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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B1-1 Thank you for your comment.
B1-2 Thank you for your comment.
B1-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B2-1 Thank you for your comment.
B2-2 DNR’s Preliminary Decision on the road ROW is clear in its 

intent that the second half of the road would be reclaimed. 
The issue of strengthening this intent will be addressed by 
ADNR in its final decision for issuance of the ROW, which 
will occur after publication of this FEIS.

B2-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B3-1 Thank you for your comment.
B3-2 This issue will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for 

issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication of 
this FEIS.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B4-1 Thank you for your comment.
B4-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B5-1 Thank you for your comment.
B5-2 Thank you for your comment.
B5-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B6-1 Thank you for your comment.
B6-2 Thank you for your comment.
B6-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B7-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B8-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B9-1 Thank you for your comment.
B9-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B10-1 Thank you for your comment.
B10-2 Air access noise impacts are discussed in Section 4.5. 

A new discussion of Construction Impacts common to all 
alternatives has been added to Section 4.5.2. No agency 
providing authorizations for construction and operation of 
the Pogo project has the authority to regulate flight paths 
for project-related aircraft. The Applicant, however, has 
indicated a willingness to alter flight paths to reduce noise 
impacts to cabins.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B11-1 Thank you for your comment.
B11-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B12-1 Thank you for your comment.
B12-2 Thank you for your comment.
B12-3 Thank you for your comment.
B12-4 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B14-1 Thank you for your comment.
B14-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B13-1 Thank you for your comment.
B13-2 Thank you for your comment.
B13-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B15-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B16-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B17-1 Thank you for your comment.
B17-2 Thank you for your comment.
B17-3 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B18-1 Thank you for your comment.
B18-2 Thank you for your comment.
B18-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B20-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B19-1 Thank you for your comment.
B19-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B21-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B22-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B23-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B24-1 Thank you for your comment.
B24-2 Thank you for your comment.
B24-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B25-1 Thank you for your comment.
B25-2 Thank you for your comment.
B25-3 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B26-1 Thank you for your comment.
B26-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B27-1 Thank you for your comment.
B27-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B28-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B29-1 Thank you for your comment.
B29-2 Thank you for your comment.
B29-3 Typically, from initial discovery to mine production normally takes 

between 10 to 15 years in Alaska. Today, there is no known 
discovery in the Pogo project area.  While there could be a new 
discovery during the life of the Pogo mine, the probability of a mine 
going to production during this period is low.

B29-4 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B30-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B32-1 Thank you for your comment.
B32-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B31-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B33-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B34-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B35-1 Shaw Creek Road is a public road that provides access to a large 

block of state land managed for multiple concurrent use, including 
mineral, timber, and other industrial development. It would be 
unrealistic for residents bordering on wide spreads of state land 
to expect that such land would not be developed at some point. 
This is especially true given that resource development for these 
state lands has been contemplated for many years, beginning with 
timber planning in the 1970s.

 The management intent for these lands was determined, after 
a public process, by the Tanana Basin Area Plan in 1985. 
Another public process further refined this management intent 
when the TBAP was updated in 1991. In addition, the 1988 
TVSF Management Plan and its 2001 update also underwent a 
significant public process to determine management intent for 
these lands. The existing Shaw Creek Road itself was developed 
for access to agriculture, and has a history of commercial traffic 
from the onset.

B35-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B36-1 Thank you for your comment.
B36-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B37-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B38-1 Thank you for your comment.
B38-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B39-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B40-1 Thank you for your comment.
B40-2 Thank you for your comment.
B40-3 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B41-1 Thank you for your comment.
B41-2 Thank you for your comment.
B41-3 Thank you for your comment.



B
-26

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

B
-27

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B42-1 Thank you for your comment.



B
-26

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

B
-27

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B43-1 Thank you for your comment.
B43-2 Thank you for your comment.  

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B44-1 Thank you for your comment.
B44-2 Thank you for your comment.
B44-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B45-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B46-1 Thank you for your comment.
B46-2 Thank you for your comment.
B46-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B47-1 Thank you for your comment.
B47-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B48-1 Thank you for your comment.



B
-30

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

B
-31

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B49-1 Thank you for your comment.
B49-2 Thank you for your comment.
B49-3 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B50-1 Thank you for your comment.
B50-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B51-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B52-1 Thank you for your comment.
B52-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B53-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B54-1 Thank you for your comment.
B54-2 Thank you for your comment.
B54-3 In determining whether to permit use of the Goodpaster Winter Road to 

allow the Applicant to construct its all-season access road faster, ADNR 
does take into consideration the economic advantages to the Applicant. 
Regardless of the weather conditions that might exist, however, ADNR 
would require that specific standards be met (e.g., ground frost depth, 
ice bridge thickness, stream bank snow ramps) before a winter road 
could be constructed and continued to be used. Thus, the Applicant 
would bear the risk of global climate change.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B55-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B56-1 Thank you for your comment.
B56-2 This suggestion will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision 

for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication of 
this FEIS.

B56-3 ADNR has committed to a full public process before decision 
making would occur in the future regarding changes in use of 
the mine access road. This will be clearly stated in ADNR’s 
final decision for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after 
publication of this FEIS.

B56-4 At the time it would make any decision to authorize 
additional uses of the mine access road, ADNR’s decision 
document would address cumulative impacts.

B56-5 This suggestion will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision 
for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication of 
this FEIS.

B56-6 Thank you for your comment.
B56-7 As a result of this and two similar comments, the Applicant 

has decided to reroute the power line corridor out of the 
Sutton Creek drainage and follow the road alignment across 
the Shaw Creek and Goodpaster divide.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B57-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B58-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B59-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B60-1 The bases for selecting the Shaw Creek Hillside Road option 

(Alternative 2) rather than the winter only access (Alternative 4) are 
described in Section 5.2.3. 

 ADNR will seek to minimize inappropriate ATV use and associated 
damage in its final decision for issuance of the ROW, which will occur 
after publication of this FEIS.

B60-2 A major factor in selecting the Shaw Creek Hillside road option 
(Alternative 2) was that it would provide access to a large block 
of state land managed for multiple concurrent use, including 
mineral, timber, and other industrial development, which has been 
contemplated for many years, beginning with timber planning in the 
1970s. The management intent for these lands was determined, after 
a public process, by the Tanana Basin Area Plan in 1985. Another 
public process further refined this management intent when the TBAP 
was updated in 1991. In addition, the 1988 TVSF Management Plan 
and its 2001 update also underwent a significant public process to 
determine management intent for these lands.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B61-1 Thank you for your comment.
B61-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B62-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B63-1 The issue of the section line easement at the end 

of Shaw Creek Road will be addressed by DNR in 
its final decision for issuance of the ROW and Land 
Lease, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.

B63-2 Thank you for your comment.
B63-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B64-1 The wildlife baseline descriptions in Section 3.14, and potential 

impacts to wildlife discussed in Section 4.9, have been reviewed by 
ADFG, and changes have been made in those sections to reflect its 
comments.

B64-2 The reader is directed to Appendix A1.2 (Option Screening Process), 
Surface Access, Type, Railroad.  (Page A-30).

B64-3 The reader is directed to Section 5.2.3, Surface Access, Route, 
Richardson Highway Egress.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B65-1 The reader is directed to Appendix A1.2 (Option Screening 

Process), Surface Access, Type, Railroad.  (Page A-30).

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B66-1 The reader is directed to Appendix A1.2 (Option Screening Process), 

Surface Access, Type, Railroad.  (Page A.1-30).
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B67-1 Thank you for your comment.
B67-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B68-1 Thank you for your comment.
B68-2 This suggestion will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance 

of the ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.
B68-3 This suggestion will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance 

of the ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.
B68-4 The means by which non–Pogo use of the mine access road would be 

allowed will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance of the 
ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.

B68-5 This suggestion will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance 
of the ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.

B68-6 Thank you for your comment.
B68-7 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 

the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-8 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 
the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-9 ADNR could allow use of the mine access road by other resource 
users on a case-by-case basis following a public notice and comment 
process.

B68-10 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 
the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-11 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 
the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-12 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 
the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-13 It is expected that the mine access road would be used to harvest 
timber from the TVSF lands in the Shaw Creek Valley.

B68-14 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 
the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-15 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 
the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-16 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 
the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-17 Thank you for your comment.
B68-18 Thank you for your comment.
B68-19 Thank you for your comment.
B68-20 Thank you for your comment.
B68-21 Thank you for your comment.
B68-22 This suggestion will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance 

of the ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.
B68-23 Thank you for your comment.
B68-24 Thank you for your comment.
B68-25 Thank you for your comment.
B68-26 Management policies for state lands in the project area are based on 

the TBAP, updated in 1991.  In addition, the TVSF Management Plan, 
updated in 2001, contains policies for management of the state forest.

B68-27 ADNR could allow use of the mine access road by other resource users 
on a case-by-case basis following a public notice and comment process.

B68-28 The Applicant would pay fuel taxes for all fuel used by licensed vehicles 
using the entire length of the mine access road. 

B68-29 Thank you for your comment.
B68-30 Thank you for your comment.
B68-31 Closure of state land to hunting, and means of access for hunting, are 

regulated by the Alaska Board of Game through a separate process 
outside the scope of this EIS.

B68-32 Thank you for your comment.
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B69-9 The original 1988 TVSF Management Plan did not limit access to timber 
sales in Unit 8 to winter-only, and there has not been a revision of the 
management plan that replaced the wording from winter access to 
all season access for timber harvesting in the Shaw Creek units. The 
public process for the revised TVSF Management Plan in 2000 involved 
public meetings in six communities, mailing of a six-page brochure to 
approximately 600 individuals and groups, newspaper display ads, and 
posting in ADNR offices, post offices, and on the ADNR web site. A more 
detailed response to this comment will be contained in ADNR’s final 
decision for issuance of the ROW, which will be issued after publication 
of this FEIS.

B69-10 The reader is referred to Section 5.2.3 (Surface Access-Related Options 
Specific to Alternatives).

B69-11 ADOT/PF has reviewed the Pogo project documentation, including the 
proposed Plan of Operations, the ROW Application, and the draft EIS, 
and has determined that the publicly maintained Shaw Creek Road can 
safely handle the projected traffic levels resulting from the Pogo project. 
ADOT/PF will work with ADNR and the Applicant to determine if specific 
mitigation measures could further increase public safety. ADNR will take 
practicable measures to mitigate impacts from increased use. A more 
detailed response to this comment will be contained in ADNR’s final 
decision for issuance of the ROW, which will be issued after publication 
of this FEIS.

B69-12 Shaw Creek Road liability issues relating to commercial use will be 
no different than they would be on any other public road in Alaska. 
The Applicant and other operators using the road will be liable for any 
negligent actions they may take. Also, all public users of any public road 
in Alaska share the responsibility for safe use of that road with the other 
users, be they commercial or non-commercial.

B69-13 ADNR has determined it would not be prudent to require the Applicant 
to spend millions of dollars to construct a road with more safety 
concerns and technical construction difficulties than the existing public 
Shaw Creek Road. ADOT/PF has determined that Shaw Creek Road 
can safely handle the increased traffic levels resulting from the Pogo 
project. DNR will take practicable measures to mitigate safety impacts 
from increased use. A more detailed response to this comment will be 
contained in ADNR’s final decision for issuance of the ROW, which will 
be issued after publication of this FEIS.

B69-14 These issues will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance of 
the competitive land lease, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.

B69-15 This issue will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance of the 
ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B69-1 Thank you for your comment.
B69-2 The Applicant’s ROW application (Teck-Pogo Inc., 2002j) and the 

baseline resource descriptions in Sections 3.13.1 and 3.13.2 of this 
document provide adequate information on which to base informed 
decisions about impacts on fish from the Shaw Creek Hillside all-
season road. All significant stream crossings along this route have been 
inventoried and evaluated as part of this EIS process.

B69-3 Thank you for your comment.
B69-4 Following considerable field investigations, cultural resources along 

the proposed Shaw Creek Hillside road alignment have been assessed 
(Section 3.19.3), and potential impacts to those resources have been 
described (Section 4.14.4). In addition, there is guidance in the National 
Historic Preservation Act Final Programmatic Agreement (Appendix C.1) 
that provides specific procedures to be followed if unexpected cultural 
resources are encountered during project construction and operation.

B69-5 The reader is referred to Sections 3.10, 3.14.1, 4.9.4.
B69-6 Thank you for your comment.
B69-7 The introductory paragraph in Section 4.10.4 has been redrafted in light 

of the comment.
B69-8 Potential impacts on fish, wildlife, and people described in this document 

are believed to fairly represent those that would occur from construction 
and operation of each surface access option.
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and technical construction difficulties than the existing public Shaw Creek 
Road. ADOT/PF has determined that Shaw Creek Road can safely 
handle the increased traffic levels resulting from the Pogo project. DNR 
will take practicable measures to mitigate safety impacts from increased 
use in its final decision for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after 
publication of this FEIS.

B70-8 The sound levels and relative loudness values in Table 3.9-1 are 
considered accurate. The predicted sound levels at residences located 
near Shaw Creek Road have been recalculated (Tables 4.5-2 and 4.5-3) 
to reflect the reality of the existing 25 mph speed limit on the road, and 
are based on standard noise level evaluation and predictive procedures.

B70-9 The noise levels in table 4.5-2 assume the bus station would be located 
in the vicinity of the Richardson Highway and there would be no personal 
vehicle shift change traffic on Shaw Creek Road. Noise levels for the 
option of the bus station being located near the TAPS crossing are 
presented in Table 4.5-3.

B70-10 The existing and projected Shaw Creek Road residences’ noise level 
values in Table 4.5-3 have been recalculated using the existing speed 
limit of 25 mph and are considered accurate. They are based on 
standard noise level evaluation and predictive procedures. The predicted 
level of 49 dBA at R5 would represent a 17 dBA increase above existing 
noise levels and would be considered as a high impact.

B70-11 If the bus station were to be located near the TAPS crossing, ADNR 
would work with residents to determine the best time for shift changes.

B70-12 Thank you for your comment.
B70-13 Dust control measures are not currently used on Shaw Creek Road. 

If substantial increases in dust were directly related to mine traffic, the 
Applicant would be required to use mitigation measures.

B70-14 Thank you for your comment.
B70-15 Potential impacts to resources described in this document are believed to 

fairly represent those that would occur from construction and operation of 
each surface access option, and possible mitigation measures that would 
lessen impacts on Shaw Creek Road residents are identified.

B70-16 The State of Alaska will do everything practicable and prudent to 
mitigate the possible adverse impacts to the residents of Shaw Creek 
Road (some of the possible mitigation measures are discussed in this 
document). There will undoubtedly be some additional impacts on Shaw 
Creek Road residents, however, from increased traffic.

 Shaw Creek Road is a public road that provides access to a large block 
of state land managed for multiple concurrent use, including mineral, 
timber, and other industrial development. It would be unrealistic for 
the residents bordering on wide spreads of state land to expect that 
such land would not be developed at some point. This is especially 

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B70-1 Thank you for your comment.
B70-2 The basis for selecting the Shaw Creek Road/Rosa option is described 

in Section 5.2.3. ADNR has determined it would not be prudent to require 
the Applicant to spend millions of dollars to construct a road with more 
safety concerns and technical construction difficulties than the existing 
public Shaw Creek Road. The Tenderfoot route would cross the same 
number of drainages as if the Shaw Creek Hillside Road started at the 
end of the existing Shaw Creek Road. This route would be a detriment 
to the forest industry because the additional haul costs would be 
significantly higher due to the adverse grades and more miles of road 
that would be added. This would be magnified many times over when 
considering the majority of the timber base is east of the TAPS ROW.

 ADOT/PF has determined that Shaw Creek Road can safely handle the 
increased traffic levels resulting from the Pogo project. DNR will take 
practicable measures to mitigate safety impacts from increased use in its 
final decision for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication 
of this FEIS.

B70-3 This comment correctly points out the DEIS was in error and that the 
existing speed limit on Shaw Creek Road is 25 mph, not 35 mph. The 
predicted sound levels at residences located near Shaw Creek Road 
have been recalculated (Tables 4.5-2 and 4.5-3) to reflect the reality of 
the existing 25 mph speed limit on the road.

B70-4 References to a 35 mph design speed in Section 4.18.4, and at 4.18 in 
Table 5.1-3, have been removed.

B70-5 ADOT/PF has determined that Shaw Creek Road can safely handle the 
increased traffic levels resulting from the Pogo project, and will work with 
ADNR and the Applicant to determine if specific mitigation measures 
could further increase public safety.  DNR will take practicable measures 
to mitigate safety impacts from increased use in its final decision for 
issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS.

B70-6 ADOT/PF has determined that Shaw Creek Road can safely handle the 
increased traffic levels resulting from the Pogo project, and will work with 
ADNR and the Applicant to determine if specific mitigation measures 
could further increase public safety.  Overflow ice is a common problem 
on Alaskan roads during winter months, and there are well established 
methods to control or eliminate this hazard.  Maintenance of Shaw Creek 
Road will continue to be the responsibility of ADOT/PF. DNR will take 
practicable measures to mitigate safety impacts from increased use in its 
final decision for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication 
of this FEIS.

B70-7 ADNR has determined it would not be prudent to require the Applicant to 
spend millions of dollars to construct a road with more safety concerns 
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true given that resource development for these state lands has been 
contemplated for many years, beginning with timber planning in the 
1970s.

 The management intent for these lands was determined, after a public 
process, by the Tanana Basin Area Plan in 1985. Another public 
process further refined this management intent when the TBAP was 
updated in 1991. In addition, the 1988 TVSF Management Plan and its 
2001 update also underwent a significant public process to determine 
management intent for these lands. The existing Shaw Creek Road 
itself was developed for access to agriculture, and has a history of 
commercial traffic from the onset.

 DNR understands that regardless of mitigation measures, increased 
traffic on Shaw Creek Road will still impact residents to some degree. It 
would not be responsible, however, for DNR to prohibit all commercial 
uses of Shaw Creek Road and force resource development interests 
to construct separate access to bypass a public road. This would 
unnecessarily add costs to resource development projects and 
unnecessarily commit state lands for a duplicate function.

 ADNR made substantial efforts to inform Shaw Creek Road residents 
of these processes and could only presume that existing and 
prospective property owners along Shaw Creek Road were aware of 
the potential future development in the area.

B70-17 The reader is referred to Section 4.9.4.
B70-18 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B71-1 Thank you for your comment.
B71-2 The validity of many proposed RS2477 ROWs remains questionable 

from legal as well as a geographic (specific alignment) perspectives. 
Surface access routes considered in this document were determined 
on the basis of minimizing environmental impacts. Thus, it may not be 
reasonable to attempt to substitute a questionable RS 2477 ROW at this 
time.

B71-3 Whether or not the State were to pay to construct the first 25 miles of the 
mine access road, it could still maintain and/or expand that segment of 
the road in the future. At this time the State intends to reclaim the road 
between Gilles Creek and the mine, and a public notice and comment 
process would occur were there to be any change in this intent.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B72-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B73-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B74-1 Transportation and handling of hazardous materials such as 

sodium cyanide are strictly regulated by both federal and state 
agencies. Section 2.3.17 (Reagent Handling) briefly summarizes 
these processes. Section 4.3.4 (Water Quality, Alternative 2, 
Access, Route) discusses probability of spills.

B74-2 These suggestions will be addressed by ADNR in its final 
decision for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after 
publication of this FEIS.

B74-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B75-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B76-1 Thank you for your comment.
B76-2 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B77-1 Thank you for your comment.
B77-2 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B78-1 Thank you for your comment.
B78-2 The management intent for state lands in the project area was 

determined, after a public process, by the Tanana Basin Area Plan 
in 1985. Another public process further refined this management 
intent when the TBAP was updated in 1991. In addition, the 1988 
TVSF Management Plan and its 2001 update also underwent a 
significant public process to determine management intent for these 
lands. These documents serve as the basis for land and resource 
management decisions within the Shaw Creek and Goodpaster River 
drainages.

 Potential impacts to resources described in this document, including 
to residents of both the Shaw Creek and Goodpaster River valleys, 
are believed to fairly represent those that would occur from 
construction and operation of each surface access option.

B78-3 The reader is referred to Section 5.2.3.
B78-4 All-season access to the Shaw Creek Valley state forest units has 

been a longstanding high priority for the DOF. Construction of all-
season timber access would have been authorized through a timber 
sale contract by this time if it were not for the Pogo Mine project 
application process and the anticipated construction of a road through 
the state forest for mine access purposes.

 The initial easement across private lands at the end of Shaw Creek 
Road for all-season access to Unit 8 of the TVSF was acquired by 
ADNR in the 1970s. The first timber sales in Unit 8, with all-season 
access provisions, went through the review process in 1995.  The all-
season access route has been through both public and agency review 

in the 5-Year Timber Schedule annually since 1990. The DOF has been 
ready to offer sales in Unit 8, including construction of all-season access, 
for several years. In anticipation of sales in Unit 8, the DOF has already 
purchased bridges, culverts, and road fabric. To coordinate access routes 
and minimize impacts, the DOF decided to delay its road construction 
plans until the Pogo Mine permitting process was completed.  

 Because operating timber harvesting equipment on steep slopes in 
winter conditions poses significant safety and operational concerns, the 
steep topography on the north side of Shaw Creek Flats necessitates 
all-season access to properly manage the timber resources. In addition 
to the safety and operational concerns with winter-only logging, the short 
three-month window for winter harvest activities makes it very difficult to 
sustain a viable timber industry. A year-round supply of timber provides 
a stronger economic base for harvesters and sawmills. Delta’s forestry 
industry cannot survive on winter only access. The DOF needs all-season 
access to timber sale areas because most of the Delta forestry area is 
currently accessible only during winter months. Even the Gerstle River 
area, one of the few areas traditionally accessible year around, has 
become accessible only during winter months in recent years due to 
flooding.

B78-5 Potential impacts to resources described in this document are believed to 
fairly represent those that would occur from construction and operation of 
each surface access option.

B78-6 The basis for selecting the Shaw Creek Road/Rosa option is described 
in Section 5.2.3. ADNR has determined it would not be prudent to require 
the Applicant to spend millions of dollars to construct a road with more 
safety concerns and technical construction difficulties than the existing 
public Shaw Creek Road. ADOT/PF has determined that Shaw Creek 
Road can safely handle the increased traffic levels resulting from the 
Pogo project. DNR will take practicable measures to mitigate safety 
impacts from increased use in its final decision for issuance of the ROW, 
which will occur after publication of this FEIS.

B78-7 The existing Shaw Creek Road itself initially was developed for access 
to agriculture, and has a history of commercial traffic from the onset. 
Shaw Creek Road is a public road that provides access to a large block 
of state land managed for multiple concurrent use, including mineral, 
timber, and other industrial development. It would be unrealistic for the 
residents bordering on wide spreads of state land to expect that such 
land would not be developed at some point. This is especially true given 
that resource development for these state lands has been contemplated 
for many years, beginning with timber planning in the 1970s.

 The State of Alaska will do everything practicable and prudent to mitigate 
the possible adverse impacts to the residents of Shaw Creek Road 
(specific mitigation measures are discussed in this document). There will 
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undoubtedly be some additional impacts on Shaw Creek Road residents, 
however, from increased traffic.

 The management intent for these lands was determined, after a public 
process, by the Tanana Basin Area Plan in 1985. Another public process 
further refined this management intent when the TBAP was updated in 
1991. In addition, the 1988 TVSF Management Plan and its 2001 update 
also underwent a significant public process to determine management 
intent for these lands.

 DNR understands that regardless of mitigation measures, increased traffic 
on Shaw Creek Road will still impact residents to some degree. It would 
not be responsible, however, for DNR to prohibit all commercial uses of 
Shaw Creek Road and force resource development interests to construct 
separate access to bypass a public road. This would unnecessarily add 
costs to resource development projects and unnecessarily commit state 
lands for a duplicate function.

 Every resident of Shaw Creek Road has either had ample opportunity to 
participate in these processes, or at least should have been aware of the 
State’s management intent for these lands prior to purchasing property 
along the road.

B78-8 The Applicant would be responsible for maintenance of any segment of the 
road not open to public use. If a segment of the road were open to public 
use during mine operations, the State and the Applicant would develop a 
road maintenance agreement that would define the roles of both entities.

B78-9 The Tenderfoot route would open up a little more of the state forest than 
is currently accessed. It would be to the detriment of the forest industry, 
however, because the additional haul costs would be significantly higher 
due to the adverse grades and more miles of road that would need to 
be added. This would be magnified many times over when considering 
that the majority of the timber base is east of the TAPS ROW. The timber 
industry prefers the existing Shaw Creek route due to feasibility of future 
timber sales and safety of the relatively flat and straight road compared to 
the hilly Tenderfoot route.

B78-10 On the basis of this, and similar comments, ADNR is working with 
the Applicant to identify potential gravel borrow sites not subject to 
flooding and erosion. This issue will be addressed by ADNR’s in its final 
decision for issuance of the competitive land lease, which will occur after 
publication of this FEIS.

B78-11 Thank you for your comment. 
B78-12 This suggestion will be addressed by ADNR’s in its final decision for 

issuance of the competitive land lease, which will occur after publication of 
this FEIS.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B79-1 Thank you for your comment.
B79-2 Thank you for your comment.
B79-3 Thank you for your comment.
B79-4 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B80-1 Thank you for your comment.
B80-2 Thank you for your comment.
B80-3 Thank you for your comment.
B80-4 This suggestion will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision 

for issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication 
of this FEIS.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B81-1 Thank you for your comment.
B81-2 ADNR cannot mandate where the applicant would purchase 

its gravel. If there were a private source of gravel available, 
that would be a matter strictly between the owner of the gravel 
and the applicant. It is the State’s policy, however, to make its 
natural resources available for public use, and ADNR routinely 
offers gravel for sale. Any gravel sold by ADNR must be sold 
for at least its fair market value; therefore, ADNR could not 
undercut private sector prices.

B81-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B82-1 Thank you for your comment.
B82-2 Thank you for your comment.
B82-3 Thank you for your comment.
B82-4 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B83-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B84-1 Thank you for your comment.
B84-2 Thank you for your comment.
B84-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B85-1 Thank you for your comment.
B85-2 Thank you for your comment.
B85-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B86-1 Thank you for your comment.
B86-2 Thank you for your comment.
B86-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B87-1 Thank you for your comment.
B87-2 Thank you for your comment.
B87-3 Thank you for your comment.
B87-4 As a result of this and two similar comments, the Applicant 

has decided to reroute the power line corridor out of the 
Sutton Creek drainage and follow the road alignment across 
the Shaw Creek and Goodpaster divide. 
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B88-1 Thank you for your comment.
B88-2 Thank you for your comment.
B88-3 Thank you for your comment.
B88-4 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B89-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B90-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B91-1 Thank you for your comment.
B91-2 This issue will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for 

issuance of the ROW, which will occur after publication of this 
FEIS.

B91-3 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B92-1 The basis for selecting the Shaw Creek Hillside Road option is 

described in Section 5.2.3. Potential impacts to resources described in 
this document are believed to fairly represent those that would occur 
from construction and operation of each surface access option.

B92-2 Extending access into new areas can result in changes to game 
population levels. These changes, and management responses to 
them, would fall under the purview of the Alaska Board of Game and 
ADFG.

B92-3 The wildlife baseline descriptions in Section 3.14, and potential impacts 
to wildlife discussed in Section 4.9, have been reviewed by ADFG, and 
changes have been made in those sections to reflect its comments. 
Those comments, and responses to them, may be found in this 
Appendix E at G11-1 through G11-25.

B92-4 The contemporary subsistence use areas described in Section 3.18 
have been reviewed by ADFG and are believed to fairly represent such 
use areas.

B92-5 Potential impacts to resources described in this document are believed 
to fairly represent those that would occur from construction and 
operation of each surface access option.

B92-6 All-season access to the Shaw Creek Valley state forest units has been 
a longstanding high priority for the DOF. Construction of all-season 
timber access would have been authorized through a timber sale 
contract by this time if it were not for the Pogo Mine project application 
process and the anticipated construction of a road through the state 
forest for mine access purposes.

 The initial easement across private lands at the end of Shaw Creek 
Road for all-season access to Unit 8 of the TVSF was acquired by 
ADNR in the 1970s. The first timber sales in Unit 8, with all-season 
access provisions, went through the review process in 1995.  The all-
season access route has been through both public and agency review 
in the 5-Year Timber Schedule annually since 1990. The DOF has 
been ready to offer sales in Unit 8, including construction of all-season 
access, for several years. In anticipation of sales in Unit 8, the DOF 
has already purchased bridges, culverts, and road fabric. To coordinate 
access routes and minimize impacts, the DOF decided to delay its 
road construction plans until the Pogo Mine permitting process was 
completed.

 Because operating timber harvesting equipment on steep slopes in 
winter conditions poses significant safety and operational concerns, the 
steep topography on the north side of Shaw Creek Flats necessitates 
all-season access to properly manage the timber resources. In addition 

to the safety and operational concerns with winter-only logging, the 
short three-month window for winter harvest activities makes it very 
difficult to sustain a viable timber industry. A year-round supply of timber 
provides a stronger economic base for harvesters and sawmills. Delta’s 
forestry industry cannot survive on winter only access. The DOF needs 
all-season access to timber sale areas because most of the Delta 
forestry area is currently accessible only during winter months. Even the 
Gerstle River area, one of the few areas traditionally accessible year 
around, has become accessible only during winter months in recent 
years due to flooding.

B92-7 The basis for selecting the Shaw Creek Hillside Road option is 
described in Section 5.2.3, and the technical feasibility of each route 
option is described in Section 4.18.4. Potential impacts described in this 
document are believed to fairly represent those that would occur from 
construction and operation of each surface access option.

B92-8 Noise impacts for Alternative 3 (South Ridge route) may be found in 
Section 4.5.4. Noise impacts on residences along the Goodpaster River 
were considered to be low for this alternative, and were only a minor 
consideration in selection of the preferred access route.

B92-9 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B93-1 Please refer to the response for comment No. B92-6 above.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B94-1 Thank you for your comment.
B94-2 Thank you for your comment.



B
-88

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

B
-89

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
B

. P
ublic W

ritten C
om

m
ents

S
eptem

ber 2003

P
ogo M

ine P
roject

Final E
nvironm

ental Im
pact S

tatem
ent

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B95-1 Thank you for your comment.
B95-2 Thank you for your comment.
B95-3 Thank you for your comment.
B95-4 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B96-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B97-1 Thank you for your comment.

COMMENT RESPONSE:
B98-1 Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
B99-1 Thank you for your comment.
B99-2 Thank you for your comment.
B99-3 Thank you for your comment.
B99-4 Thank you for your comment.


