
 

INDIVIDUAL LETTERS 
 
This section includes the following letters: 
Letter #1 - Mark Belles 
Letter #2 - Merlin H. Christiansen 
Letter #5 - Thomas C. Bunn 
Letter #11 - Thomas C. Bunn 
Letter #96 - Jeannine Baker 
Letter #97 - Morgan Robertson 
Letter #99 - Robert E. Anderson 
Letter #103 - Paul Niemeyer 
Letter #104 - M.K. Axelgard 
Letter #106 - Wesley K. Sorensen 
Letter #146 - Kathy Bastian 
Letter #269 - Ken Christiansen 
Letter #271 - Jammi Sitterud 
Letter #272 - Scott Jensen 
Letter #275 - Thomas C. Bunn 
Letter #299 - Don W. And Bonnie P. Keele 
Letter #301 - Fred S. Jenkins 
Letter #340 - Larry D. Brown 
Letter #349 - Michael Jewkes 
Letter #372 - Zanpher Farrer 
Letter #378 - Don Jamison 
Letter #379 - Paula Wellnitz 
Letter #393 - Carolee Hammel 
Letter #395 - J. Rick McEwen 
Letter #399 - David Sucec 
Letter #405 - Kent Petersen 



  
Letter #1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1-1 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 1-1 
Comment noted. 



 
Letter #2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2-1 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 2-1 
A cattle trail would be constructed on 1.5 miles of the western end of the 
proposed road in order to facilitate trailing where topography is 
restrictive.  East of this, livestock would trail outside the fenced road 
corridor. 
 
Although used by recreationists, the existing road/trail is not managed for 
off-highway vehicle (OHV) use.    
 
The BLM Travel Plan, due out in 2006 after the release of the final RMP, 
will designate a system of trails for OHVs.  The Richfield RMP will 
designate areas where proposed projects, such as OHV sites, are 
acceptable on BLM land. 
 
The Fishlake National Forest OHV Route Designation Plan is scheduled 
to be implemented in the summer of 2006.  This Plan will designate 
roads, trails, and open areas for the use of OHVs.  The rules and 
designations in the Plan will close the Forest to off-route motorized 
cross-country travel by OHVs, except in the designated areas.  This plan 
will improve management and enforcement of OHV use on Forest land. 



  
Letter #5 
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5-2 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 5-1   
The Quit -Claim Deed process by Jones & DeMille Engineering was prior 
to the EIS, and the proposed action in the EIS does not contain any 
condemnation process.  The EIS only evaluates the right-of-way needed 
for the road.   Rights-of-way are not granted on public lands until all of 
the right-of-ways are acquired to complete the road. 

 
Response 5-2 
Cultural resource inventories (Hauck, 1995; Billat and Crosland, 2001; 
Patterson and Montgomery, 2001) were performed on all of the proposed 
alternative routes (See Section 3.12).  The cultural resource sites, 
including the rock art sites, are protected by the National Historic 
Preservation Act and the Archeological Resources Protection Act.   
 
The proposed alignment for Alternative B, Quitchupah Creek Road, and 
Alternative C, Alternate Junction, was shifted south about 250 feet.  This 
alignment would place the proposed road about 300 feet away and across 
the creek from the rock art panels.  The new alignment would also avoid 
impacting known cultural sites located within the previous alignment.  
No additional cultural resource sites would be impacted by this reroute. 
 
The existing road routed between the creek and the panels would be 
blocked and not used for access.  This would tend to limit access for 
casual visitors 
 

 



 
Letter #5 
 
 
 
5-2 cont. 
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5-4 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 5-3 
The absence of your name from our mailing list was an oversight and has 
been corrected.  We apologize for the inconvenience. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 5-4 
The predicted life of the mine is currently about 25 years.  This could be 
extended if additional coal reserves are leased.  Mine reclamation would 
minimize scars on the land.  The road would become the responsibility of 
the county and would remain a permanent feature.  Impacts to cultural 
resources would be minimized or mitigated prior to construction of the 
road. 



 
Letter #11 
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11-3 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 11-1 
Editorial changes have been made. 
 
 
 
 
Response 11-2 
A paleontological inventory was completed in July of 2002.  The 
inventory resulted in the recordation of 10 fossil localities.  Nine of these 
are considered insignificant while one is rated as important.  The fossil 
locality rated important is no longer in -situ and represents fossils from 
outside the project corridor.  This data has been added to Section 3.12 of 
the FEIS. 
 
 
Response 11-3 
The Alternative C route was subsequently realigned to avoid this parcel 
of private land. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



   
Letter #11 
 
 
 
11-4 

 

 

 
 
 
Response 11-4  
The road designers are well aware of the flashy and often extreme nature 
of flood flows in Quitchupah Creek and its tributaries, and have 
accounted for that nature in their design of channel crossings.  However, 
should a very extreme event occur, and Acut off the road@, the proposed 
high-use of the road would necessitate immediate repair, which would 
put the road back into service as quickly as possible, and would also 
minimize any resource damage due to the failure.  This is in contrast to 
the existing road, where flood damages go unnoticed and unrepaired for 
extended periods of time. 

 



 
Letter #96 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
96-1 
 
 
 
 
96-2 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 96-1 
Cultural resource sites are protected under the National Historic 
Preservation Act and the Archeological Resources Protection Act.  
Consultatio n with tribal representatives (Paiute, Hopi, and Ute) is on-
going (see Section 3.13).  Impacts to cultural resource sites would be 
mitigated as approved by the SHPO, land administering agency, and the 
consulting parties.  

 
 
Response 96-2 
The processing of coal was not included in this study.  The annual air 
pollution resulting from coal truck combustion of diesel fuel would 
decrease. This is based on vehicle miles traveled.  The local air quality 
along the proposed transport route would meet air quality standards.  
Mitigative measures for dust control are required by Utah State 
regulation, during construction activities. 
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Response 97-1 
A cattle trail would be constructed on 1.5 miles of the western end of the 
proposed road where movement is restricted by topography.  Livestock 
would trail outside the fenced corridor on the remainder of the proposed 
road, or in the case of Alternative D, along the existing road in 
Quitchupah Creek canyon. 



 
Letter #97 
 
 
 
97-1 cont. 
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Response 97-2 
The right to trail cattle in the canyon would not be affected; see Section 
3.8. 



 
Letter #99  
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99-3 
 
99-4 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Response 99-1 
Mitigation for the G.L. Olson Allotment will be found in Section 2.4 of 
the FEIS.  The road would be fenced and a water system developed to 
supply troughs out on the bench for the cattle.  See Section 3.8 Range 
Resources.  
 
Response 99-2 
A cattle trail would be constructed along 1.5 miles of the western portion 
of the proposed road where movement is restricted by topography.  
Livestock would trail outside the fenced road corridor for the remainder 
of the road, or in the case of Alternative D, along the existing road in 
Quitchupah Creek canyon. 
 
Response 99-3 
The road design was modified to include a fenced cattle trail where 
needed.  Ranchers would not be forced to truck livestock.  Trailing would 
continue normally. 
 



 
Letter #99 
 
 
 
 
 
99-4 cont. 
 
 
99-5 
 
 
 
99-6 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Response 99-4 
Costs of mitigation and the livestock facilities would be the responsibility 
of the proponent.  The Sevier County Special Service District would 
provide loading/unloading/holding facilities for the ranchers trailing 
livestock along Quitchupah Creek and in Convulsion Canyon.  The 
compensation for livestock involved in collisions with coal trucks or 
other vehicles would be guided by the open range law of Utah. 
 
Response 99-5 
There would be no increase in noise in the town of Emery as a result of 
the proposed road.  The amount of trucks heading north through Emery 
will continue at current levels.   
 
Response 99-6 
The proposed road would be a county road to be paid for by the toll user 
(SUFCO Mine).  It will not be abandoned after the mine is closed.  The 
road will remain open to the public for recreation and travel through the 
area. Ranchers will have continued access to the allotments in the area.  
After the closure of the mine, the road would then be maintained by 
public (county) road funds.  



 
Letter 
#103 
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Response 103-1 
Potential impacts to wildlife species from vehicle collisions are included 
in the FEIS (See Section 3.5).   
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#104 
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Response 104-1 
Comments noted.  
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Response 106-1 
Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 106-2 
A fenced cattle trail would be constructed along 1.5 miles of the western 
end of the proposed road, where topography restricts trailing options.  
East of that, livestock would trail outside the fenced road corridor.  
Livestock trailing would not be impeded by the proposed road.  



 
Letter 
#146 
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Response 146-1 
Comments noted.  



 
Letter 
#269 
 
 
 
 
 
 
269-1 
 
 
 
 
269-2 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 269-1 
A fenced cattle trail would be built along 1.5 miles of the western end of 
the proposed road, where topography restricts trailing options.  East of 
that, livestock would trail outside the fenced road corridor.  Livestock 
trailing would not be impeded by the proposed road. 
 
Response 269-2 
The money saved by using a shorter haul route would still be substantial 
for Alternative D.  See Section 3.15, Socioeconomics. 
 
 



 
Letter 
#271 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
271-1 
 
 
 
 
 
271-2 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 271-1 
See Cultural Resources Section 3.12.  Cultural resource sites are 
protected under the National Historic Preservation Act and the 
Archeological Resources Protection Act.  Section 106 Regulations 
36CFR 800.5 and 800.6 detail the process by which agencies determine 
whether an undertaking will adversely affect historic properties (NRHP 
eligible cultural resources) and how agencies consult to avoid, minimize, 
or mitigate adverse effects.  
 
Response 271-2 
There will be no ATV trail beside the proposed road.  
 
A fenced cattle trail would be built along 1.5 miles of the western end of 
the proposed road, where topography restricts trailing options.  East of 
that, livestock would trail outside the fenced road corridor.  The proposed 
road would not impede livestock trailing. 
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#272 
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Response 272-1 
Comments noted.   
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Response 275-1 
Editorial changes have been made. 
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Response 299-1 
There are no designated ATV trails in or adjacent to the project area so 
no data has been collected on ATV use.  See Section 3.10 Visual 
Resources, Recreation, and Wilderness for explanation of current ATV 
use in Quitchupah Creek. 
 
Response 299-2 
A fenced cattle trail would be built along 1.5 miles of the western portion 
of the proposed road, where topography restricts trailing options.  East of 
that, livestock would trail outside the fenced road corridor.  Livestock 
trailing would not be impeded by the proposed road. 
 
This trail would not be available for ATV use. 
 
 
 
Response 299-3 
An alternative that included a portal loadout facility in Muddy Creek was 
considered but is not feasible for the SUFCO Mine because the interior 
mine coal transport system is aligned west and south away from Link 
Canyon and Muddy Creek.  See Section 2.6. 
 
Response 299-4 
Analyzing the potential for speeding trucks is outside the scope of this 
project. 
 
 
 
Response 299-5 
Section 106 Regulations 36CFR 800.5 and 800.6 detail the process by 
which agencies determine whether an undertaking will adversely affect 
historic properties (NRHP eligible cultural resources) and how agencies 
consult to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects.  See Section 3.12. 
 
Fences will be constructed.  See alternative discussions in Sections 2.2, 
2.3, and 2.4. 



 
Letter 
#299 
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Response 299-6  
The primary purpose of the proposed Quitchupah Creek Road is to 
ensure the competitive productivity of the SUFCO Mine, as a source of 
economic stability for Sevier County and a potential source of additional 
income and revenue for Emery County, as well as provide a source of 
high quality coal for power plants (See Section 1.1, Purpose and Need). 
 
The Mine is an important component of local economies.  The presence 
and stability of the SUFCO Mine, and the families who support it, 
guarantee a continued demand in both Sevier and Emery counties for 
bank loans, mortgages, utilities, and other goods and services.  This adds 
to the economic stability of both counties.  See Section 3.15, 
Socioeconomics. 



 
Letter 
#301 
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Response 301-1 
 
The final EIS includes discussions using several ways to contrast 
alternatives in regard to water resources.  These include: number of 
stream crossings, risk of culvert failure, and proximity of road to 
perennial stream reaches.  Many of the BMPs, applicant-committed 
measures, agency-committed measures, and general construction/design 
components of proposed project are similar for all alternatives.  Thus, in 
regard to water resources, impact comparison among alt ernatives is 
primarily a function of the alignment-specific details listed above. 
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Response 340-1  
The SUFCO Mine was Utah’s largest coal producer in 2004.  SUFCO 
and dependant trucking companies provided 20 percent of the non-farm 
employment and 28 percent of the personal income in Sevier County in 
2002.  The mine is an important component of local economies.  The 
presence and stability of the SUFCO Mine, and the families that support 
it, guarantee a continued demand in both Sevier and Emery counties for 
bank loans, mortgages, utilities, and other goods and services.  This adds 
to the economic stability of both counties.  See Section 3.15 
Socioeconomic Resources. 
 
Response 340-2 
The alignment for Alternative B, Quitchupah Creek Road, and 
Alternative C, Alternate Junction, was shifted south about 250 feet.  This 
alignment would place the proposed road about 300 feet away and across 
the creek from the rock art panels.  The new alignment would also avoid 
impacting known cultural sites in that area located within the previous 
alignment.    No additional cultural resource sites would be impacted by 
this reroute. 
 
The existing road routed between the creek and the panels would be 
blocked and not used for access.  This would tend to limit access for 
casual visitors.   
 
This modification to Alternatives B&C will preclude the direct impacts 
of a busy public road next to the rock art sites.  
 
Response 340-3 
The design of Alt ernative D in the FEIS includes fences along the road to 
mitigate the impact of the proposed road across the benches.  See Section 
2.4 and Section 3.5. 
  
Response 340-4 
A cultural resource inventory (Billat and Crosland, 2001) was conducted 
on the Water Hollow route (Alternative D).  The proposed right-of-way 
corridor was routed to avoid cultural resource sites.  See Section 3.12. 



 
Letter 
#340 
 
 
340-5 cont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
340-6 

 

 

 
 
 
Response 340-5 
The terrain below the mine is too steep for a conveyor system, see 
Section 2.6.   A portal loadout facility in Muddy Creek is not feasible for 
the SUFCO Mine because the interior mine coal transport system is 
aligned west and south away from Link Canyon and Muddy Creek. 
 
 
 
Response 340-6 
See Section 2.2 Alternative B.  The proposed road would be built to 
AASHTO and UDOT standards. 
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Response 349-1 
Comments noted.   



 
Letter 
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Response 372-1 
Cultural resource sites are protected under the National Historic 
Preservation Act and the Archeological Resources Protection Act.  
Section 106 Regulations 36CFR 800.5 and 800.6 detail the process by 
which agencies determine whether an undertaking will adversely affect 
historic properties (NRHP eligible cultural resources) and how agencies 
consult to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects. Consultation with 
tribal representatives (Paiute, Hopi, and Ute) is on-going.  The Paiute 
and Ute tribes have accepted consulting party status and would assist in 
determining mitigation measures for impacts to cultural resource sites 
and Native American concerns. 
 
Response 372-2 
All of the proposed alternatives are analyzed in the EIS.  A cultural 
resource inventory (Billat and Crosland, 2001) was conducted on the 
Water Hollow route (Alternative D); see Section 3.12.  The proposed 
right-of-way corridor for Alternative D was routed to avoid cultural 
resource sites.   
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Response 378-1 
Comments noted. 
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Response 379-1 
Section 106 Regulations 36CFR 800.5 and 800.6 detail the process by 
which agencies determine whether an undertaking will adversely affect 
historic properties (NRHP eligible cultural resources) and how agencies 
consult to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects.  See Section 3.12 
for cultural resources and Section 3.13 for Native American Concerns.  
 
Response 379-2 
Alternative C does provide a junction with SR-10 further north than 
Quitchupah Creek.  See Section 2.5 Other Scenarios Considered But 
Eliminated From Detailed Study. 
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Response 393-1 
See Section 3.15 in the FEIS for socioeconomic impacts of the proposed 
road.   
 
Response 393-2 
The coal from SUFCO Mine is high quality and low sulphur and should 
be used in existing coal-fired power generation to lower emissions.   

 
Response 393-3 
Comment noted. 
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Response 395-1 
Comments noted.   



 
Letter 
#399 
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Response 399-1  
The SUFCO Mine was Utah’s largest coal producer in 2004.  The mine is 
an important component of local economies.  The presence and stability 
of the SUFCO Mine, and the families that support it, guarantee a 
continued demand in both Sevier and Emery counties for bank loans, 
mortgages, utilities, and other goods and services.  This adds to the 
economic stability of both counties.  There is assertion that it would be 
an economic stimulus for Emery County since there is an anticipated 
need for truck service in Emery due to the proximity to the SUFCO 
Mine.  See Section 3.15 of the FEIS. 
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Response 399-2 
Under all the alternatives SR-10 will need an upgrade to facilitate 
continued public use and truck traffic, but the build alternatives remove 
the impact of coal truck traffic on the south portion of SR-10. SR-10 is 
under the authority of UDOT and they would decide how to upgrade SR-
10 and whether to add truck lanes.  The SR-10 project would be a 
separate project from the proposed road.   
 
Response 399-3 
We have reviewed the EPA document on highway development and refer 
to it in the revised sections of the FEIS to better reflect the barrier and 
fragmentation potential of the proposed road.  The revision will be in the 
context that due to the poor quality soils in the project area and the 
sparseness of the vegetation most of the habitats would be classified as 
low quality.  The revision discusses the effects of noise in confined sites, 
the frequency of truck traffic, the human activity, and the physical barrier 
the road may be in the ecosystem.  
 
Ambient or background noise levels along the proposed haul road and 
SR10 are typical for outdoor and rural locations.  As stated in the DEIS,  
additional noise from construction and haul truck activity associated with 
the proposed action will impact area near the haul truck route.  Noise 
levels of outdoor and rural areas of 35 and 56 dBA were measured, 
respectfully.  Future noise level estimates of 60 and 74dBA were noted in 
the DEIS.  
 
Noise pollution=s effects on wildlife is not well studied, but recent 
research from the U.S. Air Force and U.S. Department of the Interior, 
relates given noise levels to the effects on certain types of animals. The 
most relevant published noise effects on animals are listed below: 
 
Noise Source       Noise Level                    Subjective Description 
Pronghorn            77 dBA                             Escape and Running 
Various species    132 dBA                           Anxiety -like behavior 
Rats, rodents        105 dBA (continuous)      Hearing loss; 
                              95 dBA                           Suppressed thyroid activity  
Mouse                  110 dBA (intermittent)     decreased in circulating eosinophils; adrenal                                                                                     
activation 
                            105 dB(continuous)          longer time intervals between litters; miscarriages,                                                                           
lower weight gain 

 
While none of these limited studies relate directed to the study area, 
pronghorn behavior with 77 dBA are directly effected by noise levels of 
that magnitude. Similar results can be assumed to  occur for large game 
animals indigenous to the canyon area.  
 
The noise section addresses canyon walls inasmuch as saying,  noise 
levels will likely double 200 meters away, where haul truck noise is 
allowed to dissipate in all directions.  Further, AAn increase in these 
predicted levels would be experienced is noise is prohibited ... such as, 
having a canyon wall immediately to one side of the haul road.@   



 
Letter 
#399 
 
 
399-4 

 

 

 
Response 399-4 
The North Fork rock art site, as well as other cultural resource sites in the 
area, have been further detailed and analyzed in the FEIS.  The North 
Fork site represents several cultural periods.  The text in Section 3.12 
regarding the cultural resources within the project area has been 
expanded to better describe the uniqueness and significance of the sites, 
as well as possible impacts, including secondary impacts, to cultural 
resource sites.  The realignment of the proposed road in the area of the 
rock art sites now precludes the North Fork site area as a pullout during 
construction.  
 
The proposed alignment for Alternative B, Quitchupah Creek Road, and 
Alternative C, Alternate Junction, was shifted south about 250 feet.  This 
alignment would place the proposed road about 300 feet away and across 
the creek from the panels.  The new alignment would also avoid 
impacting known cultural sites located within the previous alignment.  
 
The existing road routed between the creek and the panels would be 
blocked and not used for access.  This would tend to limit access for 
casual visitors.  This modification to Alternatives B&C would preclude 
the direct impacts of a busy public road next to the rock art site. 
 

Vibrations due to construction activities, blasting, and coal truck traffic 
would not adversely affect the cultural resource sites, specifically the 
rock art sites.  The proposed road route was realigned about 300 feet 
away from the rock art complex.  Rock art and structural cultural 
resources are the site types potentially most susceptible to impacts from 
minimal movement/damage that could possibly lead to structural failure 
and loss of the resource.  As presented in the BLM Handbook H-3150, 
illustration 10, the BLM has determined that peak velocities at the base 
of standing cultural structures and rock art should not exceed 0.75 inches 
per second.  The BLM’s distance of set-back, for example, is 205 feet for 
a 10 lb charge buried 10 feet.  The set-back for a 10 lb charge at the 
surface increases to 1,013 feet.  There are no proposed blasting areas 
within 1,200 feet of the rock art complex.  BLM guidelines for blasting 
set-backs would be utilized.     
 
Normal environmental conditions to which these resources are subjected 
on a daily basis and which cause similar effects include wind, 
temperature changes, humidity changes, and vibrations from aircraft and 
vehicles.  Failures of prehistoric structures and rock art occur as natural 
events a function of ever-present forces of erosion and decay.  
Precipitation combined with freeze-thaw cycles and other natural 
processes can impact the stability of these sites.  
 
Dust from road construction would be suppressed through use of water or 
an approved dust suppressant.  There is no conclusive evidence that 
emissions would impact the rock art.   
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Response 399-4 cont. 
Coal truck trailers would be covered and subjected to an air bath after 
loading to minimize fugitive coal dust.  Quantifying air pollution damage 
is difficult. The damage function is the quantitative relationship relating 
the influence of a pollutant, such as diesel emissions, on a receptor-like 
stone.  The mathematical form of the damage function depends on 
whether the ambient air concentration or deposition rate is the measure of 
pollution and also on the measure of damage, such as surface loss or 
chemical denudation (Livingston 2002).  Air pollution standards are 
created for human health protection utilizing ambient air quality 
standards.  A measure of deposition rate would be more appropriate in 
determining the affects on rock art. 
 
Motor vehicles generate three major pollutants: hydrocarbons, nitrogen 
oxides, and carbon monoxide. Nitrogen oxides are produced from buring 
fuels, including gasoline and coal. Ground-level ozone is a product of 
reactions between chemicals that are produced by burning coal, gasoline, 
other fuels, and chemicals.  Vehicles and industries are the major sources 
of ground-level ozone.  Particulate Matter is any type of solid in the air in 
the form of smoke, dust, and vapors, which can remain suspended for 
extended periods.  Particulates are produced by many sources, including 
burning of diesel fuels by trucks, fossil fuels, road construction, and 
industrial processes such as mining.  Volatile Organic Compounds 
(VOCs) are organic chemicals, many of which are hazardous air 
pollutants.  Vehicle emissions are an important source of VOCs.  As 
stated above, these are human health standards which do not apply 
readily to the damage function.  Therefore stating that these 
emissions/pollutants are within or out of acceptable range does not imply 
the same in regards to affects to rock art in the area.  Sufficient data does 
not exist and therefore does not appear in the analysis.  
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Response 405-1 
The proposed Alternate B and C road corridor has been realigned in the 
area of the rock art panels.  This new alignment would place the 
proposed road about 300 feet away and across the creek from the panels.  
The alignment would also avoid impacting known cultural sites located 
within the previous alignment.  This modification to Alternatives B&C 
would preclude the direct impacts of a busy public road next to the rock 
art sites.  
 
Response 405-2 
See Section 3.14, Transportation.  Currently traffic congestion due to 
coal trucks is experienced on the Acord Lakes Road and SR-10 at the 
steep grade on Quitchupah Hill.  The proposed road would alleviate 
traffic congestion on Acord Lakes Road and SR-10 from Fremont 
Junction to Quitchupah Creek Bridge.  The Alternative B junction with 
SR-10 would include modifications such as turn lanes, expansion of the 
bridge across Quitchupah Creek, and an acceleration lane up Quitchupah 
Hill in order to alleviate traffic congestion.  Alternative C would alleviate 
traffic congestion on Quitchupah Hill as it junctions with SR-10 to the 
north. 

 


