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Tribal Written Comments
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COMMENT RESPONSE:
C1-1 Thank you for your comment.



C
-2

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
C

. Tribal 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

C
-3

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
C

. Tribal 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



C
-4

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
C

. Tribal 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

C
-5

A
ppendix E

 R
esponse to C

om
m

ents on D
E

IS
C

. Tribal 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:
C2-1 The text of the proposed millsite lease as referenced in the 

comment is in error. Appendix D.3 (Proposed ROW Decision) 
correctly states that “DNR anticipates that the second portion of the 
road would be reclaimed after the life of the Pogo Mine.”

C2-2 The reference to the absence of fish spawning habitat refers only to 
the vicinity of the proposed mixing zone below the water discharge 
point approximately 1,500 ft. downstream of the construction camp 
(Figure 2.3-1a). There is fish spawning habitat in the Goodpaster 
River both above and below this site.

C2-3 See response to comment No. C2-2 immediately above.
C2-4 Specific stipulations for each of the state permits were included in 

the preliminary decisions contained in the appendices of the draft 
EIS, and they were distributed to the Tribes for comment.

C2-5 This issue will be explained in EPA’s response to comments with 
the final NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this 
FEIS.

C2-6 This issue will be explained in EPA’s response to comments with 
the final NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this 
FEIS.

C2-7 This issue will be explained in EPA’s response to comments with 
the final NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this 
FEIS.

C2-8 This issue will be explained in EPA’s response to comments with 
the final NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this 
FEIS.

C2-9 This issue will be explained in EPA’s response to comments with the final 
NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this FEIS.

C2-10 This issue will be addressed in EPA’s response to comments with the final 
NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this FEIS.

C2-11 This issue will be addressed in EPA’s response to comments with the final 
NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this FEIS.

C2-12 This issue will be addressed in EPA’s response to comments with the final 
NPDES permit, which will be issued after publication of this FEIS.

C2-13 Comment not understood.
C2-14 The reference to the absence of fish spawning habitat refers only to the 

vicinity of the proposed mixing zone below the water discharge point 
approximately 1,500 ft. downstream of the construction camp (Figure 2.3-
1a). There is fish spawning habitat in the Goodpaster River both above 
and below this site.

C2-15 Correct.
C2-16 This issue will be addressed in ADEC’s response to comments on the 

draft Certificate of Reasonable Assurance, and in EPA’s response to 
comments with the final NPDES permit, both of which will be issued after 
publication of this FEIS.

C2-17 The text of the proposed millsite lease as cited in the comment is in error. 
Appendix D.3 (Proposed ROW Decision) correctly states that “DNR 
anticipates that the second portion of the road would be reclaimed after 
the life of the Pogo Mine.”

C2-18 The reader is referred to Section 2.3.10 (Water Discharge) for a 
description of the soil absorption system. 

C2-19 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.

C2-20 See response to comment No. C2-17 above.
C2-21 If increased public access were to affect fish and game populations, public 

use of these resources could be restricted through regulations adopted by 
the Board of Fish and the Board of Game.

C2-22 This issue will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance of the 
ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS. If the first 23 miles of 
road were to be open for public use, then appropriate measures would be 
taken to responsibly accommodate this use.

C2-23 The Coast Guard has reviewed and commented on the draft Pogo Mine 
EIS and requested that additional information be included in the final EIS 
to insure that its NEPA responsibilities are met. Following publication of 
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the final EIS, the Coast Guard will adjudicate the Applicant’s application 
for approval of its bridge design.

C2-24 Potential impacts from the mine access road temporary constructing 
camps and airstrips are discussed on an individual resource basis in 
Chapter 4 of the document.

C2-25 The amount of grading and clearing would be minor, and the Applicant 
would be required to reclaim any disturbed areas by stabilizing the 
ground and revegetating with appropriate plant species. ADNR has 
issued permits to the Applicant for use of this trail in the past, and all 
such activities and disturbances have been properly reclaimed.

C2-26 ADNR has received public and agency comments on the proposed 
location of the bus terminal/maintenance facility during the draft EIS 
comment period and will consider these comments for its final decision 
for issuance of the competitive land lease, which will be issued after 
publication of this FEIS.

C2-27 Correct.
C2-28 All culverts what would pass fish-bearing waters would require a Title 

16 fish passage authorization, and would be inspected and monitored 
following construction.

C2-29 This issue will be addressed in ADNR’s final decision for issuance 
of the ROW, which will occur after publication of this FEIS. If the first 
23 miles of road were to be open for public use, then appropriate 
measures would be taken to ensure safety and communication on the 
road.

C2-30 Correct.
C2-31 As a result of comments received on the draft EIS, 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.

C2-32 Correct.
C2-33 This language will be clarified in ADEC’s final decision for issuance 

of the Waste Disposal Permit, which will occur after publication of this 
FEIS.

C2-34 This suggestion will be considered in ADEC’s final decision for 
issuance of the Waste Disposal Permit, which will occur after 
publication of this FEIS.

C2-35 This issue will be addressed in ADEC’s response to comments on the 
draft Certificate of Reasonable Assurance, and in EPA’s response to 
comments with the final NPDES permit, both of which will be issued 
after publication of this FEIS.

C2-36 The USFWS preliminary draft EIS review comments refer to the 

Applicant’s Proposed Project, which does propose to reclaim the entire 
mine access road. The draft EIS analyzes that proposed project as 
well as alternatives, including the Preferred Alternative that would only 
reclaim the road between Gilles Creek and the mine site.

C2-37 See response to comment No. C2-37 immediately above.
C2-38 The reference to the absence of fish spawning habitat refers only to the 

vicinity of the proposed mixing zone below the water discharge point 
approximately 1,500 ft. downstream of the construction camp (Figure 
2.3-1a). There is fish spawning habitat in the Goodpaster River both 
above and below this site.


