star on August 3, 2011.
The draft EA was also available electronically at http://ecso.swf.usace.army.mil/Pages/
Publicreview.cfm.

All correspondence sent or received during the preparation of this document is included in
Appendix B. CBP provided copies of the draft EA to all coordinating state and Federal agencies
and affected Native American Tribes for review and comment. Forty comment letters and
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emails were received during the public comment period. All pertinent comments were included
in a comment response matrix and included in Appendix B.

CBP has considered the impacts of this project and determined that a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) is the appropriate determination for this project. CBP informed the public of
this decision by publishing an NOA (Exhibit 1-1) in the Ajo Copper News and the Arizona Daily
Star in September 2011. The final EA and signed FONSI were also available electronically at
http://ecso.swf.usace.army.mil/Pages/Publicreview.cfm.

Exhibit 1-1.

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
FOR THE PROPOSED AJO FORWARD OPERATING BASE
AJO STATION’S AREA OF RESPONSIBILITY
U.S. BORDER PATROL, TUCSON SECTOR

The public is hereby notified of the availability of the final Environmental Assessment (EA) and
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) prepared by Customs and Border Protection for the
expansion of the U.S. Border Patrol Ajo Station Forward Operating Base in Pima County,
Arizona. The location for the proposed action is a 3-acre site along Bates Well Road at the
western boundary of Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument.

The EA was prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, 42
United States Code (U.S.C.) 4321 et seq. The FONSI was prepared in accordance with CBP’s
obligations under NEPA, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) implementing
regulations at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508, and DHS Management
Directive 023-01 (Environmental Planning Program).

The final EA and FONSI will be available at the Pima County Public Library, Salazar-Ajo
Branch, 33 Plaza, Ajo, Arizona. It is also available for download at the following URL address:
http://ecso.swf.usace.army.mil/Pages/Publicreview.cfm.

1.4  SCOPE OF THE ANALYSIS

The scope of this EA includes the analysis of impacts on the human environment resulting from
the expansion and operation of the existing Ajo tactical camp. This analysis does not include an
assessment of USBP operations conducted in the field and away from the Ajo Station or the
FOB. Those impacts were addressed in the December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project EA
(CBP 2009). While the establishment of this FOB would facilitate border patrol operations
within the western portion of the Ajo Station AOR, those operations are not expected to change.

Current detection methodology within the Ajo Station’s AOR includes traditional sign cutting
which requires both patrolling and dragging of roads. To ensure timely detection and effective
response, patrolling and dragging must take place on a regular basis within each shift. Remote
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sensors are strategically placed to aid detection and interdiction of illegal activity. Detection
methodology also relies on information provided from the recently installed SBInet towers.

Identification, classification, response, and resolution actions require that agents respond to
evidence of illegal entry gained through the previously mentioned tools and techniques, as well
as through direct observation. Agents, in most cases, follow signs as opposed to viewed
subjects. They follow, flank and interdict using agents on foot, horseback, or motor vehicles.
Rotary- winged aircraft are also used in support of these activities. These activities are guided
by the provisions of the Cooperative National Security and Counterterrorism Efforts on Federal
Lands along the United States” Borders Memorandum of Agreement between DHS, DOI, and
U.S. Department of Agriculture (DHS 2006). CBP recognizes that execution of its border
security mission can impact lands administered by other federal agencies, and continues to work
cooperatively with other federal agencies to minimize any such impacts.

The allocation of agents within the Ajo Station AOR is dictated by the location of security
threats along the border. The proposed Ajo FOB would provide greater efficiency for patrolling
the western portion of the station’s AOR. Currently, agents assigned to that portion of the Ajo
Station AOR spend about 25 percent of their time on a daily shift commuting.

The following example illustrates how patrol activities would change within the AOR following
establishment of the FOB. Currently, if the Patrol Agent in Charge determines that the threat
level in the Ajo FOB AOR warrants an allocation of a hypothetical 100 agent hours per day, then
125 hours of agent time must be allocated to meet that 100 hour need with 25 percent of this time
being spent on commuting. Once the Ajo FOB is operational, this 25 percent of lost time would
be saved, since the agents would be pre-positioned. However, the actual amount of time spent
by agents patrolling the Ajo FOB AOR and the nature and location of their duties would be
unchanged.

What would change is that the number of trips taken by Agents from Ajo Station to the Ajo FOB
along the Bates Well Road would be reduced during the times that the number of agents required
for the border security mission in the AOR for the Ajo FOB exceeds the capacity of the current
camp. CBP estimates that approximately 10,600 trips annually along the Bates Well Road
would be eliminated following establishment of the FOB. Therefore, CBP has concluded that
while the number of agents required to address a specified border security threat level and the
number of trips on Bates Well Road would be reduced, the establishment of the FOB would
result in no other change to field operations.

1.5 APPLICABLE ENVIRONMENTAL GUIDANCE, STATUTES, AND
REGULATIONS

This EA was prepared in compliance with provisions of the NEPA of 1969 as amended (42
United States Code [U.S.C.] 4321 et seq.), Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) NEPA
implementing regulations at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 1500, and DHS
Directive 023-01. This EA will be the vehicle for compliance with all applicable environmental
statutes.
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1.6 REPORT ORGANIZATION

This EA is organized into six major sections, including this introduction. Section 2.0 describes
all alternatives considered for the project. Section 3.0 discusses the environmental resources
potentially affected by the project and the environmental consequences for each of the viable
alternatives. Section 4.0 discusses environmental design measures. Sections 5.0 and 6.0 present
a list of the references cited in the document and a list of acronyms and abbreviations used in the
document, respectively. Appendix A provides a copy of the OPCNM-issued Special Use Permit
(IMR ORPI 9500 10-04) which allows for the operation of the existing tactical camp on the
OPCNM. Correspondence generated during the preparation of this EA can be found in
Appendix B. A list of Federal and state protected species for Pima County is included in
Appendix C, and Appendix D provides the model calculations used to determine air quality
impacts for the EA.
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2.0 PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

Four alternatives were identified and evaluated in this EA: 1) the Proposed Action, 2) Fossil Fuel
Generator, 3) CPNWR Location, and 4) No Action. The following paragraphs describe the
alternative selection process and the alternatives considered.

2.1 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would expand the existing USBP Ajo Station tactical camp on the
northeast corner of the intersection of Bates Well Road and the western boundary of the
OPCNM. Figure 2-1 is a conceptual layout of the proposed FOB. The existing tactical camp has
a 1-acre footprint within the non-wilderness corridor which parallels Bates Well Road. The FOB
would be built on a total of 3 acres within the non-wilderness corridor (Figure 2-2). Based upon
potential site designs, it has been determined that a 3-acre project area is sufficient in size to
accommodate FOB facilities supporting a maximum of 32 personnel. The FOB would be
designed with modular buildings for more efficient construction and reduced costs. Efforts
would be made when designing the FOB to meet the Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design (LEED) Silver certification by the U.S. Green Building Council. The proposed FOB
would include the following components:

e Agent living quarters e Vehicle parking

e Support/maintenance building e Horse stalls and hay storage

e Detention Building e All-terrain vehicle (ATV) storage
e Fuel Stations e Secure storage

e Dining facility e Security lighting

o Water well and water storage e 8-foot chain-link security fencing
e Generator(s) e Administration building

The proposed FOB construction activities are projected for the fall of 2011 through the spring of

2012. Full build-out of all proposed components, including full solar power capabilities, may be
constructed in phases which could occur over up to 5 years. This EA will estimate that the solar

panels would be installed by year 5. Until year 5, the FOB would rely on generators for full-time
power.

A 6,400-square-foot solar array including batteries and switching/converting equipment would
be installed to provide power for the FOB. The system would be backed up by a generator that
would provide power to the site and would charge the battery bank, if needed. It is estimated
that two 200-kilowatt generators would be needed to power the FOB. Only one generator would
be in operation at any one time. The generators would be run on a weekly schedule, alternating
operation and maintenance. Generators would be baffled to limit noise emissions to 35 A-
weighted decibels (dBA) at 492 feet from the emission source. The solar panels would be
attached to the rooftops of the FOB’s modular buildings.
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A fuel facility with aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) or portable ASTs for vehicle and
generator fuel would be included. Fuel requirements for vehicles and full-time generator use
would be approximately 7,300 gallons per week. Both diesel and gasoline would be stored on-
site. Fuel deliveries would be required once weekly via 8,600-gallon tanker truck. If a smaller
tanker truck is necessary due to accessibility issues on Bates Well Road, additional trips would
be necessary.

The agent living quarters and dining facility would support a maximum force of 32 Agents. CBP
estimates that deployment of Agents to the FOB will be as follows: October to December, 8 to
16 agents; January to March, 16 to 24 agents; and April to September, 24 to 32 agents. The
number of agents assigned to the FOB may vary based on border security requirements, but
would not exceed the design capacity. Additional modular facilities would support office space,
an armory, and a detention center capable of holding up to 40 detainees. All food and other
supplies would be delivered weekly during shift change.

Water requirements at the FOB would be met by digging a well. If the well does not provide
adequate quality or quantity of water for both potable and fire suppression requirements, water
will continue to be trucked in from the Ajo Station. The estimates for potable water
requirements are approximately 32 gallons per Agent per day and approximately 5 gallons per
detainee. Therefore, 1,224 gallons of potable water per day would be required at the FOB.

Included in the FOB layout would be parking spaces for government-owned vehicles and
specialized vehicles. Equestrian support facilities for up to eight horses at the FOB are also
included in the conceptual design.

Maintenance at the FOB would include refilling fuel ASTs, delivery of food, equipment, and
supplies, and if necessary, water. The number of maintenance trips and refueling trips will vary
depending on the number of agents stationed at the FOB and rate of fuel usage. It is anticipated
that four vehicle trips to and from the FOB per month will be required for maintenance. Tanker
trucks with dual rear tires and/or rear dual axles with a gross vehicle weight of (GVW) 30,000
pounds will be used to deliver fuel. A total of approximately 48 vehicle trips per year will occur
for maintenance activities.

The continued maintenance as well as potential renovations of or minor additions to the FOB
would be expected. Such activities could include, but are not limited to, minor renovations and
additions to buildings such as realigning interior spaces of an existing building, adding a small
storage shed to an existing building. Other maintenance activities could include routine upgrade,
repair, and maintenance of the FOB buildings, roofs, parking area, grounds, or other facilities
which would not result in a change in its functional use (e.g., replacing door locks or windows,
painting interior or exterior walls, culvert maintenance, grounds maintenance, or replacing
essential components such as an air conditioning unit).

2.2 FOSSIL FUEL GENERATOR ALTERNATIVE

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative includes the same features and 3-acre footprint identified
for the Proposed Action; however, the FOB would be powered solely by diesel generators with
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battery backup systems. It is estimated that two 200-kilowatt generators would be needed to
power the FOB. Generators would be baffled to limit noise emissions to 35 dBA at 492 feet
from the emission source.

23 CPNWR LOCATION ALTERNATIVE

The CPNWR Location Alternative includes the same facility components identified for the
Proposed Action; however, the FOB site would be located on the CPNWR adjacent to the north
and south of EI Camino del Diablo (Bates Well Road) and the CPNWR eastern boundary. The
3-acre site would be located entirely within the non-wilderness corridor which parallels El
Camino del Diablo within the CPNWR (Figure 2-3). Power for the facility would be provided by
solar or other alternative fuel sources with diesel generator backup.

2.4 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

The No Action Alternative would maintain the USBP Ajo Station tactical camp within its current
1-acre footprint, and no expansion would occur. Current equipment at the tactical camp includes
three 8- by 24-foot connex boxes, a portable horse corral, three portable generators, one diesel
fuel trailer, 1,000-gallon water truck, a 500-gallon water buffalo on a trailer, and one portable
light generator. A 32-person, deep-discharge septic system was installed as part of the
agreement with OPCNM and USFWS when the camp moved from the Bates Well site to the
current location (see Appendix A).

The No Action Alternative serves as a basis of comparison to the anticipated impacts of the other
action alternative, and its inclusion in this EA is required by NEPA regulations (40 CFR
1502.14(d)).

2.5 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED

2.5.1 Lukeville Location

Locating a FOB at Lukeville was proposed by the NPS and USFWS Arizona Ecological Services
Office (AESO) as an alternative to this project. The level of illegal activity east of Lukeville is
high; however, the distance from the USBP Ajo Station to patrol areas near Lukeville are easily
accessible within 30 minutes on Arizona State Route 85. Additionally, the Lukeville FOB would
not provide forward staging of Agents within the far western zones of the Ajo Station AOR.
Staging Agents at a FOB in Lukeville would not meet the stated purpose and need of this project,
nor would it improve the operational efficiency of the USBP Ajo Station.

2.5.2 Bates Well Road Improvements

An alternative providing for the improvement of Bates Well Road to reduce commuting time of
agents was considered. In 2005, a project which proposed these improvements was in the early
stages of planning, but the project was abandoned due to inadequate funding and immediate
needs elsewhere. For the purposes of this document, the Bates Well Road Improvements
alternative would include widening the existing driving surface of Bates Well Road to 18 feet,
repairing degraded road sections, repairing incised road sections, and constructing water bars
from the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)/OPCNM property boundary to the FOB. A soil
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stabilizer would also be applied to the road surface. USBP would maintain approximately 13
miles of Darby Well Road on Bureau of Land Management lands during construction, and repair
the road to pre-project conditions following construction. Darby Well Road would be used to
access Bates Well Road from Ajo, Arizona.

This alternative would impact Bates Well Road which has been identified as a historic resource
which may be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. This alternative would also
retain the current level of CBP use on Bates Well Road, which has been identified as a potential
impact on the listed Sonoran pronghorn. While improvement of the road would reduce travel
time to the remote western section of the Ajo Station AOR, it is likely that an hour of commuting
time would still be required each way. Upgrading of the road would also not meet other border
security requirements which would be met by construction of a FOB (i.e., detention facilities,
forward positioning of equestrian facilities, and housing for up to 32 Agents). In addition, the
upgrade of the road would be inconsistent with the congressional direction, because Congress
has appropriated funds to CBP for the construction of two FOBs within the State of Arizona.
Therefore, the alternative was not carried forward for detailed evaluation.

26 SUMMARY

The four alternatives selected for further analysis are the Proposed Action, the Fossil Fuel
Generator Alternative, the CPNWR Location Alternative, and the No Action Alternative. An
alternative matrix (Table 2-1) shows how each of these alternatives satisfies the stated purpose
and need.

Table 2-1. Alternative Matrix Comearing PurEose and Need to Alternatives |

Purpose and Need Proposed Fossil Fuel CPNWR No Action
P Action Generator Location Alternative

Expand the existing tactical camp Yes Yes Yes No
Provide a facility capable of housing up to 32

USBP Agents Yes Yes Yes No
Provide a detention facility Yes Yes Yes No
Decrease travel time from the Ajo Station to Yes Yes Yes Partial*
patrol areas

Increase patrol efficiency and reduce response Yes Yes Yes Partial*

within the Ajo AOR

* The No Action Alternative would partially meet the purpose and need due to the continued use of USBP Agents in the field
and of the existing tactical camp
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND CONSEQUENCES

3.1 IMPACT ANALYSIS

This section of the EA describes the natural and human environment that exists within the
project area for this EA (as described in Section 1.1), and the potential impacts of the alternatives
as outlined in Section 2.0 of this document. Only those resources with the potential to be
impacted by the Proposed Action are described, per CEQ regulation (40 CFR 1501.7 [3]).
Impacts can vary in magnitude from a slight to a total change in the environment. The impact
analysis presented in this EA is based upon existing regulatory standards, scientific and
environmental knowledge, and professional opinions.

Some topics are limited in scope due to the lack of direct impact from the proposed project on
the resource, or because that particular resource is not located within the project corridor and
these resources are not addressed for the following reasons.

Climate
The climate would not be impacted by the construction and operation of the Proposed Action.

Prime Farmlands
The Proposed Action would not impact any soils designated as Prime Farmlands as protected
under the Farmland Protection Policy Acts of 1980 (P.L. 97-98).

Surface Waters and Waters of the U.S.

The Proposed Action would not impact any surface waters or potentially jurisdictional waters of
the United States because there are no surface waters or potential waters of the United States
within the area proposed for the FOB expansion.

Wild and Scenic Rivers

The Proposed Action would not impact any designated Wild and Scenic Rivers (16 U.S.C. 551,
1278[c], 1281[d]) because no rivers designated as such are located within or near the proposed
FOB expansion area.

Floodplains
The Proposed Action would not impact any floodplains because there are no floodplains within

the area proposed for the FOB expansion.

Utilities
The FOB would be self-supporting; therefore, its expansion would not impact the availability or
supply of public utilities.

A discussion of how impacts were defined was included in the December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1
EA, and is incorporated herein by reference (CBP 2009). In summary, impacts can be either
beneficial or adverse, and can be either directly related to the action or indirectly caused by the
action. The alternatives may create temporary (lasting the duration of construction), short-term
(up to 3 years), or long-term (greater than 3 years) impacts.
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Impacts on each resource can vary in degree or magnitude from a slightly noticeable change to a
total change in the environment. For the purpose of this analysis, the intensity of impacts will be
classified as negligible, minor, moderate, or major.

The following discussions describe and, where possible, quantify the potential impacts of each
alternative on the resources within or near the project area. All impacts described below are
considered to be adverse unless stated otherwise.

3.2 LAND USE

3.2.1 Affected Environment

A discussion of land use was included in the December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 EA, and is
incorporated herein by reference (CBP 2009). Land at the site of the Proposed Action and Fossil
Fuel Generator Alternative is managed by NPS and USFWS. These lands are used primarily for
the protection of the Sonoran Desert Ecosystem, for recreational and educational purposes, and
for the conservation of desert bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis nelsoni) on the CPNWR.
Approximately 95 percent of OPCNM and approximately 93 percent of CPNWR are designated
wilderness. Designated wilderness areas are discussed in detail in Section 3.3.

The location of the existing tactical camp was selected by the USFWS and NPS in cooperation
with CBP. OPCNM allows the operation of the existing tactical camp under Special Use Permit
number IMR ORPI 9500 10-04.

Currently, land uses within the project area are directly and indirectly affected by CBV
pedestrian and vehicle traffic, and consequent law enforcement activities. Natural desert areas
experience damage to native vegetation and soil compaction. The effect of illegal cross-border
activities within the project area has a negative impact on wilderness, wildlife, recreation, and
authorized land uses. Currently, the majority of the western portion of OPCNM is closed to the
visiting public for safety reasons as a result of heavy illegal cross-border traffic and activities
(NPS 2009a). Litter and human waste has degraded the visual and natural resources on OPCNM
and CPNWR lands. Davis (2005) reported that BLM estimated that each pedestrian CBV
deposits an average of 8 pounds of trash. Trash is generally distributed along major illegal
routes but is highly concentrated in passes and frequently used areas where CBVs concentrate.
Deposition of trash and human waste detracts from the wilderness aspect of Organ Pipe Cactus
Wilderness and Cabeza Prieta Wilderness. Additionally, unauthorized vehicle routes and
unauthorized trails, and man-caused fires (CBV warming fires and signal fires) disturb or destroy
native vegetation and wildlife habitat. In 2004 and 2005, OPCNM staff documented 364 miles
of off-road vehicle routes and tracks created by CBVs and consequent law enforcement activity
(OPCNM 2005). On CPNWR, 500 miles of unauthorized entrenched roads and 700 more miles
of unauthorized trails and loosely cut roads exist (Di Silvestro 2007 and Guillot 2007). Further,
illegal cross-border activities destroy fences resulting in livestock trespassing, which results in
additional damage to natural resources. Any fences damaged during required USBP interdiction
activities are repaired by USBP agents following completion of the interdiction action (USBP
2009).

Ajo FOB EA Final

September 2011
BW1 FOIA CBP 007077



3-3

3.2.2 Environmental Consequences
3.2.2.1 Proposed Action
The Proposed Action would change the primary
use on 2 acres of the 330,689-acre OPCNM from
lands managed primarily for conservation
purposes to lands developed with CBP facilities.
The lands which would be developed are located
along a public road, immediately adjacent to the
existing Ajo Station tactical camp and across the
public road from the 120-foot-tall SBInet tower
(Photograph 3-1). The Proposed Action would
have long-term, minor adverse impacts on land
use in the project area. Photograph 3-1. Overview of existing tactical camp
with SBInet tower in background, facing south.
3.2.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative
The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same 2-acre direct impact on land use as
the Proposed Action.

3.2.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative

If the FOB expanded westward rather than eastward as under the Proposed Action, the land use
impacts would shift from OPCNM lands to CPNWR lands. Therefore, 3 acres of the 860,810-
acre CPNWR, which are managed primarily for conservation purposes, would change to
developed lands with CBP facilities. The lands which would be developed are also located along
a public road, immediately adjacent to the existing Ajo Station tactical camp and northwest of
the 120-foot-tall SBInet tower. The expansion of the FOB would result in a long-term, minor
adverse impact on land use in the project area.

3.2.2.4 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, the tactical camp would not be expanded. No changes in land
use would occur. The tactical camp encompasses approximately 1 acre of the OPCNM. More
Agents would be required to patrol remote zones west of Bates Well Camp to account for the
necessary drive time to their patrol post.

3.3  WILDERNESS

3.3.1 Affected Environment

The Wilderness Act of 1964 (Public Law [P.L.] 88-577 [Wilderness Act]) allowed for the
establishment of a National Wilderness Preservation System and allows for the establishment of
wilderness on Federally owned lands as designated by Congress. Areas designated as wilderness
are to be administered in such a manner as to leave the lands undisturbed for future use and
enjoyment by the public as wilderness and to provide protection of these areas for the
preservation of their wilderness character. As defined by the Wilderness Act, wilderness should
provide for the opportunities to experience solitude, unconfined recreation, and naturalness. To
maintain the wilderness characteristics of designated wilderness areas, certain activities are
prohibited, including commercial enterprise and permanent roads, and, except as necessary to
meet minimum requirements for the administration of the area for the purpose of the Wilderness
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Act (including measures required in emergencies involving the health and safety of persons
within the area), there shall be no temporary road, no use of motor vehicles, motorized
equipment or motorboats, no landing of aircraft, no other form of mechanical transport, and no
structure or installation (16 U.S.C. 1131-1136).

Components of wilderness character include the presence of native wildlife at naturally occurring
population levels; lack of human structures, roads, motor vehicles or mechanized equipment;
lack of crowding or large groups; few or no human "improvements" for visitor conveniences;
and little or no sign of biophysical damage caused by visitor use, such as trampled or denuded
ground. Some intangible components of wilderness character include outstanding opportunities
for reflection, freedom, risk, adventure, discovery, and mystery; places where self-reliance and
safety are a personal responsibility; untrammeled, wild, and self-willed land not for sale;
opportunities to experience our humanity as connected to the larger community of life; places
that forever provide solitude and respite from modern civilization, its technologies, conventions,
and conveniences. The area where the Ajo Station FOB is proposed for construction under both
the Proposed Action and the CPNWR Location Alternative would not meet many of these
wilderness character components (e.g., lack of human structures, roads, motor vehicles, little or
no sign of biophysical damage caused by visitor use, untrammeled, respite from technologies).
The areas, as previously described are adjacent to a public road and existing developments,
impacted by CBV activity and where visitor access is at least partially restricted due to safety
concerns.

There are designated wilderness areas on both the OPCNM and the CPNWR. Organ Pipe Cactus
Wilderness was created within OPCNM by the National Parks and Recreation Act of 1978 (P.L.
95-625). It encompasses 95 percent (312,660 acres of designated wilderness and 1,240 acres of
potential wilderness) of the OPCNM and was created to celebrate the life and landscape of the
Sonoran Desert (NPS 1997). Cabeza Prieta Wilderness was created within CPNWR by the 1990
Arizona Wilderness Act (P.L. 101-628). It encompasses 93 percent (803,418 acres) of CPNWR
and was created to preserve the Sonoran Desert Ecosystem. Within the Arizona Wilderness Act,
Congress included the following provision:

“(g) Law Enforcement Border Activities. - Nothing in this title, including the designation
as wilderness of lands within the Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge, shall be
construed as—(1) precluding or otherwise affecting continued border operations by the
Immigration and Naturalization Service, the Drug Enforcement Administration, or the
United States Customs Service within such refuge, in accordance with any applicable
interagency agreements in effect on the date of enactment of this Act;”

The existing tactical camp is located within a non-wilderness corridor which parallels the entire
route of the Bates Well Road/El Camino del Diablo through the OPCNM and CPNWR. On the
topic of development within non-wilderness areas directly adjacent to designated wilderness
areas, Section 2(d) of the 1990 Arizona Wilderness Act includes the following provision:

No Buffer Zones - The Congress does not intend for the designation of wilderness areas
in the State of Arizona pursuant to this title to lead to the creation of protective
perimeters or buffer zones around any such wilderness area. The fact that non-

Ajo FOB EA Final

September 2011
BW1 FOIA CBP 007079



3-5

wilderness activities or uses can be seen and heard from areas within a wilderness area
shall not, of itself, preclude such activities or uses up to the boundary of the wilderness
area.

Backcountry overnight use within OPCNM has been precluded for the last several years by the
NPS due to visitor safety concerns. It is unknown when these current restrictions will be lifted.
Therefore, there is currently no overnight wilderness use within OPCNM. NPS and USFWS
estimate that visitor road use of the Bates Well Road is approximately 4,000 vehicles annually.
Use by persons seeking a wilderness recreation experience in the project vicinity is not currently
known, but not expected to be very high.

3.3.2 Environmental Consequences

3.3.2.1 Proposed Action

The expanded FOB would not be located on any lands which have been designated as wilderness
by Congress. However, the facilities would be audible and visible from wilderness lands
adjacent to the FOB.

The FOB is an unnatural element in an area visited for its untrammeled, natural, undeveloped
setting with an outstanding opportunity for solitude. In the SBInet Ajo-1 Project EA, a viewshed
analysis was conducted for the nearby tower site, TCA-AJO-302. Depending on the location and
elevation of the viewer, the tower would be visible from the eastern portion of CPNWR (CBP
2009). It is possible that the current tactical camp and planned FOB would also be visible from
locations within the designated wilderness areas. The Proposed Action would have a long-term,
minor impact on the Cabeza Prieta Wilderness Area and the Organ Pipe Wilderness Area.
Beyond a relatively short distance or without an overlook providing an observation point, there
would be no impact on the region’s wilderness characteristics. Congress has determined that
sights and sounds from adjacent non-wilderness areas are not a sufficient reason to preclude
wilderness designation. A number of wilderness areas have been designated adjacent to major
cities. For example, the entire city of Tucson is visible from many locations within the Rincon
Mountain Wilderness Unit of Saguaro National Monument. The proposed facility would be
visible, but taken in the context of previously developed lands in the project vicinity; the
increased visibility of these additional facilities would have a negligible additional impact on the
wilderness experience, as most visitors would be driving the road which is adjacent to the
existing tactical camp/proposed expanded FOB and SBInet tower facilities (see Photograph 3-1)
to access the wilderness experience. The proposed FOB site does not meet many of the
wilderness character components (i.e., untrammeled, natural, undeveloped, provides outstanding
opportunities for solitude).

Under the Proposed Action alternative, there would be temporary impacts due to construction
activities which are expected to last several months. Construction equipment could produce
noise emissions up to 81 dBA during the FOB expansion. The Federal Highway Administration
has established a construction noise abatement criterion of 57 dBA for lands where serenity and
quiet are of extraordinary significance (23 CFR 722, Table 1). A total of 39 acres of designated
wilderness would be temporarily impacted by noise levels above 57 dBA during the expansion of
the FOB. Noise emissions during construction activities would have a temporary, moderate
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impact on the quality of designated wilderness. A detailed noise analysis is provided in Section
3.11.

The long-term noise footprint from backup generators and air conditioners would be smaller than
the current noise footprint of the No Action alternative. The proposed FOB would run off of
solar power with a diesel generator as a backup power source. The development of solar power
would reduce the duration of generator noise emissions to only 2 to 4 hours per month. Noise
emissions from the operation of the FOB would be localized and would have a long-term, minor
impact on designated wilderness. Impacts from noise emissions would be less in both duration
and magnitude than those currently experienced from the diesel generators in continuous use at
the tactical camp site.

Given the relatively small area impacted by construction and operational noise, juxtaposition of
the FOB adjacent to a public road in the vicinity of other developments and low wilderness
visitor use levels in the project area, the proposed action is anticipated to have long-term, minor
impacts on wilderness values.

3.3.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same visual impacts on wilderness as
discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action; however, long-term impacts on
noise levels would be greater. The proposed FOB would be powered by a 200-kilowatt diesel-
fueled generator, running continuously. Although OPCNM has reported that ambient noise on
OPCNM is 20 dBA, CBP, OPCNM, and USFWS have agreed that a noise emission at or below
35 dBA should be the goal for long-term noise levels (Sturm 2009). Therefore, wilderness
qualities (e.g., serenity) would be degraded within this noise contour, which encompasses
approximately 17 acres of the 1,116,078 acres of designated wilderness within CPNWR and
OPCNM. Noise emissions from the operation of generators at the FOB would be localized and
would have a long-term, moderate impact on designated wilderness.

3.3.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative

The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would be run on solar or other alternative fuel power with
diesel generator backups. Impacts on the designated wilderness areas from noise and visual
impediments would be the same as those described for the Proposed Action. However, Congress
specifically authorized CBP operational activities when establishing the CPNWR wilderness area
(P.L. 101-628).

3.3.2.4 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, there would be long-term, moderate impacts on wilderness
from noise emissions from the continuous use of the generator at the existing tactical camp. The
generator is unbaffled and impacts approximately 64 acres of designated wilderness.

3.4 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

3.4.1 Affected Environment

Geology

As discussed in the SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project EA, the project area is part of the Basin and
Range Physiographic Province as delineated by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS and
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California Geologic Survey 2000). The geology discussion is incorporated herein by reference
(CBP 2009).

Soils

The mapped soil type at the proposed FOB expansion sites is the Growler-Antho complex (NPS
2005). The soil complex is a gravelly loam, with moderate permeability, and a slight to
moderate erosion hazard. The erosion hazards are based on undisturbed soils. To prevent soil
loss, best management practices (BMP) would be implemented, as described in the Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), during construction activities to avoid significant soil loss.

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences

3.4.2.1 Proposed Action

Geology

The Proposed Action primarily involves disturbances to topsoil layers. During construction
activities, any holes or excavations for either perimeter fence posts or foundations for modular
buildings would impact an area no larger than approximately 50 square feet and would not
significantly alter the geologic features or processes in the project area.

Soils

Expansion of the FOB would have a direct permanent impact on 2 acres of Growler-Antho
complex soils. The disturbance of 2 acres of soils would be minor when examined on a regional
scale. The Growler-Antho complex covers approximately 16,243 acres on the OPCNM. Much
of the expansion site for the FOB has been previously disturbed. Limited erosion would be
expected during and immediately following construction activities. A SWPPP, including BMPs,
would be prepared prior to construction. Additionally, CBP will obtain materials, such as gravel
or topsoil, that are clean and acceptable to the land management agency from existing developed
or previously used sources, not from undisturbed areas adjacent to the project area.

3.4.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative
The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same impacts on geology and soils as
discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action.

3.4.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would cause the same impacts on geology and soils as
discussed for the Proposed Action.

3.4.2.4 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, there would be no expansion of the FOB. Therefore, there
would be no additional impacts on the soils or geologic resources of the area. The current
tactical camp disturbed 1 acre of the Growler-Antho complex soils.

35 HYDROLOGY AND GROUNDWATER
3.5.1 Affected Environment

The FOB expansion site is located in the Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR)
Western Mexican groundwater basin. The Western Mexican Basin lies along the international
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boundary with Mexico and occupies approximately 610 square miles on the U.S. side of the
border. The basin is characterized by desert valleys and low-level mountain ranges. The
average annual rainfall ranges from 4 inches per year in the western portion of the basin to 14
inches per year in the far eastern portion of the basin. Vegetation types include Lower Colorado
River Valley and Arizona Uplands Sonoran Desertscrub (Brown 1991).

On the U.S. side of the Western Mexican Basin, the land use is almost exclusively Federal lands
with no irrigated croplands. NPS monitoring data shows a decline in groundwater levels that has
been attributed to water pumping from the aquifer, and drought (OPCNM 2011). On the Mexico
side of the border, the basin (called the Sonoyta Valley aquifer) area is 5,000 square miles. Land
use on the Mexican side of the basin is primarily agriculture. Agricultural irrigation draws a
significant portion of its water needs from the Sonoyta Valley aquifer. Overall, the balance of
water stored in the Western Mexican Basin experiences an annual deficit, and the amount of
groundwater stored in the basin is steadily declining (ADWR 2008).

3.5.2 Environmental Consequences

3.5.2.1 Proposed Action

Currently, all water at the existing tactical camp is brought to the site and stored in tanks for use.
Under the Proposed Action, a water well would be established on-site to meet the demands of the
FOB. Daily water usage would be up to approximately 1,024 gallons per day, assuming that 32
Agents would use 32 gallons of water each per day (Adkins 2011). The detention facility has a
capacity of up to 40 people. By design, detainees would be at the site for a limited time, so it can
be assumed that their water consumption would be minimal (e.g., 5 gallons of water each per day
or up to 200 gallons per day total). Sanitary waste from toilets, showers, and sinks will continue
to be collected and disposed of through an existing deep-discharge septic system with a leach
field located on-site. If water needs at the FOB exceed what the water well can produce, or if the
well water can be used for sanitary purposes only, potable water would be trucked into the FOB.
Minor impacts on groundwater quality and availability would occur. The water well would be
certified as potable, and CBP will comply with all applicable ADEQ regulations on drinking
water.

The location of the well proposed to support the FOB would be within the 3-acre site. There is
no evidence that groundwater in this location is hydrologically connected to the source of water
for Quitobaquito Spring which provides habitat for the Quitobaquito pupfish (Carruth 1996).

Water required during construction would be brought to the site from an outside source.
Additionally, a SWPPP would be prepared prior to construction and would contain drainage
controls to prevent soil erosion. The planned FOB expansion would have a minor impact on
hydrology and groundwater. Efforts to minimize the impact of the Proposed Action on all water
resources are listed below.

e Standard construction procedures will be implemented to minimize the potential for
erosion and sedimentation during construction. All work shall cease during heavy rains
and would not resume until conditions are suitable for the movement of equipment and
material. All fuels, waste oils, and solvents will be collected and stored in tanks or drums
within secondary containment areas consisting of an impervious floor and bermed
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sidewalls capable of holding the volume of the largest container stored therein. The
refueling of machinery will be completed following accepted guidelines, and all vehicles
will have drip pans during storage to contain minor spills and drips. No refueling or
storage will take place within 100 feet of drainages.

e A Construction Stormwater General Permit will be obtained prior to construction, and
this would require approval of a site-specific SWPPP and Notice of Intent. A site-
specific SPCCP will also be in place prior to the start of construction. Other
environmental design measures will be implemented, such as silt fencing, aggregate
materials, and wetting compounds to decrease erosion and sedimentation.

e CBP will avoid impacts on groundwater by obtaining treated water from outside the
immediate area for construction use. CBP storage tanks containing untreated water will
be of a size that, if a rainfall event were to occur, the tank (assuming open) will not be
overtopped and cause a release of water into the adjacent drainages. Water storage on the
project area will be in on-ground containers located on upland areas, not in washes.

3.5.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative
The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same impacts on groundwater and
hydrology as discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action.

3.5.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would cause the same impacts on hydrology and
groundwater as discussed for the Proposed Action.

3.5.2.4 No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not impact hydrology and groundwater, as the FOB would not
be expanded. All water used at the existing tactical camp is brought to the site, stored in tanks
for use, and treated in the on-site septic system. Indirect impacts from illegal activity would
continue.

3.6 VEGETATIVE HABITAT

3.6.1 Affected Environment

Biological surveys of proposed FOB expansion areas on the OPCNM and CPNWR were
conducted in March 2011. The survey area included a 300-foot buffer zone around both the
existing tactical camp and the potential FOB expansion site. An additional area (approximately
3 acres) was surveyed on CPNWR as an alternative. The vegetative habitat observed within both
surveyed areas is considered Sonoran Desertscrub Lower Colorado River Subdivision as
described by Brown (1994). A discussion of this vegetative habitat type is incorportated herein
by reference from the December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 EA (CBP 2009). Dominant vegetation
observed within the survey area includes creosote bush (Larrea tridentata) and triangle-leaf
bursage (Ambrosia deltoidea). Other perennial vegetation noted includes: white bursage
(Ambrosia dumosa), velvet mesquite (Prosopis velutina), wolfberry (Lycium sp.), barrel cactus
(Ferocactus emoryi), night-blooming cereus (Peniocereus greggii), and big galleta (Pleuraphis
rigidus). The area was extremely dry at the time of the survey and no living annual vegetation
was observed. However, dried remnants of several annual species were noted: fiddleneck
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(Amsinkia intermedia), wooly plantain (Plantago insularis), spiny herb (Chorizanthe rigida),
peppergrass (Lepidium lasiocarpum), a mustard (Brassica sp.), and bladderpod (Lesquerella
gordoni). Dried infructesences of Ajo lily (Hesperocallis undulatus) were also noted.

3.6.2 Environmental Consequences

3.6.2.1 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would result in the permanent loss of approximately 2 acres of Sonoran
Desertscrub vegetation community. The Sonoran Desertscrub vegetation community is
extremely common, and vast areas of similar vegetation are protected by their inclusion on lands
managed by CPNWR, Barry M. Goldwater Bombing Range, Buenos Aires National Wildlife
Refuge, OPCNM, and the Tohono O’odham Nation.

The direct permanent degradation and removal of 2 acres of vegetation would have a long-term,
negligible adverse impact on the overall Sonoran Desertscrub vegetation communities within
OPCNM. Efforts to minimize the direct loss of vegetation communities are listed below.

e CBP will minimize habitat disturbance by restricting vegetation removal to the smallest
possible project footprint. CBP will limit the removal of cacti and brush to the smallest
amount needed to meet the objectives of the project.

e CBP will use natural materials free of non-native plant seeds and other plant parts to limit
potential for infestation for on-site erosion control in uninfected native habitats. Natural
materials will be certified weed and weed-seed free. CBP will identify fill material
brought in from outside the project area by its source location and will use sources that
are clean and weed-free. Outside fill material must be approved by the land management
agency prior to use.

e CBP will document any establishment of non-native plants and will implement
appropriate control measures.

3.6.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative
The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same impacts on vegetation communities
as discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action.

3.6.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would cause the equivalent impacts on 3 acres of
vegetation communities as discussed for the Proposed Action.

3.6.2.4 No Action Alternative
No direct impacts would occur, as the FOB would not be expanded. The existing tactical camp
has impacted 1 acre of highly disturbed Sonoran Desertscrub.

3.7  WILDLIFE AND AQUATIC RESOURCES

3.7.1 Affected Environment

A description of Sonoran Desert wildlife typical for the project area was discussed in detail in the
December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 EA. That discussion is incorporated herein by reference (CBP
2009).
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Biological surveys of proposed FOB expansion areas on the OPCNM and CPNWR were
conducted in March 2011. Animals observed during the March 2011 survey effort include:
jumping spider (Phidipus sp.), western whiptail (Aspidoscelis tigris), side-blotched lizard (Uta
stansburiana), Eurasian collared dove (Streptopelia decaocto), common raven (Corvus corax),
sage thrasher (Oreoscoptes montanus), phainopepla (Phainopepla nitens), loggerhead shrike
(Lanius ludovicianus), and coyote (Canis latrans).

3.7.2 Environmental Consequences

3.7.2.1 Proposed Action

The permanent loss of up to 2 acres of Sonoran Desert vegetation communities would have a
minimal impact on wildlife. Soil disturbance and operation of heavy equipment could result in
the direct loss of localized individuals such as lizards, snakes, and ground-dwelling mammal
species. However, most wildlife would avoid any direct harm by escaping to surrounding
habitat. The direct degradation and loss of habitat could also impact burrows and nests, as well
as cover, forage, and other important wildlife resources. The loss of these resources would result
in the displacement of individuals which would then be forced to compete with other wildlife for
the remaining resources. Although this resulting competition for resources could result in a
reduction of total population size, this reduction would be extremely minimal in relation to total
population size and would not result in long-term impacts on the sustainability of any wildlife
species. The Proposed Action would have a short-term, minor adverse impact on wildlife
resources.

Increased vehicular traffic along Bates Well Road during construction of the proposed FOB
could also cause minor impacts on wildlife; however, since construction traffic represents a small
fraction of the total road use, any such impacts would be negligible

The long-term noise emissions associated with operation of the solar-powered FOB (i.e.,
generators and air conditioners) would be sporadic, only occurring when this equipment is
operating. It is anticipated that wildlife would become accustomed to these intermittent and
minimal increases in noise, and that subsequent avoidance of the FOB and any adjacent habitats
would be minor. Noise emissions expected from the solar- or alternative-fueled FOB would be
considerably less invasive than the current unbaffled generators at the tactical camp.
Conservation measures listed below would reduce disturbance and loss of wildlife habitats.

e The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703-712, [1918, as amended 1936, 1960,
1968, 1969, 1974, 1978, 1986 and 1989]) requires that Federal agencies coordinate with
the USFWS if a construction activity would result in the take of a migratory bird. If
construction or clearing activities are scheduled during nesting seasons (March 15
through August 31), surveys will be performed to identify active nests.

e To prevent entrapment of wildlife species during construction, CBP will cover all
excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than 2 feet deep at the end of each
working day with plywood or provide these holes with escape ramps of earthen fill or
wooden planks. Biological monitors will thoroughly inspect all holes and trenches for
trapped animals, and if animals are present, no construction can resume until the animals
are out of the pit or trench.
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e Biological monitors will check under construction equipment for wildlife species (e.qg.,
desert tortoise) prior to moving equipment that has sat idle for more than 1 hour.

3.7.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same impacts on wildlife as discussed for
the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action during construction; however, impacts on
wildlife from increased noise levels would be greater. Long-term noise emissions from the FOB
generators would be attenuated to 35 dBA beyond 492 feet of the FOB. Noise emissions from
the continuous operation of the generators at the FOB would be localized and would have long-
term, minor impacts on wildlife.

3.7.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative

The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would be run on solar or other alternative fuel power with
diesel generator backups. Impacts on wildlife from noise would be the same as those described
for the Proposed Action.

3.7.2.4 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, there would be long-term, minor impacts on wildlife from
noise emissions from the continuous use of the generator at the existing tactical camp. The
generator is unbaffled and impacts approximately 64 acres.

3.8 PROTECTED SPECIES AND CRITICAL HABITATS

3.8.1 Affected Environment

A description of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and how it protects Sonoran Desert species
in the project area was included in detail in the December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 EA. That
discussion is incorporated herein by reference (CBP 2009). Biological surveys of the project
area were conducted in March 2011. All Federal, NPS, and state-protected species potentially
occurring in the project area were included in the surveys. The surveys were conducted to
determine presence or absence, and no specific protocols were used.

3.8.2 Federal

USFWS lists 14 species as endangered, two as threatened, and three as candidate species within
Pima County (Table 3-1; Appendix C). Not all of these species occur within the vicinity of the
FOB. Two endangered species have the potential to occur within or near the project area, the
lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris curasoae yerbabuenae) and Sonoran pronghorn. An
ecological description of the lesser long-nosed bat and Sonoran pronghorn was included in detail
in the December 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 EA, and that discussion is incorporated herein by reference
(CBP 2009). No critical habitat has been designated for either of these species.

The ESA consultation regulations (50 CFR 402) require that agencies undertake an analysis of
impacts arising from interrelated and interdependent actions associated with the Proposed
Action. The regulations define interrelated actions as actions which are part of a larger action
and depend on the larger action for their justification, and interdependent actions are defined as
those actions which have no independent utility apart from the action under consideration. The
USFWS ESA Consultation Handbook (USFWS 1998) suggests application of the “but for” test
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Table 3-1. Federallx Listed and ProEosed Seecies Potentiallz Occurring Within Pima Countx, Arizona

Common/Scientific Name

Yellow-billed cuckoo

Federal/State
Status

Habitat

Potential to Occur within or near
the Project Area

(Amsonia kearneyana)

. Candidate Large blocks of riparian woods. No — No suitable habitat
(Coccyzus americanus)
Masked bobwhite Endanaered Desert grasslands with diversity of dense native No — Presently only known to occur on
(Colinus virginianus ridgewayi) g grasses, forbs, and brush. Buenos Aires NWR
Southwestern willow flycatcher Cottonwood/willow and tamarisk vegetation . .
. A Endangered o . No — No suitable habitat
(Empidonax traillii extimus) communities along river and streams.
California brown pelican Coastal lands and islands, also found around . .
. . o Endangered . . No — No suitable habitat
(Pelecanus occidentalis californicus) lakes and rivers inland.
Me>_<|can ;potte(_j owI. Threatened Nests in canyons and dense forests with multi- No — No suitable habitat
(Strix occidentalis lucida) layered foliage structure.
Broad intermountain alluvial valleys with
Sonoran pronghorn Endanaered creosote-bursage and palo verde-mixed cacti Yes - Species present on CPNWR and
(Antilocapra americana sonoriensis) g associations. Current distribution known to occur | western OPCNM
on the CPNWR.
Ocelot _ Endangered Dense, thorny chaparral communities and cedar No — No suitable habitat
(Leopardus pardalis) breaks.
Lesser long-nosed bat Desertscrub habitat with agave and columnar Yes — Potential foraging habitat present
. Endangered : > .
(Leptonycteris curasoae yerbabuenae) cacti present as food plants. within project area
Jaguar Endangered Found_ln Songran desertscrub up through No — Extirpated from the area
(Panthera onca) subalpine conifer forest.
Occurs in pond and streams; however, it is . .
Sqnoyta mud turt[e . Candidate restricted to Quitobaquito Springs and nearby No - Known to occur at letobaquilto
(Kinosternon sonoriense longifemorale) : Springs, but outside of project corridor
stream habitat.
Chiricahua leopard fro Streams, rivers, ponds, backwaters, and stock
(Rana chiricahul?ensis) 9 Threatened tanks that are mostly free from exotic species at No — No suitable habitat
elevations ranging from 1,200 to 4,000 feet.
Desert pupfish Endanaered Shallow springs, small streams, and marshes. No — Known to occur at Quitobaquito
(Cyprinodon macularius) g Tolerant of saline and warm water. Springs, but outside of project corridor
Gila chub Proposed Pools, springs, cienegas, and streams within the No — Known populations occur within
(Gila intermedia) Endangered Gila River system. the Gila River drainage
Gila topminnow Endanaered Small streams, springs, and cienegas within the No — Known populations occur within
(Poeciliopsis occidentalis occindentalis) g Gila River system. the Gila River drainage
Kearney blue star Endangered West-facing drainages in the Baboquivari No — Project area is west of Baboquivari

mountains.

Mountains
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Table 3-1, continued

Common/Scientific Name

Pima pineapple cactus
(Coryphantha scheeri var. robustispina)

Federal/State
Status

Endangered

Habitat

Ridges in semi-desert grassland and alluvial fans
in Sonoran desertscrub with elevation ranges
from approximately 2,300 to 5,000 feet.

Potential to Occur within or near
the Project Area

No — Known populations occur in east
Pima County at high elevations

Nichol Turk’s head cactus

(Echinocactus horizonthalonius var. nicholii)

Endangered

Unshaded microsites in Sonoran desertscrub on
dissected limestone mountains.

No — Known populations occur in east
Pima and south Pinal counties

Huachuca water umbel
(Liaeopsis schaffneriana var. recurva)

Endangered

Cienegas, perennial low gradient streams,
wetlands.

No — Known populations found in San
Pedro and Santa Cruz River Basins

Acufia cactus

(Echinomastus erectocentrus var. acunensis)

Source: USFWS 2011b

Candidate

Acufia cacti are found on granite substrates on
rounded small hills at elevations ranging from
1,300-2,000 feet.

No- Known populations are located on
OPCNM approximately 8 miles north of
the U.S.-Mexico border; however, no
individual of this species was observed
during the biological field surveys
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to determine whether there are interrelated or interdependent actions which require analysis.
Since CBP would continue to deploy resources to achieve its border security mission within the
Ajo Station AOR regardless of the establishment of the Ajo FOB, there are no interrelated or
interdependent activities to be analyzed for ESA compliance.

3.8.2.1 Sonoran Pronghorn

The United States range of the Sonoran pronghorn encompasses approximately 1.6 million acres
(USFWS 1998) though only portions of this range provide optimal habitat for the species and
optimal habitat varies seasonally and is highly dependent on localized rainfall patterns. The
current population of Sonoran pronghorn within the United States range is 170 animals, of which
70 are currently confined to holding pens on CPNWR (USFWS 2011a). Thus, 100 non-captive
animals are currently distributed across 1.6 million acres. The species range is confined to lands
administered by the following four Federal agencies: NPS (OPCNM), USFWS (CPNWR), BLM
and Department of Defense (Barry M. Goldwater Range). Telemetry data and visual records
from USFWS, AGFD, and OPCNM have shown that areas associated with the Valley of the Ajo,
Growler Valley, and San Cristobal Wash, among others, are or were commonly occupied by
Sonoran pronghorn. Based on telemetry data and previous biological surveys, Sonoran
pronghorn could occur in the vicinity of the proposed action.

Since 1994, AGFD has been collecting location data and seasonal movement pattern information
from weekly aerial surveys of radio-collared pronghorn. AGFD has also collected daily location
information from other radio-collared pronghorn. The location data from radio-collared
pronghorn has been recently supplemented by monitoring data collected in the project vicinity
during days of construction activities by CBP from February 1, 2010 until March 12, 2011. This
data was collected pursuant to a Biological Opinion issued for the SBInet tower project on
OPCNM and adjacent lands (USFWS 2009), and resulted in collection of location data for both
radio-collared and non-collared pronghorn. This Biological Opinion required CBP to position an
environmental monitor in a skybox located approximately 1 mile east of the proposed FOB
during construction of SBInet tower TCA-AJO-302 and during relocation of the Bates Well
Camp to its current location. Observational data was collected during a total of 120 days (Gulf
South Research Corporation [GSRC] 2011 and HDR 2011). The protocol for these observations
was as follows:

Before any construction work commenced each day, the monitor conducted hilltop surveys
(visual and telemetry, if appropriate) for Sonoran pronghorn at sunrise in close coordination with
land managers. If Sonoran pronghorn were detected within 2 miles of the proposed daily project
activities, no project work commenced until the Sonoran pronghorn moved, of their own volition,
to a distance greater than 2 miles from the activities. During 120 days of observations at this
site, a total of 7 individuals or groups of pronghorn were observed, with only a single male being
recorded within two miles of the construction activities. Work was suspended until this
individual moved more than three miles from the project area. Since no construction activities
occurred at any time pronghorn were within less than two miles of the construction area, CBP
has determined that these construction activities resulted in no adverse impact on pronghorn.

The USFWS has concluded that pronghorn are particularly susceptible to stress caused by
disturbance during the fawning season due to increased energetic demands during this period
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(USFWS 2009). As a result, both the NPS on OPCNM and the USFWS on CPNWR have
instituted visitor travel restrictions from March 15 to July 15 across the species’ range. A review
of the weekly AGFD data documents that no radio-collared pronghorn have been recorded within
two miles of the FOB expansion site during the last five fawning seasons (Figure 3-1). A review
of the data collected from pronghorn on a daily basis documents that a single female pronghorn
used habitat in the vicinity of the proposed FOB in 2009-2010.

The rare occurrence of Sonoran pronghorn in the project area was anticipated by CBP, since the
present location of the relocated Bates Well Camp was recommended to CBP by the Department
of the Interior to offset the impacts of the proposed SBInet tower construction project on Sonoran
pronghorn (USFWS 2009).

Dominant vegetation observed within the proposed footprint of the FOB includes creosote bush
(Larrea tridentata) and triangle bur ragweed (Ambrosia deltoidea); and other perennial
vegetation observed includes burrobush (Ambrosia dumosa), velvet mesquite (Prosopis
velutina), wolfberry (Lycium sp.), Emory’s barrel cactus (Ferocactus emoryi), night-blooming
cereus (Peniocereus greggii), and big galleta (Pleuraphis rigida). A review of pronghorn diet as
reported in the scientific literature (USFWS 1998) supports a conclusion that many of the
perennial species identified as important in the pronghorn diet are not found on this site.
However, due to the March survey date of the site, the composition of annual species cannot be
fully assessed and it is possible that the proposed 2-acre site could provide seasonal forage for
Sonoran pronghorn.

3.8.2.1 Lesser Long-nosed Bat

Lesser long-nosed bats are seasonally present in the vicinity of the project area from April to
September when preferred species of blooming agave and cacti provide forage for these nectar-
feeding bats. During the daylight hours, bats concentrate in roosts from which they emerge at
dusk on foraging bouts up to 35 miles from the roost. Three roosts have been identified on NPS-
and USFWS-administered lands. The proposed FOB expansion site is 8.3 miles from the nearest
of these roosts and is within the foraging range from this roost site.

In March 2011, CBP conducted a site inventory of the proposed FOB expansion site. This
survey confirmed that there are no plants which provide food for this species within the proposed
disturbance footprint (under any alternative). A single saguaro cactus (Carnegia gigantea) was
located approximately 875 yards from the proposed FOB expansion site.

3.8.3 State

AGFD Natural Heritage Program maintains lists of wildlife of special concern (WSC) in
Arizona. This list includes fauna whose occurrence in Arizona is or may be in jeopardy, or with
known or perceived threats or population declines (AGFD 2010). These species are not
necessarily the same as those protected under the ESA. A list of these species is presented in
Appendix C. No Arizona WSC or NPS sensitive species were observed within the project area
during the March 2011 biological survey.
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The Arizona Department of Agriculture (ADA) maintains a list of protected plant species within
Arizona. The 1999 Arizona Native Plant Law defined five categories of protection within the
state: 1) Highly Safeguarded, no collection allowed; 2) Salvage Restricted, collection only with
permit; 3) Export Restricted, transport out of state prohibited; 4) Salvage Assessed, permit
required to remove live trees; and 5) Harvest Restricted, permit required to remove plant
byproducts (ADA 2007). A list of native plants protected by the ADA is included in Appendix
C.

Eleven individuals of two state-protected, Salvage Restricted cacti species (eight Emory’s barrel-
cactus [Ferrocactus emoryi] and three night-blooming cereus [Peniocereus greggii var.
transmontanus]) were observed within the survey area during the March 2011 biological survey.
One Emory’s barrel cactus is within the 2-acre FOB expansion site on the OPCNM. Within the
proposed footprint for the CPNWR Alternative, there are two night-blooming cereus and one
Emory’s barrel cactus. These plants can be salvaged before construction begins to avoid
impacts.

3.8.4 Environmental Consequences

3.8.4.1 Proposed Action

The potential environmental consequences from the proposed expansion of the Ajo FOB on
listed species could result from two sources. These sources are temporary construction impacts
and long-term operational impacts, extending the duration of Ajo FOB operations. All impacts
arising during construction and operation of the FOB would be direct impacts, there are no
indirect impacts anticipated from the Proposed Action.

Based on known occurrences, existing preferred habitat, potential home range, and foraging
habitats overlapping with the FOB expansion footprint, the Sonoran pronghorn and lesser long-
nosed bat would potentially occur within the vicinity of the project. Therefore, these two species
could be impacted by the Proposed Action.

FOB Construction-related Impacts

The sources of temporary construction impacts includes transient vehicular access to the
proposed site along the existing Bates Well Road, construction activities on the 2-acre area which
would be developed as the Ajo FOB, and attendant noise. Direct impacts from these activities
could result from collisions with vehicles either traveling the Bates Well Road or within the
construction footprint, loss of habitat, or disturbance due to noise.

Vehicles using the Bates Well Road include NPS, USFWS, and BLM administrative use, CBP
patrol and administrative use in support of facilities, and visitors to OPCNM and CPNWR. The
total number of annual vehicle trips on the Bates Well Road can only be estimated. The USFWS
reports issuing approximately 4,000 vehicle permits for access to the refuge annually. The
USFWS recently opened public roads on the CPNWR to ATVs and street legal motorcycles,
which is expected to increase public vehicle use of this road (USFWS 2011c). CBP estimates
that 14,000 trips are currently made on the Bates Well Road annually to provide patrol in the
western portion of the Ajo Station AOR. The total number of trips necessary by construction
vehicles is estimated to be several hundred during the FOB expansion and therefore would
constitute a minor increase in current road use levels.
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In the only study designed to specifically examine human impacts on behavior of an unconfined
population of Sonoran pronghorn, Krausman et al. (2004) recorded 44,375 observations of
pronghorn behavior on Barry M. Goldwater Range and Buenos Aires National Wildlife Refuge.
Of these observations, 2,121 were related to human ground-based stimuli (vehicles and foot
traffic). Based on his observations, Krausman et al. concluded that pronghorn habituated to both
ground-based and aerial military activity exhibited a flight response to these human activities
approximately 5 percent of the time and that impacts of these activities were not biologically
significant. In addition, USFWS (2009) has reported that there is no record of a Sonoran
pronghorn in Arizona being struck and killed by a motor vehicle.

Additional potential direct impacts along the Bates Well Road and the FOB expansion site arise
from construction traffic noise. As previously discussed, construction traffic represents a small
fraction of actual Bates Well Road use; therefore, the noise caused by the addition of this
construction traffic would not significantly increase the range at which Bates Well Road traffic
noise is audible by pronghorn.

It is also possible that pronghorn may be exposed to noise arising from construction activities at
the FOB site. Construction noise at the FOB site is anticipated to be audible at a level of 57 dBA
or higher over an estimated 39 acres. This noise disturbance footprint represents a small fraction
of the 1.6 million-acre pronghorn range.

Krausman et al. (2004) sampled ambient sound levels on portions of the BMGR routinely used
by pronghorn for 242 days between the fall of 1998 and the summer of 1999. Krausman’s
research team recorded average 24-hour sound levels during training periods of 65.2 dBA and
peak levels as high as 122 dBA. When combined with their observations of behavior during
overflight events, Krausman et al. concluded that pronghorn habituated to military activities,
including noise. This is similar to other researchers who concluded that Sonoran pronghorn
either habituate to noise or that noise impacts are minor (Workman et al. 1992, Weisenberger et
al. 1996, DeVos 1989, and Dames and Moore 1995).

Vegetation surveys of the proposed FOB site determined that preferred perennial forage used by
Sonoran pronghorn is not found on-site, though due to the time of year the site was surveyed, the
presence of annual forage species could not be determined. The quality of the forage is
consistent with limited use of the area around the project site by pronghorn as found in AGFD
telemetry data. In fact, data provided by AGFD reflects that there has been no recorded use of
the habitat within 2 miles of the proposed FOB during fawning season by radio-collared animals
over the last 4 years (see Figure 3-1). Observations by CBP environmental monitors confirm the
infrequent use of this area by both collared and non-collared pronghorn.

Most research on the physiological impacts of noise or other potential human stressors on wild
populations has been conducted on avian species. These studies suggest that the response of
wild populations to human activity is variable. For example, Hayden et al. (2009) determined
that military training at Fort Hood did not elicit a chronic stress response as indexed by
corticosterone levels, and Tempel and Guitierrez (2003) found that exposure to chainsaw noise
resulted in no increase in fecal corticosterone for California spotted owls, while Wasser et al.

Ajo FOB EA Final

September 2011
BW1 FOIA CBP 007094



3-20

(1997) found that fecal corticosterone did increase in California spotted owls based on proximity
to logging roads.

Several studies of physiological impacts of human stressors on large mammals have focused
primarily on human transportation-related stressors. For example, Weisenberger et al. (1996)
conducted studies of the impacts of simulated overflights on the heart rates of penned desert
bighorn sheep and mule deer. He reported that while heart rates and activity patterns were
altered by simulated overflights, heart rates returned to normal within 1 to 3 minutes and activity
patterns returned to normal within about 4 minutes. Based on the results from this study, the
authors concluded that aircraft noise events were of such short duration and recovery was so
rapid that it was unlikely that low flying aircraft would result in adverse impacts on the species.

Using immunoassays of fecal glucocorticoid levels in wolves and elk from 3 national parks
where the animals were exposed to snowmobile traffic, Creel et al. (2002) determined that
glucocorticoid levels were higher in animals exposed to snowmobile traffic. However, the
authors concluded that the animals were able to compensate for any physiological impacts of
snowmobile traffic and exhibited normal patterns of survival and recruitment. Using similar
fecal glucocorticoid analysis techniques, Munshi-South et al. (2008) found that the elephants in
National parks exhibited significantly higher levels of glucocorticoid metabolite levels than
elephant populations outside of parks which were subject to oil development and commercial

logging.

It is likely that stress in wild populations is influenced by a variety of natural factors in addition
to human causes. No studies of physiological stress in Sonoran pronghorn populations have
been undertaken, and there is no evidence that these animals suffer from any chronic stress
condition due to either human or natural environmental conditions. Although antelope will not
be exposed to any new human stressors as a result of this project, the existing literature cannot be
used as a basis to conclude that the physiological impacts of construction activities are
insignificant.

Based on the infrequent use of lands in the vicinity of the project area by pronghorn, the limited
increase in Bates Well Road traffic arising from construction vehicle use, past research on the
effects of ground-based vehicles on pronghorn, and the fact that a Sonoran pronghorn has never
been struck and killed within Arizona, CBP concludes that impacts from construction vehicles
along the Bates Well Road and proposed FOB are extremely unlikely to occur. Based on the
infrequent use of lands in the vicinity of the project area, the quality of forage in the project area
and the size of the project area in relation to the 1.6 million-acre range of the pronghorn, CBP
concludes that impacts resulting from habitat loss are not significant. Noise resulting from this
project will not raise ambient sound levels across a significant portion of the species range (e.g.
39 acres in the vicinity of the FOB will experience sound levels exceeding 57 dBA) and will not
exceed ambient sound levels currently experienced by pronghorn in other portions of their range.
However, due to the varying nature of impacts of human activity on wild populations and the
lack of species-specific physiological data for pronghorn, CBP has determined that FOB
construction activities may affect and are likely to adversely affect Sonoran pronghorn.
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FOB Operational-related impacts

Potential impacts on pronghorn arising from operational activities at the FOB include: noise
impacts, impacts from water and diesel fuel deliveries, and expansion of the area of artificial
lighting. Table 3-2 compares the potential stressors on Sonoran pronghorn from operational
activities at the current tactical camp (No Action Alternative) and as expected under the Proposed
Action.

Table 3-2. Comparison of FOB Operational Impacts on Sonoran Pronghorn under the
Proposed Action versus the No Action Alternative

Potential Stressors Proposed Action Alternative No Action Alternative

Generators would run continuously
(24 hours per day, 7 days per week) for up to 5 Continuous generator

years, until the construction of the FOB is complete.| operations (24 hours per day,
The solar- powered FOB would have a generator for| 7 days per week) for power
emergency backup, which would run 2 to 4 hours supply

per month for maintenance

1 trip per week (if a 8,600-gallon tanker truck is

Generator noise

Fuel delivery trips 1 trip per week

used).
Water delivery trips None upon development of a successful well 1 trip per week
Night lighting 3 acres of artificial lighting in non-Wilderness 1 acre of artificial lighting in

non-wilderness

In 2011, the USFWS completed an analysis of whether another nearby FOB had resulted in any
impacts on Sonoran pronghorn movement patterns. Camp Grip, which is located approximately
10 miles west of the proposed FOB site was established in 2005. USFWS analyzed available
AGFD Sonoran pronghorn location data from radio-collared animals and results of this analysis
were inconclusive as to whether Camp Grip had any impact on Sonoran pronghorn movement.
These inconclusive results were in part due to the many complex factors involving Sonoran
pronghorn movement, including artificial feeding and watering of the animals across the species’
range (Cindi Holt, personnel communication).

When CBP planned for solar panels to be considered as a potential power source for the FOB,
CBP weighed construction and operational costs versus improved soundscape. In the SBInet
Ajo-1 BO, a noise threshold of 35 dBA at 492 feet (150 meters) from the towers was established
(USFWS 2009). The BO indicates that below this level, noise would have no impact on Sonoran
pronghorn. However, Krausman et al. (2004) found that pronghorn inhabit areas with much
higher ambient sound levels.

In the short term, the proposed action will substantially reduce sound levels from the current
situation where a single, unbaffled generator provides power, as the proposed action will meet
the sound thresholds as established in the 2009 BO for Ajo 1. In the long term, installation of
solar power will result in further reductions to ambient sound level impacts from the FOB to a
duration of several hours a month when generators are exercised.

The water and fuel delivery traffic on Bates Well Road will be reduced by half upon
implementation of the proposed action since development of a water well will eliminate the need
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for hauling water to the site. In addition, while establishment of the Ajo FOB is not anticipated to
change activity patterns of agents within the AOR, it is anticipated to substantially reduce the
number of commuting trips between the Ajo Station and the FOB. CBP estimates approximately
10,600 trips will be eliminated annually. USFWS has previously expressed concern about human
activity along this road corridor which provides access to the Valley of the Ajo (USFWS 2009).

The area which will be impacted by night lighting will increase under the Proposed Action from
one to three acres. However, appropriate measures will be undertaken to ensure lighting is
directed within the FOB perimeter. In addition, this lighting is not significant when considered
across the 1.6 million-acre range of the pronghorn.

Based on a reduction in ambient noise levels from installation of baffled generators and solar
power, a reduction in CBP traffic along Bates Well Road and the limited expansion of night
lighting across the range of the pronghorn, CBP has determined that the operational impacts of
the Ajo FOB on Sonoran pronghorn are either extremely unlikely to occur or insignificant.

Lesser Long-nosed Bat

Construction of the Ajo FOB will occur from fall 2011 through spring of 2012 when bats are not
found in Arizona. In addition, based on site surveys, CBP has determined that the project will
result in no loss of bat foraging habitat. As a result, there will be no direct or indirect effect on
lesser long-nosed bats arising from construction of the FOB. Direct and indirect impacts on
lesser long-nosed bats may occur during operation and maintenance of the Ajo FOB.

Operational impacts on bats are limited to expanding the footprint of the lighted area at the FOB
for security purposes from 1 to 3 acres and operational noise. The additional two acres of
lighting is surrounded by more than 1.1 million acres of designated wilderness within CPNWR
and OPCNM, which is unlit. In addition, security lighting at the FOB will be limited to the
greatest extent practicable by minimizing the number of lights used and selectively placing and
pointing lights down toward the ground, with shields on lights to prevent light from going up into
the sky or out laterally beyond the FOB site footprint. AGFD recently completed a study of
lesser long-nosed bat movement patterns in relation to artificial light in Tucson and Marana,
Arizona (AGFD 2009). This study found that while the bats preferred lower light levels for
transit corridors, they frequently used areas with substantially higher levels of artificial light than
would be generated under the Proposed Action.

USFWS has previously determined that noise from the relocated Bates Well Camp would have
no impact on the nearest lesser long-nosed bat roost site (USFWS 2009). Under the Proposed
Action, the overall operation of diesel generators to support FOB operations would be reduced
compared to the current tactical camp’s continuous generator operation through installation of
baffled generators and eventually solar power. Based on this analysis, the Proposed Action
would reduce operational noise and reduce potential current impacts on lesser long-nosed bats.

Based on this analysis, CBP has determined that operational impacts of the Proposed Action
would result in discountable or reduced direct impacts on the lesser long-nosed bat.
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Measures to Minimize and Avoid Impacts on Listed Species

1.

10.

CBP will minimize impacts on Sonoran pronghorn and lesser long-nosed bats and their
habitats by using flagging or temporary fencing to clearly demarcate project construction
area perimeters. CBP will not disturb soil or vegetation outside of 2-acre expansion site
perimeter.

CBP will minimize the number of construction and maintenance vehicles traveling to and
from the project site and the number of trips per day. Special emphasis will be placed on
this approach during the pronghorn fawning season.

CBP will minimize potential animal collisions, particularly with Sonoran pronghorn, by
not exceeding construction and maintenance speed limits of 25 mph on all unpaved roads.
CBP will establish communication channels which will enable the biological monitor the
capability to delay or stop work if a Sonoran pronghorn is observed within 1 mile of the
FOB construction site.

CBP will minimize the duration of construction noise exposure for projects in Sonoran
pronghorn habitat.

During the construction phase, temporary noise impacts are possible. All applicable
Occupational Safety and Health Administration regulations and requirements will be
followed. Construction equipment will possess properly working mufflers and will be
kept properly tuned to reduce backfires. Implementation of these measures will reduce
the potential temporary noise impacts to an insignificant level in and around the
construction site.

CBP will significantly minimize noise levels for the FOB facility’s operations within
Sonoran pronghorn and lesser long-nosed bat habitat by using either baffle boxes (a
sound-resistant box that is placed over or around a generator, air-conditioning unit, or any
other sound-producing equipment) or other noise-abatement methods for all generators,
air-conditioning units, or any other sound producing equipment. Specifically, CBP will
limit noise emissions so as not to exceed 35 dBA (measured ambient noise) at 492 feet
distance from the noise source. CBP will use an acoustical professional to ensure that
building and/or sound barrier design details are sufficient to achieve the aforementioned
criteria. CBP will provide acoustic findings to USFWS and NPS.

CBP will avoid nighttime lighting impacts by conducting construction and maintenance
activities during daylight hours only. If night lighting is unavoidable: 1) minimize the
number of lights used, 2) place lights on poles pointed down toward the ground, with
shields on lights to prevent light from going up into the sky or out laterally into
landscape, and 3) selectively place lights so they are directed away from all native
vegetative communities.

CBP will minimize security and other operations-related lighting impacts at FOB to the
greatest extent practicable by minimizing the number of lights used and selectively
placing and pointing lights down toward the ground, with shields on lights to prevent
light from going up into the sky, or out laterally beyond the FOB footprint.

CBP will provide for an on-site biological monitor to be present during work activities
for all construction activities. At a time interval (i.e., daily, weekly) determined by the
land management agency, the monitor will check in and out of the land management unit
(with the land manager or his/her representative). The biological monitor will have the
following duties: ensure and document that agreed upon measures to minimize and avoid
impacts on listed species and BMPs are properly implemented, send a weekly summary
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

report via electronic mail to the DOI land managers and USFWS AESO following CBP
review, and notify the construction manager (who has the authority to temporarily
suspend activities) when construction activities are not in compliance with all agreed
upon BMPs.

The on-site biological monitor shall be a qualified Sonoran pronghorn monitor as defined
by USFWS and NPS. The monitor shall report all detections of Sonoran pronghorn via
electronic mail to USFWS AESO and the OPCNM within 48 hours of any detection. The
electronic mail will include the following details: a) if known, the coordinates and a
description of the locations where the pronghorn was detected, b) the date and time of the
detection, c) the method used to make the detection, and d) as available, other pertinent
details, such as the behavior of the Sonoran pronghorn (i.e. whether it was standing,
foraging or running). The monitor shall also coordinate with CBP personnel monitoring
tower number 302 to determine whether antelope have been observed in the vicinity of
the FOB and with AGFD and DOI land managers regarding any observations of antelope
within the project vicinity.

All vehicular traffic associated with construction and maintenance will use
designated/authorized roads to access the sites, avoiding off-road vehicle activity outside
of the project footprint.

All construction or maintenance personnel will report detections of Sonoran pronghorn
to the biological monitor.

CBP will develop and implement a training program focusing on Trust Resources for
contractors/construction personnel. Training will be provided to all personnel associated
with the project before project construction begins and before any new personnel begin
work on the project. Information presented in the training program will include
occurrence of sensitive species in the project area, their general ecology, and sensitivity
to human activities; legal protection afforded the species and the penalties for violation of
state or Federal laws; implementation of included conservation actions/BMPs; and
reporting requirements. Also included in this training program will be color photos of the
listed species and maps of federally listed species' habitats.

Vehicle operators will be trained to recognize pronghorn. If pronghorn are sighted within
one mile of the project site or the Bates Well access road to the site by the biological
monitor or vehicle operators, the vehicle involved would initially stop to allow pronghorn
to move away and to reduce disturbance to the extent possible. Once the pronghorn has
moved away from line of sight or greater than 1 mile from the vehicle or project site,
vehicles would proceed at 15 mph for the first mile and then resume normal speed (25
mph).

Fill material (gravel and topsoil) brought in from outside the project area will be
identified by its source location. Sources will be used that are clean and weed-free.
Certified weed/seed free natural materials (e.g., straw) will be used for on-site erosion
control to avoid the spread of non-native plants.

Removal of invasive plants that appear on the site will be done in ways that eliminate the
entire plant and remove all plant parts to a disposal area. Herbicides not toxic to listed
species that may be in the area can be used for non-native vegetation control.
Application of herbicides will follow Federal guidelines and be in accordance with label
directions. An NPS Pesticide Use Permit would be received prior to herbicide
application on NPS lands.
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19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

CBP will include a configuration to support fire management operations in the design of
facilities that require land clearing.

CBP will undertake all reasonable efforts to complete construction of the FOB before the
beginning of pronghorn fawning season on March 15. If the construction is not complete,
CBP agrees there will be no earth moving or heavy construction equipment used after
March 15.

CBP will avoid effects on bats in bat roosts by not implementing construction-related
activities within 4 miles of the roost between May 1 and September 30.

NPS and USFWS will be notified two weeks before any project construction activities
begin and within one week after project construction activities are completed.

CBP will provide a report to USFWS AESO and DOI land management agencies within
90 days of project construction completion which includes a complete description of the
action (construction component) implemented (including photographs; total acres
impacted; total acres of Sonoran pronghorn habitat impacted; total number of lesser long-
nosed bat food plants impacted; length of time to complete the project; all environmental
design [i.e., BMPs] and conservation measures implemented, including all Sonoran
pronghorn daily and other biological monitoring reports, etc.). As implementation of
some measures will continue after project construction is completed, the report will also
identify environmental design and conservation measures still under implementation or
proposed for implementation and a time frame for completing the measures.

Standard construction procedures will be implemented to minimize the potential for
erosion and sedimentation during construction. All work shall cease during heavy rains
and would not resume until conditions are suitable for the movement of equipment and
material.

A Construction Stormwater General Permit will be obtained prior to construction, and
this would require approval of a site-specific SWPPP and Notice of Intent. A site-
specific SPCCP will also be in place prior to the start of construction. Other
environmental design measures will be implemented, such as silt fencing, aggregate
materials, and wetting compounds to decrease erosion and sedimentation.

CBP will not, for any length of time, permit any pets inside the project area or adjacent
native habitats. This BMP does not pertain to law enforcement animals.

CBP will minimize site disturbance and avoid attracting predators by promptly removing
waste materials, wrappers, and debris from the site. Any waste that must remain more
than 12 hours will be properly stored until disposal.

All BMPs to be implemented by the project contractor will be included in the contract.
The FOB will be removed within 12 months of cessation of use if CBP determines it is
no longer needed, and site will be restored to natural habitat conditions.

The spread of non-native plants will be reduced by providing weed-free feed to horses
that are corralled at the FOB.

Animal waste will be removed from the corral and deposited at an appropriate waste
facility to avoid water contamination.

Any collisions with Sonoran pronghorn will be reported to USFWS AESO and OPCNM
via telephone and electronic mail as soon as practicable, but no later than 12 hours after
the collision. Information to be relayed will include: a) location of the collision, b) date
and time of the collision, c) type of vehicle, and d) a description of the collision to
include the outcome and a photograph of the Sonoran pronghorn (if available).
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Conservation Measures

1. If there is surplus water from the well, CBP will permit NPS and USFWS to use surplus
water to replenish Sonoran pronghorn waters.

2. CBP will explore opportunities to assign agents to the FOB on a longer term basis and
provide USBP agents with more extensive environmental training.

3. CBP will assign a supervisior for the FOB who will have oversight of FOB operations,
One of the duties of this individual will be working with the NOS and USFWS to ensure
impacts of ISBP operations on OPCNM and CPNWR are minimized.

4. Provide environmental education for agents via kiosk/information display at Ajo FOB
and Ajo Station.

3.8.4.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same impacts on protected species as
discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action during construction; however, any
impacts on Sonoran pronghorn and lesser long-nosed bats from noise would be greater in
duration. The proposed FOB would be powered by two 200-kilowatt diesel-fueled generators,
running continuously. Long-term noise emissions from the FOB generator would be attenuated
to 35 dBA within 492 feet of the FOB. Noise emissions from the operation of the generators at
the FOB would be localized and would have long-term, minor impacts on Sonoran pronghorn
and lesser long-nosed bats.

3.8.4.3 CPNWR Location Alternative

The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would be run on solar or other alternative fuel power with
diesel generator backups. Impacts on the Sonoran pronghorn and lesser long-nosed bat from
noise and visual impediments would be the same as those described for the Proposed Action.

3.8.4.4 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, there would be no additional impacts on threatened or
endangered species or their habitats, as no construction activities would occur. Impacts from the
establishment of the tactical camp at the current site were identified and assessed in the
Biological Opinion prepared for the SBInet Ajo 1 Project (USFWS 2009).

3.9 CULTURAL, HISTORICAL, AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

3.9.1 Affected Environment

The process of identifying and evaluating potential impacts on cultural resources was described
in detail in several documents. Those discussions are incorporated herein by reference (CBP
2007 and INS and JTF-6 2001). Briefly, the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966
established the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) to advocate full consideration
of historic values in Federal decision making and ensure consistency in national policies.
Additionally, the NHPA also established the SHPO to administer national historic preservation
programs on a state level and Tribal Historic Preservation Officers on tribal lands, where
appropriate. The NHPA also established the NRHP, which is the Nation's official list of cultural
resources worthy of preservation and protection. The historic preservation review process
mandated by Section 106 of the NHPA is outlined in the ACHP regulations, "Protection of
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Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), which were revised and became effective on January 11,
2001.

The cultural chronology of the Western Papagueria is usually discussed in periods: Preceramic
Period, which is divided into two temporal phases, Paleo-Indian (circa 10,000 B.C. to 7,500
B.C.) and Archaic (circa 7,500 B.C. to A.D. 200); Ceramic Period, which is generally divided
into Patayan (A.D. 700 to 1500), Hohokam (A.D. 200 to 1500), and Trincheras (A.D. 700 to
1900); Early Historic Period (A.D. 1540 to 1848); Late Historic Period (A.D. 1848 to 1945); and
World War Il and Cold War Period (A.D. 1945 to 1989). The main time periods are typically
subdivided into smaller temporal phases, based on particular characteristics of the artifact
assemblages. For example, the prehistoric periods and corresponding phases are defined by
particular diagnostic artifacts such as projectile points and certain types of pottery. Occasionally
the phases or periods can be defined by distinctive site locations. Phases of the Historic period
are often distinguished by ethnohistoric accounts and other written records, though specific
artifacts are also temporally or culturally diagnostic. The western Papagueria region is bounded
by the Colorado River to the west, the Gila River to the north, and the Rio Sonoita, Sonora,
Mexico and the Gulf of California to the south (Ahlstrom 2000). The eastern Papagueria and the
Tohono O’odham Nation bound the region to the east.

3.9.1.1 Previous Archaeological Investigations

The archaeological site records on the Arizona State Museum’s (ASM) AZSITE Cultural
Resource Inventory were examined prior to the initiation of the field survey of the proposed FOB
expansion site. In addition, both maps and patent records from the General Land Office were
examined in order to identify potential historic resources located within the vicinity of the FOB
site. Six archaeological surveys, which identified seven archaeological sites, were previously
conducted within 1 mile of the FOB site. These surveys were conducted in support of
construction, utility installation, road maintenance and improvements, park improvements,
research, and other initiatives. Seven previously recorded sites are located within the 1-mile
search radius around the proposed FOB site. Six of these sites were recorded by Rankin from
1989 to 1991. All six sites consist of possible roasting features, each containing from one to four
concentrations of fire-cracked rock (Rankin 1995). The cultural and temporal affiliation of these
sites is unknown due to a lack of artifacts. Only one site contained an artifact, AZ
Y:16:34(ASM), a basalt metate fragment. The historic Bates Well Road and was recorded by
Northland Research, Inc. (Hopkins 2006). Two of these seven sites (AZ Y:16:32[ASM] and
Bates Well Road) are located within the current survey area.

3.9.1.2 Current Investigations

Archaeological surveys were conducted at the FOB expansion site in March 2011.
Approximately 24 acres were surveyed as part of this effort. Two previously recorded sites were
relocated during the current investigation (Table 3-3) and 14 isolated occurrences (10) were
discovered (Hart 2011). The following section describes the cultural resources recorded within
the project area.
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Table 3-3. Archaeological Sites within 1 mile of the Proposed FOB Expansion Area

. . Eligibility

AZ Y:16:32(ASM) ‘ Thermal features ‘ Indeterminate |Eligible

Bates Well Road Historic Undetermined

AZ Y:16:32(ASM) consists of three clusters of fire-cracked rock and one recent charcoal pile.
The site is on the south side of Bates Well Road just east of the CPNWR/OPCNM boundary on
the OPCNM side. The site was originally documented by A. Rankin in 1990 for the NPS
(Rankin 1995). The site contains three thermal features and one recent charcoal-filled fire ring.
Thermal Feature 1 consists of 150 to 200 cobbles of partially buried fire-cracked rock. Thermal
Feature 2 is a small cluster of about 25 pieces of fire-cracked rock and may represent a clean-out
event. Thermal Feature 3 consists of about 100 pieces of partially buried fire-cracked rock. No
artifacts were observed on the ground surface, and cultural/temporal affiliation remains
unknown.

Rankin (1995) and Gibson (2010) recommended the site as eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under Criterion D. Both archaeologists state that these
features appear to predate a nearby modern fire ring and have the potential to contain datable
radiocarbon deposits.

The historic Bates Well Road was originally documented in 2006 by Northland Research
(Hopkins 2006). The east end begins at the OPCNM/BLM boundary in Section 20 of Township
14 South, Range 6 West. Its western terminus was previously documented as ending at the
OPCNM/CPNWR boundary. During the current investigation, the west end of the road was
extended about 1,500 feet to include the surveyed road corridor.

The NRHP-listed site of Bates Well (AZ Z:13:39[ASM]) is located along Bates Well Road. The
site was an important water source for the nearby Growler Camp and Growler Copper Mine (AZ
Z:13:48[ASM]), and was also a crucial crossroads for north-south travel between Ajo and
Sonoita, Mexico, as well as east-west travel between Tucson and Yuma. The road also provides
access to the NRHP- listed site/district of EI Camino del Diablo (SN C:1:15[ASM]). Although
Bates Well Road is not within the recorded district boundaries of EI Camino, portions of the
road, particularly its west end, may actually be segments of EI Camino del Diablo.

Northland Research originally recommended the road’s eligibility to be undetermined (Hopkins
2006; Carpenter and Hopkins 2009). The viewshed integrity from the road is intact with little
modern disturbance, and thus contributes to the overall integrity of the travel corridor. Given the
road’s association with two NRHP-listed sites, Bates Well Road may be a significant historic
property. Archival research is needed to fully assess the historical significance of this road and
determine if it should be included within EI Camino del Diablo historic district, or if its research
potential should be considered exhausted following thorough archival research.

During the field survey, 14 10s of cultural materials were discovered. The 10s consist of cans,
scattered fire-cracked rocks, ground stone, and a trail segment. Many of the cans are scattered
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near Bates Well Road and are likely associated with it. One trail segment was documented on
desert pavement just outside the survey corridor. No artifacts were noted along the trail, but it
appears to lead towards AZ Y:16:32(ASM). One notable IO is a wooden sign that serves as a
memorial to a man named Patrick Reidelbach who died on November 13, 1992. It is unclear
who Reidelbach was. He is not listed as one of the CBP Agents who were killed in the line of
duty. Items recorded as I10s do not meet the ASM definition of an archaeological site, and none
are considered eligible for inclusion on the NRHP (Hart 2011).

3.9.2 Environmental Consequences

3.9.2.1 Proposed Action

Impacts on the two previously recorded archaeological sites (AZ Y:16:32[ASM] and Bates Well
Road) from the planned FOB expansion would be avoided through project design. No additional
archaeological work is recommended for these sites. BMPs to be employed to avoid impacts on

these cultural resources are listed below.

e The site boundaries of all previously recorded sites, along with a 100-foot buffer, would
be flagged around each of the sites to ensure that they are avoided.

e An archaeologist will be on-site during any subsurface disturbing activities.

e Should any archaeological artifacts be found during construction, the OPCNM
archaeologist will be notified immediately. All work will cease until an evaluation of the
discovery is made by the OPCNM archaeologist to determine appropriate actions to
prevent the loss of significant cultural or scientific values.

3.9.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative
The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same impacts on cultural resources as
discussed for the solar- or other alternative fuel-powered FOB in the Proposed Action.

3.9.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would cause the same impacts on cultural resources as
discussed for the Proposed Action.

3.9.2.4 No Action Alternative
The No Action Alternative would have no impact, either beneficial or adverse, on cultural
resources because the existing Ajo Station FOB would not be expanded.

3.10 AIR QUALITY

3.10.1 Affected Environment

The EPA established National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for specific pollutants
determined to be of concern with respect to the health and welfare of the general public.
Ambient air quality standards are classified as either "primary" or "secondary.” The major
pollutants of concern, or criteria pollutants, are carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SOy),
nitrogen dioxide (NO,), ozone, particulate matter less than 10 microns (PM-10), particulate
matter less than 2.5 microns (PM-2.5), and lead. NAAQS represent the maximum levels of
background pollution that are considered safe, within an adequate margin of safety, to protect the
public health and welfare.
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Areas that do not meet these NAAQS standards are called non-attainment areas; areas that meet
both primary and secondary standards are known as attainment areas. The Federal Conformity
Final Rule (40 CFR Parts 51 and 93) specifies criteria or requirements for conformity
determinations for Federal projects. The Federal Conformity Rule was first promulgated in 1993
by the EPA, following the passage of Amendments to the Clean Air Act in 1990. The rule
mandates that a conformity analysis must be performed when a Federal action generates air
pollutants in a region that has been designated a non-attainment or maintenance area for one or
more NAAQS.

A conformity analysis is the process used to determine whether a Federal action meets the
requirements of the General Conformity Rule. It requires the responsible Federal agency to
evaluate the nature of a Proposed Action and associated air pollutant emissions, and calculate
emissions as a result of the Proposed Action. If the emissions exceed established limits, known
as de minimis thresholds, the proponent is required to implement appropriate mitigation
measures.

EPA considers Pima County as a moderate non-attainment area for PM-10 (EPA 2010b). The de
minimis threshold for moderate non-attainment for PM-10 is 100 tons per year (40 CFR 51.853).

3.10.1.1 Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change

Global climate change refers to a change in the average weather on the earth. Greenhouse gases
(GHG) are gases that trap heat in the atmosphere. They include water vapor, carbon dioxide
(CO,), methane (CHy,), nitrous oxide (N2O), fluorinated gases including chlorofluorocarbons
(CFC) and hydrochlorofluorocarbons (HFC), and halons, as well as ground-level ozone
(California Energy Commission 2007).

The major GHG-producing sectors in society include transportation, utilities (e.g., coal and gas
power plants), industry/manufacturing, agriculture, and residential. End-use sector sources of
GHG emissions include transportation (40.7 percent), electricity generation (22.2 percent),
industry (20.5 percent), agriculture and forestry (8.3 percent), and other (8.3 percent) (California
Energy Commission 2007). The main sources of increased concentrations of GHG due to human
activity include the combustion of fossil fuels and deforestation (CO,), livestock and rice
farming, land use and wetland depletions, landfill emissions (CHy,), refrigeration system and fire
suppression system use and manufacturing (CFC), and agricultural activities, including the use of
fertilizers (California Energy Commission 2007).

Final Mandatory GHG Inventory Rule

In response to the Consolidation Appropriations Act (House Resolution [H.R.] 2764; P.L. 110-
161), EPA has issued the Final Mandatory Reporting of Greenhouse Gases Rule. The rule
requires large sources that emit 25,000 metric tons (27,557 U.S. tons) or more per year of GHG
to report GHG emissions in the U.S., collect accurate and timely emissions data to inform future
policy decisions, and submit annual GHG reports to the EPA. The final rule was signed by the
Administrator on September 22, 2009, published on October 30, 2009, and made effective
December 29, 20009.
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GHG Threshold of Significance

The CEQ provided draft guidelines for performing meaningful GHG decision-making analysis.
The CEQ GHG guidance is currently undergoing public comment at this time; however, the draft
guidance states that if the action would be reasonably anticipated to cause direct emissions of
25,000 metric tons (27,557 U.S. tons) or more of CO, GHG emissions on an annual basis,
agencies should consider this an indicator that a quantitative and qualitative assessment may be
meaningful to decision makers and the public. For long-term actions that have annual direct
emissions of less than 25,000 metric tons (27,557 U.S. tons) of CO,, CEQ encourages Federal
agencies to consider whether the action’s long-term emissions should receive similar analysis.
CEQ does not propose this as an indicator of a threshold of significant impacts, but rather as an
indicator of a minimum level of GHG emissions that may warrant some description in the
appropriate NEPA analysis for agency actions involving direct emissions of GHGs (CEQ 2010).

The GHGs covered by Executive Order (EO) 13514 are CO,, CH4, N,O, HFC, perfluorocarbons,
and sulfur hexafluoride. These GHGs have varying heat-trapping abilities and atmospheric
lifetimes. CO, equivalency (CO.e) is a measuring methodology used to compare the heat-
trapping impact from various greenhouse gases relative to CO,. Some gases have a greater
global warming potential than others. Nitrous oxides (NOy), for instance, have a global warming
potential that is 310 times greater than an equivalent amount of CO,, and CHy is 21 times greater
than an equivalent amount of CO,.

3.10.2 Environmental Consequences

3.10.2.1 Proposed Action

Temporary and minor increases in air pollution would occur from the use of construction
equipment (combustible emissions) and the disturbance of soils (fugitive dust) during
construction of the FOB. The following paragraphs describe the air calculation methodologies
utilized to estimate air emissions produced by the construction of the FOB expansion.

Fugitive dust emissions were calculated using the emission factor of 0.19 ton per acre per month
(Midwest Research Institute 1996), which is a more current standard than the 1985 PM-10
emission factor of 1.2 tons per acre-month presented in AP-42 Section 13 Miscellaneous Sources
13.2.3.3 (EPA 2001).

EPA’s NONROAD Model (EPA 2005) was used, as recommended by EPA’s Procedures
Document for National Emission Inventory, Criteria Air Pollutants, 1985-1999 (EPA 2001), to
calculate emissions from construction equipment. Combustible emission calculations were made
for standard construction equipment, such as front-end loaders, backhoes, cranes, and cement
trucks. Assumptions were made regarding the total number of days each piece of equipment
would be used, and the number of hours per day each type of equipment would be used.

Construction workers would temporarily increase the combustible emissions in the airshed
during their commute to and from the project area. Emissions from delivery trucks would also
contribute to the overall air emission budget. Emissions from delivery trucks and construction
workers traveling to the job site were calculated using the EPA MOBILE6.2 Model (EPA 2005a,
2005b and 2005c).
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The total air quality emissions were calculated for the construction activities to compare to the
General Conformity Rule. Summaries of the total emissions for the Preferred Alternative are
presented in Table 3-4. Details of the analyses are presented in Appendix D.

Table 3-4. Total Air Emissions (tons/year) from the Proposed Action Construction versus
the de minimis Threshold Levels

Total de minimis Thresholds
Pollutant 1
stonslzearz stons/¥earg
CO 24.92 100
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) 4.87 100
Nitrous Oxides (NOx) 39.21 100
PM-10 4.93 100
PM-2.5 3.31 100
SO, 4,91 100
CO, and CO, equivalents 16,158 27,557

Source: 40 CFR 51.853 and Gulf South Research Corporation (GSRC) model projections.
@ Note that Pima County is in non-attainment for PM-10 (USEPA 2010b).

Several sources of air pollutants would contribute to the overall air impacts of the construction
project. The air results in Table 3-4 included emissions from the following sources.

e Combustible engines of construction equipment

e Construction workers’ commute to and from work

e Supply trucks delivering materials to construction site
e Fugitive dust from job-site ground disturbances

Operational Air Emissions

Operational air emissions refer to air emissions that may occur after the FOB has been installed,
such as maintenance of two backup diesel generators operating 2 to 4 hours per month per year
(worst case scenario). The air emissions from diesel generators and bimonthly maintenance are
presented in Appendix D and are summarized in Table 3-5.

Table 3-5. Total Air Emissions (tons/year) from Diesel Generators vs. de minimis Levels
for the Proposed Action

Total de minimis Thresholds
Pollutant 1
gtons/zearg gtons/zear!
CO 0.11 100
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) 0.04 100
Nitrous Oxides (NOx) 0.18 100
PM-10 0.02 100
PM-2.5 0.02 100
SO, 0.02 100
CO, and CO, equivalents 74.86 27,557

Source: 40 CFR 51.853 and Gulf South Research Corporation (GSRC) model projections (Appendix D).
@ Note that Pima County is in non-attainment for PM-10 (EPA 2010b).
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As can be seen from the table above, the proposed construction and operational activities do not
exceed Federal de minimis thresholds and, thus, would not require a Conformity Determination.
As there are no violations of air quality standards and no conflicts with the state implementation
plans, the impacts on air quality from the implementation of the Proposed Action would be less
than significant. BMPs to be incorporated to ensure that fugitive dust and other air quality
constituent emission levels do not rise above the minimum threshold as required per 40 CFR
51.853(b)(1) are listed below.

e Dust suppression methods, such as road watering to minimize airborne particulate matter
created during construction activities will be utilized. Standard construction BMPs such
as routine watering of the construction site, as well as access roads to the site, will be
used to control fugitive dust and thereby assist in limiting potential PM-10 excursions
during the construction phase of the proposed project.

e All construction equipment and vehicles will be required to be maintained in good
operating condition to minimize exhaust emissions.

3.10.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

Air quality impacts associated with construction activities would be similar to those described in
the Proposed Action; however, the ongoing emissions would be greater due to the elimination of
solar power and the use of diesel generators as the primary source of power at the FOB.

Operational air emissions associated with this alternative include operation of two diesel
generators operating 24 hours per day and 365 days per year. The air emissions from diesel
generators are presented in Appendix D and are summarized in Table 3-6.

Table 3-6. Total Air Emissions (tons/year) from Diesel Generators vs. de minimis Levels
for the Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

Pollutant Total de minimis Thresholds
(tons/year) (tons/year) !
CO 20.76 100
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) 6.68 100
Nitrous Oxides (NOXx) 32.97 100
PM-10 4.03 100
PM-2.5 3.92 100
SO, 4.47 100
CO, and CO, equivalents 13,662 27,557

Source: 40 CFR 51.853 and Gulf South Research Corporation (GSRC) model projections (Appendix D).
@ Note that Pima County is in non-attainment for PM-10 (EPA 2010b).

As can be seen from the table above, the air emissions associated with the Fossil Fuel Generator
Alternative’s construction and operational activities do not exceed Federal de minimis thresholds
and, thus, would not require a Conformity Determination. As there are no violations of air
quality standards and no conflicts with the state implementation plans, the impacts on air quality
from the implementation of the Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would be less than significant.
During construction, proper and routine maintenance (i.e., appropriate oil change schedules,
lubrication levels, and fuel for efficient performance) of all vehicles and other construction
equipment would be implemented to ensure that emissions are within the design standards of all
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construction equipment. Dust suppression methods should be implemented to minimize fugitive
dust. In particular, water would be applied to the construction area to minimize the emissions of
fugitive dust.

3.10.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would have the same impacts on air quality as discussed
for the Proposed Action.

3.10.2.4 No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not result in any additional direct impacts on air quality
because there would be no construction activities. Air quality and air emissions for operation of
the existing tactical camp were discussed in the SBInet Ajo-1 Project EA (CBP 2009). Air
emissions from the continuous use of one generator would be approximately half of the expected
emissions presented in Table 3-6 for the Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative.

3.11 NOISE

Noise is often described as unwanted sound. Sound is usually represented on a logarithmic scale
with a unit called the decibel (dB). Sound on the dB scale is referred to as sound level. The
dBA scale takes sound pressure into account and emphasizes the frequencies, and is a measure of
noise at a given, maximum level or constant state level. The threshold of perception of the
human ear is approximately 3 dBA, which is considered barely perceptible, and a 5 dBA change
is considered to be clearly noticeable. A 10 dBA increase in the measured sound level is
typically perceived as being twice as loud as the original sound level.

3.11.1 Affected Environment

The FOB is located in a rural area which includes designated wilderness areas. OPCNM and
CPNWR lands are undeveloped lands used primarily for the protection of the Sonoran Desert
Ecosystem, recreational, and educational purposes. Anthropogenic noises can degrade the
natural soundscape and adversely impact humans and wildlife. Natural soundscapes are
composed completely of natural sounds without the presence of human-made sounds. The
project area is located on lands where noise would potentially adversely impact natural
soundscapes.

Wilderness Areas

Two important noise emission thresholds are considered in this noise analysis of designated
wilderness. First, noise emission criteria for construction activities have been published by the
Federal Highway Administration, which has established a construction noise abatement criterion
of 57 dBA for lands, such as national parks, in which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary
significance (23 CFR 722, Table 1). The 57 dBA threshold is used to assess the impacts from
temporary noise emissions associated with constructing the proposed FOB expansion.

Secondly, CBP is committed to minimizing long-term noise impacts on the natural environment.
The natural ambient background noise levels on OPCNM were measured, and averaged 20 dBA
over a 20-day period (NPS 2009b). CBP used the 35 dBA threshold to measure impacts from
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long-term operational noise emissions from long-term point sources of noise, such as power
generators.

3.11.2 Environmental Consequences

3.11.2.1 Proposed Action

The following analysis segregates noise emissions into two categories: temporary noise
emissions, which include emissions from construction equipment used to construct the proposed
FOB expansion, and long-term noise emissions, which refer to ongoing noise emissions that
would occur after the FOB expansion has been completed and is operational. The noise analysis
modeled noise contours for a variety of sources and summarized the area of impact in acres for
temporary and long-term noise emissions.

Temporary FOB Construction Noise

It was assumed that expansion of the FOB would require the use of general construction
equipment, which produces noise emissions up to 81 dBA (crane), to install building modules.
Assuming the worst case scenario of 81 dBA from general construction equipment, the noise
model predicts that noise emissions would be attenuated to levels equal to or below 57 dBA at
738 feet from the noise source (23 CFR 722, Table 1). The 57 dBA construction noise contour
would encompass 39 acres located near or within designated wilderness areas. Wilderness areas
would be directly exposed to temporary noise emissions in excess of 57 dBA during
construction. Noise emissions would have a temporary, minor adverse impact on the
soundscape.

Long-term Noise Emission from FOB

Long-term noise emissions refer to noise emissions that would occur during and after the FOB
has been expanded. Initially, two diesel generators would serve as the electrical power supply at
the FOB; however, only one would be operating while the other is idle. By the 5" year of
construction, CBP would install solar panels and storage batteries to supply electrical power
needs at the FOB. The diesel generator would be expected to operate 24 hours a day and 7 days
per week. Noise emissions from the diesel generator (225 Kilowatt) would be mitigated by a
building an enclosure that would reduce the noise emissions.

The enclosure would be designed to reduce noise levels equal to or below 35 dBA at 492 feet
from the noise source. Within a radius of 492 feet from the enclosed generator set, approximately
17 acres of land adjacent to FOB would be exposed to noise emissions greater than 35 dBA for
24 hours a day. Noise emissions associated with FOB operations would have a short-term (5-
years), minor adverse impact on the soundscape. Potential impacts would be localized to the 17
acres adjacent to the FOB site. Noise emissions from the operation of a diesel generator would
have a short-term, minor adverse impact on the soundscape. However, the eventual use of solar
energy as the primary power source for the FOB would substantially reduce the duration of noise
emissions compared to the No Action alternative to only a few hours per week.
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The following BMPs would be implemented to minimize the impact of noise emissions from the
Proposed Action.

e During the construction phase, temporary noise impacts are anticipated. All applicable
Occupational Safety and Health Administration regulations and requirements will be
followed. On-site activities would be restricted to daylight hours to the greatest extent
practicable, although nighttime construction could occur if the construction schedule
requires it. Construction equipment will possess properly working mufflers and would be
kept properly tuned to reduce backfires. Implementation of these measures will reduce
the expected temporary noise impacts to an insignificant level in and around the
construction site.

e Noise mitigation enclosure for diesel generators.

3.11.2.2 Alternative 2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternatives

It is assumed that the two generators would be located next to each other and essentially be one
noise source when operating. Similar baffle boxes or other noise control techniques would be
employed to limit noise emissions to meet the impact threshold of less than 35 dBA. Itis
estimated that noise emissions from the generators would travel 492 feet before they attenuated
to 35 dBA. Within a radius of 492 feet from the enclosed generator set, approximately 17 acres
of land at FOB would be exposed to noise emissions greater than 35 dBA, continuously. Noise
impacts associated with this alternative would have a minor impact on the natural environment.

3.11.2.3 Alternative 3 CPNWR Location

Noise associated with construction would be similar to that described in the Proposed Action;
however, noise emissions would be located on CPNWR lands. Noise emissions would have
temporary and long-term, minor impacts on the soundscape.

3.11.2.4 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, the soundscape near the existing tactical camp would continue
to experience the existing tactical camp operational noise. The generator is unbaffled and
impacts approximately 63.86 acres (Magnum 2010). The No Action Alternative would have
long-term minor adverse impacts on the soundscape.

3.12 ROADWAYS AND TRAFFIC

3.12.1 Affected Environment

The proposed FOB expansion sites are located on OPCNM and CPNWR lands in western Pima
County along Bates Well Road (EI Camino del Diablo in CPNWR). The project area is
extremely remote, and the only highway within the project area is State Route 85, which extends
from Interstate 10 near Buckeye south to the Port of Entry at Lukeville. The average annual
daily traffic count for State Route 85 from Puerto Blanco Road to the Lukeville Port of Entry is
1,400 vehicles (Arizona Department of Transportation 2009).
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3.12.2 Environmental Consequences

3.12.2.1 Proposed Action

With the implementation of the Proposed Action, construction activities at the FOB would create
a temporary, negligible impact on roadways and traffic within the project region. An increase of
vehicular traffic would occur to supply materials and work crews to the FOB site for the limited
construction period.

Only existing roads which are authorized for public use would be utilized to access the FOB.
These roads include State Route 85, Darby Wells Road, and Bates Well Road.

Once construction work is completed, maintenance visits to the FOB would be required up to
twice a month depending on the availability of well water and generator usage. Maintenance
visits would have a long-term, negligible impact on traffic.

Operation of the FOB is anticipated to decrease vehicular traffic along Bates Well Road and the
59.4 Road which is a cut-through road, used by USBP Agents by approximately 10,600 trips per
year.

3.12.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have impacts on roadways and traffic similar to
those discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action during construction; however,
maintenance trips would have a greater impact on roadways and traffic. The proposed FOB
would be powered by two 200-kilowatt diesel-fueled generators, running continuously.
Maintenance trips and delivery of fuel to the FOB would have a negligible impact on current use
levels of roadways along the access route.

3.12.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative

The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would be run on solar or other alternative fuel power with
diesel generator backups. Impacts on roadways and traffic would be the same as those described
for the Proposed Action.

3.12.2.4 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, no additional direct impacts on roadways and traffic would
occur. USBP Agents, park visitors, OPCNM or CPNWR employees would continue to travel the
roadways at current levels.

3.13 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

3.13.1 Affected Environment

Solid and hazardous wastes are regulated in Arizona by a combination of laws promulgated by
the Federal, state, and regional Councils of Government. The proposed FOB expansion site was
searched on EPA’s Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS). CERCLIS contains information on hazardous waste sites,
potential hazardous waste sites, and remedial activities, including sites that are on the National
Priorities List (NPL) or being considered for the NPL. The search found no active NPL sites
within a 1-mile radius of the proposed FOB expansion site. Additionally, during the March 2011
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biological survey, no evidence of hazardous waste or materials (e.g., drums, soil staining) was
observed at the FOB expansion site.

3.13.2 Environmental Consequences

3.13.2.1 Proposed Action

Construction Activities

The Proposed Action would have temporary, minor impacts on the environment as a result of
hazardous materials. During construction, a potential exists for petroleum, oil and lubricant
(POL) contamination at the construction site due to storage of POL material for maintenance and
refueling vehicles and fuel storage tanks. Cleanup materials (e.g., oil mops) would be
maintained at the site for appropriate spill response and cleanup in case an accidental spill
occurs. Drip pans would be provided for the generators and other stationary equipment to collect
any POL that is accidently spilled during maintenance activities or leaks from equipment. To
ensure oil pollution prevention, a Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures Plan (SPCCP)
would be in place prior to the start of construction activities.

Portable sanitary facilities would be provided during construction activities, and waste products
would be collected and disposed of by licensed contractors. Disposal contractors would only use
established roads to transport equipment and supplies, and all waste would be disposed of in
compliance with Federal, state, and local regulations, and in accordance with contractors’
permits.

Maintenance and Operations Activities

All solid and hazardous wastes and materials, including universal waste (such as batteries, motor
oil, fluorescent light bulbs, etc.), would be handled in accordance with applicable Federal and
state laws and guidelines governing these items.

The following BMPs will be implemented as standard operating procedures during all
construction activities, and will include proper handling, storage, and disposal of hazardous and
regulated materials.

e To avoid potential impacts from hazardous and regulated materials, all fuels, waste oils
and solvents will be collected and stored in tanks or drums within a secondary
containment system that consists of an impervious floor and bermed sidewalls capable of
containing the volume of the largest container stored therein.

e The refueling of machinery will be completed in accordance with accepted industry and
regulatory guidelines, and all vehicles will have drip pans during storage to contain minor
spills and drips.

e Although it is unlikely that a major spill would occur, any spill of reportable quantities
will be contained immediately within an earthen dike, and the application of an absorbent
(e.g., granular, pillow, sock) will be used to absorb and contain the spill.

o All spills will be reported to the designated CBP point of contact for the project.
Furthermore, a spill of any petroleum liquids (e.g., fuel) or material listed in 40 CFR 302
Table 302.4 of a reportable quantity must be cleaned up and reported to the appropriate
Federal and state agencies.
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e CBP will contain non-hazardous waste materials and other discarded materials, such as
construction waste, until they can be removed from the construction and maintenance
sites. This will assist in keeping the project area and surroundings free of litter and
reduce the amount of disturbed area needed for waste storage. CBP will minimize site
disturbance and avoid attracting wildlife by promptly removing waste materials,
wrappers, and debris from the site. Any waste that must remain more than 12 hours
should be properly stored until disposal. Solid waste receptacles will be maintained at
construction staging areas. Non-hazardous solid waste (trash and waste construction
materials) will be collected and deposited in on-site receptacles. Solid waste will be
collected and disposed of by a local waste disposal contractor

e All waste oil and solvents will be recycled. All non-recyclable hazardous and regulated
wastes will be collected, characterized, labeled, stored, transported, and disposed of in
accordance with all applicable Federal, state, and local regulations, including proper
waste-manifesting procedures.

e CBP will avoid contamination of ground and surface waters by storing concrete wash
water, and any water that has been contaminated with construction materials, oils,
equipment residue, etc., in closed containers on-site until removed for disposal. This
wash water is toxic to wildlife. Storage tanks must have proper air space (to avoid
rainfall-induced overtopping), be on-ground containers, and be located in upland areas
instead of washes.

e Disposal of used batteries or other small quantities of hazardous waste will be handled,
managed, maintained, stored, and disposed of in accordance with applicable Federal and
state rules and regulations for the management, storage, and disposal of hazardous
materials, hazardous waste and universal waste. Additionally, to the extent practicable,
all batteries will be recycled locally. CBP will avoid soil contamination by using drip
pans underneath equipment and containment zones when refueling vehicles or
equipment.

3.13.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have impacts on the environment as a result of
hazardous materials similar to those discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action
during construction.

3.13.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would have impacts on the environment as a result of
hazardous materials similar to those discussed for the Proposed Action.

3.13.2.4 No Action Alternative
The No Action Alternative would not contribute any hazardous waste or materials to the project
area, as no construction would take place.

Ajo FOB EA Final

September 2011
BW1 FOIA CBP 007114



3-40

3.14 SOCIOECONOMICS

3.14.1 Population and Demographics

The Region of Influence (ROI) for the proposed project consists of Pima County, Arizona. This
discussion supplements and updates the socioeconomic analysis conducted for the December
2009 SBInet Ajo-1 EA (CBP 2009).

The population and racial mixes of the ROl and Arizona are presented in Table 3-7 (U.S. Census
Bureau 2008a). The Pima County population was 994,244 in the 3-year census ending in 2008
(U.S. Census Bureau 2008b). Approximately 33 percent of Pima County and 30 percent of the
State of Arizona reported having populations of (or populations with) Hispanic origin in the 3-
year census ending in 2008, while 3.3 percent of Pima County and 3.5 percent of Arizona
reported being African American.

Table 3-7. Population and Race Estimates within the Region of Influence
for the 3-Year Census Ending in 2008

Arizona Pima County
White 4,928,196 (77.7%) 728,159 (73.2%)
African American 223,500 (3.5%) 32,440 (3.3%)
Native American 285,183 (4.5%) 32,688 (3.3%)
Asian 149,960 (2.4%) 24,029 (2.4%)
Native Hawaiian 10,172 (0.2%) 1,408 (0.1%)
Some Other Race 588,440 (9.3%) 143,489 (14.4%)
Two or More Races 158,501 (2.5%) 31,851 (3.2%)
Hispanic Origin 1,877,267 (29.6%) 325,139 (32.7%)
Total Population 6,343,952 994,244

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau 2008a and 2008b.

3.14.1.1 Employment and Income

Table 3-8 summarizes the total number of jobs in the ROI and Arizona. The number of jobs in
Pima County increased 25.4 percent between 1998 and 2008 (a gain of 105,326 jobs). However,
in an 18-month period (from 2008 to April 2009), the number of jobs in Pima County decreased
6.5 percent, which is less than the percentage of jobs lost in the state during the same time period
(8.6 percent). The decrease in jobs in the last year, from April 2009 until April 2010, was 0.02
percent in Pima County, and was less than the 0.78 percent decrease in the state. The
government sector provided the most jobs in Pima County in April 2010 (79,900 jobs), followed
by educational and health services and trade, transportation and utilities sectors (Arizona
Department of Commerce Research Administration 2010a and b).
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Table 3-8. Total Number of Jobs within the Region of Influence

Percent Change

Location 1998 2008 April 2009 April 2010 from April 2009 to
Agril 2010
Arizona 2,610,870 3,437,191 2,909,000* 2,886,200* -0.78%
Pima County 415,118 520,444 454,400* 454,300* -0.02%

Sources: U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis 1998a, 1998b, 2008a and 2008b, Arizona Department of Commerce Research
Administration 2010a and 2010b.
*Data were rounded to the nearest 100.

The unemployment rate doubled in Arizona between 1999 and 2009 (Table 3-9), but has
remained the same since 2009. In Pima County, between 1999 and 2009, the unemployment rate
more than doubled. Since 2009, the unemployment rate in Pima County has decreased slightly
(by 0.1 percent), while the unemployment rate for the state has remained the same (9.1 percent).

Table 3-9. Unemployment Rate within the ROI

Location 1999 2009 April 2010
percent percent percent

Arizona ‘ 45 | 9.1 ‘ 9.1

Pima County 3.2 8.3 8.2

Sources: Real Estate Center 2010a and 2010b.

The 2008 per capita personal income (PCPI) for Pima County was $34,058 and ranked 4" in the
state (Table 3-10; U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis 2008c). This PCPI was 99 percent of the
state average ($34,339) and 85 percent of the National average ($40,166). The 1998 to 2008
average annual growth rate in the ROl was 4.2, greater than both the average annual growth rate
for the state (3.8 percent) and the Nation (4.0 percent) (U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis
2008c).

Table 3-10. Median Household Income for the U.S., Arizona, and Pima County

PCPI
2008 1998-2008 2008
Per Capita di
Location Personal Average Median
Income Annual Household
Growth Rate Income
(PCPI)
ggercentz
U.S. $40,166 4.0 $52,029
Arizona $34,339 3.8 $51,009
Pima County $34,058 4.2 $46,653

Source: U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis 2008c and U.S. Census Bureau 2008c.

In 1998, the median household income in Pima County was $34,049, with 15.9 percent of the
population living below poverty (U.S. Census Bureau 2008c); the percentage of persons living in
poverty decreased slightly to 15.4 percent in 2008, and the median household income increased
nearly 37 percent to $46,653 (U.S. Census Bureau 2008c). In 1998, the State of Arizona
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experienced a median household income of $37,281, with 14.9 percent of the population living

below poverty (U.S. Census Bureau 2008c). The percentage of persons living below poverty in
2008 remained about the same at 14.7 percent, and the median household income increased by

37 percent to $51,009 in 2008 (U.S. Census Bureau 2008c).

3.14.1.2 Housing

The total number of housing units in the ROI during the 3-year census ending in 2008 was
421,325, with an 11.8 percent vacancy rate, which is about 4 percent less than that of the State of
Arizona (Table 3-11). There is a higher percentage of owner-occupied houses in the state than in
the ROI.

Table 3-11. Housing Units by Location (3-year Census Ending 2008)

. Occupied Housing Units | Total
. Vacant Housing .
Location Units 0 Rent Housing
wner enter Units
Arizona 417,579 (15.7%) 1,537,334 (68.3 %) 712,907 (31.7%) 2,667,820
Pima County 49,526 (11.8%) 244,519 (65.8%) 127,280(34.2%) 421,325

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau 2008a and 2008b.

3.14.2 Environmental Consequences

3.14.2.1 Proposed Action

The labor for the Proposed Action would be provided by private contractors, resulting in only
temporary increases in the population of the ROI. When possible, materials and other project
expenditures would be obtained through merchants in the local community resulting in
temporary, minor economic benefits. All construction activities, regardless of the area, would be
limited to daylight hours only, to the maximum extent practicable. Safety buffer zones would be
designated around all construction sites to ensure public health and safety. No displacement of
residential or commercial properties would result from this action.

Adequate housing and contracting resources are available in the ROI for private contractor
involvement in expanding the FOB. Only minor direct impacts on housing or employment in the
ROI would result from temporary increases in the contracted workforce. No changes to local
employment rates, poverty levels, or local incomes would occur as a result of this project. Long-
term, but minor, beneficial socioeconomic impacts would be realized from the purchasing of fuel
for the backup generator and future maintenance of the FOB.

3.14.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have impacts on socioeconomics similar to those
discussed for the solar-powered FOB in the Proposed Action during construction. The impacts
expected from fuel purchase and maintenance would be significantly higher due to the higher
amount of fuel necessary to run the diesel generators 24 hours per day and 365 days per year.

3.14.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would have impacts on socioeconomics similar to those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

Ajo FOB EA Final

September 2011
BW1 FOIA CBP 007117



3-43

3.14.2.4 No Action Alternative
Under the No Action Alternative, the FOB would not be constructed. As a result, no additional
direct impacts would be anticipated.

3.15 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE AND PROTECTION OF CHILDREN

3.15.1 Affected Environment

3.15.1.1 Executive Order 12898, Environmental Justice

The fair treatment of all races has been assuming an increasingly prominent role in
environmental legislation and implementation of environmental statutes. In February 1994,
President Clinton signed EO 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations. This action requires all Federal agencies to
identify and address disproportionately high and adverse impacts of its programs, policies, and
activities on minority and low-income populations. Pima County has approximately 32 percent
of their population claiming Hispanic or Latino origin (see Table 3-7). Furthermore, Pima
County has a greater percentage of its population in poverty relative to both Arizona and the
Nation (Table 3-12).

Table 3-12. 2007 Povertz Data for the Nation, Arizona, and the ROI

Location All Ages in Poverty,
Percentage
United States 130
Arizona 141
M

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2008c.

3.15.1.2 Executive Order 13045, Protection of Children

EO 13045 requires each Federal agency “to identify and assess environmental health risks and
safety risks that may disproportionately affect children”; and “ensure that its policies, programs,
activities, and standards address disproportionate risks to children that result from environmental
health risks or safety risks.” This EO was prompted by the recognition that children, still
undergoing physiological growth and development, are more sensitive to adverse environmental
health and safety risks than adults. In Pima County, 226,705 individuals, or 23.9 percent of the
population, are children under the age of 18 (U.S. Census Bureau 2007c). The potential for
impacts on the health and safety of children would be greater where projects are located near
residential areas.

3.15.2 Environmental Consequences

3.15.2.1 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would not result in disproportionately high or adverse environmental health
or safety impacts on minority or low-income populations or children. This conclusion is based
on the fact that the FOB site is located on remote Federal lands, and there would be no
displacement of persons (minority, low-income, children, or otherwise) as a result of
implementing the Proposed Action.
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3.15.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would not result in disproportionately high or adverse
environmental health or safety impacts on minority or low-income populations or children. This
conclusion is based on the fact that the FOB site is located on remote Federal lands, and there
would be no displacement of persons (minority, low-income, children, or otherwise) as a result
of implementing this alternative.

3.15.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative

The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would not result in disproportionately high or adverse
environmental health or safety impacts on minority or low-income populations or children. This
conclusion is based on the fact that the FOB site is located on remote Federal lands, and there
would be no displacement of persons (minority, low-income, children, or otherwise) as a result
of implementing this alternative.

3.15.2.4 No Action Alternative

Impacts associated with the implementation of the No Action Alternative would not result in
disproportionately high or adverse environmental health or safety impacts on minority or low-
income populations or children. This conclusion is based on the fact that the FOB site is located
on remote Federal lands, and there would be no displacement of persons (minority, low-income,
children, or otherwise) as a result of implementing this alternative.

3.16 SUSTAINABILITY AND GREENING

3.16.1 Affected Environment

In accordance with EO 13423 — Strengthening Federal Environmental, Energy, and
Transportation Management (72 FR 3919), CBP would incorporate practices in an
environmentally, economically, and fiscally sound, integrated, continuously improving, efficient
and sustainable manner in support of their mission. CBP implements practices throughout the
agency to: 1) improve energy efficiency and reduce greenhouse emissions, 2) implement
renewable energy projects, 3) reduce water consumption, 4) incorporate sustainable
environmental practices such as recycling and the purchase of recycled-content products, and 5)
reduce the quantity of toxic and hazardous materials used and disposed of by the agency.
Additionally, new facility construction would comply with the Guiding Principles for Federal
Leadership in High Performance and Sustainable Buildings set forth in the Federal Leadership
in High Performance and Sustainable Memorandum of Understanding. DHS will also reduce
total consumption of petroleum products as set forth in the EO and use environmentally sound
practices with respect to the purchase and disposition of electronic equipment.

3.16.2 Environmental Consequences

3.16.2.1 Proposed Action

Under the Proposed Action, the Federal sustainability and greening practices would be
implemented, to the extent practicable. CBP intends to reduce petroleum-based product use with
a Fleet Management Plan facilitated through CBP’s Asset Management Division and to use
environmentally sound practices with respect to the purchase and disposition of electronic
equipment. This project would adhere to this management plan. Efforts would be made to
design the new FOB to meet the LEED silver award standards.
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3.16.2.2 Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would use more petroleum-based products than the
Proposed Action alternative due to the necessity of running the diesel generators continuously.
All applicable sustainability and greening practices would be implemented, to the extent
practicable.

3.16.2.3 CPNWR Location Alternative
The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands would have impacts similar to those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

3.16.2.4 No Action Alternative
The No Action Alternative would not result in any direct or indirect impacts, as no construction
activities would take place.

3.17 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS
Table 3-13 presents a summary matrix outlining the impacts from the four alternatives analyzed

and how they affect the environment and environmental resources in the proposed FOB
expansion areas.
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Table 3-13. Summarx Matrix

Affected
Environment

Land Use
(Section 3.2)

Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would change the primary use on 2 acres of the
330,689-acre OPCNM from lands managed primarily for conservation
purposes to lands developed with CBP facilities. The lands which would be
developed are located along a public road, immediately adjacent to the
existing Ajo Station tactical camp and across the public road from the 120-
foot-tall SBInet tower. The Proposed Action would have direct long-term,
minor adverse impacts on land use in the project area.

Fossil Fuel Generator

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

CPNWR Location

Impacts would be the same as those

discussed for the Proposed Action, except
that the impacts would occur on 3 acres of
the approximately 860,000-acre CPNWR.

No Action Alternative

No direct impacts are expected. The
existing tactical camp would
continue to exist on the 1-acre site on
the OPCNM.

Wilderness
(Section 3.3)

The facilities would not be located on any lands which have been designated
as wilderness by Congress. However, the facilities would be audible and
visible from wilderness lands adjacent to the FOB. Under the Proposed
Action alternative, there would be temporary impacts due to construction
activities which are expected to last several months; however, the long-term
noise footprint would be less than the No Action alternative due to
development of solar power. The facilities would be visible, but taken in the
context of previously developed lands in the project vicinity, the low
wilderness public use levels, the increased visibility of these additional
facilities is anticipated to have a minor additional impact on the wilderness
experience.

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same
visual impacts on wilderness as discussed for the solar-
powered FOB in the Proposed Action; however, impacts on
noise levels would be greater. The proposed FOB would be
powered by two diesel-fueled generators, running
continuously. Noise emissions from the operation of
generators at the FOB would be localized and would have a
long-term, moderate impact on designated wilderness.

The FOB expansion on CPNWR lands
would be run on solar or other alternative
fuel power with diesel generator back-ups.
Impacts on the designated wilderness areas
from noise and visual impediments would
be the same as those described for the
Proposed Action. However, Congress
specifically authorized CBP operational
activities when establishing the CPNWR
wilderness area (P.L. 101-628).

Under the No Action Alternative,
there would be long-term, moderate
impacts on wilderness from noise
emissions from the continuous use of
the generator at the existing tactical
camp. The generator is unbaffled
and impacts approximately 64 acres
of designated wilderness.

Geology and Soils
(Section 3.4)

There would be no impacts on geologic resources of the area. A total of 2
acres of soils would be permanently impacted due to the expansion of the
FOB. No soils classified as prime farmlands occur in the project area. The
Proposed Action would have a long-term, negligible adverse impact on soils.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No direct impacts are expected. The
existing tactical camp impacted
approximately 1 acre of the Growler-
Antho complex.

Hydrology and Groundwater
(Section 3.5)

Water required during construction would be brought to the site from an
outside source. Additionally, a SWPPP would be prepared prior to
construction and would contain drainage controls to prevent soil erosion.
The planned FOB expansion would have a minor impact on hydrology and
groundwater. A total of 1,224 gallons of water per day would be required by
the Agents and detainees at the FOB during operation. If the on-site water
well does not provide potable water, these water needs would be met with
water brought in from off-site. The proposed project would have a minor
impact on groundwater and hydrology.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No additional direct impacts are
expected. All water used at the
existing tactical camp is brought to
the site, stored in tanks for use, and
treated in the on-site septic system.

Vegetation
(Section 3.6)

The Proposed Action would result in the permanent loss of 2 acres of
Sonoran desertscrub vegetation community. The proposed project would
have long-term, negligible adverse impacts on the approximately 3.5 million
acres of similar Sonoran Desert vegetation communities on CPNWR, Barry
M. Goldwater Range, and OPCNM.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No additional direct impacts are
expected. The existing tactical camp
impacted approximately 1 acre of
highly degraded Sonoran
Desertscrub.

Wildlife and Aquatic Resources
(Section 3.7)

Approximately 2 acres of previously disturbed wildlife habitat would be
impacted. The habitat type is extremely abundant in the region with
approximately 3.5 million acres of similar wildlife habitat on CPNWR,
Barry M. Goldwater Range, and OPCNM. The Proposed Action would have
a long-term, negligible adverse impact on widely available wildlife habitat
and on local wildlife due to construction and operational noise.

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same
habitat loss impacts on wildlife as discussed for the Proposed
Action; however, impacts on wildlife from noise levels would
be greater. The proposed FOB would be powered by two
diesel-fueled generators, running continuously. Noise
emissions from the operation of generators at the FOB would
be localized and would have a long-term, moderate impact on
wildlife.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No additional direct impacts are
expected. The existing tactical camp
impacted 1 acre of highly disturbed
wildlife habitat when it was
established.
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Table 3-13, continued

Affected
Environment

Protected Species
(Section 3.8)

Proposed Action

There is only limited foraging habitat for Sonoran pronghorn within the
proposed FOB expansion site. In addition, CBP would use minimization
and avoidance measures to address potential impacts to species. For
example, by completing construction during the winter when bats have
migrated to Mexico, impacts to listed bats would be avoided. Based on
these methods, CBP has determined the Proposed Action would not have a
significant impact on lesser long nosed bats or Sonoran pronghorn.

Fossil Fuel Generator

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same
habitat loss impacts on Sonoran Pronghorn and lesser long-
nosed bats as discussed for the Proposed Action; however,
impacts from noise levels would be greater. The proposed
FOB would be powered by two diesel-fueled generators,
running continuously. Noise emissions from the operation of
generators at the FOB would be localized and would have a
long-term, minor impact on Sonoran Pronghorn.

CPNWR Location

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No Action Alternative

No additional direct impacts are
expected. Impacts from the
establishment of the tactical camp at
the current site were identified and
assessed in the Biological Opinion
prepared for the SBInet Ajo 1 Project
(USFWS 2009).

Cultural Resources
(Section 3.9)

There are two previously recorded archaeological sites in the project
vicinity. All impacts to these sites would be avoided through project design.
As a result CBP has determined no historic resources would be impacted.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No direct impacts are expected.

Air Quality
(Section 3.10)

Temporary and minor increases in air pollution would occur from the use of
construction equipment and the disturbance of soils during construction of
the expanded FOB. There would be no violations of air quality standards
and no conflicts with the state implementation plans; therefore, impacts on
air quality from the implementation of the Proposed Action would be minor.

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have the same
impacts on air quality as discussed for the Proposed Action
during the construction phase; however, impacts during
operation would be much greater. The proposed FOB would
be powered by two diesel-fueled generators, running
continuously. There would be no violations of air quality
standards and no conflicts with the state implementation
plans; therefore, no significant impacts on air quality would
occur. Air emissions from the operation of generators at the
FOB would be localized and would have a long-term, minor
impact on air quality.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

Air emissions would be
approximately half of what is
expected for the Fossil Fuel
Generator Alternative during
operations. The existing tactical
camp uses one generator, running
continuously.

Noise
(Section 3.11)

Noise generated by construction equipment would be intermittent and last a
maximum of several months, after which noise levels would return to
ambient levels. The noise impacts from construction activities would be
temporary and negligible to minor. Noise generated by generators and air-
conditioning units associated with the FOB would have a minor, long-term
impact on the noise environment. Impacts from noise emissions would be
less in both duration and magnitude than those currently experienced from
the diesel generators in continuous use at the tactical camp site.

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have greater
impacts on noise levels than the Proposed Action. The
proposed FOB would be powered by two diesel-fueled
generators, running continuously. Noise emissions from the
operation of generators at the FOB would be localized and
would have a long-term, minor impact on the noise levels
within the designated wilderness areas. Noise levels from the
generators would be attenuated to 35 dBA at 492 feet.
Approximately 17 acres of land would be contained within the
35 dBA contour.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

The tactical camp would continue to
impact approximately 63.86 acres
with an increased soundscape. The
impact would be long-term and
minor.

Roadways and Traffic
(Section 3.12)

The increase of vehicular traffic would occur to supply materials and work
crews for a short period of time. Once construction work is completed,
maintenance visits to the FOB would be required up to twice a month.
Maintenance visits would have a long-term, negligible impact on traffic.
There would be an estimated reduction of 10,600 trips annually along the
Bates Well Road.

The Fossil Fuel Generator Alternative would have greater
impacts on roadways and traffic during operation. Diesel fuel
would be delivered to the site, adding to the traffic along
Darby Wells Road and Bates Well Road. Additional traffic
from maintenance and fuel deliveries would have a long-term,
minor impact on roadways and traffic along the access route.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No additional direct impacts are
expected.

Hazardous Materials
(Section 3.13)

The Proposed Action would not result in the exposure of the environment or
public to any hazardous materials. The potential exists for minor releases of
POLs during construction, operational or maintenance activities. BMPs
would be put in place to avoid any potential contamination at the proposed
sites during construction activities and operation.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No additional direct impacts are
expected.

Socioeconomics
(Section 3.14)

The Proposed Action would not cause any changes to local employment
rates, poverty levels, or local incomes. Long-term beneficial,
socioeconomic impacts could be realized from the purchasing of fuel for
generators.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action. However, long-term impacts associated
with fuel purchases would be greater due to the increased fuel
necessary for full-time diesel generators.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No direct impacts are expected.

Environmental Justice
(Section 3.15)

Implementation of the Proposed Action would cause no direct impacts on
minority and low-income populations.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

Sustainability and Greening

Under the Proposed Action, applicable Federal sustainability and greening
practices would be implemented to the greatest extent practicable.

Impacts would be the same as those discussed for the
Proposed Action.

Impacts would be the same as those
discussed for the Proposed Action.

No direct impacts are expected.
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4.0 BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES

This chapter describes those measures that would be implemented to reduce or eliminate
potential adverse impacts on the human and natural environment. Many of these measures have
been incorporated as standard operating procedures by CBP on past projects. These are general
measures; development of specific environmental design or conservation measures would be
required for certain activities implemented under the Proposed Action. The specific measures
would be coordinated through appropriate agencies and land managers or administrators, as
required. Environmental design measures vary by project and are typically coordinated with the
USFWS and other appropriate Federal and state resource agencies.

41 PROJECT PLANNING/DESIGN

CBP will use disturbed areas or areas that will be used later in the construction period for
staging, parking, and equipment storage.

CBP will ensure that all construction will follow DHS Directive 025-01 for waste for Sustainable
Practices for Environmental, Energy, and Transportation Management. A CBP-approved spill
protection plan (or SPCCP) will be developed and implemented at construction and maintenance
sites to ensure that any toxic substances are properly handled and that escape into the
environment is prevented. Drip pans underneath equipment, containment zones used when
refueling vehicles or equipment, and other measures are to be included. CBP will incorporate
BMPs relating to project area delineation, water sources, waste management, and site restoration
into project planning and implementation for construction and maintenance.

All BMPs to be implemented by the project contractor will be included in the contract.
42  GENERAL CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

CBP will clearly demarcate the project construction area perimeter, including access roads, with
flagging or fencing in accordance with the land management agency. No disturbance outside
that perimeter will be authorized.

CBP will minimize the number of construction and maintenance vehicles traveling to and from
the project site, as well as the number of trips per day, to reduce the likelihood of disturbing
animals in the area, or injuring animals on the road, or disturbing their habitat.

Within the designated disturbance area, CBP will minimize the area to be disturbed by limiting
deliveries of materials and equipment to only those needed for effective project implementation.

CBP will avoid contamination of ground and surface waters by storing concrete wash water and
any water that has been contaminated with construction materials, oils, equipment residue, etc.,
in closed containers on-site until removed for disposal. This wash water is toxic to wildlife.
Storage tanks must have proper air space (to avoid rainfall-induced overtopping), be on-ground
containers, and be located in upland areas instead of washes.
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CBP will avoid lighting impacts during the night by conducting construction and maintenance
activities during daylight hours only. If night lighting is unavoidable, CBP will: 1) use special
bulbs designed to ensure no increase in ambient light conditions, 2) minimize the number of
lights used, 3) place lights on poles pointed down toward the ground, with shields on lights to
prevent light from going up into sky or out laterally into landscape, and 4) selectively place
lights so they are directed away from all native vegetative communities.

CBP will avoid transmitting disease vectors, introducing invasive non-native species, and
depleting natural aquatic systems by using wells, irrigation water sources, or treated municipal
sources for construction or irrigation purposes instead of natural sources.

CBP will include a configuration to support fire management operations in the design of
facilities that require land clearing. CBP will minimize fences and other infrastructure that may
be damaged due to periodic wildfire.
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6.0 ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

FR
GHG
GSRC
HFC
H.R.

Primary
Secondary

Advisory Circulars

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Arizona Department of Agriculture
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Arizona Department of Transportation
Arizona Department of Water Resources
Arizona Ecological Services Office
Arizona Game and Fish Department

area of responsibility

Arizona State Museum

below ground surface

Bureau of Land Management

best management practices

U.S. Customs and Border Protection
cross-border violator

Council on Environmental Quality

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability

Information System
chlorofluorocarbons
Code of Federal Regulations

methane

carbon monoxide

carbon dioxide

Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge
Clean Water Act

decibel

A-weighted decibel

Department of Homeland Security
Department of Interior

Environmental Assessment
Environmental Impact Statement
Executive Order

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Endangered Species Act

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Forward Operating Base

Finding of No Significant Impact
Federal Register

greenhouse gases

Gulf South Research Corporation
hydrochlorofluorocarbons

House Resolution
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HUD U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

INS Immigration and Naturalization Service

10 isolated occurrence

JTF-6 Joint Task Force-Six

kw Kilowatt

mph miles per hour

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act

N.O nitrous oxide

NO; nitrogen dioxide

NOA Notice of Availability

NPL National Priorities List

NPS National Park Service

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service

NRHP National Register of Historic Places

Os ozone

OPCNM Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument

P primary

PCPI per capita personal income

PM-10 particulate matter measuring less than 10 microns

P.L. Public Law

POL petroleum, oil, and lubricants

ppm parts per million

ROI region of influence

S sensitive

SBI Secure Border Initiative

SC species of concern

SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer

SO, sulfur dioxide

SPCCP Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures Plan

SR salvage restricted

SWPPP Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

u.S. United States

U.S.C. U.S. Code

USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

USBP U.S. Border Patrol

USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

USGS U.S. Geological Service

WSC wildlife of special concern

Ajo FOB EA Final
September 2011
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1300 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20229

U.S. Customs and
Border Protection

MAR 3 1 2011

Mr. Steve Spangle, Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Arizona Ecological Services Field Office
2321 West Royal Palm Road, Suite 103
Phoenix, AZ 85021-4915

U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) and the Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
intends to supplement the Environmental Assessment (EA)for the Proposed Secure Border
Initiative (SBInet) Ajo-I Tower Project, Ajo Station's Area of Responsibility, US. Border Patrol
(USBP), Tucson Sector for the Proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base (FOB). This supplemental
EA (SEA) will address the construction, operation, and maintenance of a FOB at the site of the
current USBP camp located north of EI Camino del Diablo at the Organ Pipe Cactus National
Monument (OPCNM)/Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge property boundary (Figure 1).
The USBP camp was relocated from Bates Well to its current location in 2011 as part of the Ajo-
1 Tower Project.

The SEA will analyze the potential for significant adverse or beneficial impacts of the proposed
actions. At the present time, the preferred alternative includes the expansion of the current one-
acre footprint of the USBP camp to up to a 3-acre site within the non-wilderness corridor,
entirely within the OPCNM. The proposed FOB would be referred to as the Ajo FOB and
include: an Administrative/lodging modular building to accommodate up to 32 agents, perimeter
fencing, electric generators, drinking water well, septic system, fire suppression system, security
equipment and cameras, fuel storage, parking for 35 vehicles, a Detention and Processing
modular building to accommodate 40 individuals, an equestrian facility with 8 stalls and hay
storage, an ATV storage area, and an supply storage area.

CBP is currently in the process of gathering the most current information available regarding
Federal and state listed species potentially occurring within this area. CBP respectfully requests
that your agency provide input regarding protected species, designated critical habitat,
descriptions of sensitive resources (e.g., rare or unique plant communities, threatened,
endangered, and candidate species), and unique or environmentally sensitive areas that you
believe may be affected by the proposed USBP activities.

We intend to provide your agency with a copy of the Draft SEA to solicit formal comments once
the document is completed.
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Mr. Steve Spangle
Page 2

Your prompt attention to this request would be greatly appreciated.

please call Mr. Steve Hodapp at (202) 325-4459.

Loren Flossman

Director

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Program Management Office

cc: Ms. Erin Fernandez
Mr. Scott Richardson

If you have any questions,
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Identical copies of the coordination letter from CBP (dated March 31, 2011) were sent to the following

Federal and state agencies and Native American tribal representatives.

Mr. Lee Biaza, Superintendent

Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument
10 Organ Pipe Drive

Ajo, AZ 85321

Mr. Sid Slone, Manager

Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge
1611 North Second Avenue

Ajo, AZ 85321

Arizona Game and Fish Department

WMHB - Project Evaluation Program

ATTN: Project Evaluation Program Supervisor
5000 W. Carefree Highway

Phoenix, AZ 85086-5000

Mr. Steve Owens, Director

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
1110 West Washington Street

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Ms. Joan Card, Director

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Water Quality Division

1110 West Washington Street

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Mr. Bill Ruth, Commissioner

U.S. International Boundary and Water Commission
4171 North Mesa Street

Suite C100

El Paso, TX 79902

The Honorable Ned Norris, Chairman
Tohono O'odham Nation

P,O. Box 837

Sells, AZ 85634

The Honorable Leroy Shingoitewa
Hopi Tribe

P.O. Box 123

Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT
OF
ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY

1110 West Washington Street « Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Janice K. Brewer (602) 771-2300 - www.azdeq.gov Henry R. Darwin

Governor Director

Ms. Loren Flossman

Director, Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Program Management Office

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

1300 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20229

The ADEQ Air Quality Division has reviewed your letter, dated March 31, 2011, concerning the
Scoping Letter for the Proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base Project. Your project is located in
a nonattainment area regulated for 10-micron particulate matter (PMIO). As described, it may
have a de minimis impact on air quality. Disturbance of particulate matter, however, is
anticipated during the construction phase and during operation of ATVs. Please include details
about numbers of ATVs and estimated PM 10 emissions in your supplement.  Considering
prevailing winds, to comply with other applicable air pollution control requirements and
minimize adverse impacts on public health and welfare, the following information is provided
for consideration:

This action, plan or activity may temporarily increase ambient particulate matter (dust) levels.
Particulate matter 10 microns in size and smaller can penetrate the lungs of human beings and
animals and is subject to a National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) to protect public
health and welfare.  Particulate matter 2.5 microns in size and smaller is difficult for lungs to
expel and has been linked to increases in death rates; heart attacks by disturbing heart rhythms
and increasing plaque and clotting; respiratory infections; asthma attacks and cardiopulmonary
obstructive disease (COP D) aggravation. It is also subject to a NAAQS.

Northern Regional Office Southern Regional Office
1801 W. Route 66 « Suite 117 < Flagstaff, AZ 86001 400 West Congress Street- Suite 433+ Tucson, AZ 85701
(928) 779-0313 (520) 628-6733
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Ms. Loren Flossman
April 28, 2011
Page 2 of2

The following measures are recommended to reduce disturbance of particulate matter, including
emissions caused by strong winds as well as machinery and trucks tracking soil off the
construction  site:

1. Site Preparation and Construction

A. Minimize land disturbance;

B. Suppress dust on traveled paths which are not paved through wetting, use of
watering trucks, chemical dust suppressants, or other reasonable precautions to
prevent dust entering ambient air;

C. Cover trucks when hauling soil;

D. Minimize soil track-out by washing or cleaning truck wheels before leaving
construction  site;

E. Stabilize the surface of soil piles; and

F. Create windbreaks.

II. Site Restoration
A. Revegetate any disturbed land not used;
B. Remove unused material; and
C. Remove soil piles via covered trucks.

The following rules applicable to reducing dust during construction, demolition and earth
moving activities are enclosed:

0 Arizona Administrative Code RI8-2-604 through -607
0 Arizona Administrative Code RI8-2-804

Should you have further questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (602) 771-2375, or Lhamo
at (602) 771-2373.

Very truly yours,

NNAN

Diane 1. Arnst, Manager
Air Quality Planning Section

cc: Bret Parke, EV Administrative Counsel
Lhamo LeMoine, Administrative Secretary
File No. 257647
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c. If the burning would.occui- at a solid waste facility in violation of 40 CFR.258.24 and the Director has not issued a variance
UDderA,R.S. §49-763.01.

E. Op~ outdoor fires of dangerous material. A fire set,for the drsposal of li dangerous material is allowed by the provisions of this
Section" when the material is too dangerous to store and transport, and the Director has issued a permit for the fire. b, permit iss'Ued
under'tbis subsection shall contain all provisions in subsection (D)(3) except for subsections (D)(3)(e).and (D)(3)(f). The Directpr
shall permit fires for the disposal of d~gerous materials only when no safe alternative method of disposal exists, and burning the
materials does not result in the' emission of hazardous or toxic substances either d1rect1y or a,sa product of combustion in amounts
that will endanger health or safetY.

F. Open outdoor fires of household waste. An open outdoor fire for the disposal of household waste is .allowed by provisions of thls
SectiQDwhen permitted in writing by the Director or.a delegated authority. A permit issued un,der this subsection shall contain all
proVisions' in subsettiop. (D)(3) except for subsection~ (D)3)(e) and (D)(3)(f).-The permittee shall conduct open outdoor fires of
bousehold waste in an approved waste burner and shall eith~
1.Bum household waste generated on~site on farms or ranches of 40 acres or more where no household waste collection or disposal

service is available; or'
2. Bum' household waste g~erated on site where no household waste collection and disposal servjce is availabie and'\Therethe
nearest other dwelling UDitis at least 500 feet away. "

G. Permits issued by adelegated authority. The Du-ectormay delegate authority for the issuance of open burning perorits to a county, city,
town, air pollution control district, or fire district A delegated authority may not issue apermit for its own open burning activity. The
Director shall not delegate authority to issue.permits to bum dangerous material under subsection ('E). A tjounty, city, to\\Il, air

. pollution control'district, or fire district with delegated authority from the Director may assign tbat authority to one or more private
, fire protection sen?ce providers that perform fire protection services wij:hin the county, city, taWIl, air pollution control district, or
fire disbiet. A private fire protection provider shall not directly or indirectly condition the issuance of open burning permits on the
applicant being a customer. Permits issued under this subsection shall comply with the reqUirements in subsection (D)(3) and be ina
fonnat pres~"bed by the Director. Each delegated authority shall:
T Maintain a copy of each permit issued for the previous five years available for inspection by the Director;
2. Ft>reach permit currently issued, have a means of contacting the peison authorized'by the permit to set an open fire if an order to
ex.tinguish open burning is issued; and
3. Annually submit to the Director by May 15 a record of daily"burn activity, excluding bousehold waste bum permits, on a form
provided by tlie Dir~ctor for the previous calendar year containing-the infonnation required in subsections (1))(3)(e) and (D)(3)

L. The Director shall hold an annual public meeting for 1nterested parties to review operations of the open outdoor fire program and
discnss emission reduction techniques. - .
_LNothing in this Section is intended to permit any practice that is a violation of any statute, ordrnance ruJe sorregulation.  ~

Historical Note
Adopted effective May 14,1979 (Supp. 79-1). Amended effecth'e October 2, 1979 (Supp. 79-5). Correction, subsection (C) repealed
effective Octob~ 2, 1979, not shown (Supp. 80-1). FormerSection R9-3-60:Z.t:enumbered without change as Section R18;2-602
(Supp. 87-3). Amended effective Septetnber 26, 1990 (Supp. 90-3-).FODDerSection R18-2-602 renumbered to RI8-2-802, new
S~ction RI8-2-602 renumbered from R18-2-401 effective Nov.ember 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). Amended by final.rulemaking-at 10
AAR.388, effectiveMareh 1~,2004 (Supp. 04-1).

Historical Note .
Adopted effective May 14;1979 (Supp. 79-1). Former Section R9-3-603 renumbered 'without change as Section RI8-2-603 (Supp:
87-3). Amended effective Septeniber 26, 1990 (Supp. 90-3). FOIgler Section RI8-2-603 renumbered to R1B-2;803, new Section
RI8.:2-603 renUmbered from R18-2-403 effective November 15,1993 (Supp. 93-4). Repealed effective October 8, 1996 (Supp.
96-4). .

RIS-2-604. OpeD' Areas, Dry Washes, or Riverbeds ,

A. No person shall- cause, suffer, allow, or permit a building or its appprtenances, or a bJlildingor subdivision site, or a driveway, or a
parking. area, or a vacant lot or sales lot, or an urban or suburban open area to be constnlcted, used, altered, repaired, demolished,
cleared; or leveled, or the earth to be moved or ex.cavated, without taking reasonable precautions to limit e/Ccessiveamounts of

.particulate matter from-becoming airborne. Dust and other typ~ of air c.ontaminaiits shall-be kept to a minimum by good modern.
practices such as using an appFoved dust suppressant or adhesive soil stabilizer, paving, covering, landscaping, continuouS wetting,
detouring, ~arring access,. qr o~er acceptable me'ans.- -

R No person shall. cause, suffer, allow, or permit a vacant lot, or an urban or suburban open area, to be drlven over or used by motor
vehillles, 1:r}1clcsars, cycles, .bikes, or buggies, or by animals such as horses, without taking reasonabl~ precautions to limit excessh'e
amounts of particulates from becoming airborne. Dust shall be 'kept .to a minimum by using an approved dust suppressant, or
adhesive soil stab~er, or by paving, or by barring access to the property, or by other acceptable means.

C. No person shall operate a motor vehicle for recreational pUlIposes in a diy wash, riverbed or open area in such a w'ay as to cause or
,contribute. to visible dust' emissions which then cross property lines into a residenticil, recreational, institutional, educational, retail
sales, hotel or business premises. For PUIposes of this subsection "motor vehicles" shall incl?de, but not be limited to trUcks, cars,
cycles, biKes, buggies and 3-wheelers. Any person who violates the provisions of this subsection shall be. subject to prosecution
under ARS;§ 49-463.

Historical Note
.Adopted. effective May 14, 1979.(SuPP. 79-1). Former Section R9-3-604 renumbered without change as Section R18gipP4EMPEBP 007150
87L3). Amended effective September 26, 1990 (Supp. 90-3). FOIOlerSection RIS:2-604 renumbered to R18-2-804, new Section
'R1R-?-1104 rermmhered from R18-2-404 and amended effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4).



R18-2-60S.'Roadways and Streets
A. No person shall cause, suffer, allow or permit tlleuse, repair, construction or reconstruction of a roadway or alley without taking

reasonable precautions to prevent excessive amounts. of particulate matter from becoming ai!borne, pust and other particulates shall

be kep,t to a minimum by employing temporlllY pa\.mg, dust suppressants, wetting down, detouring or by other reasonable mean$.

B. No pers~n shall.cause; ~uffer, allow or permit transportation of materials lik~li to give rise to airborne dust without taking reasonable
preca'Qtions, such as wetting, applying dust suppressants, or covering the load, to prevent particulate matter from becoming airborne,

". Earth or other material that is deposited by trucking or earth moving equipment shall be ;removed from'paved streets by the person

respoDsible:for such deposits. . ., "

' Historical Note
Adopted effective May 14, 1979 (Supp. 79-1). Former Section R9-3-60S renumbered without change as Section R18-2-605 (Supp.
,87-3). Amended effective September 26; 1990 (Supp. 90-3). Former Section RI8-2-60S renumbered to RI8-2-80S, new Sectlon
RJ 8-2-605 renumbered from RI8-2-405 effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4).

R18+606.1\faterial  Handling
No person shall cause, suffer, allow or permit crushing, screening, handling, transpprting or conveying of materials or other op~rations

likely to resul.t in significant amoun!s of airborne dust without tal;ng reasonable precautions, such as the use of spray bars, wetting agents,
dust suppressants; covering the load, and hoods !o prevent excessive amounts of particulate matter from becoming airborne.

Historical Note
Section R18-2-606 renumbere,d from RI8~2-406 effective November IS, 1993 (Supp. 93-4).

R18.:2-607. Storage Piles
A. No person shall cause, suffer, allow, or permit organic or inorganic dust producing material to be st!!Cked,piled, or otherwise stored

withoUt taldng'reasonable precautions such as chemical stabflization, wetting,or covering to prevent excessive emounts'ofparticulate
matter from becoming airborne.!
B. Stac~g and reclaiming machinery utilized at storage piles shall be operated at all times with am~um  fall of material and in such
manner, or with the use of spray hars and- wetting agents, as to prevent excessive amounts of particulate matter from becoming

~—~

Historical Note
S~ction R1 8-2-607 renumbered from RI ?-2-107 effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4).

R18-2-608. M:ineral Tailings
No person shall cause, suffer, allow, or permit construction of mineral tailing piles 'without taking reasonable precautions to prevent

excessive amounts of particulate matter from becoming airborne. Reasonable precautions shall mean wetting, chemical stabilization,
revegetation or such other measures as are approved by the Dir~ctor. (.

' Historical Note'
Section Rl 8-2-608 renumbered from RI8-2-408, new Section RI8:2-408 adopted effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. ~3 4).

R18.,2-609. Agricultural Practices
A pernon snall not cause, suffer, allow, or permit thl: performance of agricultlmil practices, outside the Phoenix and Yuma plJ!DDingreas,

~ defined in 40 CFR 81.303, which is incorporated by reference in RI8-2-210," mcluding tilling .of land and application of fertilizern
without taJ?ng reasonabl~ precautions to prevent 'excessive amounts of particulate matter from becoming airborne.

Historical Note
Section R18-2-609 renumbered from R18-2-409 effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). Amended by tiDal rulemaking at 6
AAR. 2009; effective May 12,2000 (Supp. 00-2). Amended by. final rulemaking at 11 AAR. 2210, 'effective July 18,2005
(Supp. 05-2).

R18-2-610. Definitions fDr R18-2:611
The definitions in Article 1 of this Chapter and the following definitions apply to R18~2-611:.
1. "Access restriction” means restricting or eliminating public access to noncropland with si~s or phYsical,obstruction.
2. "Aggregate cover" means gravel, concrete, recycled Toadbase, caliche, or other similar material apphed to noncropland.
3. "Artificial wind bairier" means a physical bamer to the wind.' .
4. "Best management practic~" means a 'technique verified by scientific research, that on, a case—by—case basis is practical,
econgmically £:easible, and effecti~7 in reducing PM, , emissions from a regulated agricultural acth-~ty.
5. "Chemical irrigation" means applying a fertilizer, pesticide, or other agricultural chemical to cropland, through an ilrigation
6. "Combining tractor operations" means performing two or more tillage, cultivation, planting, or harvesting operations with a single
tractor or harvester pass. '
7. "Commercial fann" mealis 10 or more contiguous .acres of land used for agricultural purpo~es within the boundBIY or'the Maricopa
PM 10nonattainment area. R
8. "Commercial fanner" means 'an individual, entity, orjoint operation in general. control ofa commercial farm.
9. "Committee" means the Governor's Agricilltural Best Management Practices Committee.
10. "Cover cropll means plants or a green manure crop grOVI'for'seasonal soil protection or soil improvement:
11. "Critical area planting" means. using trees; shrubs,~es,  grasses, or other vegetative cover on noncropland
12. "Cropland" means land on a commercial farmJhat
a. Is within the time-frame of finlil harvest to plant emergence;
tc) II-SIa:tlloleIfiljr ()t;:,led in a prior year and is sultable for crop production, but is I: IIIJ entlyfallow; or BW1 FOIA CBP 007151
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ARTICLE 8.EMISSIONS FROM MOBIL.E SOURCES (NEW AND EXISTING)'

RI8-2-801.  Classification of Mobile Sources
A. This Article is applicable to mobile sourc;eswhich ~ither move while emitting air c'ontaminants or are frequently moved during the

course of their utilization but are Dot classified as motor vehicles, agricultural vehicles, or agricultural equipment used in nonnal

farm operations.
B. Unless. otherwise specified, no mobile source shall emit smoke'or dust the opacity of which exceeds 40%.

Historical Note
Adopted effective February 26,1988 (Supp. 88-1). Amended effective September 26,1990 (Supp: 90-3). Amended effective
february 3,1993 (Supp. 93-1). Former Sectio~ R18-2-801 renumbered to Section R18-2-901, new Section R18-2-801
renumbered frOJ;IRI8-2-60.1 effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4).

RI8-2-802. Off-road Machinery
A.+No person shall cause, allow or permit to be emitted into the alJllepherefrom any off-road machinery, smoke for I!llyperiod greater

. than 10 consecutive seconds, the op~city of wmch exceeds 40%. Visible emissions when starting cold equipment shall be exemp~
from. this requirement for the first 10 minutes.
B. Off-road machinery shall 'include trucks, .graders, scrapers, rollers, locomotives and other construction and mining machinery not
nonnally driven on a:completed public roadway °.
. Historical Note
Adopted effective February 26,1988 (Supp. 88-1). Amended effective September 26, 1990 (Supp. 90-3). Former Section R18-2-802
renumbered to Section RI8'-2~902, new Seetion R18-2-802 renumbered from R18-2-602 effective November 15, 1.993(Supp.

RI8-2-803; Heater-planer  Units
No per-son sllall.cause, apow or permit to be emitted into the atmosphere from any heater-planer operate~ for the purpose of reconstructing

asphalt pavements smoke the opacity of which exceeds 20%. However three minutes' upset time in anyone hour shall not constitute a

violation of this Section.
Historical Note
Adopted effective February 26, 1988 (Supp. 88-1). Amended effective September 26, 1990 (Supp. ~0-3). Former Section Rl 8-2-803
renumbered to Section RI8-2- 903 new Sel=tionR18-2-803 renumbered from RI8-2-603 effectiveNovember 15, 1993 (Supp.
93-4).' .

RI8-2-804. Roadway and Site Cleaning [VfachiDery
A. No person shall cause, allow or permit to be emitted into the atmosphere from any roadway and site cleanmg machlnery smoke or dust
cold

for any period greaterthan 10 consecutive seconds, the opacity of which. exceeds 40%. Visible emissions when s~g
equipm'ent shall be exempt from this rl)quirement for the first 10 minutes.

B. In addition to complying ",Pithsubsection (A), no person shall'cause, allow or permit the cleaning of any site, roadway, or alley without
taking reasonable precautions to prevent particulate matter from becoming' airborne. Reasonable precautions may include applying
dust suppressaiits. Earth or: other material shall be removed from paved streets onto which earth or other material has been
tlansported by trucking or earth moving equipment, erosion by water or by other means. .

Historic3I Note
. Adopted effective February 26, 1988 (Supp 88-1). Amended effective September 26,1990 (Supp. 90-3). Amendedeffective
February 3 1993 (Supp. 93-1). Former Section RI8-2-804 renumbered to Section R18-2-904, new Section R18-2-804
renumbered from 1q8-2-B04 effecti,re November 15,1993 (Supp. 93-4). .

RI8-1-80S. Asphalt or Tar Kettles

A. No person shall cause, allow or pennit to be emitted into the atmosphere from any asphalt or tar kettle smoke for any perlod greater

. .than 10 consecutive seconds, the opacity of which exceeds 40%.".
B. In addition to complying with subsection (A), no person shall cause, allow or.permit the operation of an asphalt or tar kettle without

minimizing ~ contaminant emissions by utilizing all of the following control measures:

1. The control of temperature recommended by the asphalt or tar manufas:turer,

2. The operation of th~ kettle with'lid -closed except when charging;

3. The pumping of asphalt frOD;the kettle or the dr:a~g  of asphalt through cocks with DOdipping;
4, The dipping oftar in Al approved manner;

5. The maintaining of the kettle .in clean. properly adjusted, and good operating condition;

6. The firing of the kettle with liquid petroleum gas or other fuels acceptable'to the Director.

Historical Note
Adopted effective February 26,1988 (Supp. 88-1): Amended effective September 26,1990 (Supp. 90-3). FOIlDerSectionR18-2-805
renumbered to Section R18-2-905, new Section R18-2-805 renumbered from R18-2-605 .effective November 15, 1993 (Supp.
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United States Department of the Interior e
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service " siwice
Arizona Ecological Services Office
2321 West Royal Palm Road, Suite 103
Phoenix, Arizona 85021-4951 ~
Telephone: (602) 242-0210 Fax: (602) 242-2513 e

In reply refer to:

AESO/SE
22410-2009-SL-0089-R002

Mr. Loren Flossman, Director

U.S. Customs and Border Protection
Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical
Infrastructure Program Management Office
1300 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20229

RE: Proposed Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of the Forward Operating Base
(FOB) Located North ofEl Camino Del Diablo at the Organ Pipe Cactus National
Monument, Pima County, Arizona

Thank you for your recent request for information on threatened or endangered species, or those
that are proposed to be listed as such under the Endangered Species Act of1973, as amended
(Act), which may occur in your project areca. The Arizona Ecological Service Field Office has
posted lists of the endangered, threatened, proposed, and candidate species occurring in each of
Arizona's 15 counties on the Internet. Please refer to the following web page for species
information in the county where your project occurs:

http://www .fws.gov /southwest/ es/arizona

If you do not have access to the Internet or have difficulty obtaining a list, please contact our
office and we will mail or fax you a list as soon as possible.

After opening the web page, find Arizona County/Species List on the main page. Then click on
the county of interest. The arrows on the left will guide you through information on species that
are listed, proposed, candidates, or have conservation agreements. Here you will find
information on the species' status, a physical description, all counties where the species occurs,
habitat, elevation, and some general comments. Additional information can be obtained by
going back to the main page. On the left side of the screen, click on Document Library, then
click on Documents by Species, then click on the name of the species of interest to obtain
General Species Information, or other documents that may be available. Click on the "Cactus"
icon to view the desired document.
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Register (FR) are included for each listed and proposed species. The FR is available at most
Federal depository libraries. This information should assist you in determining which species
mayor may not occur within your project area. Site-specific surveys could also be helpful and
may be needed to verify the presence or absence of a species or its habitat as required for the
evaluation of proposed project-related impacts.

Endangered and threatened species are protected by Federal law and must be considered prior to
project development. If the action agency determines that listed species or critical habitat may
be adversely affected by a federally funded, permitted, or authorized activity, the action agency
will need to request formal consultation with us. If the action agency determines that the
planned action may jeopardize a proposed species or destroy or adversely modify proposed
critical habitat, the action agency will need to enter into a section 7 conference. The county list
may also contain candidate or conservation agreement species. Candidate species are those for
which there is sufficient information to support a proposal for listing; conservation agreement
species are those for which we have entered into an agreement to protect the species and its
habitat. Although candidate and conservation agreement species have no legal protection under
the Act, we recommend that they be considered in the planning process in the event that they
become listed or proposed for listing prior to project completion.

If any proposed action occurs in or near areas with trees and shrubs growing along watercourses,
known as riparian habitat, we recommend the protection of these areas. Riparian areas are
critical to biological community diversity and provide linear corridors important to migratory
species. In addition, if the project will result in the deposition of dredged or fill materials into
waterways, we recommend you contact the Army Corps of Engineers which regulates these
activities under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

The State of Arizona and some of the Native American Tribes protect some plant and animal
species not protected by Federal law. We recommend you contact the Arizona Game and Fish
Department and the Arizona Department of Agriculture for State-listed or sensitive species, or
contact the appropriate Native American Tribe to determine if sensitive species are protected by
Tribal governments in your project area. Vie further recommend that you invite the Arizona
Game and Fish Department and any Native American Tribes in or near your project area to
participate in your informal or formal Section 7 Consultation process.

For additional communications regarding this project, please refer to consultation number 22410-
2009-SL-0089-R002.  We appreciate your efforts to identify and avoid impacts to listed and
sensitive species in your project area.

Please note this letter does not authorize avian mortality for species that are protected under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended (16 U.S.C. sec. 703-712) nor does this
letter authorize the destruction of occupied nests of migratory birds. If you believe migratory
birds will be affected by this activity, we recommend you contact our Migratory Bird Permit
Office, P.O. Box 709, Albuquerque, NM 87103, (505) 248-7882, or EW2 hirdpermits@fws gov.
For more information regarding the MBTA, please visit the following web site:
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birds will be affected by this activity, we recommend you contact our Migratory Bird Permit
Office, P.O. Box 709, Albuquerque, NM 87103, (505) 248-7882, or EW2 birdpermits@fis.gov.
For more information regarding the MBTA, please visit the following web site:

Ifwe may be of further assistance, please feel free to contact Brenda Smith (928) 226-0614
(x101) for projects in Northern Arizona, Debra Bills (602) 242-0210 (x239) for projects in
central Arizona and along the Lower Colorado River, and Scott Richardson (520) 670-6150
(x242) for projects in southern Arizona.

cc: Regional Supervisor, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Tucson, AZ
Assistant Field Supervisor, Fish and Wildlife Service, Tucson, AZ
(Attn: E. Fernandez and S. Sferra)
Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument, Ajo, AZ

BW1 FOIA CBP 007155



#08-7-81d 2P0 SAIBISIUIWIPY BUOZLIY O
L09- YSno1y) 1,09-7-8T PO IANRNSIUIWIPY BUOZLTY O

*'SOp0d Ajreng) It
BUOZLIY oEMo:&m :mO SWM 1y 01av :PASO[OUD ATe SONIAIOR SUIAOW [}Eed PUE ‘UONI[OWIP
A1dwoo 11im 100foxd oy, ‘uononnsuod Jurmp snp Suronpar o3 ojqedrdde soyni Surmoyoy oy,
"S3ONI) PAISA0D BIA SI[Id [10S 2A0WY D)
pue {[BLIdJEW PIsSNuN dAOWY g
{pasn Jou pue[ paqIMISIp AUB 9JBIOFIANY Y
UoIRI0ISIY S I
"SBAIQPUIM d)BAI)) "
pue :soqid [10s Jo 9orLINS OY) AZI[IqRIS
£9]1S UOT}ONIISUOD SUIABI[ 910Joq
S[O9YM onI) Surued[d 0 Julysem Aq JNO-Oe1) [I0S OZIWIUIN "
ny Qdav 10s SuInNey UayM SYONI) I9A0D) )
$Ire JuoIquIe SULIOIUD ISnp JuoAd1d 03 suonnesard ojqeuosear
10130 10 ‘syuessaxddns jsnp [eOTWIYD ‘Syony) JULIdeM JO osn ‘Furjom
ysnoay) paaed jou are yorym syyed pajaaen uo snp ssaixddng g
{00URQINISIP puR[ JZIWIUIA "
uononnsuo)) pue uoneredard IS |
:9JIS UOTIONIISUOD Y} JJO [10S SUDjoNnI) pue AIouryoew
‘popnjour S [[om sk spuim Juons Aq pasned SuoISSId Surpnjoul ‘rapewr ajenoned
u29q 2ABY SJING S L JO 20UBQINJSIP 2ONPAI 0} PIPUIUIIOIAT dI8 SAINSBIW FUIMO[[0] Y[,
‘01°¢ uonasg
ul poapn[oul dJe SUOISSIW
OTINd parewunyss oy
“JUOWINOOP SIY) Ul pazATeue | 1y OIAVY

10 passnosIp 9q jou
s sjoned A 1y Surpnjour
‘suonjerado Joned 1opiog

asuodsay HASH

JIMIIAY

juowo[ddns oA ur

SUOISSTWR () [JNd Palel}so pue SA 1V JO Slaquunu jnoqe Sjrejop apnjoul ases[d

yudwwo)

uonRs | aurg

uonedIO|

uone)s oly ‘103395 uosdn g, [oned 1dpiog ‘SN ‘d0d OrV —I0loid 1-oly jurgs
3Y) J10J JUIWISSISSY [BudwuoIIAuy [eyudwd[ddng yyea(q Areuruipad

XLIJEJA omﬁohwvm judwrwio))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007156



“PAINSUOD q [[IM
OAAV ‘wWwalsAs Funsrxd
9y} 0) opew 18 SO3uBYO

Aue J "SonI[IoB] JUSWLaI)

I0JeMO)SBM UO SUOIIR[NSal

Odav ofqeordde jre ym
A1dwoo [yim 300foxd oy,

I91e M\
oaav

"0dAV 4q A[uo pansst

9q ued YoIyM ‘JJV [enprarpur ue axnbai [im jrured [e1ouss e 10y Ajjenb
JOUUOD JBY} WOISAS 9)IS-U0 AUy “AINUd [BI0pd] & 10J S[eaoidde pue maraal [[e
1o} o1qisuodsar st QY ‘SONUNOd JWOS 0} SWIISAS I0JeMI)SeM J0F SO[NI d)e)s
Jo saniiqrsuodsar juowadiojud pue sumrurad paje3orep sey OFAV [IUYM
‘Kep 10d suoes )00z ueyl sso[ mo[J uIsap e oAey jey) (o1ndas) swasks
0JIS-UO pUB SUIAISAS UOIO[[00 9FBMIS JSOW 10J J[qe[IeAE ST JiuuIdd [e1oud3

vV (ddv) nmuod uonosdjord 1oymby ue oxmbar ‘sanifroey juouean 1S

-Uuo Surpnjoul ‘sonI[Ioe} JUSUBAI) I9JeMIISBAN WeIS01d uonoddjoid 1oymby

REIINN
SunuLp uo suonen3al

0dqay 2[qearidde e ymim
A1dwoo [yim 300foxd oy,

I M
odav

*Kmuo Te1opaj e 10J sjeaoxdde pue

SMIIAJI [[& 10] 9[qIsuodsal st O)F AV ‘SOIIUN0d owos 0} SWSAS 10jem JuruLIp
J10J SOTLI 93B)S JO SaNI[IqISuodsal JudtwadIojud pue umprurdd pojesafop sey
OdAYV 9[IYA "99IN0S I19jem SUDJULIP € S Id9jem 901nos oy} daoxdde OFQV
jey) axmbar Aewr SWOISAS 1ojem SUDULIP oInn, SuI3oq UonoONNSuU0d 910J9q
[eaoxdde pue ma1aar 10§ sueld jruqns jsnu ‘WoSAS SUNSIX ue Jurkyipowr

10 ‘W9ISAS 101em SUunULIp Mau e 10§ juedrjdde ue ‘syuswanmbar A10jen3ar

oyy Jo yed sy ‘suone[n3ar 1ojem SunjuLIp 9Jels ym A[dwod jsnu 1edk ayj Jo
N0 sAep ()9 IS8 JB A[Iep S[ENPIAIPUI G7 ISBI] J& JO A5BIJAR UR SOAIIS A[1e[n3al
1O SUOI}IOAUUOD JDIAIS G ISBI] JB Sy JBY) WoISAS Iojem  119JeA\ SupjuLi(q

"0dqVv woy

paurelqo aq [[im g
[BISUSD) UOTIONNSUO))

® ‘uononnsuod 0} Jord
pue 10V 19\ UBd[D Y}
Jo syred orqeorjdde [1e yyim
A1dwoo [pim 100foxd oy,

asuodsay HASH

IR M\
odav

JIMIIAY

“JISUOIHUIY " JO)BMULIO}S/S)TIIdd /1918 M/UOTIAUS /A0S bopze: mmm

;78 931sqam s, OQHY UO 9[qR[IBAL JIB SULIOJ PAIRIOOSSE PUR “ISI[OYd

dddMS MU [BIQUID) UONONISUOD) Y[, HULIO [BIOUIL) UONONISUO))

oy} 1opun 93eI2A09 d1mbal [[1m 393[01d oy} Uy ‘N0 [[IM d0UBGINISIP

puB[ JO SOIOE 9I0W JO AUO J] 95eI0A00 Jtuutad 10 oy1f 3snwt jusuodoid j0ofoxd
o) ‘dddMS 2ys Surredard 03 uonippe uy "S°() Ay} JO SIAJBM 0] PISBI[AI

oq 31w jey spueinjjod oY) SZIWIUIW JO UIBJUOD PUR UOISOII [I0S 20NPAI

03 payuswdrdur oq prnom jeys seonoeld juowaSeurw 19q 9y} pue QoUBQINISIP
pue[ Jo a3ea1oe pojedionue ‘9doos s, OV Pm A[dwoos isnwr Jdd M S

oy, ‘surdoq 9oueqIMISIp punois a10joq pajuswordwr pue paredoid oq jsnw
(dddMS) ue[d UONUIAJIJ UONI[[0] JOJeMULIOS € ‘98.10A00 jturad Jo jred sy
*SOI0B QIOW JO U0 qIMISIp Aojewnn [ 309foxd amuoe ayy pue juswdojorap
Jo ued uowrwios 1o3re] & o jred st 300foxd oy J1 poxmbar osfe st 03e19A00
NI JWIdJ [BIQUAL) uondnNysuo)) (SHAJZYV) WAISAS uoreurui|y
03IeySI( JUBIN([O{ BUOZLIY 9} JOpUnN 35BIOA00 JIuIdd urejqo jsnu d1ow

10 9I0® QU0 qIMISIP Jey) ‘SUNBABIXD IO ‘SuIpeld ‘SULIBI[O Sk YoNnS SONIAIIOR
UONINNSUOID YIIM PIJRIOOSSE SITIBYISIP IJBMULI0)S OV IdJBA\ UBI[D L

yudwwo)

uonRs | aurg

uonedIO|

uone)s oly ‘103395 uosdn g, [oned 1dpiog ‘SN ‘d0d OrV —I0loid 1-oly jurgs
3Y) J10J JUIWISSISSY [BudwuoIIAuy [eyudwd[ddng yyea(q Areuruipad

XLIJEJA Omﬁoﬁwvm judwrwio))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007157



BW1 FOIA CBP 007158



#5c510N9] UT PIPIAOIAIST]

'SINOU0d Jg))

Qwen) BUOZITY

"V ot ojur Aend :9)1S WOTIONISUOD A1) JO JJO 10 Surs[oeI) S{ony
Iopew ojenonaed Jo 90uBqINISIP d0NPal 1V 0dav pue AIouIyoew Se [[oM SB Spulm Suo}s Aq posned SUoISSIua Surpnjour ‘I9jjewt
0} SOINSBAW 2SI} PAPNIIUI SBY Jg)D) ojernonied Jo 90UBGINISIP 9ONPAI 0} PIPUITUTIOIAT SIE SAINSLIW SUIMOT[O] Y,
‘300loxd
‘uroySuoid ueIouog uo sjoedwr OZIWTUTI ST} 10 pejenrur pue pauueld oq os[e p[noys UIOYIuoIJ ULIOUOS 3} 0) sjoeduur
I0/pUe PIOAE 0} SOINSBAW UONIBAIISUOD uonoONISU0d proae 0 303fo1d 1omo7, [-ofy oy} Surnp uaye) asoy) 03 Je[ruIs
ouTuIIgNOP 01 (SANIS) 9OTAISS JIPIIAL OMEISN SOINSBAJA "19q030(0) pue Joquialdog UT S10d0 UIOYSUOIJ UBIOUOS PAIoSuepud )
pue ysI,] 'S’ Y} YHM UONE}NSUOD 10} U0Seas SuIpaaiq jey) 9jou 0} papuedxo oq PInNoys SIYJ, ‘PIPIOAL dq [[IM TOSLIS
ul APuaLmo st gg0) "SInduod Jg) Surpaaiq paiq Suump spaiq 03 syoedwr [80130]01q jey) $93BIS A oY) ‘A[[euonippy
(Omdisn)
"S90IN0SAI UO S)ordul SZIWIUIW |  UOISSIWWO)) “0JIXQIA UI $)SAIUI
10 ‘proAe quaaaxd o} pajuowusjduir IoJe A\ paysIdjem 03 sjoedwur proAe 0} uononnsuod Suumnp Ajpenb 1re Jo uonepeiSap
9q [[IM 90INOSAI [BJUSWIUONAUS | pue AIepunog Jo Jyounr juaAaxd 0} soonoeid JuowaSeULW )S9q UTRIUTEW P[NOYS UOT}ONISUO))
[oBd 10J payynjuapt soonoeld | [euoneuUIdIU] ‘sysa1aur 1o Ayadoid HagrSN uo syoedur Aue oaey jou prnoys joaloid
juoweSeuew 1$0q oY, 'SINOU0d gD 'S'N o) JeT) PAUTULISIAP pue J00(01d PaduaIayoI 9A0qE d) PIMATARI Sey DM IS UL
uolsiAl(g
Apeng) 1M "SJUSWIIOD
(daav) [BUOLIPPE OU 9ABY A\ "1 10T ‘0T [MdY PORIWIqNS 919 JBY} SJUSWUIO) INO
AnrenO | SOSSOIPPE JUSWISSISSY [BIUSWUOIIAUY 1JRI(] Y "doseq uoneiad() premio,] ofy
BJUSWUOIIAUY | pasodoiq oy} 10 JUSWISSISSY [BJUSWUOIIAUL JLI(] AU} UO JUIWITWOD PUE MIIASI 0}
Jojuounredad | gyrunyzoddo ot 10§ no& uew ANy [EIUSWUONAUY JO Juowedd(] BUOZLIY Ay}
"spuawwod moA sajeroardde 4gd euozLY JO UOISIAL( A)[eng) 10je A\ “I0JOAII(] UOISIAL Aindo(q “June epur o Jjeyoq uQ
"100fo1d pasodoid siy jo [eaoxdde oyy woiy Funnsar saroads
aiov oJIIPIIM 03 spoeduur os1oApe JuedlIuSis Aue djedronue jou soop juduntedoq
‘spuomod 1ok sajercardde JgH o ‘soonoeld JuowoFeuew )saq pasodoid Jo uoneuswOIdWI [NJSSOI0NS AY) YA\
(@1ov)
juounredoq
ystq pue

uondy pasodord oy s1oyard yusunreda( oy,

asuodsay 49D

JOMIIARY

JudWUIO0))

uoned0|

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007159



0

NNDdO

"600T d€D SB 0} PalIajal 19Jealdy st ‘600 Jaqwada '4030as uoson
|0J1ed Japiog 'S'N ‘Aljigisuodsay Jo ealy s,uonels ofy ‘19sloud Jamo]
T-0ly 18u1gS pasodoad ayl 40} JUSWISSASSY [RIUSWUOIIAUT [euld ST,

[e1ouan)

oo

=AYV = alV.Wal=IoNalawi

InoA pue uoneradooos mox sojervardde ggo

(NNDJO)
JUSWNUOIA

[euoneN
smoe)
adiq uesiQ

‘SO

asuodsay 49D

19M3INSY

-armonnseryul Jroddns

[euonerado yo uorsuedxa jueoyrugis e June[dwajuos os[e aiym syoedur Jo
UONENUNUOS I} JIWI| O} MOY SUIULINOP 0) SI SN 210J9q dSUI[[eYS J} pue
juowoAoxdur 10§ santumroddo [euonIppe snorownu AJUIelrad ale a1y,
‘seare pojordur owos 9103$a1 0) SureIoqe[[0o Apealfe a1e SN pue d9SN
Pa9apu] "o[qIssod J9AUSYM PUR IAdIOYM S)oedlll POje[ol JOPIOq NPT

0} 101}930) J10M 0} PISU Y} PoFpo[mouoe daBY SIN PUe JgSN Woq
‘$90IN0SAI ASAY} JO UOIIBAIISUOD ) SuIpI1e3ay “Ioploq ayp 03 Ayrwurxod ur
puNoJ 91k JBY) SIINOSAI [BINJ[NO PUE [RINJRU J[BN[BAUI Y} JO UOHBAIISUOD
[NJSS200NS A} 0} SB [[oM SB AJLINDAS S, UONEN Y 0} AJeaid 9nqrnuoo

[11a os uro( -9[qrssod se 19p1oq 3y} 03 ISO[O S SeaIe 0} uoisnyur Jo ydap
Suronpai Jo 2A192[(qo parels s, 4GS SUIASIYOE 0} A3 SI AINJONISBIJUI
JUQWIOOIOJUD JOPIOQ PAJIUWI] 2JBI0] 0] IdUM SUIAJIIUIP] "SAMIAIOR JOPIOq
[e39][1 JO S[oAQ] YS1y SuInsIxa oy} UoAI3 uoI3aI o} Ul AIBSS90aU A[9Injosqe
st jut1d300J JusWIOOIOJUS [euONIRIodO UR JR1) SpUBISIOpPUN OS[e SAN

oy .. MOV uonels ofy oy} ul souoz 1opioq djowal Juissedwoous ‘103093
uosony, JgSN oy unpim Ajoyes pue AoudIoiggo,, dA01dwl 0} SI uonoe
pasodoid atp yo asodind atp3 Jey spuejsiopun oYy SAN YL .. 'puewWoy
SOJeIS pajiu) Y3 309301d JBY) SME] 9Y) 99I0JUS 0) pUB WISLIOLId) JO suodeam
119U} pue S)SLIOLId) JO ATud o) JudAdid 03, uoIssiu s, JgSN Jo 2antoddns
SI SN 9L “siuawwod jrwugns 03 Ayruniroddo oy 103 noA yuey],

Juswwo)d

[e1ouoD)

uoI199s aulT

abed

uo1eI0T]

uonels ofy ‘103085 UosIN | [041ed 43pJog 'S'N ‘g0 uoness ofy
U1 10J 1UBLUSSaSSY [R1UBLLUOAIAUT edq Adeulwijald pasiney

XLI1e asuodsay jJuswwo)




"pajeuIWI]d
INQ PAISPISUOD DATJBUIO)E UR SB ']

oy} JO G'7 UONDAS Ul PIPN[OUT U] SBY

11 ‘paau AouoFe OISEq AU} 1AW JOU S0P
9IS Q[[IANT AU} Sy "owIl} FUIINUWILIOD
P2INPaI Y3N0IY) JUSWUIIAOS A1) 0}
s3ulAes [enuUBISNS B UI J[NSAI P[NOM IS
pasodoid oy 18 gOJ 2y JO UONLIO] VI
o ul payels sy YOV ofy oy Jo uonzod
UI0)SoM A} 0) uonel§ ofy oy} WLI0J SALIP
jsnuwr SjuaSe AI9YM SUOHIPUOD FUNSIXD
oy 03 paredwod AJLIMOIS I9PIOQ PISBAIOUL
Surpasu AJJua1md seare oY) WOoLy IOy
syuoSe uonisod A[[enjoe pynom J[[1AdN]
18 g0 ® JO uononnsuod ‘yung ‘qod
MU B INOY}IM BIIR O[[IAN] Y} UI SINSS]
K111no9s 1opIoq 03 puodsar A[arenbope

o3uel N

s uioy3uoid ueIouog 2y} JO SHWI| A[12)SB JWAIIXD I} JB SSOUIIP[IM JO IPISINO
SOI| ‘@Im)onysejul uonedrunuILIod ndo 19qiy ‘19jeMm J[qe[reae ‘Jomod pLd
‘s59008 paAed Sey| 9[[1AN'T UONIPPE U] "9JBUISLIO SANIAIIOR [BSI[[I }SOW AJBOIPUI
BJEp QI0UM BOIE UE UI JOPIOq Ay} Joseau Suldq jo soSejueape [eonsi3o] oy) puokoq
Ie] pUOIXd pue AUBW dJ€ 0)IS 0JeUI0)[E UR O[[IAMN] SULIOPISUOD JO S}JOUOq Y]
*KJIAT)OR JOPIOQ SSOID [BSI[I JOIPIAIUI PUB JOJAP 0} JOPIO UI JOPIOQ Y} SUO[E ISom
pue jses ‘A[jeroje] Kojdop 03 syuoSe Surmojre Aq s1y) ysijdwoooe pynom d[[1adng
Teau g0 & 1ey) $aAd112q ANIO (600 dFD) 2Iq1ssod se 1opioq [euoneurdiu
o} 03 9s0[o S uorsnnul Jo ydop oy} JOLISU0D 03 ST JAI3[qO I JeY) SAIeIS gD

03} 9[qe ST dgD ‘uone)s oly Junsixa IANDJO (g0:1) 2seq Sunerado premioy pasodoid [BIOUSD

3} woly peol paAed & UO AL dpnuIw o) 10J UOTIBOO] SIBUID)[B UB SB POIOPISUOD 9 P[NOYS S[[IASNN 1B} SHWQNS
0€ B SIO[[IAYNT OUIS IIAIMOY "YH SdN 9 “9I0JRIAY ], "210Y) SINONISLIIUI AILINOJS 1opIoq [euonippe Juisodoxd
oy ur uoneoo] paridjaid oy 03 paredwoo ST JgD) “O[[IASYN'] JBOU PAUIEISNS AIE JBY) SONIAIIOR IOPIOQ SSOIO [83I[[T JO
uononnsuod g [edrsAyd uoy syoedun S[9A9] Y31y ATeaneredwod o) 03 asuodsar ur ‘A[jeuonippy ‘A[oAnoadsar [ 10z pue
[EIUSUWIUOIIAUD PIONPAT UT FUN[NSAI P[NOM 600 Ut I910wo[ry 1od s[re1) 1003 /£ pue () POIBUINSS UL PIJOIP “O[[IAMNT Jeau
SMIANT 18 GO 9y} Suneoo] Jey) S92138 “pred oy Jo uorgar wIdIseAYINOS oY) ur Juriojiuow ‘vostredwos K¢ “Ioowony
ddD "aNs gO4 pariojard oy sem Vi o 10d 0197 Surresu ‘([ 2inS1,y) eore uonoe pasodod oy Jo Ayrunrxoad ur syren
ur uoneoo pasodoxd oy ey JgO YIm 100J JO JoqUINU AU} UI UONONPAI B [BIAJI S}[NSAI SULIOJIUOW SN 100J UO INdJ0
Buneaw e Ul pa1Imouoo JudpuduLdng ‘SeoJe SSOUIOP[IM 9JOWAI Ul dsoy) Afre[nonted ‘sonianoe 1opioq [eSa[r Jo Aiuolew
JANDJO 2 ‘10T Atenuef uf s g0 jseA 9} Aepo) ‘Appuanbasuo)) ‘0d1Xo[\ Woly SuneuISLIO SUOISINOUL JB[NOIYIA
pasodoid ayy 1e Ayroedes uosiad-z¢ & ym Sunuaaaid 18 [nJSSa00NS AI9A US3Q SBY JBY) OOIXAA I IOPIOQ [RUOTIBUISIUI
wsAs ondos e jo uonefesur posoidde oy} Suofe I9LIIBq [OIYOA B PIISIXD SBY 010y} SIBdA 10] ‘uoial oy JnoySnoiy)
JANDJO Jo yudpudjunadng o) 0107 ‘A[reuonippy ‘uonoe pesodoid oy jo Ayrurxoxd ur vare pazis dwes dy) 0)
Amnp up 4OV uoners ofy ays jo uonod paredwod se 7y “O[[IA9YN'] PUNOIE BOIE O[I 21enbs ()] B UI PALINOJ0 SUOISINOUI
UI9)Som 9t} Ul O © YSI[qelss 0} pasu QIO 9%,97S 1By} [BIARI [ () dun( 0} )7 ATenue( WIOIJ BILp UOISINOUI JgD
oy Surpre3ar 600z 01 Sunep Jgo yim W 9U} UI SISAJeUR I0J PIEMIOJ PALLIED ATIRUIS)[E UB SB UONJRISPISU0D [enba
uotssnosip ut pajedionied seq JANDJO UOAIS 9q 7V “O[[IANT Ul GO oY) Suneoo[ Jo dAnRUISIE dY) ey 1sonbar op

asuodsay 49D JIMIIAY JUIWILO)) uonedo|

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007161



"SIBOA [BIOAQS XU O} JOAO OIjjen

PeOI JJO Ul 9sea1d3p & s30adxd 4g) "(9°¢'7
uonodas) vH 1 ofy ayp ur pajorpaid sem
K)JIAT)O® UL 9SBAIOUI [BIIUL AU [, 10}09S
BUIN X pue AJ[[eA Je)y ul pakojdop

sem AZojouto9y s1y) 193je pouaddey

JeUM O} JB[TWIS SI AJTAIIOR UI dSBIOUl

'$9ss9001d

o13070IpAY pue :£30]093 pue S[10S JeyIqey s3I pue wIoy3uold uBIOUOS ‘SSOUIOP[IM
‘asn pue] :uo syoedwll Jo S[OAS] YSIY PIuIe)Isns yons Jo s}095J9 oy} Jnoqe
PoUIaOUOD ST AOUdFe SIY} A[[BO1J102dS “JUSWNOOP JUILIND JY) UI pajeSIwl pue
pasorosIp 2q prnoys syoedur pajorpard ueyy 10y3ry APUedIyIuSIs 9soy) JO S}091J0
oy 1ey) syrwuqns Aouage siy) ‘A[SUIpI000y "UOISAI AU} UI A[[BIIURISQNS PASBAIOUI
A[renyoe aAey sjordull S[OTYIA “JUSWINIOP JUSLIND Y} UI PIOUIIIJAI PUB ‘6007
dgD ur pajedionue sem jeym 0} AIenU0d Jey) S[eaAdl | 2SI “pajuswodur

9q pinom uonoe pasodoid ay) a19YM BIIR O} ‘AS[[BA IS[MOID) ) WOIJ }10JJ SIY)

SIY], ‘[euonerado oweoaq s10M0} Ay} NNDdO JO S)NSAI AY) S[EOAI [ 2INTI,] "SONIAIIOR PIIB[OI I9PIOq PIM PIjerodosse sjoedur H
Ioye 184 JSIIJ ) UT SHOJJd UOHOIpIojuI [1e1) S[OIYA PUE JOOF PAIOIUOW SBY SN Y} 00T SOULS "W} IOAO 9SBIIOIP
Ul 9SeaIoUl Ue Uo2q Sey 219U, "SIomo)} PINOM PUE [[BIDAO JSBIIOUI 0) POOadXd 9 10U P[NOM SIIATIOR UOIOIPISIUL
[ ofy Aq pa10A0D BAIE ) UI 9SEAIOP PBOI-JJO PUB POSNOO} 9IOUI 9q P[NOM S)I0JJO UOROIPIOIUI “** ‘soni[iqeded
[[IM UONOIPISIUI PROI-JJO Jey) sajedionue UO01}09)0p PIOUBYUD AT} JO J[NSAI B SB [BUOIIOUNJ SW009q SIdM0) pasodoid
dgD ‘pakojdap usaq sey A3070uro0) oy uaym- -, Jey) 301paid 03 uo so03 3] “eare 109(01d oY) U INOO0 JBY) SONIALOR
190} JOSUSS JE[IWIS aI3UMm SUOTBIO] uonoIpIAUL Jg0 Jo sad£) oy saqLISap 6007 dgD PIOULIdAI oy [, "payruenb
19p10q 19Y10 UI 2OUILIAXS U0 paseq 0q PINOYS SenIANOE UONIIPIdIUL gJD) JO sad&) oy Jey) soadleq SN UL
"V Y3 JO '] PUB ‘] UOROAS 938
uorsanb SIy) UO UOT)BWLIOFUL JOULIN IO, -S30INOSAI
"PAION STV ST YOIyM 03 VA [ 0fy 600C 0} $)093J0 9s10APE J3sy3o doy sermseaw uoneSniw Jurdojoadp pue UIIUOD JO
oY) I PozATeuE S1oM JUSUWIUOIIAUD oY) sjoedwur 00In0sax SUIAJHUAPT SPIEmol Jg0) Yuam j1om 03 Ayrunjioddo oy swooom
uo sjoedwt osoy) 1et) 1o syutod Jgo uay) pInom SAN Y} ‘sAem[e sy "$921n0sal jueitodwt 03 syoeduul 9SIOAPE YHm
IOV 04 2 UIYHIA SJUSTE JO SAIALOR IANDdO Teap AJ9A1I03130 210w 0} ooed ur ind oq pjnod samsesw FuneSHIw pue ‘paso[IsIp 01
[euone1ado Spn[ouUL 0} SIY) SPUNUL SIN are syoeduwir Jo yipealq [[nJ Y} yey) os [1ejop 19)eais ur pazAjeue 9q pinoys
Jr‘10n0moy  syoeduir joa1put,, Aq suesw so1do} 901n0sa1 Auew 03 spoeduil dANRINWND ) 1By} SIAJI[Aq SIN Y} ‘A[Ie[IwIg
SN reym Ajastoaid resjoun st “Ajjioey “JUSWINOOP ) UL PASO[OSIP pue pazA[eur A[[nJ Uaaq jou dAey uonoe pasodoid oy
g0d 9y Jo uonerado pue uoNoONNSUOd Jo syoeduwr 30011pul oY JO AUBW JBY) OADI[O] dM ‘TOAIMOY “PISO[OSIP UIIQ dABY
Jo syoedu [[e sasSAIPPe Y YL, uonoe pasodoid a1 Jo syoedwir J0211p 9Y) JO AUBUI JBT) SOSPI[MOUOE SN UL
asuodsay 49D JIMIIAY JUIWILO)) uonedo| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mvm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007162



"W SIY} Je Bjep SIY} UO JUSWIWOD JoUUBD
dgD ‘e10J010y ], "SULIO)IUOW J03SULT)

“pasearout
A[[emoe sey d1jjer) 1By} MOys Bjep SN "UONINIJ 0} WO 10U dARY ‘6007 9D
QOUQIAJAI QU UI PAJE)S ‘O1jJel) Ul SOSBAIOP SulpIedal suonedadxo Je[ruis jey)

19BJ 93 JO JYSI| Ul PaJISIARI 9q p[noys uonde pasodoid oy} Jo JNsal & S 9SBAIIOP
[[1M S[OAQ] O} Jey) UOISN[OU0D Y [, "SIm0} Jaulgs [oly ayp Jo douasaxd

o} pue S[OAQ] O1jJeI) 300 MO 931dsap ‘s1eak om3 ised o) 1040 AJ[[BA JO[MOID)
U} UI POSBAIOUT QABY IS J[OIYIA PBOI-JJO WO sjoedur ey s[eaAdl | 2In31g
‘syoeduwr 10pI0q M PIIBIOOSSE O1JJEI) J00J PUB J[OIYIA JO SUSIS J0J POIOIIUOW
aIe $109suen SIBOA om] A10AF “uonoe pasodoid oy Aq pojosjje jsow 9q pnom jey
uo1391 a1} SI AJ[[e A IO[MO0ID) oY ], (1 9mnS1) sjoedul paje[o1 J[OIYIA Ul dSBIIOUL
Ue [BOAQI S)[NSal JULIOJIUOW ‘6007 gD Ul paredionue sem jeym o} A1813U0D
OSNBII( POUIOOUOD ST SN dU L, "W} dWES SIY) SULINP PAILINId0 Jey spoedur
PBOI-]JO JO S[OAJ] Y} UI SISBIIOUI PAJUIWNIOP Y} JO SWIOS PISSNISIP Apealfe
JABY QM “A1oA1)0adsax Aep 1od SO[OIYOA 7/ PUB L€ JO SAIBWINSD [IAJ] Oljen

K3[Te A 19[Mmo0I0) Jo adeospunos SurpieSar NNDJO [B9ASI 10T Ul ureSe pue OO Ul pajod[[09 eiep adeospunos SN JOAIMOY S[OAI]
SdN £q paredaxd syrodai eotuyod) Kue jo OIjje} JR[NOIYSA Ul SSBIOOP [BNJUSAD UB PUE ISBIIOUI OU JO SWIOIINO IB[IWIS
sordoo papraoid ueaq jou sey JgO “oAoqe e pajorpard 007 dgD ‘PROUSISJAI YT, “UOne)s ofy Y WoI AJTep 9)nuwod
11 Ioqunu osuodsar oy} 99s ‘SI10M0) 0} paau Y} Suneurw[d Aq uordal oy} ur Sunerado sioy judge Jo Joquinu
10UTg<S JO Uone[[E)SUI o) douls suorjerddo Y} UT 3SBAIDAP 12U B 9)msuod pinom g, papuedxa ay) jey) UoIsnjouod ayJ,
pasea1our Jo onssI Ay} 0 pIe3al Y\ “JUOWINOOP O} UI papn[oul jou st suonerado [oned 1opiog popuedxos Sunioddns
"PROY [[PAA S9IBg UO OLjJer) IINWWOd UL 9ABY P[NOM JT SJ0JJJ0 WiId) SUO[ 9y 03 predar yim uonoe pasodoxd oy
Juage paonpal ur JNsaI [[IM 1nq YOV ofy J0 $90uaNbasSU0d [£9130[000 PUE [BIUSWUOIIAUD I} JOAIMOY ‘pardedurr AJ0d1Ip
oy ur SurjIom sjuade Jo Idquuinu dy) ul 9q [[14 e} 9JIS 9108 93IY) 9} U0 daseq Funerodo premioy popuedxd ue Jo $)091J0
o3ueyd ou ur jnsai [[im uonoe pasodoid w19} Suo[ dwos pue ‘uonoe pasodoid oy JO UONONTSUOD SIQLIISIP JUIWNOOP A,
A “VH AU JO '] UORIG Ul pauredxd "$0A1)00[q0 Koudge aanoadsar ursrwordwios Jnoyim
SV "SIBaK 0] ISB[ 91} 10A0 UOHBOO] SUOISSIW SIN PUB J€0D Y Y10q SIAIIS TeY) 1H0JJS uoisuedxa/uonedo] e Jnuapl
pasodoxd ayp 1e gOJ 9y Jo yudwooeld 01 4D yim Suryiom s1sanbax Aouage SIy [ “9[qRISpISU0d ApBaI[R ST UoNoR
U0 SN YHA SuijIom U22q sey dg0 pasodoid ayy Jo 9318 9y 1B 2IMONISLIFUT FUNSIXF "INO00 p[nom uonoe pasodoxd
‘9A0qe 6 JoQUINU dSUOdSAI Ul PASSNISIP SV o) axoym sastwald o uo dwed (o1 JOPIOE] 9108 SUO © A[JUSLIND ST I,
vmﬁaﬂmvm d49D JIMITAY juuIuwo)) uonedo]

Kq!

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mvm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007163



*89100ds paIsI] A[[eIopa,]

[1e uo 109fo1d sty jo syoedur proae pue
ozruwrurw 03 sdojs A1essooau [[e Surye) 03
papIwwoo st pue 30foxd siyy uo SAASN
1M UOI)BI[NSUOD / UONI9S 9)9[dwod [[im
dgD suoisinoul Jop1oq 0} osuodsar ul
PJOQIIP ATB YOIYM SOIIAIIOR UOHIIPIdIUL
S} 9[NpPaYos jouued g ‘Sururen
Areymua oyiu)  Juedyyiusis A[[eorsooiq
10U 21oM SANIATIOR 9say) Jo spoedur jey)
pue ow} oy Jo juaordd ¢ Ajojewnxordde
SONIAIOL UBWINY 9s3Y) 0} dsuodsar

Y3I[J B PAIQIYXD ‘SANIATIOR JYTI[JIOA0
PUEB Paseq-punoi3 yjoq 0} pAjemiqey

uasaxd

0q 03 umouy are wioysuord aroym seare 03 Ayrwurxoxd ur suonerddo Funonpuod
10} sampadoad reaydo Surysiqeisd pue ‘sporrad Aoy Surmp Ajrenoned ‘suoredo]
uwroy3uoad Surururd)ap Ajounnol £q paziwrurw oq pnod suonerddo Jg) 4q
uwroy3uoid ueIouoS Yim suonderdiul aAne3au 10y enusjod ay [, ‘suonerddo SHJ
Jo 1oddns ur saanpasord rejrurs do[oAdp 03 gD UM JIoMm 0} SI19JJ0 SN YL

-o8uer soroads oy noysnoay) suonerodo ISISAIP SJONPUOD OS[.

oM ‘asuajo Jo juounaedoq SN oy Aq s1eak 103 pajuswajdur pue padojorop
A[NJssa00ns u9aq dABY UOEIIIIW PUL 9OUBPIOAE ‘Suriojiuow uroy3uoid ueiouos
se yons ‘uroy3uoid urIOUOS 0} S}09JJO [BIUAWILIAP )e3NIW JO SZIWIUIW 0} SHOJFH
-a8uer s, uroy3uoid uerouog oy ur Sunerado pue gO4 2y) Sunzoddns syuose

JO IJoquinu o) Pj0J-231Y) UL} 2JoW JuISeaIoul Aq SI0unooud uioy3uoid ueiouos
Jo Aqissod oyy osearour pynom uonoe pasodord oy Jey) s9AI[2q SN YL
*JOPIOq [RUOT)BUIIUI

o1} JO HIOU SA[IUI 2IOW 10 AJUOM) INOIO UMOYS BIIE DY) UT SUONIANGP | yyoyGuorg
uroy3uoid jey) popnjouod urWISNILI] WNDAO woy3uoid ueIOUOS PAIR[[0D-OIPRI [ ()7 [[B W) ISILJ dY) JOJ 1By} S[BOAdI (L] ueI0UOg

‘wroy3uold ueIouog uo SIYSIFIA0 -¢ *3d) JuowIssasse [RJUOWUOIIAUD JJRIP AU} Ul [-¢ 2InJ1] -, ooussard uewiny yrm — [erouan)
JeroIre paguIm ATejol pue poxiy P9IBIOOSSE $)03JJ9 9SIOAPE AT)R[NWIND A} 30NPaAI A[[enIuRISqNS pinom - 3o3foxd
pue doljjer) 100J pue A[JIYAA Paseq punoI3 pasodoid oy, 181 91818 OY) UO $90F pue  SFURI JIOY) JO JUSW[IBIIND 0} 9INQLIUOD
Jo syoedwr oY) U0 YoIeasal pajonpuoo 10U ppnom 11 ‘uroyguoid UeIOUOS USIBIIY) YOIYM S1OJJO SANR[NWND ISIOAPE J) 0
(+007) 'Te 10 uewsnery ‘woySuoxd anquuod pnom sfoxd pesodord oy) ySnoyy(e,, sa1eIs 6007 D PIOUSIDJL Y
ueoIuog uo suonerddo Jgo jo syoedur "G1 Af ySnoayy ¢1 yole]n woiy spuaixa A[jeordAy
9SI9APE JUSUINIOP YIIYM SIIpn)s ou yoIym uoseos Jurumey oy Sunnp Aprenonted ‘ssoooe Suniwiy £q SOnIAROR
Jo areme st JgD ‘wioy3uoid uelouog jo yons 03 ainsodxs uroySuoid ueIoUOg JIWI] 03 SAINSBIW UYE} A[SUIpIodde
ey ut Suninsax suopeiado g Jo piodal oaey s1ogeuey saoueqamsip orusgodoxgiue jo sadAy juaiayyip £q pejoedur
OU ST 3219y} paultLIalep sty SMASN 99} 0q 0} UMOUY AJE JBY) S[EWIUR 9ATJI0S ‘OAISN[0AI 018 utoySuoid ueiouog
‘oBuey 101eMp[on) A ALieg uo suoneredo "a8uel JoWLIO] )1 JO 948 Inoqe Junussaidar spue] O pue [0 Adnoodo Appuarmno
Areyrjrur 9su2Jo(J JO Juounreda(] yim oseo woySuoid ueIouos ‘S Y} UJ “1I9S9(] UBIOUOS Y} JO SIUSWUOIIAUS SUISNXS 3}
oy} SISV "JelIqeY WIOYSUOI] UBIOUOS ur sA1AIns 03 paydepe are uzoySuoid uerouog 10y sa10adg paraSuepuy oy Iopun
UM 10 YOV 04 ofv oy urgim paraSuepud se pajsI| sI Jeyy so10ads e ‘wroySuold uerouog jo a3uer oy UM
Suneredo sjuae jo sequinu oy AFueYO doop systxa duweo oy, "sjuae (1 Ajerewnrxoidde 103 suoneiado proy Sunzoddns
10U p[noM g0 Y1 VI oY Ul peIs sy Jo a1qedes usaq sey dured [oneJ 19pIog SUnSIXd Y [ [0Z YOIBIA d0UIS

asuodsay 49D JIMIIAY JUIWILO)) uonedo|

el

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007164



‘sosodind A31moas 1op1oq 103 490 Aq

‘passaippe A[orenbope oq prnoys jey) uonoe pasodoid oy Jo jusuodwod

[e1UASSO UB 018 9OUBUIUIBW PUL SIUSWIAOIdWI PeOI dANENSIUIPY “douel[dwoo
s 30ofoxd oty ur 103 payeo se pajuswajduwir 9q 03 39K SABY SUOIEPUSUTOIAI
Sunnsar oy 10A9m0Y J09[o1d jourgs 1oly oy Jo 1red se juownuojy

[euonieN smoe)) adid uesi) uo pajonpuod sem Apmys speol SuLIUISUD Uy "Speol
QATJRISIUIWPE UO INJD0 [[IM SINIANOR 3SAY L, "0 oY) wolj Aep yoes suonesddo
Q0UWILIOD [[IM SJUISE 90UIS SeaJe djowl ul suonerddo paguojoid pue 1o1Ied
ojeIoR] [[IM Uonor pasodoid oy -oousrradxa Ajjuarmd A3y Jey) O1JeI) JO S[AI]
o) UIBISNS 0} PAJONISUOD JO PAUSISIP 10U IOM SPROT JARISIUIUPE S UOISAT A ],
*81%9 sanruniioddo 1oAa19ym

sjoedwl peoI JJO 90NPal Pue 0103SAI 0} SUINIOM Ul UOIBIOQE[[0d PINUNUOD
S.dgD sisonbar GIN 9y, 's9ss9001d [€0130[0IPAY pUE S[I0S UO dSN J[OIYOA

S PeOI JJO JO $199132 Ay} dZIWIUIU 0} JOB [}0q Soeduur S[21Y2A PLOI JJO JO Uononpar | KSojoipAy

pasn speol SN 10} Welsold soueusjuret INNDO pue seore pojoedwir Jo UONRIOISIY BdIe 100(01d oY) INOYFNOIY) PoAIasqo PUE S[10S

& do[oaap 01 SN M A[250[0 FubjIom Apuanbaig oq ued uonoedwod [10s jo seouanbasuoo oy, ssa00xd oy jdnrrsyur — [erouan)
ST dgD popuadxa usaq dAeY spunj “asn 9]91dA peol Jjo 0} dinsodxd pauojord Aq poreao 9soy) se Yons ‘saInjedy
353} Jo duou ‘31ep 0], "SMASN Pue JIBQUI| PASIOUL JO POJBAJ[Q UM P)dNIIOIUL USLJO SI MO[J 190US “MO[J 199US
SdN U} AQ paIo)SIUTWPE PUE] UO [dARI) BIA SBOIR JSBA JOAO PasIadsip AJuonbaiy o1 SJudLNU pue I9Je A }I9SIP URIOUOS
dgD Jo s1oedwr ssa1ppe 01 SIN ) 01 oy} noySnoiyy uonouny Sururesns woysAsode juerrodwr ue sKeyd osye £30101pAy
000°0SL°T$ Papraoxd yorym juswoaide ue 90BJING "BIUUL[[IW e} Sass3001d yong “pajoedwos aouo seniodoid snorod
PaINoaxs dgd ‘010T YOIBIN Ul “sioeduur 119U} 10A0031 A3[oInb 03 9[qeun o1k S[10S "JUSWIUOIAUD QWX S 1I9SIP UBIOUOS
uonoedwoo 10 OU UT NS [[IM UOTIOR AU} UI SUONOUNJ WAISAS003 [B)IA [)Oq ‘I9fsue) jualnnu jueld o) [10S se [[om
pasodoid ay) “a10Jo10y], "9)IS UONONNSUOD St uonuajal I9jeM Je)I[Ioey spaxood yong “sjoxood Jre J10s seonpai uonoedwo))
dO4 9108-T 9} pue peoy [[9M Sy "0SN 9[OIYA PeOI JJO yons o3 arnsodxs 1opun pajoeduwiod
3unsIX9 A} 0) PAULUOD oq [[1A OLjJen QW003q S[I0S JBY) SAJeNSUOWP A[[eoLuduiad SIy [, *asn J[OIYIA PrOI JJO 03 dIsodxo
e ‘uonoe pasodoid oty Jopun ‘10AIMOH £q paonpai s1 s[10s ul 9010) parjdde paxiy e Suisn uonenauad Jo yidop eyl S[RIASI
‘uonoedwoo ur 3nsar ued NNJJO Urym 3] "110T JO Arenue Surnp jJudwWNUOA [euoneN snjoe)) adid ueiQ ur pjod[oo
S[10S UO dljyen) JB[NIYAA 1eY) S2ITe Jg0) 9I9M JBY) SIUSWIRINSEAW [)SUSIS [10S JO SINSI ATewuns ) SMoys ¢ 9In3ry

asuodsay 49D JIMITANY JUIWO0)) uonedo|

4!

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007165



S90IN0SI OANISULS JuIpIe3al

sjuade Jg)) 10J SuoIssas Jururen
10npuoo 03 [Puuosidd SN 10]
santunzoddo apraoid 03 snunuo) ‘4

‘uone)s oly pue g ofy e Aejdsip
UOTBULIOJUI/YSOLY BIA SJUSTE 10]
UONBINPI [RIUSWUOIIAUD IPIAOL] "€

pue ‘Gurures; JouIoUl BIA O
o) 03 paugisse suosiad 10j Sururen

“UOTJBIOPISUOD
103 Anqiqssod sty syruqns SN QUL “UOIIBIIPISUOD JO AYLIOM IAT)BUI)[E

Ue 0 ABW POOIOJUD QI8 SAINSEIW UOTIBAIISUOD By} SuLINsud Jo Afiqrsuodsar
K10s1A10dns pue SurpuejsIopun Ue 9ABY P[NOM UIN} Ul oym ‘uoness oly s, 49D
J0 1no s1ostazadns 931s g Surysijqelss uay) ‘ojqrssod jou sI jjejs jusueurrod
Jo juowAo[dop JI "poIWI] A[JUSIIND I8 P[OIJ Y} UI SULJIOM S[BNPIATPUL

0} UOTJBULIOJUT UOTIBAIOSUOD A9AUOD 03 s1oFeuew pue| 10y sanruniroddo
‘A13urpuodsar1o)) “eare oy 03 pakojdop Ajrrerodwa) ore oym SId[IeIop
syroddns uoyjo 909foxd jourgs 10y a3 1opun paysijqeiss ‘dwred Surisixo Yy,

[EIUSUIUOIIAUD PAOUBYUD OPIAOI] ‘T INNDdO ‘weigoxd e yons Jo juajuod ay) aepdn Aqjesrporiad pue mwmwmwuw/
dojoaap 03 SN oY} Y3m A[[BOO] JI0M UBD OUYM [9AD] UOLE)S Y} J& 9A1JeIudsa1dar
‘pazrwrurw e jurodde gg) yeys sysonbor zoyjang Kouo3e siy [ yuowkojdop o3 Jouid ‘eore
aIe Sa10Ud3e 3SAY) AQ paIAISIUIUPE 103(o1d oyj UM SN PuB SAINSBIW UOIESNHIW PIJBIOOSSE PUB SANSSI J0INOSAI
spue| uo suonerado Jgsn Jo QADISUIS JO areme are Kot jey (werdold e yons y3noiyy) poynIao dq sjuade ploy
syoedwr arnsus 0} SA SN PUe SN 49D 1eys sysanbar Aouade siy ], *sansst yons jnoqe eare 309(oid oy noysnoiy)
o (IIM SUIIOM 9q [[IM [ENPIAIPUI Sunexado spenprarpur wuojur 03 weidoxd e Sunuswadwr pue SurdojoAdp
SIy} JO sannp ayj Jo duQ ‘suonerodo 01 PoJe2IPap 2q [[1m Jey) uonisod okodwo ue Surpraold 0} paprwwod sey SAN
g04 Jo 1YSISIOA0 dARY [[14 oYM oy ‘paau feuoneonpa sIyy Jo 1oddns U ‘SoNSSI 90IN0SII QATISUS JNOQE UONBINP
g04 a3 10y 10S1A10dNS € USISSY | SI $310JJ9 yons jo jusuodwod Jofew vy “sonruniioddo uoryero)sar Ajnuopl
0) WaYy) M Sunjiom pue ‘eare 3o3(oxd ayp ur soroudde (O Yim pagesud
:suorsiaoxd Surmoqjoy oy juowe|duwr Apua1mo st Jg0 4o} U "sooInosal [OQ(J JOYI0 pue ‘ssausop[im o syoeduwl
Im 490 YOV 904 oy urypim 20npal 0 PIOU B ST 1Y} Jey) JUSWIpajmouwoe s, Jg0 oy sareroardde SIN oYL
Suneiodo syuoe Jgs Jo uoneonps ‘g0 oy £q paytoddns sonianoe JO 300130 J02IIPUT Y SpN[OUL OS[e 03 GO oY}
pUE UOT)BULIOJUI SSAIPPE O, JO 90UQ)SIXd pue uonoNNSuod [eoIsAYd oy) puoAdq pudIxd SSoUIdP[Im 03 syoeduu]
asuodsay 49D JIMITANY JUIUWO)) uonedo|

Sl

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mvm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007166



“10M0d 18[0S 0} UOISIoAUO0D 0 JoLid own Jo porrad
VA 9 JO [1°¢ UORISS Ul PaqLIOSSp ®© 10J s[ony [1Ssoj Sursn Jo syoedwr o) 9jen[eAd SB[ ., 'STBIA ¢ Urm pojedionue
ATIny axe payressut st 19mod Tejos [un INDIO St (yomym) 10mod Ie[os Jo uone[[eisur,, sajels [z-¢'d ‘10Aomo] 1omod 1e[os 37 -z | 61
12mod apraoid pinom yorym suonesddo 0} anp syoedwr [BIOLJOUSQ JO JOQUINU B SWIR[D Vi SY ] "OANBUIN[E S[ON] [ISSO,]
10}p1Ud3 [35A1p Jo sjordur stou Ay, oy} woyj It saysmIunsip syl pue somod Ieos asn pinom uonoe pasodoid oy
‘soniioey pasodoid oy 93epowIIoNdL (pedijay pajerop a3 03 uonaodoid ur ozis ur paonpal a9q O pasodord
0} paxmbor ozIs oy ST YoIyMm ANDO oy} p[noyg "papnout sem pediay e udym se swes ay surewar gO pasodoxd | gz | -7 | 8]
g0 2108-¢ © 10J s1 uonoe pasodoid ay I, oy} Jo oz1s ayy 1oAdmoy pedrjoy e sopnjour 1oSuo] ou uonoy pasodoid oyl
(vd
oy} JO ' UONI9S 93S) UOTJENYIS JUILIND
oY) woly uonerddo ut st gOJ Ay} U0 NNDdO €C -1 Ll
aSueyd jou [[IM YOV O oY} Ul Sunjrom ‘904
SIUATE JO JqUINU 1) Y ) Ul PALIS SV oy Jo no Suneiodo syusSe [RUOLIIPPE JO S1091JA Y} JO SISA[BUR UB SPN[OUL ISBI[]
-aamonnseryut 1oddns euonerddo jo uorsuedxd jueoyrusis e Junedwaiuoo
OS[® 9[IYM JSUUBW JAT)OJJS UB UI OS OP 0} MO SI SN a10Jq dFUI[[LYD Y}
pue juowdoxdwr 103 sonrumroddo snorownu A[urelroo ore 919t [ “spoedur paje[or
IopIoq SUIONPAI 0} JUSWHIWIWIOD PIMAUAIL B 9q 0} SPAU 2121} ‘A[ojewuny|) "Iopioq
o) 03 AyruurxoId ur punoy aIe Jet) SOOINOSAI [eIN[NO PUE [eINJeU d[qEN[BAUT
9Y) JO UOIIBAIOSUOD [NJSSOONS Y} O} SE [[oM Sk AJLINOJS S, UoneN Y} 0} A[3eaid
"PaIaT) ST JUAWNOOP SIY) YIIYM 9INqQIIuoo [[Im os Suro(q "9[qrssod se 10pIoq Y} 0} ISO[O Sk SBAIL 0) UOISNIUT
0} v [-0ly 12uLgs 9y} Ul PISSAIPPE dIom Jo yadop Suronpair Jo 9A1309[q0 pajess s, AJnoag pueowoy Jo jusuntedoq
MOV uonels oly ayy urgym suonerado oY) SUIAdIYOE. 03 A9 ST AINJONISBIFUI JUSWADIOFUS IOPIOQ PIIWI] 9JBIO[ 0} dIYM
d9SN JO S1991J9 dATIR[NWIND Y} SUIAJIIUSP] "SANIANOE 19PI0q [S[I JO S[OAJ] YSIY SUInSIXd dY) USAIS U0I3aI oY) Ul
‘10AMOH 's199[01d JoY10 0} SAT)IPPE JOU Ar1essooau s1 jutidioo] jusurdoiojud Jeuonierodo ue jey) spuejsiopun A[[nj SAN YL
a1e 100fo1d ouo jo syoedwr ayy quridiooy 10J50 SIOPV
109foxd anbrun e sey syoefoxd ot Jo yoea NNOdO (YINLL) fredoy] pue SOUBUSUIBIA] SINONNSLIFUT [BONOB], 9Y) “dImng o[qeassaroy | SAHBWND | 9]
ooulsg -orjqnd ayy 03 pasolosIp A[ny pue o ut ‘pue ‘wesdoud Jredos pue doUBUUTEW AINJONIISEIJUL [BO1)I8) S, D — [BIPURD
PazAeUR U29Q SARY SME] [JUSUUOIIAUD 9o0fo1d srmonnsegur WODDV.L dgD 90ofoid 2ousy uernsopad o[[1adynT oY)
UIe1I90 JO I9ATEM STIdd yorym Ajuoyne pue 309fo1d jourgs 1-0fy oy} Y} PIILIOOSSE SUOIIOL UOIIBIOISAT [EJUSWUOIIAUD
dgD 19pun paja1dwoo spofoxd uang ‘suonor wed) A19A0091 woyguoid ueiouog ‘¢g YS Suore 109fo1d ondo 1oqyy
"SME] [RIUSWIUOIIAUD dqedt[dde 1oyio pue ouoydorey doy o[qe . {JAN smoe)) adid ueSIO pue YN BRI BZoqe)) ‘UOLEN
VAN U} 1m PIOSOE Ul PassaIppe us9q weypo, ) ouoyo [, oy} urgiim pasodoid syoaloxd 1omo0) SSAY Y ‘suorsuedxa
aAey dg) Aq uayerropun soafoid papuny Suiyyess uoness ofy ‘uorsuedxo uonels oly oy 9oofoid 1omo} Jourgs |
Y} JO [oBd JO SI0BdWI [RIUSUIUOTIAUD -0y oy ‘ooudy uernsopad S[[IAOYNT o) SISLLIEQ S[OIYIA AN Smoe)) adig uediQ
3y} ‘UonIppE U] "S310E UOK[IwW pue YMN ®ReLd Bzaqe)) oy [ :apnjour sposfoxd sjeas adeospue| pasodod pue
€ UBL) DI0U I9A0 PAIDJIBIS dIE PUE (SII0T Sunsixa Iayo yim uonounfuod ur ‘uonoe pasodoid oy jo joedur sAnEMWND Y [
0T Uey) $s) [[eWS A[9ATIR[AI ST PALJIIUIPI TANDJO U0 s30933e J1oy) syoafoxd pasodoid
spoafoxd dgD aup 3o yoes jo yutidiooy oy pue ‘SuroSuo ‘ysed oy} JO $3109JJ0 SATR[NWND Y} JNOGE PAUISOUOD ST KoudSe SIy],
asuodsay 49D JIMITANY JUIWO0)) uonedo| #

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007167



R34

Uo199G Ul PoJSI| INSEIW UONJBAIOSUOD
[e1ouas e se s1ojem uroysuoxd

uerouog pue dun dwe)) j1oddns

03 [[oMm Ofy o) WO I9jem SSO0Xd AUe JO
osn oy opnjoul 0} g Y3 9SIAI [[IM JgD

INDdO

"uo13al o) Inoysnoy)

amonyserjur oddns utoy3uoid uerouog pue peoi jo jroddns Surpnjour

I0JeM [[9M JO sasn [enuajod [[e ssosse asea]q “siojem utoy3uold uerouog Sursixo
ystuapdar 03 10 duny dwe) jo j10ddns ur se yons ‘suoneoof 1o sasodind 19yjo 10§
pasn oq p[noo [jom pasodoid oy woy 101eM ‘Kjroedes ayenbope S1 2101} POpIAOI]

Iopem
punoin
pue A8 | /-¢
O[0IPAH
(483

€c

b1 pue [ paroquinu sasuodsor 998

NNDdO

"SISK[BUR S3100}J0

oATJR[NUIND PUE JOAIIPUI oY) JO Jred se pazA[eue pue PIsO[OSIP 9q 0} padul Jey)
Su111n990 aIe S[10S 0} s}oedwl 9SIOAPE JuBpUNGE ‘PEAISU] "PIAJIYIL U] JOU JARY
s[1os 03 syyouaq pajorpad oy ‘Apuanbasuo)) *(1 9mn31q) uoneyuswodur s j00foxd
ourgs [-0fy 9y} 0ouls A[pasjJewl PaSeaIoul 9ARY S[1e1} 9[JIYoA PeOI JJO ey}
[89A31 BIEp SULIO}IUOW SN JUdLMd ‘uorejudwaduwr jourgs [-ofy woij owoono
pajedionue oy 03 Arenuo)) suonerodo Sunonpuos sjuode g¢ 03 dn Sunzoddns

g0 popuedxd ue JO S[10S UO S109JJ2 JOAIPUI Ay} SUIZATRUR JOPISUOD ISBI[J

[0S

e

K4

'V oyl JO ¢¢ uondeg
Ul SSOUIOP[IM UO JUSWYSI[eISd O
Jo syoedur o) pazuoeIeyd sey Jg)

NNDdO

'ssouIapI Ay 03 Arurxord 9so[0 s, g0
o) 0) onp Joulw UBY} 19)eAI3 9q P[nNod gO4 Y Jo syoeduwr oyp S9A1[9q SAN

¢

‘71 pue [ ‘0] peloqunu sasuodsor 09g

INDdO

"pazATeue 9q ‘padojaropun

pue [BINjRU ‘pI[OUWILIBLUN JIE JBY) SBAIR Ul 9PMII[0S d0UaLIddxd 01 sontuniroddo
JO SSOT 9pN[oul YoIyM ‘SSOUIIP[IM 0} S)OJJQ SAR[NWND PUE JOIIPUL ) B}
sysanbar SN 9y, "uoneyuawordur s 300foid jourgs [-oly oy oouIs A|posjiewt
poseaIoul A[[enjoe 9ABY S[IeI) J[JIYIA PLOI JJO JBY) [E9AdI BIep SuLIojiuow SN

.. odeospue] oy} Jo uonepeI3ap paonpal

‘SSOUIOP[IM PJBUSISIP UIYIIM O1JJBI) O[OIYIA PIINPAI IPN[OUI P[NOM S}OJJD
[BIO1JOUdE " "PIONPAI 9q P[NOM SSIUIIP[IM PAJRUSISIP 0 Sjoeduwll pue J1opIoq U}
01 J19S0[0 dA0W A[[eIUdS pInom JgS ) Jo Juridjoo] JUSWII0FUS 9y} " *SSQUIIP[I M
smoe)) adid uedIQ urypIm JuLIdjoo] JUSWAIIOJUD PIdNPAI B Ul Sun[nsal

**"OUIN} JOAO 9SBIIJOP P[NOM PUE [[BISAO ISBAIOUI 0} P3dadxa 9q jou pinom
SON)IAI}O® UONOIPISIUL PBOI-JJO PUB PASNO0F AI0W 9q P[NOM SHI0JJO UOHIIPIdIUL
,,(68 93ed) soreIs 6007 D POOURISJAI Y], ‘POzZA[eUR U Jou dAY suonesddo
Sunonpuos sjuo3de g¢ 03 dn Jo 110ddns s31 0) pUSIXd SALIBPUNOQ SSOUIOP[IM

0} Juooelpe g popuedxo ue Jo $)091J9 30a11pur oy ‘uonoe pasodoid oyy 1opun)

Sau
19p s-¢
A
€€

—

asuodsay 49D

JOMIIARY

JudWIUO0))

uoned0|

‘0T

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007168



“(eyep SAN) paysturwip aaey 0} sieadde eare jey) ur 9oussald utoyguosd
‘Apuarmouo)) (T 01n3I) POAISSqO Ud9q dARY Sumej pue uroysuold a1oym
BOIR Y) UL PISBIIOUL SBY AIATIOR S[OIYIA PROI-JJO I 0} JUdIR[PE PIIRIO[I SBM
dures Funsixo oY) pue dAIOR SWEIAG Z(CH# IOMO) 1ULgS 0UIS “(B1ep SIN) IR
VA sy 1opun uonoe pasodord yey) ur uedoq sKaAIns [ensiA doj[[Iy udyM ‘407 doUIs A[[enuue gOJ 93 JO ISed
oy jo uondope oy Yim pagueyoun soqtw ¢ Ajdrewirxordde paAIasqo useq oAy sumey uroyguoid ULIOUOG "UOSBIS
UIBWIDL [[1A TOTEYNSUOD Jey) fopun Surumey SuLmp A[jenuue seare 9sdy) Ul punoj are uioysuold UBIOUOS "BAIE SIY) 91
pado[oAsp se SUOIIPUOD PUE SULIY) [[& pue ANDJO jnoySnoiy) peaidsapim st peoi-1jo AJANOE S[OIYaA Jey) Juawmoop erep smdsn | FICL | e | 9T
sjoedwWI PIOA® 10 AZIWIUIW 0) PIUSISIP pue SN ‘Surejunow djIueIn) pue (g endy ‘1o[moln ‘ouendl) ‘sojeq oy
samseaw IV *(600T ‘6 2qua03q Jo suoniod £qreau pue A3[[BA I9[MOID) WIDYINOS dY) JnoySnoxy) duel sjuode se
PYEP ‘6800-600C-4-01+7T) d5uel ‘SnIpel J[IW-7 & PU0Adq JBJ Puolxa [[IM g0 oY} JO SI091J0 ) ‘IOAIMOH] "SUOSBIS
sarads ay ssoxoe uroyuoid ueiouog uo Surumey 4 1sed oY) JuLmp 91IS O JO SO[IW 7 UIYIIM PP U dARY wioyFuord
suoneiado syt jo spoedurt oy) U0 SMASN URIOUOS PIIR[[00-OIPBI OU 9SNBIAQ “UOSLds Furumey oy Surmnp woySuord
ia pay[nsuod Ajsnotasid sey gD UBIOUOS UO $)091J0 ou dAey [[1M uoisuedxo g, posodoid oy s3s033ns v oyl
"o oy ueyy uondodxd oy}
a1ow A[[enjoe sI sa10ads paisI| 10 SMASN oY) Aq JBIqRY [BONLID,, JO UOIIRUSISOP
ewio “gO.] pasodoid oy JO SO[IW ()] UIYIIAM UMOUY SIB SI}IS JS00Y "UOLIR
pasodoid oy Aq pa1oa)Je A[10a1Ipul seate ul pue ‘eare 10afo1d oy Jo ises punoy | SR
SI je31qey Surdeloy Jouadns 9eq pasou-3uo] 19ss9] Y} 10, ‘UIOYSUOI] UBIOUOS adg
NNDJO 01 Jueriodw A[[BONLID 10B] UI 918 SBAIR JUd0R[PE PUB A3[[BA JO[MOID) Jy ], siope] | P° ¢ m; 57
10410 pue ‘sjudwalmbai 1e1qey U0 uoneuLIOjUI 91J103ds Jo or] ‘A1Lnoas 1enqey | 3
'so10ads paysi] A[[e10pa ] 0} 10] SUISOUOD ‘SJUIBSUOD AIR193pNq 01 anp SUOP JOU U0 S Jeiiqey [eonuo jo | Od
syoedwir Aue proae pue dziwruw 0} sdas uoneusisa( 'sa10ads pa1oajoad 0y doueiiodul [BIONID JO SIB JRY) SIE)IqRy urejuod | 87
Aressaoau [[e oy} pue j03fo1d sty uo 10U S0P BaIR PaoalJe s 103f01d oy 1ey) Ajdwr Aeam ou ur pinoys siyJ, ,.'saroads
UOHE)NSUOD / UOHOAS djd[dwod [[im 4gD 3591} JO 111D 10] PARUSTISIP U SBY JBIRY [BOIILID ON],, :S31RIS JUSWNOOP Y [,
"P3paau JI pI)snIPe pue A[SNONUHUOD PAIOJUOW 3q S[OAJ[ 1OJeM
oM 9} UIILM [9AI] punois pue asn Isjem punoId Jo sejel jey) sjsanbar SN YL "peienueisqnsun
19)eM PUNOI3 Ay} pue asn SE.B punoi3 INNDIO SI [EMBIPUIIM SP3SIXd 9FIBYDAI Jey) Juawle)s s, v oyl (1107 ‘Hodoy 6L 3¢ | bz
JO el Iojuowt [lim ddD "Biep SAN Sugig [BIA [dYO) ySnoip pue “1aymbe oy woy Surdwind 1a1em 01 paInqLIIe
[IAL PIOOOE UL PRJOSLIO0 3q [[IM VH 9U.L U99q SBY By} S[OAS] I9JeM PUNOIF UL SUI[OAP B SMOYS BIep SULIO)UOW SN
asuodsay 44D JIMIIARY JuWwo) uoned0| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007169



"SIOUJ0 03 Je}Iqey POO3J JO BAIE QUO
woly [9Ae 03 3dwone A9y} se ‘uor3ar ay) ysnoay) sjuowdsow wroysuord yquyur | o
Aew UOIZAI A} UL PEOY OAINN 0Z0d PuE O[qEI( [9p OUIWe)/PY [[PM Sed | ySu 4
€l oy Suofe pue eare Ay} ul suone1ddo Jgo) IYHN, ‘SpudSe Jg) SO} JO SAAIVE | o1g 3 91
Toquinu 9su0dsal 0S[e 99§ "dFULI $I103ds JANDdJO Aqrep [enuajod oy £q passedwoous eare o) — jejqey Suieroy jo seare ofiejwoy | y | | -¢ | 8C
oy sso1oe surayed yuswasow uroysuold wioy3uouid ueiouog oda1 0y enuajod ay) 9ARY O Y1 Jo Mo Sunerado syuade | pio | €
UeIouog paouanjjul dAey suonerddo 440 d€D o suone1ado Sy I *$109439 9SI9APE [e1udjod JUBILIUSIS JSOU AU} JOU AT | yog 4
Tey} Jet)) 90USPIAS OU JO dIeMe ST dHdD eare arerpawwl oy ur Suideroy wioyduoid uo uonoe pasodoid oy Jo syoedwir oy,
“pasearour aAey jeliqey uroysuoid
ur spoedwr A)unooyorq ‘pesIsu] “SI9MO0} JoU[gS 2Y) WOI UOT)OAIIP I3pUN ‘pasnooy
pue 21391e1S dI0W FUIAQ SANIATOR SO} 03 dNp ‘Jeyrqey uroysuoid ur speox
[eSo] woiy Aeme joedwul SSI] 9ABY P[NOM S1IOJJ UOTIOIPIdIUL JBY) PUE ‘BoIe JY}
Ul SONIAIIOR UONOIPISIUL pue [ESo[[I Poonpal ul J[nsal p[nom waisks [-oly jourgs
oy} Jey) saouRINSSe s, Jg0) JO osneoaq yed ur pasaS3ns sem uonedodI gOg | sorn
Ay “‘Aqreurq ‘g0 oy Jo Aoedes ayy sojdnipenb uornoe pasodoid oy, "syuo3e § om.m I
03 dn Furaros ‘duwie) [[oA\ soYeq 9} Sk dZIS dwes dY) JO uteq O AY) JO IXAU0D | po 4 o1 | .
INNDdIO o) UI SeA UONRIO[AI PAIsa3Tns oy “Joynng ol oy Jo AS[[eA 9 UL INQRY | 150y | | -¢ LT
Ayrrenb-y3iy Jo sa10e (000001 A[1EAU 0} $S900€ SUIPIA0IA SIOPLLIOD JUSWOAOW | oy 8
[enudjod maj oy Jo duo ‘uoAue)) I9[moI1n ysnoayy ofessed uroyguord Juniquyul | ¢-¢ I
A[renuajod se uoas sem dwred [[op\ soreq oy “syoedwr osIoape oAeY [[13S
AewW UOIBOO0[AI Ay} PAZIUT00I SBM JI SUOIBIO] [[OAN Sereq ) ueyy wroySuold
uo s)oedwll 3SISAPE 9SS SABY P[NOM I8} SAIIBUISI[E UR Sk Pajsadsns sem
uonedo[aI Ay [, “wioySuoid UrIOUOS JO J1JAUq Y} J0J ‘SIN Y} Jo uonsagsns ay)
"I Joqunu osuodsar 990G 1 11ed UT SeM UOTIBOO] JUSLIND JY) 0 [[O A\ SAleg Woxf g 9} JO UOTIBOO[dI oY [,
asuodsay 44D JIMITANY JUIUWULO)) uonedo| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mvm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007170



"PISO[ISIP puE PAsSAsSe oq P[NoYs pue
uI20u09 Jo a1k ‘wroyduoid ueiouog uo Apremonued ‘suorerddo jyerorre pasuim
K18101 ONS JO $31991J9 oy, “1oddns uonerae pafuim A1ejolr pasearour ainbar [[im
wny ur oym sjuade pIo1y Jo Joquinu pasearoul oy} UdAI3 y3iy st uonoe pasodoid

NNDJO o) Jopun sLAIOUL PINOM SUONEIddO YINS Jet) POOYI[dYI] YL "AS[[EA P[MOID |  cp-pp | 41 | "0
o noySnoxyy suonjerado gons unonpuos JJeIore paSurm I0)0I POAISSqO
"SONIANOR WYSI[JI9A0 SuIpnoul ‘SUOISBI00 SNOJAWNU UO ‘DAY [ouuosiod SN "Seate dAIsuedxd 1040 spoads mO[s
‘suonerodo JgsN Jo sadueyo Aue urj[nsox pue sporiad paguojoid 10} Sunerodo uejo yeroare paSuim Aejor £q YSI[J [9A]
0} paredionue jou st uonoe pasodoid oy M0] 2A[0AUL Kpjuanbaiy suoneiado paseq punoid Jgo Jo 1oddns ur suonerado Iy
1007661 Wolj uety
‘sIB9A JUSOAI UT UOT)SAND UT BOIE ) UI IOTABIY [ONUW USSQ IABY ‘SPLOI POYSI[qE)sd
A[1eS9] JJO pue UO d1jJen) Je[NIIYIA Surpnjoul ‘sjpoeduwr paje[aI-1oplog o[qel(] [op
ourwe)/py [19M Sored Y3 Jo yinos 1o ‘resu uroysuoid Auewr pojoolop jou oAey
SAOAINS [BLIOR [RIUUAIQ AU} ‘A[IB[IWIS "PIEMU}IOU SUneanal 210Joq ‘Suo] parogur]
10U 0ABY O[qRL( [Op ourwe)/pPy (9 Sered 93 JO yinos paguel dAey jey)
wioy3uoid pare[joo-oIpel 9SOy} UIAD Jey) JUBIIIUSIS SUIAS )1 ‘IOAIMOH “PISeIal
pue ‘pasrel ‘uI0q d1om At} 219yMm 9IS SuIpaaiq dA1Ided-1wos oy} Jeau Jurragul]
uwioy3uoid spremo) paserq Sureq ojdures paie[j0o-o1pel oY) Ul Pajnsal AJUIe}Iad
QAR SI0JOBJ AWOS "1(O0T 03 661 WOIJ ‘SeaTe 3say) Ul Y MNJD Pue JANDJIO JO
asn AABaY SMOYS § 9InJ1,] "JOPIOq [BUOTIEUIUI oY} JO SA[IUI ()7 UTHIM dIdYMAUE

9)ep 0] ‘Q10W M3J AI9A pue ‘O[qeI(] [Op ourwe)/pYy ([ S9red Y} JO YINOS SUOed0[ I-¢ Ll
papuadxa usaq ALY spuny as0Y) Jo SUON INDdO woySuoxd (g A[uo smoys [-¢ AINSL{ Ay ‘DIOWIAYLN] "PEOI AU} WO JOYME] | omSry | -¢ 6C
9)1s oFuel 9[qens arou A[jenudjod 10 sortw g 0) dn wioySuoid uerouog Surf[adar st yuawuSI[e PLOI SIY) UO S[OAJ] .

‘pu0das e 0} wroy3uoid Jo uoned0[al SLJJRI} TUSLIND JBY) J0UIPIAD Surfjodwos sopraoid uosuedwiod Sy "¢)0Z 1NOqe
10J 000°0LY$ PUB JANDJO UIpim Jeyqey Q0UIS UQ0q SBY 1 JBYM JO UONORIJ [[BWS & Sem (UonoIpIojul Surpnjour) oijern
a[qeyns a1ow 0} uroy3uord ajesofar PIIB[OI-IOPIOq PUE ‘O[qRI(] [OP ourte))/py [[OA\ Se1eg 9y Suofe sg(O.] OU d1om
0} SAN 01 000°0Z$ Papiaod 44D ‘010¢C Q1Y) ‘100Z-1661 Suln "(M0[9q ‘4 2In31,]) SPLOI IS0 JO SI[IUW 7 UTYIIM PIJLIO]
[oIe U] “surdned juswosow uioysuold AJounnoi axom uioySuold ueIOUOS USYM ‘[()0Z-F661 WOIJ SUOIIBOO] A1)SWS[9)
UBIOUOS UT SOTUBYD 10J SUOSEAI oY) -o1pel MOyS ejep SN “oSues uroySuord ueIouoS JO SO[IW G/ INOQE $)OISULT)
AJnuep! yorym SIIpMIs Ou JO dI1eME ST Jg0) Q)OI JBY) SE ‘8T OUIS 2L2YMAup O[qeI(] [Sp OUTWE)) PUe proy [[PA SAIed
"ParR[aI IUI pue Xadwoo ‘snolownu Y} JO SA[IUI T UIY)IM PIJO2Iap Udq dAey wroy3uoid paIe[[0d-o1per ¢ A[uo jey)
9q Ued d3uel $)1 $S0I0E $3103ds © SoyenSI[[I OS[8 [-¢ 2INSI] "800 OUIS 3}IS O] Y} JO SI[IUI T UIYILM PIJIIP
JO JUSUWIDAOW SJUSNFUT YOIYAL SI0J08] Y T, 109q aAeY wIoySuoid paIe[[02-0IpeI OU SMOYS [-¢ 2SI 1ey) Sa1els Vi YL

asuodsay 49D JIMITANY JUIWO0)) uonedo| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007171



‘1¢ Joquinu osuodsar 99§

NNDJO

"$199JJ9
OSIOAPE JUNOISIP IO ‘S19JJ9 [RIDIJOUI(Q JO UOISN[OUOD B JJBNUBISQNS 0] INOJ0 [[IM
SI} USUM PUB MOY JO UOISSNOSIP ® Jey) s)sanbar SN ay 1, o8uer 1oy juridjooy
[euonjerado a3 Suronpar Aq paAalyoe 9q A[nn Ajuo ueds uioyguoid ueiouog

03 syoudg ‘spoeduur Jo S[OA9] SUNSIXd 91e3NIW 0} JUSUNIWWOD d[qeynuenb

B SpIemo} dg) M Iom 0} oNI] pinom SAN 9YL "dOd 9 JO Bale 3y}

ul $99IN0SA1 IsnI (O 03 s}oeduwr Joyang ur 3 nsal [[im uonoe pasodoid oy jeyy
sn s[[9} | 2In314 ‘poonpal 9q ABW G S PUB GO Y} U0amiaq peoy [[OM Soreq
oy uo oyJen Ay} o[IYA\ paroddns-[jom jou st uzoy3uoid ueiouog 10y s}005Jo
9]qBIUNOJSIP JO [BIDIJAUIQ PIAIA PINom uonoy pasodoid ay) ey} uoIsnjouod ayJ,

Jou
anb 12
osu -€
0D
AUy

K43

‘pozIwruI o1e so1oads

pas1| uo uonode pasodod ayy Jo syoedwr
oy} 2Insud 03 SIN PUB SMAS M JIom
M dg) -uroysuoid uerouos dy) 109)Je
KJos10Ape 03 A[YI] SI pue ‘109jje Aewr
uonoe pasodoid oy pauru)ep sey Jg)

9]qeIUNOJSIP IO [BIOIJOUAQ PIAIA P[NOM U0NOY pasodoid oy ey} uoIsnjouod ayJ,

INNDdO

ESRETIE)
OSIOAPE JUNOJSIP IO ‘S109JJ9 [BIOLJOUIQ JO UOISN[OUOD B djerue)sqns 0} JNd20 [[Im
SIY) UOYM PUB MOY JO UOISSNISIP B Jet)) sisanbax SN oy [, “o8uer Jroy juridjoos
[euonerado a3 Suronpal Aq paAaIyoe 9q A[nyy Ajuo ued uioy3uoid ueiouog

0} sjjoudg “syoedull JO S[OAJ FUNSIX 9Je3NIW 0] JUSUNIWWOD d[qeyruenb

B SpIemo} dg5 yam JIom 01 oNI[ p[nom SIN 9UL "dOd 94} Jo eale ot}

UI S30IN0SaI SN} [O(J 03 syoedulr 19yng ul jynsal [[im uonoe pasodoid oy jey
sn S[[9} | 2In31] ‘peonpar aq Aewl ¢§ YS PUL O oY} Uoamiaq peoy [[OA Sreq
oy} uo o1Jen AY) A[IYAL "partoddns-[jom jou st uroy3uord ueIOUOS I0J SI09FO

IC

pIEl |

asuodsay 49D

JOMIIARY

JudWUIO0))

uoned0|

1¢

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mvm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007172



‘010T YdIBJA UI d1jjen
peo1 3jo Aq pajoeduwur seare SuL10)SaI

Jo asodmd ayp 10J SN 03 UoI|[Iw

SL'1$ papiaoxd gg) ‘paress Ajsnoraaxd
Sy "¢ Joqunu osuodsar os[e 909
‘ssomy 1o s[oA9] uonendod s, uroy3uoid
1} Uo duUANJJUI AUB JABY SONIANIR Jg)D)
JBU[} 21BOIPUI YIIYM SIAIPNIS IO BJBP OU

Jo areme st Jg)) pue so10ads paroSuepuo

ISIX9
sonmuniroddo 1oAd1oyMm s)ordulil [OIYIA PROI-JJO 9oNPAI PUL 910)SAI 0} SUL IOM

Ul UOIIBIOQR[[0 panunuod s, Jg) s1sanbar SN oy, ‘uioy3uoid ueiouos uo

JSN Q[JIYIA PBOI JJO JO $}0IJJO O} AZIWIUIW 0 OB 30q S}oedwll [OIYIA PBOI JJO
JO uononpar pue seare pajoedwl Jo uone1o0)say ‘uroysuoid ueiouog uo syoedwr
OSIOAPE paje[al 20npal APuanbasuod pue ‘sease peOI-JJO Ul PUB SPROI [B39]

y1oq uo ‘s}oedwul yons Jo 9SeaIOUl UR Ul 3[NsaI pjnom uoisuedxd g pasodoid o
JeY) SOAQI[Oq SAN U} ‘SSuIpulj 9say} 03 SuIpIoddy ‘03e s1edk ()| paurdewr sem
jey) SuryiAue JO SSQOXQ UI JeJ oIk S[9AQ] 9SaY [, "d3uel S S, uroy3uoid ueiouog
o3 ynoy3nouy} peol-}o pue speol [e39] U0 SULLINOIO SI [QALI) JB[NOIYIA JO

S[9AQ] pauapasaldun ‘Aepo] ‘uroy3uoid ueriouo§ uo syoeduwr 9SIOAPE PaINIIISuUOd

AlTe1opa] € e paysI] sem saroads oty “AnUnooyorq oY) Ul AJIAIOR UBWNY JO S[OAJ] Sunsixa pue ‘speoi Sunsixo uo | U | ¥
oouls s1eak G oY) UL ANI[IqELIBA [EULIOU JO ‘[oARBI) S[OIYDA JO S[OAQ] SUNSIX Je) ‘Quin) Jey) Je PISpa[mouoe ‘soroudde j10alqns anb | | 12
o3uer oy urgym st uonerndod JuaLno oy, IANDdO oy yia Suore ‘g oYy ysureSe uonesni oy SuiBeuew a8pnf oy 100z-6661 Ul | U | T | ¢
sfewtue 00¢ 1Moddns o) syenbape st o3uer *SOINOI S[OIYIA PIZLIOYINBUN JO SI[IW JO SPUBSNOY) paureIsns aaey YMNJD pue | 0O | €
Jua1Imd Ay A[YITUN STIL SMASN Y} 01 JANDJO ‘Seare Juaoefpe pue A3[[B A 19[M0ID) 3y U] "sKempeol [839] paysijqersd | I
3UIPI0OOE JNQ ‘UMOUNUN ST SFUBI JUILIND 10 JJ0 sa[o1yaA J0jow Suneiado aAjoAUI A[aUnnol saniAnoe uonopiur g | A%
ay jo Ayoedes Furkiieds 941 000T - Apueoyyugis paseaour sey eare 10afo1d oy ur Sunjom sjuade g Jo Joqunu
01 2661 woy uone[ndod ay 10§ pudn oy} own SIY) 2UIS [OAJ[  ApI1edoaf,, oy Jeau PoIsIXa sa10ads ayy paziu§ooar
pIemumop [e1oudd e papiodor SMASN SEMA )T USYM ‘T UL PIISIXd By} S[SAJ] Y Uey) I9)eaid A[[enueisqns SI peoI-}jo
"00T 2A0QE U22q 0} pajewnsa uonendod S9[o1Y2A Jo uonerado pue AJIANOER UBWINY JO S[OAJ] JUSLIND Y], JJBIOIIE [OAS[-MO]
oy sem 1eak ouo ut AJuQ (4661 ur) PUB ‘SANS ‘SYoNI ‘A LV 900J AqQ d1jjes) uewiny 9°1 ‘AJIAT)OR Poje[2I-IopIoq JO
s[ewrue 871 01 (I#61 Ul) 09 Woly paguer S[0A9] Sursearour A[[enunuod pasustadxs sey ‘g pasodoid oy jo snipex o[
uonendod oty ‘o3uer uroysuoid uelourog -0 © unqim jey) Surpnjour ‘Jeyiqey uroySuoid ueIouos ‘sieak SUTUOAINUI O} U]
oy ur suonerado Jgsn Jo asearout "Apredoaf 1eoU PAIOPISUOD USY) SEM JBY) [9AI] B ‘S[BNPIAIPUL 66 JO [OA] 000T )
ot 03 soud ‘S AS() AU 0) SUIPI0OTY Suryoroxdde Aforeq isnl st uroyguoid uerouog jo uonendod g PriM [ 107 YL
asuodsay 49D JIMIIAY JUIWILO)) uonedo|

€t

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007173



"S90IN0SAI [eINI[ND 0} s3oedWl A} 0] JJAUI] JoU B
‘passalppe 9ARY p[nom SUIALIP POI JJO JO S[OAJ] 9} Suronpay ‘SurALp peoi-jjo £q peodjje
9q ueo syoedwr 9591 05 JgO 01 A[2s10ApE US3q dABY ()] € 19M0} JRUIHS 0} AIEPUNOQ [BUOIRUIUI Y} WOL PEOI | 7 ST
UOHBULIOJUL SI) YsIting SN 1oy sisanbai ANDJO ot 0} Judoe[pe SIS OLI0IsIYAId ‘UOnBMIS JR[IWIS © U] "GO SY) WOl Suneurwd | ¢ ¢ 3
pue says oLiosiyard uo suonerado Jgsn KITATIO® Q[OIYOA PBOI-JJO dINIng AqQ PajodJje A[OSIOAPE 9q [[IM A3y} AJoI]
Jo syoedur Aue Jo areme jou St JgD S1 1 “eare uorsuedxo gO,] pasodoxd oy 03 say1s or03sIyaId Jo Aywurxoid oy USAID
182k 10d 000°Z7L$
01 000°‘S€$ WolJ SurSuel UONBAIISUOD 181%9 sontunroddo
uroy3uoid uo sarmipuadxo [ej0} IoAQIoUM S}ordWI SOIYIA PBOI-JJO 20NPAI PUB 210)$21 0 SULJIOM UI UOHJBIOQR][0D
SAASN 01 parodar SAN ‘600¢ ysnoiy) panunuoo s, 4g) sisanbar AN 2yL "uioysuoid ueIouog uo asn o[dIyoA
£00T ut ‘uostredwos A9 -poziwuru PBOI JJO JO $)031J2 AU} AZIWIUIW 0 OB 30q S}ordull 9[dIYIA PROI JJO JO UOTIINPAI
a1e sar0ads oy uo suoryerado sy pue seale pajoedull Jo UOIIRIOISIY "Paje[al a1k A10A00a1 uonendod uroy3uord
Jo syoedur Aue amsud 03 sdojs Aressaoou PaNqIUUI pue PeROI-JJO AJATIOR Q[OIYIA oY) A[OYI] SI II ‘peoI-JJo Sunerado
[[€ 9[€} 0} SoNuUNUOod Jg)) PoZIWIUIW dIe so[oryaA Aq syoedur jeirqey pue ‘punoid oY) uo S9[OIYaA pue suewny £q yoeoxdde
sa100ds pa3si] uo 303foid sty Jo syoedur 03 asuodsar uroy3uoid ueIOUOS INOGE UMOUY SI JBUyM USALD) "PIOJJE [[I UBD so10ads
Aue oy asud 03 samnseaw eridordde o} UONINPAI AZULI PINUNUOI B ST 90UINDISUO0D S ], ‘PLOI-JJO AIIATIOR I[OTYIA
Aue oye) [[Im Jg) “uroyduord Kq pajoeduur AJ1aBoy o1e SeaIe yong "A9[[BA IO[MOIL) AU} A[JU9DAI dI0W pue
UBIOUOS UO JordWll OU SBY SI9MO) KafreA oly oy "0 “yenqey Aypenb y3iy ‘oqeims Jo seare jseA Jo asn Juronpar o
10U S JO UOIONISUOD ey} AINSUD 0} Apeaid 10 Suruopueqe ‘93uel JUALIND SI1 UIPIM wroped Aouednooo syt payrys . ¥
SI0JIUOW [BIUSWIUOIIAUR UO ()000SS$ UBY) sey uoneindod uoy3uoid ueiouog S PlIm dYI JBY) MOYS OS[E BIB(] "SUOIIOR onb | T Iz
a1ow juads Jgn ‘ordwrexs 10, "soroads IWNDJO K19A0031 1010 pue (¢ 2In31]) 900z ul uesaq yormym ‘werdord Surpasiq sanded osu | T | ¢ ¢
o) pajoeduur A[OSIOAPE 10U dARY SUON)OR -1wes Yy woy wroy3uoxd yym uonerndod prim oy Jo uonejuswidne idsop o €
S)1 2INSUS 0} Spuny [enue)sqns juads sey PAIINOO0 SeY SIY ], "s910ads oy} JO A10A001 Jeam Y} Y3m Surprourod ‘(1 amsig) >qom I
dg) uonippe up ‘wroy3uoid uo syoeduur $007 2outs A[jea13 pasearout sey a3uel SN s, uroy3uoid uerouog Y} noy3noIy
uewny jo Apmys e pue ‘sjod JuowoouByuUd PeOI-1JO AJTAIOR O[OIYIA JBY) MOYS $}[NSI SULIOJIUOW PU. AIOJUSAU] "90UBQINSIP
93e10J Jo Juowysijqeisd ‘uonemndod uewny JOYJ0 pue ‘peol-}Jo AJANIE 9[OIYIA JO S[OAJ] SUISLAIOUI PaouaLIddxo
uroy3uoid puodas € Jo JuSWySI[qeIsd sey o3ue1 woysuoid uerouog SN SUIUILWAI 9Y) JO YO Jety) SI Jomsue Aoy
‘KoAIns [eL1oe ‘s1ojem uroysuord $110J30 A19A0091 puUE
Jo Judwysqe)sa 10§ papiaoid ussq UOIBAIOSUOD S[RISPISUOD NIASIP ‘SIUSWAIOUI [BNUUER [[BWS AJUO Aq PISBAIOUI SBY
OARY Spunj osay ], "UOIeIO}sal jeiIqey uoneindod g ay) ‘pOQOZ 2OUIS 00T IO [IHUN 109JJS 10U dI9M S}0JJS AIOA0JAI
pue uoneA1dsuod uioyguoid uerouog 1sow 32 4 “(¢ 2mS1) g6 moqe 03 |7 woy ‘pajqnop ueyy a1ouwr uonemndod prim gn
Hoddns 0} SM SN PUE SIN 03 UOI[[IL 9§ AP ‘00T 03 TOOT WOI 933 SOINSO[O BAIE ‘SJUSWIOULYUD 3FLI0J PUB IJeM ‘POOJ
Ajorewrxoxdde papraoid sey ggo ‘sreak [eruowoddns jo uorsiaoid ‘weidord Surpaaiq 9ANdeO-IWUAS B JO JUSUIYSI[QRISD
€ 15[ 9Y) U] "UONEBAIISUO0D uioy3uold 3} :papN[OUL dARY SLIOIJA KIDA0I3I PUR UONBAIISUOD JO[BW USY) d0UIS
UBIOUOS 0} PORILIOD A[SU0NS ST JFD ‘S[ewue ¢z-1 moqe 01 paysesd uonendod uroysuoid uriouos S Ay ‘200Z Ul
asuodsay 49D JIMITANY JUIUWO)) uonedo| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007174



"pajsonbar se pasiady

NNDdO

“JSIX9 S90p
PeOI SIY} JO I0JORIBYD JLIO)SIY J} PUB PAYSMIIA JU} 0} S}09JJO 9SIOAPE oINiny I0J
renuajod oy 1nq ‘yuowuSI[e OLIOISIY AU} 0} JOJJH OSIOAPY ON], JO SuIpulj & yarm
INdU0D 9\ "VH Y} pue 310dar [BOIS0[09YdIR AU} UI PAPN[OUI 3G P[NOYS JUdWUSI[R
TBU[} UO }99JJ9 JO JUWISSISSE I} PUB I0INOSAI JLIOISIY B PAIIPISUOD SI PROI

o) Se ‘9[qe) Oy} UI UIBWAI P[NOYS ,PROY [[OA\ SOIed JO JudwusI[e JLI0ISIY, Ay}
IOAIMOY S¢-€ [ WOIJ PaAOWAL 2q P[NoYs (JNSV)FE]:€1:Z ZV Joqunu 931§

O

—

14
€

8¢

"parsonbai se pasiaoy

NNDdO

"300(lo01d S1y} 10§ ,109JJH 9SIOAPY ON], JO Surpuly

B )IM INOU0D 9M “O[qISI[O J0U oIe SJB[OSI {] O} Jey} 9915e om pue o[qISIo

0q 0} (JASV)ZE91: A ZV 9IS £qIeau os[e pue {ASY Je paplooal A[[eronjo Suroq
11 INoyIMm JqISI[d 9q 0) PEOY [[OA\ SAIEq SIOPISU0D [JY(O IUIS "S90[J JLI0ISIH
JO 1038139 [euonEN 9y} 03 AI[IQISI[ J0J PAIEN[BASUN PUR PIPIOIAIUN SUTRWT
PeOY [[oA\ Sored JO judwudife OLI0)SIY A} “OJep 03 Jng ‘ISedy}Iou o) Wolj o[qer(]
[op outwe)) [q 0} $$390€ papIA0id J] “JuowuSI[e PLol JLI0ISIY B PAIIPISUOD SI PROY
[1oM sreqg 109load sty 10§ VA ay) pue 110dar A3AINS 9y} Y10q JO N0 PAIPS 9q
PIMOYS (JNSV)FE1:€1:Z ZV 19qunu IS JO UONUIW [[€ “310JaIY L, (9-Gf SAUI'T
*309(01d sty 10§

yey eur], Aq 11odo1 £oAIns [eImyno [ [(Z Y} Ul Jed[d SpeW 9q 0} SPIdU Jey) pue
pazijeury oAU sem jey) 11odox Aoans jyeIp e Apuaredde sem 9((g surydoy, se
pao 1odor oy, ~031s Joyjou. 0} pouSISSe-o1 pue ASY 0} JOAO JOoBq PauIn) 9q [[Im
IoquINU 9)IS O} “PUBYIION & BINNH BUUYO[ 0} SUIPIOIOY "V Y} Ul AIOYMIS[O
PUE '€ UOIOAS UI )0oq “YH Y} pue 110dal [eIj[no 9y} WOIj PIAOWAI 9q P[NOYs
Joquunu 931S Jey} SuISn UOISSNOSIP [[B AI0JOIAY) PUB ASY I8 Pasn JoU Sem Joquinu
oU)—SAQAINS 221031 [RINY[ND snoladld Suump pue[yuoN AqQ JASV)VE1:€1:Z
Z'V 9IS SB POPIOIAI JOAJU SBM PBOY [[OA\ SAIBY OLIOISIH :[H-6€ Soul]

'SaIMNo SeIoyOuLl], pue uekeled y—erondedeg

UI9)J$oM A} Ul Juasald suonIpen I2yjo J 0} J0U Pue WeNOooH Y} 0}

ATuo Areonyroads s19J01 O1SSB[D) PUB ‘AIBJUIPIS ‘[BIUO[0)) ‘I0dUOol{ JO sporrad Y,
“U01)BO0] SI) 10} 9JBINOJL JOU SI -/ | SAUI[ Ul PAUI[INO AIOISIY [eINI[NO JOLIQ QY]
'SJUSWILIOD [BLIO}IPS OSAY) JOPISUOD OSBI[J

<

~cn QN

6'¢

o <

—

€C
€

LE

suonerado [eroads Sulmp JuowooIoJud

me[ 10 Aq pazinn 9q os[e Aewr

gOd oYL "s1un 2uaSIIul pue (LYIN)

wea |, osuodsay o[IqoN (OVILIOE)

[eo10R ], ‘(Y VILSYOH) oN9say pue YaIeds

Se yons Jg) UIY}IM SONIIU SNOLIBA

pue syuage uoj[[9 A\ £q paziin 9q Aew
d04 2y ‘Jouuosiad ofy 03 uonIppe uf

NDJO

Juorgar o
ur Sunerodo sannuo gg) snotrea ay poddns gOJ oU) [[IM MO BWUN L ‘UONEIS
oly ‘Iejsiog ‘popadu st g0, 93 asn [[Im Jey) SON1US SOLIeA d} JO uondiiosop v

[eIoUSD)

asuodsay 49D

JOMIIARY

JudWIUO0))

uoned0|

9¢

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007175



(1) poSwry "I WOIJ JUSWUWOd
10J oA0qe asuodsar 99s aseo[d (S

‘ouozpooyj paddew

B UIYIIM JOU ST uoreoso] pasodoid ayp
9sned9q ‘passnosIp jou a1om sure[dpoory
uo sjoedw] “(UdIP[IY)) JO UONIA0I]

pue Q01SN[ [BJUSWUONIAUY) G '€

Ppue (SO1ou0920190S) #1°¢ ‘(S92In0soy
onenby pue SJIplIM) L€ (S[IOS pue
K30[090)) "¢ SUOIIIIS UI SIIINOSAI 9SAY)
Jo sosAJeue 103 ' oy} 0) 19§01 9sed[d (¢

AMNID

pue JANNDJO 9 Je s1oSeuew pue|

oy} Aq Pajoo[as 2IoM SOAIRUId)R AU} JO
uoneoo[ Ay, 10ofoid siyy yo Suruued o
M PIA[OAUT A[ajetnUl 219M Y MNJD
pue ANDJO e s1oeuew pue[ oy, (¢

(1) noSwry "I WOIJ JUSWUIOd

)
ourfele) Ay

(5) sa1oys
uddyIey
®) 19BYOIN

(¥) puefaIN
sewoy |,

(©)
K31 ISy

@)

ure)) eleqieg

"SeoIe SSOUISP[IM PajeusIsop

pue ‘03nJo1 oJI[P[IM [BUOTBU USWUINUOW [BUOHEU O} SUIPN[OUT ‘SEaIe OATISUOS
Auew 1093J€ [[14 PUB JOPIOQ [BMIOR dU} JO YLIOU [[9M PAJeIO] 9q [[IM ‘pajerodo
oq [[1a spuey orpqnd asayy sso1oe sjoxned IOY-47 Yorym wolj ‘aseq sy, (9

"papaou jou sI a1y} uorsuedxo oseq e

‘s189A Ju0oalI ur odig uesiQ) Jo eare oy ur Ajeonewerp paddoip sey oygen 1opioq
-SS0I0 9SNEBOAY "SSOUIIP[IM 0} S)oedull JB[NOIYIA PLOI-}JO PUE SPBOI JBOP[IM

Ul 9SBAIOUI Uk 0} Ped] PINOoM BAIE JBY) Ul sjosjed pasearour asneodq papuedxd

9q Jou pINOYs 9seq oY ], "Seale SUIPUNOLINS JO JOJOBIBYD SSAUIIP[IM JU[} IpeISop
Apuesiyrudis pynom 31 osnesdq juridjooy a1oe-221y judueurad e 03 Juridjooy
a108-0u0 Arerodwo) Juarmd s woly papuedxo 9q jou pnoys aseq ay], (g

A11IN09s 19pI0q
SunuowoduIr uaym 030 ‘SuUSZNId JO SPAAU “ SAUOZ POoO[} ‘VIp[im ‘AydeiSodoy
o[} JOPISUOD 3SBA[J jSOISOeIS INO [[B UL PIsn oq JSNUW JSUIS uowwo)) (4

‘pororduur A[oanjeSou Sureq a1e pue[ Ay} pue SIdFLULW PUR| AY) pUB ‘POMO[[0]
3u1aq 10U "Y' O'IN 9y Jo ojdurexs ue S1 2197 9SBO SIY) JeY) poUIoouod we | (¢

[JUOWIUOIIAUD 9]} IO UIIIUOD MOYS SJO JUSWNUOJA Y} YSNOIY} SPEol pue s[rex)
1e0p[IM d10wW Surew s1d[33nws oy} 03 ped| Isnl A|qeqoid pynom uorsuedxd Auy
i iPopaau Jou SI dseq 9y} Jo uolsuedxd ‘Q10JoIaY ],

e A jA[[ednyeweIp umop st orjen oy J, ‘jsed oy ur se A[Juobaij se Juswunuoiy
[euoneN adid uediQ Jo eale oy} Sursn jou 1e S[e3Y[L oy} Jeyy pasesd are opn (¢

"Aressooouun s1 uoisuedxo oseq € yons
‘s10K 3001 Ul BaIe odld UBSIQ 9Y} Ul POSSOID 9ABY SJUBISIW JOMIJ JeJ 9Sneodq
‘sop1sag ‘eore oy} ur Jurjjoned 1oy31y ApuesyyruSIs 0 anp S1005J9 9SIdAPE Ay}

10§ 9A0QE dsu0dsar d3s ased[d (T (1) no3ury UOIJUSW O} JOU ‘SSOUIIP[IM SUIPUNOLINS A} UO SJOIJJO SIOAPE JUBDIJIUSIS QARY

ueyjeuof prnom aseq Arerodwoy oy Jo azis oy Surjdir], ‘Juswnuop [euoneN smoe)) adig

7’1 UO1dAG UI PassnIsIp st uorsuedxd ue31Q ur pojeoo| aseq joned ayy puedxd o3 sueyd jjey ases[d nok jeyy yse [ (]

o Jo AJISS903U oY ], "V Y} JO

€€ PUE p°| SUOIOSS Ul PALIISIP SE SEAIE *MO[9q PAISI AIL S[TBUID 9SAY} WIOIJ SJUIWUWIOD JALIUBISqNS

SSOUIOP[IM PUE ANDJO Y} U0 spoedur oy, "199fo1d siy) yo 9doos ay) puoAaq dre YoIyMm SINSSI 1dY)0 pue ‘suoneiddo

I0MOJ 10] MO[[® [[IM g0 ) “10AMOY ‘3UIoUQ) UO PAJUAWIIOD S[IBWD JY) JO AuB] *(5I0 qN[ILIIDISH)UONEULIOJUL)

Quowrwod sty sayeroardde ggo) (1 qny) BLRIg SSAIPPE IR qN[)) BLIDIS B WOLJ PIAIIIIL IOM S[IRIUD U],
asuodsay 49D _ JIMIIANY JUdWWO)) uonedIo|

6¢

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007176



*S9109dS OJITP[1M OAT)ISUS

uo sjoedwl 9ZIWIUIW JO/PUE PIOAE

0} SOINSEOW UOHBAIISUOD QUIUINNIP 0}
SAASN Y3 YA UOIRINSUOD Ul A[JUSLIND
st 49D (1) noSwy "IN WOy JUSWWOd
10J 0A0qe 9suodsor 09s aseald (€]

(1) noSwry "I WOIJ JUSWUWOd
10J 9A0qe asuodsar 90s asea[d (Z1

(1) poSwry "I WOIJ JUSUWOd
10J 9A0qe osuodsar 99s asea[d (1

“dryspremass aaoxdwr 03 NNDJO

PUB YMNID oY) Pim AJrep syiom
pue juswwod ok ym seaise g0 (01

(1) poSwy "I WOIJ JUSWUWOd
10} oA0qe asuodsar 9as aseo[d (6

(1) poSwry "I WOIJ JUSWWOd
10} 9A0qe asuodsar 93s osea[d (8

(1) noSwry "I WOIJ JUSWUIO0d
10} 9A0qe dsuodsar 23s asea[d (L

"SIOPLLIOD
SsouIdp[Im-uou urim Aj191dwod

1220 [[IM O AU} JO UOIONISUOD

UL "'VH U Jo ¢'¢ pue g'¢ SUONOag ul
[1e39p Ul PASSNOSIP dI0M SBAJB SSOUIIP[IM
poreuSIsop pue oFNJo1 OJIP[IM [BUOTIBN
QuownuolA [euoneN ayj uo syoedwy (9

(€1) 99T DPIIA

(Z1) uouuay
jouuy

(rn
9 112q0Y

(o1
Jyoyurf wo[,

(6)
Yoy Aoy

(8)
10doo) Aj1o1)

03]

Uay0)) MuoeN

‘paynsn( oq jouued 210y} uoisuedxa aseq € ‘O1jJeI) JopI0q-SSOId

Ul 9SBOIOOP JUIAI Y USAID) “oFewep AHQO PUB SPLOI YIM PIB[IIAO

uey) Joyjel pajoojoid oq 01 SOAIISOP AUIe)Idd 31 pue ‘erurojije)) woly din Suoy

oY) YJIOM SI BAIR O} UI JJI[P[IM JO AjoLIeA Suizewe oy ], ‘spaiq A[[eroadso ‘oJprim
MIIA 0} BUOZITY UIYINOS 0) [9ART} Ajuonbaly [ pue spuaLly AJ\ "SBIIE SSOUIOP[IMm
pue 03NJoI QI[P[IM YUSWNUOW [RUOTJBU O} UI PUNOJ JeIIqRY JI[P[IM IAT)ISUDS

o1} 03 ISO[O 00} PUB JAT}IIYJD 9q 0} AUI| JOPIOQ A} JO 110U JeJ 00} ST BaIR oYL, (€]

"SSQUIOP[IM 9Y) U0 Joedull JB[NOIYIA PBOI-}JO

puE SPEOI JeOp[IA Ul 9SBAIOUI UB 0} PEd] PUE BAIE Y} JO I9)0RIRYD
SSOUIOP[IM O} 9peISop A[3ueolIuSIs p[nom asearoul uy juridjoo]

o10e-0u0 Arerodwa) JuolInd oy) woij papuedxd oq jou pinoys aseq oyl (71

1oedwr juouewidd € 9ABI] P[NOM UONIR SIY} AQ BAIE oY) JO UOnEpeI3ap
oy L ‘J[os)I Jop1oq oy} Suo[e PIJeIUIIU0D 9q pInoys sjoned oy, "010A0s
9q pinom adeospue] oy} 03 3oedwir oy [, ‘popasu A[[eal jou St uonoe siyy, (11

“JL UIYIIM SPUB] SSOUIOP[IM ) pue 93nJa1 9JIp[im a3 309301d “ased[d (01

‘oseq Arerodwoy
oy} Jo az1s ay) Suisearoul Aq BA SSQUISP[IM ) aSewep Ioypng jou op asedd (6

*AIeSS900UUN ST SIY) JeY) JEI[O OIOW UDAD JI SONBW YOIYM SUOISAI 950y} Y3noy)
UONEBISIW JO 9SBOIOIP JWAI)XO UB U OS[E SBY QIO [, “BoIe Jel[) JO SSOUuIdP[Im

oy uo joedwr peq A19A & 0ARY [[IM PUB AI1BSS9O9UUN SI SIY [, “JUSWNUOIA

[euoneN smoe)) adig uediQ) ur aseq joned a1oe ¢ e Jo vopl oy} Joddns jou op 1 (§

“UIOUINOS UI JOIM B JOAO Juads | "AIessaoouun dseq

I03re] & Suew BAIR SIY) UI SIBIA JUIDAI Ul A[JUBOIIUSIS PASBAIOIP Sey SjueISIwu
PAIUWNO0PUN JO J1jJe} JOPIOQ SSOI) "d1jje} Je[NOIYIA PeOl JJO PUB SPEOI
oI0W UJ J|NSI PNoMm Jseq A} JO uoisuedxy “eaIe oy} JO IOJOBIBYD SSOUIOP[IM
o) JO UOIJRIOLIAIAP ASNED P[NOM SAIJB ¢ O} | WOIJ aseq Ay} Jo uorsuedxy (L

‘SedTe SUIPUNOLINS JO JOJOBIBYD SSAUIOP[IM I} OpeIZap
Apueoyrusrs pinom 31 9snedsaq Juridjooy 210e-221y) Juoueuridd e 03 JuLidiooy 108
-ouo Arerodwo) Juarmyd sir wogj papuedxo 9q jou p[noys aseq 9y, (ponunuod) (9

asuodsay 49D

JOMIIARY

JudWIUO0))

uoned0|

u
09

6¢

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007177



‘sosATeue
VdAN 10} 91enbope a1e soAneuId)[e

YL IMNID Pue ‘ANDIO ‘ddD ym

110JJ9 SAJRIOQR[[0D © SB PILJIUSPI PuB 1y
POSSNOSIP 9I9M SUOIIEO0] JANBUIdNE O}
“IOAOMOY] SIuaWII0d In0A sdjeroardde ggoy | [[PSPOOD Paid “JUSIOLJNSUL A[[B)0] PAIDJJO SOANIBUIANE O] JOPISUOD [ °7
a[[IANT 1e AY[Ide] A1) p[Ing 0} 9q P[noM
ue[d jey) 03 9ATIRUIE }59q QY "uoneoo] pasodoid oy Jo yinos Ajoa1rp Arepunoq
"V 9} JO G'Z UOI}0S Ul PISSNISIp pue [BUOT)BUISIUL 9} UO 2q P[NOYS I "Y}Iou Iej 00} SI uonedo] pasodoid mox °1
POIBUIWIS SEM SATIBUI)[E ST} ‘IOAIMOY . SYTYS SIom SuLmnp SSaUSANIJ or
‘SAASN PuB SN Y3 Jo 3sonbax pue Aouororgje oaoxdwr 0} uoness ofy oy} JO SOUOZ UISISIM 0JOWdI pue YA YO
oY) 1e O[[IAMN'T Ul GO B PaIPIsu0d g | IIPSPOOD PId TVNOLLVNYELNI HHL OL ¥ISO'TD paAo[dop aq 0} paou sjudge ggsn.,
"SBOIE QAT)ISUDS UL SO[OIYAA PeOI-JJO AQ ouop agewep oy} se yons ‘AJLIndas Jo
Jwreu 9y) Ul J9pIoq Ay} Suofe [[e Swo)sAs0d9 anbrun 03 auop Juroq oFewep Jy) Jo
(81) swel[Ip | o1eme os[e we | "seaie Surpaq ul Ay1anoe [oled pue 2Injonnseyul A)LInoss I9pIoq
ouuezng o1qs1A A3y Aq pastwordwod A[snoLias st armjeu ul Surdq Jo juowkolud oy,
‘A1eSsooouun 3seq Sy} Jo uoisuedxd soyew s1edk
Juada1 ur eare adid ueSIQ Oy} Ul OlJjeI) JOPIOQ-SSOIO JO QUI[OIP A, "SSOUIOP[IM
"SI011S1A 01 uado Surpunoxins 9y 03 wirey 2[qeidadoeun Ul 3 NSaI P[nom Inq ‘AILINISS IopIoq
urege 90uo Aewl BAIE PISO[I AY) ‘AILINJS 0} UONNQLIUOD JULOIIUSIS B OYBW JOU P[NOM 9SBQq JUdLINO JY Jurpuedxq (]
dgD pasoxdur yym jeyy 9[qrssod st Iy
"SONSSI AJ1IN00S JOPIOq 03 NP ISM J0JISIA jW9)SAS003 9Iely
01 Pasod 318 ANDJO PUB YMNID Y D) SIY) JO UONEPeISOp Y} 0) ANQLIFUOD JOU Op ISBI[J 'PIPIU JOU SI 2197} uoisuedxo
Jo suonod 9818 ‘¢ UONOAS UI Y oY Ommo@ e aseq & ‘s1ed4 Juaoar ur adrg ue3iQ Jo eare o ur Afjeonewelp paddop sey onyen
Ul PoZA[RUR OS[B 9I9M SIOINOSII [BNSIA 0) : IOPI0Q-SSOIO 9SNBdAE Seare SUIPUNOLINS JO I9JORIBYD SSOUIIP[IM Y} dpeISop
syoedwy (1) poSwry "IN WOLJ JUIWWOD Apueoyrudis pynom 31 osnesdq juridjooy a1oe-0a1y jusueurad e 03 Juridjooy u
10J 9A0qe asuodsar 29s asead (8] a108-0u0 Arerodwo) Juarmd 31 woly papuedxa 9q jou pnoys aseq Jg oyl (L1 09
(91) o0 ot
‘(1) no3wry "I\ WOJJ JUIWWOD ukjore)) uasaxd Apeaie st jey) oseq joned 1opioq ay) puedxo
10J 9aoqe dsuodsar 99s ased[d (L] 0] PI9U OU SI 919} OS BAIR JY) SULIOJUS JB S[EFI[[I JoMI ] "QIOW JUSWUOIIAUD
[eamyeu oY) 1INy AJuo prnom juridiooy 10331q pue oouosaid 1031e] € Juiaey (9]
(1) noSwry "I WOoIJ JUSWUWOod
I0J oA0qe asuodsor 9as asea[d (91 | (ST) WU ‘poarasaxd
s[o1e) 9q ISNUW [P O ANUN0INORq PUB BIALIJ BZAqR)) JO I9)0BIBYD SSQUIAPTIM o] (S
‘(9) oureie)) ‘S| WOy pue Xo|y
JUSWIWOD I0J 9A0QE 9suU0dsar 93s asea[ "SSOUIOP[IM 0 S}ordull JB[NOIYAA PBOI-JJO PUB SPBOI JBOP[IM
“JUSWITIOD INOA 1M s9213e JgD (ST Ul OSBAIOUI UB 0) PBI] P[NOM BAIR Je) Ul s[oJjed paseaIour asnesaq papuedxad
9q Jou pP[NOYS 9seq oY ], ‘Sede SuIPunoLINS Jo IoJOrILyd SSOUIIP[IM dY} 9peISop
(1) poSwry "IN WOIj JUSTUIO0D (49, Apueoyrugis pinom 31 osnesoq juridjooy a1oe -9a1y) Jusuewrad e 03 juridiooy
10J oA0qe osuodsar 0os ased[q (] | STHOTUBIES a10e-3u0 A1eroduwd) JUALING S)1 WO papuedxa aq Jou pnoys aseq 3yl (4]
asuodsay 49D | ToManay JUIUIUIO)) uonedIo| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007178



"SOI0UASE. [BIOPI)

pue 9Je)s A3 [BISAIS 0] Juds d1aM Jndur
SunIo10s S10919] ‘UONIPPE U] "UONBIIJI[OS
sy} 03 asuodsar ur Jg0) Aq pOAIdIAI 919M
SJUAWILIOD [BIOADS “SmoN Joddo) ofy ayp
pue Ie)S A[Ie(] BUOZLIY S} UI JUSWISSISSE

[eyuswuoITAuS STy} aredard o3 jusyur sj1 R4
Jo donou ysiqnd prp JgD ‘sso[yIOUON
“JUOWId)B)S JorduT [2JUSWUOIIAUD (VOdN) “JUQWISSASSY [BIUSTUUOIAUF PUE UOISIOIP
ue jo uoneredaid oyj ur poxmbax | HOHBIOOSSY sty Surdoos ur paAjoAur sem — aFpajmouy] Aw 03 uaznid djeAlid 10 ‘dnoid
Auo st suonengar Ajijeng) [ejuswuoiaugy | UOHBAISUOD 1saxa1ur o1pqnd ‘dnoi3 UOIBAIISUOD 10YJ0 AUB JOU — UONRZIULTIO AW “10J09S SIY)
uo [ouno)) ay) £q pauyap se  Jurdoog,, | SFHEd [BUOHEN UL SJUSWISSASS Y [BIUSWIUOIIAUL SNOIAdId [BIOASS UO pajudwiod Suraey o1idsa(q
Koy
siy) Jo Suruued oy ur poaAJOAUL A[ojeWInUL
u29q pey Ssey uones ofy JgSn [890] 9y 1 dop ases|q R4
“JOAIMOY JUSWIOD InoA sajeroardde ggo | [1°9SPOOD PaI "AYITIOR] SIY) POAU 1O JuBM JOU OP SIdJIJJO pue uonensiuwupe J¢ [edof ay L, ‘sd
"(€1°€ PUB ‘¢ “p'€ SUONDIS) 1OV TIeA
uBd[) pue (01 '€ UOND9S) 10V IV UB3[)
(6°¢ UO193S) 1OV UOIBAIOSAI] OLIOISIH
[euoneN ‘SMASN YHM UOT)BI[NST0D
£ uo1300g Jewto, Suroguo Surpnjour "S)oE 19jBM
(8¢ uonoag) 10y saroadg parosuepuy UB9[O PUE SJOB IIB UBJ[O ‘S)OB UONBAIdSAId [RIN)) pue [BOLIOISTH 90V So10adg t
o “(§°¢ Uo109S) 10V SSOUIIPI M pa1o3uepuy Oy SSOUIIP[IAN OY} o9pn[oul A3 Inq [[& WAy} ISI] J,UBD [ "SME[
oy ym A1dwos 03 onunuood [[im pue [e1opoy ddnnu JO UONR[OIA UI 9q [[IM NOA 9Sh PUE UONONINSUOD SUIOP AI9Y) JNO
APua1ms s1 gg) Moy SanudpI v SIy) IIYAN -o1qnd [e1ouss oy Jo IsnI) Ay} 9s00] noA os sue[d INOA Yjm pajsnI) 9q jou
“I0oAOMOY Suotod moA sajerodrdde g | MPSPOOD PIId | ueo nok jey) smoys 11 "SI 31 SMOU| J1 SUIPESI SUOKUR PUE d0IB) B ST i SIUD oY [
vd
oU) JO '€ PUE '] SUOI}OAS Ul PAQLIOSIP "119S0p A1) ssooe Appomb Suryiem
SB ‘SeoIe SSOUIOP[IM Pue “YMNJID 9q 1,uoM s)udFe INO X "SSAUIIP[IA\ [[E ST UOLIRIS SIY} Aq POIOAOD 9q O} BaIE
INNDJO a3 uo syoedur 1omay 10y oy se dew oY) UO UMOYS BIE O] JUSWIUOIIAUD [eInjeu oy) 0} Joeduwl SNOPUSWAL)
MO[[E [[IM g0 QUL "SI9IN0SAI [BIN[ND mnoyim sqol 1oy op way) dAey pue eare oy oyur 9jdoad ¢ - 91 sonpoxnur “Th
pUE ‘SOTUIOU0DA0TI0S ‘SN PUE[ ‘SIAJOBILYD ued NoK JUIY) nOA op Moy ISn[ JUSWUOITAUS [eINEU ) 0) Sy "SSIU STy}
SSOUIOPTIM ‘SOT}aT)sAk sojerodIoout [[UN 197} JNO , JUSWUOIIAUS UBWINE],, OU SEM 9IS , JUSTUUOIIATS UBWINT,, JBYA\
ATOATIOQ[0D JUSWUOIAUD UBWny Y} -areurdoxddeur st ‘o31jod 9q 03 ‘TSNOJ INOX “TOOT 92urs JeaA 1od sowm drdnnu
“IOADMOY Suatod MoA sajeoardde g | [19SPOOD pald 11 SUIALIP U23q 9ABY [ "(L6T UI O[qRI(T [Op OUIWE)) SINUS Y} SA0IP ISIJ [ °¢
asuodsay 49D JIMITANY JUIWO0)) uonedo| #

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007179



"sIe0A

[BI0AS ISE] 9} J0F 9sn J03ISIA U0 doe[d

Ul U09q ALY OIYM SUOIOLI)SAI 90NPal

01 JANDJO 9[qeUo urese [[1m yorgm
K)11n09s 19pI1oq parnbar oy Jurasmyoe

Jo juowd[o Aoy € s1 uoneoo| pasodoid ayp
ur gOJ 9y Jo juswooe[d AJInoas 19pioq

‘gaIR 9y Ul suonerodo pue A39jenS [€)0) INOA

Jo juouodwod & se 1e31qey SJIP[IM PUE QJI[P[IM UO SB [[oM SB JUSWNUOJA [BUOIIBN
smoe) odid UBSIQ JO SOOINOSAI [RININD PUR [BINJRU Y} UO dABY P[nom AJJIoe]
pasodoid oK yey; syoeduwr oyy 9ouLISQNS PUR [1BISP AIOW UL SOPN[OUI (¢ pue
‘Anuo Jo syod 1e 10 Jop10q Ay} Fuo[e A[ISO[D 2IOW SUONOIPIAIUI 0] SIIINOSAI 9SAY)

2Insud 03 ST NNDJO Ul S9IN0SI [RINYND “6F
pue [eINJRU JO UON92301d 103 UONN|OS UL} 3uneoo[[e-01 J0/puk ‘aseq Y} 10J SUOIIBIO[ IO ‘AJIUIdIA SIY} Ul aseq Sunerodo
3u01159q QU VA SIY} Ul PIZA[eUR Udq pIemiIo] © Jo pedjsur juowasoiduir peor A1[1oe] 1o[[ews & SUIPN[OUI SOAIJRUIM)[R
Sey] SOAIBUId)[E 9[qeuosedl Jo o3uel [[0f Jo a3uel [[nJ oY) Je A[SnoLias s)0o] (g ‘o1jqnd pojsaIolul oy} SOA[OAUT 10139q
JuowoA[oAUl d1[qnd Jo [9A9] ojerrdordde (1 yep suo uowole)s Joedwl [ejuoWUOIIAUS JJeip & Sulredald Aq suoneraqrjop
ue Jurpn[oul yUSWNOOP [BIUSWUOIIAUD InoK onuIuod noA Jey) yse 9 "ss9001d VAN [[1Y U} [IM SoWod A[uo
s1y) Jo uoneredad 10j oouepmg 1By} UOIJBIOPISUOD [NJaILd 9} o1nbor pjnom juswunuow [euoneu e dpIsur AIroey
VdAN dreudoxdde pamoroy sey 490 VOdN JUOWIOOIOJUD MB[ PIJJBIS “0108-0311) © 10J [esodold & jey) Sno1Aqo Swads 31 4o} uf
"PasnaI oq [[IM SA1dN200
Apuarmo dured [eonoe) oy jey) a10e
ouo 9y -(Juooelpe saId® [RUOIIPPE T PUER “JUQWINJ0P SIY}
‘dwres 1BO1)O®) QYY) 0} AWOY A[JUALIND ‘QI0B Ul POYSI[qeIS? U29q J0U Sey AJI[10.] SIY} JO AZIS Y 10 POAU AU [, "UOIBIIPISUOD
1) sa1de ¢ Jo 810} & 30edwl [[IM A)I[IoR) [NJa1ed NJoILd Id}Je dUOP 9q AJuo PInoys juswdo[oAap yorym uodn ‘quowrnuowr ‘S
mau Ay ], "pajoedwir 9q 03 ANUIIUOI [[IM [eUONBU YSLIAYD B SI SIY [, (JUlId)00J 2108-0M) B UI J[NSAT AUO [[IM SOIOR
210B 2UO SIY], "VH [-0ly 1ourgs oy ur o211} asn 03 uorsstuaad Furaey jey) uonduinsse os[ey Ay} AYA\ (OSBIIIUL %G| Y}
Passasse a1om d1d. [ SIy uo spoedur oy AYA\ "S210B 0M] 9q [[1M JuLId)00] d1f3 Jey) Surjels ‘SOIo. 921U} JOJ SYSB JUIUISSISSY
‘o10€ | syoedwr dwes [eo130.) JUOLIND O ], VOdN [EIUSWIUOIIAU SIY} JOA pUB ‘0I0B QUO SISI [[OA\ Soeq 1 g0 JuoLnd oy [,
(1op1oq oy} wolj Jej 1oyjer K1[1oe) paje[osl
sty Sursodoud o[Iym ‘[njosn pue papasu Yjoq SWIS YOIYM ‘Q[[IAaNT 38 O
Er A (SREN & Suruueld jou a1e NOA AYm IOPUOM SN SOYBW YOIYAA “O[[IASNNT SB [ons ‘A1jud
ur gO4 9[[1A9N'T Y} JO UOISSNOSIP Jo spod 3e s1n990 Jey) d1jjer) [e39[]1 JO Junowe ISeA Y} JI9A0 paziseydud usdq
oy 09 “oejurApE [BONOE] O[NI] ap1aoxd seq uondeo1ojur AUNOoYoRq Jey) UISIUO0D SWOS U SBY I [ [ ANUN0d INO
0} POUIULI)OP SEM UONEBIO] Y} UdYM 10Jud A1} 219YM 0 JOSO[D SIISSOIO J9pI0q 1dad1ajur 10 S3UISS01d Jopioq JudAald 03 Ly
POIBUIWIID INQ ‘PAIOPISUOD SEM JATIRUI} B 1op1oq [en}o. 9y} 0} J9SO[d duwir} [duuosidd pue Aouow dy) puads 0} 9A1}0IJJO 10w
O A[IANT YL VA IYJO 1 oW 31 P[NOA\ (,S01n0saI oA Suroe[d aq pnoys nok aoe[d ayp sy s ssov0xd
uonoag ur papraoad st uoneoo] pasodoid Surdoos ot} ur pauonUAW U ALY P[NOM Pue ‘Funor| st suonerddo pue
oY) ur gOJ oy 10J peau pue asodind oy, VOdN £391e1)S INOA JO 1XIU0D IOFIB[ OU) UL PAAU S, AJ[10B] SIY} SULIOPISUOD ‘QSIMINI]
“JUSWIUOJIAUD AU} U0 Joedull SSO] 9ARY pUE
"Spadu ggD) 199U Jou Jodeayd 2q 03 2a01d JyS1w pue ‘Je payoo] 9q AJUIRIIdD PINOYS I INQ ‘DANJBUII[E
SOOP 31 9SNEBOIQ PAJEUII[D JNQ PAIIPISUOD SIY[} 9SIOPUD AJLIBSSO00U oM I} KBS 03 Jou S Jey ], ‘peos ayy Suraoxdur Ajdurs st
OATJRUIO}E UR SB /H [eUl) oY) JO ' Surdoos SuLmnp poyIIuAPI U SABY PINOYS JBY} JAIIBUIdI[E SNOIAQO U0 U] ‘Ofy 9
uonoas ul papnjour st Ais gO. posodord woly pakodap uoym uor3al sIy) YOBAI 0} JJBIS 10J UL} JO JUNOWE UTBIIID B SINE)
9y} 0] PrOI $SA008 A} JO JustoAoIduw] VOdN 11 9sneoaq st (gO.]) oseq Sunerad() premIo, oY) 10J UOSBII Y} JT “D0URISUI 10|
asuodsay 49D JIMITANY JUIUWO)) uonedo| #

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007180



‘404 2y Jo Apiqisuodsar Jo vare
uryim Jo uonel§ oly oy urgiim sunerodo

syua3e Jo Joquinu 9y} d3urYD J0U Pnom {(JANDJO) JUSWNUO [euoneN smoes) odig RS
04 oy ‘('] UON0ag) V4 oY) Ul pajess se ued1Q oyl pue (YMNJID) 9S0Joy JIPIIA\ [BUOHEN ©IdLI] ©Zoqe)) dY} Y}oq Uo
‘10A2M0Y SjudWWOd MoK sajerodrdde Jgo adgo punoi3 oy uo sjudde [oned IopIog "S°N JO Joquunu dyj dsearoul [[im 3o3foxd siy ],
OV uonelis "SOIAL}OR UOTOIPINUL SULIND [JARI} PIZLIOJOUL PROI-JJO
ofy ayy urgym suoneiado joned 1opiog Areroadss ‘saniAnoe [oned 10piog "S M JO s1ovdull 9y} SSOIPPER JSNW Y3 JUSLIND
Jo uo1ssnosIp 93ed-0 © surejuod yg oY) “9I0JRISY [, JO9LI00 JOU SI SIY T, "gO.] oY) pue uonels oly oy) woly Keme €S
[-0ly 12UIgS 600T Y} JO 9'€'T UONIAS SanIAn)OR [0l Jopiog "S'N Jo sjoedur oy sassaIppe v 109[o1g Jomo], 1-ofy
‘10A9M0Y SJuSWIWOD 0K sajerodidde Jg0 adgo 72uTdS 6007 23 1Y) Sa1e)s A[snosuos 10afoxd uorsuedxs gO ay) 10J VH oYL
"g0d 2y Jo Ajiqisuodsal jo eae urgm 'sasodind 19Y)0 10 UONOIPIOIUL 0] [OAR)
10 uone)g ofy oy upim Suneiado syuage peoi-pjo ur oedud A[penusjod (e p[nod oym syuade [oned Jopiog ‘S’ JO JdqUINU ¢
JO Joquunu ayy S3UBYD JOU PINom O Y} UL 9SBAIOUI P[OJ-991Y) © JO s1ordulil 9y JO SISA[RUR OU SI 9107 194 ‘GO Y
oy} ("1 uondaS) Y 9y} Ul pajess sy adgo J0 yunrdiooy oy ofdin 03 $309s 100f01d JUSLING S} TRyl USAIS Jurod [BONLID © ST STy |
‘pa1Indo0 jou aaey 309foxd sourgs
oY) 10J VA pue [SNOA 6002 U} JO Sijouaq pajoadxs oy pue syuade [oned
(ago) Iopiog 'S’ Aq [2ABI) puB 3sn J[OIYIA peoI-JJo Jo sjoedwr oy ozATeue A[orenbape
Aisealq jou pIp (VH) JUSWSSISSY [LIUaWUOIAUL pue (ISNOJ) 10edwy jueoyusig s
[eorsojorg ON Jo Surpury] 7augs 6007 2Y) 9snedaq SIsK[eue 60z oy 01 109foxd uorsuedxa
'9Z pue [ [ paioquinu sasuodsal 90g 10§ Iojusyy (904 9seg SuneradQ piemio] sy 10j sisAJeue ay) 1on 03 ajeridorddeur st p
“UONINIISUOD JO
uonenur 03 Joud mef ojqesrjdde 1oyjo Aue
PUE JOV UOT)BAISSAIJ JLIOISI [BUOIIEN
oy yym douerdwod jo1dwod osfe [[im
dgD 'pausis pue pazifeuly 3utaq [SNOJ
oy 03 Jorxd pajerduwons aq [[im ssao0xd £ “JuSWISIL)S JordWl [BJUSWUOIIAUS [[Nf € Op pue ssa001d ay yirm
uonoas oy, 10afoxd sty woiy uroySuoid anunuod 3sed[d ‘TSNO. JO SuIpury € juariem ),ussop AJUIelIsd pue ‘suorjeziuesio 0s
uerouog uo syoedwr SurpreSar gM.ISN IOUJO JO SIUSWIIOD S} PUL SHUSUNUO Y JN Aq PassaIdxa se Juarorgnsur
1M UOIEI[NSUOD / UONIAS 10y saroadg ST Wy{ 1JeIp 9Y ], "PIZI[eUL) dIe dskq dY) 10NNSU0d 0 sue[d 210J9q 1NdJ0 SIY) 1By}
paIoguepuy [BWLIO] UL APJUSLIND ST Jg)) (VOdN) 95n [ 'pamo[[0f 218 SME[ U01309)01d [BIN)[NO PUB [BJUSWUOIIAUS IOYI0 PUE VST
"V dAN JO doueping oy Jopun JudioLjns VAN UM SOWO0d AJUO JBY} UOTJRIIPISUOD PUE AUTNLIOS O} SOAIOSIP JUSWNUOUT
oIe Yy 9y ur paquiosap se spoeduwy | 148 WA 3Y) JO UONOAS )OI B UL ASB] JUSWIADIOJUD MB[ DUBADPE UR JO UOTONIISUOD Y],
asuodsay 44D JIMITAY JUWWO)) uonedIO| #

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007181



"pAUBLs S ISNOA
oy 210J9q pajo[dwod 9q [[1m UOIIR}NSUOD
£ uonoag uroy3uold ueiouog uo 30oford

-91qerjoaun suorurdo AN snoradrd

IOpURI YOIYM “YH JUSLIND O} PUB YV 00T Y} Ul JUSWIDIOJUD JO ANISUUL

oy Surpredar 1oLy JO SUIWIIL)S JUIISISUOIUI Y JO JYSI| ur A[[eroadss “yo Sy} 10
pajueLIRM ST 10V SA109dS paroSuepuy oy) JO / UONOIS IOPUN UOHRINSUOD [BULIO]

‘oyenbopeur
VA pue [ISNOAJ JeIp siy) Suriapuar ‘pazAeue A[oyenbape usaq jou aaey

sty Jo syoedut Surpre3ar SMASN Ym uroySuoid uerouog uo uorsuedxd g4 oyl woij syoedwr oyi ySnoyp se sieadde 31 o
UOIIB)NSU0D / UONOOS [BULIO UT A[JUSLIND
S gD Ienqey woysuold ueIouos ‘pozZIWIUIW 9q P[NOYS SISN IOY)0 pue
urgim 1o uonels ofy oy urgim Suneredo pazuojowr woij syoedwr yorym Surmp sw e ‘porrdd Furumey uroyduoxd oy 03
Apueimo syueSe Jo roquinu dy) dFueyd spuodsa1100 yorym /(Jouuosiad z¢-+¢) Joquaydog ySnoxyy (dy woig ooerd oxe)
10U pInom gO 3y ‘VH 3y Ul pAeIs sy adgaon 1% gOA popuedxo oy je pauone)s [ouuosiod Jo [9A9] 3S9YSIY oy ‘A[oreuniiojun
'd0d styrjo
uorsuedxa ue Aq syoeduwr asoty ur asearour pajedionue oy Se [[om se sjudSe [oned
Iopiog SN AQ O1jJe1} A[OIYOA PBOI-}JO JULINO Jo sjoedur SunsIxa ay) ozAeue
(600 “T1 Jsnwr A11In09S pue[owWoy Jo juaweda(q 'S N pue SM A oy ‘uorsuedxa jo9foxd
19quiaoa( parep ‘6800-6002-4-01+CC 4S SIY}) 10, PUNOIS Y} UO SIUATE JO JOqUINU O} YIIM PIIBIDOSSE AIANOR O[OIYOA ‘56
Toquinu Og SAJ 99s) utoy3uoid ueIouos PeOI-JJO JO JUNOWe dY) Jou gO,J oY} 18 pajedo] syuage [oned I9piog 'S’ WOl
oYy Jo d3uer ) ssoIoe suonerado syoeduwir oy pazA[eue 10u sey SAMA €. renqey si pue uroy3uoxd oy 01 s1BAIY)
dgD U0 SMJ yim paynsuoo Aouage JueolJTuSIS 9q 0) ONUIIUOD PUL UOQ ALY dSUOASOI JUOWIIOIOJUD M [BIOPD,]
oy ‘v [ ofy oy parorduwioo ggo uoym\ adgaon paxmbal pue AJAIOR S[OIYSA PBOI-JJO PUE OLjel) 100J AFD),, ‘A[ereuniiojun
asuodsay 49D JIMIIAY JUIWILO)) uonedo| #

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mvm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007182



VA 6007 Y3 Ul seare sty Joj pajorpaid
sem pue pakojdop sem A3ojouroo) Jefrurrs
2I0M SUONEBOO0] JOUJO Ul PIoudLIadxo

dgD yeym o3 aerwis st suoisudyardde

ur oseaIoul [elIUL SIY], Teuonerodo
owedaq SI9MO} JoU[gS Y3 dJUIS

IB0A o1 UI SeaIe Yjoq Ul A[[enueisqns
paseaour aaey suotsudyardde jo roqunu
oy} ‘A[ojeun}Iojur) ‘seare 9SOy ojul
SUOISINOUIL J[OIYOA FUIONPAL UL [NJSSAIINS

U99q aALY JANDJO PUB YMNID
Suo[e JoLLIBq O[OIYIA o) 1]} S9d13e gD

adgo

YT 19pI0q OJIX3N/ 'S

o) 03 19s0[9 Juridjoog justadiojud Arewtid oy [Jssordwod sny) pue ‘AOUSIOIIO
JUSWIOOIOJUD SJudSe JgS[) 9OUBYUD P[NoM,, 109[01] Jomo] [-oly jourgs oy Jo
UOONI)SUOD JY} PUB [JOPIOq Y} J& JOLLIEq S[OIYA dY} JO osnedaq] (800ZAd) 8¢
01 ($00TAd) UI 9SG WOIJ POseaIoap SaIZIas J[0IYaA,, 1By} VH Pue [SNOJ 6007
oy} Ul JUSWYE)S A 031dsap SI O1jje) 9[OIYOA PBOI-JJO UL 9SBIIIOP B JO JO'[ oYL
ddewe( Jo uonevIUIWNIO(

8¢

‘97 pue [ [ Joquunu sasuodsar 999

adgo

‘pIeAul pue ojenbapeur A[93o1dwod

SISAJeuR JUdLIND SIY} SIOPUAI sjuae [oned Joplog ‘S () £q [oABD) AUNod

-$S010 woJy sjoedwll JUBOJIUSIS ‘PONUNIUOD 0} SOUIIIJAI AUB dpN[oul 0) Sul[Ie] pue
sisATeue j00lo1g 1omo], 1-0fy 7ou1gS 600 9} 0} SULIAL], “PI[RAUI JO/PUR JOALI0OUL
9q 03 umouy sI jey) uonewoyur uodn A1 03 Aoudde ayj saxnbar vy pue [SNOAJ
600Z 241 01 GO 2y1 puedxa 03 309(01d juo1md ay) 10} Vo pue [SNOA Y} SuLar],

s
parduiod Suraq 10u ST OJAL Y} PUE 9[JIYIA PI[AYM ‘PIZLIOIOW B JO SN A} (1M
‘sosed jsouwr ur ‘aq 0} sreadde oonjoeld [ENIOR oY) ‘10AIMOY “IOLIJU] JO Juduntedaq

Pue ‘SMJ 'S’ “901AI0G 15910, 'S’ ‘AI1Inoag pueowoy jo juswiiedoq
oy} usaMIdq (NOIA) SUIPUE)SIOPU) JO WNPUBIOWAIN 9007 oY} Yim douerduiod
ut AJuo pue (/¢ o3ed 1)  A1eSso0ou uaym,, AJuo doe[d Surse; se so[oryoA Suisn

sosuodsar juage [oned Jopiog ‘S’ 9qUOSAP VA Pue [SNOA 2419S 600 YL

‘404 Y1 Jo uorsuedxa ot 10J SIsA[eue
JUSLIND QY) Ul PASSAIPPE J0U SI SIY} Inq ‘prieaur uoaoid sey posiuaid sem sisk[eue
1ouTdS 6007 1eursuo ay) yorym uodn uonduwmnsse juedyyrugis € ‘9I0JoIdy

-03nJoy SJIPIIA [BUOHBN BZAQR)) UO SINIANIY

[one  1opiog [e39[[] YIM PJBIOOSSY S[IRLL 9[IIYdA Papnud podar 110z Anf
‘1o1193u] JO Juounedd( 'S ) Y} MIIALI 0} AJLINOSS PUB[OWOY Jo judwiedoq
pue [oned IopIog pue swoisn)) ‘S () Y} St I '159q e Apods st Sunaodor
PUB Y MNJD Y} UO PISLIIOIP JOU SBY SINIANIR UONIIPIAIUL (1M PIJRIJOSSE
o1jJeI) 9[OIYSA PrOI-JJO [oNed Iopiog 'S N JI sk sieadde 31 ‘A[oreunjiojuny

asuodsay 49D

JOMIIARY

JudWIUO0))

uoned0|

LS

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9y} J10J JUDUISSISSY [BIUIWUOIIAUT JPeI(
XLIJEJA] dsuodsay judwmo))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007183



'y xipuaddy jo ired se y{ [euny
oy} ul papn[oul 9q [[IMm JoPI[ siy], “dwred

‘ATojerpowiul 9[qe[reae Ajorjqnd opew 9q 1SN UOHBWLIOJUL SIY [, ‘PAIINII0
asea1oul pres 10J $s9201d VAN U} uoym 1o ‘st Ajroeded woysAs ondas ur asearour
P10J-221Y) 9y} JOJ UOHBIUAWNIOP VAN Y} 2JoUM JBd[d Jou OS[. SI J] “}un
o3reyosip doop uosiad-z¢ © 01 papuedxd sem wosAs ondas oy usym I1ed[d jou
SIJ] "9SN UI 9SBAIOUI P[OJ-92IL[} B 9JEPOWIWIOIL [[IM YV PUB [SNOA 600 Y3 Ul
PaqLIOSIP WAIsAS o13das oY) Moy Jed[d J0U SIJ] . 'UONBIO] JUDLIND 3} 01 9IS [[OA

[eoN0k) oY) 18 WSAs ondos areyosip sojeq o) woiy pasowr dwed oy usym SA SN PUB JANDJO Y3 Juswdoide oy} P
-doap Ayoedes uosiod-z¢ e jo uoneeIsul Jo 1xed se paqessur [] wivsAs ondas aSreyosip-doop ‘uosiad-z¢,, e se (9-7 a3ed je)
oy Butaoxdde (yuspuauiadng ‘ezieg PaqLIoSap st wdysAs ondas ayy 9oofoad uorsuedxe g, ofy oy 103 VI QLN
0077 Aq pausis) WNDJO woy dg) £q apur X (s aSed 1e)  ordoad 1 01 dn,, 105 A11oededs € yyim paquIosap ST WISAS
POAIOODI SEM “O10C ‘L AIN[ PIIEP 1o13] V aso ondas ayy ‘pafo1g 1Mo, [-0fy 12u1gs Ay 103 VE PUE ISNOJ 600T 243 U
"PaI131 S1 VA SIY} YoIyM 0) pue ‘v
pue [SNOJ 600 93 UI 9[qB[IRAR SPLW SEA By} UORWLIOJUI  uorsnnur Jo ydop
0} 90URIDO},, Y} YIIA JOI[JUOD Ul oq 03 1eadde pinom SIy [, *9pIs YLIOU Y} UO Punoy
SEM 1B} 9SN J[OIYIA PROI-JJO WO} oSewep Jo JUI)XS Y} [BIASI JOU PIP O[qeI(]
"S[qELIBA ST PAINOaXa 9 Ued UOHOIPISIUL [op ourwe)) [ JO OPIS YINOS Y} JO Inoj Sur{[em Y "Peol dYj JO dPIS YINnos ay} uo
SATIORJIS ISOUI JY) YIIYM Je I9p1oq a1} uey) o[qe1(] [Op ourwe)) |4 JO 9pIs YHOU 9y} UO ‘SLI0LJO UOIIPIUI [013e Joplog 09
WOIJ AOUBISIP Y} “9OUITI[AUI d]qeuonoL 'S’ woyj Ajqewnsaid ‘s)oe1) 9[OIYOA PLOI-JJO AIOW JeJ PUNoj M “YMNID
pue ‘Ayjiqe[reae feuosiod ‘uresso) Ay} JO IN0) S, 191Ua)) oY) Surmp ‘19A3MOp (s aSed 1e)  Jeonoeid se 1opioq
0yon( 'd]qeonoeld se 19p10q oY) 0) 3S0[0 [eUOIRUINUI Y} 0} ASO[J SE,, 9q 0} Sem  uoIsniul Jo yydop oy 03 90ULI[0),,
Se UonoIpIajul S)I Snd0j 0} SaNUNRUOd JHD adaon o Jo yuayur oy 09fo1g 1omo], 1-ofy aurgs ay) 10f VA pue [ISNOJ 6002 Ui Ul
"pouBIs ST ISNOA
Y} 21039q paje[duos 3q (1M uoHE)NSUOD "109(01d s1yy 10J pajueLIRM SI 10y $o109dg paseguepuy oY) Jo
L UOTAS "UIOYSUOIJ UrIOUOS U0 109f0xd L UOI109S Iopun S\ Y uonensuod jeurso “uroysuord ueiouo§ paroguepuo
sty Jo syoedut SurpreSor SMASN YHm oy 103 Aqreroadss queolyrugis oq 03 A[ONI] 918 YOIyM ‘9sealoul SIy) Jo syoeduwur
UONB)[NSUOD / UOTO9S [RULIOJ UT APJUSLIND oy azATeue jou seop 1oaloid uorsuedxs g oyl 10§ VA YL YOV 9y jo uoniod 65
SIdgD eIqey Woysuold UBIOUOS WI0)SaM 3 Ul sjoxed Jo AJISUQIUT 9y UI 9SBAIOUL UR 3q [[IM 9I3Y) I8y} J83[0
urg)m o uonelg ofy ot uryim sunerado Swaas 1 YOV oy ur sdin joned 000‘sT Y pasoderxnl gO.J 2y) pue uonerg
Apuaimo sjusge Jo sequinu oy d3ueYo ol o3 ueam)aq sdr1y 9[9IYOA U UOTIONPAI € YIIM A4 ‘uorsuedxo g oy Jo
jou p[nom gO4 Y} VA Y3 Ul pAjels sy adgaon J[NSAI B SB AJTATIOR JUOWIDOIOFUD UT 9FUBYD OU dq [[1A 910} 18y} $1s983NS Vi oYL
asuodsoy 494D JOMITAY judwIwIo)) uonedo| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007184



"pousIs S1 [SNOJ 2y} 210J9q pa3o[dwod
9q [[IM UONEB}NSUOD / UONOIS "UIOYIUOId

‘SAMASN £q papraoiad suorurdo snorasid uo £ja1 jouued
[oned 1opiog “enqey woyduoxd pardnooo urgim Ajsusjur joned sasearour yorgm

ueIouog uo 109foxd sty jo syoedut ‘Y YeIp SIy) pue V' 600 Y} U0am)aq SYIYS AJISUSIUT JUSWAIIOJUS Jurpiedar 99
Sup1e3ar SA SN IM UOLIRINSUOD SIUWIO9 )08} S)USUIDNR]S JO AOUD)SISUOOUTL O} USAID) "5 LJBIP SIY) 10 pojuBLIem
L U003 Teutiof ut APuaLIno St J€) jutor S1 10V so10adg pareSuepuy 9y} JO / UOINOAS IOpUN UORINSUOD [BULIOJ ‘YoNS Sy
"pausis st [SNOA
o) 210J9q PYa[dwod oq [[1am UONE)NSUOD ‘premisom gQ oY) WOIJ 9JeULd P[nom
L U0 "UIOY3UOIJ UBIOUOS U0 103f0xd ey sdin pue ‘so[Iw ‘owin Jeuonippe 10j [enusjod oY) 9zAeue J0 9SOISIp 10U
sty Jo syoedut Surpre3ar SMASN Ym soop 4 yelIp o) ysnoy ‘wroy3uoid uerouog parofuepuo oy} se yons saroods 10y
UOHE)[NSU0d / UOHIIS [BULIO) UL APUSLING 1e11qRy Jueodwl SOPN]OUL O] Y} JO 1S9M BAIR S, "SIIYS yons 01 saouanbasuod $9
SLdgD Ienqey woysuold ueIouos oFre[ o1e 010U} YSNOY) Y5 LRIP oY) UL PIJOI[JOI ST W) pue sonisudjur joned
urgm 1o uone)s ofy oy urgim Sunerodo uI 1J1YS SIY) JO SISA[RUR ON YOV JO uoniod UI)sam 9y} Ul 9SeaIoul [[1m [oxed
Apuermo syuede Jo roquinu oY) dFueyd SIUWIO9 JO SONISUdIUI 18y} T8O ST I YOV oy urpim sdun joned g ST JO UOIUNAI
jou pjnom g Ay vV 3y Ul p3jess sy jutof nq ‘vones ofy oy pue O oY) Usdm1aq sdLr) S[OIYIA UL UOTIONPAI B YA
‘pre3a1 siy) ul vy
[eurq 1-oly 1ourgs ays £q papraoid suonosoford pue s)oej Im S9[10U001 O
ofy 9y} MOY U0 UOHBIIFLIB]D 3SaNbaI 9 A\ €., 1OpI0q a1y} 0} I9SO[0 dLFen} JESN 9
SHuowwos Suraow,, 9q P{NOM SLIOJJS JUSWIAVIOFUD Jey) [0k Jopiog £q pajers K[1ea[o sem
"09 Joqunu asuodsar 00§ jurof pue uondwnsse 10 seM I VINONNSBIUL JOU[S Y} JO UOHONNSUOD Y} 1Y
"10al01g 19MO ], [-0[y JUTgS AU} JO JUSIUL Y} 0} UOHOIPENUOD UI JO8 P[NOM
pue ‘syoeduur osoy) 91qI00exd ATU0 p[nom g ayj Jo juridiooy pue Aroededs oy
SUISEOIOU] "9SUIUI UTBWSI UOTIRIO] O] 9y} Wolj Suneuews sjoedwr pojeroosse
pue d1jjeI) A[OIYSA JES[) ‘USY) SOUIS " IOPI0q 3y} 0} I3SO[0 dLJer) JS,, dA0W €9
SIUWO9 01 PuB “YMNJID PUB JANDJO Sapn[out jey) uoidar oy ur  Juridjoo] JuswadIofud
“T1 Toquinu asuodsar 90§ jarof ay) 9onpax,, 01 pastwoid 600z Jo v 103[01 1m0 [-0ly 19u[gS oY
ERE]IT
SIU} J0J JuUdWno0p uoIsiodp djeridordde
o) ST [SNOJ ® 12y} pauruuoip sey | (Suouwwioo
dgD (¢ € uonoas) 10y SSOUIOP[IAL Y} JIO[) QOUBI[[Y
puE ‘SIS YIM UONEINSUOD / UONDIS PUBISI
[eurio,] Suroguo Surpnpout (8°¢ UONIAS) AyS pue
1V soadg paroSuepug oy ‘(¢r¢ | AR BHAIS 09
PUB ‘G"€ ‘b€ SUONDIS) 10V IR AN UBI[D QUPIIM
“(01°¢ uonaag) 1oV a1y uea) gy um | IO STPUJd
Adwos 01 anunuod [[IM pue AJULLIND ‘uonieo) -oyeurdoxddeur pue pejueriemun st ([SNOJ) 1oeduwy jueoyruSis oN jo Suipur] v
ST gD Moy seynuopt g siy], ‘uoruido | SSOUWOPIIAM "SOOINOSII SSIUIOP[IM PUE “OJI[P[IAM “IOJBA ‘I8 JUIPN[OUL “SJUDUWIDD PoIddJFe Joleu
oA ym soardesip A[npoadsar Jgd BUOZLIY Jo sisAeue ojerrdoxdde opraoxd AQyuarorns jou seop Yo JYei[ ay) ‘A[oreuniioyun
asuodsay 49D JOMITANY JUIUIUIO)) uonedIo| #

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007185



‘ddgSn Joj aSejueape
[eo1308) 159q O} SI9Jjo uonoe pasodoid

'S9INSBAI) [RINJRU S,BOLIOWY J09)01d 0) POOU JUf} SWII} SWIES ) I8 J[Iym

oY) pue pazAJeuE Ud9q IABY SIANBUIdNE | UIIOqUIEYD) JIOPI0q O} 2INJS 0) PAAU A} SSAIPPE 1B} SoAleuId) e do[oadp pue 109foxd suy) <t
Jo a3uel [nj © Jey) PIUIWINIP SeY JED emey 10} Pasu ay] Je YOO JoYjoue dye) AJLMOoS pue[owo] Jo juswiredod oy 1ey) Jse |
‘O Y} 38 PAUOTILIS IO JUSWNUOA
pue 93y oy Yim Surjiom sjuoge
J0J UOIJBONDA [BOIULIOQ PUB AFI[P[IM .
‘[BIUSWUOIAUD 10F d[qIsuodsal aq 0} 58nyoY 3} 0} SIONSIA 1L
UOSIBI[ [BUOHEONP UE 91831 0} 193030 | UrIaquiey) pUE SO0IN0SI 95NJoy 03 SurAey 18 Ao} Spoedwur oY UO POJEONPO 0q 0} PSU
Sunprom a1e YMNID PUe JANDJO ‘ddD eine’| sjuoSe [oxne JopIog JBY) SAI[AQ 0) SUI SPEI[ BIOLI] BZoqe)) 18 90udLIadxa AN
“UOTJBT}IUT UOT}ONISUOD
03 Jorid pa3o[dwod oq [[Im UONEINSUOD
sy, 309foxd siypy woy uroyguoid .
ueIouog uo spedu SuIpIeSaI SMASN "INy I3y Jo yury) o ow sured J1 ury) pooy A[AI] 119y} 0} predar ou 0
)M UOH)[NSUOD / UONOAS G0V $a10adg | UIIdqUIBYD | yyim sonunuod 9ouasaid Peol Jjo ot J] “UONUIYE INO PAdU JEY} S[BWIIUE ) JO MI]
pa1aguepuy [eutiof ut APuaLno st 440 vme] © 1sn[ oI1e s18q PISON-SUOT 19SS Y[, PUB WIOYSUOI] UBIOUOS PaIoSuepus oy,
“poyedionjue a1 UOTIOR
pasodouxd oy w0y sjros orwe3o1dAro “JUOWUOIAUD Ay)edy e opraoid Loy se
0} sa3ueyod ou “d10j0191 ‘suonesddo joned QJI] 11983p 03 dAnEIRdWI 216 PUB ULIOJ 0) SSPBIAP O3} S[I0S 9SAY [, "2I3YM AIDAS SI 69
15pI0q 0} 9FUBYD OU UL J[NSAI [[IM UOIdE | UIIoqUILy) 1 “AJ9SO[0 SYOO] QU0 UIYM 1N PAJNOU dq Jou Aew [10S Y doue[3 yronb e 1y "asn
pasodoxd 3t “p'| UONOIS Ul PAYe)S SV vme] S[01YAA prolI JJo £q s[10s orwed01dAId 0] uonoNNsap passawim Afjeuosiod aAey |
AMNID PUe JANDJO U} JO $90IN0sa1
snoroaxd pue o13e1y oy} 10FUBPUS AJLIRSSOOOUUN P[Nom MO AJ[euondooxd
11 Joquunu asuodsai os[e 995 QIe SIoqUINU FUISSOID PAZLIOYINEUN JIyMm O] Yl puedxs 0], "Speoy o[qei(
"9BeuBApE [BO11OP) JSOW oY) SOpTA0Id [P ouIwe)) 3y} PUB [[9A\ SATBE JO YLIOU S)I0JJd UONOIPIANUI Jo AFarens Arewid 39
uonLoo] paiIdjaid at jer) paaide aaey SO © uey) 1oyjer uor3ar o[ideyy A[[euondodxs SIY) UI IOPIOQ Y} 1B SIIOJJO JUSWIIOFUD
AMNdD PUue JANDJO ‘uonels ofy 490 jutor snooj 03 [oned 1aplog oy Aq sue[d snoradid s}orpenuod os[e i JeIp oyl
(18ak Jo soun gjerrdordde urnp y003s JO 90UIUIWD Y} 10J OINJONI)SEIJUI
apnjour g1 papuedxa a3 sao( "uondrpisyul pue joned 10y saniiqedes anbrun
i syuaSe apraoxd pue ss200ns Jo A10381Y SUO B 9ARY 0138 JOPIOE S} UM
"g04 pasodoxd syrun joxned 9SIO "$90IN0SAT SSIUIIP[IM JO tonodajoid wnwixew 10y sjoned asioy ‘9
A Jo YOV Y moysnoiy) joned osioy uo Ajurewnid snooj pinoys seare asay) Surjjoned je pawre snjeredde Auy ‘seare
9STL 0} SNURUOD [[IM JHD Pue SanIIoe] Siuawwod 1e)1qRY JAIISUOS PUB SSOUIIP[IM PajeusIsop uryim sjoned 9s1oy Jo osn je pejoarp
urqess as10y apnjoul [[1m O YL jutor sonI[iqeded pue SaNI[IOR] JO UONUIW OU SaYeW uoisuedxa g0 10J VH YL
asuodsay 49D JOMITANY JUIUIUIO)) uonedIo| #

uone)§ oly “10353§ uosdn |, [0.ned Jdpiog ‘S’ ‘dOd OV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mvm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007186



‘d9SN 10J oSejueape
[eo10®) 159q ) s1dgjo uonode pasodoxd

'SOINSLAI) [RINJRU S,BOLIOWY 309)01d 03 POSU df} SWIT} SWIES AU} I8 d[Iym

Y} pue pazA[eue UG dARY SIANBUIN[E JIOpIoq 9} 2INOIS 0} PAdU Y} SSAIPPE Jey) soaneusolje dojorap pue josfoid siyy o
Jo d3uel [Ny € Jeyy paUIWLINAP ey 44D | [1PNL IPUAD | 1oy posu oy 1 YoO[ IoyiouE o3E) AJLNO0S PUB[AWO Jo Juotredo(] oY) 18y} JSe |
“BaIe SIY) 10§
umop Apuedoyrudis a1e s1qunu , A gD, JI S& SWIas JI pue ,SI0JL[OIA JIPIOQ SSOID,,
404 943 Je pauone)s 10 JUSWnUoN Im 90uonadxd 9AnR3oU B pey 1949 sey mouy | 9jdoad oy Jo ouo joN Aep €
pue 23njoy oY) PIM FuryIoM sjuage SINOY {7 punole SUIALIp sjudge [oneJ I9pIog JO IOqUINU JAISSIOXD dY) JO dSNBIAq

10j UOLEINPS [BIIUB}OQ PUB JI[P[IM [ 12 J1S1A 195U0[ ou oym nq A[TenSa1 98nya1 9y} JISIA 0) PISN OYMm SPUSLY AUBW 8L
‘[BIUSUUOIIAUD 10] d[qIsuodsar oq 0) oARY | "03NJOY Y O} SIOYSIA PUE S92IN0SAI A3NJoy 03 Sulaey o1e Ay) sjoedul
UOSTEI] [EUOIEONPI UE 9}EAID 0} 10Y1050) oY} UO PIJeoNPo 9q 0) PAAU SHUdFe [oneJ JOPIog Jey) SAJI[Oq O} AW SPBI aseg
Sunyiom a1e YMNJO PUe JANDJO ‘ddD | 119N Ipuk) Suneiad( premio] oy3 Jo vaIe oy} ur oSNy oY) U0 sooudLadxd puey Isiy AN

"sosu0dsar pue SJUQUIIOD

gD dyp 10§ XLIjBW SIY) UL 9A0qE "KISIOAI(] [eO130[0Tg LL
905 9SEA[J JUSWIIOD INOK 10J NOA Juey [, | [[ong, IPUk) 10J 19)U9)) 9y} AQ PORIWIQNS SJUSWOD ) d0UAIJAI Aq 9jerodioour pue ydope |
‘dgSN 10J oSejueape "SQINseaI)

[20110®) 159q A1) $19JJ0 Uonoe pasodoid [BINJRU S, BOLIDUTY }09301d 0] POSU S} SWIT) SWIES 3} & J[TYM JOPIOq A} AINIIS 0) ‘9
Y} pue pazAJeue UG dABY SIANBUIN[E Padu oY) ssaIppe Jey) soaneusolje dojorap 03 nok a3 | 309foid siyy 10y poou oy
Jo 93uel [|nJ © Jey) pourtIalp sey gD | UOXI( Loy 1€ J0O[ Joyoue d3e} AJLIN0og pue[owoy jo juountedo oy ey yse A[o1oouls |
‘uorurdQ Jear3ojorg -9oudsaxd [oned 19pI1oq ss9|

[-0[y oY) U0 SA\ IS YA UOTIRINSUOD SEM IO} USYM JABY 0} PIsh | SOOUALIddXQ 9JI[pP[IM pue smara onbsaimord oy /
Jo uonentur-a1 oy jo 1ed se syoedwr asoy) SSIW | “JOAOMOH ‘sadeospue] popeISop pue Jsnp ‘OSIOU OAISSOIXI Y} JO osNeddq
10j 91eSNIW puk JuaWNOOop o sued JgH | UOXI( LY s1eak maj jsed o) UT USYJO SSO] JuSWNUOW pue 3ZNJaI Y} PIISIA A[jeuosiad |
“BaIe SIY) 10J
umop Apuedyyrudis aIe sIquINu , A g, JI S& SWIas JI pue ,SIOJR[OIA I3PIOQ SSOID,,
‘404 94} Je pauone)s 10 justnuojy M dousLadxe 9AnRSaU € pey 1949 sey mouy [ 9[doad a3 Jo auo joN “Aep ©
pue 25njoy Ay PIM Furyiom sjuage SINOY {7 punoie SUIALIp sjudge [oneJ I9pIog JO IOqUINU JAISSIOXD dY) JO dSNBIAq

10J uonEeonps [edIte}0q pue FIpim [1® & 31SIA J93U0[ Ou oy Inq A[re[n3a1 98nJo1 Y} JISIA O} POsSn oYM SPUSLI} Auewu YL
‘[EYUSWUOIIAUS J0J 9[qIsuodsar oq 0) OARY T "98NJOYy 9y} 01 SIONSIA PUER $I0IN0SAI d3NJoy 03 Suraey da1e Koy syoedur
UOSTEI] [EUOIIEONPS UE 9)BAID 0} 1071050) oY} UO PIJeONPo 9q 0) PAAU SHUdFe [N JOPIog Jey) A O} AW SPBI aseg
Sunjiom are YMNJO PUe ANDJO ‘ddD | uoxiq 1oy Sunelod( piemio,] oy Jo aIe oy} ul ZNJY Ay} uo seoudLIadxd puey ISy AN

"sosuodsal pue SjUSUIOd

ag) oyj 10§ XLjeW SIY} UL 9A0qE - AyISI9AI(] Teo1S0[01E] €L
995 9SBI[J "JUSWILIOO MOK I0J NOA JUBY, |  UOXI(] LY I0J IOJUR)) A} Aq PARIWIQNS SIUSWOD I} S0UAIJAI Aq 9jerodioour pue jdope |

asuodsay 49D JIMIIAY JUIWILO)) uonedo| #

uone)s oly “10339§ uoson |, joned 1piog ‘S'N ‘404 OrvV

9]} JO0J JUIUWISSISSY [BJudWUOIIAUY el

XLIJBJA Qmﬂcn_mwm jusmrwao))

BW1 FOIA CBP 007187



GOVERNOR
JANICE K. BREWER
THE STATE OF ARIZONA | CommissionErs
CHAIRMAN, ROBERY R, WODBHOUSE, ROLL
NORMAN W. FREEMAN, CHINO VALLEY
\ GAME AND FISH DEPARTM ENT JACK F. HUSTED, SPRINGERVIE LE
b LW, HaRRis, TUCSON
5000 W, CAREFREE HIGHWAY | ROBERT E. MANSELL, WINSLOW
PHOENIX, AZ 85086-5000 | DRECTOR
LARRY D. YOYLES
(602) 942-3000 * WWW.AZGFD.GOV | DEPUTY DIRECTORS
GARY R. HOVATTER
REGION 1Y, 9140 E. 28TH ST, YUMA, AZ 85365 | Bob BrOSCHEID

August 29, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

U.S. Customs and Border Protection
Facilities Management and Engineering
1301 Constitution Ave. NW, Suite B-155
Washington, D.C. 20229

Re: Drait Environmental Assessment for a Proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base, Ajo
Border Patrol Station Area of Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol, Tucson Sector

Dear Mr. Guzewich:

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) has reviewed the above-referenced Draft
Environmental Assessment (DEA) for the proposed Ajo forward operating base. The following
commenits are provided for your consideration.

The Department is an active participant on the Sonoran Pronghorn Recovery Team and in the
recovery efforts for this endangered subspecies. The Department’s comments and input on this
project for the pronghorn will be through the Recovery Team and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
This comment letter is limited to impacts to wildlife excluding the Sonoran pronghorn.

The Proposed Action is to expand the existing 1 acre tactical base located on Bates Well Road at
the western boundary of Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument (OPCNM) to a 3 acre forward
operating base (FOB). The second alternative is to create a new FOB along Bates Well Road at
the eastern boundary of Cabeza Pricta National Wildlife Refuge (CPNWR). These two
alternatives will use solar panels to generate electricity. The third alternative is to use fossil fuel
generators 1nstead of solar arrays to produce electricity. Because the Proposed Action will have
a smaller footprint of new disturbance than the CPNWR alternative and the solar panels will
reduce noise levels, reduce the chance of a hazardous materials incident and reduce traffic on
Bates Well Road, the Department prefers the Proposed Action.

Solar panels will have fewer impacts to wildlife than will fossil fuel generators. For this reason
the Department recommends converting to solar power as soon as possible,

With the successful implementation of proposed best management practices, the Department

does not anticipate any significant adverse impacts to wildlife species resulting from the
approval of this proposed project.
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David Guzewich
August 29, 2011
2

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on this DEA,  If you have any questions,
please contact me at 928-341-4047.

Sincerely,

L s fege i

William Knowles
Habitat Specialist, Region IV

e Josh Avey, Chief, Habitat Branch
Laura Canaca, PEP Supervisor, Habitat Branch
Leonard QOrdway, Assistant Director, Field Operations Division
Troy Smith, Habitat Program Manager, Region iV

AGFD #M11-08084901
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From: Wendy S. LeStarge <LeStarge.Wendy@azdeq.gov>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Cc: Linda C. Taunt <Taunt.Linda@azdeq.gov>

Sent: Thu Aug 11 16:20:05 2011

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Ajo Forward Operation Base

On behalf of Linda Taunt, Deputy Division Director, Water Quality Division of the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality, thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental Assessment for the Proposed
Ajo Forward Operation Base. The Draft Environmental Assessment addresses our comments that were submitted April
20, 2011. We have no additional comments.

Wendy LeStarge

Environmental Rules Specialist

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Water Quality Division

(602) 771-4836
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----- Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Aug 19 11:12:32 2011

Subject: Please protect Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument!

Aug 19, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I ask that you please halt plans to expand the patrol base located in Organ Pipe Cactus
National Monument. Tripling the size of the temporary base would have significant adverse
effects on the surrounding wilderness, not to mention the adverse effects due to
significantly higher patrolling in the area. Besides, because far fewer migrants have
crossed in the Organ Pipe area in recent years, such a base expansion is unnecessary.
Thank you in advance for your attentiveness to citizen input.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Amgott

3630 Mallie Ct
Melbourne, FL 32934-8358
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----- Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Tue Aug 23 17:00:43 2011

Subject: Save Organ Pipe National Monument's Environment!

Aug 23, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

We are pleased that the illegals are not using the area of Organ Pipe National Monument as
fregently as in the past. The traffic is down dramatically! Yeah! Therefore, expansion of
the base is not needed!!

Any expansion would probably just lead to the smugglers making more wildcat trails and roads
through the Monument. Let's show concern for the environment!

Sincerely,

Miss Barbara Cain

3489 N Camino La Jicarrilla

Tucson, AZ 85712-6042
(520) 881-5689
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----- Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Merlin Dilley
Sent: Saturday, August 20, 2011 6:04 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Please respect the M.O.A.

Aug 20, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

As a citizen of a border state, border issues concern me greatly, even though I am so far
from the Southern border. I understand that border issues are of huge importance, but I
believe that the Memorandum of Understanding is the most effective way to deal with border
issues. I am concerned that this case here is an example of the M.0.A. not being followed,
and the land managers and the land are being negatively impacted.

Sincerely,

Mr. Merlin Dilley

101 High St Apt 1
Farmington, ME ©4938-1806
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----- Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Aug 19 15:31:47 2011

Subject: Please protect our sensitive borderlands! We must do better!

Aug 19, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

Common sense must be used in all our strategies! Please consider the topography, wildlife,
flood zones , needs of citizens, etc. when implementing border security!

Sincerely,
Mr. Thomas Nieland
415 Oakwood Dr

Alamo, TX 78516-9300
(210) 399-8338
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----- Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Sep 02 04:52:16 2011

Subject: Protect our border wilderness

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

Patrols should be concentrated along the border itself near Organ Pipe
and Cabeza Prieta to avoid the severe operational impacts wrought by
the current strategy, which focuses on the Devil's Highway area well
north of the border.

The base should not be expanded from its current temporary one-acre
footprint to a permanent three-acre footprint because it would
significantly degrade the wilderness character of surrounding areas.
The base should not be expanded because increased patrols in that area
would lead to an increase in wildcat roads and off-road vehicular
impacts to wilderness.

Because cross-border traffic has dropped dramatically in the area of
Organ Pipe in recent years, a base expansion there is not needed.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael @ Kathleen Shores
1021 S Ash Ave

Tempe, AZ 85281-8728

(480) 967-7771
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----- Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Sep 02 15:42:47 2011

Subject: Please protect our borderlands against unnecessary construction

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I am writing to ask you to consider the importance of the environment,
wilderness and wildlife. 1am against the proposed Border Patrol
station to be built in the Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument,
adjacent to Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge. This base, from
which 24-hour patrols across these public lands will be operated, will
be located well north of the actual border and will affect many
sensitive areas, including the national monument, national wildlife
refuge, and designated wilderness areas.

Patrols should be concentrated along the border itself near Organ Pipe
and Cabeza Prieta to avoid the severe operational impacts wrought by
the current strategy, which focuses on the Devil's Highway area well
north of the border.

The base should not be expanded from its current temporary one-acre
footprint to a permanent three-acre footprint because it would
significantly degrade the wilderness character of surrounding areas.

The base should not be expanded because increased patrols in that area
would lead to an increase in wildcat roads and off-road vehicular
impacts to wilderness.

Because cross-border traffic has dropped dramatically in the area of
Organ Pipe in recent years, a base expansion there is not needed.

I believe in protecting our U.S. border, however [ would like the
effort to do so to NOT sacrifice the precious treasures of wilderness
and wildlife in our country that add to the richness that makes our
country so great.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Ms. Amy Catalino

2109 Manchester St
Rosamond, CA 93560-7686
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————— Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Naomi Cohen
Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 3:12 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Do not expand the Border Patrol base in Southwestern Arizona

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I am writing to oppose the proposed operating base in Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument for
the following reasons:

Patrols hould be concentrated along the border to minimize operational impacts and to
intercept undocumented migrants before they are subject to the harsh conditions in this area.
Expansion of the base from 1 to

3 acres would cause deterioration of the wilderness character of the area. Expansion of the
base would result in more roads and off road vehicular traffic. Cross border traffic of
undocumented migrants has decreased significantly in recent years in this area making a
larger base unnecessary.

I spent over a week in southern Arizona in April 2011 learning about undocumented migrants
and the threats to fragile lands like Cabeza Prieta, Organ Pipe and Saguaro National
Monument. What I learned during that time convinced me that there are better solutions to
protect our borders and our wildlands than increased roads, bases and border patrols.

Sincerely,
Ms. Naomi Cohen

PO Box 39
Gap Mills, WV 24941-0039
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————— Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information(@sierraclub.org>
To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Sep 02 19:43:25 2011

Subject: NO expansion of patrol base!

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I do not support the idea of a 3 acre patrol base in Organ Pipe Cactus
National Monument. This is unnecessary and will have a very bad impact
on the wilderness of that area. There has also been an extreme decrease
of migration through those regions which makes it even more clear that
this is unnecessary.As a taxpaying citizen I DO NOT support the idea of
increasing border militarization at the expense of beautiful border

lands or really at any expense at all!

Thank you for your time and consideration and I hope that you will
re-think this plan!

Sincerely,

Dr. Cicily Cooper

4145 Montgomery St
Oakland, CA 94611-5119
(917) 514-3042
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----- Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Roy Emrick
Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 2:43 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Comment on Cabeza DEIS

Sep 2, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

Twenty and thirty years ago I used to love crossing the Cabeza when it was almost pristine,
though military maneuvers were degrading it even then.

There are already myriads of wildcat roads because of increased patrols by ORV's.
Please do not further damage the wilderness va by increasing the size of the temporary base.

Dealing with the causes of the problem, not destroying the environment to make it look like
something is being done, is not the answer

Sincerely,
Dr. Roy Emrick

2220 N Norton Ave
Tucson, AZ 85719-3831
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----- Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Tom Finholt
Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 7:56 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Protecting Wilderness Lands

Sep 2, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

This is Tom Finholt.

Please, protect the wildlife refuge and the wilderness lands within it.
Thanks,

Tom Finholt

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Finholt

212 Timber Wind Dr

Wildwood, MO 63011-1961
(636) 458-3521
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----- Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Sat Sep 03 00:56:10 2011

Subject: sensitive borderlands!

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

This action is not really needed. The impact to the landscape would be
severe. The patrols should be concentrated along the border itself. The

degradation of the area by this action would leave a permanent impact.

Please reconsider.
Sincerely,
Mr. Robert Kee

6726 E Calle Dened
Tucson, AZ 85710-5618
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————— Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information(@sierraclub.org>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Sep 02 16:12:55 2011

Subject: Our sensitive borderlands need your protection!

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

It is my strong opinion that the Border Patrol should concentrate its
work along the border itself near Organ Pipe and Cabeza Prieta to avoid
severe operational impact that results from the present strategy which
focuses on the area well north of the border.

The base should not be expanded from the current temporary one-acre
footprint. An increase would significantly degrade the wilderness
character of the area and lead to an increase in wildcat roads and
off-road vehicular impact on the wilderness.

And, finally, because the border crossing traffic has dramatically
dropped in the Organ Pipe area in recent years, a base expansion there
is not needed.

Sincerely,
Mr. Kenneth Kennon

5125 E Burns P1
Tucson, AZ 85711-3122
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----- Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Vicki Lee
Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 2:12 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Pls don't expanded border patrol base near Cabeza Prieta

Sep 2, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

Mr. Guzewich,

I am writing in opposition to the proposal to install a permanent 3-acre Border Patrol base
near Cabez Prieta National Wildlife Refuge.

The area is too far north of the border line to be effective and too close to the sensitive
wildlife habitat found in the national monument, wildlife refuge and wilderness areas.

My friends and I frequently travel to southern Arizona to view wildlife, especially birds.
The amazing variety of wildlife in the area is worth the long trip from California, and it
certainly deserves to be protected rather than overlaid with roads and OHV damage.

Given the recent decrease in cross-border traffic, a base expansion there cannot be
justified.

Thanks for listening.
Sincerely,

Ms. Vicki Lee

16401 San Pablo Ave Spc 206

San Pablo, CA 94806-1318
(510) 741-1201
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----- Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of sarah loftus

Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 2:42 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Please protect the Arizona wilderness and out important borderland resources

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I am writing to voice my opposition and concern regarding the proposed construction of a
forward operating base on the Arizona border and the potential vehicular impacts development
of the base will have on the Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge. Please consider the
following:

1. Patrols should be concentrated along the border itself near Organ Pipe and Cabeza Prieta
to avoid the severe operational impacts wrought by the current strategy, which focuses on the
Devil's Highway area well north of the border.

2. The base should not be expanded from its current temporary one-acre footprint to a
permanent three-acre footprint because it would significantly degrade the wilderness
character of surrounding areas.

3. The base should not be expanded because increased patrols in that area would lead to an
increase in wildcat roads and off-road vehicular impacts to wilderness.

4. Because cross-border traffic has dropped dramatically in the area of Organ Pipe in recent
years, a base expansion there is not needed.

Thank you,

Sarah Loftus

2501 Wickersham #423
Austin, Texas

78741

Sincerely,

Ms. sarah loftus

2501 Wickersham Ln Apt 423
Austin, TX 78741-4668
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----- Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Alex and Carole Mintzer
Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 2:43 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Reduce CBP quad bike ATV interdiction in wilderness!

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I oppose conversion of ORPI wilderness land to a 3-acre CBP forward base for quad bike ATV
operations.

I have visited Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument and adjacent Sonoita, Mexico, dozens of
times over the past 4 decades. I have seen the tremendous increase in UDA footprint traffic
at ORPI during the 1990s and early part of last decade, but it has now decreased greatly
again as opportunities provided by the US economy has tanked. On my last visit in January,
I saw lots of quad bike ATV tracks across the open desert and through the washes of ORPI.
This is CBP agent activity, as smugglers/UDAs generally don't use such range-limited, high
visibility, low cargo capacity vehicles. Although the tracks thru arroyo channels are "re-
groomed" and removed by water flow during each monsoon season, open desert vehicle tracks may
remain as land scars for many decades. CBP should return to aerial surveillance used heavily
in past years, and reduce its reliance on quad bike ATVs. The wilderness character of Cabeza
Prieta and backcountry ORPI must be preserved, no matter the paranoid sentiments of poorly
informed "Tea Party" Arizona residents.

Sincerely,
Dr. Alex and Carole Mintzer
465 N Christine St

Orange, CA 92869-5711
(714) 288-2829
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----- Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Carolyn Morley
Sent: Wednesday, August 24, 2011 11:34 AM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: The impact on our border

Aug 24, 2011

Mr. David Guzewich

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I live in Arizona and camped in the last few years at Organ Pipe Cactus Pipe Monument. The
natural beauty of the area is already affected by the human activity. The road is dangerous
with the chases the border patrol uses to track down illegals. Having a larger presence and
bigger footprint would only hurt the natural environment more. Fencing the border is
devastating to the land and animals. Fewer illegals are entering the area so there is no need
to expand the border patrol base that is already present.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Morley

745 W Paseo Del Canto
Green Valley, AZ 85622-3421
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————— Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information(@sierraclub.org>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Sep 02 17:12:52 2011

Subject: Please protect our sensitive desert ecosystem along the AZ border!

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

Border patrols should be concentrated along the border itself near
Organ Pipe and Cabeza Prieta to avoid the severe operational impacts
wrought by the current strategy, which focuses on the Devil's Highway
area well north of the border.

The BP base should not be expanded from its current temporary one-acre
footprint to a permanent three-acre footprint because it would
significantly degrade the wilderness character of surrounding areas.
The base should not be expanded because increased patrols in that area
would lead to an increase in wildcat roads and off-road vehicular
impacts to wilderness.

Because cross-border traffic has dropped dramatically in the area of
Organ Pipe in recent years, a base expansion there is not needed.

Please do not contribute to the degradation of this fragile ecosystem!
thank you in advance for doing the right thing

Sincerely,

Mr. Brit Rosso

8629 S Triangle K Ranch PI
Vail, AZ 85641-8932
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————— Original Message -----

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Fri Sep 02 15:42:36 2011

Subject: No to the expansion of patrol base in Organ Pipe

Sep 2, 2011
Mr. David Guzewich
Dear Mr. Guzewich,

I am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed installation of a

permanent Border Patrol base in Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument.

Expanding the current base would not make a significant contribution to
border security, but would result in unacceptable harm to the
surrounding wilderness. The decline of cross-border traffic in the
Organ Pipe area in recent years makes expansion of this base
unnecessary, and border security funds could be better spent by
concentrating patrols along the border itself.

Although I live in Oregon, southeast Arizona is one of my favorite
destinations for bird watching. The enjoyment of being in nature is
seriously compromised by highly visible border security infrastructure
and patrol activity in birding areas. I am also aware of the damage
being done to unique ecosystems all along the border in the name of
security, such as the damage done by off-road vehicles in sensitive
areas.

I believe security objectives can be met without diminishing the beauty
of our National Monuments, Wildlife Refuges and other natural
treasures.

Thank you for taking time to consider my concerns.

Dr. Suzanne Williams

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzanne Williams

1980 Cleveland St

Eugene, OR 97405-1533
(541) 465-9075
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----- Original Message -----

From: fred goodsell <fgoodsell@yahoo.com>
To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Wed Aug 31 14:26:11 2011

Subject: EA for FOB, Ajo, AZ.

1530 N. Rosedale Ave
Ajo, AZ 85321
August 31, 2011

Mr. David C. Guzewich
Environmental Planning, Border Patrol and Tactical Infrastructure Program.

Please consider the following comments on your plans for a new Forward Operating Facility to replace your Bates Well facility on
Organ Pipe Cactus N.M. near Ajo, AZ.

Purpose and need
“USBP agents need to be deployed CLOSER TO THE INTERNATIONAL BORDER and remote western zones of the Ajo station to
improve efficiency and effectiveness during work shifts.”

1. Your proposed location is too far north. It should be on the international boundary directly south of the proposed location. The
best alternative to that plan would be to build the facility at Lukeville.
No one said your job would be easy so please do the job well and effectively in the proper location.

2. I consider the alternatives offered totally insufficient.
A. Your preferred alternative. See comments below.
B. Alternative two - Generator. This is not an alternative, merely a change in about 1 % of the

facility.
C. Alternative Three - CPNWR location. This changes nothing in the effects on the “human and natural environment”.
Simply moves the facility a few feet west.
D. Alternative four - no action. This means a continuation of the present situation which is unacceptable.

FONSI 3
“No significant impacts on the natural or human environment are expected from implementation of any of the action alternatives.”

3. I first drove the entire Camino del Diablo in 1970. I have been driving it multiple times per year since 2001. Your FONSI, to be
polite, is inappropriate.

What “human environment?” There was no “Human environment” out there until this mess.

As to the natural environment just how do you think you can introduce 16 - 32 people into the area and have them do their jobs
without tremendous impact to the natural environment. The area shown on the map as the area to be covered by this station is all
Wilderness. Your agents won’t be walking quietly across the desert.

4. The entire EA is a farce and anyone reading it knows it is. It shows that you can not be trusted with your plans so you loose the
trust of the general public. While out there doing construction and use you will be in violation of multiple federal laws. I can’t list
them all but they include the Wilderness Act, Endangered Species Act, Historical and Cultural preservation acts, clean air acts and
clean water acts.

Try telling the truth rather than printing a fabrication like the EA.

Please move south and obey Federal laws. We need border protection but not the way it is being done or proposed.
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Sincerely,

Fred Goodsell

ps. The local BP administration and officers do not want or need this facility. Please drop it.
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Mr. David C. Guzewich

Environmental Planning

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Program Management Office

1301 Constitution Avenue NW, Suite B-155
Washington, DC 20229
David.Guzewich@dhs.gov

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base,
Ajo Station’s Area of Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol, Tucson Sector

September 2, 2011

Sent via email

Dear Mr. Guzewich:

Please accept these comments from the National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA) on the
draft Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base, Ajo Station’s Area
of Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol, Tucson Sector. NPCA is a nonprofit citizens association,
founded in 1919, dedicated to the protection and enhancement of our National Park System.
NPCA has 330,000 members, including over 9,000 in the state of Arizona.

Inadequate Scoping Results in Missing Alternatives

Despite having commented on several previous Environmental Assessments in this sector, my
organization — nor any other conservation group, public interest group, or private citizen to my
knowledge — was involved in scoping this decision and Environmental Assessment. By beginning
an environmental review without involving the public from the start results in resentment and an
inadequate understanding by those preparing the document of all the issues and alternatives that
should be considered.

For instance, if the reason for the Forward Operating Base (FOB) is because it takes a certain
amount of time for staff to reach this region when deployed from Ajo, then one obvious alternative
that should have been identified during scoping is simply improving the road. That’s not to say that
we necessarily endorse this alternative, but it should certainly be looked at, and might prove to be
cheaper and have less impact on the environment.

Likewise, considering this facility’s need in the larger context of your strategy and operations is
lacking, and would have been mentioned in the scoping process. Is this the place you should be
placing your resources? Would it me more effective to spend the money and personnel time closer
to the actual border to prevent border crossings or intercept border crossers closer to where they
enter our country? There has been some concern that backcountry interception has been
emphasized over the vast amount of illegal traffic that occurs at ports of entry, such as Lukeville.
Which makes us wonder why you are not planning a FOB at Lukeville, which seems both needed
and useful, while proposing this isolated facility rather far from the border?
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Why Must the FOB Be Tripled In Size?

The current FOB at Bates Well uses one acre, and yet this Environmental Assessment asks for three
acres, stating that the footprint will be two acres. Why the 150% increase? Why the false
assumption that having permission to use three acres will only result in a two-acre footprint? This is
a cherish national monument, upon which development should only be done after careful, careful
consideration. The need for the size of this facility has not been established in this document.

FONSI not justified at this time; full EIS needed

We have been able to review fairly final drafts of comments to be submitted to you on this matter
by the Center for Biological Diversity, and jointly by the Sierra Club, Defenders of Wildlife, Sky
Island Alliance, and the Arizona Wilderness Coalition. We concur with their concerns and look
forward to seeing your considered responses to the points they raise, as well as ours articulated in
this comment statement. This level of community controversy raises the decision-making
responsibility to one that under the National Environmental Policy Act requires a full environmental
impact statement process. Simply reproducing our statement, and theirs, in an appendix of a slightly
revised Environmental Assessment will not be adequate.

In fact, it seems obvious that a proposal for a three-acre, staffed law enforcement facility inside a
national monument would require the careful consideration that only comes with the full NEPA
process. We ask that you continue your deliberations by preparing a draft environmental impact
statement, one that 1) better involves the interested public, 2) looks seriously at the full range of
alternatives including a smaller facility, road improvement instead of a forward operating base in this
vicinity, other locations for the base, and/or re-allocating these resources to interdictions more
closely along the border or at ports of entry, and 3) includes in more detail and substance the
impacts that your proposed facility would have on the natural and cultural resources of Organ Pipe
Cactus National Monument as well as on wildlife and wildlife habitat as a component of your total
strategy and operations in the area.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Kevin Dahl

Arizona Program Manager

National Parks Conservation Association
738 N. Fifth Ave. Suite 222

Tucson, AZ 85705

kdahl@npca.or

520-624-2014

520-603-6430 mobile
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From: Kevin Dahl [mailto:kevindahl@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 4:07 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: personal comment for the record on draft EA for Ajo Forward Operating Base

Mr. Guzewich (and Mr. Hodapp by forward of this):

I am writing personally, as a member and employee of National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA), in
support of the statement NPCA has submitted to you today on the draft Environmental Assessment for the
proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base.

Since the early 1970s I have visited and enjoyed Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument. This incredible public
resource is under siege, having become what I call our latest "battlefield" monument. The construction of an
advance law enforcement base in a remote section of the monument deserves the scrutiny and consideration that
only comes when NEPA, ESA, and other environmental and cultural protection laws are followed. I urge that this
occur before plans to construct the base are finalized. The draft EA is insufficient, as expressed by NPCA
comments and the comments of other organizations, and certainly doesn't warrent a finding of FONSI. Please
continue with the process and do a full environmental impact statement.

Thank you.
-Kevin
Kevin Dahl

1609 E. Spring St.
Tucson, AZ 85719
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Mr. David C. Guzewich

Environmental Planning

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Program Management Office

1301 Constitution Avenue NW, Suite B-155
Washington, DC 20229

202-344-1250 (FAX)

David.Guzewich@dhs.gov

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment for the
Proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base
Ajo Station’s Area of Responsibility
U.S. Border Patrol
Tucson Sector

September 2, 2011

Sent via email and certified mail this date
#7011 0470 0001 6721 0502

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

The Center for Biological Diversity appreciates the opportunity to comment upon the Draft
Environmental Assessment (EA) for this project. The Center is a national, non-profit
conservation organization whose 325,000 members and supporters, approximately 13,000 of
whom reside in Arizona, highly value the wildlife and recreational resources of Organ Pipe
National Monument and Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge. The Center and its members
have a keen interest in the actions of federal agencies that take place in, and will impact both the
Refuge and the Monument. The Center’s interests include impacts to threatened and endangered
species, including Sonoran pronghorn (4Antilocapra Americana sonoriensis, endangered), lesser
long-nosed bat (Leptonicteris curasoae yerbabuenae, endangered), Acufia cactus (Echinomastus
erectocentrus acuiiensis, candidate for listing) Sonoran desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizi,
candidate for listing), cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl (Glaucidium brasilianum cactorum,
endangered), and jaguar (Panthera onca, endangered).

It is inappropriate to tier the analysis for the Forward Operating Base (FOB) expansion project to
the 2009 analysis because the 2009 SBlnet Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) and
Environmental Assessment (EA) did not adequately analyze the impacts of off-road vehicle use
and travel by U.S. Border Patrol agents and the expected benefits of the 2009 FONSI and EA for
the SBInet project have not occurred, This is a critical point given that the current project seeks
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to triple the footprint of the FOB, yet there is no analysis of the impacts of a three-fold increase
in the number of U.S. Border Patrol agents who could all potentially engage in off-road travel for
interdiction or other purposes.

We offer the following comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA):

I. Scope of the Analysis Must Include U.S. Border Patrol Operations Conducted in
the Field and Away from the Ajo Station

The EA for the FOB expansion project erroneously states that the 2009 SBIner Ajo-1 Tower Project EA
addresses the impacts of U.S. Border Patrol activities away from the Ajo Station and the FOB. This is
not correct. Therefore, the current EA must address the impacts of U.S. Border Patrol activities,
especially off-road motorized travel during interdiction activities.

This project will increase the number of U.S. Border Patrol agents on the ground on both the Cabeza
Prieta National Wildlife Refuge (CPNWR) and the Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument (OPCNM).
The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has documented extensive unauthorized road and trail
development on the CPNWR that is largely attributable to the U.S. Border Patrol’s interdiction activities
but has never been fully or adequately analyzed in any project NEPA documentation. This oversight
must be corrected. We provide further information on this issue in the sections below.

IL. Impacts to Pronghorn
As FWS has stated:

“[Cross border violators] and U.S. Border Patrol enforcement activities occur throughout
the range of the pronghorn, and evidence suggests pronghorn are avoiding areas of high
CBYV [cross border violator] and enforcement activities. Historically, pronghorn tended to
migrate to the southeastern section of their range (southeastern CPNWR, such as south of
El Camino del Diablo, and OPCNM, such as the Valley of the Ajo) during drought and in
the summer. Within the last several years, very few pronghorn have been observed south
of El Camino del Diablo on CPNWR. This suggests CBV and the interdiction of these
illegal activities have resulted in pronghorn avoiding areas south of El Camino del
Diablo; these areas are considered important summer habitat for pronghorn and may have
long-term management and recovery implications... Additionally, after the establishment
of a Forward Operating Base (FOB) at Bates Well, which was located in the middle of an
extremely critical and narrow Sonoran pronghorn movement corridor (Bates Pass) on
OPCNM, few pronghorn have been documented using the Valley of the Ajo, and no
pronghorn have been documented entering the Valley of the Ajo through the Bates Pass
area... The valleys at CPNWR and OPCNM, which were once nearly pristine Sonoran
Desert Wilderness, now have many braided, unauthorized routes through them and
significant vehicle use by USBP pursuing CBVs[.]”!

! Fish and Wildlife Letter in Response to request for Reinitiation of Formal Consultation on the SBInet Ajo-1 Tower
Project, Ajo Area of Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol, Tucson Sector, Arizona, pages 6-7.
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At the same time, “vehicle barriers on the international border on the CPNWR and OPCNM are
facilitating recovery of pronghorn by drastically reducing the amount of CBV vehicle traffic in
pronghorn habitat.”

Unfortunately, “CBYV foot traffic and off-road vehicle activity and required Federal law
enforcement response have been and continue to be significant threats to the pronghorn and its
habitat[,]"> FWS has not analyzed the impacts from U.S. Border Patrol agents located at the FOB
nor the amount of off-road vehicle activity associated with the number of agents on the ground.
For this project expansion, the FWS and U.S. Department of Homeland Security must analyze
the existing impacts of current off-road vehicle traffic by U.S. Border Patrol agents as well as the
anticipated increase in those impacts by an expansion of this FOB.

Despite statements in the 2009 SBlnet Ajo-1 Final EA and FONSI that the Ajo-1 Tower Project
was needed to, among other things, “reduce environmental impacts and enhance restoration
efforts[,]”* it appears that cross-country or off-road driving by U.S. Border Patrol agents has not
been redusced, thereby failing to reduce the environmental impacts of border enforcement
activities.

The FWS compatibility determination for the SBInes Ajo-1 Tower Project clearly identifies U.S.
Border Patrol activities as having a significant negative impact on pronghorn:

“The Sonoran pronghorn population within the U.S. has failed to increase since 2004;
likely because of the level of activity occurring within this area. Furthermore, a
significant portion of pronghorn are currently occupying habitat within the tactical ranges
of the Barry M. Goldwater Range, affecting the ability of the U.S. Air Force to conduct
training missions. Pronghorn are staying on the tactical ranges and avoiding their
traditional, seasonal migration routes to important summer habitat areas in the southeast
portion of their current range. I believe this is due to the level of impacts associated with
smuggling and resulting interdiction activities occurring along the routes pronghorn take
to access this summer habitat.”®

Unfortunately, the highest level of personnel stationed at the expanded FOB will take place from April
through September (24-32 personnel),” which corresponds to the pronghorn fawning period, a time
during which impacts from motorized and other uses should be minimized.

It appears as though the impacts from the FOB expansion on Sonoran pronghorn have not been
adequately analyzed, rendering this draft FONSI and EA inadequate.

2Id. at 7.

> Id.

* U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Final Environmental Assessment
and Finding of No Significant Impact for The Proposed SBlnet Ajo-1 Tower Project, Ajo Station’s Area of
Responsibility, Tucson Sector, December 2009, page 2.

> USFWS Compatibility Determination for SBInet Ajo-1 Tower, page 4.

® USFWS Compatibility Determination for SBInet Ajo-1 Tower, page 4.

72011 Ajo FOB EA at 2-4.
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Formal consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act is warranted for this EA, especially
in light of the inconsistent statements of fact regarding the intensity of enforcement in the 2009 EA and
the current EA, which render previous FWS opinions unreliable.

III.  There has Been No Reduction in Impacts from Off-road Driving as Anticipated
in the 2009 SBInet NEPA FONSI

The U.S. Department of Homeland Security stated in the 2009 FONSI and EA for the SBlnet
Ajo-1 Tower Project that the proposed project would result in an overall beneficial impact within
the region through a reduction in illegal activities and resulting decreased human activity in
sensitive areas.® This reduction in illegal activities was supposed to reduce law enforcement
interdiction efforts and reduce adverse impacts to natural resources. In fact, the Department of
Homeland Security expected to see a drastic reduction of illegal activities.’

“The construction of [the SBIner Ajo-1 Towers Project] is an attempt to minimize the need for
all interdiction efforts through deterrence based upon improved enforcement[,]” and U.S. Border
Patrol agents understanding of the impacts of driving off-road into the wilderness was supposed
to be improved.'® Reporting of incursions was a part of the 2009 plan to reduce impacts from
U.S. Border Patrol enforcement activities."'

Unfortunately, it appears as if U.S. Border Patrol off-road vehicle traffic associated with
interdiction activities has not decreased on the CPNWR and reporting is spotty at best. We ask
the U.S. Customs and Border Patrol and Department of Homeland Security to review the U.S.
Department of Interior, July 2011 report entitled Vehicle Trails Associated with Illegal Border
Patrol Activities on Cabeza National Wildlife Refuge.

Growler Valley, one of the areas the SBlnef towers were supposed to protect, is one of the areas
most heavily impacted by off-road motorized uses. See Figure 3, page 9 of the Department of
Interior’s July 2011 report.

The reduction in off-road vehicle traffic was used as a benefit in the analysis for the 2009 SBlnet
Ajo-1 Tower Project FONSI and EA, as well as in the January 2011 Supplemental EA for the
same project:

“The proposed project would result in overall beneficial impacts within the region
through a reduction in illegal activities and the resulting decrease in human
activity in sensitive areas such as designated wilderness and protected species
habitat. A reduction in illegal activities and resulting law enforcement
surveillance and interdiction efforts would reduce adverse impacts to the
natural and human environment and allow currently disturbed areas to
rehabilitate through natural processes or restoration efforts.”"”

¥ USFWS Compatibility Determination for SBlnet Ajo-1 Tower, page 5.
9
1d.
192009 SBIner FONSI and EA, page 61.
11
Id.
122009 SBIner Supplemental EA, January 2011 FONSI page FONSI-10, emphasis added.
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“[T]he Proposed Action would have an indirect beneficial impact on land use,
including designated wilderness, as a result of enhanced CBV detection
capabilities, improved CBV interdiction capabilities, increased deterrence of
CBVs, and a reduced enforcement footprint for CBV interdiction activities.”"
“Reduction of illegal traffic and enforcement areas would have long-term,
indirecti Peneﬁcial effects on vegetation communities used by lesser long-nosed
bats...”

“[I]n the absence of the Proposed Action or one of the action alternatives
proposed in this SEA, illegal traffic and the creation of new unauthorized roads
and trails is likely to increase. The No Action Alternative would have a
permanent, moderate adverse effect on designated wilderness.”"”

“Beneficial effects [of decreased law enforcement footprint] would be noticeable
throughout the wilderness and not localized near the proposed tower sites.
Beneficial effects would include reduced vehicle traffic within designated
wildernesls(s, reduced degradation of the landscape, and reduced litter and human
waste...”

“In the absence of the fully operational SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project,
unauthorized roads and trails would continue to be created and used by CBVs
and subsequently by law enforcement personnel in their required interdiction

efforts.”17

“The objective of this enforcement strategy is to maximize interdiction
capabilities so that traffic levels are reduced to a level where border control can
ultimately be achieved on or as close to the actual border as practical. It should be
recognized that in areas where enforcement is not focused on the immediate
border for operational reasons, the effect would still be to reduce traffic.”'®

There are many more examples from the 2009 SBlnet Ajo-1 Towers Project FONSI and EA as
well as the 2011 Supplemental EA to which this current project is tiered. However, the reduction
in interdiction activities is not occurring. Therefore, a significant assumption upon which the
original 2009 SBlnet analysis was premised has proven invalid, but this is not addressed in the
current analysis for the expansion of the FOB.

The 2009 SBInet FONSI and EA, at page 57, indicated that U.S. Border Patrol agents would, in
most cases, follow CBV sign on foot and only “at times” respond on horseback, all terrain

" Id. at ES-4, emphasis added.

' Id. at ES-5, emphasis added.

" Id. at 3-7, emphasis added.

' Id. at 3-9, emphasis added.

"7 Id. at 3-23, emphasis added.

'8 2009 SBInet Ajo-1 Towers Project FONSI and EA at 53.
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vehicle or motorcycle. The 2009 SBIner FONSI and EA describe U.S. Border Patrol agent
responses using vehicles as taking place only “when necessary” (at page 57) and only in
compliance with the 2006 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the Department of
Homeland Security, U.S. Forest Service, U.S. FWS, and Department of Interior. However, the
actual practice appears to be, in most cases, with the use of a motorized, wheeled vehicle and the
MOU is not being complied with.

During a July 31, 2011 tour of the CPNWR by the Center, we did not encounter any agents on
horseback, did not identify any foot traffic sign nor any sign of horse use, but we encountered a
tremendous amount of off-road vehicle use and 12 U.S. Border Patrol vehicles, one helicopter
and one agent on an ATV driving just a few yards off the Camino del Diablo and clearly not in
pursuit of a CBV. In August 2011, a meeting to discuss border impacts on the CPNWR was
held. Several non-governmental organizations, including the Center attended. OPCNM and
CPNWR staff members were present, yet the U.S. Border Patrol and Department of Homeland
Security chose not to attend despite (we were told by the Refuge staff) repeated invitations and a
clause in the MOU indicating participation in such discussions is required.

Despite U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s prediction'” that the towers would lead to a
decrease in damage associated with off road interdiction activities, there is no evidence that this
is, in practice, occurring. Rather, it appears that the opposite may be taking place. In 2007,
OPCNM and CPNWR documented a combined 1,564 miles of illegal off-road routes. In 2011
there are an estimated 8,000 miles of illegal off-road vehicle routes in the CPNWR alone.*

The Center submitted a Freedom of Information Request to FWS for incursion reports from U.S.
Border Patrol to the Fish and Wildlife Service in January 2011. We were informed that over 700
reports existed from the Ajo and Camp Grip station. These reports were not released by FWS,
but were referred back to the U.S. Customs and Border Enforcement agency for release to the
Center in April 2011. To date, the Center has received no response from the U.S. Border Patrol
or Department of Homeland Security and we have discovered that the referral from FWS was
apparently lost at the Customs and Border Patrol or Homeland Security office. The Center
believes that the 700+ incursion reports are an inadequate number to cover the number of off-
road vehicle trips taken by U.S. Border Patrol and the documented 8,000+ miles of unauthorized
roads and trails in designated Wilderness in the CPNWR. Therefore, the Center believes the
MOU between the agencies is currently being violated.

Tiering the FONSI and EA for the current project to expand the FOB to the 2009 FONSI and EA
requires the agency to rely upon information that is known to be incorrect and/or invalid. Tiering
to the 2009 SBlInet Ajo-1 Tower Project analysis and failing to include any reference to
continued, significant impacts from cross-country travel by U.S. Border Patrol agents renders
this current analysis completely inadequate and invalid.

IV.  Documentation of damage

' USFWS Compatibility Determination for SBInet Ajo-1 Tower, page 7.
22011 Ajo FOB EA at 3-2 and July 2011 CPNWR report, Vehicle Trails Associated with Illegal Border Activities
on CPNWR, page 1.
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The Center has recently visited both the OPCNM and the CPNWR and viewed first hand the
impacts of CBVs and the interdiction activities of U.S. Border Patrol. Our brief visit made clear
that the majority of impacts to the refuge are from off-road vehicle uses. We observed no foot
traffic. Given that border enforcement activities such as SBlnef and the vehicle barriers at the
border have reduced vehicle traffic from CBVs, it is painfully clear that the majority of impacts
to both the refuge and the monument are from U.S. Border Patrol agents driving off-road, though
the purpose of the agents’ off-road driving is not clear.

While the Center was visiting the area, we toured the area on foot with several other individuals,
including a FWS agent working at the CPNWR. The Center expressed our concern that the U.S.
Border Patrol may see our foot tracks leaving El Camino del Diablo and use this as a reason to
drive off-road, increasing damage to the area we walked along, which was already heavily
impacted by U.S. Border Patrol agents driving off-road. The Fish and Wildlife Service agent
informed the Center that the U.S. Border Patrol was notified of the location of our tour, but that
they would likely visit the area we walked using off-road vehicles regardless. This is apparently
common practice.

During our visit to the area, the Center did not find any tracks from horses, despite the
“Offsetting Measures” identified in the 2009 FONSI and EA that, “[c]onsistent with the 2006
MOU, USPB will conduct patrol activities by horseback to the greatest extent practicable within
the Sonoran pronghorn range, particularly from March 15 to July 31 (the Sonoran pronghorn
closure season).” The Center’s tour of the refuge took place on July 31, 2011. During this tour
we identified many off-road vehicle tracks, and as we describe above, saw 12 U.S. Border Patrol
vehicles, on helicopter and one agent on an ATV driving off-road just a yards from the main
road, but not a single U.S. Border Patrol agent on horseback nor any horse trailers.

The Compatibility Determination for the SBlnef Ajo-1 Tower Project documents the fact that
U.S. Border Patrol agents are traveling off-road following tire and foot tracks and that a
“tremendous network of foot trails, two tracks, and illegal roads” exists throughout the Ajo-1
project area.”’ “Off road interdiction activities have resulted in a proliferation of roads on the
refuge. [The Fish and Wildlife Service] conservatively estimate[s] there are at least three times
as many frequently used roads present on the refuge than at the time of wilderness
designation[,]” not including the lesser used trails that “wind through virtually every valley
within the refuge.”22 The FWS believed that the Ajo-1 tower would, if effective, “lead to a
cessation of off-road travel” in the area of the tower.”

The purpose of the SBlnet Ajo-1 Tower Project was to reduce the number of off-road incursions
by U.S. Border Patrol, but our recent visit makes clear the towers are not working as planned. As
stated in the 2009 SBlnet Ajo-1 Tower Project FONSI and EA, at page 167, “CBYV traffic and
the consequent law enforcement response is the largest contributor to the cumulative effects of
soil disturbance in the project area[,]” and this traffic has apparently not been reduced by the

2! USFWS Compatibility Determination for SBInet Ajo-1 Tower, page 3.
2 Id. at 3.
P 1d.ats.
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SBlInet Ajo-1 Tower Project because U.S. Border Patrol continues to drive off-road into
wilderness areas and there is no evidence that this traffic has been reduced in the current project
EA. The lack of a decrease in off-road vehicle traffic is despite the statement in the 2009 FONSI
and EA that “vehicle seizures decreased from 456 in (FY2004) to 248 (FY2008) [because of the
vehicle barrier at the border] and the construction of the SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project “would
enhance USBP agents’ enforcement efficiency, and thus compress[] the primary enforcement
footprint closer to the U.S./Mexico border.**

The Center has received, from the FWS via a Freedom of Information Act request, reports that
the U.S. Border Patrol agents may be driving off-road in the Wilderness area of the CPNWR for
purposes other than interdiction activities. Please see Attachment A.

V. Border Patrol Agent Time in the Field Will Increase, Increasing Impacts to the
Ground

As documented in the July 2011 CPNWR Vehicle Trails Report, off-road vehicle traffic has
significantly impacted designated wilderness areas in the refuge. The EA for the FOB expansion
project states that vehicle commutes between the FOB and Route 85 will be decreased by 12,000
trips annually, while approximately 15,000 trips are made annually in the western portion of the
Ajo Area of Responsibility (AOR).” The EA suggests that there will be no change in
enforcement activity as a result of the FOB expansion, yet with a reduction in vehicle trips
between the Ajo Station and the FOB juxtaposed with 15,000 patrol trips in the AOR it seems
clear that there will be an increase in the intensity of patrols in the western portion of the AOR.

The EA for the FOB expansion project does not analyze the impacts of this increase, which are
likely to be significant, especially for the endangered Sonoran pronghorn. Formal consultation
with FWS under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act is warranted for this project.

VI.  Border Enforcement Activities Should Take Place on the Border, not North of El
Camino del Diablo

In the 2009 FONSI and EA for the SBIner Ajo-1 Tower Project, the intent of the “tolerance to
the depth of intrusion” was to be “as close to the international border as practical” (at page 52).
However, during the Center’s tour of the CPNWR, we found far more off-road vehicle tracks,
presumably from U.S. Border Patrol interdiction efforts, on the north side of El Camino del
Diablo than on the south side of the road. A walking tour of the south side of El Camino del
Diablo did not reveal the extent of damage from off-road vehicle use that was found on the north
side. This would appear to be in conflict with the “tolerance to depth of intrusion” information
that was made available in the 2009 FONSI and EA, and to which this EA is tiered. Please sece
photos in Attachment B.

VII. Septic system

* SBIner 2009 FONSI and EA at page 171.
#2011 Ajo FOB EA at 1-5.
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In the 2009 FONSI and EA for the SBlner Ajo-1 Tower Project, the septic system is described
with a capacity for “up to 10 people” (at page 51). Yet in the current DEA for the Ajo FOB
expansion project, the septic system is described (at page 2-6) as a “32-person, deep-discharge
septic system [] installed as part of the agreement with OPCNM and USFWS when the camp
moved from the Bates Well site to the current location.”

It is not clear how the septic system described in the 2009 FONSI and EA will accommodate a
three-fold increase in use. It is not clear when the septic system was expanded to a 32-person
deep discharge unit. It is also not clear where the NEPA documentation for the three-fold
increase in septic system capacity is, or when the NEPA process for said increase occurred. This
information must be made publicly available immediately.

Conclusion

The Center for Biological Diversity maintains that it is absolutely essential that border
enforcement activities conform with federal laws, especially those designed to protect resources
such as the OPNM and CPNWR, and endangered species such as the Sonoran pronghorn. A
crucial aspect of that obligation is the need for border security agencies and personnel to observe
the MOU that is place between DHS and DOI and work closely with land managers on the
ground in the OPNM and CPNWR.

The profound inadequacy of the Ajo FOB EA indicates that none of the above is occurring.
Neither a good faith effort to ensure that border security activities conform with relevant laws
nor a conscientious effort to honor the agreements and procedures outlined in the MOU are being
made. The FOB expansion project EA also indicates that, rather than concentrating enforcement
efforts along the border as CBP has stated as a goal in the past, the primary focus of interdiction
activities now and moving forward will be located north of Bates Well and Camino del Diablo,
to the detriment of the habitat and species in the area. As an obvious remedy to the significant
negative impacts now occurring, this EA should analyze an alternative enforcement strategy that
focuses such activities further south, much closer to the actual border and the area in which
illegal activities first impact U.S. territory and the OPNM and CPNWR.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,
Cyndi Tuell
Southwest Conservation Advocate

ctuell@biologicaldiversity.org
520-623-5262 ext. 308
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Arizona Wilderness Coalition * Defenders of Wildlife * Sierra Club * Sky Island
Alliance

September 2, 2011

Submitted electronically to: David.Guzewich@dhs.gov and via fax to: (202) 344-1250

Mr. David C. Guzewich,

Environmental Planning, Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure, Program
Management Office

U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Department of Homeland Security

1301 Constitution Avenue NW, Suite B-155

Washington DC 20229

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Ajo Forward Operating
Base, Ajo Station Area of Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol, Tucson Sector

To Whom It May Concern:

We are in receipt of the Draft Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Ajo Forward
Operating Base dated August 2011. We, the undersigned organizations, appreciate the
opportunity to provide comment on this matter.

The Arizona Wilderness Coalition (AWC) is a state-based not-for-profit organization
whose mission is to permanently protect and restore wildlands and waters in Arizona for
the enjoyment of all citizens while ensuring that Arizona's native plants and animals have
a lasting home in wild nature. Formed in 1979, AWC has helped facilitate the
designation of more than 3.5 million acres of wilderness in Arizona, including lands
currently protected in Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge (CPNWR). Our 2000+
Arizona supporters are keenly interested in the health and integrity of wilderness and
non-wilderness lands in Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument (OPCNM) and CPNWR.

Defenders of Wildlife (Defenders) is a national, not-for-profit conservation organization
with over 522,000 members, including more than 16,500 members and activists that
reside in Arizona. Defenders is dedicated to the protection of all native wild animals and
plants in their natural communities. With offices throughout the United States as well as
in Canada and Mexico, we work to protect and restore North America’s native wildlife,
safeguard habitat, resolve conflicts, work across international borders and educate and
mobilize the public. Defenders has a long history of proactive work on public lands and
border policy along the U.S.-Mexico border, and thus are uniquely positioned to
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substantively engage on the challenging issue of safeguarding irreplaceable natural and
cultural resources while also securing our southern boundary.

Founded in 1892, the Sierra Club is the oldest and largest conservation organization in
the United States, with over 1.3 million members and supporters, including 12,000 here
in Arizona. The purposes of the Sierra Club are to explore, enjoy, and protect the wild
places of the earth; to practice and promote the responsible use of the earth's ecosystems
and resources; to educate and enlist humanity to protect and restore the quality of the
natural and human environment; and to use all lawful means to carry out these objectives.
We have been campaigning with a specific focus on the protection and preservation of
the U.S.-Mexico borderlands in southern Arizona since 2006, and our nationally-
organized Borderlands Team works to educate lawmakers, members, and the public at
large about border environmental issues. Our members enjoy and have long advocated
protecting the lands and wildlife affected by this action.

Sky Island Alliance (SIA) is a non-profit conservation organization dedicated to the
protection and restoration of the rich natural heritage of native species and habitats in
the Sky Island region of the southwestern United States and northwestern Mexico. We
work with many partners to establish protected areas, restore healthy landscapes, and
promote public appreciation of the region’s unique biological diversity.

Below are substantive comments regarding the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for
the Ajo Forward Operating Base (FOB):

Introduction

We support enforcement efforts within OPCNM and CPNWR that reduce impacts to the
wilderness resource and ecological attributes found there, while also contributing to our
border security efforts. Unfortunately, the Draft EA does not sufficiently provide
appropriate analysis of major affected elements, including air, water, wildlife, and
wilderness resources. A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is unwarranted and
inappropriate. We note that apprehension numbers within the Tucson Sector are at their
lowest level since 1994, and illegal vehicle entries have been drastically reduced as a
result of vehicle barriers placed along the southern border of OPCNM and CPNWR. The
SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project EA of 2009 promised to “reduce the enforcement footprint”
in the region that includes OPCNM and CPNWR, and to move “USBP traffic closer to
the border.” Since then, USBP vehicle traffic and associated impacts emanating from the
FOB location remain intense. Increasing the capacity and footprint of the FOB would
only exacerbate these impacts, and would act in contradiction to the intent of the SBInet
Ajo-1 Tower Project.

Analysis of resulting increases in off-road vehicle traffic, including mitigation is
lacking

In July of 2011, CPNWR issued the report “Vehicle Trails Associated with Illegal Border
Activities on Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge” (CPNWR Vehicle Trails Report),
which attributes the majority of 7,968 miles of vehicle ways to Border Patrol interdiction
and patrol activities. The majority of these travelways are north of the Camino del
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Diablo and away from the border. A large percentage of these travelways are within the
coverage zone of the Ajo FOB. The Ajo FOB EA tiers upon a number of previously
conducted National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analyses, including the 2009 Final
Environmental Assessment for the Proposed SBInet Ajo-1 Tower Project (2009 EA).

Over the course of the last several years, Border Patrol has installed a number of
surveillance towers in and around OPCNM. A core assumption made by the 2009 EA
states that while increased construction of roads is necessary for implementation,

“the proposed project would decrease CBV and resulting required law
enforcement traffic on public roads on OPCNM and to some extent CPNWR.
Increased deterrence of CBVs resulting from the proposed project would
reduce the enforcement footprint generally closer to the international border,
thus reducing illegal traffic and moving USBP traffic closer to the border.”’

The 2009 EA goes further to state that the tower project will result in “a reduced
enforcement footprint for CBV interdiction activities™

The stated objectives and goals of the 2009 EA are inconsistent with the goals and
objectives of this EA, which continues to focus law enforcement activities within the
same location (whether Bates Well or the current FOB site) as that previous to
installation of surveillance towers. After the construction of the SBInet infrastructure, it
was our assumption and was clearly stated by Border Patrol that enforcement efforts
would be “moving USBP traffic closer to the border.”> We request clarification on how
the Ajo FOB reconciles with facts and projections provided by the SBInet Ajo-1 Final
EA in this regard.

The EA does not provide information or analysis of increases or decreases of all-
terrain vehicle patrols as a result of the FOB expansion.

The EA states that in 2007, there were 1,564 miles of undesignated travelways in
CPNWR and OPCNM. In 2011, based from field work and aerial surveys in 2008,
CPNWR now estimates nearly 8000 miles of undersigned travelways in the wilderness of
CPNWR alone. The Refuge states, “We believe that the pursuit of UDAs /drug
smugglers has created the greater proportion of trails.”* While the 2006 Memorandum of
Understanding Among U.S. Department of Homeland Security and U.S. Department of
Interior and U.S. Department of Agriculture Regarding Cooperative National Security
and Counterterrorism Efforts on Federal Lands along the United States’ Borders (MOU)
provides clear direction on how the Border Patrol should engage in motorized pursuit
within designated wilderness, there is evidence that such agreement is currently not being
complied with. CPNWR states that “{t}he USBP interprets this requirement (MOU)
broadly and often goes off approved administrative trails in pursuit of fresh tracks or

' 2009 EA at 3.16.2.2

*1d at ES-4

’1d

* CPNWR. Vehicle Trails Associated with Illegal Border Activities on Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife
Refuge — July 2011 Report.
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other sign, or to respond to a signal fire or other information that may lead an agent to
believe that UDAs or drug smugglers are in the area.” There is also suggestive evidence
that the Border Patrol currently does not report all pursuit-related entries in the
wilderness. While data have not been released from Border Patrol or CPNWR, it is
difficult to assume that incursion reports fairly document the majority of off-road
travelways created across the landscape.

As the CPNWR Vehicle Trails Report documents, all-terrain and four-wheel drive
vehicle incursions into designated wilderness have significantly impacted the refuge.
While the EA suggests that there is no net change in enforcement intensity as a result of
the FOB expansion, it does state that vehicle commutes between the FOB and state route
85 will be decreased by 12,000 trips annually.® The EA also states that approximately
15,000 trips are made annually in the western portion of the Ajo area of responsibility
(AOR). With a reduction in vehicle trips between the FOB and the Ajo Station, but
retention of 15,000 patrol trips within the AOR, it is clear that intensities of patrol will
increase in the western portion of AOR. No analysis of this shift in patrol intensities and
time is reflected in the draft EA though there are large consequences to such shifts. The
area west of the FOB includes important habitat for species such as the endangered
Sonoran pronghorn, though the draft EA does not disclose or analyze the potential for
additional time, miles, and trips that would emanate from the FOB westward.

Changes in patrol intensities west of the FOB require analysis of impacts to Sonoran
pronghorn

As summarized above, the draft EA does not analyze how patrol intensities will increase
west of the FOB as a result of additional agents stationed there. In relation to issues
regarding endangered species, the draft EA states that

“Since CBP would continue to deploy resources to achieve its border security
mission within the Ajo Station AOR regardless of the establishment of the Ajo
FOB, there are no interrelated or interdependent activities to be analyzed for

ESA compliance”.”

While the premise of the project is to decrease commute times between the Ajo station
and the FOB, it also increases the frequency of patrols in the western portion of AOR.
The western portion of AOR includes Sonoran pronghorn occupied habitat; there is
evidence that pronghorn avoid areas with high intensities of traffic.

USFWS states that “evidence suggests pronghorn are avoiding areas of high CBV
[cross border violator] and enforcement activities. Historically, pronghorn
tended to migrate to the southeastern section of their range (southeastern
CPNWR, such as south of El Camino del Diablo, and OPCNM, such as the
Valley of the Ajo) during drought and in the summer. Within the last several
years, very few pronghorn have been observed south of El Camino del Diablo

S1d
®EA at 3-21, line 7
"EA at 3-15, Lines 12-14
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on CPNWR. This suggests CBV and the interdiction of these illegal activities
have resulted in pronghorn avoiding areas south of El Camino del Diablo;
these areas are considered important summer habitat for pronghorn and may
have long-term management and recovery implications... Additionally, after the
establishment of a Forward Operating Base (FOB) at Bates Well, which was
located in the middle of an extremely critical and narrow Sonoran pronghorn
movement corridor (Bates Pass) on OPCNM, few pronghorn have been
documented using the Valley of the Ajo, and no pronghorn have been
documented entering the Valley of the Ajo through the Bates Pass area... The
valleys at CPNWR and OPCNM, which were once nearly pristine Sonoran
Desert Wilderness, now have many braided, unauthorized routes through them
and significant vehicle use by USBP pursuing CBVs[.]”"

As such, formal consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act is warranted
for this draft EA. Given the inconsistency of statements facts regarding enforcement
intensity shifts between the 2009 EA and this draft EA, which increases patrol intensity
within occupied pronghorn habitat, Border Patrol cannot rely on previous opinions
provided by USFWS.

The use of horse patrols is not addressed

The FONSI of 2009 Final Environmental Assessment for the Proposed SBInet Ajo-1
Tower Project provided a clear commitment by Border Patrol to emphasize horse patrols
in the AOR. During appropriate times of year, we support the use of horse patrols as a
practical, conforming enforcement strategy. The EA states:

“Consistent with 2006 MOU, USBP will conduct patrol activities by
horseback to the greatest extent practicable within the Sonoran pronghorn
range, particularly from March 15 to July 31 (the Sonoran pronghorn closure
season). DHS will follow all horse patrol BMPs coordinated with resource
agencies (i.e., feed horses weed free pellets).”

The EA for FOB expansion makes no mention of facilities and capabilities directed at use
of horse patrols within designated wilderness and sensitive habitat areas. Any apparatus
aimed at patrolling these areas should focus primarily on horse patrols for maximum
protection of wilderness resources. Horse patrol units within the Border Patrol have a
long history of success and provide agents with unique capabilities for patrol and
interdiction. Does the expanded FOB include infrastructure for the eminence of stock
during appropriate times of year?

Conclusion

Our organizations support border enforcement activities that act in conformance with
federal laws, such as those that govern the management of OPCNM and CPNWR. We
believe that the protection of natural resources is not incompatible with the protection of
our national security, and support Border Patrol efforts to conform with its own

¥ Fish and Wildlife Letter in Response to request for Re-initiation of Formal Consultation on the SBIner
Ajo-1 Tower Project, Ajo Area of Responsibility, U.S. Border Patrol, Tucson Sector, Arizona, pages 6-7.
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guidelines and procedures, as well as to work in collaboration with federal land
management agencies. The analysis of impacts associated with the expansion of the Ajo
FOB is woefully inadequate, and cannot be represented as a fair attempt to conform to the
laws that govern our nation. The draft EA also contradicts previous plans by the Border
Patrol to focus enforcement efforts at the border in this exceptionally fragile region rather
than a primary strategy of interdiction efforts north of Bates Well and the Camino del
Diablo Roads. To expand the FOB while unauthorized crossing numbers are
exceptionally low would unnecessarily endanger the fragile and precious resources of the

OPCNM and CPNWR.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Matt Skroch

Executive Director

Arizona Wilderness Coalition
PO Box 40340

Tucson, AZ 85717

Matt Clark

Southwest Representative
Defenders of Wildlife

110 S. Church Ave. #4292
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dan Millis

Borderlands Campaign Coordinator
Sierra Club

738 N. 5th Ave, #214

Tucson, AZ 85705

Jenny Neeley

Conservation Policy Director
Sky Island Alliance

300 E University Blvd #270
Tucson, AZ 85705
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From: laura chamberlin <johnsol@hotmail.com>
To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Sent: Sat Sep 03 13:44:33 2011

Subject: comment on Cabeza Prieta

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

As a concerned citizen I appreciate the opportunity to comment upon the Department of Homeland Security's proposal to
expand the Ajo Forward Operating Base.

I have been visitng Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge and Oregon Pipe National Park for over a decade. With each
passing visit I noticed more and more border patrol presence. While I appreciate the need to protect our borders I think a
precious resource has been sacraficed. I have personally witnessed destruction to cryptogamic soils by off road vehicle
use. At a qucik glance the soil may not be noticed but when one looks closely, it is every where. These soils take decades
to form and are imparative to desert life as they provide a healthy environment.

Many plants (420) and animals (300) depend on this area for life and it all revolves around a delicate balance of their
environment. The endangered Sonoran Pronghorn and The Lesser Long-Nosed bats are just a few of the animals that
need our attention. If the off road presence continues with no regard to their lively hood than it pains me to think of their
future.

My experience at Cabeza Prieta leads me to believe that Border Patrol agents need to be educated on the impacts they
are having to Refuge resources and visitors to the Refuge.

I have reluctently stopped visitng the Refuge to do this activity. I go to "get away from it all," but no longer feel it is a
tranquil experience. I have always had pleasant experiences with the border patrol agents and appreciate that we need
their presence. However, I believe a balance needs to be struck and wilderness preservation should be paramount. We
have a beautiful National treasure that deserves protection for our generation and the future.

I ask that the Department of Homeland Security take another look at the need for this project and develop alternatives
that address the need to secure the border while at the same time the need to protect America's natural treasures.

Sincerely,
Laura Chamberlin
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From: Keri Dixon [mailto:keribdixon@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 5:10 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Ajo, AZ FOB

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

As a member of the Center for Biological Diversity and Sky Island Alliance, and as a visitor to the Organ Pipe
National Monument and Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge, I appreciate the opportunity to comment upon
the Department of Homeland Security's proposal to expand the Ajo Forward Operating Base.

I adopt and incorporate by reference the comments submitted by the Center for Biological Diversity.

My first hand experiences on the Refuge in the area of the Forward Operating Base leads me to believe that
Border Patrol agents need to be educated on the impacts they are having to Refuge resources and visitors to the
Refuge. I have many friends who used to visit the refuge regularly but who no longer visit at all because of the
excessive number of Border Patrol agents driving around 24 hours a day. Not one of the people I know has ever
had a negative experience with "cross border violators" and it seems as if "CBV" numbers are significantly
down for this area.

I personally visited the refuge and monument less often in the past few years because of the excessive noise,
dust and degraded landscapes. However, I miss the picturesque views and wildlife experiences I used to have
when there was less border patrol presence.

I sincerely ask that the Department of Homeland Security take another look at the need for this project. I urge
you to develop alternatives that address the need to secure the border while at the same time the need to protect
America's natural treasures.

Best regards,
Keri Dixon
Tucson, AZ

"Unless someone like you cares a whole awful lot, nothing is going to get better, it's not."
The Lorax, by Dr. Seuss
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From: Cyndi Tuell [mailto:cctuell@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 4:18 PM

To: GUZEWICH, DAVID C

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Ajo Forward Operating Base Ajo Station's Area of
Responsibility U.S. Border Patrol Ajo Sector

Dear Mr. Guzewich,

As a member of the Center for Biological Diversity and a recent visitor to the Organ Pipe National Monument and Cabeza
Prieta National Wildlife Refuge, I appreciate the opportunity to comment upon the Department of Homeland Security's
proposal to expand the Ajo Forward Operating Base.

I adopt and incorporate by reference the comments submitted by the Center for Biological Diversity.

My first hand experiences on the Refuge in the area of the Forward Operating Base leads me to believe that Border
Patrol agents need to be educated on the impacts they are having to Refuge resources and visitors to the Refuge. I have
many friends who used to visit the refuge regularly but who no longer visit at all because of the excessive number of
Border Patrol agents driving around 24 hours a day. Not one of the people I know has ever had a negative experience
with "cross border violators" and it seems as if "CBV" numbers are significantly down for this area.

I ask that the Department of Homeland Security take another look at the need for this project and develop alternatives
that address the need to secure the border while at the same time the need to protect America's natural treasures.

Sincerely,
Cyndi Tuell
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APPENDIX C
FEDERAL AND STATE PROTECTED SPECIES LISTS
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COUNTY TAXON SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME ELCODE ESA STATE GRANK S RANK
Navajo PLANT Pediocactus peeblesianus var. Peebles Navajo Cactus PDCACOEO053 LE HS G1G2T1 S1
peeblesianus
Navajo PLANT Penstemon nudiflorus Flagstaff Beardtongue PDSCRI1L4A0 G2G3 S283
Navajo PLANT Platanthera zothecina Alcove Bog-orchid PMORCI1Y130 SC G2 S2
Navajo REPTILE Thamnophis eques megalops Northern Mexican Gartersnake ARADB36061 C WwSC GS5T5 S1
Navajo REPTILE Thamnophis rufipunctatus Narrow-headed Gartersnake ARADB36110 SC WSC G3G4 S1
Pima AMPHIBIAN Craugastor augusti cactorum Western Barking Frog AAABD04171 WSC G5TS S2
Pima AMPHIBIAN Gastrophryne olivacea Western Narrow-mouthed Toad ~ AAABE01020 WSC G5 S3
Pima AMPHIBIAN Rana chiricahuensis Chiricahua Leopard Frog AAABHO01080 LT WSC G3 S2
Pima AMPHIBIAN Rana yavapaiensis Lowland Leopard Frog AAABH01250 SC WSC G4 S3
Pima AMPHIBIAN Smilisca fodiens Lowland Burrowing Treefrog AAABC06010 WSC G4 S2
Pima BIRD Accipiter gentilis Northern Goshawk ABNKC12060 SC WSC G5 S3B
Pima BIRD Ammodramus bairdii Baird's Sparrow ABPBXA0010 SC WSC G4 S2N
Pima BIRD Ammodramus savannarum Arizona grasshopper sparrow ABPBXA0021 G5TU S2
ammolegus
Pima BIRD Athene cunicularia hypugaea Western Burrowing Owl ABNSB10012 SC G4T4 S3
Pima BIRD Buteo albonotatus Zone-tailed Hawk ABNKC19090 G4 S4
Pima BIRD Buteo nitidus maxima Northern Gray Hawk ABNKC19011 SC WSC G5T4Q S3
Pima BIRD Buteo swainsoni Swainson's Hawk ABNKC19070 G5 S3
Pima BIRD Buteogallus anthracinus Common Black-Hawk ABNKCI15010 WSC G4GS S3
Pima BIRD Camptostoma imberbe Northern Beardless-Tyrannulet ~ ABPAE04010 G5 S4
Pima BIRD Caprimulgus ridgwayi Buff-collared Nightjar ABNTA07060 G5 S2S3
Pima BIRD Caracara cheriway Crested Caracara ABNKD02020 No Status WSC G5 S1S2
Pima BIRD Coccyzus americanus Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Western ~ ABNRB02020 C WSC G5 S3
Pima BIRD Colinus virginianus ridgwayi IL\J/I.:s.k]Zg %)obwhite ABNLC21022 LE WSC G5T1 S1
Pima BIRD Dendrocygna autumnalis Black-bellied Whistling-Duck ABNJB01040 WSC G5 S3
Pima BIRD Dendrocygna bicolor Fulvous Whistling-Duck ABNJBO01010 SC G5 SAN
Pima BIRD Empidonax fulvifrons pygmaeus Northern Buff-breasted Flycatcher ABPAE33141 SC WSC G5TS S1
Pima BIRD Empidonax traillii extimus Southwestern Willow Flycatcher ABPAE33043 LE WSC G5TIT2 S1
Pima BIRD Falco peregrinus anatum American Peregrine Falcon ABNKDO06071 SC WSC G4T4 S4
Pima BIRD Glaucidium brasilianum cactorum Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-owl =~ ABNSB08041 SC WSC G5T3 S1

30



COUNTY TAXON SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME ELCODE ESA BLM USFS MEXFED STATE GRANK S RANK
Pima BIRD Pachyramphus aglaiae Rose-throated Becard ABPAES3070 S WSC G4G5 S1
Pima BIRD Pandion haliaetus Osprey ABNKCO01010 S WSC G5 S2B,S4N
Pima BIRD Polioptila nigriceps Black-capped Gnatcatcher ABPBJ08040 WSC G5 S1
Pima BIRD Rallus longirostris yumanensis Yuma Clapper Rail ABNMEO501A LE P WSC G5T3 S3
Pima BIRD Strix occidentalis lucida Mexican Spotted Owl ABNSB12012 LT A WSC G3T3 S3S4
Pima BIRD Trogon elegans Elegant Trogon ABNWA02070 WSC G5 S3
Pima BIRD Tyrannus crassirostris Thick-billed Kingbird ABPAES2040 S S WSC G5 S2
Pima BIRD Tyrannus melancholicus Tropical Kingbird ABPAES2010 WSC G5 S3
Pima FISH Agosia chrysogaster chrysogaster Gila Longfin Dace AFCJIB37151 SC S S A G4T3T4 S3S4
Pima FISH Catostomus clarkii Desert Sucker AFCJC02040 SC S S G3G4 S354
Pima FISH Cyprinodon eremus Quitobaquito Pupfish AFCNBO02140 LE WSC Gl S1
Pima FISH Cyprinodon macularius Desert Pupfish AFCNBO02060 LE P WSC Gl S1
Pima FISH Gila intermedia Gila Chub AFCJB13160 LE P WSC G2 S2
Pima FISH Poeciliopsis occidentalis Gila Topminnow AFCNC05021 LE A WSC G3T3 S1S2
occidentalis
Pima INVERTEBRATE  Argia sabino Sabino Canyon Dancer IIODO68100 SC S G1G2 S2
Pima INVERTEBRATE  Sonorella eremita San Xavier Talussnail IMGASC9240 SC Gl S1
Pima INVERTEBRATE  Sonorella rosemontensis Rosemont Talussnail IMGASC9520 C G3 S1
Pima INVERTEBRATE  Tryonia quitobaquitae Quitobaquito Tryonia IMGASJ7130 SC Gl S1
Pima MAMMAL Antilocapra americana sonoriensis Sonoran Pronghorn AMALDO01012 LE P WSC G5Tl S1
Pima MAMMAL Baiomys taylori Northern Pygmy Mouse AMAFF05010 S G4G5 S3
Pima MAMMAL Choeronycteris mexicana Mexican Long-tongued Bat AMACB02010 SC S S A WSC G4 S3
Pima MAMMAL Corynorhinus townsendii Pale Townsend's Big-eared Bat ~ AMACC08014 SC S S G4T4 S3S4
pallescens
Pima MAMMAL Cynomys ludovicianus Black-tailed Prairie Dog AMAFB06010 SC S S A WSC G4 SXS1
Pima MAMMAL Eumops perotis californicus Greater Western Bonneted Bat AMACDO02011 SC S S G5T4 S3
Pima MAMMAL Eumops underwoodi Underwood's Bonneted Bat AMACD02020 SC G4 S1
Pima MAMMAL Lasiurus blossevillii Western Red Bat AMACC05060 S S WSC G5 S3
Pima MAMMAL Lasiurus xanthinus Western Yellow Bat AMACC05070 S S WSC G5 S283
Pima MAMMAL Leptonycteris curasoae Lesser Long-nosed Bat AMACBO03030 LE WSC G4 S283
yerbabuenae
Pima MAMMAL Macrotus californicus California Leaf-nosed Bat AMACBO01010 SC S S WSC G4 S3
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COUNTY TAXON SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME ELCODE ESA STATE GRANK S RANK
Pima MAMMAL Myotis occultus Arizona Myotis AMACCO01160 SC G3G4 S3
Pima MAMMAL Myotis thysanodes Fringed Myotis AMACCO01090 SC G4GS S3S4
Pima MAMMAL Myotis velifer Cave Myotis AMACCO01050 SC G5 S3S4
Pima MAMMAL Notiosorex cockrumi Cockrum's Desert Shrew AMABAO05020 GNR S1
Pima MAMMAL Nyctinomops femorosaccus Pocketed Free-tailed Bat AMACDO04010 G4 S3
Pima MAMMAL Nyctinomops macrotis Big Free-tailed Bat AMACDO04020 SC G5 S3
Pima MAMMAL Panthera onca Jaguar AMAJH02010 LE WSC G3 S1
Pima MAMMAL Peromyscus merriami Merriam's Mouse AMAFF03020 G5 S2
Pima MAMMAL Reithrodontomys fulvescens Fulvous Harvest Mouse AMAFF02050 G5 S4
Pima MAMMAL Reithrodontomys montanus Plains Harvest Mouse AMAFF02010 G5 S3
Pima MAMMAL Sciurus arizonensis Arizona Gray Squirrel AMAFB07060 G4 S4
Pima MAMMAL Sigmodon ochrognathus Yellow-nosed Cotton Rat AMAFF07040 SC G4GS S4
Pima PLANT Abutilon parishii Pima Indian Mallow PDMALO020EO SC SR G2 S2
Pima PLANT Abutilon thurberi Thurber Indian Mallow PDMALO020PO SR G2? S1
Pima PLANT Agave parviflora ssp. parviflora  Santa Cruz Striped Agave PMAGAO10L2 SC HS G3T3 S3
Pima PLANT Agave schottii var. treleasei Trelease Agave PMAGAO10N2 SC HS G5T1Q S1
Pima PLANT Allium gooddingii Goodding Onion PMLIL02120 SC HS G4 S354
Pima PLANT Allium plummerae Plummer Onion PMLIL021V0 SR G4 S3
Pima PLANT Amoreuxia gonzalezii Saiya PDBIX01010 SC HS Gl S1
Pima PLANT Amsonia grandiflora Large-flowered Blue Star PDAPO03060 SC G2 S2
Pima PLANT Amsonia kearneyana Kearney's Blue-star PDAPO030MO LE HS Gl S1
Pima PLANT Arabis tricornuta Chiricahua Rock Cress PDBRA06200 G1? S1?
Pima PLANT Asclepias lemmonii Lemmon Milkweed PDASC020Z0 G4? S2
Pima PLANT Asplenium dalhousiae Dalhouse Spleenwort PPASP020A0 GNR S1
Pima PLANT Berberis harrisoniana Kofa Mt Barberry PDBER02030 G1G2 S1S2
Pima PLANT Capsicum annuum var. Chiltepin PDSOL06012 G5T5 S2
glabriusculum
Pima PLANT Carex chihuahuensis Chihuahuan Sedge PMCYP032TO G3G4 S2S3
Pima PLANT Carex ultra Arizona Giant Sedge PMCYPO3ES50 G3? S2
Pima PLANT Coryphantha scheeri var. Pima Pineapple Cactus PDCAC040C1 LE HS G4T2 S2

robustispina
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COUNTY TAXON SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME ELCODE ESA BLM USFS MEXFED STATE GRANK S RANK
Pima PLANT Cylindropuntia x kelvinensis Kelvin Cholla PDCACOD2MO SR GNA SHYB
Pima PLANT Dalea tentaculoides Gentry Indigo Bush PDFABIAIKO SC S S HS Gl S1
Pima PLANT Echinocactus horizonthalonius Nichol Turk's Head Cactus PDCAC05022 LE HS G4T2 S2
var. nicholii
Pima PLANT Echinocereus fasciculatus Magenta-flower Hedgehog-cactus PDCAC06065 SR G4G5T4TS S3
Pima PLANT Echinomastus erectocentrus var. ~ Acuna Cactus PDCACOJOE1 C P HS G3T1T2Q SI1
acunensis
Pima PLANT Echinomastus erectocentrus var.  Needle-spined Pineapple Cactus PDCACO0JOE2 SC SR G3T3Q S3
erectocentrus
Pima PLANT Erigeron arisolius Arid Throne Fleabane PDAST3MS510 S G2 S2
Pima PLANT Eriogonum capillare San Carlos Wild-buckwheat PDPGNO08100 SC SR G4 S4
Pima PLANT Eriogonum ericifolium var. Heathleat Wild-buckwheat PDPGN08231 S G3T2 S2
ericifolium
Pima PLANT Eriogonum terrenatum San Pedro River Wild Buckwheat PDPGN08760 S Gl S1
Pima PLANT Ferocactus cylindraceus Desert Barrel Cactus PDCAC08080 PR SR G5 S4
Pima PLANT Ferocactus emoryi Emory's Barrel-cactus PDCAC08090 SR G4 S1S2
Pima PLANT Graptopetalum bartramii Bartram Stonecrop PDCRA06010 SC S S SR G3 S3
Pima PLANT Heterotheca rutteri Huachuca Golden Aster PDAST4V0J0O SC S S G2 S2
Pima PLANT Hexalectris revoluta Chisos Coral-root PMORCI1C030 S G1G2 S1
Pima PLANT Hexalectris spicata Crested Coralroot PMORCI1C040 SR G5 S3S4
Pima PLANT Hieracium pringlei Pringle Hawkweed PDAST4W170 SC G2Q S1
Pima PLANT Lilaeopsis schaffneriana var. Huachuca Water-umbel PDAPI19051 LE HS G4T2 S2
recurva
Pima PLANT Lilium parryi Lemmon Lily PMLIL1A0JO SC S SR G3 S2
Pima PLANT Listera convallarioides Broadleaf Twayblade PMORCINO050 SR G5 S1
Pima PLANT Lophocereus schottii Senita PDCAC14010 SR G4 S1S2
Pima PLANT Lupinus huachucanus Huachuca Mountain Lupine PDFAB2B210 S G2 S2
Pima PLANT Lysiloma watsonii Littleleaf False Tamarind PDFAB2C040 SR G4? S1
Pima PLANT Malaxis tenuis Slender Adders Mouth PMORCIR090 SR G4 S1
Pima PLANT Mammillaria mainiae Counter Clockwise Fishhook PDCACO0A060 S SR G3 S1
Cactus
Pima PLANT Mammillaria thornberi Thornber Fishhook Cactus PDCACO0AO0CO SR G4 S4
Pima PLANT Mammillaria viridiflora Varied Fishhook Cactus PDCACO0AODO SR G4 S4
Pima PLANT Manihot davisiae Arizona Manihot PDEUP0Z010 S G4 S2
Pima PLANT Metastelma mexicanum Wiggins Milkweed Vine PDASCO050P0 SC S G3G4 S1S2
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COUNTY TAXON SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME ELCODE ESA BLM USFS NESL MEXFED STATE GRANK S RANK
Pima PLANT Muhlenbergia dubioides Box Canyon Muhly PMPOA480G0O S G1Q S1
Pima PLANT Muhlenbergia xerophila Weeping Muhly PMPOA48220 S G3 S1
Pima PLANT Notholaena lemmonii Lemmon Cloak Fern PPADIOGODO SC G3? S1S2
Pima PLANT Opuntia engelmannii var. PDCACO0D224 SR G5T3? S3?
flavispina
Pima PLANT Opuntia versicolor Stag-horn Cholla PDCACODIKO SR G4 S2S3
Pima PLANT Passiflora arizonica Arizona Passionflower PDPAS01073 S G5T3TS S2
Pima PLANT Pectis imberbis Beardless Chinch Weed PDAST6WOAO SC S G3 S1
Pima PLANT Peniocereus greggii var. Desert Night-blooming Cereus PDCACOV012 PR SR G3G4T3T4 S3S4
transmontanus
Pima PLANT Peniocereus striatus Dahlia Rooted Cereus PDCACOV020 SR G4 S1
Pima PLANT Penstemon discolor Catalina Beardtongue PDSCRI1L210 S HS G2 S2
Pima PLANT Perityle ajoensis Ajo Rock Daisy PDAST700Y0 SR Gl S1
Pima PLANT Physalis latiphysa Broad-leaf Ground-cherry PDSOLOSOHO S Gl S1
Pima PLANT Platanthera limosa Thurber's Bog Orchid PMORC1Y0GO SR G4 S4
Pima PLANT Psilotum nudum Whisk Fern PPPSI01020 S HS G5 S1
Pima PLANT Samolus vagans Chiricahua Mountain Brookweed PDPRI09040 S G2? S2
Pima PLANT Schiedeella arizonica Fallen Ladies'-tresses PMORC67020 SR GNR S4
Pima PLANT Senecio neomexicanus var. Toumey Groundsel PDAST8H274 S G5T2Q S2
toumeyi
Pima PLANT Sisyrinchium cernuum Nodding Blue-eyed Grass PMIRIODOBO S G5 S2
Pima PLANT Stenocereus thurberi Organ Pipe Cactus PDCAC10020 SR G5 S4
Pima PLANT Stevia lemmonii Lemmon's Stevia PDAST8V010 S G3G4 S2
Pima PLANT Thelypteris puberula var. Aravaipa Wood Fern PPTHE05192 S S G5T3 S2
sonorensis
Pima PLANT Tragia laciniata Sonoran Noseburn PDEUP1D060 S G3G4 S3?
Pima PLANT Triteleiopsis palmeri Blue Sand Lily PMLIL22010 S SR G3 S1
Pima PLANT Tumamoca macdougalii Tumamoc Globeberry PDCUC0S010 S S SR G4 S3
Pima PLANT Vauquelinia californica ssp. Arizona Sonoran Rosewood PDROS1R024 S G4T1 Sl
sonorensis
Pima PLANT Viola umbraticola Shade Violet PDVIO042E0 S G3G4 S2?
Pima REPTILE Aspidoscelis burti stictogrammus ~ Giant Spotted Whiptail ARACJ02011 SC S G4T4 S2
Pima REPTILE Aspidoscelis xanthonota Redback Whiptail ARACJ02012 SC G4T2 S2
Pima REPTILE Chionactis occipitalis klauberi Tucson Shovel-nosed Snake ARADBO05012 C S G5T3Q S1
BW1 FOIA CBP 007246
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COUNTY TAXON SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME ELCODE ESA BLM USFS NESL MEXFED STATE GRANK S RANK
Pima REPTILE Gopherus agassizii (Sonoran Sonoran Desert Tortoise ARAAF01013 SC S S A WSC G4T4 S4
Population)
Pima REPTILE Heloderma suspectum suspectum  Reticulate Gila Monster ARACEO01012 S A G4T4 S4
Pima REPTILE Kinosternon sonoriense Sonoyta Mud Turtle ARAAEO01041 C G4T1 Sl
longifemorale
Pima REPTILE Lichanura trivirgata trivirgata Mexican Rosy Boa ARADAO01023 SC S G4G5T3  SIS2
Pima REPTILE Oxybelis aeneus Brown Vinesnake ARADB24010 S WSC G5 S1
Pima REPTILE Phrynosoma cornutum Texas Horned Lizard ARACF12010 SC A G4GS S3S4
Pima REPTILE Phyllorhynchus browni Saddled Leaf-nosed Snake ARADB25010 PS PR G5 S5
Pima REPTILE Plestiodon callicephalus Mountain Skink ARACHO01030 S G4GS5 S2
Pima REPTILE Sceloporus slevini Slevin's Bunchgrass Lizard ARACF14180 S G4 S2
Pima REPTILE Senticolis triaspis intermedia Northern Green Ratsnake ARADB44011 S G5T4 S3
Pima REPTILE Thamnophis eques megalops Northern Mexican Gartersnake ARADB36061 C S A WSC G5TS S1
Pima REPTILE Uma rufopunctata Yuman Desert Fringe-toed Lizard ARACF15040 SC S A WSC G3 S2
Pinal AMPHIBIAN Gastrophryne olivacea Western Narrow-mouthed Toad ~ AAABE01020 S S PR WSC G5 S3
Pinal AMPHIBIAN Rana yavapaiensis Lowland Leopard Frog AAABHO01250 SC S S PR WSC G4 S3
Pinal BIRD Ardea alba Great Egret ABNGA04040 S WSC G5 S1B,S4N
Pinal BIRD Athene cunicularia hypugaea Western Burrowing Owl ABNSB10012 SC S S 4 A G4T4 S3
Pinal BIRD Buteo albonotatus Zone-tailed Hawk ABNKC19090 S G4 S4
Pinal BIRD Buteo nitidus maxima Northern Gray Hawk ABNKC19011 SC S S PR WSC G5T4Q S3
Pinal BIRD Buteo swainsoni Swainson's Hawk ABNKC19070 S S G5 S3
Pinal BIRD Buteogallus anthracinus Common Black-Hawk ABNKCI15010 S S A WSC G4GS S3
Pinal BIRD Camptostoma imberbe Northern Beardless-Tyrannulet ~ ABPAE04010 S G5 S4
Pinal BIRD Caprimulgus ridgwayi Buff-collared Nightjar ABNTA07060 S G5 S2S3
Pinal BIRD Coccyzus americanus Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Western ~ ABNRB02020 C S 2 WSC G5 S3
Pinal BIRD Dendrocygna autumnalis gl.'ilgll:esliied Whistling-Duck ABNJB01040 WSC G5 S3
Pinal BIRD Empidonax traillii extimus Southwestern Willow Flycatcher ABPAE33043 LE 2 WSC G5TIT2 S1
Pinal BIRD Falco peregrinus anatum American Peregrine Falcon ABNKDO06071 SC S S 4 A WSC G4T4 S4
Pinal BIRD Glaucidium brasilianum cactorum Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-owl =~ ABNSB08041 SC S S A WSC G5T3 S1
Pinal BIRD Haliaeetus leucocephalus Bald Eagle - Winter Population =~ ABNKC10015 SC S S 2 P WSC G5TNR S4N
(wintering pop.)
Pinal BIRD Haliaeetus leucocephalus pop. 3 Bald Eagle - Sonoran Desert arca  ABNKC10014 LT,DPS S S 2 P WSC G5TNR S2S3

Population
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CALCULATION SHEET-COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION

Assumptions for Combustible Emissions

Type of Construction Equipment Es:; of HP Rated | Hrs/day | Dayslyr TOtﬁrlshp'
Water Truck 2 300 8 240 1152000
Diesel Road Compactors 1 100 8 60 48000
Diesel Dump Truck 1 300 8 240 576000
Diesel Excavator 1 300 8 180 432000
Diesel Hole Trenchers 1 175 8 180 252000
Diesel Bore/Drill Rigs 1 300 8 180 432000
Diesel Cement & Mortar Mixers 1 300 8 240 576000
Diesel Cranes 1 175 8 240 336000
Diesel Graders 1 300 8 40 96000
Diesel Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 100 8 180 144000
Diesel Bull Dozers 1 300 8 180 432000
Diesel Front End Loaders 2 300 8 180 864000
Diesel Fork Lifts 2 100 8 240 384000
Diesel Generator Set 2 40 8 240 153600
Emission Factors

. : VOC g/hp- | CO g/hp- [NOx g/hp-[ PM-10 PM-2.5 |SO2 g/hp-
Type of Construction Equipment hr hr hr g/hp-hr glhp-hr hr CO2 g/hp-hr
Water Truck 0.440 2.070 5.490 0.410 0.400 0.740 536.000
Diesel Road Compactors 0.370 1.480 4.900 0.340 0.330 0.740 536.200
Diesel Dump Truck 0.440 2.070 5.490 0.410 0.400 0.740 536.000
Diesel Excavator 0.340 1.300 4.600 0.320 0.310 0.740 536.300
Diesel Trenchers 0.510 2.440 5.810 0.460 0.440 0.740 535.800
Diesel Bore/Drill Rigs 0.600 2.290 7.150 0.500 0.490 0.730 529.700
Diesel Cement & Mortar Mixers 0.610 2.320 7.280 0.480 0.470 0.730 529.700
Diesel Cranes 0.440 1.300 5.720 0.340 0.330 0.730 530.200
Diesel Graders 0.350 1.360 4,730 0.330 0.320 0.740 536.300
Diesel Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1.850 8.210 7.220 1.370 1.330 0.950 691.100
Diesel Bull Dozers 0.360 1.380 4,760 0.330 0.320 0.740 536.300
Diesel Front End Loaders 0.380 1.550 5.000 0.350 0.340 0.740 536.200
Diesel Fork Lifts 1.980 7.760 8.560 1.390 1.350 0.950 690.800
Diesel Generator Set 1.210 3.760 5.970 0.730 0.710 0.810 587.300
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CALCULATION SHEET-COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION

Emission factors (EF) were generated from the NONROAD2005 model for the 2006 calendar year. The VOC EFs includes exhaust and evaporative emissions. The VOC evaporative
components included in the NONROAD2005 model are diurnal, hotsoak, running loss, tank permeation, hose permeation, displacement, and spillage. The construction equipment age
distribution in the NONROAD2005 model is based on the population in U.S. for the 2006 calendar year.

Emission Calculations

. . CcoO NOXx PM-10 PM-2.5 S0O2
Type of Construction Equipment VOC tons/yr tonslyr tonshyr tonslyr tonsfyr tonslyr CO2 tonslyr
Water Truck 0.559 2.628 6.970 0.520 0.508 0.939 680.454
Diesel Road Paver 0.020 0.078 0.259 0.018 0.017 0.039 28.363
Diesel Dump Truck 0.279 1.314 3.485 0.260 0.254 0.470 340.227
Diesel Excavator 0.162 0.619 2.190 0.152 0.148 0.352 255.313
Diesel Hole Cleaners\Trenchers 0.142 0.678 1.613 0.128 0.122 0.206 148.794
Diesel Bore/Drill Rigs 0.286 1.090 3.404 0.238 0.233 0.348 252.171
Diesel Cement & Mortar Mixers 0.387 1.473 4.621 0.305 0.298 0.463 336.228
Diesel Cranes 0.163 0.481 2.118 0.126 0.122 0.270 196.318
Diesel Graders 0.037 0.144 0.500 0.035 0.034 0.078 56.736
Diesel Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0.294 1.303 1.146 0.217 0.211 0.151 109.669
Diesel Bull Dozers 0.171 0.657 2.266 0.157 0.152 0.352 255.313
Diesel Front End Loaders 0.362 1.476 4,761 0.333 0.324 0.705 510.531
Diesel Aerial Lifts 0.838 3.284 3.622 0.588 0.571 0.402 292.324
Diesel Generator Set 0.205 0.636 1.011 0.124 0.120 0.137 99.411
Total Emissions 3.903 15.860 37.965 3.202 3.115 4,912 3561.853
Conversion factors
Grams to tons 1.102E-06
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CALCULATION SHEET-TRANSPORTATION COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION

Construction Worker Personal Vehicle Commuting to Construction Site-Passenger and Light Duty Trucks
Emission Factors Assumptions Results by Pollutant
Pick-up Total o
Pollutants Passenggr Cars Trucks, SUVs Mile/day Dayl/yr Number of | Number of Emissions Total Emissions Total tns/yr
g/mile . cars trucks Trucks tns/yr
g/mile Cars tnslyr
VOCs 1.36 1.61 60 240 20 20 0.43 0.51 0.94
CO 12.4 15.7 60 240 20 20 3.94 4.98 8.92
NOXx 0.95 1.22 60 240 20 20 0.30 0.39 0.69
PM-10 0.0052 0.0065 60 240 20 20 0.00 0.00 0.00
PM 2.5 0.0049 0.006 60 240 20 20 0.00 0.00 0.00
CO2 369 511 60 240 20 20 117.11 162.18 279.29
Heavy Duty Trucks Delivery Supply Trucks to Construction Site
Emission Factors Assumptions Results by Pollutant
10,000-19,500 | 33,000-60,000 . Number of | Number of Total Total Emissions
Pollutants Ib Delivery Ib semi trailer Mile/day Dayl/yr Emissions Total tns/yr
. trucks trucks Trucks tns/yr
Truck rig Cars tnslyr
VOCs 0.29 0.55 60 240 2 2 0.01 0.02 0.03
CcO 1.32 3.21 60 240 2 2 0.04 0.10 0.14
NOXx 4.97 12.6 60 240 2 2 0.16 0.40 0.56
PM-10 0.12 0.33 60 240 2 2 0.00 0.01 0.01
PM 2.5 0.13 0.36 60 240 2 2 0.00 0.01 0.02
CO2 536 536 60 240 2 2 17.01 17.01 34.02
Daily Commute New Staff Associated with Proposed Action
Emission Factors Assumptions Results by Pollutant
Pick-up Total .
Pollutants Passengfer Cars Trucks, SUVs Mile/day Dayl/yr Number of | Number of Emissions Total Emissions Total tns/yr
g/mile . Cars trucks Trucks tns/yr
g/mile cars tns/yr
VOCs 1.36 161 40 365 - 0.00 -
CO 12.4 15.7 40 365 - 0.00 -
NOXx 0.95 1.22 40 365 - 0.00 -
PM-10 0.0052 0.0065 40 365 - 0.00 -
PM 2.5 0.0049 0.006 40 365 - 0.00 -
CO2 369 511 40 365 - 0.00 -
Truck Emission Factor Source: MOBILE6.2 USEPA 2005 Emission Facts: Average annual emissions and fuel consumption for gasoline-fueled
passenger cars and light trucks. EPA 420-F-05-022 August 2005. Emission rates were generated using MOBILE.6 highway.
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CALCULATION SHEET-TRANSPORTATION COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION

Conversion factor:

gms to tons

0.000001102

Carbon Equivalents

Conversion Factor

N20O or NOx

311

Methane or VOCs

25

Source: EPA 2010 Reference, Tables and Conversions, Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks;

http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/usinventoryreport.html

CARBON EQUIVALENTS

Construction Emissions

Commuters Conversion CO2 tonslyr Total CO2

VOCs 25 23.57

NOXx 311 0.69

Total 24.25 303.54
Emissions

Delivery Trucks Conversion CO2 tonslyr Total CO2

VOCs 25 0.67

NOx 311 173.42

Total 174.09 208.11

Kirtland AFB staff Emissions

and Students Conversion CO2 tonslyr Total CO2

VOCs 25 -

NOXx 311 -

Total - -
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ONGOING EMISSIONS FROM DISEIL GENERATOR

Assumptions for Combustible Emissions
Type of Construction Equipment sz:g of HP Rated| Hrs/day | Days/yr Totr?rlshp—
Diesel Generator Set 1 286 4 24 27456

Emission Factors

. . VOC g/hp- | CO g/hp- [NOx g/hp-| PM-10 PM-2.5 |SO2 g/hp- .
Type of Construction Equipment hr hr hr glhp-hr glhp-hr hr CO2 g/hp-hr
Diesel Generator Set 121 3.76 5.97 0.73 0.71 0.81 587.3

Emission factors (EF) were generated from the NONROAD2005 model for the 2006 calendar year. The VOC EFs includes exhaust and evaporative emissions. The VOC evaporative
components included in the NONROAD2005 model are diurnal, hotsoak, running loss, tank permeation, hose permeation, displacement, and spillage. The construction equipment age
distribution in the NONROAD2005 model is based on the population in U.S. for the 2006 calendar year.

Emission Calculations
. . co NOx PM-10 PM-2.5 SO2
Type of Construction Equipment VOC tonslyr tonslyr tonslyr tonshyr tonslyr tonsiyr CO2 tonsl/yr
Diesel Generator Set 0.037 0.114 0.181 0.022 0.021 0.025 17.770
Total Emissions 0.037 0.114 0.181 0.022 0.021 0.025 17.770

Conversion factors

Grams to tons 1.102E-06
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Construction Fugitive Dust Emission Factors

Emission Factor
General Construction Activities
New Road Construction

PM2.5 Emissions
PM2.5 Multiplier

Control Efficiency

Construction Area (0.19 ton PM10/acre-month}
Duration of Construction Project 8
Length

0.19 ton PM10/acre-month
0.42 ton PM10/acre-month

0.10

0.50

CALCULATION SHEET-FUGITIVE DUST-CONSTRUCTION

Construction Fugitive Dust Emissions

Source
MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006
MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006

Units

(10% of PM10 emissions
assumed to be PM2.5)

EPA 2001; EPA 2006

(assume 50% control
efficiency for PM10 and
PM2.5 emissions)

EPA 2001; EPA 2006

Project Assumptions
Conversion Factors
0.000022957
5280

months
miles

acres per feet
feet per mile

Length (converted)
Width
Area

Staging Areas

Duration of Construction Project

Length

Length (converted)
Width

Area

0

6.00

12

0.00

feet
feet
acres

months
miles
feet
feet
acres

PM10 uncontrolled

Project Emissions (tons/year)

PM10 controlled

PM2.5 uncontrolled

PM2.5 controlled

Construction Area (0.19 ton PM10/aq 3.42 1.71 0.34 0.17
Staging Areas 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 3.42 1.71 0.34 0.17

References:

EPA 2001. Procedures Document for National Emissions Inventory, Criteria Air Pollutants, 1985-1999. EPA-454/R-01-006. Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards,
United States Environmental Protection Agency. March 2001.

EPA 2006. Documentation for the Final 2002 Nonpoint Sector (Feb 06 version) National Emission Inventory for Criteria and Hazardous Air Pollutants.Prepared for: Emissions
Inventory and Analysis Group (C339-02) Air Quality Assessment Division Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, United States Environmental Protection Agency. July
2006.

MRI 1996. Improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1). Midwest Research Institute (MRI). Prepared for the California South Coast Air Quality
Management District, March 29, 1996.
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Construction Fugitive Dust Emission Factors

General Construction Activities Emission Factor

0.19 ton PM10/acre-month Source: MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006
The area-based emission factor for construction activities is based on a study completed by the Midwest Research Institute (MRI) Improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No.
1), March 29, 1996. The MRI study evaluated seven construction projects in Nevada and California (Las Vegas, Coachella Valley, South Coast Air Basin, and the San Joaquin Valley). The
study determined an average emission factor of 0.11 ton PM10/acre-month for sites without large-scale cut/fill operations. A worst-case emission factor of 0.42 ton PM10/acre-month was
calculated for sites with active large-scale earth moving operations. The monthly emission factors are based on 168 work-hours per month (MRI 1996). A subsequent MRI Report in 1999,
Estimating Particulate Matter Emissions from Construction Operations, calculated the 0.19 ton PM10/acre-month emission factor by applying 25% of the large-scale earthmoving emission factor
(0.42 ton PM10/acre-month) and 75% of the average emission factor (0.11 ton PM10/acre-month).

The 0.19 ton PM10/acre-month emission factor is referenced by the EPA for non-residential construction activities in recent procedures documents for the National Emission Inventory (EPA
2001; EPA 2006). The 0.19 ton PM10/acre-month emission factor represents a refinement of EPA's original AP-42 area-based total suspended particle (TSP) emission factor in Section 13.2.3
Heavy Construction Operations. In addition to the EPA, this methodology is also supported by the South Coast Air Quality Management District and the Western Regional Air Partnership
(WRAP) which is funded by the EPA and is administered jointly by the Western Governor's Association and the National Tribal Environmental Council. The emission factor is assumed to
encompass a variety of non-residential construction activities including building construction (commercial, industrial, institutional, governmental), public works, and travel on unpaved roads. The
EPA National Emission Inventory documentation assumes that the emission factors are uncontrolled and recommends a control efficiency of 50% for PM10 and PM2.5 in PM nonattainment
areas.
New Road Construction Emission Factor

0.42 ton PM10/acre-month Source: MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006
The emission factor for new road construction is based on the worst-case conditions emission factor from the MRI 1996 study described above (0.42 tons PM10/acre-month). It is assumed that
road construction involves extensive earthmoving and heavy construction vehicle travel resulting in emissions that are higher than other general construction projects. The 0.42 ton PM10/acre-
month emission factor for road construction is referenced in recent procedures documents for the EPA National Emission Inventory (EPA 2001; EPA 2006).

PM2.5 Multiplier 0.10
PM2.5 emissions are estimated by applying a particle size multiplier of 0.10 to PM10 emissions. This methodology is consistent with the procedures documents for the National Emission
Inventory (EPA 2006).

Control Efficiency for PM10 and PM2.5 0.50
The EPA National Emission Inventory documentation recommends a control efficiency of 50% for PM10 and PM2.5 in PM nonattainment areas. Wetting controls will be applied during project
construction (EPA 2006).

References:

EPA 2001. Procedures Document for National Emissions Inventory, Criteria Air Pollutants, 1985-1999. EPA-454/R-01-006. Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, United States
Environmental Protection Agency. March 2001.

EPA 2006. Documentation for the Final 2002 Nonpoint Sector (Feb 06 version) National Emission Inventory for Criteria and Hazardous Air Pollutants. Prepared for: Emissions Inventory and
Analysis Group (C339-02) Air Quality Assessment Division Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, United States Environmental Protection Agency. July 2006.

MRI 1996. Improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1). Midwest Research Institute (MRI). Prepared for the California South Coast Air Quality Management District, March
29, 1996.
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CALCULATION SHEET-SUMMARY OF EMISSIONS

Alternative 1 Construction Emissions for Criteria Pollutants (tons per year)

Emission Source voc co NOx PM-10 PM-2.5 S02 Cco2 CO2 Equivalents | Total CO2
Combustible Emissions 3.90 15.86 37.97 3.20 3.12 4.91 3561.85 11904.82 15466.67
Construction Site-Fugitive PM-10 NA NA NA 171 0.17 NA NA NA NA
Construction Workers Commuter 0.97 9.06 1.25 0.02 0.02 NA 279.29 411.84 691.13
& Trucking
Total emissions-

4.87 24.92 39.21 4.93 3.31 4.91 3,841 12,317 16,158
CONSTRUCTION
Ongoing Operational Emission
Source
Diesel Generators 0.04 0.11 0.18 0.02 0.02 0.02 17.77 57.09 74.86
TOt?I Qn90|ng Operational 0.04 0.11 0.18 0.02 0.02 0.02 17.77 57.09 74.86
Emissions
De minimis Threshold (1) 100 100 100 100 100 100 NA NA 27,557

1. Pima County is in moderate non-attainment for PM-10

Carbon Equivalents

Conversion Factor

N20 or NOx

311

Methane or VOCs

25

Source: EPA 2010 Reference, Tables and Conversions, Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks;
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/usinventoryreport.html
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CALCULATION SHEET-COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION-ALTERNATIVE FOSSILE FUEL

Assumptions for Combustible Emissions

Type of Construction Equipment Es:; of HP Rated | Hrs/day | Dayslyr TOtﬁrlshp'
Water Truck 2 300 8 240 1152000
Diesel Road Compactors 1 100 8 60 48000
Diesel Dump Truck 1 300 8 240 576000
Diesel Excavator 1 300 8 180 432000
Diesel Hole Trenchers 1 175 8 180 252000
Diesel Bore/Drill Rigs 1 300 8 180 432000
Diesel Cement & Mortar Mixers 1 300 8 240 576000
Diesel Cranes 1 175 8 240 336000
Diesel Graders 1 300 8 40 96000
Diesel Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 100 8 180 144000
Diesel Bull Dozers 1 300 8 180 432000
Diesel Front End Loaders 2 300 8 180 864000
Diesel Fork Lifts 2 100 8 240 384000
Diesel Generator Set 2 40 8 240 153600
Emission Factors

. : VOC g/hp- | CO g/hp- [NOx g/hp-[ PM-10 PM-2.5 |SO2 g/hp-
Type of Construction Equipment hr hr hr g/hp-hr glhp-hr hr CO2 g/hp-hr
Water Truck 0.440 2.070 5.490 0.410 0.400 0.740 536.000
Diesel Road Compactors 0.370 1.480 4.900 0.340 0.330 0.740 536.200
Diesel Dump Truck 0.440 2.070 5.490 0.410 0.400 0.740 536.000
Diesel Excavator 0.340 1.300 4.600 0.320 0.310 0.740 536.300
Diesel Trenchers 0.510 2.440 5.810 0.460 0.440 0.740 535.800
Diesel Bore/Drill Rigs 0.600 2.290 7.150 0.500 0.490 0.730 529.700
Diesel Cement & Mortar Mixers 0.610 2.320 7.280 0.480 0.470 0.730 529.700
Diesel Cranes 0.440 1.300 5.720 0.340 0.330 0.730 530.200
Diesel Graders 0.350 1.360 4,730 0.330 0.320 0.740 536.300
Diesel Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1.850 8.210 7.220 1.370 1.330 0.950 691.100
Diesel Bull Dozers 0.360 1.380 4,760 0.330 0.320 0.740 536.300
Diesel Front End Loaders 0.380 1.550 5.000 0.350 0.340 0.740 536.200
Diesel Fork Lifts 1.980 7.760 8.560 1.390 1.350 0.950 690.800
Diesel Generator Set 1.210 3.760 5.970 0.730 0.710 0.810 587.300
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CALCULATION SHEET-COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION-ALTERNATIVE FOSSILE FUEL

Emission factors (EF) were generated from the NONROAD2005 model for the 2006 calendar year. The VOC EFs includes exhaust and evaporative emissions. The VOC evaporative
components included in the NONROAD2005 model are diurnal, hotsoak, running loss, tank permeation, hose permeation, displacement, and spillage. The construction equipment age
distribution in the NONROAD2005 model is based on the population in U.S. for the 2006 calendar year.

Emission Calculations

. . CcoO NOXx PM-10 PM-2.5 S0O2
Type of Construction Equipment VOC tons/yr tonslyr tonshyr tonslyr tonsfyr tonslyr CO2 tonslyr
Water Truck 0.559 2.628 6.970 0.520 0.508 0.939 680.454
Diesel Road Paver 0.020 0.078 0.259 0.018 0.017 0.039 28.363
Diesel Dump Truck 0.279 1.314 3.485 0.260 0.254 0.470 340.227
Diesel Excavator 0.162 0.619 2.190 0.152 0.148 0.352 255.313
Diesel Hole Cleaners\Trenchers 0.142 0.678 1.613 0.128 0.122 0.206 148.794
Diesel Bore/Drill Rigs 0.286 1.090 3.404 0.238 0.233 0.348 252.171
Diesel Cement & Mortar Mixers 0.387 1.473 4.621 0.305 0.298 0.463 336.228
Diesel Cranes 0.163 0.481 2.118 0.126 0.122 0.270 196.318
Diesel Graders 0.037 0.144 0.500 0.035 0.034 0.078 56.736
Diesel Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0.294 1.303 1.146 0.217 0.211 0.151 109.669
Diesel Bull Dozers 0.171 0.657 2.266 0.157 0.152 0.352 255.313
Diesel Front End Loaders 0.362 1.476 4,761 0.333 0.324 0.705 510.531
Diesel Aerial Lifts 0.838 3.284 3.622 0.588 0.571 0.402 292.324
Diesel Generator Set 0.205 0.636 1.011 0.124 0.120 0.137 99.411
Total Emissions 3.903 15.860 37.965 3.202 3.115 4,912 3561.853
Conversion factors
Grams to tons 1.102E-06
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CALCULATION SHEET-TRANSPORTATION COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION-ALTERNATIVE FOSSILE FUEL

Construction Worker Personal Vehicle Commuting to Construction Site-Passenger and Light Duty Trucks
Emission Factors Assumptions Results by Pollutant
Pick-up Total o
Pollutants Passenggr Cars Trucks, SUVs Mile/day Dayl/yr Number of | Number of Emissions Total Emissions Total tns/yr
g/mile . cars trucks Trucks tns/yr
g/mile Cars tnslyr
VOCs 1.36 1.61 60 240 20 20 0.43 0.51 0.94
CO 12.4 15.7 60 240 20 20 3.94 4.98 8.92
NOXx 0.95 1.22 60 240 20 20 0.30 0.39 0.69
PM-10 0.0052 0.0065 60 240 20 20 0.00 0.00 0.00
PM 2.5 0.0049 0.006 60 240 20 20 0.00 0.00 0.00
CO2 369 511 60 240 20 20 117.11 162.18 279.29
Heavy Duty Trucks Delivery Supply Trucks to Construction Site
Emission Factors Assumptions Results by Pollutant
10,000-19,500 | 33,000-60,000 . Number of | Number of Total Total Emissions
Pollutants Ib Delivery Ib semi trailer Mile/day Dayl/yr Emissions Total tns/yr
. trucks trucks Trucks tns/yr
Truck rig Cars tnslyr
VOCs 0.29 0.55 60 240 2 2 0.01 0.02 0.03
CcO 1.32 3.21 60 240 2 2 0.04 0.10 0.14
NOXx 4.97 12.6 60 240 2 2 0.16 0.40 0.56
PM-10 0.12 0.33 60 240 2 2 0.00 0.01 0.01
PM 2.5 0.13 0.36 60 240 2 2 0.00 0.01 0.02
CO2 536 536 60 240 2 2 17.01 17.01 34.02
Daily Commute New Staff Associated with Proposed Action
Emission Factors Assumptions Results by Pollutant
Pick-up Total o
Pollutants Passenggr Cars Trucks, SUVs Mile/day Dayl/yr Number of | Number of Emissions Total Emissions Total tns/yr
g/mile . Cars trucks Trucks tns/yr
g/mile cars tns/yr
VOCs 1.36 161 40 365 - 0.00 -
CO 12.4 15.7 40 365 - 0.00 -
NOXx 0.95 1.22 40 365 - 0.00 -
PM-10 0.0052 0.0065 40 365 - 0.00 -
PM 2.5 0.0049 0.006 40 365 - 0.00 -
CO2 369 511 40 365 - 0.00 -
Truck Emission Factor Source: MOBILE6.2 USEPA 2005 Emission Facts: Average annual emissions and fuel consumption for gasoline-fueled
passenger cars and light trucks. EPA 420-F-05-022 August 2005. Emission rates were generated using MOBILE.6 highway.
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CALCULATION SHEET-TRANSPORTATION COMBUSTIBLE EMISSIONS-CONSTRUCTION-ALTERNATIVE FOSSILE FUEL

Conversion factor:

gms to tons

0.000001102

Carbon Equivalents

Conversion Factor

N20O or NOx

311

Methane or VOCs

25

Source: EPA 2010 Reference, Tables and Conversions, Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks;

http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/usinventoryreport.html

CARBON EQUIVALENTS

Construction Emissions

Commuters Conversion CO2 tonslyr Total CO2

VOCs 25 23.57

NOXx 311 0.69

Total 24.25 303.54
Emissions

Delivery Trucks Conversion CO2 tonslyr Total CO2

VOCs 25 0.67

NOXx 311 173.42

Total 174.09 208.11

Kirtland AFB staff Emissions

and Students Conversion CO2 tonslyr Total CO2

VOCs 25 -

NOXx 311 -

Total - -
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ONGOING EMISSIONS FROM DISEIL GENERATOR

Assumptions for Combustible Emissions

Type of Construction Equipment Slrjurtns of HP Rated | Hrs/day Daysl/yr Tofrl shp-
Diesel Generator Set 2 286 24 365 5010720
Emission Factors
. . VOC g/hp- | NOx g/hp-|  PM-10 PM-2.5 |SO2 g/hp- !
Type of Construction Equipment hr CO g/hp-hr hr glhp-hr glhp-hr hr CO2 g/hp-hr
Diesel Generator Set 1.21 3.76 5.97 0.73 0.71 0.81 587.3

Emission factors (EF) were generated from the NONROAD2005 model for the 2006 calendar year. The VOC EFs includes exhaust and evaporative emissions.
The VOC evaporative components included in the NONROAD2005 model are diurnal, hotsoak, running loss, tank permeation, hose permeation, displacement,
and spillage. The construction equipment age distribution in the NONROAD2005 model is based on the population in U.S. for the 2006 calendar year.

Emission Calculations

. . NOXx PM-10 PM-2.5 SO2
Type of Construction Equipment VOC tons/yr| CO tonslyr tons/yr tonslyr tons/yr tons/yr CO2 tonsl/yr
Diesel Generator Set 6.681 20.762 32.965 4.031 3.920 4.473 3242.961
Total Emissions 6.681 20.762 32.965 4.031 3.920 4.473 3242.961
Conversion factors
Grams to tons 1.102E-06
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CALCULATION SHEET-FUGITIVE DUST-CONSTRUCTION-ALTERNATIVE FOSSILE FUEL

Construction Fugitive Dust Emissions

Construction Fugitive Dust Emission Factors

Emission Factor Units
0.19 ton PM10/acre-month
0.42 ton PM10/acre-month

Source
MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006
MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006

General Construction Activities
New Road Construction

PM2.5 Emissions

PM2.5 Multiplier 0.10 (10% of PM10 emissions  EPA 2001; EPA 2006
assumed to be PM2.5)
Control Efficiency 0.50 (assume 50% control EPA 2001; EPA 2006

efficiency for PM10 and
PM2.5 emissions)

Project Assumptions

Construction Area (0.19 ton PM10/acre-month} Conversion Factors

Duration of Construction Project 8 months 0.000022957 acres per feet
Length miles 5280 feet per mile
Length (converted) 0 feet

Width feet

Area 6.00 acres

Staging Areas

Duration of Construction Project 12 months

Length miles

Length (converted) feet

Width feet

Area 0.00 acres

PM10 uncontrolled

Project Emissions (tons/year)

PM10 controlled

PM2.5 uncontrolled

PM2.5 controlled

Construction Area (0.19 ton PM10/aq 3.42 1.71 0.34 0.17
Staging Areas 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 3.42 1.71 0.34 0.17

References:
EPA 2001. Procedures Document for National Emissions Inventory, Criteria Air Pollutants, 1985-1999. EPA-454/R-01-006. Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards,
United States Environmental Protection Agency. March 2001.

EPA 2006. Documentation for the Final 2002 Nonpoint Sector (Feb 06 version) National Emission Inventory for Criteria and Hazardous Air Pollutants.Prepared for: Emissions
Inventory and Analysis Group (C339-02) Air Quality Assessment Division Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, United States Environmental Protection Agency. July
2006.

MRI 1996. Improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1). Midwest Research Institute (MRI). Prepared for the California South Coast Air Quality
Management District, March 29, 1996.
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Construction Fugitive Dust Emission Factors

General Construction Activities Emission Factor

0.19 ton PM10/acre-month Source: MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006
The area-based emission factor for construction activities is based on a study completed by the Midwest Research Institute (MRI) Improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No.
1), March 29, 1996. The MRI study evaluated seven construction projects in Nevada and California (Las Vegas, Coachella Valley, South Coast Air Basin, and the San Joaquin Valley). The
study determined an average emission factor of 0.11 ton PM10/acre-month for sites without large-scale cut/fill operations. A worst-case emission factor of 0.42 ton PM10/acre-month was
calculated for sites with active large-scale earth moving operations. The monthly emission factors are based on 168 work-hours per month (MRI 1996). A subsequent MRI Report in 1999,
Estimating Particulate Matter Emissions from Construction Operations, calculated the 0.19 ton PM10/acre-month emission factor by applying 25% of the large-scale earthmoving emission factor
(0.42 ton PM10/acre-month) and 75% of the average emission factor (0.11 ton PM10/acre-month).

The 0.19 ton PM10/acre-month emission factor is referenced by the EPA for non-residential construction activities in recent procedures documents for the National Emission Inventory (EPA
2001; EPA 2006). The 0.19 ton PM10/acre-month emission factor represents a refinement of EPA's original AP-42 area-based total suspended patrticle (TSP) emission factor in Section 13.2.3
Heavy Construction Operations. In addition to the EPA, this methodology is also supported by the South Coast Air Quality Management District and the Western Regional Air Partnership
(WRAP) which is funded by the EPA and is administered jointly by the Western Governor's Association and the National Tribal Environmental Council. The emission factor is assumed to
encompass a variety of non-residential construction activities including building construction (commercial, industrial, institutional, governmental), public works, and travel on unpaved roads. The
EPA National Emission Inventory documentation assumes that the emission factors are uncontrolled and recommends a control efficiency of 50% for PM10 and PM2.5 in PM nonattainment
areas.

New Road Construction Emission Factor

0.42 ton PM10/acre-month Source: MRI 1996; EPA 2001; EPA 2006
The emission factor for new road construction is based on the worst-case conditions emission factor from the MRI 1996 study described above (0.42 tons PM10/acre-month). It is assumed that
road construction involves extensive earthmoving and heavy construction vehicle travel resulting in emissions that are higher than other general construction projects. The 0.42 ton PM10/acre-
month emission factor for road construction is referenced in recent procedures documents for the EPA National Emission Inventory (EPA 2001; EPA 2006).

PM2.5 Multiplier 0.10
PM2.5 emissions are estimated by applying a particle size multiplier of 0.10 to PM10 emissions. This methodology is consistent with the procedures documents for the National Emission
Inventory (EPA 2006).

Control Efficiency for PM10 and PM2.5 0.50
The EPA National Emission Inventory documentation recommends a control efficiency of 50% for PM10 and PM2.5 in PM nonattainment areas. Wetting controls will be applied during project
construction (EPA 2006).

References:

EPA 2001. Procedures Document for National Emissions Inventory, Criteria Air Pollutants, 1985-1999. EPA-454/R-01-006. Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, United States
Environmental Protection Agency. March 2001.

EPA 2006. Documentation for the Final 2002 Nonpoint Sector (Feb 06 version) National Emission Inventory for Criteria and Hazardous Air Pollutants. Prepared for: Emissions Inventory and
Analysis Group (C339-02) Air Quality Assessment Division Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, United States Environmental Protection Agency. July 2006.

MRI 1996. Improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1). Midwest Research Institute (MRI). Prepared for the California South Coast Air Quality Management District, March
29, 1996.
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CALCULATION SHEET-SUMMARY OF EMISSIONS-ALTERNATIVE FOSSILE FUEL

Alternative 1 Construction Emissions for Criteria Pollutants (tons per year)

Emission Source voc co NOx PM-10 PM-2.5 S02 Cco2 CO2 Equivalents | Total CO2
Combustible Emissions 3.90 15.86 37.97 3.20 3.12 4.91 3561.85 11904.82 15466.67
Construction Site-Fugitive PM-10 NA NA NA 171 0.17 NA NA NA NA
Construction Workers Commuter 0.97 9.06 1.25 0.02 0.02 NA 279.29 411.84 691.13
& Trucking
Total emissions-

4.87 24.92 39.21 4.93 3.31 4.91 3,841 12,317 16,158
CONSTRUCTION
Ongoing Operational Emission
Source
Diesel Generators 6.68 20.76 32.97 4.03 3.92 4.47 3242.96 10419.22 13662.18
TOt?I Qn90|ng Operational 6.68 20.76 32.97 4.03 3.92 4.47 3242.96 10419.22 13662.18
Emissions
De minimis Threshold (1) 100 100 100 100 100 100 NA NA 27,557

1. Pima County is in moderate non-attainment for PM-10

Carbon Equivalents

Conversion Factor

N20 or NOx

311

Methane or VOCs

25

Source: EPA 2010 Reference, Tables and Conversions, Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks;
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/usinventoryreport.html
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