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MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

1rector 
Enterprise Management Office 

1300 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

Final Documentation of Environmental Stewardship Efforts for 
PF225 Pedest1ian and VF300 Vehicle Fencing 

Attached for your review and approval are three packages that complete the documentation for 
U .S. Customs and Border Protection's (CBP) Environmental Stewardship efforts for the PF225 
Pedestrian Fence and VF300 Vehicle Fence programs under the Secretary's waiver of April 
2008, 

The first package includes the final eleven Environmental Stewardship Summary Reports 
(ESSR) for the PF225 Pedestrian Fence projects and VF300 Vehicle Fencing projects for the San 
Diego, El Centro, Yuma, Tucson, El Paso, Del Rio, Marfa, and Rio Grande Valley Sectors. 
With your approval , the final reports will be posted to the CBP's Tactical Infrastructure (TI) 
public website. 

Following the issuance of the Secretary's waiver in April 2008, CBP committed to "responsible 
environmental stewardship" associated with constructing and maintaining pedestrian and vehicle 
fencing along the southwest border. CBP prepared numerous Environmental Stewardship Plans 
(ESPs) to document the potential impacts to environmental resources related to the construction, 
operation and maintenance of the fence under the waiver. These original ESPs, which were 
posted to the CBP TI public website, outlined mitigation measures and best management 
practices (BMPs) to avoid and/or minimize these impacts. 

Given the pace of the program and uncertainty with some of the planned segments, CBP also 
com.mi tied to documenting the final "footprint" of the segments to provide an "as built" 
summary for the public and regulatory agencies. The enclosed ESSRs document the final 
"footprint" of the fence segments constructed under the waiver in each Sector. These reports 
incorporate results from environmental monitor reports during construction and construction 
Change Requests that were approved after the ESPs were prepared and may have resulted in 
changes to the predicted impacts. The ESSRs document the final impacted area, as compared to 
the original estimates contained in the ESPs, to: 

1. Provide a comparison of the anticipated impacts to the actual impacts so that a final new 
baseline is established for future maintenance, repair and any potential future actions; 

2. Document the success of BMPs and any changes/improvements for the future; 
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3. Document any changes to the planned location or type of the Tl. 

The second package includes the final Fact Sbeets for each of the Sectors. These Fact Sheets 
were developed for use across the CBP headquarters (HQ) staff as quick summaries and 
references for each of the fence programs and will not be posted on the public website. We 
recommend your approval to provide these to CBP staff elements including Facilities 
Management & Engineering, Public Affairs, Office of Counsel, Congressional Affairs and Office 
of Border Patrol. 

The third package provides the Responsible Environmental Stewardship for Fence Construction 
Along the Southwest US. Border issue paper to be submitted to the national environmental 
professional journal, "Environmental Practice" of the National Association of Environmental 
Professionals. This paper summarizes CBP's impressive environmental stewardship record 
under the 2008 waiver. V ia the journal, this paper would reach a broad audience of 
environmental professionals, many from non-governmental organizations across the country. 
We believe most of this audience is not aware of the comprehensive stewardship demonstrated 
by CBP. We request your concurrence on this paper. 

CBP's actual final footprint (in terms of acreage impacted) was considerably less than originally 
predicted in the ESPs. When approved for release, the ESSRs will be on CBP's TI public 
website. 

I recommend that you approve these ESSR reports for posting to the CBP TL r also recommend 
you approve the Fact Sheets for HQ CBP staff distribution. Finally, I recommend you approve 
the enclosed issue paper for submission to the journal "Environmental Practice" of the National 
Association of Environmental Professionals. 

Also attached is an issue paper prepared by BPFTI that summarizes the status of CBP mitigation 
efforts under the January 2009 commitment to provide up to $50 million to the Department of 
the Interior (DOI) to offset unavoidable impacts to natural and cultural resources. The paper 
includes recommendations for closing out CBP's commitment for significantly less than the 
original commjtment of $50 million. WhHe this is one possible path fonvard, this issue is more 
complex and involves not only our relationship with DOI, but also significant Congressional 
interest. We recommend that we schedule a meeting with you to discuss our path forward, 
including discussion with BPFTI on their recommendations. Approval and release of the ESSRs, 
Fact Sheets , and Technical Paper should not be contingent on completing our meeting. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 

Attachments 
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Action I: Concunence for Release of ESSRs to the Public on Tactical Infrastructure Website. 

(b)(6);{b){/ ){L) 
I do not concur. I need more information. 

.. . 
I. I Date Date 

Action 2: Internal Only Release of Fact Sheets. 

I do not concur. .. 
(b)(6};(b)(7)(C) 

I need more information. 

Date Date 

Action 3: Approve Publication of Technical Paper 

• • 
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

I do not concur . I need more information. 

Date Date Date 

Action 4: Schedule Meeting to Discuss Mitigation Commitments 

Do Not Schedule Meeting. I need more information. 

Date Date 

BW23 FOIA CBP 027946 

Page 1646 of 2065 



MEMO Final ESSR BPFTI to EEO 092612.doc for Printed Item: 21879 ( Attachment 3 of 8) 

:MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Director 
Environmental and Energy Division 

(b )(6); (b )(?)(C) 
Director 
Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical fu:frastrncture 
Program Management Office 

Final Documenta tion of Environmenta l Stewardship Efforts for 
PF225 Pedes ti·ian and VF300 Vehicle Fencing 

Attached for your review and approval are four packages that comple te the documentation for 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection 's (CBP) Environmental Stewards hip effo1is for the PF225 
Pedesti·ian Fence and VF300 Vehicle Fence programs under the Secreta1y's waiver of April 
2008 . 

The first package include s the final eleven Environmenta l Stewardship Summa1y Repo1is 
(ESSR) for the PF225 Pe desti·ian Fence projects and VF300 Vehicle Fencing projects the San 
Diego, El Centi·o, Yuma, Tucson , El Paso, De l Rio, Marfa , and Rio Grande Va lley Sectors. 
With your approvaL the final repo1is will be posted to the CBP 's Tactical fu:frasti11cture (TI) 
public website. 

The second package inch1des the final Fact S he ets for each of the Sectors. These Fact Sheets 
were developed for use across the CBP headqua1iers (HQ) s ta ff as quick summaries and 
references for each of the fe nce programs and will not be posted on the public webs ite . We 
recommend your approval to provide these to CBP staff elements including Facilitie s 
Management &Engineering, Public Affairs , Office ofCounseL Congressional Affairs and 
Office of Border Pati·ol. 

The third package provides an issue paper s ummarizing the status of CBP mitigation effo1i s 
under the J anua1y 2009 commitment to provide up to $50 million to the Depa1iment of the 
futerior (DOI) to offse t unavoidable impacts to natural and cultural resources. To date, CBP has 
provided $17 .8 million to DOI. 

e recommend a me eting with you to 
discuss our path fo1ward . 

The fomih package provides tR@?spons;hle Environmental Stewardship for Fence 
Constrnction Along the Southwest US . Bowiene paper to be s ubmitted to the national 
environmental profess ional journal ''Environmenta l Practice " of the National Association of 
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Review and Approval ofFinal ESS Rs 
Page 2 

Environmental P rofessionals . This paper s ummarizes CBP 's impress ive environmental 
stewardship record under the 2008 waive r. This paper would reach a broad audience of 
environmental profess ionals , many from non-governmental organizations across the country. 
We be lieve most of this audience is not aware of the comprehensive stewardship demons tr·ated 
by CBP . We reques t your concunence on this pape r. 

Following the issuance of the Secreta1y's waiver in April 2008, CBP prepared numerous 
Environmental Stewardship P lans (ESP) to document the potentia l impacts to environmental 
resources re lated to the cons truction , operation and maintenance of pedesti-ian and vehicle fe nce 
along the southwest borde r. These original ES Ps outlined mitigation measures and best 
management practices (Bl\1Ps) to avoid and/or minimize these impacts and were posted to the 
CBP TI public website. CBP committed to '1·esponsible environmental stewardship" associated 
with cons tructing and maintaining the fe nce unde r the waiver. 

Given the pace of the program and unce1iainty with some of the p la nned segments , CBP also 
committed to documenting the final "footprint"ofthe segments to provide an "as built" 
s umma1y fo r the public and regulato1y agencies. The enclosed ESSRs document the fina l 
"footprint" of the fe nce segments cons tructed under the waive r in each Sector. These repo1is 
inco1porate results from environmenta l monitor repo1is during cons truction and cons truction 
Change Reques ts approved afte r the ESPs were prepared that may have resulted in changes to 
the predicted impacts . The ES S Rs were prepared to document the fina l impacted a rea, as 
compared to the orig ina l estimates conta ined in the ESPs to: 

1. P rovide a comparison of the anticipa ted impacts to the actual impacts so that a final new 
base line is established for future maintenance and repair and any potential future actions; 

2. Document the s uccess ofBl\1Ps and any changes /improve ments for the future ; 
3. Document any changes to the planned location or type of the TI. 

As the paper for publication in the fomi h package summarizes , CBP 's actual final footprint (in 
te1ms of acreage impacted) was considerably less than originally predicted in the ES Ps. When 
approved for release , the ESS Rs will be on CBP 's TI public website. 

The ESS Rs have been coordinated with the CBP Office of CounseL Office of Border P ati-oL 
each Sector and your office . The Fact Sheets have been coordina te with the CBP Office of 
CounseL Office of Borde r P ati-ol and your office. I recommend your concmTence of these four 
packages by initia ling the appropriate box on the routin fo1m. If ou have an ues tions or 
require additional info1mation, please conta, 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Attachments 
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:MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

(b )(6);(b )(7)( C) 

Executive Dire ctor 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Director 
Ente1prise Management Office 

Final Documenta tion of Environmenta l Stewardship Efforts fo r 
PF225 Pe des trian and VF300 Vehicle Fencing 

Attached fo r your review and approva l are four packages that comple te the documentation fo r 
U.S . Customs and Borde r P rotection 's (CBP) Environmenta l Stewards hip e ffo1is for the PF225 
Pedestrian Fence and VF300 Vehicle Fence programs unde r the Secreta1y's waive r of April 
2008. 

The first package includes the final e leven Environmenta l Stewards hip Summa1y Repo1is 
(ESS R) fo r the PF225 Pedes trian Fence projects and VF300 Vehicle Fencing projects the San 
Diego, El Centro, Yuma, Tucson, El Paso, De l Rio, Marfa, and Rio Grande Valley Sectors . 
With your approva4 the fina l reports will be posted to the CBP 's Tactica l fufrastm cture (Tl) 
public webs ite. 

The second package inch1des the fina l Fact Sheets for each ofthe Sectors . These Fact Sheets 
were deve loped fo r use across the CBP headquarte rs (HQ) staff as quick s ummaries and 
refe rences for each of the fence programs and will not be posted on the public webs ite . We 
recommend your approva l to provide these to CBP staff e lements inch1ding Facilities 
Management & Engineering, Public Affairs, Office of Counse4 Congress ional Affa irs and 
Office of Border Patrol. 

The third package provides an issue paper summarizing the s ta tus of CBP mitigation e ffo1is 
unde r the J anua1y 2009 commitment to provide up to $50 million to the Depa1iment of the 
fute rior (DOI) to offse t unavoidab le im acts to natural and cultura l resources . To date, CBP has 

rovided $17 .8 million to DOI. 
We recommend a meeting with you to 

The fomih package provides tR@?spons;hle Environmental Stewardship for Fence 
Construction Along the Southwest US . Bo1riene pape r to be s ubmitted to the national 
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environmental professional journal “Environmental Practice” of the National Association of 
Environmental Professionals.  This paper summarizes CBP’s impressive environmental 
stewardship record under the 2008 waiver.  This paper would reach a broad audience of 
environmental professionals, many from non-governmental organizations across the country.  
We believe most of this audience is not aware of the comprehensive stewardship demonstrated 
by CBP.  We request your concurrence on this paper. 

Following the issuance of the Secretary’s waiver in April 2008, CBP prepared numerous 
Environmental Stewardship Plans (ESP) to document the potential impacts to environmental 
resources related to the construction, operation and maintenance of pedestrian and vehicle fence 
along the southwest border.  These original ESPs outlined mitigation measures and best 
management practices (BMPs) to avoid and/or minimize these impacts and were posted to the 
CBP TI public website.  CBP committed to “responsible environmental stewardship” associated 
with constructing and maintaining the fence under the waiver.

Given the pace of the program and uncertainty with some of the planned segments, CBP also 
committed to documenting the final “footprint” of the segments to provide an “as built” 
summary for the public and regulatory agencies.  The enclosed ESSRs document the final 
“footprint” of the fence segments constructed under the waiver in each Sector.  These reports 
incorporate results from environmental monitor reports during construction and construction 
Change Requests approved after the ESPs were prepared that may have resulted in changes to 
the predicted impacts.  The ESSRs were prepared to document the final impacted area, as 
compared to the original estimates contained in the ESPs to:

Provide a comparison of the anticipated impacts to the actual impacts so that a final new 1.
baseline is established for future maintenance and repair and any potential future actions;
Document the success of BMPs and any changes/improvements for the future;2.
Document any changes to the planned location or type of the TI.3.

As the paper for publication in the fourth package summarizes, CBP’s actual final footprint (in 
terms of acreage impacted) was considerably less than originally predicted in the ESPs.  When 
approved for release, the ESSRs will be on CBP’s TI public website.  
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I re commend that you approve these ESSR repo1is for posting to the CBP TI webs ite as 
recommended by the Environment and Energy Division. I also recommend you approve the 
Fact Sheets for HQ CBP staff distribution. With your approvaL we will also a1Ta.nge a meeting 
to discuss our pa th fo1ward regarding our mitigation commitment. Finally, I re commend you 
approve the enclosed issue paper for submiss ion to the journal ' 'EnvironmentalPractice"ofthe 
National Association of Environmental P rofessionals. 

If you have any questions or require additional infonnation, please contarpfe, 
1111 

(b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 

Attachments 
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Responsible Environmental Stewards hip 
for Fence Cons truction Along the Southwestern U.S. Border 

September 2012 

. . . . . . 
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 1 

(b )(6 ); (b )(7 )(C) .S. Customs and Borde r P rotection 
de pendent Contractor (b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

1 
• 
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1. SUMMARY 

fu 2007, U.S . Congress called upon the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) to cons tiuct
in the most expeditious manner poss ib le - the infras tiucture necessa1y to dete r and prevent 
illegal entiy on the Southwest U.S . border, including pedes ti·ian and vehicle fe ncing, roads, and 
virtual de tection technology. fucluded as a pa1t of this direction from Congress was a 
requirement to ins ta ll not less than 700 miles of fe ncing on the Southwest borde r. 

fu response to the requirements se t fo1t h by Congress , U.S . Cus toms and Border P rotection 
(CBP), the DHS component that is responsible for the cons tiuction and upkeep of border 
infrasti11cture , launched a major consti11ction initiative on the Southwes t border. fu order to meet 
the expeditious cons tiuction schedule es tablished by Congress , the Secreta1y of Home land 
Security (Secreta1y), using authority confe1Ted upon the Secreta1y by Congress, waived the 
application of a number of fede ral statutes , inch1ding various environmental laws. fu so doing, 
however, the Secreta1y made a commitment that, despite the waiver, DHS would not 
compromise its commitment to responsible environmenta l stewardship. The Secreta1y also made 
clear that DHS would continue to solicit and respond to the needs and concerns of state , local, 
and ti-ibal governments , other agencies of the federa l government, and local residents . 

This paper discusses the extensive environmental stewardship , adaptive management, and 
coordination effo1ts tha t were unde1taken by CBP as a part of this major constrnction program, 
and summarizes how CBP was able to uphold the Secreta1y's commitment to environmental 
stewardship while it s ti·ove to meet the Congressionally mandated consti11ction deadline. 

Figure 1. Vehicle Fence NearB01derMonmnent 
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2. INTRODUCTION
In 2007, Congress called upon DHS to construct—in the most expeditious manner possible—the 
infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on the Southwest U.S. border, 
including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology.  Under Section 
102 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (IIRIRA), as 
amended, the Secretary is required to “take such action as may be necessary to install physical 
barriers and roads” in order to deter illegal crossings into the United States.  IIRIRA § 102(a), 8 
U.S.C. § 1103 note.  In 2007, Congress amended Section 102 to require that, in carrying out that 
requirement, the Secretary install not less than 700 miles of fencing along the Southwest border 
and provide for the installation of “additional physical barriers and roads, lighting, cameras, and 
sensors.”  IIRIRA § 102(b), 8 U.S.C. §1103 note. This total included 370 “priority miles” of 
fencing, which were to be completed “not later than December 31, 2008.” Id. 
In response to the requirements set forth by Congress, CBP, the DHS component that is 
responsible for the construction and upkeep of border infrastructure, launched a major 
construction initiative on the Southwest border.  CBP began two separate, but related 
construction projects  Personnel Fence 225, or PF 225, and Vehicle Fence 300, or VF 300 
(Figure 1).  A major aspect of this construction program was the appropriate environmental 
planning and consultation with stakeholders. CBP pursued a comprehensive effort to address 
potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating border 
infrastructure along the Southwest border.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
managed the entire construction program and played a key role in the environmental planning 
process.
From the outset in 2007, CBP openly scoped projects in coordination with federal and state 
agencies, as well as the public, to ensure that potential environmental impacts were identified 
and thoroughly evaluated for each project.  CBP conducted extensive consultations with resource 
agencies and local stakeholders, which resulted in numerous changes to the border infrastructure 
alignment, location of access roads, placement of staging areas, and even fence design, in order 
to minimize potential environmental impacts.  In so doing, CBP prepared and circulated for 
public comment and review numerous National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents—
Environmental Assessments (EAs) and Environmental Impact Statements (EISs)—on originally 
planned border infrastructure projects.
Although CBP had nearly completed the required NEPA documents for certain portions of the 
proposed border infrastructure by early 2008, there was still significant risk that CBP would not 
meet the construction deadline established by Congress.  Accordingly, after close consultation 
with partners in the Department of the Interior (DOI) and others, on April 1, 2008, the Secretary 
of the DHS, pursuant to the authority set forth in Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, waived certain 
environmental and other laws and regulations associated with construction of border 
infrastructure along the Southwest border.
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3. “RESPONSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP”

In order to ensure the expeditious 
construction of the border infrastructure 
called for by Congress, the Secretary waived 
more than 30 environmental and land 
management laws, including the National 
Environmental Policy Act, the Endangered 
Species Act, the National Historic 
Preservation Act, the Clean Water Act, and 
others. Although the Secretary’s waiver 
meant that CBP no longer had any specific 

legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary pledged that DHS and CBP would not 
compromise its commitment to “responsible environmental stewardship” and that DHS and 
CBP would “minimize the effects of construction on cultural, biological and natural 
resources wherever possible.”  In addition, the Secretary directed the Department to “solicit 
and respond to the needs of state, local, governments, Native American Nations, other 
agencies of the Federal government, and local residents.”  The Secretary committed the 
Department to complete an “environmental review” for each fence segment.
As mentioned above, before the waiver was issued in April of 2008, CBP had already completed 
a substantial amount of the environmental planning for the proposed border infrastructure.  CBP 
had issued eight EAs and Findings of No Significant Impact (FONSIs) for certain segments of 
pedestrian fence.  In addition, CBP had completed three EAs and FONSIs for certain segments 
of proposed vehicle fence.  Beyond that, CBP had issued another 10 draft EISs and/or draft EAs 
for public comment.  For those remaining projects, CBP had also conducted biological and 
cultural resources surveys and initiated its required consultations with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and various State 
Historic Preservation Officers (SHPOs), pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act.
Rather than abandoning those environmental planning processes after the issuance of the 
Secretary’s waiver, CBP, working in close coordination with DOI and USACE, developed a 
comprehensive, life-cycle plan for responsible environmental stewardship.  CBP committed to 
three major elements for projects carried out under the waiver:

To do what otherwise would have been done regarding environmental planning before I.
construction;

To minimize the effects of construction and mitigate for unavoidable impacts; andII.
To continue responsible environmental stewardship for the life cycle of the border III.
infrastructure 

“The DHS is neither compromising its commitment 
to responsible environmental stewardship nor its 
commitment to solicit and respond to the needs of 
state, local and tribal governments. We value the 
need for public input on any potential impact of our 
border infrastructure plans on the environment—
and we will continue to solicit it.”  —Secretary of 
Department of Homeland Security 
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Environmental Planning After the WaiverI.
In fulfilling its commitment to do what otherwise would be done regarding pre-construction 
environmental planning, CBP undertook a number of actions that were designed to mimic the 
normal environmental planning processes that would occur on any project not covered by the 
waiver.
One of the most significant steps CBP took in this regard was to prepare environmental planning 
documents, which were called Environmental Stewardship Plans (ESPs), in lieu of 
Environmental Assessments or Environmental Impact Statements (Figure 2).  In addition to 
ESPs, CBP prepared Biological Resources Plans (BRPs) in lieu of Biological Assessments, and 
developed and used best management practices (BMPs), which were incorporated into the ESPs, 
to avoid or minimize any environmental impacts.  CBP prepared 19 ESPs and published the 
results of these analyses on the CBP public website 
(http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/border_security/ti/ti_docs/), including mitigation plans and BMPs 
developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment.  These ESPs were developed for each 
U.S. Border Patrol sector along the Southwest border and addressed each segment of pedestrian 
and vehicle fencing covered by the waiver.  Although not required by virtue of the waiver, these 
ESPs include the same level of environmental analysis that would have been performed before 
the waiver (in the “normal” NEPA process) to evaluate potential impacts on sensitive resources 
in the areas where fence is being constructed.

Figure 2. Environmental Stewardship Plan for San Diego Sector

As a part of preparing the ESPs and BRPs, CBP completed pre-construction surveys for 
cultural/archeological sites and biological surveys for sensitive or federally listed species.
In addition, the BMPs that were incorporated into the ESPs were developed in close coordination 
with the USFWS. Moreover, CBP continued to collaborate with local government, state and 
federal land managers, and the interested public to identify environmentally sensitive resources 
and develop appropriate environmental BMPs to avoid or minimize adverse impacts resulting 
from border infrastructure projects (see Table 1 below).
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To ens ure an appropriate leve l of public invo lvement in the planning process , CBP held public 
open house meetings and meetings of stakeholders (state and federa l resource agency and Native 
American tribes) during May, June , and July 2008, and pos ted the project designs on a pub lic 
webs ite for public input. From May 2007 to April 2008 , more than 600 individual landowners 
had been contacted, and more than 100 meetings with loca l officials, public open houses and 
town halls had been held. 

To that same end, CBP tes ted many fe nce des igns to meet Border P atrol operational 
requirements , and after various fe nce styles were selected fo r constrnction, CBP , in several 
cases , made site-specific modifications to accommodate stakeholder concerns. CBP made 
numerous changes to the fe nce design and a lignment to address comments and concerns 
regarding endangered species and their habitat. For example, CBP designed special s ma ll animal 
openings dubbed "cat holes" (Figure 3) in the Lower Rio Grande Va lley to fac ilitate north-south 
movement of endangered ocelots and jaguarundi. Where possible , CBP also made 
accommodations for other animals that a re not endangered. For example, in New Mexico, 
ranchers were concerned that the new fe nce adequate ly protect the cattle and prevent cattle from 
moving no1i h and south across the border. By contras t, resource agencies were concerned that 
the fence des igned to protect the cattle would inhibit deer and other large wild animals from 
moving no1i h and south . CBP worked with both groups of stakeholders and develope d a "deer 
friendly" fe nce design (Figure 4) tha t could accommodate their requirements, while still meeting 
Border Patrol security requirements . The photo below illustrates the fe nce design . These "deer 
friendly"panels were installed at various dis tances apart, in selected areas along the borde r, 
where the deer traditionally move. 

Figm~ 3. Animal Passage (''Cat. Hole ') Figm~ 4 . '1>eerF1iendly"Fence 

CBP added s mall openings a t the base of the PF in(t9M! to pe1mit passage of s ma ll 
animals s uch as the Texas Hom ed Lizard. In addition , the bollard-style PF that was used across 
many of the segments inherently inch1des[QIUI(a]ing tha t pennits passage fo r s mall 
animals. CBP has also modified fe nce alignments to meet loca l la ndowner and city needs, 
deve loped ''floating fe nce"where digging would damage levees or endanger archeological s ites, 
and ins talled ''visually aes thetic fe nce" around a golf course and city park (Figure 5). 
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fu addition, CBP salvaged an d transplanted hundreds of Sabal pahn trees from the Rio Grande 
Valley constrnction coITidor (Figure 6). Thes e pahn trees were not endangered but were s pecia l 
status trees in Texas . 

Figure 5. "Ae s thetic"Pe des tlian Fence in Texas Figure 6. S alvaging Sabal Pahn Tree in Texas 

Table 1. Typical Potential Environmental Impacts Identified Be fore Cons tluction and BMPs /Mi.tigation 
Meas unis 

Pote ntial environmental impact BMPs and mitigation me as ures to re duce or e liminate the potential environmental 
(cultum~ s pecies, wetlands) impact 

Dis cove1y of cultural re sources i * Halt cons tmction until authorized to proceed by a qualified archaeologist who co 
work area with a ppropriate resource agencies 

* Pe1fon11 data testing and da ta recove1y or otherwise protect the resource before 
constmction 

* Modify fence design where possible to protect resource 

Dis cove1y offederally protected * Halt cons tmction until an environmenta l monitor can sa fely remove the protecte 
s pecies in work area s pecies or it moves away on its own 

Wildlife impacts due to * Survey the area for migra to1y bird nests immedia tely before constmction during 
cons tmction, fencing, and habita migratory bird nes ting s eason 
:fragmentation 

* Integrate s ma ll openings into the fence design to allow s ma ll animals to pa ss tl11 

* Integrate wildlife e scape ramps into open trenches and exca vations 

* Cap vertical bollards to prevent birds from fulling ins ide 

* Salvage and reloca te ce1tain plants within the constmction con-idor 

* Purchase habita t to offset lost habita t 

Introduction of invasive species * Wash equipment before us e to minimize introduction of nonna tive species 

* Remove only the minimum amount of vegetation 

* Remove invas ive species that appear 

Change in s ize of we tlands and * Halt cons tmction dm-ing heavy rains 
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surface waters Design fence to allow the conveyance of water

Avoid stream crossings at channel bends when practical alternatives exist

II. Minimizing Effects and Mitigating for Unavoidable Impacts
CBP also took numerous steps to both minimize or avoid the effects of construction and mitigate 
unavoidable impacts. One of the more significant steps was to ensure that the BMPs and other 
measures identified in the ESPs were implemented during construction. Indeed, CBP used 
hundreds of BMPs to protect natural and cultural resources, which were incorporated, along with 
the ESPs, into the construction contracts. In addition, in order to track the use of BMPs during 
construction, CBP employed third-party, independent environmental monitors and provided 
environmental awareness training to its construction contractors. The training consisted of 36 
courses developed in close coordination with USFWS and provided to construction contractors 
before construction started.
The primary objective of the environmental monitors was two-fold.  First, the monitors helped to 
ensure that the construction contractors properly implemented BMPs.  Second, the monitors 
conducted any needed clearance surveys (biological and cultural) for changes to the construction 
footprint, including fence alignment, access roads, and staging areas.  CBP also shared weekly 
reports from the environmental monitors with the USFWS field offices and continued to 
coordinate with USFWS as construction continued on issues such as the proper seed mix for 
hydroseeding (Figure 7) or discovery of any sensitive species.

Figure 7. Hydroseeding of Staging Area

These efforts yielded very tangible results.  For example, about 75 threatened and endangered 
species of plants and animals and about 25 critical habitats associated with the fence corridors 
along the Southwest border were identified and evaluated, and impacts of fence construction on 
these species were significantly minimized or avoided.
As just one specific example, lesser long-nosed bats are one of the federally listed species found 
in Arizona and New Mexico along the fence construction corridor.  By avoiding construction 
activities in the vicinity of bat roosts or timing such activities to periods when bats are not found 
in the United States, direct effects on this species were avoided and impacts from construction 
activities were limited to loss of forage plants for this nectivorous bat.  Table 2 documents the 
extent to which losses of columnar cactus and agave, which provide forage for this species, were 
minimized or avoided. In the instance of all unavoidable loss of these forage plants, CBP 
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provided funding for replacement plants at a 3:1 ratio.  This level of replacement forage plants is 
unprecedented across the various federal agencies.

Table 2. Summary of Tactical Infrastructure Impacts on Lesser or Mexican Long-Nosed Bat Habitat

 Fence Section

Number of Plants 
Projected to be 
impacted

Number of Plants 
Avoided

Number of Plants 
Potentially 
Impacted

Number of Plants 
Transplanted

Final Number of 
Plants Impacted 
but not 
transplanted

260 255 5 1 4

16 7 9 2 7

Scattered small 
individuals

Unknown Unknown At least 40b Unknown

~3,700 ~1,960 1,741 1,178 plus 22e 541

Unknown Unknown Unknown ~320 Unknown

Scattered plants Unknown ~60 ~40 ~20

86 79 7 0 7

Unknown 5 Unknown 0 5
Notes:
a. Lesser long-nosed bats.
b. Records for this section indicate that agave were flagged for transplant and were transplanted. The exact number is unknown, but it is known 
that at least 40 were transplanted.
c. Lesser and Mexican long-nosed bats.
d. The weekly monitoring reports for Sections ot report any agaves impacted or transplanted. It is assumed that all agave 
were avoided in those sections. The weekly monitoring reports for Sec  sented photographs of seven agave within the 60-foot 
corridor, but did not report the fate of these agave. It is assumed that they we alvaged.
e. CBP transplanted 1,178 agave plants within the f salvage efforts. Additionally, 22 agaves that were 
found within the project corridor but outside the 

In addition to avoiding or minimizing impacts to species, CBP partnered with SHPOs, Native 
American tribes, and federal agencies such as the U.S. Forest Service and the Bureau of Land 
Management to identify and inventory sites of cultural significance before construction. To date, 
these locations include

nearly 200 sites in Arizona,

more than 200 sites in New Mexico,

more than 25 archeological sites and more than 150 historic structures in Texas, and

more than 25 sites in California.

CBP did not perform construction until all archeological sites were appropriately mitigated. 
More than 50 archeological sites were protected and mitigated before construction went forward. 
In some places, CBP installed special “floating” fence to protect important subsurface resources 
(Figure 8). This effort is the largest cultural resources undertaking ever completed along the U.S. 
southern international border. 
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CBP’s efforts to avoid or mi    mpacts did not end after construction was 
complete.  Given the pace a    of the construction program, after all construction 
was completed, CBP perfor   ews to compare the actual final footprint of the 
construction corridor to the g , p  otprint stated in the ESPs.  These Environmental 
Stewardship Summary Reports, or ESSRs (Figure 9), were prepared to document the impact 
areas, compared with the original ESPs and the construction changes made, for the following 
reasons:

1.  To compare anticipated to actual impacts, so that a final new baseline would be 
established for future maintenance and repair and any potential future actions;

2.  To document the success of BMPs and any changes or improvements for the future; and

3.  To document any changes to the planned location or type of border infrastructure.

Figure 9. Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for San Diego Sector

These ESSRs documented that in nearly every case, the actual footprint of the final construction 
corridor was less than planned in the original ESPs.  Table 3 summarizes the planned and actual 
acreages of permanent disturbance for the border sectors. Construction contractors were 
incentivized to limit the construction footprint and to adhere to the BMPs.

Figure 8. 
“Floating” Fence 

to Protect 
Underground 

Resources
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Table. 3. Es timate d Pre.-Cons tmction and Actual Pos t-Cons tmction Gmund Distmbance. 

Sector Estimated disturbance (acre s )Actual disturbance (acres Difference (acres ) 

San Diego 346.6 291.8 -54.8 

El Centro VF + PF 4 74 326 -148 

Yuma VF 389 .8 280.3 -109.5 

Yuma PF 122 .8 86.6 -36.2 

Tucson VF 251.5 164.5 -87.0 

Tucson PF 200 .5 117.6 -82.9 

El Pas o VF 542.4 450.2 -92.2 

El Pas o PF 53 .8 55.3 +1.5 

Marfa 36.2 48.5 +12.3 

De l R io 55 .1 47.4 -7 .7 

R io Grande Valley 491.7 312.1 -179.6 

Total 2,964.4 2,180.3 -784 .1 

The total impacts of the fe nce and associated road cons truction were s ignificant, as s ummarized 
in the table above . However, due to the aggressive ti·aining an d monitoring program, the final 
impacts were much less than initially estimated. 

CBP and USACE continued to s tudy sections of the completed fe nce that are prone to flooding . 
Numerous areas were evalua ted, an d new low wate r cross ings were designed an d cons tructed. fu 
addition , many changes and improvements were made to fe nce sections and gates to handle 
sto1m flows . CBP continued to work closely with land man a e rs and othe r a encies to re
engineer designs to reduce flood ris k. For example, at 

(b) (?)(E) BP and USACE reengineered a s ti·eam cross ing to restore na tura l 
angered fis h in that s ti·eam (Figure 10). 

(b) (7)(E) 
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f l \. f --, \.f r-- \. 

Figure 10. S n-earn Cmssing o 1 (b) (7)(E) 

CBP held numerous close consulta tions with DOI. Through these effo1is, CBP agreed to fond up 
to $50 million over several years for unavoidable impacts to na tural and cultural resources under 
DOI jurisdiction . ill Janua1y 2009, CBP issued a lette r to DOI outlining this commitment, 
s ubject to the availability of fonding from Congress . 

To date , CBP has executed three agreements tota ling about $17 .8 million with DOI fo r fo1i her 
mitigation effo1is to offse t the impacts from fe nce cons truction . The first agreement inch1ded a 
commitment to fond $6.8 million for projects in .Arizona that benefit multiple plant an d animal 
species . The second agreement for an additional $8 million was used to help purchase a large 
undeveloped ti·act ofhab itat near San Diego, CA, that s upports multiple special s ta tus species . 
The land has been inco1porated into the San Diego National Wildlife Refoge . The third 
agreement provided fonds to purchase land to offset impacts fo r lost habitat for endangered 
ocelots an d jaguanmdi in south Texas . 

m lifecycle Planning 

CBP also planned for long-te1m operation and ma intenance of the border infras tructure. ill this 
regard, CBP developed comprehensive conti·acts for mainte nance of border infrastru cture with 
dedicated program manage rs to oversee a ll maintenance activities and ensure that environmental 
stan dards continue to be met for the life of the infrasti11cture for each Border Pa ti·ol sector. 
These conti·acts provide the capability for quick response (often withtQJIUDa] pair any 
fe nce sections damaged due to breaches or weather, or to coITect erosion or dra inage problems 
tha t could lead to environmental impacts to downsti·eam resources. ill addition, these conti·acts 
will provide on-going, routine maintenance , inch1ding s uch things as road grading, vegetation 
conti-oL and de bris re moval. CBP is including key Bl\1Ps, a ll coordina ted with the USFWS, and 
other provisions in these conti·acts to ens ure th a t appropriate environmental s tewards hip actions 
a re continued throughout the life -cycle of the tactical infrastru cture. Such Bl\1Ps inclu de 
environmental awareness ti·aining fo r the maintenance conti·actors regarding endangered species 
and cultural sites in the project area, staying within the existing dis turbed areas , and recognizing 
endangered species or cultural resources . 
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4. CONCLUSION
Any undertaking of the magnitude taken on by DHS and CBP to construct additional border 
infrastructure is sure to involve impacts to natural and cultural resources.  CBP recognized this 
fact, and put mechanisms in place to implement the environmental stewardship envisioned when 
the DHS Secretary invoked statutory powers to waive environmental laws.  The potential 
adverse effects to natural and cultural resources from construction of 700 miles of fence were 
substantially reduced or avoided through a process of survey, consultation with stakeholders, 
adoption of a full suite of BMPs and adaptive fence design.  
However, since the construction of the fences, CBP experience demonstrates that the fences have 
been effective in reducing illegal cross-border activity and facilitating CBP apprehensions of 
cross-border violators.  The benefits to the security of our nation’s borders cannot be measured 
as easily as the environmental impacts, but these benefits must be included in any evaluation of 
the Southwest border fences.
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Tue 8/7/2012 4:37:28 PM 
RE: Paper on Responsible Env Stewardship 

::urn: 

§QRJl@Jl 
Ass istant Gene ml Counsel 
lMI 
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) From: • 
Se · ·- 1F.\"fJS!ffli'llt:!iill~-JII~ I: • ~ 

To: 
Cc: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 
Subject: Paper on Responsible Env Stewardship 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

I appreciate your help on this. I will be glad to meet/discuss with you at your convenience. 

Please feel free to call me anytime on my personal cell-{@tFMJI ( don't always have my BB w ith me). 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
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To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Paper on Responsible Env Stewardship

 

 

So stay tuned.  I appreciate the help from all.  LMI has really gotten gold stars across CBP, USACE and DOI throughout this program.
 

 
From:  

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2012 3:18 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Paper on Responsible Env Stewardship

 

 
Please also complete the attached form and send it back to me along with a draft version of the paper when it is r  
next week. Thanks! 
 

Assistant General Counsel
LMI

 
 
From:  

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2012 2:59 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Paper on Responsible Env Stewardship

 
Thanks!  Our writing team is reviewing the paper now so we should have a version for the editing team next week.
 
Thanks!!
 
From:  

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2012 2:49 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Paper on Responsible Env Stewardship
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RE: Paper on Responsible Env Stewardship (6).msg <extracted> for Printed Item 21879 ( Attachment 6 of 8) 

(b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
Please let me know if you need anything else. 

Cheers ! 

-(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
LMI 
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) e 

Fromlllllllllllllll 
Sent: ~012 8:13 AM 

To: [WV'Df!Jl SubJ:;aper o;:ponsible Env Stewardship 

-Attached is the support request from 

Thanks, -
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

LMf 
2000 Corporate Ridge 
Mclean, VA22102-7805 
p (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

for his paper on Responsible Environmental Stewardship. 
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From:              
To:                  
                        
                        
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             Environmental Sterwardship Paper for Publishing

I spoke with  yesterday about the status of our paper.  As you may recall when we
last left our story…………….the package was at CBP Public affairs for approval before submitting for
publication.   CBP Public affairs wanted to coordinate it with DHS public affairs but  has not
been able to move it or get confirmation on anything.

We discussed options………

 uses the info in the document often to respond to issues/questions including the recent
Congressman O’Rourke inquiries.

I recommended to her that we stop beating our head on this and just “publish” the document as a
BPFTI report for our records and internal use.  She said she would discuss more with 

I could get with LMI and repackage the document into a “White paper” or some generic document so
BPFTI has it for the record and reference.

Thoughts??

Date:                 Thu Dec 19 2013 15:43:14 EST
Attachments:     KMS-832 ESSR_green sheet.pdf
                          KMS-832 ESSR_XD concurrence signature.pdf
                          MEMO Final ESSR BPFTI to EED 092612.doc
                          MEMO Final ESSR Package EMO to XD 092612.doc
                          Paper for Responsible Environmental Stewardship Sep 2012 Final v2 092812.doc
                          Paper for Responsible Environmental Stewardship Sep 2012 Final v2.doc
                          Status of DOI Conservation Actions 8.28.12 Final.doc

Bcc:
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From: 
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 8:15 AM
To: 
Subject: RE: Paper for Publishing

All documents he approved attached.

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 8:06 AM
To: 
Subject: Paper for Publishing

Do you have the version of the technical paper we did that the XD approved?  I want to start that
moving to public affairs and congressional affairs for approval to publish.    still wants us to hold on
posting the ESSRs until the new CIR situation gets resolved.  But I think we could go ahead with the
staff approvals for the paper in the meantime.

Thanks!!

Environmental Planning

Border Patrol Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering
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(b )(6); (b )(?)(C) 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

tpllXIXI 
1rector 

Enterprise Management Office 

1300 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington , DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

Final Documentation of Environmental Stewardship Efforts for 
PF225 Pedest1ian and VF300 Vehicle Fencing 

Attached for your review and approval are three packages that complete the documentation for 
U .S. Customs and Border Protection's (CBP) Environmental Stewardship efforts for the PF225 
Pedestrian Fence and VF300 Vehicle Fence programs under the Secretary's waiver of April 
2008, 

The first package includes the final eleven Environmental Stewardship Summary Reports 
(ESSR) for the PF225 Pedestrian Fence projects and VF300 Vehicle Fencing projects for the San 
Diego, El Centro, Yuma, Tucson, El Paso, Del Rio, Marfa, and Rio Grande Valley Sectors. 
With your approval, the final reports will be posted to the CBP's Tactical Infrastructure (TI) 
public website. 

Following the issuance of the Secretary's waiver in April 2008, CBP committed to "responsible 
environmental stewardship" associated with constructing and maintain ing pedestrian and vehicle 
fencing along the southwest border. CBP prepared numerous Environmental Stewardship Plans 
(ESPs) to document the potential impacts to environmental resources related to the construction, 
operation and maintenance of the fence under the waiver. These original ESPs, which were 
posted to the CBP TI public website, outlined mitigation measures and best management 
practices (BMPs) to avoid and/or minimize these impacts. 

Given the pace of the program and uncertainty with some of the planned segments, CBP also 
com.mi tied to documenting the final "footprint" of the segments to provide an "as built" 
summary for the public and regulatory agencies. The enclosed ESSRs document the final 
"footprint" of the fence segments constructed under the waiver in each Sector. These reports 
incorporate results from environmental monitor reports during construction and construction 
Change Requests that were approved after the ESPs were prepared and may have resulted in 
changes to the predicted impacts. The ESSRs document the final impacted area, as compared to 
the original estimates contained in the ESPs, to: 

1. Provide a comparison of the anticipated impacts to the actual impacts so that a final new 
baseline is established for future maintenance, repair and any potential future actions; 

2. Document the success of BMPs and any changes/improvements for the future; 
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3. Document any changes to the planned location or type of the Tl. 

The second package includes the final Fact Sbeets for each of the Sectors. These Fact Sheets 
were developed for use across the CBP headquarters (HQ) staff as quick summaries and 
references for each of the fence programs and will not be posted on the public website. We 
recommend your approval to provide these to CBP staff elements including Facilities 
Management & Engineering, Public Affairs, Office of Counsel, Congressional Affairs and Office 
of Border Patrol. 

The third package provides the Responsible Environmental Stewardship for Fence Construction 
Along the Southwest US. Border issue paper to be submitted to the national environmental 
professional journal, "Environmental Practice" of the National Association of Environmental 
Professionals. This paper summarizes CBP's impressive environmental stewardship record 
under the 2008 waiver. Via the journal, this paper would reach a broad audience of 
environmental professionals, many from non-governmental organizations across the country. 
We believe most of this audience is not aware of the comprehensive stewardship demonstrated 
by CBP. We request your concurrence on this paper. 

CBP's actual final footprint (in terms of acreage impacted) was considerably less than originally 
predicted in the ESPs. When approved for release, the ESSRs will be on CBP's TI public 
website. 

I recommend that you approve these ESSR reports for posting to the CBP TL r also recommend 
you approve the Fact Sheets for HQ CBP staff distribution. Finally, I recommend you approve 
the enclosed issue paper for submission to the journal "Environmental Practice" of the National 
Association of Environmental Professionals. 

Also attached is an issue paper prepared by BPFTI that summarizes the status of CBP mitigation 
efforts under the January 2009 commitment to provide up to $50 million to the Department of 
the Interior (DOI) to offset unavoidable impacts to natural and cultural resources. The paper 
includes recommendations for closing out CBP's commitment for significantly less than the 
original commjtment of $50 million. WhHe this is one possible path fonvard, this issue is more 
complex and involves not only our relationship with DOI, but also significant Congressional 
interest. We recommend that we schedule a meeting with you to discuss our path forward, 
including discussion with BPFTI on their recommendations. Approval and release of the ESSRs, 
Fact Sheets, and Technical Paper should not be contingent on completing our meeting. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Attachments 
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Action I: Concunence for Release of ESSRs to the Public on Tactical Infrastructure Website. 

..._ ::: 
I do not concur. 

Date 

Action 2: Internal Only Release of Fact Sheets. 

.. I do not concur. 
(b )(6); (b )(7)(C) 

Date 

Action 3: Approve Publication of Technical Paper 

. . 
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

I do not concur . 

Date Date 

Action 4: Schedule Meeting to Discuss Mitigation Commitments 

Do Not Schedule Meeting. 

Date 

I need more information. 

Date 

I need more information. 

Date 

I need more information. 

Date 

I need more information. 

Date 
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:MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

(b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 

Environmental and Energy Division 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
Director 
Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical fu:frastrncture 
P rogram Management Office 

Final Documenta tion of Environmenta l Stewardship Efforts fo r 
PF225 P edes ti·ian and VF300 Vehicle Fencing 

Attached fo r your review and approval a re four packages that complete the documentation for 
U.S . Customs and Borde r P rotection 's (CBP) Environmenta l Stewards hip e ffo1is for the PF225 
Pedes ti·ian Fence and VF300 Vehicle Fence programs unde r the Secre ta1y's waive r of April 
2008. 

The first package includes the fina l e leven Environmenta l Stewardship Summa1y Repo1is 
(ESS R) fo r the PF225 Pedes ti·ian Fence projects and VF300 Vehicle Fencing projects the San 
Diego, El Centi·o, Yuma , Tucson , El P aso, Del Rio, Marfa , and Rio Grande Va lley Sectors. 
With your approvaL the fina l repo1is will be posted to the CBP 's Tactica l fu:fras ti11cture (TI) 
public website. 

The second package inch1des the fina l Fact S heets for each of the Sectors. These Fact Sheets 
were deve loped for use across the CBP headqua1iers (HQ) s ta ff as quick s ummaries and 
refe rences fo r each of the fe nce programs and will not be pos ted on the public webs ite . We 
recommend your approval to provide these to CBP staff elements including Facilities 
Management & Engineering, Public Affa irs , Office of CounseL Congressional Affa irs and 
Office of Borde r Pa ti·ol. 

The third package provides an issue pape r s ummarizing the status of CBP mitigation effo1is 
unde r the J anua1y 2009 commitment to provide up to $50 million to the Depa1iment of the 
fute rior (DOI) to offse t unavoidable impacts to natural and cultura l resources . To date, CBP has 
provided $17 .8 million to DOI. 

e recommend a meeting with you to 

The fomih package provides tR@?spons;hle Environmental Stewardship for Fence 
Constrnction Along the Southwest US . Bowiene pape r to be s ubmitted to the national 
environmental pro fe ssional journal ''Environmenta l Practice " of the National Association of 
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Review and Approval ofFinal ESS Rs 
Page 2 

Environmental P rofessionals . This paper s ummarizes CBP 's impress ive environmental 
stewardship record under the 2008 waive r. This paper would reach a broad audience of 
environmental profess ionals , many from non-governmental organizations across the country. 
We be lieve most of this audience is not aware of the comprehensive stewardship demons tr·ated 
by CBP . We reques t your concunence on this pape r. 

Following the issuance of the Secreta1y's waiver in April 2008, CBP prepared numerous 
Environmental Stewardship P lans (ESP) to document the potentia l impacts to environmental 
resources re lated to the cons truction , operation and maintenance of pedesti-ian and vehicle fe nce 
along the southwest borde r. These original ES Ps outlined mitigation measures and best 
management practices (Bl\1Ps) to avoid and/or minimize these impacts and were posted to the 
CBP TI public website. CBP committed to '1·esponsible environmental stewardship" associated 
with cons tructing and maintaining the fe nce unde r the waiver. 

Given the pace of the program and unce1iainty with some of the p la nned segments , CBP also 
committed to documenting the final "footprint"ofthe segments to provide an "as built" 
s umma1y fo r the public and regulato1y agencies. The enclosed ESSRs document the fina l 
"footprint" of the fe nce segments cons tructed under the waive r in each Sector. These repo1is 
inco1porate results from environmenta l monitor repo1is during cons truction and cons truction 
Change Reques ts approved afte r the ESPs were prepared that may have resulted in changes to 
the predicted impacts . The ES S Rs were prepared to document the fina l impacted a rea, as 
compared to the orig ina l estimates conta ined in the ESPs to: 

1. P rovide a comparison of the anticipa ted impacts to the actual impacts so that a final new 
base line is established for future maintenance and repair and any potential future actions; 

2. Document the s uccess ofBl\1Ps and any changes /improve ments for the future ; 
3. Document any changes to the planned location or type of the TI. 

As the paper for publication in the fomi h package summarizes , CBP 's actual final footprint (in 
te1ms of acreage impacted) was considerably less than originally predicted in the ES Ps. When 
approved for release , the ESS Rs will be on CBP 's TI public website. 

The ESS Rs have been coordinated with the CBP Office of CounseL Office of Border P ati-oL 
each Sector and your office . The Fact Sheets have been coordina te with the CBP Office of 
CounseL Office of Borde r P ati-ol and your office. I recommend your concmTence of these four 
packages by initia ling the appropriate box on the routin fo1m. If ou have an ues tions or 
require additional info1mation, please conta 

(b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 

Attachments 
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:MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Executive Dire ctor 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Director 
Ente1prise Management Office 

Final Documenta tion of Environmenta l Stewardship Efforts fo r 
PF225 Pe des trian and VF300 Vehicle Fencing 

Attached fo r your review and approva l are four packages that comple te the documentation fo r 
U.S . Customs and Borde r P rotection 's (CBP) Environmenta l Stewards hip e ffo1is for the PF225 
Pedestrian Fence and VF300 Vehicle Fence programs unde r the Secreta1y's waive r of April 
2008. 

The first package includes the final e leven Environmenta l Stewards hip Summa1y Repo1is 
(ESS R) fo r the PF225 Pedes trian Fence projects and VF300 Vehicle Fencing projects the San 
Diego, El Centro, Yuma, Tucson, El Paso, De l Rio, Marfa, and Rio Grande Valley Sectors . 
With your approva4 the fina l reports will be posted to the CBP 's Tactica l fufrastm cture (Tl) 
public webs ite. 

The second package inch1des the fina l Fact Sheets for each ofthe Sectors . These Fact Sheets 
were deve loped fo r use across the CBP headquarte rs (HQ) staff as quick s ummaries and 
refe rences for each of the fence programs and will not be posted on the public webs ite . We 
recommend your approva l to provide these to CBP staff e lements inch1ding Facilities 
Management & Engineering, Public Affairs, Office of Counse4 Congress ional Affa irs and 
Office of Border Patrol. 

The third package provides an issue paper summarizing the s ta tus of CBP mitigation e ffo1is 
unde r the J anua1y 2009 commitment to provide up to $50 million to the Depa1iment of the 
fute rior (DOI) to offse t unavoidable impacts to natural and cultura l resources . To date, CBP has 
provided $17 .8 million to DOI. 

We recommend a meeting with you to 
discuss our path fo1ward. 

The fomih package provides tR@?spons;hle Environmental Stewardship for Fence 
Construction Along the Southwest US . Bo1riene pape r to be s ubmitted to the national 
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environmental professional journal “Environmental Practice” of the National Association of 
Environmental Professionals.  This paper summarizes CBP’s impressive environmental 
stewardship record under the 2008 waiver.  This paper would reach a broad audience of 
environmental professionals, many from non-governmental organizations across the country.  
We believe most of this audience is not aware of the comprehensive stewardship demonstrated 
by CBP.  We request your concurrence on this paper. 

Following the issuance of the Secretary’s waiver in April 2008, CBP prepared numerous 
Environmental Stewardship Plans (ESP) to document the potential impacts to environmental 
resources related to the construction, operation and maintenance of pedestrian and vehicle fence 
along the southwest border.  These original ESPs outlined mitigation measures and best 
management practices (BMPs) to avoid and/or minimize these impacts and were posted to the 
CBP TI public website.  CBP committed to “responsible environmental stewardship” associated 
with constructing and maintaining the fence under the waiver.

Given the pace of the program and uncertainty with some of the planned segments, CBP also 
committed to documenting the final “footprint” of the segments to provide an “as built” 
summary for the public and regulatory agencies.  The enclosed ESSRs document the final 
“footprint” of the fence segments constructed under the waiver in each Sector.  These reports 
incorporate results from environmental monitor reports during construction and construction 
Change Requests approved after the ESPs were prepared that may have resulted in changes to 
the predicted impacts.  The ESSRs were prepared to document the final impacted area, as 
compared to the original estimates contained in the ESPs to:

Provide a comparison of the anticipated impacts to the actual impacts so that a final new 1.
baseline is established for future maintenance and repair and any potential future actions;
Document the success of BMPs and any changes/improvements for the future;2.
Document any changes to the planned location or type of the TI.3.

As the paper for publication in the fourth package summarizes, CBP’s actual final footprint (in 
terms of acreage impacted) was considerably less than originally predicted in the ESPs.  When 
approved for release, the ESSRs will be on CBP’s TI public website.  
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I recommend that you approve these ESSR reports for posting to the CBP TI website as 
recommended by the Environment and Energy Division.  I also recommend you approve the 
Fact Sheets for HQ CBP staff distribution.   With your approval, we will also arrange a meeting 
to discuss our path forward regarding our mitigation commitment.  Finally, I recommend you 
approve the enclosed issue paper for submission to the journal “Environmental Practice” of the 
National Association of Environmental Professionals.  

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contac   

Attachments 

MEMO Final ESSR Package EMO to XD 092612.doc for Printed Item: 22027 ( Attachment 4 of 7)

Page 144 of 198
BW23 FOIA CBP 027988

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)
(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



Paper for Respons ble Environmental Stewardship Sep 2012 Final v2 092812.doc for Printed Item: 22027 ( Attachment 5 of 7) 

Responsible Environmental Stewardship 
for Fence Construction Along the S outhwestem U.S. Bonier 

-■-MI; tQJimltiJIII(lrnde endent Contract .S. Customs 
and Border Protectioamx"K!JlMI; • • • .S. Customs and Border 
Protection;lt:)m)lm .Customs and Border Protection~ustoms and 
Border Protection . Cus toms and Border P rotection:.~_.:__~ BR!J]Ec (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Summary 

fu 2007, Congress called upon the Depa1i ment of Home land Security (DHS) to constm ct-in the 
mos t expeditious manner possible-the infrastm cture ne cessa1y to deter and prevent ille gal entiy 
on the Southwest U.S. border, inch1ding pedes ti·ian and vehicle fencing, roads , and virtual 
de tection technology. fuch1de d as a pali of this direction from Congress was a requirement to 
insta ll not less than 700 mile s of fencing on the Southwest border. 

fu response to the requirements set fo1ih by Congress , U.S . Cus toms and Border P rotection 
(CBP), the DHS component that is responsible for the cons truction and upkeep ofborder 
infras ti11cture , launched a major consti11ction initiative on the Southwes t border. fu order to me et 
the expeditious consti11ction schedule es tablished by Congre ss , the Secre ta1y ofHomeland 
Security (the Secreta1y), us ing authority confeITed upon the Secreta1y by Congre ss , waived the 
application of a number of federal statutes , inch1ding various environmenta l laws. fu so doing, 
however, the Secre ta1y made a commitment that, de spite the waive r, DHS would not 
compromise its commitment to responsible environmental stewards hip. The Secre ta1y also made 
clear that DHS would continue to solicit and respond to the needs and concerns of state , locaL 
and ti-ibal governments , other agencies of the federal government, and local residents . 

This paper discusses the extensive environmental stewardship , adaptive management, and 
coordination effo1is that were unde1iaken by CBP as a part of this major constm ction program, 
and summarizes how CBP was able to uphold the Secreta1y's commitment to environmental 
stewards hip while it s ti·ove to meet the Congre ssionally mandated consti11ction deadline. 
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Figure 1. Vehicle Fence Near Border Monument 

Introduction 

fu 2007, Congress called upon the Depa1i ment ofHomeland Security (DHS) to constm ct-in the 
mos t expeditious manner possible- the infrastm cture necessa1y to de te r and prevent illegal entry 
on the South west U.S . border, inch1ding pedes tr·ian and vehicle fe ncing, roads , and virtual 
detection technology. Unde r Section 102 of the lliegal hnmigration Refonn and hnmigrant 
Responsib ility Act of 1996 (IIRIRA), as amended, the Secreta1y of Homeland Security (the 
Secreta1y) is required to "take s uch action as may be necessa1y to install phys ical ban iers and 
roads" in order to dete r illegal cross ings into the United States. IIRIRA§ 102(a), 8 U.S .C . § 
1103 note. fu 2007, Congress amended Section 102 to require that, in cany ing out tha t 
requirement, the Secreta1y ins ta ll not less than 700 miles of fe ncing a long the Southwes t borde r 
and provide for the insta llation of "additional phys ical ban iers and roads, lighting, cameras, and 
sensors." IIRIRA § 102(b ), 8 U.S .C . § 1103 note. This tota l inch1ded 3 70 'priority miles" of 
fe ncing, which were to be completed 'n ot later than December 31, 2008." Id. 

fu response to the requirements set fo rth by Congress , U.S. Customs and Borde r P rotection 
(CBP), the DHS component that is responsible for the cons truction and upkeep of border 
infras tr11cture , launched a major constr11ction initiative on the Southwes t border. CBP began two 
separate, but re lated cons truction projects: P ersonnel Fence 225 , or PF 225, and Vehicle Fence 
300, or VF 300 (Figure 1). A major aspect of this cons truction program was the appropriate 
environmental planning and cons ultation with stakeholders . CBP purs ued a comprehens ive effort 
to address potential environmental impacts associated with cons tructing, mainta ining, and 
operating borde r infrastr11cture a long the Southwes t border. The U.S. Anny Corps ofEngineers 
(USACE) managed the entire constr11ction program and p layed a key role in the environmental 
p lanning process . 

From the outse t in 2007, CBP openly scoped projects in coordina tion with federal and state 
agencies, as we ll as the public, to ens ure that potential environmenta l impacts were identified 
and thoroughly evah1ated fo r each project. CBP conducted extensive consulta tions with resource 
agencies and local s takeholders , which resulted in numerous changes to the border infras tructure 
alignment, location of access roads , placement of staging a reas , and even fe nce des ign , in order 
to minimize potential environmental impacts . fu so doing, CBP prepared and circulated fo r 
public comment and review numerous National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents -

2 of 13 
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Environmental Assessments (EAs) and Environmental Impact Statements (EISs)—on originally 
planned border infrastructure projects.
Although CBP had nearly completed the required NEPA documents for certain portions of the 
proposed border infrastructure by early 2008, there was still significant risk that CBP would not 
meet the construction deadline established by Congress. Accordingly, after close consultation 
with partners in the Department of the Interior (DOI) and others, on April 1, 2008, the Secretary, 
pursuant to the authority set forth in Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, waived certain environmental 
and other laws and regulations associated with construction of border infrastructure along the 
Southwest border.

“Responsible Environmental Stewardship”
In order to ensure the expeditious 
construction of the border infrastructure 
called for by Congress, the Secretary waived 
more than 30 environmental and land 
management laws, including the National 
Environmental Policy Act, the Endangered 
Species Act, the National Historic 
Preservation Act, the Clean Water Act, and 
others. Although the Secretary’s waiver 
meant that CBP no longer had any specific 

legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary pledged that DHS and CBP would not 
compromise its commitment to “responsible environmental stewardship” and that DHS and 
CBP would “minimize the effects of construction on cultural, biological and natural 
resources wherever possible.” In addition, the Secretary directed the Department to “solicit 
and respond to the needs of state, local, governments, Native American Nations, other 
agencies of the Federal government, and local residents.” The Secretary committed the 
Department to complete an “environmental review” for each fence segment.
As mentioned above, before the waiver was issued in April of 2008, CBP had already completed 
a substantial amount of the environmental planning for the proposed border infrastructure. CBP 
had issued 8 EAs and Findings of No Significant Impact (FONSIs) for certain segments of 
pedestrian fence. In addition, CBP had completed 3 EAs and FONSIs for certain segments of 
proposed vehicle fence. Beyond that, CBP had issued another 10 draft EISs and/or draft EAs for 
public comment. For those remaining projects, CBP had also conducted biological and cultural 
resources surveys and initiated its required consultations with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and various State Historic 
Preservation Officers (SHPOs), pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act.
Rather than abandoning those environmental planning processes after the issuance of the 
Secretary’s waiver, CBP, working in close coordination with the Department of the Interior and 
USACE, developed a comprehensive, life-cycle plan for responsible environmental stewardship. 
CBP committed to three major elements for projects carried out under the waiver:

To do what otherwise would have been done regarding environmental planning before (1)
construction;

“The DHS is neither compromising its 
commitment to responsible environmental 
stewardship nor its commitment to solicit and 
respond to the needs of state, local and tribal 
governments. We value the need for public 
input on any potential impact of our border 
infrastructure plans on the environment—and 
we will continue to solicit it.”  —Secretary of 
DHS Citation?
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To minimize the effects of construction and mitigate for unavoidable impacts; and(2)
To continue responsible environmental stewardship for the life cycle of the border (3)
infrastructure 

Environmental Planning After the WaiverI.
In fulfilling its commitment to do what otherwise would be done regarding pre-construction 
environmental planning, CBP undertook a number of actions that were designed to mimic the 
normal environmental planning processes that would occur on any project not covered by the 
waiver.
One of the most significant steps CBP took in this regard was to prepare environmental planning 
documents, which were called Environmental Stewardship Plans (ESPs), in lieu of 
Environmental Assessments or Environmental Impact Statements (Figure 2). In addition to 
ESPs, CBP prepared Biological Resources Plans (BRPs) in lieu of Biological Assessments, and 
developed and used best management practices (BMPs), which were incorporated into the ESPs, 
to avoid or minimize any environmental impacts. CBP prepared 19 ESPs and published the 
results of these analyses on the CBP public website 
(http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/border_security/ti/ti_docs/), including mitigation plans and BMPs 
developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. These ESPs were developed for each 
U.S. Border Patrol sector along the Southwest border and addressed each segment of pedestrian 
and vehicle fencing covered by the waiver. Although not required by virtue of the waiver, these 
ESPs include the same level of environmental analysis that would have been performed before 
the waiver (in the “normal” NEPA process) to evaluate potential impacts on sensitive resources 
in the areas where fence is being constructed.

Figure 2. Environmental Stewardship Plan for San Diego Sector

As a part of preparing the ESPs and BRPs, CBP completed pre-construction surveys for 
cultural/archeological sites and biological surveys for sensitive or federally listed species.
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fu addition, the B:MP s that were inco1porated into the ES Ps were developed in close coordination 
with the USFWS. Moreover, CBP continued to collaborate with local government, state and 
fede ral land managers , and the inte rested public to identify environmentally sens itive resources 
and develop appropriate environmental BMPs to avoid or minimize adverse impacts res ulting 
from border infras tructure projects (see Table 1 below). 

To ens ure an appropriate level of public invo lvement in the planning process , CBP held public 
open house meetings and meetings of stakeholders (state and federa l resource agency and Native 
American ti·ibes) during May, June , and July 2008, and pos ted the project designs on a public 
webs ite for public input. From May 2007 to April 2008 , more than 600 individual landowners 
had been contacted, and more than 100 meetings with loca l officials , public open houses and 
town halls had been held. 

To that same end, CBP tested many fe nce des igns to meet Borde r Pati·ol operational 
requirements , and afte r various fe nce styles were selected fo r consti11ction, CBP , in several 
cases , made site-specific modifications to accommodate stakeholder concerns. CBP made 
numerous changes to the fe nce design and alignment to address comments and concerns 
regarding endangered species and their habitat. For example, CBP designed special s ma ll animal 
openings dubbed "cat holes" (Figure 3) in the Lower Rio Grande Va lley to fac ilitate no1th-south 
movement of endangered oce lots and jaguarundi. Where possible , CBP also made 
accommodations for other animals that a re not endangered. For example, in New Mexico, 
ranchers were concerned that the new fe nce adequately protect the cattle and preve nt cattle from 
moving no1i h and south across the borde r. By conti·as t, resource agencies were concerned that 
the fence des igned to protect the cattle would inhibit deer and other large wild animals from 
moving no1i h and south . CBP worked with both groups of stakeholders and developed a "deer 
friendly" fe nce design (Figure 4) tha t could accommodate their requirements, while still meeting 
Border Pa ti·ol security requirements . The photo below illus ti-ates the fe nce design . These "deer 
friendly"panels were installed at various distances apa1i, in selected areas along the border, 
where the deer u-aditionally move. 

(b) (?)(E) 

Figure 3. Animal Passage (''Cat Hole'' in Pedestrian Fence 

5 of 13 

BW23 FOIA CBP 027993 

Page 150 of 198 



Paper for Respons ble Environmental Stewardship Sep 2012 Final v2 092812.doc for Printed Item: 22027 ( Attachment 5 of 7) 

(b) (?)(E) 

Figure 4. 'Oeer Friendly'' Fence 

CBP added s mall openings at the base of the PF in cnit passage of s mall (b) (7)(E) 
animals s uch as the Texas Hom ed Lizard. In addition , the bollard-style PF that was used across 
many of the segments inherently inch1de s IJMilSl ing that pe1mits passage for small 
animals . CBP has also modified fe nce alignments to meet local landowner and city needs, 
deve loped "floating fe nce " where digging would damage levee s or endanger archeological s ites, 
and ins talled "visually aesthetic fe nce" around a golf course and city park (Figure 5). In addition, 
CBP salvaged and transplanted hundreds of Sabal palm trees from the Rio Grande Valley 
constm ction con idor (Figure 6). These palm trees were not endangered but were s pecial status 
trees in Texas . 

Figure 5. •~esthetic" Pedestrian Fence in Texas 
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Figure 6. Salvaging Sabal Palm Tree in Texas

Table 1. Typical Potential Environmental Impacts Identified Before Construction and 
BMPs/Mitigation Measures

Potential environmental 
impact (cultural, species, 

wetlands)
BMPs and mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate the potential 

environmental impact

Discovery of cultural resources 
in work area

Halt construction until authorized to proceed by a qualified archaeologist who 
consults with appropriate resource agencies

Perform data testing and data recovery or otherwise protect the resource 
before construction

Modify fence design where possible to protect resource

Discovery of federally 
protected species in work area

Halt construction until an environmental monitor can safely remove the 
protected species or it moves away on its own

Wildlife impacts due to 
construction, fencing, and 
habitat fragmentation

Survey the area for migratory bird nests immediately before construction 
during migratory bird nesting season

Integrate small openings into the fence design to allow small animals to pass 
through

Integrate wildlife escape ramps into open trenches and excavations

Cap vertical bollards to prevent birds from falling inside

Salvage and relocate certain plants within the construction corridor

Purchase habitat to offset lost habitat

Introduction of invasive 
species

Wash equipment before use to minimize introduction of nonnative species

Remove only the minimum amount of vegetation

Remove invasive species that appear

Change in size of wetlands 
and surface waters

Halt construction during heavy rains

Design fence to allow the conveyance of water

Avoid stream crossings at channel bends when practical alternatives exist
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II. Minimizing Effects and Mitigating for Unavoidable Impacts
CBP also took numerous steps to both minimize or avoid the effects of construction and mitigate 
unavoidable impacts. One of the more significant steps was to ensure that the BMPs and other 
measures identified in the ESPs were implemented during construction. Indeed, CBP used 
hundreds of BMPs to protect natural and cultural resources, which were incorporated, along with 
the ESPs, into the construction contracts. In addition, in order to track the use of BMPs during 
construction, CBP employed third-party, independent environmental monitors and provided 
environmental awareness training to its construction contractors. The training consisted of 36 
courses developed in close coordination with USFWS and provided to construction contractors 
before construction started.
The primary objective of the environmental monitors was two-fold. First, the monitors helped to 
ensure that the construction contractors properly implemented BMPs. Second, the monitors 
conducted any needed clearance surveys (biological and cultural) for changes to the construction 
footprint, including fence alignment, access roads, and staging areas. CBP also shared weekly 
reports from the environmental monitors with the USFWS field offices and continued to 
coordinate with USFWS as construction continued on issues such as the proper seed mix for 
hydroseeding (Figure 7) or discovery of any sensitive species.

Figure 7. Hydroseeding of Staging Area

These efforts yielded very tangible results. For example, about 75 threatened and endangered 
species of plants and animals and about 25 critical habitats associated with the fence corridors 
along the Southwest border were identified and evaluated, and impacts of fence construction on 
these species were significantly minimized or avoided.
As just one specific example, lesser long-nosed bats are one of the federally listed species found 
in Arizona and New Mexico along the fence construction corridor. By avoiding construction 
activities in the vicinity of bat roosts or timing such activities to periods when bats are not found 
in the United States, direct effects on this species were avoided and impacts from construction 
activities were limited to loss of forage plants for this nectivorous bat. Table 2 documents the 
extent to which losses of columnar cactus and agave, which provide forage for this species, were 
minimized or avoided. In the instance of all unavoidable loss of these forage plants, CBP 
provided funding for replacement plants at a 3:1 ratio. This level of replacement forage plants is 
unprecedented across the various federal agencies.
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Table 2. Summary of Tactical Infrastructure Impacts on Lesser or Mexican Long-Nosed Bat 
Habitat

 Fence Section

Number of 
Plants 
Projected to be 
impacted

Number of 
Plants Avoided

Number of 
Plants 
Potentially 
Impacted

Number of 
Plants 
Transplanted

Final Number of 
Plants Impacted 
but not 
transplanted

260 255 5 1 4

16 7 9 2 7

Scattered small 
individuals

Unknown Unknown At least 40b Unknown

~3,700 ~1,960 1,741 1,178 plus 22e 541

Unknown Unknown Unknown ~320 Unknown

Scattered plants Unknown ~60 ~40 ~20

86 79 7 0 7

Unknown 5 Unknown 0 5

Notes:
a. Lesser long-nosed bats.
b. Records for this section indicate that agave were flagged for transplant and were transplanted. The exact number is unknown, but 
it is known that at least 40 were transplanted.
c. Lesser and Mexican long-nosed bats.
d. The weekly monitoring reports for Section id not report any agaves impacted or transplanted. It is assumed that 
all agave were avoided in those sections. The weekly monitoring reports for Section resented photographs of seven agave 
within the 60-foot corridor, but did not report the fate of these agave. It is assumed that they were not salvaged.
e. CBP transplanted 1,178 agave plants within the  as part of salvage efforts. Additionally, 22 agaves 
that were found within the project corridor but outside the .

In addition to avoiding or minimizing impacts to species, CBP partnered with State Historic 
Preservation Offices, Native American tribes, and federal agencies such as the Forest Service 
and the Bureau of Land Management to identify and inventory sites of cultural significance 
before construction. To date, these locations include

nearly 200 sites in Arizona,

more than 200 sites in New Mexico,

more than 25 archeological sites and more than 150 historic structures in Texas, and

more than 25 sites in California.

CBP did not perform construction until all archeological sites were appropriately mitigated. 
More than 50 archeological sites were protected and mitigated before construction went forward  
In some places, CBP installed special “floating” fence to protect important subsurface resources 
(Figure 8). This effort is the largest cultural resources undertaking ever completed along the U.S. 
southern international border. 
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Figure 8. “Floating” Fence to Protect Underground Resources

CBP’s efforts to avoid or minimize or mitigate impacts did not end after construction was 
complete  Given the pace and dynamic nature of the construction program, after all construction 
was completed, CBP performed follow-up reviews to compare the actual final footprint of the 
construction corridor to the original, planned footprint stated in the ESPs. These Environmental 
Stewardship Summary Reports, or ESSRs (Figure 9), were prepared to document the impact 
areas, compared with the original ESPs and the construction changes made, for the following 
reasons:

1.  To compare anticipated to actual impacts, so that a final new baseline would be 
established for future maintenance and repair and any potential future actions;

2.  To document the success of BMPs and any changes or improvements for the future; and

3.  To document any changes to the planned location or type of border infrastructure.

Figure 9. Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for San Diego Sector
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These ESSRs documented that in nearly every case, the actual footprint of the final construction 
corridor was less than planned in the original ESPs. Table 3 summarizes the planned and actual 
acreages of permanent disturbance for the border sectors. Construction contractors were 
incentivized to limit the construction footprint and to adhere to the BMPs.

Table 3. Estimated Pre-Construction and Actual Post-Construction Ground Disturbance

Sector
Estimated disturbance 

(acres)
Actual disturbance 

(acres) Difference (acres)

San Diego 346.6 291.8 -54.8

El Centro VF + PF 474 326 -148

Yuma VF 389.8 280.3 -109.5

Yuma PF 122.8 86.6 -36.2

Tucson VF 251.5 164.5 -87.0

Tucson PF 200.5 117.6 -82.9

El Paso VF 542.4 450.2 -92.2

El Pa o PF 53 8 55 3 +1 5

Marfa 36.2 48.5 +12.3

Del Rio 55.1 47.4 -7.7

Rio Grande Valley 491.7 312.1 -179.6

Total 2,964.4 2,180.3 -784.1

The total impacts of the fence and associated road construction were significant, as summarized 
in the table above. However, due to the aggressive training and monitoring program, the final 
impacts were much less than initially estimated.
CBP and USACE continued to study sections of the completed fence that are prone to flooding. 
Numerous areas were evaluated, and new low water crossings were designed and constructed. In 
addition, many changes and improvements were made to fence sections and gates to handle 
storm flows. CBP continued to work closely with land managers and other agencies to re-
engineer designs to reduce flood risk. For example, at the 

CBP and the Corps reengineered a stream crossing to restore natural 
flow and better protect endangered fish in that stream (Figure 10).
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Figure 10. Stream Crossing o 

CBP held numerous close consulta tions with the Department of the futerior. Through these 
effo1is , CBP agreed to fund up to $50 million over several years for unavoidable impacts to 
natural and cultura l resources unde r DOijurisdiction . fu J anua1y 2009, CBP issued a lette r to 
DOI outlining this commitment, s ubject to the ava ilability of funding from Congress. 

To date CBP has executed three agreements totaling about $17 .8 million with DOI for fini her 
mitigation efforts to offse t the impacts from fe nce cons truction . The first agreement included a 
commitment to fund $6.8 million for projects in .Arizona that ben efit multiple plant an d animal 
species . The second agreement fo r an additional $8 million was used to he lp purchase a large 
undeveloped tr·act ofhabitat near San Diego, CA, that s uppo1is multiple special s ta tus species . 
The land has been inco1porated into the San Diego National Wildlife Refuge. The third 
agreement provided funds to purchase land to offset impacts fo r lost habita t for endangered 
ocelots an d jaguanmdi in south Texas . 

m lifecycle Planning 

CBP also planned for long-te1m operation and ma intenance of the border infras tructure. fu this 
regard, CBP developed comprehensive contl'acts for maintenance of border infras tructure with 
dedicated program manage rs to oversee a ll maintenance activities and ensure that environmental 
stan dards continue to be met fo r the life of the infrastr11cture for each Border Pa tr·ol sector. These 
contl'acts provide the capability fo r quick response (often withinWJIUDa) air any fe nce 
sections damaged due to breaches or weather, or to co1Tect eros ion or dra inage problems tha t 
could lead to environmental impacts to downstl'eam resources. fu addition, these contr·acts will 
provide on-going, routine mainten ance , inch1ding s uch things as road grading, vegetation 
conti-oL and de bris re moval. CBP is inclu ding key B:MP s , a ll coordinated with th e USFWS , and 
other provisions in these contr·acts to ens ure th a t appropriate environmental s tewards hip actions 
a re continued throughout the life -cycle of the tactical infrastru cture. Such B:MP s inch1de 
environmental awareness tr·aining fo r the maintenance contr·actors regarding endangered species 
and cultural sites in th e project area, staying within the existing dis turbed areas , and recognizing 
endangered species or cultural resources . 

Conclus ion 

Any unde1iaking of the magnitude taken on by DHS and CBP to cons truct additiona l borde r 
infrastr11cture is s ure to involve impacts to na tural an d culturalresources. CBP recognized this 
fact, and put mechanisms in place to implement the environmental stewards hip envisioned when 
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the DHS Secretary invoked statutory powers to waive environmental laws. The potential adverse 
affects to natural and cultural resources from construction of 700 miles of fence were 
substantially reduced or avoided through a process of survey, consultation with stakeholders, 
adoption of a full suite of BMPs and adaptive fence design.  
However, since the construction of the fences, CBP experience demonstrates that the fences have 
been effective in reducing illegal cross-border activity and facilitating CBP apprehensions of 
cross-border violators. The benefits to the security of our nation’s borders cannot be measured as 
easily as the environmental impacts, but these benefits must be included in any evaluation of the 
Southwest border fences.
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1. SUMMARY 

fu 2007, U.S . Congress called upon the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) to cons truct
in the most expeditious manner poss ib le - the infras tructure necessa1y to dete r and prevent 
illegal entry on the Southwest U.S . borde r, including pedes tr·ian and vehicle fe ncing, roads, and 
virtual de tection technology. fucluded as a pa1t of this direction from Congress was a 
requirement to ins ta ll not less than 700 miles of fe ncing on the Southwest borde r. 

fu response to the requirements se t fo1t h by Congress , U.S . Cus toms and Border P rotection 
(CBP), the DHS component that is responsible for the cons truction and upkeep ofborder 
infrastr11cture , launched a major constr11ction initiative on the Southwes t border. fu order to meet 
the expeditious cons truction schedule es tablished by Congress , the Secreta1y of Home land 
Security (Secreta1y), us ing authority confe1Ted upon the Secreta1y by Congress, waived the 
application of a number of fede ral statutes , inch1ding various environmental laws. fu so doing, 
however, the Secreta1y made a commitment that, despite the waiver, DHS would not 
compromise its commitment to responsible environmenta l stewardship. The Secreta1y also made 
clear that DHS would continue to so licit and respond to the needs and concerns of state , local, 
and ti-ibal governments , other agencies of the federal government, and local residents . 

This paper discusses the extens ive environmental stewardship , adaptive management, and 
coordination effo1ts tha t were unde1taken by CBP as a part of this major constm ction program, 
and summarizes how CBP was able to uphold the Secreta1y's commitment to environmental 
stewardship while it s tr·ove to meet the Congressionally mandated constr11ction deadline. 

Figure 1. Vehicle Fence NearB01derMonmnent 
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2. INTRODUCTION
In 2007, Congress called upon DHS to construct—in the most expeditious manner possible—the 
infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on the Southwest U.S. border, 
including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology.  Under Section 
102 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (IIRIRA), as 
amended, the Secretary is required to “take such action as may be necessary to install physical 
barriers and roads” in order to deter illegal crossings into the United States.  IIRIRA § 102(a), 8 
U.S.C. § 1103 note.  In 2007, Congress amended Section 102 to require that, in carrying out that 
requirement, the Secretary install not less than 700 miles of fencing along the Southwest border 
and provide for the installation of “additional physical barriers and roads, lighting, cameras, and 
sensors.”  IIRIRA § 102(b), 8 U.S.C. §1103 note. This total included 370 “priority miles” of 
fencing, which were to be completed “not later than December 31, 2008.” Id. 
In response to the requirements set forth by Congress, CBP, the DHS component that is 
responsible for the construction and upkeep of border infrastructure, launched a major 
construction initiative on the Southwest border.  CBP began two separate, but related 
construction projects  Personnel Fence 225, or PF 225, and Vehicle Fence 300, or VF 300 
(Figure 1).  A major aspect of this construction program was the appropriate environmental 
planning and consultation with stakeholders. CBP pursued a comprehensive effort to address 
potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating border 
infrastructure along the Southwest border.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
managed the entire construction program and played a key role in the environmental planning 
process.
From the outset in 2007, CBP openly scoped projects in coordination with federal and state 
agencies, as well as the public, to ensure that potential environmental impacts were identified 
and thoroughly evaluated for each project.  CBP conducted extensive consultations with resource 
agencies and local stakeholders, which resulted in numerous changes to the border infrastructure 
alignment, location of access roads, placement of staging areas, and even fence design, in order 
to minimize potential environmental impacts.  In so doing, CBP prepared and circulated for 
public comment and review numerous National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents—
Environmental Assessments (EAs) and Environmental Impact Statements (EISs)—on originally 
planned border infrastructure projects.
Although CBP had nearly completed the required NEPA documents for certain portions of the 
proposed border infrastructure by early 2008, there was still significant risk that CBP would not 
meet the construction deadline established by Congress.  Accordingly, after close consultation 
with partners in the Department of the Interior (DOI) and others, on April 1, 2008, the Secretary 
of the DHS, pursuant to the authority set forth in Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, waived certain 
environmental and other laws and regulations associated with construction of border 
infrastructure along the Southwest border.
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3. “RESPONSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP”

In order to ensure the expeditious 
construction of the border infrastructure 
called for by Congress, the Secretary waived 
more than 30 environmental and land 
management laws, including the National 
Environmental Policy Act, the Endangered 
Species Act, the National Historic 
Preservation Act, the Clean Water Act, and 
others. Although the Secretary’s waiver 
meant that CBP no longer had any specific 

legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary pledged that DHS and CBP would not 
compromise its commitment to “responsible environmental stewardship” and that DHS and 
CBP would “minimize the effects of construction on cultural, biological and natural 
resources wherever possible.”  In addition, the Secretary directed the Department to “solicit 
and respond to the needs of state, local, governments, Native American Nations, other 
agencies of the Federal government, and local residents.”  The Secretary committed the 
Department to complete an “environmental review” for each fence segment.
As mentioned above, before the waiver was issued in April of 2008, CBP had already completed 
a substantial amount of the environmental planning for the proposed border infrastructure.  CBP 
had issued eight EAs and Findings of No Significant Impact (FONSIs) for certain segments of 
pedestrian fence.  In addition, CBP had completed three EAs and FONSIs for certain segments 
of proposed vehicle fence.  Beyond that, CBP had issued another 10 draft EISs and/or draft EAs 
for public comment.  For those remaining projects, CBP had also conducted biological and 
cultural resources surveys and initiated its required consultations with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and various State 
Historic Preservation Officers (SHPOs), pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act.
Rather than abandoning those environmental planning processes after the issuance of the 
Secretary’s waiver, CBP, working in close coordination with DOI and USACE, developed a 
comprehensive, life-cycle plan for responsible environmental stewardship.  CBP committed to 
three major elements for projects carried out under the waiver:

To do what otherwise would have been done regarding environmental planning before I.
construction;

To minimize the effects of construction and mitigate for unavoidable impacts; andII.
To continue responsible environmental stewardship for the life cycle of the border III.
infrastructure 

“The DHS is neither compromising its commitment 
to responsible environmental stewardship nor its 
commitment to solicit and respond to the needs of 
state, local and tribal governments. We value the 
need for public input on any potential impact of our 
border infrastructure plans on the environment—
and we will continue to solicit it.”  —Secretary of 
Department of Homeland Security 
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Environmental Planning After the WaiverI.
In fulfilling its commitment to do what otherwise would be done regarding pre-construction 
environmental planning, CBP undertook a number of actions that were designed to mimic the 
normal environmental planning processes that would occur on any project not covered by the 
waiver.
One of the most significant steps CBP took in this regard was to prepare environmental planning 
documents, which were called Environmental Stewardship Plans (ESPs), in lieu of 
Environmental Assessments or Environmental Impact Statements (Figure 2).  In addition to 
ESPs, CBP prepared Biological Resources Plans (BRPs) in lieu of Biological Assessments, and 
developed and used best management practices (BMPs), which were incorporated into the ESPs, 
to avoid or minimize any environmental impacts.  CBP prepared 19 ESPs and published the 
results of these analyses on the CBP public website 
(http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/border_security/ti/ti_docs/), including mitigation plans and BMPs 
developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment.  These ESPs were developed for each 
U.S. Border Patrol sector along the Southwest border and addressed each segment of pedestrian 
and vehicle fencing covered by the waiver.  Although not required by virtue of the waiver, these 
ESPs include the same level of environmental analysis that would have been performed before 
the waiver (in the “normal” NEPA process) to evaluate potential impacts on sensitive resources 
in the areas where fence is being constructed.

Figure 2. Environmental Stewardship Plan for San Diego Sector

As a part of preparing the ESPs and BRPs, CBP completed pre-construction surveys for 
cultural/archeological sites and biological surveys for sensitive or federally listed species.
In addition, the BMPs that were incorporated into the ESPs were developed in close coordination 
with the USFWS. Moreover, CBP continued to collaborate with local government, state and 
federal land managers, and the interested public to identify environmentally sensitive resources 
and develop appropriate environmental BMPs to avoid or minimize adverse impacts resulting 
from border infrastructure projects (see Table 1 below).
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To ens ure an appropriate level of public involvement in the planning process , CBP held public 
open house meetings and meetings of stakeholders (state and federal resource agency and Native 
American ti·ibes) during May, June , and July 2008, and pos ted the project designs on a pub lic 
webs ite for public input. From May 2007 to April 2008 , more than 600 individual landowners 
had been contacted, and more than 100 meetings with local officials, public open houses and 
town halls had been held. 

To that same end, CBP tes ted many fe nce des igns to meet Border P ati·ol operational 
requirements , and after various fe nce styles were selected fo r consti11ction, CBP , in several 
cases , made site-specific modifications to accommodate stakeholder concerns. CBP made 
numerous changes to the fe nce design and a lignment to address comments and concerns 
regarding endangered species and their habita t. For example, CBP designed special s ma ll animal 
openings dubbed "cat holes" (Figure 3) in the Lower Rio Grande Va lley to fac ilitate north-south 
movement of endangered ocelots and jaguarundi. Where possible , CBP also made 
accommodations for other animals that a re not endangered. For example, in New Mexico, 
ranchers were concerned that the new fe nce adequately protect the cattle and prevent cattle from 
moving no1i h and south across the border. By conti·as t, resource agencies were concerned that 
the fence des igned to protect the cattle would inhibit deer and other large wild animals from 
moving no1i h and south . CBP worked with both groups of stakeholders and develope d a "deer 
friendly" fe nce design (Figure 4) tha t could accommodate their requirements, while still meeting 
Border Pa ti·ol security requirements . The photo below illus ti-ates the fe nce design . These "deer 
friendly"panels were installed at various dis tances apart, in selected areas along the borde r, 
where the deer ti-aditionally move. 

Figm~ 3. Animal Passage (''Cat. Hole ') Figm~ 4 . '1>eerF1iendly"Fence 

(b) (7)(E) CBP added s mall openings a t the base of the PF in it passage of s mall 
animals s uch as the Texas Hom ed Lizard. In addition , the bollard-style PF that was used across 
many of the segments inherently inch1des[QIUI(a]ing tha t pennits passage fo r s mall 
animals. CBP has also modified fe nce alignments to meet local landowner and city needs, 
deve loped ''floating fe nce"where digging would damage levees or endanger archeological s ites, 
and ins talled ''visually aes thetic fe nce" around a golf course and city park (Figure 5). 
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fu addition, CBP salvaged and ti·ansplanted hundreds of Sabal pahn ti·ees from the Rio Grande 
Valley consti11ction con-idor (Figure 6). Thes e pahn ti·ee s were not endangered but were s pecial 
status ti-ees in Texas. 

Figure 5. "Aes thetic" Pe destlian Fence in Texas Figure 6. Salvaging Sabal Pahn Tree in Texas 

Table 1. Typical Pote ntial Enviro nme ntal Impacts Ide ntified Be fore Constluction and BMPs/Mi.tigation 
Me as unis 

Pote ntia l e nvironme ntal impact BMPs and mitigation me as ures to reduce or e liminate the potential e nvironmental 
(cultum~ species, wetlands) impact 

Dis cove1y of cultural re sources i * Halt cons tmction until authorized to proceed by a qualified archaeologis t who co 
work area with a ppropriate resource agencies 

* Pe1fon11 data te s ting and da ta recove1y or otherwise protect the resource before 
cons tmction 

* Modify fence des ign where possible to protect resource 

Dis cove1y offederally protected * Halt cons tmction until an environmental monitor can s afely remove the protecte 
s pecies in work area s pecies or it moves a wa y on its own 

Wildlife impacts due to * Survey the area for migra to1y bird nes ts immedia tely before cons tmction during 
cons tmction, fencing, and habita migratory bird nes ting s eason 
:fragmenta tion 

* Integrate s mall openings into the fence des ign to allow s mall anima ls to pa ss tl11 

* Integrate wildlife e scape ramps into open trenches and exca va tions 

* Cap vertical bollards to prevent birds from fulling ins ide 

* Salvage and reloca te ce1tain plants within the cons tmction con-idor 

* Purchase habita t to offse t lost habita t 

Introduction of invas ive species * Wash equipment before us e to minimize introduction of nonna tive species 

* Remove only the minimum amount of vegeta tion 

* Remove invas ive species tha t appear 

Change in s ize of we tlands and * Halt cons tmction dm-ing hea vy rains 
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surface waters Design fence to allow the conveyance of water

Avoid stream crossings at channel bends when practical alternatives exist

II. Minimizing Effects and Mitigating for Unavoidable Impacts
CBP also took numerous steps to both minimize or avoid the effects of construction and mitigate 
unavoidable impacts. One of the more significant steps was to ensure that the BMPs and other 
measures identified in the ESPs were implemented during construction. Indeed, CBP used 
hundreds of BMPs to protect natural and cultural resources, which were incorporated, along with 
the ESPs, into the construction contracts. In addition, in order to track the use of BMPs during 
construction, CBP employed third-party, independent environmental monitors and provided 
environmental awareness training to its construction contractors. The training consisted of 36 
courses developed in close coordination with USFWS and provided to construction contractors 
before construction started.
The primary objective of the environmental monitors was two-fold.  First, the monitors helped to 
ensure that the construction contractors properly implemented BMPs.  Second, the monitors 
conducted any needed clearance surveys (biological and cultural) for changes to the construction 
footprint, including fence alignment, access roads, and staging areas.  CBP also shared weekly 
reports from the environmental monitors with the USFWS field offices and continued to 
coordinate with USFWS as construction continued on issues such as the proper seed mix for 
hydroseeding (Figure 7) or discovery of any sensitive species.

Figure 7. Hydroseeding of Staging Area

These efforts yielded very tangible results.  For example, about 75 threatened and endangered 
species of plants and animals and about 25 critical habitats associated with the fence corridors 
along the Southwest border were identified and evaluated, and impacts of fence construction on 
these species were significantly minimized or avoided.
As just one specific example, lesser long-nosed bats are one of the federally listed species found 
in Arizona and New Mexico along the fence construction corridor.  By avoiding construction 
activities in the vicinity of bat roosts or timing such activities to periods when bats are not found 
in the United States, direct effects on this species were avoided and impacts from construction 
activities were limited to loss of forage plants for this nectivorous bat.  Table 2 documents the 
extent to which losses of columnar cactus and agave, which provide forage for this species, were 
minimized or avoided. In the instance of all unavoidable loss of these forage plants, CBP 
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provided funding for replacement plants at a 3:1 ratio.  This level of replacement forage plants is 
unprecedented across the various federal agencies.

Table 2. Summary of Tactical Infrastructure Impacts on Lesser or Mexican Long-Nosed Bat Habitat

 Fence Section

Number of Plants 
Projected to be 
impacted

Number of Plants 
Avoided

Number of Plants 
Potentially 
Impacted

Number of Plants 
Transplanted

Final Number of 
Plants Impacted 
but not 
transplanted

260 255 5 1 4

16 7 9 2 7

Scattered small 
individuals

Unknown Unknown At least 40b Unknown

~3,700 ~1,960 1,741 1,178 plus 22e 541

Unknown Unknown Unknown ~320 Unknown

Scattered plants Unknown ~60 ~40 ~20

86 79 7 0 7

Unknown 5 Unknown 0 5
Notes:
a. Lesser long-nosed bats.
b. Records for this section indicate that agave were flagged for transplant and were transplanted. The exact number is unknown, but it is known 
that at least 40 were transplanted.
c. Lesser and Mexican long-nosed bats.
d. The weekly monitoring reports for Sections ot report any agaves impacted or transplanted. It is assumed that all agave 
were avoided in those sections. The weekly monit ection HV-3 ed photographs of seven agave within the 60-foot 
corridor, but did not report the fate of these agave. It is assumed that they were not salvaged.
e. CBP transplanted 1,178 agave plants within the f salvage efforts. Additionally, 22 agaves that were 
found within the project corridor but outside the 

In addition to avoiding or minimizing impacts to species, CBP partnered with SHPOs, Native 
American tribes, and federal agencies such as the U.S. Forest Service and the Bureau of Land 
Management to identify and inventory sites of cultural significance before construction. To date, 
these locations include

nearly 200 sites in Arizona,

more than 200 sites in New Mexico,

more than 25 archeological sites and more than 150 historic structures in Texas, and

more than 25 sites in California.

CBP did not perform construction until all archeological sites were appropriately mitigated. 
More than 50 archeological sites were protected and mitigated before construction went forward. 
In some places, CBP installed special “floating” fence to protect important subsurface resources 
(Figure 8). This effort is the largest cultural resources undertaking ever completed along the U.S. 
southern international border. 

Paper for Respons ble Environmental Stewardship Sep 2012 Final v2.doc for Printed Item: 22027 ( Attachment 6 of 7)

Page 169 of 198
BW23 FOIA CBP 028011

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)
(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)
(b) (7)(E)



Environmental Stewardship For Fence Construction Along the Southwest U.S. Border
Page 11

CBP’s efforts to avoid or mi    mpacts did not end after construction was 
complete.  Given the pace a    of the construction program, after all construction 
was completed, CBP perfor   ews to compare the actual final footprint of the 
construction corridor to the g , p  otprint stated in the ESPs.  These Environmental 
Stewardship Summary Reports, or ESSRs (Figure 9), were prepared to document the impact 
areas, compared with the original ESPs and the construction changes made, for the following 
reasons:

1.  To compare anticipated to actual impacts, so that a final new baseline would be 
established for future maintenance and repair and any potential future actions;

2.  To document the success of BMPs and any changes or improvements for the future; and

3.  To document any changes to the planned location or type of border infrastructure.

Figure 9. Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for San Diego Sector

These ESSRs documented that in nearly every case, the actual footprint of the final construction 
corridor was less than planned in the original ESPs.  Table 3 summarizes the planned and actual 
acreages of permanent disturbance for the border sectors. Construction contractors were 
incentivized to limit the construction footprint and to adhere to the BMPs.

Figure 8. 
“Floating” Fence 

to Protect 
Underground 

Resources
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Table. 3. Es timate d Pre.-Cons tmction and Actual Post-Constmction Gmund Distmbance. 

Sector Estimated disturbance (acre s )Actual disturbance (acres Difference (acres ) 

San Diego 346.6 291.8 -54. 8 

El Centro VF + PF 4 74 326 -148 

Yuma VF 389 .8 280.3 -1 09.5 

Yuma PF 122 .8 86.6 -36.2 

Tucson VF 251.5 164.5 -87 .0 

Tucson PF 200 .5 117.6 -82 .9 

El Pas o VF 542.4 450.2 -92.2 

El Pas o PF 53 .8 55.3 +1.5 

Marfa 36.2 48.5 +12.3 

De l R io 55 .1 47.4 -7 .7 

R io Grande Valley 491.7 312.1 -1 79.6 

Total 2,964.4 2,180.3 -784.1 

The total impacts of the fence and associated road cons truction were s ignificant, as s ummarized 
in the table above . However, due to the aggressive tr·aining and monitoring program, the final 
impacts were much less than initially estimated. 

CBP and USACE continued to s tudy sections of the completed fe nce that are prone to flooding. 
Numerous areas were evaluated, and new low water crossings were designed and cons tructed. fu 
addition , many changes and improvements were made to fe nce sections and gates to handle 
sto1m flows . CBP continued to work closely with land ma · 
en ineer desi ns to reduce flood risk. For example, at the 

BP and USACE ree ngineered a s tr·eam crossing to restore natural 
flow and better protect endangered fish in that s tr·eam (Figure 10). 
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,, ... ,, _ ,.,, _ ,. 
Figure 10. S n-earn Cmssing on (b) (7)(E) 

CBP held numerous close consulta tions with DOI. Through these effo1is, CBP agreed to fond up 
to $50 million over several years for unavoidable impacts to na tural and cultural resources unde r 
DOI jurisdiction . ill Janua1y 2009, CBP issued a lette r to DOI outlining this commitment, 
s ubject to the availability of fonding from Congress . 

To date , CBP has executed three agreements tota ling about $17 .8 million with DOI fo r fo1iher 
mitigation effo1is to offse t the impacts from fe nce cons truction . The first agreement inch1ded a 
commitment to fond $6.8 million for projects in .Arizona that benefit multiple plant an d animal 
species . The second agreement for an additional $8 million was used to help purchase a large 
undeveloped tr·act ofhab itat near San Diego, CA, that s upports multiple special s ta tus species . 
The land has been inco1porated into the San Diego National Wildlife Refoge . The third 
agreement provided fonds to purchase land to offset impacts fo r lost habitat for endangered 
ocelots an d jaguanmdi in south Texas . 

m lifecycle Planning 

CBP also planned for long-te1m operation and ma intenance of the border infras tructure. ill this 
regard, CBP developed comprehensive contr·acts for mainte nance of border infrastru cture with 
dedicated program manage rs to oversee a ll maintenance activities and ensure that environmental 
stan dards continue to be met for the life of the infrastr11cture for each Border Pa tr·ol sector. 
These contr·acts provide the capability for quick response (often withinWJIUDa) ir any 
fe nce sections damaged due to breaches or weather, or to coITect erosion or dra inage problems 
tha t could lead to environmental impacts to downstr·eam resources. ill addition, these contr·acts 
will provide on-going, routine maintenance , inch1ding s uch things as road grading, vegetation 
conti-oL and debris re moval. CBP is including key Bl\1Ps, a ll coordina ted with the USFWS, and 
other provisions in these contr·acts to ens ure th a t appropriate environmental stewards hip actions 
a re continued throughout the life -cycle of the tactical infrastru cture. Such Bl\1Ps inclu de 
environmental awareness tr·aining fo r the maintenance contr·actors regarding endangered species 
and cultural sites in the project area, staying within the existing dis turbed areas , and recognizing 
endangered species or cultural resources . 
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4. CONCLUSION
Any undertaking of the magnitude taken on by DHS and CBP to construct additional border 
infrastructure is sure to involve impacts to natural and cultural resources.  CBP recognized this 
fact, and put mechanisms in place to implement the environmental stewardship envisioned when 
the DHS Secretary invoked statutory powers to waive environmental laws.  The potential 
adverse effects to natural and cultural resources from construction of 700 miles of fence were 
substantially reduced or avoided through a process of survey, consultation with stakeholders, 
adoption of a full suite of BMPs and adaptive fence design.  
However, since the construction of the fences, CBP experience demonstrates that the fences have 
been effective in reducing illegal cross-border activity and facilitating CBP apprehensions of 
cross-border violators.  The benefits to the security of our nation’s borders cannot be measured 
as easily as the environmental impacts, but these benefits must be included in any evaluation of 
the Southwest border fences.
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From:              
                        
                        
To:                  
                        
                        
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

No objections here. Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 4:08 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

That seems fine with me, but  is the final decision-maker

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102
Office: 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Friday, November 29, 2013 2:06 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

Date:                 Mon Dec 02 2013 13:25:36 EST
Attachments:

Bcc:
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I’m following up on a couple of pending things today and one of them is the 2 copies of the Shared
Experience tour that were to go to unidentified local locations. I’ve identified the public libraries in
Brownsville and McAllen. If there are no objections, I’ll contact them and see if they’d like a copy of the
Shared Experience tour. If they agree then we can get them shipped out ASAP.

Thank you.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

Washington, DC 20229

From: 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 12:45 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

I have 2 copies here that are ready to send out if someone finds me a location.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

Washington, DC 20229
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From: 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 12:29 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

As I know it no finished documents were sent to local libraries.  However, I think we sent NEPA
documents for public review to a number of them.  Our contractor probably did the mailings.  That might
be a job for our BPA to produce and disseminate.  What would be the number to send?  How many of
these would we send – just the tour?

Senior Consultant

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102
Office: 

Mobile: 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 12:09 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

Question… Did we ever send hard copies of any PF225 documents to any local libraries? I need to put
the Shared Experience tour somewhere local and was wondering if you guys had any place that you
had already used.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division
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US Customs and Border Protection

Washington, DC 20229

From: 
Sent: Monday  October 21  2013 10:56 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

First, I found the final reports waiting for me when I got in today. Thank you  I’ll draft the
necessary correspondence and get it to our Communications team as soon as I finish getting
reorganized. Everything should be out the door by the middle of next week.

Second, I’d like to have a call on the curation of artifacts since that’s our last remaining item. Does
everyone have availability for a call on Monday 10/28 at 1pm Eastern?

Thank you.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

1331 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Washington, DC 20229

(o) 
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From:              
To:                  
                        
                        
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: reminder-----RGV cultural curation---what to do

Senior Consultant

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102
Office:
Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

-----Original Appointment-----
From: .
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 11:23 AM
To: 
Subject: reminder-----RGV cultural curation---what to do
When: Monday, October 28, 2013 12:00 PM-12:30 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where:  code 

Purpose of the call is to discuss within BPFTI the plan forward—and potential costs---for curation of
artifacts recovered from the PF225 fence construction in RGV.

EED has set up a call with BPFTI for later in the day and we need an internal BPFTI huddle first since
costs could be involved.   If all can not make this time, we may want/need to ask EED to reschedule
their call.

Date:                 Mon Oct 28 2013 11:26:03 EDT
Attachments:     TX Artifacts SOW 12313.docx

Bcc:
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From:               
To:                   
                         
                         
                         
                         
Cc:                   
                         
                         

Subject:             RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

Thanks.  I am still on CBP email along with LMI email.  I just use LMI most.    It was too cold to play golf
today but we did play Monday!!

Thanks!

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, October 23, 2013 2:07 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

Hi

I don’t have any yet.  I noticed though that this went to  old CBP email.  I don’t think he can
check that anymore, so I’ve sent it again using his LMI email.  When he gets back from getting beaten
by his wife at golf, perhaps he’ll chime in.

Senior Consultant

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge

Date:                 Wed Oct 23 2013 15:11:14 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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McLean, VA 22102
Office: 

Mobile: 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 12:45 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

I have 2 copies here that are ready to send out if someone finds me a location.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

Washington, DC 20229

From: ]
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 12:29 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

As I know it no finished documents were sent to local libraries.  However, I think we sent NEPA
documents for public review to a number of them.  Our contractor probably did the mailings.  That might
be a job for our BPA to produce and disseminate.  What would be the number to send?  How many of
these would we send – just the tour?
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Senior Consultant

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102
Office: 

Mobile: 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 12:09 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization

Question… Did we ever send hard copies of any PF225 documents to any local libraries? I need to put
the Shared Experience tour somewhere local and was wondering if you guys had any place that you
had already used.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

Washington, DC 20229

From: 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 10:56 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization
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First, I found the final reports waiting for me when I got in today. Thank you  I’ll draft the
necessary correspondence and get it to our Communications team as soon as I finish getting
reorganized. Everything should be out the door by the middle of next week.

Second, I’d like to have a call on the curation of artifacts since that’s our last remaining item. Does
everyone have availability for a call on Monday 10/28 at 1pm Eastern?

Thank you.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

1331 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Washington, DC 20229

(o) 
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From:             
                       
                       
To:                 
                       
                       
Cc:

Subject:             RE: BPFTI Env Handbook  Version 3.0

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 2:57 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: BPFTI Env Handbook Version 3.0

Here is the latest version after some professional editing.  We will discuss how best to do the links wed
am.

Date:                 Wed Oct 23 2013 14:28:01 EDT
Attachments:     BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc
                          CWEmbed1.unknown

Bcc:
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Notice:  A hardcopy of this document may not be the version 
currently in effect. The current version is always the version in the 
BPFTI PMO Knowledge Management System (KMS). 

Process No:  

Version No:  

Effective Date:  

Process Name:  BPFTI-PMO Environmental Branch Handbook

Approval:  BPFTI PMO Director 

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3081 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028039



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                                   Page i 

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3082 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028040

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 1 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3083 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028041

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 2 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3084 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028042

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 3 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3085 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028043

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 4 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3086 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028044

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 5 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3087 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028045

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 6 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3088 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028046

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 7 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3089 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028047

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 8 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3090 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028048

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                          Page 9 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3091 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028049

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 10 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3092 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028050

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 11 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3093 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028051

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 12 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3094 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028052

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 13 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3095 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028053

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 14 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3096 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028054

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 15 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3097 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028055

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 16 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3098 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028056

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 17 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3099 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028057

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 18 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3100 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028058

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 19 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3101 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028059

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 20 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3102 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028060

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 21 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3103 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028061

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 22 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3104 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028062

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 23 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3105 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028063

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 24 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3106 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028064

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 25 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3107 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028065

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 26 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3108 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028066

(b) (5)



Environmental Branch Handbook                   Version 2.0                                                        Page 27 of 32

BPFTI Env Handbook 102313.doc for Printed Item: 22417 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 3109 of 3755
BW23 FOIA CBP 028067

(b) (5)



' ' DIA CBP 028048 
Page 31 t2 of 3755 



From: 

To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21 /13 Status Report 
Fri Sep 27 2013 19:24:59 EDT 

•
- I know we have received the Cultural Reports but do you know the status on acceptance by 

O? Thanks. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: FW: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21 /13 Status Report 

-
Once these are submitted and accepted by the SHPO, I recommend we send a no~ and 
- to inform them that this PF225 mitigation has been completed. I will bet that llilfl""h'as long 
since forgotten about this effort----as did we!! 

-
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21/13 Status Report 

Great news, we've gotten all the revisions done and IBWC has said they're ok with all of the reports! I'm 
in touch with 1111 regarding report production for the necessary hard copies, so we will hopefully have 
these out of ~ nds and to the Texas SHPO within the next 2 weeks. 

Next up for me on this is sorting out the curation issue . .. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028069 

Page 3661 of 3755 



Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

1331 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Washington, DC 20229

(o) 
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From: 
To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: Wiaved Roads on tlDltlIII 
TueSep24201318:5~ 

Good idea. But I would then recommend a call with \Wf PMRIP and I need to read thr ft9N ~A to 
refresh what it covered. 

oadsorilJN 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) • (b) (5), (b) (7)(E) 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6 ), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7 )(C ) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028071 
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-
I left you a voicemail on this. 

·:a:.i:,1,,1• I.ILLl.::l· w:•~· 11&1:i,1;,1· ~ - :,i;;i· ua;,i;,u,a.(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) • • •• (b) (5), (b)(6);(b)(7)(C) 

Once we have the call with 1qp•p we should also have a call witr fffllJiP 'ust to make sure. 
As I have always said, every etermination of waiver applicability I always con irmed with -

I will be glad to set up calls if you want me to. 

-
To: 
Su oadsor@JPU 

-
- . . . . -· -.... .. - .-. . . - -. ·-· . - - . . 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E) 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 
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Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

13 8:49 AM 

Please see the attached map that was produced in March. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6). (b) (7)(C) 

(w) 

(m) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

From: • • • 
Se 135:18PM 
To: 
Su 

,, • . 
BW23 FOIA CBP 028073 
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Could you please request a map from Baker which depicts the waived roads on 
thanks 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

(b) (7)(E) ? 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028074 
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From:              
                       
                       
To:                  
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
Cc:

Subject:             RE: Request for Comments - USDA DOI CBP Coordination Meeting Agenda

Environmental Planning Branch

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch

Program Management Office

Date:                 Mon Sep 23 2013 11:28:34 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:

Page 3744 of 3755
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Facilities Management and Engineering

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite 

Washington, DC  20004

Office:

Mobile

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol’s proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Monday, September 09, 2013 08:59 AM Eastern Standard Time
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Request for Comments - USDA DOI CBP Coordination Meeting Agenda

Page 3745 of 3755
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Thanks, 

IWIWWfffl 
Senior Attorney 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

Office of Assistant Chief Counsel, Indianapolis 

6650 Telecom Dr. 

Indianapolis, IN 46278 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b )(6 ); (b )(7)(C) 

This communication might contain communications between attorney and cl ient, communications that 
are part of the agency deliberative process, or attorney-work product, all of which are privileged and not 
subject to disclosure outside the agency or to the public. Please consult with the Office of Assistant 
Chief Counsel, Indianapolis, U.S. Customs and Border Protection before disclosing any information 
contained in this email. 

From: Andrew, Jonathan [mailto:jonathan_andrew@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Monda Se tember 09, 2013 8:48 AM 
T . • • • 

A DOI CBP Coordination Meeting Agenda 

After a long absence I am hoping to make it over in person today. 

A discussion of the Section 106 PA is probably in order and I have a little to report on the IAA front. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028077 
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On Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 5:17 PM, > wrote:

 Hello everyone,

Attached please find the draft agenda for the Coordination Meeting scheduled for Monday, September
9. Please let me know if you have any changes or additions to the agenda by 11 a.m. Monday. I will
then finalize the agenda and send it out prior to the meeting at 1 p.m.

Have a great weekend!

Enterprise Management Office

Facilities Management & Engineering

U.S. Customs & Border Protection

(O)

(C)

--

Jon Andrew

Interagency Borderlands Coordinator

Department of the Interior
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202-208-7431

202-320-0718 (cell)
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From:               
To:                   
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: Posting Environmental Documents

OK!  looks good.  thanks!!

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2013 10:29 AM
To: 
Subject: RE: Posting Environmental Documents

 has the  EA that needs to be posted soon so we had a call yesterday.  Based
on the discussion, I revised the process.  Attached is the revised.  Let me know what you think.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

Date:                 Wed Aug 28 2013 11:12:41 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From: 
Sent: ___ .,... __ ~-~ 
To:1 • • • 
SuoJec : : osting nvrronmental Documents 
Importance: High 

-
Comments on the process in red below 

PROPOSED PROCESS: 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028081 
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From: l!J • • 
Se 
To: 
Su 
Importance: High 

-Sorry for the delay in getting this to you. I sent it to - and she is going to run it by - hopefully 
this afternoon. Rather than hold this any longer, I w~ o get it to you for review. 

I 

-Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028082 
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"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

~~n~ ~ 013 322 PM 

To:■m"m ~ UL■ 
SuoJeC: o;mg : ironmental Documents 
Importance: High 

-
changes, etc. Once I hear back from you, I will send the attached to • • • 
comments in italics are things- will need to consider prior to making a 
forward. 

Thanks for your help. 

I 

-Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

s, 
r review. The 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028083 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

RE: FY13 Environmental BPAs Reminder 
Tue Aug 27 2013 10:32:27 EDT 
image001 .jpg 

Below is a prioritized list of projects which could be awarded under the current BPAs. Let me know if 
you want me to pursue any of these. thanks 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028084 
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(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028085 
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From: 
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 6:15 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: FY13 Environmental BPAs Reminder
Importance: High

All –

The following are the available amounts for each task order.  I have also noted if there are any pending
work orders.  Let me know if you have any questions.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 5:47 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FY13 Environmental BPAs Reminder
Importance: High

All – Just a reminder that the end of the period of performance for the environmental BPAs is quickly
approaching (some in less than 2 weeks). Please keep this in mind. Identify any projects that need

Page 744 of 826
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surveys, due diligence, monitoring, etc. and get those WOs in. A summary of the end dates for each
contract is as follows:

HDR – POP ends 9/5/13

SWCA – POP ends 9/26/13

Dewberry – POP ends 9/26/13

Northland – POP ends 9/10/13

RECON – POP ends 9/12/13

Thanks everyone and I hope you have a great weekend.

, CHMM

Environmental Branch Chief

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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From:             
To:                 
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
Cc:                 
                       
                       

Subject:             RE: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel - 

Thanks 
This is good info.
Here is new info though.  Cleanliness was not the issue.  It is rats eating wires and nesting in brand new
electrical boxes with fence controllers.  They like the red wire insulation the best.  Apparently, it tastes
like cinnamon, and that is why the choose it to gnaw on!

Senior Consultant

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102
Office:
Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 12:23 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel - 

Hi 

Attached is a list of rat control best practices from USFWS.  As it says, use of OTC baits in accordance
with labeled use is fine.

Regards,

Environmental Protection Specialist
Real Estate and Environmental Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Program Management Office U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Date:                 Fri Aug 23 2013 13:03:19 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Office:
Mobile

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 8:38 AM
To
Cc:
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel - 

 - We had a similar issue come up at the  checkpoint and we decided on using traps
where bait was inside of the traps and was not accessible to other species of concern in the area.
Originally BP wanted to scatter bait around the perimeter of the building but with the potential for
California Gnat Catcher we recommended the traps.

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 7:44 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel - 

What do you guys think about this.
For your information this particular box is not in refuge, but some are.  They propose to use over the
counter baits.  Baits get carried away, so Refuge concerns might come up at other locations.

As our resident toxicologist and pesticide expert, I can say there is nothing illegal or risky about using
rat baits as intended and labeled.  This use is a labeled use.
Do we know of any BMPs for facilities about this? That we could tier off of?

I am inclined to say no issue with this.  I think I'll call  about this before it comes
up in a refuge area.

Senior Consultant

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102
Office:
Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 10:37 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel - 
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Please enter the urgent request in WMS and let us know if the rat poison is cleared.  Once we get the
request, we will schedule the work.

Thanks!!

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 9:31 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel - 

We will need to do another urgent request and get this fixed.  Also, lets take the USACE
recommendation and get rat poison in the boxes in an attempt to keep out rats/etc.

Do we have any problem with rat poisoning.

, Program Manager, COR
Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Facilities Management and Engineering Tactical
Infrastructure Division (Maintenance & Repair)

work
cell

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 9:25 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel

We specified a NEMA 4 enclosure which has the following requirements:

Type 4 Enclosures constructed for either indoor or outdoor use to provide a degree of protection to
personnel against access to hazardous parts; to provide a degree of protection of the equipment inside
the enclosure against ingress of solid foreign objects (falling dirt and windblown dust); to provide a
degree of protection with respect to harmful effects on the equipment due to the ingress of water (rain,
sleet, snow, splashing water, and hose directed water); and that will be undamaged by the external
formation of ice on the enclosure.

Page 53 of 1118
BW23 FOIA CBP 028091

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
(b) (6), (b) (7

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (7)(E)



Rat ingress is not covered so I do not see how we can hold WESTON accountable. Recommend that 
Primus go to Home Depot or Lowes and purchase a box of rat bait pouches and place at least one 
pouch in each enclosure. That way the rat might eat the bait and die in lieu of chewing through the 
electrical wires. Alternatively, if the power is left on the rat might get electrocuted and die due to its 
vandalism. 

Thanks, 

-
u Ject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel 

I'm pretty sure rats fall under vandalism and so not covered. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rat in Operator Control Panel 

A rat has again been found in a control panel and chewed the wires, this t ime atf Pf! Should this 
be referred to Weston under warranty, or is it clearly ours to fix? 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) PE, PMP 

Program Manager 

LMI 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management 
and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6) , (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy" 

The preceding message (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communication Privacy 
Act, 18 U.S.C. sections 2510-2512, is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed, 
and may contain information that is confidential, protected by attorney-client or other privilege, or 
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otherwise protected from disclosure by law.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any retention, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited.  Please reply to the sender that you have received the message in error and destroy the
original message and all copies.
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From: 

To: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21 /13 Status Report 
Wed Aug 21201317:20:17 EDT 

Good point - Thanks. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: FW: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21 /13 Status Report 

-
Once these are submitted and accepted by the SHPO, I recommend we send a no~ and 
- to inform them that this PF225 mitigation has been completed. I will bet that llilfl""nas long 
since forgotten about this effort----as did we!! 

-
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21 /13 Status Report 

Great news, we've gotten all the revisions done and IBWC has said they're ok with all of the reports! I'm 
in touch with - regarding report production for the necessary hard copies, so we will hopefully have 
these out of ~ nds and to the Texas SHPO within the next 2 weeks. 

Next up for me on this is sorting out the curation issue . .. 
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Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

1331 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Washington, DC 20229

(o) 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FW: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21/13 Status Report 
Wed Aug 21201315:33:52 EDT 

Attachments: Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_ Tally_EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx 

-
Once these are submitted and accepted by the SHPO, I recommend we send a n~~-t~.111 and 
- to inform them that this PF225 mitigation has been completed. I will bet that lllJl""n'as long 
since forgotten about this effort----as did we!! 

-
From: 
Sent: e 
To: n-.-.-~ 
Cc: 
Subject: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 8/21 /13 Status Report 

Great news, we've gotten all the revisions done and IBWC has said they're ok with all of the reports! I'm 
in touch with 1111 regarding report production for the necessary hard copies, so we will hopefully have 
these out of ~ nds and to the Texas SHPO within the next 2 weeks. 

Next up for me on this is sorting out the curation issue ... 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Historic Specialist (CTR) 

Environmental and Energy Division 

US Customs and Border Protection 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028096 

Page 181 of 111 8 



1331 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Washington, DC 20229

(o) 
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(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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(b) (5), (b) (7)(E)



Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Tally of Cultural Resource Coordination Projects DRAFT 3/27/2019

Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Cultural_Resource_Coordination_Reports_Tally___EED Updated 8-21-13.xlsx for Printed Item: 22776 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From:             
To:                 
                      
                      
Cc:

Subject:             RE: ESSR Postings

Yes please send me the invite.

Thanks!!

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 10:29 AM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

Great timing, this is on my “to do list” to have a conversation with  to make sure we are all on the
same page as far as how we are using the EED website.  Please recall that  sent out an email with
the process back in April which  approved.

Last week,  had a need to post something and  told him that the site was not ready.  After
further research, she said it was ready and we should coordinate with 

I am going to schedule a call with   Do you want to be included?

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Date:                 Tue Aug 13 2013 12:25:13 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6   



Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 7:12 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

We will no longer be using the borderfenceplanning.com site to post documents for the public.

I am trying to remember where we left this.   I just wanted to check if you had contacted HDR about
this.  I will also check with .  Something tells me we did this.

Thanks!!

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 10:07 AM
To: 
Subject: Re: ESSR Postings

Yes, we are no longer using borderfencing.com for posting of documents. They will be posted on the
CBP NEPA site.

Yes, please confirm with  that we longer need the site.

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 05:31 AM
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



To: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

I think we talked about this with  a couple of months ago but wanted to confirm.    We will no
longer be using the borderfenceplanning.com for posting documents even if CIR goes ---right?

If that is the case,  we need to inform HDR since they own the site name.   I cant remember if someone
was going to contact HDR or not.   I can confirm with  if you want.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 6:57 PM
To
Cc
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

Hooray!  Thanks!

Now a question………

If CIR goes, do we want to continue to use the  site??  If not, I
recommend we inform HDR to let that site go.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:32 PM
To: .
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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(b) (6), (b) (7)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (5)



http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/

Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 12:45 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

I understand the ESSRs are posted?

I have this link but it does not open?? Is this the right link??

http://cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 2:54 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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I made my comments on  file.  Please check my comment  75 about the BMPs.  It is on
page 5 of 18.

Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 12:14 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

I have reviewed and provided a couple of comments/suggested edits.  Please review and get back with
  My main comment is that the opening narrative seems to indicate that we are seeking public

comments on the ESSRs—which is not correct.  I suggest that wording be revised to make that clearer.
Also,  I think we intend to take down the ESSRs after some period (perhaps 6 months); thus I think the
narrative should be revised to allow for documents that are being posted only for short periods for public
information.

I would be glad to discuss if needed.

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 10:18 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)



I will be reviewing these today.  Please give me your thoughts, and I’ll combine and pass them on to
  I am off Wed-Fri, so please try to get something back to me by tomorrow morning.  If you can’t,

let me know, and then respond directly to  with your comments.

Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 7:53 AM
To:
Cc: EMOTASKSUPPORT
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

 can you please take a look at these to see if you’re happy with how the ESSR’s will be posted?

You’re welcome to comment on anything else, but I wanted to make sure you had seen and approved
how the ESSR’s will be posted at least.

Thanks

Environmental Division, Planning Branch

Office 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



BB (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 

P Please consider the environment before printing this email. 

From: 
Sent: 1 

To: 
Cc 
Subject: ESSR Postings 

(b)(6), (b) (?)(C) 

Attached is the full first draft of the revised NEPA pages on the Enviro Web site. Please review and let 
me know if this looks good to you; as soon as I get your OK, I will send it onto for posting. 

Thanks, and sorry for the delay. 

(b) (6). (b) (7)(C) 
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Footprint 
Date: Mon Aug 12 2013 08:40:41 EDT 
Attachments: 

-Here is the status from -

Fro 
Se 
To: 
Su 

-Thee individual with the best knowledge of the project had been in the field for an extended period of 
time. He had indicated that he needed to check some archival fi les and promised to get to it as soon as 
he returned. I will follow up with him tomorrow. 

Welcome back! 

.. ' 
HOR Environmental, Operations and Construction, Inc. 
Senior Project Manager 

Fro 
Se 
To: • 
Cc: 

.. 

Subject: RE: ESSR Footprint 

-

ton, RI 02806 

I have been out for the past week. Have you had a chance to confirm with your GIS folks on this? 

Thanks!! 
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------Ori 
From: 
Se 
To: 
Cc: 

-We have one of our GIS folks trying to pull the required data together. I will check with him at the 
beginning of the week. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 26, 2013, at 2:20 PM, ' (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) wrote: 

> 
> ml@,..•""UJ.,.•m•, ... ,...,,.,.,-

1 
> 
> We appreciate your hanging with us to dot these ESSR l's. - notes on our July 8 call are below 
and we want to close these loops. 
> 
> Based on our call earlier this month we did some more digging. 
> 
> We concur with using theliDJDDjJ and - tells us for other roads (absent any other GIS data 
in the ESSR) we should deTaultfo whatever w~ ker has for the real estate clearance since the 
widths are not consistent everywhere. 
> 
> We'll ask baker to go ahead with the 
> 

(b) (7)(E) 

- -maybe we missed an email but were you able to check one more time on the fi les with 

> 
> Or were you and - able to talk off line?? 
> 
> Thanks to both!! 
> >-> 
> 
> 
> From: 
> Sen_,t:;,.,,.,.;,._M,,.;.;;;;..!::m..!:,.;io-
> To: 1 • • • 
> Sul::iJec : : oo print 
> 
> Meeting Notes: 
> 
> * EPT PF225 ESSR -In regards to the area on r@JPP-should use (b) (7)(E) 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) will confirm that - was used to come up with the 

> 
> * EPT VF300 ESSR -~-ve these, he will check his records. 
also check with · · will discuss offline if necessary. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

> 
>* YUM and TCA VF300 ESSR-- will check with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) and will get back to us. 
> >I 
- ntal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical, 
> LLC Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Program 
> Mana t Offi F ilities Management and Engineering • 
> Offic 
> Cell : 
> 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

> "Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol 's proud legacy." 

> 

will 

> This is an example of what we need to discuss Tuesday. This is a map from the El Paso VF300 
ESSR (the entire report is on the CBP env website http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/ ) . 
> 
> 
> Baker is trying to reconstruct/create the shape fi le for this footprint so we can record it in FITT. 
> 
> We need to understand how we determined the footprint and/or find the shape fi les for this, and other, 
maps. 
> 
> Thanks!! 
> 
> 
> 
> [cid: image001 .png@01CE7EEC.CA52F8E0] 
> 
> >-m---m-•-• 1=-DD-~ 
> 6w1ronm?ntaFPFanning 
> Border Patrol Program Management Office Facilities Management and 
> Eng ineerin_g_ >--> 
> <image001 .png> 
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From:               
To:                   
                        
                        
Cc:                   
                        
                        
                        
                        

Subject:             Re: Brown Pelican

It's good to do some basic homework on these types of things so we know if any options exist so we
don't get blindsided.  That doesn't we we jump out and do anything but at least we know and looked into
it

BPFTI Program Management Office

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 2, 2013, at 5:26 PM, "  wrote:

I talked with Susan at FWS and with  with AZ Fish and Game this afternoon. Susan is
reaching out to others within FWS to see if there is anyone with specialized knowledge.   at AZ
Fish and Game indicated the issue seems to be only associated with the mesh style fencing and he
thinks the birds may see the mesh as water during certain times of the day. He didn’t know how long
the area is where this is occurring but he has some crews that will be in the area next week and he
indicated he could measure it and get coordinates. He has a few thoughts on some corrections that
could be tried such as placing vertical slats on the mesh periodically (between the main bollards) but he
also said that in situations like this his agency will typically try a few measures on a small scale in an
area to see if it works before they implement a larger solution.

Both Susan and  are going to send me more information on possible solutions. I’m not sure if the
FM&E TI Maintenance guys have any excess materials that might be of use (depending on what Susan
and/or  comes up with for a possible solution) but I am going to check with  to get a
sense of this.

From: 
Sent: Friday, August 02, 2013 7:22 AM
To: 

Date:                 Mon Aug 05 2013 10:41:29 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Subject: FW: Fw: Brown Pelican 

Although■ says no action needed by CBP right now, I would recommend we not blow this off. It 
would be worthwhile to see if indeed there are any options on this. 

From: Andrew, Jonathan [mailto:jonathan_andrew@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Frida Au ust 02 2013 8: 14 AM 
To: 
SuoJect: w 

Interesting situation out there in 111111 OK--so pelicans are not the smartest birds - we already know 
that but maybe there are some ~ and cheap measures we can take to keep this from happening. 
I'm asking a few people here who work on this kind of thing if they have any ideas. No action needed 
by you all at this point - just thought this was an interesting situation 

--- Forwarded message ---
From: Sferra, Susan <susan_sferra@fws.gov> 
Date: Thu, Aug 1, 2013 at 9:29 PM 
Sub·ect: Fwd: Fw: Brown Pelican 
To: 

s.gov>, 1 e 
<m1 e_martrnez s.gov>, Erin Fernandez 
<Erin_Fernandez@fws.gov>, Scott Richardson <scott_richardson@fws.gov>, Ernesto Reyes 
<ernesto_reyes@fws.gov>, Patricia Zenone <Patricia_Zenone@fws.gov>, Patrick Gower 
<patrick_gower@fws.gov> 

the emails below on dead pelicans at the border fence nearllll are from AGFD. The young 
dispersing pelicans may be flying into the fence, thinking the~ mesh is water. Since this is the 
second year in a row that pelicans are flying into the same segment of fence at the same time of year, 
USFWS and AGFD would like to work with Border Patrol on a solution. This may be easily resolvable 
with some kind of fence marking that is more visible to the pelicans; perhaps there is something written 
up in the literature that has already been proven to deter birds strikes. 

at AGFD can get you the fence location information and is available to assist with fence 
•m•all,llr..,.rn•g11111111o1e•s•1gns. You can reach him at (b) (6) 
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We are available to discuss how to move forward with preventing pelican mortalities in this fence
segment.  Let us know if you would like us to arrange a call with you and AGFD.

 Thanks

Susan Sferra

susan_sferra@fws.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

201 N Bonita Ave., Suite 141, Tucson AZ  85745

office:  (520) 670-6150 ext 230

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

--------
From:
Date: Thu, Aug 1, 2013 at 8:26 AM
Subject: Fw: Brown Pelican
To: "Martinez, Mike" <mike_martinez@fws.gov>, Susan Sferra <susan_sferra@fws.gov>
Cc:

Susan / Mike,

It appears that pelicans are dying along the border fence near  again.  The deaths are occurring
along a certain section of fence that contains a mesh component (see attached photos).  We are
interested in exploring options that may test different mitigation options that would prevent this from
occurring in the future.  Let us know how you wish to proceed.

Take care,

From:
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2013 4:06 PM
To: Daniel Sturla; Daniel Leavitt
Subject: Brown Pelican

 Hey Guys,

Just wanted to let you know we found a dead Brown Pelican along the border fence this morning.  I
talked with one of the border patrol agents several days ago and he said he has seen 3 this year dead
by the border fence.  I know there was talk of this being a potential project from our observations last
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(b) (7)(E)
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year and just wanted to keep you updated.  On another note, we are on schedule and will be headed
home tomorrow.

 Thanks,

--
Jon Andrew, Director (Acting)

Office of Law Enforcement and Security

Department of the Interior

202-208-7469

202-320-0718 (cell)
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From:            
                     
                     
To:                
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
Cc:                
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     
                     

Subject:             RE: Question from O'Rourke (TX-16)

Concur the responses are consistent with what we discussed—if you need documentation or other
materials form the public meetings please let me know.

Date:                 Fri Aug 02 2013 11:08:10 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Thanks, 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Office: 

Mobile: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing 

Border Patrol 's proud legacy. 

Importance: High 

Thank you for your responses. Please see suggested text below (and also attached) that includes 
language CBP's used in the past to address the environmental waiver issue. CBP typically keeps 
responses at a higher-level for public, media, and Congressional inquiries. However, all of the content is 
useful for context and additional inquiries. 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Please review the text below and let me know if you have any comments or changes. I also included 
the text below in the attached document if that's easier to review. In an effort to avoid recreating 
language, I suggest directing some of the responses to the ESP (given that they are public documents) 
for additional information, specifically on public/stakeholder outreach. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 

■ 

1. What is DHS/CBP's timeline re: this section of the fence through theW1JRl area? 

2. Has DHS/CBP done an EIS? If so, can you please provide this to our office? If not, is there a 
plan to conduct an EIS and when is it expected be finished? 
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DHS/CBP consulted with the community on the potential of building the fence through the 
rea? If so, when did the meeting(s) occur? Who attended these meetings from the 

y? 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028132 

Page 768 of 1118 



(b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

4. Has DHS/CBP considered alternatives plans to the possible fence construction (aesthetics etc.) 
given the historic nature of the site? 

-Thank you. This is good work. 

-If you would, can you review and circle with _ 

Thanks. 
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I would like this for first thing tomorrow. 

-
Here is the information to help address this congressional inquiry. My responses are in red font. I have 
also included some notes for internal use only in bold, underlined O. Please let me know if you want me 
to send you the drawings that were sent out for bids. This will be a very large fi le. 

1. What is DHS/CBP's timeline re: this section of the fence through theCQJIPilaJ area? 

2. Has DHS/CBP done an EIS? If so, can you please provide this to our office? If not, is there a 
plan to conduct an EIS and when is it expected be finished? 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E) 
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rr•HS/CBP consulted with the community on the potential of building the fence through the n• 10 rea? If so, when did the meeting(s) occur? Who attended these meetings from the 
community? 

(b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
4. Has DHS/CBP considered alternatives plans to the possible fence construction (aesthetics etc.) 
given the historic nature of the site? 
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Let me know if you need anything else from me regarding this inquiry . 

.---. 
HOR Engineering, Inc. 
SW Borders Sectors Tl Program USAGE PM 

Follow Us -Archit izer I Facebook I Twitter I You Tube I Flickr 

TBPE Firm Registration: F-754 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc 
Subject: RE: Question from O'Rourke (TX-16) 

Excellent. Thanks .. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) CBM, PMP 

Division Director, Tl Division 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave. NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.

From: 
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2013 2:38 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: Re: Question from O'Rourke (TX-16)

This is indeed .  I am out of the office right now but should be able to provide responses to these
questions later today.  I will need to do some research on the date the public outreach meeting was
held.

 PE

HDR | One Company Many Solutions

1020 NE Loop 410, Suite 400

Sam Antonio, TX 78209

Sent from my iPhone

Pardon any misspelling.

On Aug 1, 2013, at 1:32 PM, " > wrote:

See the email below.  I just looked this up and  and believe this is    can you confirm.

I’ll need answers asap if this is the case.

Thanks.
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) , CBM, PMP 

Division Director, Tl Division 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave. NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6). (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy. 

· · · we received the below Congressional Inquiry regarding fence construction in El Paso, TX. -
does not have the requested information. Is anyone in your shop familiar with this area/ a~ 

provI e the below information? 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Associate Chief 

Office of Border Patrol 

Office: (b) (6 ), (b ) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7 )(C) 

From:~ 
Sent: ~;s~; u~ust , 2013 1 :41 PM 
To 
Cc (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Subject: FW: Question from O'Rourke (TX-16) 
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Hello Sir,

I am not sure of you are the correct POC for this inquiry for Congressman O’Rourke, but if you could
provide some responses to the below questions I would appreciate it.

My question deals with the fence construction that DHS may build in the  area of El Paso,
TX.  This is a very historically significant area and there is some major opposition to the construction of
fence through this area.  That said, would you please provide to me the most up to date information on
this project (or plans for the project) to include:

1.       What is DHS/CBP’s timeline re: this section of the fence through the  area?

2.       Has DHS/CBP done an EIS?  If so, can you please provide this to our office?  If not, is there a
plan to conduct an EIS and when is it expected be finished?

3.       Has DHS/CBP consulted with the community on the potential of building the fence through the
 area?  If so, when did the meeting(s) occur?  Who attended these meetings from the

community?

4.       Has DHS/CBP considered alternatives plans to the possible fence construction (aesthetics etc.)
given the historic nature of the site?

If you would like to discuss please let me know.

Thanks

From
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2013 1:04 PM
To
Cc
Subject: Fw: Question from O'Rourke (TX-16)

Can you assist with this one? Should I add  on this one for coordination?
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Sent from my Blackberry Wireless Device 

From ~• llD • ~ 
Se 013 12:52 PM Eastern Standard Time 
To: 
Su 'Rourke (TX-16) 

-
Would lju be able to assist in ltiJlmJ inquiry below regarding possible fencing construction within 
the W>JQl area? 

(b) (6). (b) (7)(C) 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

Office of Congressional Affairs 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

From: m . I 

Se 
To: 
Su 

Good morning all, 

Received an inquiry yesterday from-• from Congressman O'Rourke's office regarding the 
possible fencing construction within t e • area. Below are a few questions he brought up, 
would we be able to respond to any oft ese inquires? 

Thanks, 

■ 
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U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Office of Congressional Affairs

From: 
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2013 10:24 AM
To: 
Subject: Question from O'Rourke (TX-16)

Hi 

Thanks so much for taking my phone call and willingness to forward this along to the appropriate
person in your office – much appreciated!

My question deals with the fence construction that DHS may build in the  area of El Paso,
TX.  This is a very historically significant area and there is some major opposition to the construction of
fence through this area.  That said, would you please provide to me the most up to date information on
this project (or plans for the project) to include:

1.       What is DHS/CBP’s timeline re: this section of the fence through the  area?

2.       Has DHS/CBP done an EIS?  If so, can you please provide this to our office?  If not, is there a
plan to conduct an EIS and when is it expected be finished?

3.       Has DHS/CBP consulted with the community on the potential of building the fence through the
 area?  If so, when did the meeting(s) occur?  Who attended these meetings from the

community?

4.       Has DHS/CBP considered alternatives plans to the possible fence construction (aesthetics etc.)
given the historic nature of the site?

I would also ask that this request and information be expedited as Congressman O’Rourke would like to
review the materials as soon as possible.

Thank you and please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions.
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Regards,

Legislative Assistant

Congressman Beto O’Rourke (TX-16)

  _____

  confirmed that the amendments to the ESSRs will not move forward.

  and I discussed directing this response to the ESP for information regarding public outreach.

  please review/concur.
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From:            
                     
                     
To:                
                     
                     
Cc:

Subject:             FW: ESSR Footprint

        FYI

-----Original Message-----
From
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2013 7:57 PM
To
Subject: Re: ESSR Footprint

Our GIS person was looking in the archive files. I will try to get an update for you tomorrow.

Sent from my iPhone

HDR|EOC

On Aug 1, 2013, at 6:57 PM, " > wrote:

> 
>
> Any luck yet??
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: 
> Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 3:30 PM
> To:
> Cc
> 
> Subject: Re: ESSR Footprint
>
> 
>
> We have one of our GIS folks trying to pull the required data together. I will check with him at the
beginning of the week.
>
> Sent from my iPhone
>
> 
> HDR|EOC
>

Date:                 Thu Aug 01 2013 20:06:20 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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> On Jul 26, 2013, at 2:20 PM, ' 
> 
>> > > .... ,.,.,.(;J .... , .... I!) ... , .... ,. ... ,-1 
>> 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) wrote: 

>> We appreciate your hanging with us to dot these ESSR l's. - notes on our July 8 call are below 
and we want to close these loops. 
>> 
>> Based on our call earlier this month we did some more digging. 
>> 
>> We concur with using thesrl~I and - tells us for other roads (absent any other GIS 
data in the ESSR) we shoul eau ow ateve~ Baker has for the real estate clearance since 
the widths are not consistent everywhere. 
>> 
>> We'll ask baker to go ahead with the (b) (7)(E (b) (7)(E) 
>> 

-maybe we missed an email but were you able to check one more time on the files with 

>> Or were you and - able to talk off line?? 
>> 
>> Thanks to both!! 
>> 

>>-
>> 
>> 

>> To: 
>> Su 
>> 
>> Meeting Notes: 
>> 
>> * EPT PF225 ESSR-ln r~ ards to the area on!WJffl'lliifuld use 9P@f PIW will con Irm t a was use 
acres rn t e 
>> 
>> * EPT VF 
will also check wit 

have these, he will check his records. 
. will discuss offline if necessary. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

>> 
>> * YUM and TCA VF300 ESSR-- will check with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) and will get back to us. 
>> 
>>I 

lii!!!ntal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , 
>> LLC Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Program 
>> Mana lities Management and Engineering .- .. -... - -

:(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) >> Offic 
>> Cell: 
>> 
>> "Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 
>> 
>> From: 
>> Sent: 
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>> 
>> This is an example of what we need to discuss Tuesday. This is a map from the El Paso VF300 
ESSR (the entire report is on the CBP env website http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/ ) . 
>> 
>> 
>> Baker is trying to reconstruct/create the shape file for this footprint so we can record it in FITT. 
>> 
>> We need to understand how we determined the footprint and/or find the shape fi les for this, and 
other, maps. 
>> 
>> Thanks!! 
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> [cid: image001.png@01CE7EEC.CA52F8E0] 
>> 
>> 
>>-m---m-■m-,m=-u-~ 
>> 6wironm7ntaFPFanning 
>> Border Patrol Program Management Office Facilities Management and 
>> En9irieeri119 
>>WMRW 
>> 
>> <image001 .png> 
> 
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From: 

To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: documentation for waived fence or, f Pl 
Mon Jul 29 201316:41 :26 EDT 

Thanks - There should be no problem posting the [WJlreport to the internal CBP website. 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From: 
Sent: iiiill'ininiiiii:-.ln'lii-.ii::i'li~--
T o: • • • 
SuoJect: : ocumentatron for waived fence on f\2JP 

I will look. We did not post th~ WP ESP but the others should be there. 

From: 
Sent: 
T

O
: •1ni, .... r.:.n11imi

1
niii!i::n~ri 

SuoJect: : ocumentatron for waived fence on P9JI 
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-
When you get a chance, could you please look in KMS and confirm that all of the ESPs have been 
loaded there? I just want to confirm this location provides one stop shopping for all ESPs. thanks 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

~~n~~ 1046AM 
To:IOJ • m:u• 
Suo1eEo:mentat1on for waived fence on !PJI 

The RE/ENV document library has an "ESP" document type. There are 32 documents in there. 
Whether this is "all" of them, I can't say for certain. I know thatllll wanted all of the documents in 
FITT, but I don't know if they have been uploaded. I just did a ~ check in FITT and was able to 
retrieve some ESP's. Are you looking for anything in particular? 

I 

-
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Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-
Are all the ESPs in FITT or KMS or both? thanks 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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This should be it!! 

• (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
. . . • I I • I 

To: 
Su 

(b) (6), ( ) (7)(C) . . . • 
: ocumentatron for waived fence on !PJI 

-
Can you please send the ESP for fence segmentff P ? It was not attached to your original email. 
thanks 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6 ), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7 )(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From 
Sent: 
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To: 
Subject: RE: documentation for waived fence on 

We did ESPs for .   We also did one for on the  but that was
not made public.

December 2008 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, Segment

 U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector,  Arizona

• December 2008 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector,  Arizona

• January 2009 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Arizona 

We did not do an ESP for (is that on the ?)

I need to dust off more rust and do more digging to reconstruct how we handled some of the segments
that already had NEPA coverage.  If we already had a completed EA, we did not go back and do an
ESP.

Does this help???
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-

-
I see the ESSRs are now posted (YEAH!). When I was visiting with th•MUW "'ifflilf' week, he 
asked me for documentation of the roads which have been waived as it pertains to • (fence 
segments~ Is it correct that since there is no ESP/ESSR coverage o hese 
fence seg~ early complete or complete EA), that CBP has no document which 
reflects the fact these segments were waived? Or am I missing something? 

As a fallback I suppose I could send him the waiver notice itself, but that would be a very poor 
substitute. A better option would probably a letter from FM&E to ptill manager with an attached 
map which depicts the waived roads. Not sure how easy it woul e to get that signed. 

The point is that this document will help him to communicate with his regional office regarding TIMR 
activities on lands administered by FWS. thanks 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol’s proud legacy
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: RE: Response Letter 
Date: Fri Jul 26 2013 13:18:32 EDT 
Attachments: 

Maybe they could outfit a jaguar to carry stuff!! 

Fro 
Se 
To: 
Su 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028153 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Subject: FW: Response Letter 

-
As wed' ssed, I gav · · both the draft EA and Economic . . 

Recommend we discuss with - to see what EED's plans are on this and then we can advise 1111 
whether BPFTI needs to take any action. I am not sure, if/how we(CBP) could comment on the~ EA 
-for example. 

- -please jump in and advise if I am missing something. 

-

BW23 FOIA CBP 028154 
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Economic Impact report executive summary (June 2013)

Border Protection

U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) reports that the agency already considers

potential impacts of its operations on jaguar in all proposed critical habitat units.

Following critical habitat designation, section 7 requires Federal agencies to ensure that

their actions will not result in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat

(beyond consideration of whether the actions are likely to jeopardize the continued

existence of the species). The Service has stated that projects which alter the essential

physical or biological features to an extent that appreciably reduces the conservation

value of the critical habitat or sever connectivity to Mexico have the potential to result in

adverse modification of critical habitat. CBP does not currently anticipate that planned

activities in critical habitat areas will cause permanent changes to landscape or sever

connectivity to Mexico. As such, planned actions are not anticipated to result in adverse

modification of critical habitat designation. Therefore, CBP does not anticipate that

jaguar critical habitat will change the outcome of future section 7 consultations regarding

jaguar and its habitat associated with border operations in proposed critical habitat areas.

Page 9 of 3701
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As such, quantified incremental costs are limited to administrative costs of consultation.

10. Conservation efforts expected under the baseline are anticipated to occur for jaguar, both

as recommended through section 7 consultation, and otherwise under CBP’s existing best

practices guidelines. Such conservation efforts are likely to include monitoring for

jaguars, directing night-time lighting, limiting public access to new roads, closing old

roads, and closing or restoring unauthorized roads in or near jaguar movement corridors

to help offset increase in improved or new roads at a ratio of 2:1. While specific future

conservation efforts are unknown, we utilize available data on past conservation efforts to

estimate that CBP will spend approximately per year on jaguar monitoring

efforts, as well  per consultation on other actions. Using the past consultation as

a guide to the number of future actions, we anticipated that in total, using a seven percent

discount rate, baseline costs will be over 20 years, or  annualized (2013

dollars), related to approximately two formal consultations over the next 20 years.

Because some conservation efforts could not be quantified (e.g. costs of directing

nighttime lighting or closing unauthorized roads), these estimates may be somewhat

understated. Incremental costs, which are estimated to include the additional

administrative costs of considering critical habitat in consultation, are anticipated to be

 (2013 dollars).

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 3:43 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: Response Letter

Please see the attached letter which we received today via UPS.

I’ll upload to KMS- let me know if you have questions.
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Thanks!

Program Support

Strategic Analysis, Inc.

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office: 

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.
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From:             
                       
                       
To:                 
Cc:

Subject:             RE: ESSR Footprint

Yes, I am open.  I only have one meeting scheduled and I just sent you the info for that.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 4:46 AM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Footprint

Are you available to discuss sometime later today??  I am open almost any time.

Date:                 Fri Jul 26 2013 10:30:47 EDT
Attachments:     image001.png

Bcc:
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Thanks!! 

-

-So we can stay straight on what we need to complete the ESSR shapefiles, I am adding everyone's 
comments to the meeting notes. After you review, we can have a call to discuss. 

EPT PF225 ESSR -In re, ards to the area on ~~uld use 
• 1' lf@f PIP will con ,rm t a was use to come up wI t e 

acres rn t e 

· 7/12 - Email from you: I got with¥!"Pl!I on the roads width. - says we 
should just go with whatever Baker alrea; a;:;: rea;:te cleared areas since rt varies 
considerably. We should calculate our polygons using those real estate widths. 

7/12- email from GSRC: we pulled our files on the El Paso ESSR to check on the impact areas. 
The ESSR stated that the only permanent impacts that occurred outside of the existing disturbed areas 
(i.e . .mrllpatrol roads) were the access roads and some apparently permanently established staging 
area~ actual fence "im act" was not quantified because, as we discussed, it was constructed on 

which was already a disturbed and maintained area. That is 
t e reason rt was prov, e on y as a vector file rather than a olygon. If that fi le really needs to be a 
polygon, we can manipulate it to provide and send it to Baker for inclusion to the 
FITT. Let me know how you want us to procee . 

o Should we take him up on his offer to create the polygon? 

· 7/12- Email from - This·-approach would work for the 
Paso. Reason being is t~ we did;;;; an associated patrol road or lights 
- as those elements were alread in lace rior to PF construction. The 
accounts for the 

• EPT VF300 ESSR -
also check with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

I have not heard back from (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 

have these, he will check his records. 
will discuss offline if necessary. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) will 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028160 
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■ said that the - approach would not work EPT VF 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) and will get back to us. 

I have not heard back from -

I 

-Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical, LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6 ), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b ) (6), (b) (7 )(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

~~n~ ~ 208PM 
To: ltiJII • ,,,, 
SuoJect; : ootprint 

Meeting Notes: 

EPT PF225 ESSR -In re
1
j ards to the area on lm~ould use . o/:.we1 will confirm t at was use 

e 

a have these, he will check his records. 
also check with . will discuss offline if necessary. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) will 

YUM and TCA VF300 ESSR - - will check with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) and will get back to us. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028161 
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I 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

This is an example of what we need to discuss Tuesday. This is a map from the El Paso VF300 ESSR 
(the entire report is on the CBP env website http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/) . 

Baker is trying to reconstruct/create the shape file for this footprint so we can record it in FITT. 

We need to understand how we determined the footprint and/or find the shape fi les for this, and other, 
maps. 

Thanks!! 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028162 
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Environmental Planning

Border Patrol Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering
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From:               
To:                   
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             FW: Environmental Practice Submittal--CBP Environmental Stewardship

I assume this must be dead by now??   Any word at all from PAO?

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 10:11 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Paper for Publishing

Hi 

We can certainly help with the approval processes. Does the technical paper need to be pitched to the
journal or is the placement a go once we receive approval? Public affairs will have guidance or specific
processes for both.

We will move forward with processing approval for the attached. Please let me know if you’d like to
discuss further.

Please copy  on all emails moving forward.  is acting for  while she is on her
rotational assignment.

Date:                 Fri Jul 26 2013 07:41:29 EDT
Attachments:     guidelinesforEPjournalsubmissions-2 1 10.pdf
                          Paper for Responsible Environmental Stewardship Sep 2012 Final v2.doc

Bcc:
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Thanks!

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 9:50 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Paper for Publishing

Ladies,

As you know,  recently approved our final ESSRs and related papers.  One of the papers was
a technical paper targeted to be published in a peer reviewed journal (Journal of the National
Association of Environmental Professionals).

Now that we have the XD approval, my understanding is we still need public affairs and congressional
affairs approval before we would submit this for publication.   We are holding on posting the ESSRs as
you know, until its clearer what will happen on the current CIR efforts on the Hill.  But I think we could
do the internal staffing on this paper while that works its way.

How should we proceed to obtain public affairs and Congressional affairs approval?

Thanks!
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INFORMATION FOR CONTRIBUTORS 

 

Environmental Practice is an English-language journal published quarterly by the National 

Association of Environmental Professionals. It serves an international audience of environmental 

professionals in practice and research. Environmental Practice is peer reviewed and accepts 

original manuscripts that have not previously been published in whole or in part in a peer-

reviewed journal or in a widely available publication, either print or electronic. The general 

philosophy of the journal is outlined in the Mission Statement, which is reproduced in full after 

the Table of Contents in each issue. 

 

Priority for publication is given to manuscripts that offer clear, insightful views on an 

environmental problem from an interdisciplinary perspective. Environmental Practice seeks 

especially to publish studies that link data and findings in science and technology with issues of 

public policy, health, environmental quality, law, political economy, management. Because the 

readership of Environmental Practice is very broadly based, manuscripts should not be burdened 

by extensive, unexplained, technical language familiar only to a small group of specialists. 

 

Manuscripts are accepted throughout the year. 

 

Kinds of Manuscripts Sought 

 

Environmental Practice publishes several categories of manuscripts as described below. Two of 

these categories, Research Articles, and Environmental Reviews and Case Studies, are peer 

reviewed. 

 

Research Articles: manuscripts that report the results of systematic study on an environmental 

problem. Typically, research articles will (a) report the results of formal research or (b) 

summarize systematic analysis of one or more case studies of particular interest. Environmental 

professionals in academic or research laboratory settings may be more likely to submit formal 

research manuscripts. Professionals in consulting practice, agencies, or other organizations may 

be more likely to submit manuscripts based on case studies. Under most circumstances, Research 

Articles will not be over 5000 words of text. Most will be substantially shorter. Tables, figures, 

and reference lists need not be included in the word count. All Research Articles are peer 

reviewed. 
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 2 

 

Environmental Reviews and Case Studies: manuscripts that organize and summarize a research 

literature similar to a meta-analysis.   These manuscripts help clarify a problem, illustrate policy-

making processes, or assist in pointing out discrepancies in the research of the topic over time, 

with greater emphasis placed on the details of a project than on data analysis.  Case study oriented 

manuscripts provide readers with a unique insight on a development in the professional field 

using a case as an example or illustration; simple project reports will not be accepted. 

Environmental Reviews and Case Studies will generally be about 6000 words of text.  Tables, 

figures, and reference lists need not be included in the word count. All Environmental Reviews 

and Case Studies are peer reviewed. 

 

Reviews: manuscripts that portray the content, quality, and significance of books or films of wide 

interest to environmental professionals and their practices. Reviews should normally not exceed 

750 words, but with the approval of the editor may reach 1500 words. 

 

Perspectives from the Field: statements of informed opinion intended to provoke discussion and 

debate on particular issues. These manuscripts will generally range from 500 to 1000 words. Such 

manuscripts will not be subject to peer review, because they are personal opinion; however, the 

editor may seek advice on matters of tone and fairness. 

 

Dialogue: responses to other manuscripts or controversies within the professional or academic 

discipline. These manuscripts will generally range from 50 to 500 words, and take the form of a 

letter to the editor. Dialogues will not be peer reviewed, but they may be used to solicit responses 

from others for simultaneous publication. 

 

The editors welcome inquiries about manuscript ideas. You may also contact the editors to 

request exceptions to the word count limits given above. Contact information can be found at the 

end of these instructions. 

 

Manuscript Preparation and Submission 

 

1. Membership in the National Association of Environmental Professionals is not a requirement 

for publication in Environmental Practice. 

 

guidelinesforEPjournalsubmissions-2 1 10.pdf for Printed Item: 866 ( Attachment 1 of 2)

Page 77 of 3701
BW23 FOIA CBP 028168



 3 

2. Only electronic submittals will be accepted.  Authors should either send via email their 

work to the managing editor listed at the end of these instructions.  Please indicate in 

your electronic submittal which section the work should be considered under: Research 

Articles, Environmental Reviews and Case Studies, Reviews, Perspectives from the 

Field, or Dialogue.   Also, in email, please put in the subject line, Environmental Practice 

Submittal.  All manuscripts will be accepted in Word or Excel software. 
 

3. Manuscripts should be organized as follows: 

 

Cover sheet: Attach a cover sheet including manuscript title, author name(s); title or position; 

institutional affiliation; corresponding author address, telephone number, fax number, and e-mail 

address. All pages should be numbered, with the cover sheet as page 1. To facilitate blind peer 

reviews, author names and affiliations should appear only on the cover sheet. 

 

Acknowledgments:  Place on a separate sheet, located after the cover sheet. The study sponsors, 

if any, should be included in the acknowledgments. 

 

Abstract: Research Articles, Environmental Reviews and Case Studies should be accompanied by 

an abstract of no more than 225 words on a separate sheet. Abstracts should be a stand-alone 

summary of the manuscript’s central findings and argument, not an overview of the manuscript’s 

outline. The title of the manuscript should appear at the top of the abstract page. 

 

Text: Research Articles and Environmental Reviews and Case Studies will typically have 

separate sections for Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion, and Conclusions. In all cases, 

use appropriate section headings to help guide the reader. 

 

All text, including references, tables, legends, and quotations, should be typed, double-spaced, on 

one side of white paper with margins of at least one inch on all sides and without right-hand 

justification.  

 

Documentation and references: Authors may use either author-date notation or endnotes.  
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Author-date notation is widely used in the natural and social sciences. References are cited in 

text like so: “Smith (1990) showed...” or “as seen elsewhere (Smith, 1990).” References cited in 

text are listed alphabetically in a References section at the end of the manuscript. The following 

examples illustrate an appropriate style for most kinds of documents listed in the References 

section: 

 

Article in journal 

Author, A.B., and C.D. Author. 1997. Title of Article. Name of Journal Volume(Issue):starting 

page number-ending page number. 

 

Article or chapter in book 

Author, A.B., C.D. Author, and E.F. Author. 2000. Title of Article or Chapter. In Title of Book, 

G.H. Editor and I.J. Editor, eds., 4th edition. Publisher, Place of Publication, starting page 

number-ending page number. 

 

Book 

Author, A.B., and C.D. Author. 2001. Title of Book. Publisher, Place of Publication, total pages in 

book. 

 

Edited book 

Editor, A.B., and C.D. Editor, eds. 1999. Title of Book. Publisher, Place of Publication, total 

pages in book. 

 

Dissertation or thesis 

Author, A.B. 1998. Title, (PhD Dissertation) OR (Master’s Thesis). University, City, State, total 

pages in document. 

 

Reports by author 

Author, A.B. 1993. Title of report. Report Number, Agency, City, State, total pages in report. 

 

Reports by agency 

Name of agency. 1995. Title of report. Report Number, City, State, total pages in report. 

 

Personal communication (e.g. letter, telephone, e-mail, interview) 
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Person, A.B. 1999. Personal communication. Person’s title or position, Person’s agency or 

organization, City, State. Day-Month. 

 

Web sites 

Name of Site/Subsection of Site. Year posted on site. Title of subsection. URL address of site. 

Day-Month-Year of access to site. 

 

Endnotes consist of a superscript number in the text and a corresponding, numbered list of 

citations placed at the end of the text. This method of documentation is frequently used in 

historical, legal, or humanistic writing, and it is useful for citations that must contain more than 

one reference. Endnotes with more than one reference should be separated by semi-colons. 

Avoid, if possible, the use of endnotes simply to further explain the text rather than to provide 

documentation. Subsequent references to a source should give the last name of the author(s), 

shortened title, and relevant page(s). Do not use op. cit., ibid, idem, infra, or supra. See The 

Chicago Manual of Style for details not addressed here. The following examples illustrate proper 

style for endnotes: 

 

Article in journal 

A.B. Author and C.D. Author, 2000, “Title of Article,” Name of Journal Volume(Issue):starting 

page number-ending page number. 

 

Article or chapter in book 

A.B. Author, C.D. Author, and E.F. Author, 1998, “Title of Article or Chapter,” in Title of Book, 

G.H. Editor and I.J. Editor, eds., 4th edition, Publisher, Place of Publication, starting page 

number-ending page number. 

 

Book 

A.B. Author and C.D. Author, 1999, Title of Book, Publisher, Place of Publication, total pages in 

book. 

 

Edited book 

A.B. Editor and C.D. Editor, eds., 2001, Title of Book, Publisher, Place of Publication, total pages 

in book. 
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4. Authors are strongly encouraged to illustrate their work with tables, figures, maps, and 

photographs. Authors should submit any figures in electronic form, preferably TIF (line drawings 

should be at least 600 ppi; halftone or gray-scale figures should be at least 300 ppi) or EPS (with 

fonts embedded) format. Color figures must be at least 300 ppi CMYK, although authors will be 

charged for the production cost of printing any four-color figures (a color figure costs $1000; 

additional color figures in the same article will cost somewhat less). Provide figure captions 

together on a separate page. Tables (in Word or Excel that the editorial office will be able to 

manipulate for formatting purposes) should not duplicate data also provided in figures or in the 

text. For tables of data that might be of value only to a few readers, authors should consider 

indicating that the data is available on request from the author. Table and figure captions/legends 

should make them understandable without reference to the text. Tables and figures must be 

referred to in the text.  

 

5. This journal resists the use of acronyms and other forms of abbreviation. As a general rule, an 

acronym is appropriate only (a) if it is used frequently in a portion or all of a manuscript or (b) if 

the acronym itself has entered common usage in everyday conversation (e.g., “USEPA” for 

“United States Environmental Protection Agency”). The use of more than two different acronyms 

in one manuscript is unlikely to be acceptable.  

 

6. Use the International System of Units (SI) or metric units. If necessary for clarity or common 

usage, other units may be included in parentheses immediately following the acceptable units. 

 

7. Environmental Practice uses a double-blind peer review process. The reviewer will not know 

the identity or location of the author(s), and the author(s) will receive reviewer’s comments 

without the reviewer’s identity or location. Authors are invited to submit names of appropriate 

reviewers, but the final choice of reviewers lies with the editor. Authors will be notified of the 

disposition of their manuscript as soon as possible. The goal of this journal is to have a decision 

to the author(s) within 90 days of receipt of manuscript. 

 

8. Upon acceptance of manuscripts, authors will be requested to send the editorial office an 

electronic version of the manuscript. Please contact the editorial office for exceptions: an author’s 

access to computing equipment will not be a factor in the publication of a manuscript. 
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9. The final version of the manuscript should include a short biographical sketch of each author 

(150 words or less per author). 

 

10. All authors must sign the “Transfer of Copyright Agreement” and a disclosure of commercial 

interests before the manuscript can be published. The Transfer Agreement enables the National 

Association of Environmental Professionals to protect the copyrighted material for the authors, 

but authors do not thereby relinquish proprietary rights or rights to use their work in the future. 

The copyright transfer covers the exclusive rights to reproduce and distribute the manuscript, 

including reprints, photographic reproduction, microfilm, electronic versions, and all other 

reproduction methods, plus translations into languages other than English. 

 

11. The corresponding author will receive page proofs for final proofreading shortly before the 

article is scheduled for publication. Authors bear full responsibility for accuracy and 

completeness of their material. Any corrections (not revisions) should be made at this time, and 

the page proofs must be returned to the publisher within 48 hours of receipt. Extensive revisions 

are strongly discouraged at this stage of the publication process and, if permitted by the editor and 

publisher, are likely to result in special charges to the author. 

 

12. It is a condition of publication that manuscripts submitted to this journal have not been 

published previously, in part or in whole, in a print or electronic publication. All prior 

presentations of the manuscript material must be disclosed to the editor at the time of initial 

manuscript submission. It is also a condition of publication that the author(s) will not 

simultaneously submit or publish the material elsewhere. 

 

13. Authors will receive a reprint order form when they are sent page proofs. A PDF of the article 

will be provided free of charge to the lead author. If additional reprints are desired, the completed 

form along with payment must be returned to the publisher at the same time page proofs are 

returned. 

 

Revised February 2010 

 

Electronic Submission Required (See “Manuscript Preparation and Submission” above) 

 

Send electronic manuscripts to: 
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Dan Carroll 

Managing Editor, Environmental Practice 

DePaul University 

2312 N. Clifton Ave, Room 130 

Chicago, IL 60614 

Telephone: 773-325-2298 

(e-mail) dcarro17@depaul.edu 
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report 
Wed Jul 24 2013 15:37:41 EDT 

(b) (5) 

Historic Specialist (CTR) 

Environmental and Energy Division 

US Customs and Border Protection 

Washington, DC 20229 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Cc: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report 

• (b) (5), (b)(6);(b)(7)(C) 
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From: • 
Sent 4 2013 3 18 PM 
To: 
Cc: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report 

• - _ _ • • - • • • - • - _ - • - _ • _ - • _ (b) ( 5) 

(b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b) (6). (b) (7)(C) 

Senior Consultant 

LMI 
2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean VA 22102 
Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7 )(C ) 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

From: ID m • 
Se 
To: 
Su 

-
Thanks. I'm confused but that is not unusual. 

/24/13 Status Report 
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-
E: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report 

Attached is the bi-weekly status report. 

Thank you. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Historic Specialist (CTR) 

Environmental and Energy Division 

US Customs and Border Protection 

1331 Pennsylvania Ave, NW 

,,-
Washington, DC 20229 

(o) (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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From:              
                        
                        
To:                  
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report

I do.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

Washington, DC 20229

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 3:09 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report

Thanks but you agree that  right?  we have 
right??

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 3:08 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report

Date:                 Wed Jul 24 2013 15:09:07 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Historic Specialist (CTR) 

Environmental and Energy Division 

US Customs and Border Protection 

Washington, DC 20229 

Fro 
Se 
To: 
Su 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

-
Thanks. I'm confused but that is not unusual. 

-
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Subject: RE: RGV Cultural Reports Finalization- 7/24/13 Status Report

Attached is the bi-weekly status report.

Thank you.

Historic Specialist (CTR)

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs and Border Protection

1331 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Washington, DC 20229

(o) 
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From: 
To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 

RE: 24 JUL CIR Planning Ph II Budget Planning 130722 (UNCLASSIFIED) 
Tue Jul 23 201311 :07:57 EDT 

Attachments: 

I've got some comments. I read the money you had for LRT and RGV on tab "Environmental 
Breakdown" 

7. Good first cut though! 

(b) (6). (b) (7)(C) 

Senior Consultant 

LMI 

2000 Corporate Ridge 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028195 
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McLean, VA 22102

Office: 

Mobile: 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.

www.lmi.org

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 5:03 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: 24 JUL CIR Planning Ph II Budget Planning 130722 (UNCLASSIFIED)

All - Please take a quick look at the attached. I added a tab for environmental and inserted a cost for
each category of work. The cost is based on the sector or a per mile cost. Please let me know your
thoughts on the price per sector/mi (i.e. are these too high or too low?). Does this make sense for the
CIR Planning?

Thanks.

-----Original Message-----

From: 

Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 9:58 AM

To:

Cc:

Subject: FW: 24 JUL CIR Planning Ph II Budget Planning 130722 (UNCLASSIFIED)

Hello, I hope everyone had a relaxed weekend.

Based on last Friday's CIR planning call, USACE developed the attached spreadsheet to capture cost
estimates for each sector to address real estate, environmental, design, and construction. They have
asked that we input our anticipated costs to complete the anticipated environmental requirements for
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each sector (in column "O"). I've also attached a copy of the last PRO that included environmental risks 
for each sector as additional reference. 

USAGE is looking to have this information by COB Wednesday. Please provide cost estimations by 
then and I will consolidate and senc' 111f"ll\1fhf1i' know you have questions in regards to LRT and we will 
address. We can also discuss on today's environmental branch call if there are any questions. 

Thank you. 

-----Original Message-----

From: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:43 AM 

Subject: S: 24 JUL CIR Planning Ph II Budget Planning 130722 (UNCLASSIFIED) 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 

Caveats: NONE 

Team, 

BLUF. Please populate Budget Roll-Up tab and return by COB Wed (24 JUL). 

As discussed last Friday, attached is a budget planning matrix (first Tab "Budget Roll-Up"). This 
document is intended to: 
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1.  Organize Sectors from West to East;

2.  Show States to facilitate risk/cost characterization; 3.  Provide consolidation of budget drivers
(Construction, Real Estate, Environmental, Design, PgM/PM, and Construction Oversight).

Functional Leads.  Please populate budget cells and return to myself and  by COB 24 JUL.
Please also provide any suggestions on improving layout/presentation of this information.

Goal is to incorporate into draft presentation for review during this week's IPR.

Thank you,

TI Branch Chief

USACE - ECSO

BB:  

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 

RE: El Pasolm ESSR 
ThuJul 182 : : EDT 

Attachments: 

THANKS!! 

-
~~?not know enough aboutWJIUita) to provide any useful insight, but the overall explanation by 
■ is reasonable. 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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Page 3107 of 3701 



- -Thanks. 

- -any thoughts on this?? 

-
This.QDal approach would ~erk fo~ the • in El Paso. Reason being is that we did 
not 1::iu1 an associated patrol road o • fence as 

This , approach would not work for VF in El Paso or PF in other sectors were a patrol road was 
insta ed and thus permit impacted area was considerably larger. 

Thanks, 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Office: 

Mobile: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing 

Border Patrol's proud legacy. 

Need your advice on this. this has been a long long effort to nail down the final ,. for FITT 
purposes for the record going forward. Should we just use the for • fence in el 
paso?? 

,,. we pulled our files on the El Paso ESSR to check on the impact areas. The ESSR stated t ~ t~=ly permanent impacts that occurred outside of the existing disturbed areas (i.e ., lll!ipatrol 
roads) were the access roads and some apparently permanently established stagin--rea:.-The actual 
fence "im act" was not quantified because, as we discussed, it was constructed on • 

which was already a disturbed and maintained area. That is e reason rt was 
prov, e on y as a vector file rather than a olygon. If that file really needs to be a polygon, we can 
manipulate it to provide a and send it to Baker for inclusion to the FITT. Let me 
know how you want us to procee . 

-

BW23 FOIA CBP 028201 
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FW: El Pasoq;,m ESSR 
Thu Jul 18 20 : : EDT 

Attachments: 

-
Here is - input to go with - input. 

Should we discuss how to respond to -

From: 
Sent: 1 
To: 
SuoJect: 

-
This.QDal approach would ~ork fo~ the • in El Paso. Reason being is that we did 
not 1::iu1 an associated patrol road o • fence as tho 

Thislli approach would not work for VF in El Paso or PF in other sectors were a patrol road was 
inst:lred and thus permit impacted area was considerably larger. 

Thanks, 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028202 
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Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Office: 

Mobile: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing 

Border Patrol's proud legacy. 

Need your advice on this. this has been a long long effort to nail down the final ;w for FITT 
purposes for the record going forward. Should we just use the for • fence in el 
paso?? 

\flffl we pulled our files on the El Paso ESSR to check on the impact areas. The ESSR stated 
at;::ly permanent impacts that occurred outside of the existing disturbed areas (i.e .Jlll/patrol 

roads) were the access roads and some apparently permanently established stagi...·n area~ e actual 
fence "im act" was not quantified because, as we discussed, it was constructed o • 

which was already a disturbed and maintained area. That is e reason rt was 
prov, e on y as a vector file rather than a olygon. If that file really needs to be a polygon, we can 
manipulate it to provide a and send it to Baker for inclusion to the FITT. Let me 
know how you want us to procee . 

-
BW23 FOIA CBP 028203 
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 

RE: El Pasolm ESSR 
ThuJul 182 : : EDT 

Attachments: 

Thanks for the reminder! 

Any word on these? 

I 

-Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028204 
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Will do 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

From: 
Sen~t:...,;,,.;;;...,.mii,_,;,~..;.;. 
To:1 • • • 
SuoJec : : aso • Ulta] ESSR 

-
FYI. I asked (b) (6). (b) (7)(C) to weigh in on this. stay tuned 

■ffl we pulled our fi les on the El Paso ESSR to check on the impact areas. The ESSR stated 
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that the only permanent impacts that occurred outside of the existing disturbed areas (i.e., /patrol
roads) were the access roads and some apparently permanently established staging areas.  The actual
fence “impact” was not quantified because, as we discussed, it was constructed on 

 which was already a disturbed and maintained area.  That is the reason it was
provided only as a vector file rather than a polygon.  If that file really needs to be a polygon, we can
manipulate it to provide a  and send it to Baker for inclusion to the FITT.  Let me
know how you want us to proceed.  Thanks.
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FW: El Pasotm ESSR 
Thu Jul 18 20 : : EDT 

Attachments: 

FYI. I've asked - again. 

-
This~• Dlla]width approach would work for the • in El Paso. Reason being is that we did 
n associated patrol road o · · • fence as tho 

Thi • . approach would not work for VF in El Paso or PF in other sectors were a patrol road was 
insta ed and thus permit impacted area was considerably larger. 

Thanks, 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Office: 

Mobile: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing 

Border Patrol's proud legacy. 

Need your advice on this. this has been a long long effort to nail down the final ,. for FITT 
purposes for the record going forward. Should we just use trm@NW for • fence in el 
paso?? 

?IT we pulled our files on the El Paso ESSR to check on the impact areas. The ESSR stated t ~ t;::ly permanent impacts that occurred outside of the existing disturbed areas (i.e .11111/patrol 
roads) were the access roads and some apparently permanently established stagin--rea~ e actual 
fence "im act" was not quantified because, as we discussed, it was constructed on • 

which was already a disturbed and maintained area. That is t e reason rt was 
prov, e on y as a vector file rather than a olygon. If that file really needs to be a polygon, we can 
manipulate it to provide a and send it to Baker for inclusion to the FITT. Let me 
know how you want us to procee . 

-

BW23 FOIA CBP 028208 
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: RE: Response Letter 
Date: Wed Jul 17 2013 16:50:09 EDT 
Attachments: 

I don't have it on my LMI. And my CBP outlook files are all gummed up. I would need to come in and 
with - help recover my outlook fi les. I could do that next week if needed. 

-
From: 
Sent: 
TO: ·1 .. , ........................ ~ ..... RI 

SuoJect: : esponse etter 

-
Related to this topic, do you have the electrons for the $3.1 M POW pertaining to jaguar monitoring in 
AZ and NM as submitted by DOI which you could forward to me? 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028209 
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Sent: I - • - •· I •J. 

To: 
Cc: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Subject: FW: Response Letter 

-
As we discussed, I gave a quick review to both the draft EA and the Economic Anal 
are excer ts from both re orts re ardin CBP actions. Overall m sense is that 

Recommend we discuss with - to see what EED's plans are on this and then we can advise 1111 
whether BPFTI needs to take any action. I am not sure, if/how we(CBP) could comment on the~ EA 
-for example. 

- -please jump in and advise if I am missing something. 

-
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Economic Impact report executive summary (June 2013)

Border Protection

U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) reports that the agency already considers

potential impacts of its operations on jaguar in all proposed critical habitat units.

Following critical habitat designation, section 7 requires Federal agencies to ensure that

their actions will not result in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat

(beyond consideration of whether the actions are likely to jeopardize the continued

existence of the species). The Service has stated that projects which alter the essential

physical or biological features to an extent that appreciably reduces the conservation

value of the critical habitat or sever connectivity to Mexico have the potential to result in

adverse modification of critical habitat. CBP does not currently anticipate that planned

activities in critical habitat areas will cause permanent changes to landscape or sever

connectivity to Mexico. As such, planned actions are not anticipated to result in adverse
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modification of critical habitat designation. Therefore, CBP does not anticipate that

jaguar critical habitat will change the outcome of future section 7 consultations regarding

jaguar and its habitat associated with border operations in proposed critical habitat areas.

As such, quantified incremental costs are limited to administrative costs of consultation.

10. Conservation efforts expected under the baseline are anticipated to occur for jaguar, both

as recommended through section 7 consultation, and otherwise under CBP’s existing best

practices guidelines. Such conservation efforts are likely to include monitoring for

jaguars, directing night-time lighting, limiting public access to new roads, closing old

roads, and closing or restoring unauthorized roads in or near jaguar movement corridors

to help offset increase in improved or new roads at a ratio of 2:1. While specific future

conservation efforts are unknown, we utilize available data on past conservation efforts to

estimate that CBP will spend approximately  per year on jaguar monitoring

efforts, as well  per consultation on other actions. Using the past consultation as

a guide to the number of future actions, we anticipated that in total, using a seven percent

discount rate, baseline costs will be  over 20 years, or  annualized (2013

dollars), related to approximately two formal consultations over the next 20 years.

Because some conservation efforts could not be quantified (e.g. costs of directing

nighttime lighting or closing unauthorized roads), these estimates may be somewhat

understated. Incremental costs, which are estimated to include the additional

administrative costs of considering critical habitat in consultation, are anticipated to be

, or annualized (2013 dollars).

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 3:43 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: Response Letter

Please see the attached letter which we received today via UPS.
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I’ll upload to KMS- let me know if you have questions.

Thanks!

Program Support

Strategic Analysis, Inc.

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office: 

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: RE: Response Letter 
Date: Wed Jul 17 2013 16:47:12 EDT 
Attachments: 

Let me look ........................ . . 

From: 
Sent: ................... iiiiilll"""'"" ........ 
To:~• • • . 
SuoJec : : esponse etter 

-
Related to this topic, do you have the electrons for the $3.1 M POW pertaining to jaguar monitoring in 
AZ and NM as submitted by DOI which you could forward to me? 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028215 
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From: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Sent: :t:-•-•· I •Ji 

To: 
Cc: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Subject: FW: Response Letter 

-
As wed' ssed, I gav · · both the draft EA and the Economic . . 

Recommend we discuss with - to see what EED's plans are on this and then we can advise _ 
whether BPFTI needs to take any action. I am not sure, if/how we(CBP) could comment on the~ EA 
-for example. 

- -please jump in and advise if I am missing something. 

-

BW23 FOIA CBP 028216 
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Economic Impact report executive summary (June 2013)

Border Protection

U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) reports that the agency already considers

potential impacts of its operations on jaguar in all proposed critical habitat units.

Following critical habitat designation, section 7 requires Federal agencies to ensure that

their actions will not result in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat

(beyond consideration of whether the actions are likely to jeopardize the continued

existence of the species). The Service has stated that projects which alter the essential

physical or biological features to an extent that appreciably reduces the conservation

value of the critical habitat or sever connectivity to Mexico have the potential to result in

adverse modification of critical habitat. CBP does not currently anticipate that planned

activities in critical habitat areas will cause permanent changes to landscape or sever

connectivity to Mexico. As such, planned actions are not anticipated to result in adverse

modification of critical habitat designation. Therefore, CBP does not anticipate that

jaguar critical habitat will change the outcome of future section 7 consultations regarding
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jaguar and its habitat associated with border operations in proposed critical habitat areas.

As such, quantified incremental costs are limited to administrative costs of consultation.

10. Conservation efforts expected under the baseline are anticipated to occur for jaguar, both

as recommended through section 7 consultation, and otherwise under CBP’s existing best

practices guidelines. Such conservation efforts are likely to include monitoring for

jaguars, directing night-time lighting, limiting public access to new roads, closing old

roads, and closing or restoring unauthorized roads in or near jaguar movement corridors

to help offset increase in improved or new roads at a ratio of 2:1. While specific future

conservation efforts are unknown, we utilize available data on past conservation efforts to

estimate that CBP will spend approximately  per year on jaguar monitoring

efforts, as well  per consultation on other actions. Using the past consultation as

a guide to the number of future actions, we anticipated that in total, using a seven percent

discount rate, baseline costs will be  over 20 years, or  annualized (2013

dollars), related to approximately two formal consultations over the next 20 years.

Because some conservation efforts could not be quantified (e.g. costs of directing

nighttime lighting or closing unauthorized roads), these estimates may be somewhat

understated. Incremental costs, which are estimated to include the additional

administrative costs of considering critical habitat in consultation, are anticipated to be

or annualized (2013 dollars).

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 3:43 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: Response Letter

Please see the attached letter which we received today via UPS.

I’ll upload to KMS- let me know if you have questions.
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Thanks!

Program Support

Strategic Analysis, Inc.

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.
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From: 

To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Thanks -

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: documentation for waived fence or, f Pl 
Wed Jul 17 2013 09:41 :39 EDT 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From: 
Sent: 

iiiiir.nmiinii:..i.iniii~i=n~l'lliii 
To: • • • 
SuoJect: : ocumentatron for waived fence on f\2JP 

This should be it!! 

From 
Sent: 
To: -,,.,--~.nii~,--~....:.-
SuoJect: : ocumentatron for waived fence on f\2JP 
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-
Can you please send the ESP for fence segment[MMllt was not attached to your original email. 
thanks 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From: 
Sen_t:;,,,;,..,_;.;.,;..,;;.,;,,.,.:;;...;... 
To: • • • 
SuoJect: : ocumentat1on for waived fence on !PJI 

-
We did ESPs for 
not made public. 

(b) (7)(E) We also did one for - on theW9P but that was 

December 2008- Environmental Stewardship Plan for Construction, 

Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, Segment 
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fftu.s. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, (b) (7)(E) Arizona 

N>IPDll 

• December 2008 - Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction, 

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical 

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, (b)(7)(E) Arizona 

1ft 

• January 2009 - Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction, 

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical 

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Arizon@W 

We did not do an ESP for - (is that on the- ??) 

I need to dust off more rust and do more digging to reconstruct how we handled some of the segments 
that already had NEPA coverage. If we already had a completed EA, we did not go back and do an 
ESP. 

Does this help??? 

-

-
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I see the ESSRs are now posted (YEAH!). When I was visiting with th•WW ,n- t week, he 
asked me for documentation of the roads which have been waived as it pertains to • (fence 
segments~ Is it correct that since there is no ESP/ESSR coverage o these 
fence seg~ early complete or complete EA), that CBP has no document which 
reflects the fact these segments were waived? Or am I missing something? 

As a fallback I suppose I could send him the waiver notice itself, but that would be a very poor 
substitute. A better option would probably a letter from FM&E to ftti'l manager with an attached 
map which depicts the waived roads. Not sure how easy it woul e o get that signed. 

The point is that this document will help him to communicate with his regional office regarding TIMR 
activities on lands administered by FWS. thanks 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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From: 
To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: documentation for waived fence or, f Pl 
Tue Jul 16 2013 16:29:48 EDT 
fflffl Final ESP MASTER 09.06.12.pdf 

This should be it!! 

From: 
Sen.t:..,.....,;...,...,;;.;;..!,........!,,,.;■ 
To:I • • • 
SuoJec : : ocumenta ron for waived fence on !PJI 

-
Can you please send the ESP for fence segmentffP? It was not attached to your original email. 
thanks 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 1:45 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: documentation for waived fence on 

We did ESPs for    We also did one for  on the  but that was
not made public.

December 2008 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, Segment

 U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector,  Arizona

.

• December 2008 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, , Arizona

• January 2009 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Arizona .

We did not do an ESP for   (is that on the ??)

I need to dust off more rust and do more digging to reconstruct how we handled some of the segments
that already had NEPA coverage.  If we already had a completed EA, we did not go back and do an
ESP.

Does this help???

Page 3180 of 3701
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-

-
I see the ESSRs are now posted (YEAH!). When I was visiting with th•MUW "'ifflilf' week, he 
asked me for documentation of the roads which have been waived as it pertains to • (fence 
segments~ Is it correct that since there is no ESP/ESSR coverage o hese 
fence seg~ early complete or complete EA), that CBP has no document which 
reflects the fact these segments were waived? Or am I missing something? 

As a fallback I suppose I could send him the waiver notice itself, but that would be a very poor 
substitute. A better option would probably a letter from FM&E to ptill manager with an attached 
map which depicts the waived roads. Not sure how easy it woul e to get that signed. 

The point is that this document will help him to communicate with his regional office regarding TIMR 
activities on lands administered by FWS. thanks 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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Mobile: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol’s proud legacy
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COVER SHEET

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP PLAN
FOR THE CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND MAINTENANCE

OF TACTICAL INFRASTRUCTURE
U.S. BORDER PATROL YUMA SECTOR, ARIZONA

Responsible Agencies:  U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS), U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection (CBP), U.S. Border Patrol (USBP). 

Coordinating Agencies:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)-Los Angeles 
District; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS); and the United States Section, 
International Boundary and Water Commission (USIBWC). 

Affected Location: U.S./Mexico international border in Yuma County, Arizona. 

Project Description:  The Project includes the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of tactical infrastructure to include vehicle fence, and associated 
access construction roads along approximately 1.58 miles of the U.S./Mexico 
international border within the USBP Yuma Sector, Arizona.  The Project will be 
implemented in a single section.   

Report Designation:  Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). 

Abstract:  CBP plans to construct, operate, and maintain approximately 
1.58 miles of tactical infrastructure, including one section of vehicle fence and 
access construction roads along the U.S./Mexico international border in the 
USBP Yuma Sector, Arizona.  The section will be approximately 1.58 miles in 
length.  The tactical infrastructure will encroach on public lands managed by the 
U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and USFWS. 

This ESP analyzes and documents potential environmental consequences 
associated with the Project.

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security
(DHS), pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of the Illegal Immigration
Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) of 1996 as amended,
exercised his authority to waive certain environmental and other laws in order to
ensure the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the
U.S./Mexico international border.  The tactical infrastructure described in this 
ESP is covered by the Secretary’s April 1, 2008, waiver (see Appendix A).
Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal
obligations under the laws that are included in the waiver, the Secretary has
committed DHS to continue to protect valuable natural and cultural resources.
CBP strongly supports the Secretary’s commitment to responsible environmental
stewardship.  To that end, CBP has prepared this ESP, which analyzes the
potential environmental impacts associated with construction of tactical
infrastructure in the USBP’s Yuma Sector.  The ESP also discusses CBP’s plans
as to how it can mitigate potential environmental impacts.  The ESP will guide
CBP’s efforts going forward. 
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Yuma Sector, CV-2a, Tactical Infrastructure 

Environmental Stewardship Plan, Version 1.0 January 2009 

ES-1

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Background
On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS), pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of the Illegal Immigration 
Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) of 1996 as amended, 
exercised his authority to waive certain environmental and other laws in order to 
ensure the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the 
U.S./Mexico international border.  The tactical infrastructure described in this 
Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP) is covered by the Secretary’s April 1, 
2008, waiver (see Appendix A).  Although the Secretary’s waiver means that 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the laws that are included in the waiver, the Secretary has 
committed DHS to continue to protect valuable natural and cultural resources.  
CBP strongly supports the Secretary’s commitment to responsible environmental 
stewardship.  To that end, CBP has prepared this ESP, which analyzes the 
potential environmental impacts associated with construction of tactical 
infrastructure in the USBP’s Yuma Sector.  The ESP also discusses CBP’s plans 
as to how it can mitigate potential environmental impacts.  The ESP will guide 
CBP’s efforts going forward. 

As it moves forward with the Project described in this ESP, CBP will continue to 
work in a collaborative manner with local governments, state and Federal land 
managers, and the interested public to identify environmentally sensitive 
resources and develop appropriate best management practices (BMPs) to avoid 
and/or minimize any adverse impacts on environmentally sensitive resources.

Goals and Objectives of the Project 
The Project will provide U.S. Border Patrol (USBP) agents with the tools 
necessary to strengthen their control of the U.S. border between ports-of-entry 
(POEs) in the USBP Yuma Sector.  The Project will help to deter illegal entries 
within the USBP Yuma Sector by improving enforcement efficiency, thus 
preventing terrorists and terrorist weapons, illegal aliens (IA), drugs, and other 
cross-border violators and contraband from entering the United States, while 
providing a safer work environment for USBP agents.  The USBP Yuma Sector 
has identified an area along the border that experiences high levels of illegal 
entry.  Illegal entry activity typically occurs in areas that are remote and not easily 
accessed by USBP agents, near POEs where concentrated populations might 
live on either side of the border, or in locations that have quick access to U.S. 
transportation routes.   

The Project is being carried out pursuant to Section 102 of IIRIRA, 8 United 
States Code (U.S.C.) § 1103 note.  In Section 102(b) of IIRIRA, Congress called 
for the installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on 
not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border.  This total includes certain 
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ES-2

priority miles of fencing that were planned for completion by December 2008.  
Section 102(b) further specifies that these priority miles are to be constructed in 
areas where they will be practical and effective in deterring smugglers and aliens 
attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

Public Outreach and Agency Coordination 
CBP notified relevant Federal, state, local, and Tribal agencies of the Project and 
requested input on environmental concerns that such parties might have 
regarding the Project.  CBP has coordinated with the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA); U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS); Bureau of 
Land  Management (BLM); State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO); and other 
Federal, state, and local agencies.   

Although the Secretary issued the waiver, CBP has continued to work in a 
collaborative manner with agencies and has considered and incorporated agency 
and public comments into this ESP.  A general description of the Project was 
posted on the Project Web site (www.BorderFencePlanning.com) for 15 days.  
Comments received during public and agency coordination efforts were 
considered and have been incorporated into the ESP analysis, as appropriate.  
Analyses from the previously prepared Environmental Assessment; 
Environmental Assessment for the Installation of Permanent Vehicle Barriers on 
the Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge Office of Border Patrol Yuma and 
Tucson Sector, Arizona and the Environmental Stewardship plan; Environmental 
Stewardship Plan for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of Tactical 
Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector Wellton Station, have been used 
to develop this ESP. 

Description of the Project 
CBP plans to construct, operate, and maintain tactical infrastructure consisting of 
one section of vehicle fence, and access and construction roads along the 
U.S./Mexico international border in the USBP Yuma Sector, Arizona.  Tactical 
infrastructure includes the installation of vehicle fence sections in areas of the 
border that are not currently fenced.  Locations are based on the USBP Yuma 
Sector’s assessment of local operational requirements where such infrastructure 
will assist USBP agents in stopping illegal cross-border activities.  Congress 
appropriated funds for this Project in CBP’s Fiscal Year (FY) 2007 and 2008 
Border Security Fencing, Infrastructure, and Technology Appropriations (Public 
Law [P.L.] 109-295; P.L. 110-161).

The vehicle fence will be constructed as one section along the U.S./Mexico 
international border within the USBP Yuma Sector in Yuma County, Arizona.  
This section of vehicle fence will be approximately 1.58 miles in length and is 
designated as Project CV-2a. 
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The vehicle fence is located within Yuma County, Arizona, and the section is 
wholly contained within the Roosevelt Easement adjacent to Cabeza Prieta 
National Wildlife Refuge (CPNWR).  Access to the construction area will require 
the improvement or construction of access roads on CPNWR lands designated 
as Wilderness.  Additional access will be provided from the adjacent Organ Pipe 
Cactus National Monument.  Consistent with Federal mandates, USBP has 
identified this area of the border as a location where vehicle fence will contribute 
significantly to its priority homeland security mission. 

Environmental Impacts, Mitigation, and Best Management Practices 
Table ES-1 provides an overview of potential environmental impacts by specific 
resource area. Chapter 3 of this ESP evaluates these impacts. 

CBP followed specially developed design criteria to reduce potential adverse 
environmental impacts and will implement mitigation measures to further reduce 
or offset adverse environmental impacts without compromising operational 
requirements.  Design criteria to reduce adverse environmental impacts include 
selecting a location for tactical infrastructure that will avoid or minimize impacts 
on environmental and cultural resources, consulting with Federal and state 
agencies and other stakeholders to avoid or minimize adverse environmental 
impacts and develop appropriate BMPs, and avoiding physical disturbance and 
construction of solid barriers in wetlands/riparian areas and streambeds, where 
practicable.  BMPs required from the construction contractor will include 
implementation of a Construction Mitigation and Restoration Plan, Spill 
Prevention Control and Countermeasure Plan, Storm Water Pollution Prevention 
Plan, Environmental Protection Plans, Dust Control Plan, Fire Prevention and 
Suppression Plan, and Unanticipated Discovery Plan. Appendix F, the 
Biological Resources Plan, outlines BMPs. 

CBP will enter into a programmatic mitigation agreement with the Department of 
the Interior (DOI) and fund a mitigation pool for adverse impacts that cannot be 
avoided.

CV-2A Final ESP_MASTER_09.06.12.pdf for Printed Item: 932 ( Attachment 1 of 1)

Page 3192 of 3701
BW23 FOIA CBP 028234



Yuma Sector, CV-2a, Tactical Infrastructure 

Environmental Stewardship Plan, Version 1.0 January 2009 

ES-4

Table ES-1.  Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation, and BMPs  

Resource Area Impacts of the Project  BMPs/Mitigation 

Air Quality Fugitive dust emissions 
will not exceed the de
minimis threshold limits. 
Air emissions from 
maintenance activities are 
not expected to exceed 
thresholds above de
minimis levels for criteria 
pollutants and will have a 
negligible contribution to 
the overall air quality in the 
Air Quality Control Region. 

BMPs to reduce dust and control 
PM10 emissions.  
Construction equipment will be kept 
in good operating condition to 
minimize exhaust. 
Construction speed limits will not 
exceed 35 miles per hour. 
Implementation of a Fire Prevention 
and Suppression Plan will occur. 

Noise Impacts on nesting, 
feeding, and migration 
could occur on various 
species due to 
construction noise.   

Mufflers and properly working 
construction equipment will be used 
to reduce noise. 
Generators will have baffle boxes, 
mufflers, or other noise-abatement 
capabilities. 
Equipment will be operated on an 
as-needed basis.  A majority of the 
activities will occur away from 
population centers.   

Land Use and 
Recreation 

A reduction in litter and in 
illegal cross-border 
vehicular traffic are 
expected, the latter 
contributing to an increase 
in visitor safety.  There are 
no expected impacts on 
the Organ Pipe Cactus 
National Monument 
(OPCNM) from access 
roads with the exception of 
impacts related to 
increased vehicular traffic.  

BMPs and mitigation are not 
expected to be necessary. 
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Resource Area Impacts of the Project  BMPs/Mitigation 

Aesthetics Construction of tactical 
infrastructure will result in 
the introduction of new 
temporary and permanent 
visual elements into 
existing viewsheds.
Clearing and grading of 
the landscape in the 
Project corridor during 
construction will result in 
changes in some visual 
elements.

Design techniques and construction 
practices will be used to reduce the 
visual impacts of the Project.  Such 
practices as using irregular clearing 
shapes; bending slopes to match 
existing landforms; and retaining 
existing rock formations, vegetation, 
and drainage whenever possible will 
be used to the maximum extent 
practicable. 

Geology and Soils Minor alterations of the 
existing microtopography 
are expected.  Impacts on 
geologic resources could 
occur at locations where 
bedrock is at the surface 
and blasting will be 
necessary.  Soil 
disturbance, compaction, 
and erosion are expected. 

Construction-related vehicles will 
remain on established roads and 
areas with highly erodible soils will 
be avoided when possible.  
Gravel or topsoil will be obtained 
from developed or previously used 
sources.  Project design and 
engineering practices will be 
implemented to mitigate geologic 
limitations to site development.  
Implementation of Dust Control Plan 
and an SWPPP will occur. 

Water Use and 
Quality 
(Hydrology and 
Groundwater) 

Increased erosion could 
lead to increased flood 
potential.  Groundwater 
drawdown could occur 
during construction.   

Revegetation of temporary staging 
areas will decrease flood potential.  
Potential aquifer recharge could 
occur from watering of surfaces 
during construction.  Erosion-control 
measures are identified in the 
SWPPP.   

Water Use and 
Quality (Surface 
Waters and
Waters of the 
United States) 

Development of staging 
areas and the placement 
of permanent vehicle fence 
across wash channels will 
result in impacts 
associated with land 
disturbance and potential 
erosion and sedimentation.

Construction activities will stop 
during heavy rains. 
All fuels, oils, and solvents will be 
collected and stored. 
Wash crossings will not be located 
at bends to protect channel stability. 
Equipment maintenance, staging, 
laydown, or fuel dispensing will 
occur upland to prevent runoff. 
Fence types will allow conveyance 
of water, and culverted crossings at 
washes will be developed. 
Implementation of an SWPPP, 
sediment- and an erosion-control 
plan will occur. 
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Resource Area Impacts of the Project  BMPs/Mitigation 

Water Use and 
Quality 
(Floodplains)

Floodplains for major 
rivers are distant and not 
anticipated to be effected.  

Crossings of washes within the 
Project corridor will be designed to 
ensure proper conveyance of flows 
during flow events. 

Biological
Resources
(Vegetation
Resources)

Blading, scraping, drilling, 
trenching, berming, and 
crushing of vegetation will 
occur.  A total of 34 acres 
of vegetation is expected 
to be impacted by the 
Project.  Indirect impacts 
include dust generation, 
nonnative species 
introductions, and rutting 
and compaction which in 
turn can cause redirection 
of flow. 

Construction equipment will be 
cleaned to minimize the spread of 
nonnative species.  
Removal of brush in federally 
protected areas will be limited to 
smallest amount possible. 
Invasive plants that appear on the 
Project site will be removed.   
Temporarily impacted areas, such 
as staging areas, will be revegetated 
with native species.  See BMP 
Number 45 under Chapter 1.3.1 in 
Appendix F.  Implementation of 
SWPPP, SPCC and CM&R plans, 
and a Dust Control Plan will occur. 

Biological
Resources
(Wildlife and 
Aquatic
Resources)

Potential adverse impacts 
on wildlife include habitat 
loss, noise and physical 
disturbance associated 
with construction, 
construction lighting, and 
subsequent maintenance 
activities.  Potential 
beneficial impacts on 
wildlife are anticipated due 
to reduced cross-border 
violator traffic.  No aquatic 
resources exist in the 
Project area. 

Ground disturbance during 
migratory bird nesting season will 
necessitate a migratory bird nest 
survey and possible removal and 
relocation. 
Vehicle fence design allows for the 
passage of small animals.   
To prevent entrapment of wildlife all 
excavated holes or trenches will 
either be covered or provided with 
wildlife escape ramps.   
All bollards will be covered during 
storage to prevent entrapment and 
discourage roosting.  Installed 
bollards will be immediately filled 
with grout. 
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Resource Area Impacts of the Project  BMPs/Mitigation 

Biological
Resources
(Special Status 
Species)

There are no known 
occurrences of the lesser 
long-nosed bat or the 
Sonoran pronghorn within 
or immediately adjacent to 
the Project corridor.
Potential impacts on listed 
species include habitat 
loss and noise and 
physical disturbance 
associated with 
construction and 
subsequent maintenance 
activities, and beneficial 
impacts due to reduced 
cross-border violator 
traffic.   

If federally protected species are 
encountered, the monitor will notify 
the construction manager of any 
activities that could harm or harass 
an individual of a federally listed 
species and the construction 
manager will temporarily suspend 
activities in the vicinity of the 
federally listed species.  A qualified 
biologist can safely remove the 
individual or it can move away on its 
own.
Fence types will allow 
transboundary migration of small 
animals.
See Chapter 3.8.3 and Appendix F 
for impacts on endangered species.  

Cultural
Resources

No significant cultural 
properties or contributing 
elements of larger NRHP-
eligible sites or districts are 
within the impact corridors. 

Cultural Monitor on site to ensure all 
BMPs are followed. 

Socioeconomics
and
Environmental
Justice

Residents of nearby towns 
will benefit from increased 
security, a reduction in 
illegal drug-smuggling 
activities and the number 
of violent crimes, less 
damage to and loss of 
personal property, and 
less financial burden for 
entitlement programs.

Beneficial impacts on 
socioeconomics and environmental 
justice are anticipated.  BMPs and 
mitigation are not expected to be 
necessary. 

Hazardous
Wastes and 
Hazardous
Materials 

Products containing 
hazardous materials (e.g., 
fuels, oils, lubricants, 
pesticides, and herbicides) 
will be procured and used 
during construction.   

Contractors will be required to 
develop SPCC and CM&R plans, 
and keep materials at the 
construction site to contain any spill 
or leak.  All hazardous materials and 
wastes will be managed in 
accordance with applicable Federal, 
state, and local regulations. 
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 BACKGROUND
On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS), pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of the Illegal Immigration 
Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA), exercised his authority to 
waive certain environmental and other laws in order to ensure the expeditious 
construction of tactical infrastructure along the U.S./Mexico international border.  
The tactical infrastructure described in this Environmental Stewardship Plan 
(ESP) is covered by the Secretary’s April 1, 2008, waiver (73 Federal Register 
[FR] 65, pp. 18293-94, Appendix A).  Although the Secretary’s waiver means 
that U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the laws that are included in the waiver, the Secretary 
committed DHS to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural 
and cultural resources.  CBP strongly supports this objective and remains 
committed to being a good steward of the environment.  CBP will continue to 
work in a collaborative manner with Tribes, local government, state and Federal 
land managers, and the interested public to identify environmentally sensitive 
resources and develop appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) to avoid 
and/or minimize any adverse impacts on environmentally sensitive resources. 

To that end, CBP has prepared this ESP, which analyzes the potential 
environmental impacts associated with construction of tactical infrastructure in 
the USBP’s Yuma Sector.  The ESP also discusses CBP plans to mitigate 
potential environmental impacts.  The ESP further details the BMPs associated 
with the tactical infrastructure that CBP will implement during and after 
construction.

1.2 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES OF THE PROJECT
The mission of CBP is to prevent terrorists and terrorist weapons from entering 
the United States, while also facilitating the flow of legitimate trade and travel.  In 
supporting CBP’s mission, the U.S. Border Patrol (USBP) is charged with 
establishing and maintaining effective control of the border of the United States.  
USBP’s mission strategy consists of five main objectives:

 Establish substantial probability of apprehending terrorists and their 
weapons as they attempt to enter illegally between the Ports of Entry 
(POEs)

 Deter illegal entries through improved enforcement 

 Detect, apprehend, and deter smugglers of humans, drugs, and other 
contraband
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 Leverage “smart border” technology to multiply the effect of enforcement 
personnel

 Reduce crime in border communities and consequently improve quality of 
life and economic vitality of targeted areas.

USBP has nine administrative sectors along the U.S./Mexico international border.  
Each sector is responsible for implementing an optimal combination of personnel, 
technology, and infrastructure appropriate to its operational requirements.  The 
USBP Yuma Sector is responsible for the extreme western Arizona counties of 
Yuma, La Paz, and Mojave.  The Yuma Sector also includes the eastern 
California portion of Imperial, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties, as well as 
the four southern Nevada counties of Lincoln, Nye, Clark, and White Pine.  The 
area affected by the Project is in the southwestern portion of Yuma County, 
Arizona.  Within the USBP Yuma Sector, areas for tactical infrastructure 
improvements have been identified that will help the Sector gain more effective 
control of the border and significantly contribute to USBP’s priority mission of 
homeland security.   

The Project will provide USBP agents with the tools necessary to strengthen their 
control of the U.S. border between POEs in the USBP Yuma Sector.  The Project 
will help to deter illegal entries within the USBP Yuma Sector by improving 
enforcement efficiency, thus preventing terrorists and terrorist weapons, illegal 
aliens, drugs, and other cross-border violators and contraband from entering the 
United States, while providing a safer work environment for USBP agents.  The 
USBP Yuma Sector has identified this area along the border that experiences 
high levels of illegal entry.  Illegal entry activity typically occurs in areas that are 
remote and not easily accessed by USBP agents, near POEs where 
concentrated populations might live on either side of the border, or in locations 
that have quick access to U.S. transportation routes.

The Project is being carried out pursuant to Section 102 of IIRIRA, 8 United 
States Code (U.S.C.) § 1103.  In Section 102(b) of IIRIRA, Congress called for 
the installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not 
less than 700 miles of the southwestern border.  This total includes certain 
priority miles of fencing that were planned for completion by December 2008.  
Section 102(b) further specifies that these priority miles are to be constructed in 
areas where it will be practical and effective in deterring smugglers and aliens 
attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States.  Congress appropriated 
funds for this Project in CBP’s fiscal year (FY) 2007 and 2008 Border Security 
Fencing, Infrastructure, and Technology Appropriations (Public Law [P.L.] 
109 295; P.L. 110-161).

1.3 INTRODUCTION TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP PLAN
This ESP is divided in to 6 chapters plus appendices.  The Chapter 1 presents a 
detailed overview. Chapter 2 presents a detailed description of the Project.  
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Subsequent chapters present information on the resources present, and evaluate 
the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the Project.  The ESP also 
describes measures CBP has identified—in consultation with Federal, state, and 
local agencies—to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts on the environment, 
whenever practical.  The following resource areas are presented in this ESP: air 
quality, noise, land use and recreation, aesthetics, geological resources and 
soils, water use and quality, biological resources (i.e., vegetation, wildlife and 
aquatic species, special status species), cultural resources, socioeconomics and 
environmental justice, and hazardous materials and wastes.  Analyses from the 
previously prepared Environmental Assessment; Environmental Assessment for 
the Installation of Permanent Vehicle Barriers on the Cabeza Prieta National 
Wildlife Refuge Office of Border Patrol Yuma and Tucson Sector, Arizona and
the Environmental Stewardship plan;  Environmental Stewardship Plan for the 
Construction, Operation and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure U.S. Border 
Patrol Yuma Sector Wellton Station, have been used to develop this ESP and 
where practicable, are incorporated by reference. Some environmental resources 
were not included in this ESP because they were not relevant to the analysis.  
These potential resource areas include utilities and infrastructure (omitted 
because the Project will not impact any utilities or similar infrastructure), 
sustainability (omitted because the Project will use minimal amounts of resources 
during construction and maintenance), and human health and safety (omitted 
because construction workers will be subject to Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA) standards and the Project will not introduce new or 
unusual safety risks). 

CBP will follow specially developed design criteria to reduce adverse 
environmental impacts and will implement mitigation measures to further reduce 
or offset adverse environmental impacts to the extent practical.  Mitigation 
measures to reduce adverse environmental impacts include avoiding physical 
disturbance and construction of barriers in wetlands/riparian areas and 
streambeds, where practicable.  In addition, physical disturbance in 
wetlands/riparian areas and streambeds will be avoided to the extent practicable.  
Engineers are directed to design vehicle fence to convey pre-development 
stormwater flows after construction of tactical infrastructure.  The same volume 
and velocity of stormwater flow will be expected.  Accumulated debris will be 
removed during regular maintenance.  Consultation with Federal and state 
agencies and other stakeholders will augment efforts to avoid or minimize 
adverse environmental impacts.  Development of appropriate BMPs to protect 
natural and cultural resources will be utilized to the extent practical.  BMPs will 
include implementation of a Construction Mitigation and Restoration (CM&R) 
Plan, Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan, Dust Control 
Plan, Fire Prevention Plan, Environmental Protection Plan (EPP), Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), and Unanticipated Discovery Plan for 
Cultural Resources.
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1.4 PUBLIC OUTREACH AND AGENCY COORDINATION 
CBP notified relevant Federal, state, local, and Tribal agencies of the Project and 
requested input on potential environmental concerns such parties might have 
regarding the Project.  CBP has coordinated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS); State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO); and other Federal, 
state, and local agencies.  Documents concerning public outreach and agency 
coordination can be found in Appendix C.

A Notice of Request for Public Information was advertised in the Yuma Sun on 
Friday 28 November 2008 and again on Sunday 1 December 2008.  The Notice 
announced the availability of a general Project description at 
www.BorderFencePlanning.com and encouraged the public to comment and 
provide information on sensitive resources that are located within the project 
corridor and should be considered during the preparation of this ESP.  
Instructions for public comment submission were provided at the Web site. 

1.5 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, BMPS, AND 
MITIGATION

CBP applied various design criteria to reduce potential environmental impacts 
associated with the Project, including selecting fence alignment and access road 
routes that will avoid or minimize effects on environmental and cultural 
resources.  Nonetheless, CBP has determined that construction, operation, and 
maintenance of tactical infrastructure in the USBP Yuma Sector will result in 
positive as well as adverse environmental impacts.  The adverse impacts will be 
greatest during construction.  To help minimize these impacts, Environmental 
Awareness Training will be provided at the Pre-Construction Meeting.  Mitigation 
resources that are available during construction of the Project include the 
following: 

 BMPs will be used to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts on biological 
resources.

 CBP will require construction contractors to develop and implement a 
Construction Mitigation and Restoration (CM&R) Plan, Spill Prevention 
Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan, Blasting Specifications, Dust 
Control Plan, Fire Prevention and Suppression Plan, and Unanticipated 
Discovery Plan for Cultural Resources to protect natural and cultural 
resources and residential areas during construction and operation of the 
Project.

 CBP will coordinate with the USFWS, the Arizona Department of Fish and 
Game (ADFG), Arizona SHPO, Native American tribes, and others to 
identify appropriate mitigation measures.

 Environmental monitors will be present during construction to ensure that 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation BMPs are properly implemented. 
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2. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT 

CBP will construct and maintain vehicle fence, and construct, maintain, and 
operate access roads and patrol roads along the U.S./Mexico international 
border in the USBP Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona.  Congress has 
appropriated funds for the construction of the tactical infrastructure.  Construction 
of additional tactical infrastructure might be required in the future as mission and 
operational requirements are continually reassessed.

Vehicle fence will be a post-on-rail style fence for the majority of the fence 
alignment corridor, with Normandy-style fencing used in areas of washes and 
steeper grades. Typical fence designs that are used are included in Appendix
B. Figures 2-1 and 2-2 show photographs of post-on-rail and Normandy-style 
fencing.

The vehicle fence will be constructed in a single section along the U.S./Mexico 
international border within the USBP Yuma Sector in Yuma County, Arizona.  
This section of vehicle fence will be approximately 1.58 miles in length and is 
designated as Project CV-2a in Figure 2-3.  The section is further described in 
Table 2-1.

Table 2-1.  Tactical Infrastructure for USBP Yuma Sector 

Section
Number

Associated
USBP

Station
General
Location

Land
Ownership 

Type of Tactical 
Infrastructure 

Length of 
New 

Fence
Section

CV-2a Wellton 

Cabeza Prieta 
National
Wildlife Refuge 
(CPNWR) 

USFWS 
Primary vehicle 
fence, access 
construction roads 

1.58

Total 1.58
miles
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Figure 2-1.  Photograph of Post-on-Rail Fence 

Figure 2-2.  Photograph of Normandy-style Fence 
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The vehicle fence is within Yuma County, Arizona, and is wholly contained within 
the Roosevelt Easement1 adjacent to Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge 
(CPNWR).  The Roosevelt Easement is discussed in detail in Chapter 3.4.2.
Access to the construction area will require the improvement and or construction 
of access roads on CPNWR lands designated as Wilderness. Additional access 
will be provided from the adjacent Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument (Organ 
Pipe Cactus National Monument (OPCNM).  Consistent with Federal mandates, 
USBP has identified this location as an area where vehicle fence will contribute 
significantly to its priority homeland security mission.  Appendix D contains 
detailed maps of the Project area. 

The final design will be developed by a design/build contractor overseen by the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). However, design criteria that have 
been established based on CBP operational needs require that, at a minimum, 
any fencing must be as follows: 

 Capable of withstanding a crash of a 10,000-pound (gross weight) vehicle 
traveling at 40 miles per hour

 Capable of withstanding vandalism, cutting, or various types of penetration 

 Designed to survive extreme climate changes 

 Designed to reduce or minimize impacts on small animal movements 

 Not impede the natural flow of surface water 

 Aesthetically pleasing to the extent practicable. 

The alignment of the vehicle fence and roads project was identified by the USBP 
Yuma Sector as meeting its operational requirements and developed through 
coordination with Federal and state agencies.  The alignment continues to meet 
current operational requirements and will be constructed with the objective of 
achieving the least environmental impacts to the extent practicable.  

The vehicle fence will impact an approximately 60-foot-wide corridor along each 
fence segment.  This corridor will include vehicle fences and portions of access 
roads for construction.  Access roads to the fence construction corridor will be 
narrow to minimize impacts on designated Wilderness and construction staging 
areas will be placed in previously disturbed areas to the extent practicable.  It is 
anticipated that approximately 3.07 miles of access road will be used to gain 
access to the border construction corridor, where an additional 1.58 miles of road 
will be constructed to support fence installation.

1  In 1907, President Roosevelt reserved from entry and set apart as a public reservation all public lands 
within 60 feet of the international boundary between the United States and Mexico within the State of 
California and the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico.  Known as the “Roosevelt Reservation,” this 
land withdrawal was found “necessary for the public welfare ... as a protection against the smuggling of 
goods.”  The proclamation excepted from the reservation all lands, which, as of its date, were 
(1) embraced in any legal entry; (2) covered by any lawful filing, selection, or rights of way duly recorded 
in the proper U.S. Land Office; (3) validly settled pursuant to law; or (4) within any withdrawal or 
reservation for any use or purpose inconsistent with its purposes (CRS 2006).   
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The primary access road will be an existing border road connected to the 
adjacent CV-3 vehicular fence project.  This route runs east to west parallel to 
the U.S./Mexico international border to a point just east of the CV-2a fence 
segment where it turns to the northwest along an existing trail that continues 
beyond the project area ultimately joining the Camino Del Diablo; a historic 
highway running east-west through the CPNWR.  There are no plans to access 
the Project area from this direction.  At both the west and east ends of the 
general Project area, short ancillary access roads will branch from the existing 
trail south to the border. In all instances, whether access roads currently exist or 
not, improvements will be required to support construction equipment.  Traffic 
control measures (such as flagmen and a one way system where practicable) will 
be instituted to ensure the movement and passage of equipment stays within the 
designated 60 foot impact corridor.  Any additional necessary aggregate or fill 
material will be clean material obtained by construction contractors from 
commercially available sources that will not pose an adverse impact on biological 
or cultural resources. 

Due to the remote nature of the area and travel time requirements, a campsite 
will be developed on CPNWR lands in Coordination with CPNWR personnel.  
Current plans call for an existing CV-3A site to be used to the east of the Project 
area.  A staging area will be constructed just to the north of the mid-point of the 
fence, adjacent to the access road (see Figure 2-3).  Vegetation will be cleared 
from the site and grading will occur where needed.  The area permanently 
impacted during construction of tactical infrastructure within the single section will 
total approximately 36 acres (including the 2-acre staging area).  Wherever 
possible, existing roads will be used for construction access.  Figure 2-4 shows a 
typical schematic of temporary and permanent impact areas for vehicle fence 
and roads. 

The fences will be made from nonreflective steel.  No painting will be required.  
Fence maintenance will include removing any accumulated debris on the fence 
after a rain event to avoid potential future flooding.  Post-on-rail or Normandy-
style vehicle fence is not expected to have a significant effect on stormwater flow.  
As depicted in Figures 2-1 and 2-2, the vehicle fence design will not impede 
stormwater flow.  Fence design provides space sufficient for the passage of 
stormwater.  Regular fence maintenance will remove accumulated debris.  Sand 
that builds up against the fence and brush will also be removed as needed.  
Brush removal could include mowing, removal of small trees, and application of 
herbicide, if needed.  As part of maintenance activity, CBP personnel will observe 
the condition of the fence.  Any destruction or breaches of the fence will be 
repaired, as needed.

Construction of other tactical infrastructure might be required in the future as 
mission and operational requirements are continually reassessed.  To the extent 
that other current and future actions are known, they are discussed in Chapter 5,
“Related Projects and Potential Effects.”   
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3. ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE AND EVALUATION 

3.1 INTRODUCTION
CBP has compiled extensive information about the environmental resources that 
might be affected by the construction, operation, and maintenance of tactical 
infrastructure along the U.S./Mexico international border.  CBP used this 
information to establish the baseline against which it evaluated the impacts of the 
construction, maintenance, and operation of the vehicle fence and supporting 
infrastructure.  CBP obtained baseline environmental information from many 
sources, including site visits, field work, personal communications, and data from 
reputable sources such as Federal and state agencies. 

The following resource areas are presented in this ESP: air quality, noise, land 
use and recreation, aesthetics, geology and soils, water use and quality, 
biological resources (i.e., vegetation resources, wildlife and aquatic species, 
special status species), cultural resources, socioeconomics and environmental 
justice, and hazardous materials and wastes.  Some environmental resources 
were not included in this ESP because they were not relevant to the analysis.  
These potential resource areas include utilities and infrastructure (omitted 
because the Project will not impact any utilities or similar infrastructure), 
roadways and traffic (omitted because the Project will not be accessible from 
heavily traveled public roadways), sustainability (omitted because the Project will 
use minimal amounts of resources during construction and maintenance), and 
human health and safety (omitted because construction workers will be subject to 
OSHA standards and the Project will not introduce new or unusual safety risks). 

3.2 AIR QUALITY 

3.2.1 Definition of the Resource 

Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the Clean Air Act (CAA) for the tactical infrastructure segments 
addressed in this ESP, the Secretary committed CBP to continue to protect 
valuable natural and cultural resources.  CBP supports this objective and has 
applied the appropriate standards and guidelines associated with the CAA as the 
basis for evaluating potential environmental impacts and appropriate mitigations.

The air quality in a given region or area is measured by the concentration of 
various pollutants in the atmosphere.  The measurements of these “criteria 
pollutants” in ambient air are expressed in units of parts per million (ppm), 
micrograms per cubic meter (μg/m3), or milligrams per cubic meter (mg/m3).

The CAA directed USEPA to develop National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) for pollutants that have been determined to affect human health and 
the environment.  NAAQS are currently established for six criteria air pollutants: 
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ozone (O3) (measured as either volatile organic compounds [VOCs] or nitrogen 
oxides [NOx]), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide 
(SO2), respirable particulate matter (including particulates equal to or less than 
10 microns in diameter [PM10] and particulates equal to or less than 2.5 microns 
in diameter [PM2.5]), and lead (Pb).  The primary NAAQS are ambient air quality 
standards to protect the public health; secondary NAAQS specify levels of air 
quality and are to protect the public welfare, such as effects on vegetation, crops, 
wildlife, economic values, and visibility. 

States designate any area that does not meet the national primary or secondary 
ambient air quality standard for a criteria pollutant as a nonattainment area.  For 
O3, each designated nonattainment area is classified as marginal, moderate, 
serious, severe, or extreme, based on ambient O3 concentrations.  The Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) is responsible for implementing the 
Federal CAA.

The State of Arizona adopted the NAAQS for criteria pollutants.  No additional 
State Ambient Air Quality Standards have been promulgated by the State of 
Arizona. Table 3-1 presents the primary and secondary USEPA NAAQS. 

These programs are detailed in State Implementation Plans (SIPs), which are 
required to be developed by each state or local regulatory agency and approved 
by USEPA.  A SIP is a compilation of regulations, strategies, schedules, and 
enforcement actions designed to move the state into compliance with all NAAQS.  
Any changes to the compliance schedule or plan (e.g., new regulations, 
emissions budgets, controls) must be incorporated into the SIP and approved by 
USEPA.  USEPA has delegated the authority for ensuring compliance with the 
NAAQS to ADEQ.

USEPA classifies the air quality in an air quality control region (AQCR), or in 
subareas of an AQCR, according to whether the concentrations of criteria 
pollutants in ambient air exceed the NAAQS.  All areas within each AQCR are 
therefore designated as either “attainment,” “nonattainment,” “maintenance,” or 
“unclassified” for each of the six criteria pollutants.  Attainment means that the air 
quality within an AQCR is better than the NAAQS, nonattainment indicates that 
criteria pollutant levels exceed NAAQS, maintenance indicates that an area was 
previously designated nonattainment but is now attainment, and unclassified
means that there is not enough information to appropriately classify an AQCR, so 
the area is considered attainment. 

Many chemical compounds found in the Earth’s atmosphere act as “greenhouse 
gases.”  These gases allow sunlight to enter the atmosphere freely.  When 
sunlight strikes the Earth’s surface, some of it is reflected back towards space as 
infrared radiation (heat).  Greenhouse gases absorb this infrared radiation and 
trap the heat in the atmosphere.  Over time, barring other influences, the trapped 
heat results in the phenomenon of global warming.  In April 2007, the  
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Table 3-1.  National Ambient Air Quality Standards 

Pollutant Averaging
Time

National Standard 
Primary Secondary 

O3

1 Hour c 0.12 ppm
Same as Primary 
Standard8 Hours b 0.08 ppm 

(157 μg/m3)
8 Hours 0.075 ppmg

PM10 24 Hours a 150 μg/m3 Same as Primary 
Standard

PM2.5
24 Hours f 35 μg/m3 Same as Primary 

StandardAnnual Arithmetic Mean e 15 μg/m3

CO
8 Hours a 9.0 ppm 

(10 mg/m3)
None

1 Hour a 35 ppm 
(40 mg/m3)

NO2 Annual Arithmetic Mean 0.053 ppm 
(100 μg/m3)

Same as Primary 
Standard

SO2

Annual Arithmetic Mean 0.030 ppm 
(80 μg/m3) ----

24 Hours a 0.14 ppm 
(365 μg/m3) ----

3 Hours a ---- 0.5 ppm 
(1,300 μg/m3)

Pb Quarterly Average 1.5 μg/m3 Same as Primary 
Standard

Sources:  USEPA 2008
Notes:   Parenthetical values are approximate equivalent concentrations. 
a Not to be exceeded more than once per year. 
b To attain this standard, the 3-year average of the fourth-highest daily maximum 8-hour average 

ozone concentrations measured at each monitor within an area over each year must not 
exceed 0.08 ppm. 

c (a) The standard is attained when the expected number of days per calendar year with 
maximum hourly average concentrations above 0.12 ppm is  1.  (b) As of June 15, 2005, 
USEPA revoked the 1-hour ozone standard in all areas except the 14 8-hour ozone 
nonattainment Early Action Compact Areas.

d To attain this standard, the expected annual arithmetic mean PM10 concentration at each 
monitor within an area must not exceed 50 g/m3.

e  To attain this standard, the 3-year average of the annual arithmetic mean PM2 5 concentrations 
from single or multiple community-oriented monitors must not exceed 15.0 μg/m3.

f To attain this standard, the 3-year average of the 98th percentile of 24-hour concentrations at 
each population-oriented monitor within an area must not exceed 35 μg/m3.

g To attain this standard, the 3-year average of the fourth-highest daily maximum 8-hour average 
ozone concentrations measured at each monitor within an area over each year must not 
exceed 0.075 ppm.  (effective May 27, 2008) 
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U.S. Supreme Court declared that carbon dioxide (CO2) and other greenhouse 
gases are air pollutants under the CAA.  The Court declared that the USEPA has 
the authority to regulate emissions from new cars and trucks under the CAA. 

Many gases exhibit these “greenhouse” properties.  The sources of the majority 
of greenhouse gases come mostly from natural sources but are also contributed 
to by human activity.  

3.2.2 Environmental Setting 

The Project is within Yuma County, Arizona.  Yuma County is within the Mohave-
Yuma Intrastate Air Quality Control Region (MYAQCR).  The MYAQCR 
encompasses Yuma and Mohave counties, Arizona.  Yuma County has been 
designated as a Federal moderate nonattainment area for PM10, and 
attainment/unclassified for all other criteria pollutants.  Air quality in this region is 
monitored by the ADEQ. 

3.2.3 Effects of the Project 

The Federal de minimis threshold emissions rates were established by USEPA in 
the General Conformity Rule to focus analysis requirements on those Federal 
actions with the potential to substantially affect air quality. Table 3-2 presents 
these thresholds, by regulated pollutant.  As shown in Table 3-2, de minimis
thresholds vary depending on the severity of the nonattainment area 
classification.

According to 40 CFR 93.153, a conformity determination is required for each 
pollutant where the total of direct and indirect emissions in a nonattainment or 
maintenance area caused by a Federal action would equal or exceed any of the 
limits shown in Table 3-2.  Since Yuma County has been designated as a 
Federal moderate nonattainment area for PM10, direct or indirect PM10 emissions 
above 100 tpy would require a conformity determination. 

The USEPA has not promulgated an ambient standard or de minimis level for 
CO2 emissions for Federal actions, so there is no standard value to compare an 
action against in terms of meeting or violating the standard.

Construction Activities 

The construction activities, anticipated to occur for 60 days, will generate total 
suspended particulate and PM10 emissions as fugitive dust from ground-
disturbing activities (e.g., minor grading and trenching, removal of spoils and 
berm) and from combustion of fuels in construction equipment.  Fugitive dust 
emissions will be greatest during the initial site-preparation activities and will vary 
from day to day depending on the construction phase, level of activity, and 
prevailing weather conditions.  The quantity of uncontrolled fugitive dust  
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Table 3-2.  Conformity de minimis Emissions Thresholds 

Pollutant Status Classification de minimis Limit 
(tpy) 

O3 (measured 
as NOx or 

VOCs) 

Nonattainment 

Extreme 
Severe 
Serious
Moderate/marginal (inside 
ozone transport region) 
All others 

10
25
50

50 (VOCs)/100 (NOx)
100

Maintenance

Inside ozone transport 
region
Outside ozone transport 
region

50 (VOCs)/100 (NOx)

100

CO Nonattainment/ 
maintenance All 100 

PM10
Nonattainment/
maintenance

Serious
Moderate
Not Applicable 

70
100
100

PM2.5
(measured
directly, as 
SO2, or as 

NOx)

Nonattainment/ 
maintenance All 100 

SO2
Nonattainment/ 
maintenance All 100 

NOx
Nonattainment/ 
maintenance All 100 

Source:  40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 93.153 

emissions from a construction site is proportional to the area of land being 
worked and the level of construction activity.  Estimated ground disturbance 
associated with the Project will total approximately 36 acres and will occur in 
stages as sections are constructed.  CBP will develop a Dust Control Plan and 
implement best available control measures for PM10 during construction and 
earthmoving activities.

Regulated pollutant emissions associated with the Project will not contribute to or 
affect local or regional attainment status with the NAAQS.  The Project will 
generate minor air pollutant emissions from the construction activities, the 
operation of an emergency generator, and a slight increase in maintenance 
activities.

Construction operations will also result in emissions of criteria pollutants as 
combustion products from construction equipment.  These emissions will be of a 
temporary nature.  For purposes of this analysis, the Project duration and 
affected Project site area that will be disturbed was used to estimate fugitive dust 
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and all other criteria pollutant emissions.  The construction emissions presented 
in Table 3-3 include the estimated annual construction PM10 emissions 
associated with the Project. Appendix G contains the detailed spreadsheets for 
calculation of air emissions.  These emissions will produce elevated short-term 
PM10 ambient air concentrations.  However, the effects will be temporary, and will 
fall off rapidly with distance from the construction sites.  Uncontrolled fugitive dust 
emissions (PM10 and PM2.5) from the Project should not exceed de minimis
threshold levels (100 tpy) for Yuma County.  However, CBP will develop a Dust 
Control Plan and implement best available control measures for PM10 and PM2.5
during construction and earthmoving activities such as frequent watering and 
covering exposed dust piles to reduce fugitive dust emissions by 50 percent.  
With the implementation of the Dust Control Plan and best available control 
measures, construction fugitive dust emissions will not exceed the de minimis
threshold limits and will not exceed 10 percent of the regional air emissions 
values.

Table 3-3.  Total Construction Emissions Estimates 

Description NOx
(tpy) 

VOC
(tpy) 

CO
(tpy) 

SO2
(tpy) 

PM10
(tpy) 

PM2.5
(tpy) 

Construction Combustion 
Emissions 0.50 0.03 0.19 0.01 0.03 0.03

Construction Fugitive Dust 
Emissions -- -- -- -- 10.04 1.00

Construction Generator 
Emissions 6.03 0.49 1.30 0.40 0.42 0.40

Maintenance Emissions 0.31 0.04 0.29 0.0003 0.01 0.01
Total Project Emissions 6.84 0.56 1.77 0.41 10.50 1.44
Federal de minimis Threshold NA NA NA NA 100 NA 
MYAQCR Regional Emissions 22,973 21,200 143,134 1,214 20,173 5,876
Percent of MYAQCR 
Regional Emissions 0.030% 0.003% 0.001% 0.033% 0.052% 0.025% 

Source:  USEPA 2007 
Note: Total PM10/2.5 fugitive dust emissions assume a 50 percent control efficiency 

(USEPA 2006). 

Specific information describing the types of construction equipment required for a 
specific task, the hours the equipment is operated, and the operating conditions 
vary widely from project to project.  For purposes of analysis, these parameters 
were estimated using established methodologies for construction and experience 
with similar types of construction activities.  Combustion by-product emissions 
from construction equipment exhausts were estimated using USEPA’s 
NONROAD Model emissions factors for construction equipment.  As with fugitive 
dust emissions, combustion emissions will produce slightly elevated air pollutant 
concentrations.  Early phases of construction projects involve heavier diesel 
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equipment and earthmoving, resulting in higher NOx and PM10 emissions.  
However, the effects will be temporary, fall off rapidly with distance from the 
construction site, and will not result in any long-term effects. 

The Project is projected to require six diesel-powered generators to power 
construction equipment.  These generators are estimated to be approximately 75 
horsepower each and operated approximately 8 hours per day for 60 working 
days.  In addition, approximately 30 portable light units are projected to be 
required for construction activities.  The construction lighting is powered by 8 
horsepower diesel generators and operates approximately 12 hours per day for 
60 working days.  Operational emissions of construction generators associated 
with the Project are shown in Table 3-3.  The emissions factors and estimates 
were generated based on guidance provided in USEPA AP-42, Volume I, 
Stationary Internal Combustion Sources.

Operations and Maintenance Activities.  Minor long-term adverse impacts on 
air quality will be expected from operations and maintenance activities.  The 
Project will generate air pollutant emissions from the continuation of operations 
and increased maintenance activities along the Project corridor.  Minor, long-term 
adverse effects will be expected from increased maintenance.  The estimated 
annual air emissions from long-term vehicle operations and maintenance 
activities are shown in Table 3-4.

Table 3-4.  Total Operations and Maintenance Vehicle 
Emissions Estimates 

NOx
(tpy) 

VOC
(tpy) 

CO
(tpy) 

SO2
(tpy) 

PM10
(tpy) 

PM2.5
(tpy) 

CO2
(tpy) 

0.31 0.039 0.29 0.0003 0.011 0.010 35.35

The Project is expected to result in an overall decrease in ground disturbance 
north of the project area.  The Project is expected to reduce cross-border 
violators as well as the need for official off-road operations in response to the 
cross-border violators; therefore, operations will be expected to have a negligible 
contribution to criteria pollutant emissions from border-patrol operations.

The construction of new tactical infrastructure will increase infrastructure 
maintenance activities within the USBP Yuma Sector.  It is anticipated that future 
maintenance of tactical infrastructure will primarily consist of welding and fence 
section replacements, as needed.  Air emissions from maintenance activities are 
not expected to exceed thresholds above de minimis levels for criteria pollutants 
and will have a negligible contribution to the overall air quality in the MYAQCR, 
as shown in Table 3-3 (USEPA 2007).   
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Greenhouse Gases. The Project will result in short-term CO2 emissions from 
the operation of construction vehicles and generators.  Operation of construction 
vehicles will result in an estimated 59 tons of CO2, and operation of generators 
will result in an estimated 224 tons of CO2.  Therefore, short-term greenhouse 
gas emissions associated with construction activities will total approximately 283 
tons of CO2.

USBP Yuma Sector currently patrols along the border.  The vehicles used for 
surveillance and patrol of the existing border areas are currently generating CO2;
therefore, no net increase of CO2 emissions will be expected.  Maintenance of 
tactical infrastructure will increase under the Project, which could result in CO2
emissions of approximately 35 tons per year (tpy). 

The USEPA has estimated that the total greenhouse emissions for Arizona were 
89 million metric tons of carbon equivalent (MMTCE) in 1990 (Eredux.com 2008).  
The short-term CO2 emissions associated with construction (283 tons) represent 
less than 0.001 percent of the estimated Arizona CO2 inventory.  Long-term 
increases in CO2 emissions will result from maintenance activities (35 tpy) 
representing negligible fractions of the estimated Arizona CO2 inventory.  The 
Project will be expected to have a negligible contribution to CO2 and greenhouse 
gases.

Summary.  As shown in Tables 3-3 and 3-4, emissions from the Project will not 
exceed the de minimis thresholds for the MYAQCR and will be less than 
10 percent of the emissions inventory for MYAQCR (USEPA 2008).  Minor 
adverse impacts on local air quality will be anticipated from implementation of the 
Project.

A conformity determination in accordance with 40 CFR 93-153(1) is not required, 
as the total of direct and indirect emissions from the Project will not be regionally 
significant (e.g., the emissions are not greater than 10 percent of the MYAQCR 
emissions inventory).  Emissions factors, calculations, and estimates of 
emissions for the Project are shown in detail in Appendix G.

3.3 NOISE
Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the laws included in the waiver, the Secretary committed CBP 
to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines for evaluating environmental impacts and mitigations 
with respect to noise.  Please refer to the Final Environmental Stewardship Plan 
for the  Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure U.S. 
Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona (Section CV-2) for further 
information (resource definition, environmental setting, and environmental 
impacts) regarding noise for Section CV-2a.
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3.4 LAND USE AND RECREATION 
3.4.1 Definition of the Resource 
Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the laws included in the waiver, the Secretary committed CBP 
to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines for evaluating environmental impacts and mitigations 
associated with land use.

The term “land use” refers to real property classifications that indicate either 
natural conditions or the types of human activity occurring on a parcel.  In many 
cases, land use descriptions are codified in local zoning laws.  There is, however, 
no nationally recognized convention or uniform terminology for describing land 
use categories.  As a result, the meanings of various land use descriptions, 
“labels,” and definitions vary among jurisdictions.  The Yuma County, Arizona 
Zoning Ordinance serves as the jurisdictional source of zoning for the Project 
corridor (Yuma County Department of Development Services 2006). 

Two main objectives of land use planning are to ensure orderly growth and 
compatible uses among adjacent property parcels or areas.  Tools supporting 
land use planning include master plans/management plans and zoning 
regulations.   

3.4.2 Environmental Setting 
All four sections of vehicle fence will be wholly contained within the Roosevelt 
Reservation and CPNWR.  Access to the construction area will require the 
improvement or construction of access roads on CPNWR land designated as 
Wilderness.  Staging areas will be placed within the CPNWR property.  Figure
2-3 shows the location of the CPNWR in relation to the Project area.  The 
following is a description of the specific land uses that occur in the vicinity of the 
Project:

Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge 
According to the Yuma County, Arizona Zoning Ordinance, the CPNWR is zoned 
as an Open Space, Recreation and Resources Zoning District (OS/RR).  The 
OS/RR provides for recreational opportunities and space for public and private 
recreational parks, resorts, and similar facilities apart from significant urban 
development densities.  This district also provides, preserves, and protects open 
space or natural areas from incompatible development (Yuma County 
Department of Development Services 2006).

National Wildlife Refuges (NWRs) are a designation for certain protected areas 
of the United States managed by the USFWS.  The NWR system is a national 
network of lands and waters managed for the conservation, management, and 
restoration of wildlife and plant resources and their habitats within the United 
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States. The system consists of more than 500 refuges across the nation.  The 
CPNWR plays a critical role in the recovery and protection of rare and sensitive 
species such as the federally endangered Sonoran pronghorn and the desert 
bighorn sheep, as well as the conservation of a diversity of desert wildlife 
representative of the Sonoran Desert.  CPNWR is relatively accessible to visitors 
due to the non-wilderness road corridors along Camino del Diablo and Christmas 
Pass Road, and a network of administrative trails throughout (USFWS 2006).   

Title III of the Arizona Desert Wilderness Act of 1990 designated approximately 
93 percent (803,418 acres) of the CPNWR as a Wilderness in accordance with 
the Wilderness Act of 1964.  This designation requires additional restrictions 
such as the prohibition of permanent or temporary roads, use of motorized 
vehicles or equipment, landing of aircraft, and structures and installations, except 
as minimally required to manage the area as wilderness.  The Arizona Desert 
Wilderness Act of 1990 specifically states that designation of wilderness lands 
within the CPNWR will not preclude or otherwise affect continued low-level 
overflights by military aircraft over the NWR or the maintenance of existing 
associated ground instrumentation; nor will it preclude or otherwise affect 
continued border operations by DHS and its bureaus or the Drug Enforcement 
Administration (USFWS 2006). 

The goals of the CPNWR are as follows:

1. Wildlife and Habitat Management:  protect, maintain, enhance, or restore 
the diversity and abundance of wildlife species and ecological 
communities of the Sonoran Desert represented at CPNWR 

2. Wilderness Stewardship:  protect and conserve refuge wilderness 
employing strategies of wildlife and plant conservation that will conserve, 
maintain, and, where possible, restore the wilderness character of 
CPNWR

3. Visitor Services Management:  provide visitors with compatible, high- 
quality wildlife-dependent recreational and educational experiences 
designed to foster better appreciation, understanding, and protection of 
the plant, animal, and wilderness resources 

4. Cultural Resources Management:  protect, maintain, and interpret cultural 
and historic resources on CPNWR, in cooperation with Tribal governments 
and the State of Arizona to benefit present and future generations 
(USFWS 2006). 

Roosevelt Reservation 
Roosevelt Reservation refers to an area of land President Theodore Roosevelt 
reserved from entry in 1907 and set apart as a public reservation all public lands 
within 60 feet of the boundary between the United States and Mexico within the 
State of California and the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico.  Known as the 
“Roosevelt Reservation,” this land withdrawal was found “necessary for the 
public welfare ... as a protection against the smuggling of goods.”  The 
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proclamation excepted from the reservation all lands, which, as of its date, were 
(1) embraced in any legal entry; (2) covered by any lawful filing, selection, or 
rights-of-way duly recorded in the proper U.S. Land Office; (3) validly settled 
pursuant to law; or (4) within any withdrawal or reservation for any use or 
purpose inconsistent with its purposes (CRS 2006).

3.4.3 Effects of the Project 
The installation of the vehicle fence, staging areas, and access roads will result 
in short-term and long-term minor to moderate adverse and beneficial impacts on 
land use.  The severity of the impact will vary depending on the amount of 
changed land use, degree of incompatibility of the tactical infrastructure with 
existing land use, or the degree to which access to various land use types is 
restricted or limited by the Project.  The expected effects of the Project for each 
land use are discussed below.

Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge 
1. Wildlife and Habitat Management: Short-term minor adverse impacts on 

wildlife are expected due to disturbance from construction activities.  
Vegetation removal and grading activities will occur where necessary, 
thereby removing or altering wildlife habitat.  This will result in minor 
adverse short-term impacts due to a temporary loss of habitat and long-
term adverse impacts due to loss of vegetation species that take years to 
mature (e.g., saguaro cactus); however, impacts from construction 
activities are expected to be localized. Short-term and long-term minor 
adverse impacts on wildlife and habitat are expected from the construction 
and utilization of access roads and staging areas.  Access roads to the 
fence construction corridor will be narrow to minimize impacts on 
designated Wilderness areas.  Wherever possible, existing roads will be 
used as access roads.  Construction staging areas will be placed in 
previously disturbed areas to the maximum extent practicable. 
Long-term moderate beneficial impacts on wildlife species and habitat are 
expected due to a reduction of disturbance to the CPNWR from cross-
border violator vehicular traffic. Construction and operation of tactical 
infrastructure will increase border security in the UBSP Yuma Sector and 
could result in a change to illegal traffic patterns.  However, changes to 
illegal alien traffic patterns result from a myriad of factors; and therefore, 
are considered unpredictable and beyond the scope of this ESP. 

2. Wilderness Stewardship:  Construction activities are expected to have a 
moderate short-term adverse impact on the wilderness character of the 
CPNWR due to a presence and use of heavy construction equipment and 
noise during the construction process.  Impacts are not considered to be 
major due to the localized nature of the activity and relatively small 
affected land area in comparison to the entire refuge.  Short-term minor 
adverse impacts are also expected due to the use of motorized vehicles 
and equipment on access roads, staging areas, and along the fence 
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construction sites, which is normally prohibited within wilderness areas.  A 
long-term moderate beneficial impact is expected due to a reduction in 
illegal cross-border vehicular traffic, which has created a vast system of 
illegal vehicle roads within the CPNWR, a reduction of litter left by IAs 
within the CPNWR; a reduction in habitat degradation from illegal activity; 
and a reduction in new invasive plant introductions (USFWS 2006).

3. Visitor Services Management:  Minor short-term adverse impacts on 
visitor services will be expected due to construction activities.  A relatively 
minimal amount of area within CPNWR will be off limits due to 
construction activities.  The wilderness experience for visitors will be 
adversely affected from construction activity and related noise.  Long-term 
indirect beneficial impacts are expected to occur as a result of decreased 
numbers of cross-border violators coming into the CPNWR and resultant 
increase in visitor safety.  Additionally, long-term beneficial impacts will be 
expected due to a reduction in roads created by illegal vehicular traffic, 
vandalism, and litter. 

4. Cultural Resources Management:   Cultural resources surveys will be 
conducted within the Project corridor; therefore, impacts on cultural 
resources are expected to be minor.    

Roosevelt Reservation 
Long-term beneficial impacts are expected for the land use purposes of the 
Roosevelt Reservation.  Since the Reservation was created to prevent the 
smuggling of goods, the presence of the vehicle fence is consistent with and will 
assist in this land use purpose.

3.5 AESTHETICS
3.5.1 Definition of the Resource 
Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the laws included in the waiver, the Secretary committed CBP 
to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines for evaluating environmental impacts and mitigations 
associated with visual resources.

Visual resources include both natural and man-made features that influence the 
visual appeal of an area for residents and visitors.  Visual resources can be 
defined as the visible physical features on a landscape (e.g., land, water, 
vegetation, animals, structures, and other features).

Various Federal agencies have developed Visual Management programs to 
assist in the analysis and mitigation of impacts on visual resources resulting from 
their various activities.  Within the Department of the Interior which has 
overarching responsibility for several Land Management Agencies, including the 
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Bureau of Land Management (BLM), National Park Service, and the USFWS, 
CBP has determined that the most appropriate Visual Management system to 
analyze impacts from the Project has been developed by BLM,

In order to meet its responsibility to maintain the scenic values of public lands, 
BLM has developed a Visual Resources Management (VRM) system based on 
human perceptions and expectations in the context of the existing landscape.  
Different levels of scenic values require different levels of management.  
Determining how an area should be managed first requires an assessment of the 
area’s scenic values.  For management purposes, BLM has developed Visual 
Resource Classes.

1. Class I Objective.  The objective of this class is to preserve the existing 
character of the landscape.  This class provides for natural ecological 
changes but also allows very limited management activity.  The level of 
change to the characteristic landscape should be very low and must not 
attract attention. 

2. Class II Objective. The objective of this class is to preserve the existing 
character of the landscape.  The level of change to the characteristic 
landscape should be low.  Management activities are allowed, but should 
not attract the attention of the casual observer.  Any changes must repeat 
the basic elements of form, line, color, and texture found in the 
predominant natural features of the characteristic landscape.  New 
projects can be approved if they blend in with the existing surroundings 
and don’t attract attention. 

3. Class III Objective. The objective of this class is to partially retain the 
existing character of the landscape.  The level of change to the 
characteristic landscape should be moderate.  Management activities 
might attract attention but should not dominate the view of the casual 
observer.  Changes should repeat the basic elements found in the 
predominant natural features of the characteristic landscape.  New 
projects can be approved that are not large-scale, dominating features. 

4. Class IV Objective. The objective of this class is to provide for 
management activities which require major modifications of the existing 
character of the landscape.  The level of change to the characteristic 
landscape can be high.  These management activities can dominate the 
view and be the major focus of viewer attention.  However, every attempt 
should be made to minimize the impact of these activities through careful 
location, minimal disturbance, and repeating the basic elements of 
predominant natural features (BLM 2003a). 

3.5.2 Environmental Setting 
As discussed in Chapter 3.4, the majority of the Project will be adjacent to 
Federal lands managed by the USFWS and the Department of Defense (DOD).  
The area surrounding Section CV-2 falls into two classes.  The CPNWR is 
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classified as a Class I Visual Resource and the DOD-managed lands to the west 
of CPNWR and the Roosevelt Reservation to the south are designated as a 
Class III Visual Resource. 

The Project region and site are characterized by deep, northwest-trending, 
alluvium-filled basins separated by linear mountain ranges (Sonoran Region of 
the Basin and Range Province of North America).  The Sonoran Desert is young 
having developed over the past 8,000–9,000 years; therefore it lacks a distinctive 
faunal species component evolved to the extant conditions (USFWS 2006).  
Relatively recent volcanic activity is evident with some slopes covered by gravel 
and cobble of volcanic origin.  The Project area physiography includes the 
footslopes of the Cabeza Prieta and Tule mountains on its eastern terminus.  The 
Lechuguilla Desert, a relatively flat alluvial plain dissected by many desert 
washes, occurs between these rugged desert mountain ranges 

3.5.3 Effects of the Project 

To properly assess the contrasts between the existing conditions and the Project, 
it is necessary to break each down into the basic features (i.e., landform/water, 
vegetation, and structures) and basic elements (i.e., form, line, color, and texture) 
so that the specific features and elements that cause contrast can be accurately 
identified.

General criteria and factors used when rating the degree of contrast are as 
follows: 

None.  The element contrast is not visible or perceived. 

Weak.  The element contrast can be seen but does not attract attention. 

Moderate.  The element contrast begins to attract attention and dominate 
the characteristic landscape. 

Strong.  The element contrast demands attention, cannot be overlooked, 
and is dominant in the landscape. 

When applying the contrast criteria, the following factors are considered: 

1. Distance.  The contrast created by a Project usually is less as viewing 
distance increases. 

2. Angle of Observation.  The apparent size of a Project is directly related to 
the angle between the viewer’s line-of-sight and the slope upon which the 
Project is to take place.  As this angle nears 90 degrees (vertical and 
horizontal), the maximum area is viewable. 

3. Length of Time the Project Is In View.  If the viewer can only view the 
Project for a short period of time, the contrast might not be of great 
concern.  If the Project can be viewed for a long period of time, the 
contrast could be very significant. 
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4. Relative Size or Scale.  The contrast created by the Project is directly 
related to its size and scale as compared to the immediate surroundings. 

5. Season of Use. Contrast ratings should consider the physical conditions 
that exist during the heaviest or most critical visitor-use season, such as 
snow cover and tree defoliation during the winter, leaf color in the fall, 
and lush vegetation and flowering in the spring. 

6. Light Conditions.  The amount of contrast could be substantially affected 
by the light conditions.  The direction and angle of light can affect color 
intensity, reflection, shadow, form, texture, and many other visual aspects 
of the landscape.  Light conditions during heavy periods must be a 
consideration in contrast ratings. 

7. Recovery Time.  The amount of time required for successful revegetation 
should be considered.  Few projects meet the VRM management 
objectives during construction activities.  Recovery usually takes several 
years and goes through several phases (e.g., bare ground to grasses, to 
shrubs, to trees). 

8. Spatial Relationships.  The spatial relationship within a landscape is a 
major factor in determining the degree of contrast. 

9. Atmospheric Conditions.  The visibility of a Project due to atmospheric 
conditions such as air pollution or natural haze should be considered.

10. Motion.  Movements such as waterfalls, vehicles, or plumes draw 
attention to a Project (BLM 2003b). 

The Project will adversely impact visual resources both directly and indirectly. 
Construction of tactical infrastructure will result in the introduction of new 
temporary (e.g., heavy equipment, supplies) and permanent (e.g., fencing and 
patrol roads) visual elements into existing viewsheds.  Clearing and grading of 
the landscape in the Project corridor during construction will result in changes in 
some visual elements.

The construction activity associated with the Project will result in both temporary 
and permanent moderate contrasts to Classes I and III Visual Resources. 

Impacts on aesthetic and visual resources will include short-term impacts 
associated with the construction phase of the Project and use of staging areas, 
recurring impacts associated with monitoring and maintenance, and long-term 
impacts associated with the completed Project.  Impacts can range from weak, 
such as the impacts on visual resources adjacent to the Project corridor when 
seen from a distance or when views of fences are obstructed by the terrain, to 
strong, such as the intrusion of fence sections into high-quality views of the 
CPNWR. Figures 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3 display the degree to which the tactical 
infrastructure is visible from various distances in areas of uninterrupted vistas.

The construction of access roads and vehicle fences in and adjacent to a Class I 
Visual Resource area is a strong contrast to the CPNWR and also represents a 
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moderate to strong contrast in areas of lesser class designation.  The following 
paragraphs discuss factors that might offset the strong contrasts. 

In some areas of the Project, the fence will be screened from view by elevation 
and undulating terrain.  Public viewing is also limited in this area of CPNWR 
because of low visitation frequency, due to the general lack of access and hostile 
conditions.

Beneficial impacts are also possible through viewers positively associating the 
fence with a feeling of greater security.  This increased security also lends itself 
to a potential reduction in visual impacts elsewhere in the CPNWR through the 
limitation of unwanted off-road activity and the accompanying reduction on 
scarring and contrast to the natural landscape.  Additionally, limiting human 
activity to those that have an appreciation for wilderness areas will likely result in 
less unsightly litter and trash. 

Over time, the changes to the landscape caused by construction and 
maintenance of access roads will dissipate substantially, therefore reducing the 
contrast of viewable sections of all fence segments.

There are numerous design techniques and construction practices that can be 
used to reduce the visual impacts from surface-disturbing projects.  These 
methods will be used to the extent practicable, in conjunction with BLM’s visual 
resource contrast rating process wherein both the existing landscape and the 
Project are analyzed for their basic elements of form, line, color, and texture.  
Some design techniques and construction practices that might be applicable to 
CPNWR include the following: 

 Using irregular clearing shapes 

 Hauling in or hauling out excessive earth cut or fill in sensitive viewing 
areas

 Rounding or warping slopes (shaping cuts and fills to appear as natural 
forms)

 Bending slopes to match existing landforms 

 Retaining existing rock formations, vegetation, and drainage whenever 
possible 

 Avoiding soil types that will generate strong contrasts with the surrounding 
landscape when they are disturbed 

 Striping, saving, and replacing topsoil (6-inch surface layer) on disturbed 
earth surfaces 

 Choosing native plant species 

 Replacing soil, brush, rocks, and other construction-generated natural 
debris over disturbed earth surfaces when appropriate, thus allowing for 
natural regeneration rather than introducing an unnatural-looking cover. 
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Figure 3-1.  Schematic Showing Visibility of Fencing at Various Distances 
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Figure 3-2.  Photograph of Landscape Showing Fencing 

Figure 3-3.  Photograph of Landscape Showing Fencing 
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3.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the laws included in the waiver, the Secretary committed CBP 
to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines for evaluating environmental impacts and mitigations 
associated with geology and soils resources.  Please refer to the   Environmental 
Stewardship Plan for the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical 
Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona (Section
CV-2) for further information (resource definition, environmental setting, and 
environmental impacts) regarding geology and soils for Section CV-2a.

3.7 WATER USE AND QUALITY 

3.7.1 Hydrology and Groundwater 

Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific 
obligation under the Clean Water Act (CWA), the Secretary committed CBP to 
responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines associated with the CWA as the basis for evaluating 
potential environmental impacts and developing appropriate mitigations for 
hydrology and groundwater.  Please refer to the Environmental Stewardship Plan 
for the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure U.S. 
Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona (Section CV-2) for further 
information (resource definition, environmental setting, and environmental 
impacts) regarding hydrology and groundwater for Section CV-2a.

3.7.2 Surface Waters and Waters of the United States 

3.7.2.1 Definition of the Resource 

Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific 
obligation under the CWA, the Secretary committed CBP to responsible 
environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources.  CBP 
supports this objective and has applied the appropriate standards and guidelines 
associated with the CWA as the basis for evaluating potential environmental 
impacts and developing appropriate mitigations for surface waters and waters of 
the United States. 

Surface water resources generally consist of wetlands, lakes, rivers, and 
streams.  Surface water is important for its contributions to the economic, 
ecological, recreational, and human health of a community or locale. 

Waters of the United States are defined within the CWA, as amended, and 
jurisdiction is addressed by the USEPA and the USACE.  These agencies assert 
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jurisdiction over (1) traditional navigable waters, (2) wetlands adjacent to 
navigable waters, (3) nonnavigable tributaries of traditional navigable waters that 
are relatively permanent where the tributaries typically flow year-around or have 
continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months), and (4) wetlands 
that directly abut such tributaries (USDOJ 2007).

Wetlands and riparian habitats represent some of the most ecologically important 
and rare vegetation communities on desert landscapes.  They provide keystone 
habitat for a wide array of plant and animal species including resident and 
migrating birds, amphibian and fish species, mammals, and insects.  Vegetation 
production and diversity are usually very high in and around these mesic to 
aquatic sites, with many plant species adapted only to these unique 
environments.  In addition, wetlands and riparian zones provide a variety of 
hydrologic functions vital to ecosystem integrity.  These include water filtration of 
sediment, groundwater recharge, and nutrient/chemical capture (USFS 1995).  
Development and conversion of wetlands and riparian zones affects wildlife 
diversity, carrying capacity, and hydrologic regime.  Changes to and removal of 
wetlands can cause effects that are proportionally greater than elsewhere in an 
ecosystem (Graber 1996). 

Wetlands have been defined by agencies responsible for their management.  
The term “wetland” used herein, is defined using USACE conventions.  The 
USACE has jurisdiction to protect wetlands under Section 404 of the CWA using 
the following definition:  

. . . areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground 
water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that 
under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation 
typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions (33 CFR 
328.3[b]).  Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, 
and similar areas.  Wetlands have three diagnostic characteristics 
that include: (1) over 50 percent of the dominant species present 
must be classified as obligate, facultative wetland, or facultative, 
(2) the soils must be classified as hydric, and (3) the area is either 
permanently or seasonally inundated, or saturated to the surface at 
some time during the growing season of the prevalent vegetation 
(USACE 1987).

Wetlands are protected as a subset of the waters of the United States under 
Section 404 of the CWA.  The term “waters of the United States” has a broad 
meaning under the CWA and incorporates deepwater aquatic habitats and 
special aquatic habitats (including wetlands). 

3.7.2.2 Environmental Setting 

Surface Water.  The entire CV-2a Project survey area is located in an unnamed 
watershed, which encompasses much of the southern portions of the CPNWR.  
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The ephemeral drainages from the project entirely drain eastern escarpments of 
the Tule Mountains.  These ephemeral drainages run across the lower desert 
areas to the east where they sink into area called the Pinta Sands, just north of 
the Pinacate Lava Flow.  The entire watershed is within the NWR (USGS 1985).

Jurisdictional Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States.  Field 
surveys were conducted for the Project corridor on September 29 through 
December 10, 2008, to delineate jurisdictional wetlands and other waters of the 
United States within the Project areas.  Delineations were also conducted along 
access roads and staging areas associated with the fence alignments.  Formal 
delineations were conducted within a 150-foot corridor associated with the fence 
alignments, 30 feet to either side of the center line of access roads, and within 
staging areas. 

Determination of the occurrence and extent of jurisdictional wetlands and other 
waters of the United States was based on the application of procedures 
established in the USACE Wetlands Delineation Manual, Technical Report Y-87-
1 (USACE 1987) and the Interim Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers 
Wetland Delineation Manual:  Arid West Region, Technical Report ERDC/EL TR-
06-16 (USACE 2006).  Determination of the occurrence of jurisdictional wetlands 
was based on the presence or absence of hydrophytic (wetland) vegetation, 
hydric (wetland) soils, and wetland hydrology.  The presence of all three of the 
criteria is necessary for an area to be designated as a jurisdictional wetland 
under normal conditions.

Determination of the extent of jurisdictional washes and other waters of the 
United States in the Project area was based on characterization of the landward 
extent of the ordinary high water mark (OHM).  Indicators used to determine the 
occurrence and extent of jurisdictional washes included the presence of 
developed channels, typically 2 feet or greater in width; the occurrence of an 
OHM; the absence of fine sediments along flow paths; distinct changes in the 
vegetative assemblage or larger or more dense vegetation than surrounding 
areas; the presence of cut banks; the presence of litter, debris, or wrack lines; 
occurrence of desiccation cracks or other indicators of hydrology; and other 
indicators of the occurrence of intermittent water flow regimes. 

All washes and other waters of the United States within the Project areas were 
delineated.  Based on field surveys, there were no vegetated wetlands identified 
within the 150-foot corridor associated with the fence alignments, 30 feet to either 
side of the center line of access roads, or within proposed staging areas.  A total 
of 27 waters of the United States, all ephemeral wash channels (1.16 acres), 
were delineated in the Project corridor and designated as W1 through W27.   

Waters of the United States types and locations (Universal Transverse Mercator 
(UTM) coordinates, (NAD83, zone 12N); general channel characteristics and 
general vegetation on the banks of each wash; delineated acreages within a 150-
foot corridor associated with the fence alignments, 30 feet to either side of the 
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center line of access roads, or within proposed staging areas; and potential 
impact acreages in Section CV-2a are described in Section 4.4 of the Biological 
Survey Report, attached in Appendix E.  A 60-foot impact corridor to the north of 
the fence alignment or a 60-foot-wide access road impact corridor is considered 
the maximum width of potential impact associated with implementing the Project.  
There are no waters of the United States within the proposed staging areas.  
Maps showing the locations and boundaries of delineated waters of the United 
States in the Project assessment areas are provided in Appendix D.

3.7.2.3 Effects of the Project 

Surface Waters, Wetlands, and Other Waters of the United States.  Minor 
short- and long-term impacts on washes in the impact corridor will be expected.  
The tactical infrastructure will consist of a primary vehicle fence, access roads, 
and staging areas.  Development of access road, staging areas, and the 
placement of permanent primary vehicle fence across wash channels will result 
in short-term adverse impacts associated with land disturbance and potential 
erosion and sedimentation.  CBP will require the construction contractor to 
prepare an SWPPP, sediment- and erosion-control plans, and other 
environmental protection plans for the Project which will minimize potential for 
adverse effects on washes.  Minor, long-term, beneficial effects on washes will 
be expected as a result of a reduction in cross-border traffic in washes.  
Development of culverted crossing at washes will be expected to reduce damage 
to wash channels and their banks associated with traffic along access roads.  
Implementation of the Project will be expected to have minor short-term, adverse 
effects on surface water quality as a result of potential erosion and associated 
transport of sediments into adjacent surface waters.  Implementation of BMPs, as 
discussed above will reduce potential for these adverse effects. 

Adverse effects on jurisdictional wetlands, washes, and other waters of the 
United States will be avoided or minimized to the maximum extent practicable.  
Based on the delineations of washes and other waters of the United States within 
the areas surveyed conducted on September 29 through December 10, 2008, 
there are 1.16 total delineated acres of waters of the United States, including 
0.78 acres within the potential impact areas.  CBP will work with DOI and USACE 
to develop appropriate mitigation for unavoidable impacts on washes within the 
Project areas. 

3.7.3 Floodplains

Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific 
obligation under Executive Order (EO) 11988 Floodplain Management, the 
Secretary committed CBP to responsible environmental stewardship of our 
valuable natural and cultural resources.  CBP supports this objective and has 
applied the appropriate standards and guidelines associated with EO 11988 as 
the basis for evaluating potential environmental impacts and developing 
appropriate mitigations for floodplains.  Please refer to the Environmental
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Stewardship Plan for the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical 
Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona (Section
CV-2) for further information (resource definition, environmental setting, and 
environmental impacts) regarding floodplains for Section CV-2a.

3.8 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

3.8.1 Vegetation Resources 

3.8.1.1 Definition of the Resource 

Although the Secretary’s waiver means CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations for the tactical infrastructure segments addressed in this ESP, the 
Secretary committed CBP to responsible environmental stewardship of our 
valuable natural and cultural resources.  CBP supports this objective and has 
applied the appropriate standards and guidelines for evaluating environmental 
impacts and mitigation associated with vegetation resources. 

Vegetation distribution and character within the Project area is strongly defined 
by the environmental drivers including physiography, climate, geology, soils, and 
topography.  This section of the ESP identifies and briefly describes the 
important environmental drivers; the floristic classification and vegetation types 
that occur throughout the Project area; the effects related to use/widening of 
existing access roads and staging areas; and the construction of new access 
roads, staging areas, and the vehicle barrier.  More detailed biological 
information and characteristic ground photographs are presented in the 
Biological Survey Report (see Appendix E).

3.8.1.2 Environmental Setting 

Physiography:  The Project region and site are characterized by deep, 
northwest-trending, alluvium-filled basins separated by linear mountain ranges 
(Sonoran Region of the Basin and Range Province of North America).  The 
Sonoran Desert is young, having developed over the past 8,000 to 9,000 years.  
Therefore it lacks a distinctive faunal species component evolved to the extant 
conditions (USFWS 2006).  Relatively recent volcanic activity is evident with 
some slopes covered by gravel and cobble of volcanic origin.  The Project area 
physiography includes the footslopes of the Tinajas Altas Mountains on the Barry 
M. Goldwater Range (BMGR) on its western end and the footslopes of the 
Cabeza Prieta and Tule mountains on its eastern terminus.  The Lechuguilla 
Desert, a relatively flat alluvial plain dissected by many desert washes, occurs 
between these rugged desert mountain ranges. 

Climate:  The Project area climate is typical of the Sonoran Desert (e.g., 
semiarid within the Xeric Climatic Region as described in Robinson et al. 2006).  
Low rainfall and high temperatures are characteristic of the basin and range 
lowlands (e.g., summers are long and hot and winters are short, dry, and cold 
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and might include brief periods when temperatures are below freezing) 
(Robinson et al. 2006, Bailey 1995).  The precipitation pattern is generally 
biseasonal, much of the precipitation occurs from July to September in the form 
of intense thunderstorms driven by moisture from the Gulf of California 
(monsoons), however gentle rains from Pacific Ocean moisture occur from 
December through February (USFWS 2006).  The desert washes of the Project 
area are intermittent or ephemeral (i.e., years with more than 250 days of no 
flow) but can have high flow in response to intense thunderstorms.

The general climatic summary records for Yuma, Arizona (Station 029660) have 
been prepared from 1948 to 2007 data (WRCC 2008).  Average minimum 
temperatures in Yuma range from a low of 44 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) in 
December and January to 80 °F in July, and average high temperatures range 
from 69 °F in December and January to 107 °F in July (WRCC 2008).  The 
lowest temperature recorded was 5 °F on February 18, 1995, and the highest 
temperature recorded was 124 °F on July 28, 1995.  The average annual 
precipitation is 3.0 inches, which is relatively evenly distributed throughout the 
year.  The range of precipitation is 0.3 inches (1956) to 6.8 inches (1989).  A long 
growing season is experienced for the Project region (there are approximately 
320 frost-free days annually), the prevailing wind varies from 6.5 to 9.1 miles per 
hour in a southerly direction, and the pan evaporation rate is high at 99 inches 
annually (WRCC 2008).   

Plant Community Classification and Description 

General Vegetation Classification:  The vegetation of the basin and range 
lowlands of southwestern Arizona has generally been classified under the Dry 
Domain (Map Unit 300), Tropical/Subtropical Desert Division (Map Unit 320) of 
Bailey (1995).  The Project area is more finely classified by Bailey (1995) as the 
American Semidesert and Desert Province (Map Unit 322), Sonoran Desert 
Section (Map Unit 322b).

Wellton Station Site Vegetation Classification:  The USGS Arizona Gap Project 
(Bennett et al. 2004) provided discussion and described plant geography of the 
Project area to vegetation series using topographic features, climate, vegetation 
types, and terrestrial vertebrates.  This system recognized two Nearctic Upland 
vegetation mapping units in the Tinajas Altas, Cabeza Prieta, and Tule 
mountains vicinity using a combination of plant species dominance, wildlife use, 
topography, hydrology, and geology.  The vegetation series that are associated 
with the Project area include (1) Tropical-Subtropical Desertland, Sonoran 
Desertscrub, Creosotebush-Bursage Series; and (2) Tropical-Subtropical 
Desertland, Tropical-Subtropical Sonoran Desert Scrub, Paloverde-Mixed Cacti 
Series.  The entire corridor was predominantly characterized by the USFWS 
(2006) as the Sonoran Desertscrub vegetation series of the Lower Colorado 
Valley subdivision of the Sonoran Desert.  
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NatureServe (2008) has defined ecological systems to represent recurring 
groups of biological communities that are found in similar physical environments 
and are influenced by similar dynamic ecological processes such as drought, fire, 
or flooding.  Ecological systems represent classification units that are readily 
identifiable by conservation and resource managers in the field.  The ensuing 
plant community/vegetation description for the Project area was prepared in the 
framework of ecological systems that include (1) Sonoran Desert Outcrop Desert 
Scrub (CES302.760); (2) Sonoran Paloverde-Mixed Cacti Desert Scrub 
(CES302.761); (3) North American Warm Desert Bedrock Cliff and Outcrop 
(CES302.745); and (4) Sonora-Mojave Creosotebush-White Bursage Desert 
Scrub (CES 302.756) (NatureServe 2008).

Field Methods:  Classification and description of existing vegetation within this 
corridor was achieved by conducting walking surveys of the Project corridor, 
access roads, and staging areas as planned, sampling observation points, and 
relating them to the NatureServe (2008) classification database directly or as 
provisional types.  At the coarsest level, the four above-named ecological 
systems were determined and local vegetation types described using the national 
system.  A finer level of classification equaling or approximating the vegetation 
alliance level of the National Vegetation Classification System (NatureServe 
2008) was used to prepare the plant community discussions under each 
ecological system.  

Vegetation Overview, Site-Specific Description, and Project Impacts:
Dominant vegetative species at the eastern end of CV-2a include yellow 
paloverde (Cercidium microphyllum), creosote (Larrea tridentata), and elephant 
tree (Bursera microphylla).  According to the International Vegetation 
Classification System (IVCS) utilized by NatureServe, the eastern and western 
ends of the CV-2a survey corridor represent yellow paloverde–creosote bush 
shrublands, composing 5.2 acres on the eastern end and 17.4 acres on the 
western end.  Analysis of aerial photography revealed that these areas are 
composed of 20 percent yellow palo verde, 40 percent elephant tree, and 10 
percent creosote, with an increase in ocotillo (Fouquieria splendens) on the 
western end.  Interrupting the yellow paloverde–creosote bush shrubland is a 
band of ocotillo shrublands association composing approximately 7.6 acres.  
Additional vegetative cover in these areas are composed of triangle-leaf bursage 
(Ambrosia deltoidea), saguaro (Carnegiea gigantean), brittlebush (Encelia 
farinosa), limberbush (Jatropha sp.), ocotillo, teddy-bear cholla (Opuntia
bigelovii), diamond cholla (Opuntia ramosissima), silver cholla (Opuntia
echinocarpa), cane cholla (Opuntia spinosior), devil cholla (Opuntia emoryi), and 
white ratany (Krameria grayi).

The access roads occurred at a lower elevation and were composed primarily of 
creosote-burrobush shrubland.  A total of 20.5 acres was dominated by creosote, 
burrobush, and teddy-bear cholla.  Additional species that occurred here are 
saguaros, desert mistletoe (Phoradendron californicum), elephant tree, 
brittlebush, ironwood (Olneya tesota), ocotillo (Fouquieria splendens), pincushion 
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cactus (Mammillaria sp.), pencil cholla (Cylindropuntia ramosissima), rattlesnake 
weed (Chamaesyce sp.), and hedgehog cactus (Echinocactus sp.).

A brief description of each plant community observed within fence section 
(CV-2a) is provided herein; they are distinguished using the NatureServe 
Vegetation Alliance level of classification or an approximation.  Each of these 
communities is illustrated and supported by representative ground photographs 
within the attached Biological Survey Report.  Following each description is a 
statement of the measured impact of Project construction to the individual 
vegetation type. 

Sonoran Granite Outcrop Desert Scrub Ecological System (CES302.760)/ 
Sonoran Paloverde-Mixed Cacti Desert Scrub Ecological System 
(CES302.761)

Yellow Paloverde–Creosotebush Shrubland.

This habitat comprises approximately 5.2 acres on the eastern end and 17.4 
acres on the western end of the surveyed areas.  Analysis of aerial photography 
revealed that these areas are composed of 20 percent yellow paloverde, 40 
percent elephant tree, and 10 percent creosote, with an increase in ocotillo on 
the western end.  Interrupting the yellow paloverde–creosote bush shrubland is a 
band of ocotillo shrublands association composing approximately 7.6 acres.  
Additional vegetative cover in these areas composed of triangle-leaf bursage, 
saguaro, brittlebush (Encelia farinosa), limberbush (Jatropha sp.), ocotillo, 
teddy-bear cholla (Opuntia bigelovii), diamond cholla (Opuntia ramosissima),
silver cholla (Opuntia echinocarpa), cane cholla (Opuntia spinosior), devil cholla 
(Opuntia emoryi), and white ratany (Krameria grayi).

North American Warm Desert Bedrock Cliff and Outcrop Ecological System 
(CES302.745)

Ocotillo Shrublands.  This vegetation type is typically found on gentle slopes of 
ridges foothills and mountain canyons in southern Arizona.  It can be found 
growing on any aspect, but it prefers the warmer southern to western aspects 
and well-drained sandy loam.  Soil surface in these areas are rocky with up to 50 
percent surface rock.  Vegetation is open and dominated by tall shrubs covering 
30 percent of the area, with ocotillo covering at least 10 percent of that.  
Additional low shrubs associated with this vegetation type include mesquite 
(Prosopis sp) at low cover, fairy duster (Calliandra eriophylla), Mexican 
crinklemat (Tiquilia mexicana), fishhook barrel (Ferocactus wislizeni), and 
catclaw mimosa (Mimosa aculeaticarpa var. biuncifera).  The herbaceous layer is 
sparse and dominated by perennial grasses. 

Sonora-Mojave Creosotebush-White Bursage Desert Scrub Ecological 
System (CES 302.756)

CV-2A Final ESP_MASTER_09.06.12.pdf for Printed Item: 932 ( Attachment 1 of 1)

Page 3237 of 3701
BW23 FOIA CBP 028278



Yuma Sector, CV-2a, Tactical Infrastructure 

Environmental Stewardship Plan, Version 1.0 January 2009 

3-27

Creosotebush–Burrobush Shrubland.  This vegetation alliance can be found 
spread across the Mojave, Sonoran, and Colorado deserts, reaching into the 
southeastern Great Basin (see Figure 3-4).  It is found growing on well-drained 
sandy sites of colluvium or alluvium on alluvial fans, bajadas, upland slopes, and 
minor washes.  Sites are generally mildly sloping, frequently with calcareous soil, 
caliche hardpan, or desert pavement surface.  Vegetation is dominated by open,  

Figure 3-4.  Characteristic Vegetative Cover 
of Creosotebush–Burrobush Shrubland

drought-tolerant shrubs, codominated by creosotebush (Larrea tridentate) and 
burrobush (Ambrosa dumosa).  Other shrubs in this type include cheesebush 
(Hymenoclea salsola), white ratany (Krameria grayi), boxthorn (Lycium
andersonii), pencil cholla (Opuntia ramosissima), and low coverage of brittlebush 
(Encelia farinose) and others.  Ocotillo (Fouquireia splendens) are occasionally 
emergent.

During field surveys a datum for all saguaro cacti growing within the survey 
corridor was recorded, these data include the individual plant coordinates 
acquired with a survey-grade global positioning system (GPS) receiver, an 
estimate of height, a photograph of each saguaro cactus, and pertinent notes of 
individual plant health (see Appendix E).  Approximately 105 saguaros were 
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encountered during the field surveys, with approximately 16 saguaros occurring 
within the impact corridor.  Of these, approximately 10 saguaros were 2 meters 
tall or less.

Nonative Plant Species:  The Project corridor does not support Federal- or 
state-listed (USDA 2006) noxious weeds.

3.8.1.3 Effects of the Project 

Vegetation impacts related to vehicle barrier fence construction will be direct and 
indirect and are summarized in Table 3-5.  Direct impacts include blading, 
scraping, drilling, trenching, berming, and crushing vegetation and are calculated 
from the vegetation map created for this Project versus the designed corridors of 
construction.  Indirect impacts include dust generation, nonnative species 
introductions, and diversion of flows and incidental or random vehicle and 
equipment turning and parking that destroys cryptobiotic crusts, causes rutting, 
and compacts soils, but might not kill the vascular flora.  The range of impact 
types summarized in Table 3-5 are listed below: 

Table 3-5.  Project Impacts on Vegetation by Plant Community 

Plant Community 
Impacted

Direct Impact 
Type and 
Acreage 

Indirect
Impact
Type 

Location and Comments 

Yellow Paloverde–
Creosotebush Shrubland 

Permanent:
9.27 acres 
A-1, A-2, B-1, B-
2

a, b, c, 
d, e, f, 

g, h 

Located on eastern (1.97 
acres) and western (7.30 
acres) ends of the CV-2a 
project corridor 

Ocotillo Shrubland 
Permanent:
3.03 acres 
A-1, B-1 

a, b, c, 
d, e, f, 
g, h 

A band of this plant 
community interrupts the 
yellow paloverde-creosote 
shrubland in the east-center 
portion of the CV-2a project 
corridor 

Creosote–Burrobush
Shrubland

Permanent:
20.53 acres 
Temporary:
0.79 acres 
A-1, A-2, A-3, B-
2, B-3 

a, b, c, 
d, e, f, 

g, h 

Located along the access 
roads, which are a lower 
elevation than the CV-2a 
project corridor.  This includes 
temporary impacts from the 
staging area 

Total Permanent 
Vegetation Impact/Total 
Temporary Vegetation 
Impact (likely will have 
long-term implications in 
terms of restoration) 

32.83 acres/ 0.79 
acres

a, b, c, 
d, e, f, 

g, h 

Project corridor, staging area, 
and access roads 
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Direct Impact Types

A. Vegetation removal by blading, scraping, dozing, drilling, trenching, 
crushing
A-1. Vehicle Barrier Fence, Construction Road, Maintenance Road, 

Patrol Road 
A-2. Construction Access Road 
A-3. Staging Area 

B. Vegetation covering by fill material during site leveling and berming 
procedures 
B-1. Vehicle Barrier Fence, Construction Road, Maintenance Road, 

Patrol Road 
B-2. Construction Access Road 
B-3. Staging Area 

Indirect Impact Types

a. Dust generation covering leaves and flowers of downwind plants 
b. Vegetation damaged from vehicle/equipment passage 
c. Hydrocarbon/other liquid spill potential 
d. Soil compaction to rooting zone 
e. Siltation during runoff events 
f. Erosion resulting from rutting and destruction of soil profile 
g. Random vehicle/equipment tracks outside construction and access 

corridors and staging area boundaries 
h. Potential introduction of nonnative plant species or spread of nonnatives 

already introduced elsewhere in the Project area. 

Portions of the Project area subject to construction and future maintenance and 
enforcement activities will result in permanent impacts on vegetation; this area 
totals 32.83 acres.  Temporary staging areas will result in direct temporary 
impacts due to destruction of cryptobiotic crust, vegetation crushing, nonnative 
species invasion, and increased erosion potential; this area totals 0.79 acres.  
Some areas will receive indirect temporary impacts that range from short-term to 
long-term in duration.  For example, dust deposition during construction will be 
considered short-term and will largely be removed from vegetation during an 
adequate rainfall event.  Temporarily impacted areas, such as staging areas and 
construction vehicle or equipment tracks outside the construction and access 
roads, will be revegetated with native species (see Number 45 in Section 1.3.1 in
Appendix F).  Recovery of these sites could require several decades in this arid 
environment.  Effects on sparse Sonoran Desert vegetation communities due to 
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reduction of illegal vehicle access and possibly some human foot traffic following 
construction of the vehicle barrier as planned will be beneficial and will allow 
restoration of the landscape to proceed in the short and long term.

Mitigation used to lessen the impacts of the Project include avoiding all columnar 
cacti and agave and when it’s not possible, replacing the impacted plants as 
appropriate.  The revegetation of temporary impacted areas with native species 
will also mitigate some of the impacts.

Locations and photographs of potentially transplantable saguaros have been 
recorded in the table and database attached to the Biological Survey Report (see 
Appendix E).  Examples of saguaros observed during field surveys are provided 
in Figure 3-5.  Implementation of an SWPPP, SPCC and CM&R plans, and Dust 
Control Plan will occur to reduce siltation, pollutant runoff, and dust covering of 
plants, respectively. 

3.8.2 Wildlife and Aquatic Resources 

3.8.2.1 Definition of the Resource 

Although the Secretary’s waiver means CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations for the tactical infrastructure segments addressed in this ESP, the 
Secretary committed CBP to responsible environmental stewardship of our 
valuable natural and cultural resources.  CBP supports this objective and has 
applied the appropriate standards and guidelines for evaluating environmental 
impacts and mitigations associated with wildlife and aquatic resources. 

Wildlife and aquatic resources include native or naturalized animals and the 
habitats in which they exist.  Identification of the species potentially occurring in 
the Project area was accomplished through literature reviews, coordination with 
appropriate Federal and state resource managers, other knowledgeable experts, 
and field surveys in September, November, and December, 2008.  Available 
habitats included desert mountain ridges and slopes, rock outcrops, volcanic 
cobble-covered ridges and slopes, alluvial fans, desert washes, and desert plains 
that were barren or supported annual herbaceous vegetation, short shrublands, 
and tall shrublands. 

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 U.S.C. 703–712), as amended, 
implements various treaties for the protection of migratory birds.  Under the Act, 
taking, killing, or possessing migratory birds is unlawful without a valid permit.  
Under EO 13186, [Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory 
Birds], the USFWS administers, oversees, and enforces the conservation 
provisions of the MBTA, including population management (e.g., monitoring), 
habitat protection (e.g., acquisition, enhancement, and modification), 
international coordination, and regulations development and enforcement.  The 
MBTA defines a migratory bird as any avian species listed in 50 CFR 10.13, 
which includes most native birds occurring in North America. 
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Figure 3-5.  Representative Saguaro Cactus Documented 
In and Adjacent to the Project Corridor 

The MBTA and EO 13186 require Federal agencies to minimize or avoid impacts 
on migratory birds listed in 50 CFR 10.13.  If design and implementation of a 
Federal action cannot avoid measurable negative impact on migratory birds, EO 
13186 requires the responsible agency to consult with the USFWS and obtain a 
Migratory Bird Depredation permit. 

The Secretary’s waiver (2008) states that CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the MBTA, for the CV-2a sections addressed in this ESP, the 
Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship 
of our valuable natural and cultural resources.  CBP supports this objective and 
has applied the appropriate standards and guidelines associated with the MBTA 
as the basis for evaluating potential environmental impacts and appropriate 
mitigation.

3.8.2.2 Environmental Setting 

Wildlife.  This section of the vehicle fence is within Yuma County, Arizona, within 
the Roosevelt Reservation.  However access roads leading to the construction 
area require improvements or construction on refuge lands designated as 
Wilderness on the CPNWR.  Surveys were conducted in the Project corridor in 
September, November, and December (general biotic and wetlands/waters of the 
United States) of 2008, detailed results are provided in the Biological Survey 
Report (see Appendix E).  The vegetation/wildlife habitat of the Project corridor 
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is composed of predominately sparse Sonoran Desert communities 
characterized by creosotebush, white bursage, brittlebush, and pencil cholla flats; 
honey mesquite; paloverde; ironwood; smoketree; catclaw acacia; limberbush; 
and saguaro.  The washes are characterized by volcanic cobble and alluvium 
supporting ocotillo, teddy bear cholla, saguaro, creosotebush, and brittlebush.

The CPNWR and associated Project areas are ideally suited for reptiles including 
species of lizards, tortoise, and snakes.  The hot and dry climate of the region 
results in air temperatures that exceed 100 ºF from June to October (USFWS 
2002b, USFWS 2006).  Rainfall typically occurs during July, August, and 
September and can vary in areas anywhere between 7.5 centimeters (cm) 
annually to 20 cm annually on the far eastern portion of the CPNWR (USFWS 
2002b).  During the Project-specific wildlife surveys, only side-blotched lizards 
(Uta stansburiana) were observed.  Other reptile species that might occur in the 
Project area include Sonoran desert tortoises (Gopherus agassizii), Gila monster 
(Heloderma suspectum), long-nosed leopard lizard (Gambelia wislizenii), desert 
banded gecko (Coleonyx variegatus), desert iguana (Dipsosaurus dorsalis), and 
the desert spiny lizard (Sceloporus magister) (USFWS 2002b, USFWS 2006). 

CPNWR also provides habitat for five toad and at least one frog species which 
occur in the Sonoran Desert (USFWS 2002b, USFWS 2006).  Most amphibians 
occur in or near artificial water catchments or natural basins that fill with water 
during summer storms or are artificially filled to support other wildlife species 
including desert bighorn sheep.  Other individuals respond to summer 
thunderstorms and are active throughout the CPNWR in appropriate wash, flat, 
and tinaja habitats.  No amphibians were observed during the diurnal wildlife 
surveys conducted in September, November, and December 2008; however, 
species documented in the region include Couch’s spadefoot toad (Scaphiopus
couchi), Great Plains toad (Bufo cognatus),  Sonoran green toad (Bufo 
retiformis),  Colorado River toad (Bufo alvarius), red-spotted toad (Bufo 
punctatus), and canyon tree frog  (Hyla arenicolor) (USFWS 2002b, USFWS 
2006).

There are more than 40 species of mammals that reside within the Project 
corridor; among them are the federally endangered Sonoran pronghorn 
(Antilocapra americana sornoriensis) and lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris
curasoae yuerbabuenae), and the desert bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis 
nelsoni) a species of special concern (USFWS 2002b, USFWS 2006).  During 
wildlife surveys conducted in September, November, and December 2008, 
Project biologists observed individuals or evidence of coyote (Canis latrans),
black-tail jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), desert cottontail (Sylvilagus audubonii), 
and round-tailed ground squirrel (Spermophilus tereticaudus).  Other mammal 
species common to, or rarely occurring within the Project corridor, include the kit 
fox (Vulpes macrotis); desert kangaroo rat (Dipodomys deserti arizonae);
Merriam’s kangaroo rat (Dipodomys merriami merriami); cactus mouse 
(Peromyscus eremicus eremicus); California myotis (Myotis californicus 
stephensi); Arizona, Bailey, and desert pocket mice (Perognathus amplus taylori, 
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P. baileyi baileyi, and P. penicillatus pricei, respectively); round-tailed ground 
squirrel (Spermophilus tereticaudus neglectus); American badger (Taxidea taxus 
berlandieri); mountain lion (Puma concolor); gray fox (Urocyon cineroargenteus);
mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus crooki);  and the western spotted skunk 
(Spilogale gracilis leucoparia).

Most of the avian species occurring in CPNWR are migratory, passing through in 
spring and fall (USFWS 2002b, USFWS 2006).  More than 200 avian species 
have been reported in and around the CPNWR, however the number of species 
using the available habitats is highly variable due to extreme dry spells that 
reduce food sources and limit suitable habitat values (USGS 2006).  During 
wildlife surveys conducted in September, November, and December 2008, of the 
Project area, the Gila woodpecker (Melanerpes uropygialis), verdin (Auriparus 
flaviceps), blue-grey gnatcatcher (Polioptila caerulea), and rock wren (Salpinctes 
obsoletus) were observed.  Abundant and common avian species (USFWS 
2006) include red-tailed (Buteo jamaicensis), Cooper’s (Accipiter cooperii), and 
Harris hawk (Parabuteo unicinctus); elf owl (Micrathene whitneyi); turkey vulture 
(Cathartes aura); raven (Corvus corax); mourning (Zenaida macroura) and white-
winged (Zenaida asiatica) doves; Gambel’s quail (Callipepla gambelii); greater 
roadrunner (Geococcyx californianus); lesser nighthawk (Chordeiles 
acutipennis); cactus wren (Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus); phainopepla 
(Phainopepla nitens); Costa’s hummingbird (Calypte costae); black-tailed 
gnatcatcher (Polioptila melanura); loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus); 
verdin (Auriparus flaviceps); LeConte’s thrasher (Toxostoma lecontei); western 
wood peewee (Contopus sordidulus); Nashville (Vermivora ruficapilla),
MacGillivray’s (Oporornis tolmiei), yellow (Dendroica petechia), and Wilson’s 
(Wilsonia pusilla) warblers; ruby-crowned kinglet (Regulus calendula); black-
throated (Amphispiza bilineata), Brewer’s (Spizella breweri), vesper (Pooecetes
gramineus), white-crowned (Zonotrichia leucophrys), and sage (Amphispiza belli)
sparrows; black-headed grosbeak (Pheucticus melanocephalus); gilded flicker 
(Colaptes chrysoides); and Gila woodpecker (Melanerpes uropygialis).

Aquatic Resources.  There are no aquatic resources in the Project area. 

3.8.2.3 Effects of the Project 

The Project will potentially have permanent impacts on wildlife on approximately 
32.83 acres of vegetation.  The vehicle barrier fence will be constructed in a 1.6-
mile section along the U.S./Mexico international border and is designed for 
construction within the Roosevelt Reservation.  In addition there will be 
construction and improvements to 2.9 miles of access roads.  It is anticipated 
that the post-on-rail vehicle fence will be constructed for the majority of the 
segment, with Normandy-style barrier used for desert wash crossings and 
steeper grades.  As part of the design criteria, the fence was designed to reduce 
or minimize impacts on small animal movements and not to impede the natural 
flow of surface water.  However, it is anticipated the wildlife resources could be 
impacted.
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Wildlife. Permanent adverse impacts on wildlife from habitat loss will occur from 
the installation of the vehicle fence, construction of new access roads, and 
improvement of existing access roads. Temporary indirect adverse impacts on 
wildlife could result from increased human activity, noise, security lighting, and 
physical disturbances associated with construction and maintenance. 

Small animal burrows that also support reptiles, amphibians, and ground-dwelling 
insects are common within the Project area and these species and habitat will be 
eliminated in the long term in the immediate vicinity of new construction access 
roads due to grading, compaction, and surfacing.  Impacts on migratory birds 
include direct loss of habitat (e.g., escape cover, foraging, roosting, and nesting) 
and are also dependent upon timing of fence construction.  For example, any 
nesting birds found within the Project footprint will be avoided or relocated by a 
qualified biologist.  There could also be a benefit to migratory birds by the 
reduction of vehicular traffic through the habitats.  More mobile wildlife species 
will generally avoid the Project area during construction however predators and 
scavengers could be attracted to the area to consume displaced or dead wildlife.   

Lighting along the border fence will behaviorally impact nocturnal wildlife both by 
attracting them or displacing them around the illuminated zones.  The Project 
proposes minimizing impacts by only using security lighting around the staging 
areas.  If construction or maintenance activities require working into the night in 
areas occupied by listed animal species, all lights will be shielded to direct light 
only onto the work site and the area necessary to ensure the safety of the 
workers.  The minimum foot-candles necessary will be used and the number of 
lights will be minimized. 

Aquatic Resources.  There are no aquatic resources in the Project area. 

3.8.3 Special Status Species 

3.8.3.1 Definition of the Resource 

Although the Secretary’s waiver means CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) for the tactical 
infrastructure segments addressed in this ESP, the Secretary committed CBP to 
responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines associated with the ESA as the basis for evaluating 
potential environmental impacts and appropriate mitigation associated with 
special status species. 

Two groups of special status species are addressed in this ESP:  Federal 
threatened and endangered species and state threatened and endangered 
species.  Each group has its own definitions, and legislative and regulatory 
drivers for consideration; these are briefly described below.
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The ESA, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531–1544 et seq.) provides broad protection 
for species of fish, wildlife, and plants that are listed as threatened or endangered 
in the United States or elsewhere.  Provisions are made for listing species, as 
well as for recovery plans and the designation of critical habitat for listed species.  
Under the ESA, a Federal endangered species is defined as any species that is 
in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range.  The 
ESA defines a Federal threatened species as any species that is likely to 
become an endangered species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range. 

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) Natural Heritage Program 
maintains a list of Wildlife of Special Concern (WSC) in Arizona.  This list 
includes fauna whose occurrence in Arizona is or might be in jeopardy, or with 
known or perceived threats or population declines (AGFD 2008).  These species 
are not necessarily the same as those protected by the Federal government 
under the ESA.

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.  These include Highly Safeguarded 
(HS), no collection allowed; Salvage Restricted (SR), collection only with permit; 
Export Restricted, transport out of state prohibited; Salvage Assessed, permit 
required to remove live trees; and Harvest Restricted, permit required to remove 
plant by-products (ADA 2007).

3.8.3.2 Environmental Setting 

All federally and state-listed species in Yuma County, Arizona, are presented in 
Table 3-6.

Within the Section CV-2a Project corridor the broad habitat types available to 
resident and migrating wildlife species include sparse herbaceous vegetation, 
shrubland, and wooded shrubland.  Most of the available wildlife habitat consists 
of arid desert shrubland communities that have become established on ridges, 
slopes, alluvial fans, and plains, and along arroyos, gullies, and desert washes 
(e²M 2008). 

Federal Species 

Two federally listed species, lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris curasoae) and 
Sonora pronghorn (Antilocapra americana sonoriensis), and one species 
protected due to similarity of appearance, Sonoran Desert tortoise (Gopherus
agassizii), have the potential to occur in or near Section CV-2a in Yuma County, 
Arizona (see Table 3-6) (USFWS 2008).
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Table 3-6. State- and Federally Listed Species 
with the Potential to Occur in or near the Project Corridor 

Common Name Scientific Name Potential to Federal State 
Occur Status Status 

Desert rosy boa Charina trivirgata gracia y SC 

Sonoran Desert Gopherus agassizii y SOA wsc 
tortoise (Sonoran Population) 

Banded gila monster 
Heloderma suspectum N SC cinctum 

Flat-tailed horned 
Phrynosoma meal/ii 

N 
CA wsc 

lizard 

.Arizona chuckwalla 
Sauromalus ater (Arizona N SC 
Population) 

Yuman Desert Uma rufopunctata N SC wsc 
fringe-toed lizard 

BIRDS 

Great egret Ardea alba N - wsc 

Western burrowing Athene cunicularia N SC 
OWi hypugaea -

Western yellow- Coccyzus americanus N C wsc billed cuckoo occidenta/is 

Snowy egret Egretta thula N - wsc 

Southwestern willow 
Empidonax trail/ii extimus N 

E wsc 
flycatcher 

Cactus ferruginous Glaucidium brasilianum y 
SC wsc 

pygmy-owl cactorum 

Bald eagle (wintering 
Haliaeetus /eucocephalus 

N 
T , PDL wsc 

population) 

Least bittern lxobrychus exilis N - wsc 

Loggerhead shrike Lanius ludovicianus N SC -

Callforn ia black rail 
Lateral/us jamaicensis N SC wsc 
coturnicu/us 
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Common Name 

Yuma clapper rail 

Sonoran pronghorn 

Pale Townsend 's 
big-eared bat 

Spotted bat 

Greater western 
bonneted bat 

Western yellow bat 

Lesser long-nosed 
bat 

California leaf-nosed 
bat 

Yuma myotis 

Pocketed free-tailed 
bat 

Yuma hispid cotton 
rat 

Parish onion 

Kofa barberry 

Gander's cryptantha 

Clustered barrel 
cactus 

Dune spurge 

California barrel 
cactus 

Dune sunflower 

Senjta 

Scientific Name 
Potential to 

Ocet.tr 

BIRDS (continued) 

Rallus longirostris 
yumanensis 

MAMMALS 

Antilocapra americana 
sonoriensis 

Corynorhinus townsendt7 
pal/escens 

Euderma maculatum 

Eumops perotis 
californicus 

Lasfurus xanthinus 

Leptonycteris curasoae 

Macrotus californicus 

Myotfs yumanensis 

Nyctinomops 
femorosaccus 

Sigmodon hispidus 
eremicus 

PLANTS 

Allium parishii 

Berberis harrisoniana 

Cryptantha gander 

Echinocactus 
polycephalus var. 
po/ycephalus 

Euphorbia p/atysperma 

Ferocactus cylindriceus 
var. cy/indraceus 

Helianthus ni'veus ssp. 
tephrodes 

Lophocereus schott;; 

N 

y 

N 

N 

N 

N 

y 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 
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Federal 
Status 

E 

E 

SC 

SC 

SC 

-
E 

SC 

SC 

-

SC 

s 
s 
s 

-

SC 

PR 

SC 

-

State 
Status 

wsc 

wsc 

-

wsc 

-

wsc 

wsc 

wsc 

-

-

-

SR 

-
-

SR 

-

SR 

-

SR 

1, 
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Common Name Scientific Name Potential to 
Occur

Federal
Status

State
Status

Straw-top cholla Opuntia echinocarpa Y — SR

Sand food Pholisma sonorae N SC HS

Kearney sumac Rhus kearneyi N S SR

Schott wire lettuce Stephanomeria schottii N S —

Blue sand lily Triteleiopsis palmeri N S SR

California fan palm Washingtonia filifera N — SR

Source: Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) 2008; USFWS 2008 
Notes: E = Listed Endangered; T = Listed Threatened; C = Candidate; CA = Conservation 

Agreement; SOA = Protected due to Similarity of Appearance to a LE or LT species; PDL = 
Proposed for Delisting; PR = Protected; S= Sensitive; SC = Species of Concern; WSC = 
Wildlife of Special Concern in Arizona; HS = Highly Safeguarded Protected Native Plants (no 
collection allowed); SR = Salvage Restricted Protected Native Plants 

The following federally listed, candidate, and conservation agreement species 
are not anticipated to be impacted by the construction, maintenance, and 
operation of the tactical infrastructure in Section CV-2a: 

 Razorback sucker (Xyrauchen texanus)
 Flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii)
 Western yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus)
 Southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus)
 Bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus)
 Yuma clapper rail (Rallus longirostris yumanensis). 

While the historic ranges of the species include this region of Arizona, available 
data indicate no known records of these species within or proximal to the impact 
corridor.  Additionally, neither these species nor their habitat were observed 
during the September through December 2008 surveys (e²M 2008).  Therefore, 
these species will not be discussed in this section. 

No Federal threatened or endangered species were observed during the 
September through December 2008 surveys (see the Biological Survey Report in
Appendix E).  The following sections provide brief descriptions of habitat 
preferences of the federally listed species considered further in this ESP.  
Additional details on the known distribution and threats to these species are 
provided in the Biological Resources Plan in Appendix F. 

Sonoran pronghorn.  The Sonoran pronghorn inhabits broad intermountain 
alluvial valleys with creosote-bursage and paloverde-mixed cacti associations 
(USFWS 2008). Sonoran pronghorns most frequently use the valleys and hills of 
Pinta Sands, Mohawk Valley, San Cristobal Valley, and Growler Valley east of 
the Project area.  Sonoran pronghorns are known to occur within CPNWR, with 
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the CPNWR being central to its distributional range (USFWS 2006).  Although 
Section CV-2a will occupy part of the historical range for Sonoran pronghorn, the 
Project is outside the current range of the species.  Additionally, because of the 
lack of water resources in the Project area, it is considered marginal, seasonal 
habitat for Sonoran pronghorn (e²M 2008).  Threats to Sonoran pronghorn 
include barriers to movement caused by roads, canals, train tracks, and fences 
(USFWS 2002a).  However, research indicates that Sonoran pronghorn can 
cross under fences with a clearance of 22 inches, with a low aversion rate.  The 
clearance under a post-on-rail fence is 36 inches and the clearance under a 
Normandy style fence is 32.5 inches (e²M 2008).

Lesser long-nosed bat.  The lesser long-nosed bat inhabits desert scrub habitat 
with agave and columnar cacti present as food plants (USFWS 2008). After 
breeding in the desert, lesser long-nosed bats move east into the mountains and 
valleys of southeastern Arizona, which are a combination of forested lands, 
grasslands, and desert scrub.  Lesser long-nosed bats use roost sites within 
CPNWR, including one of three maternity roosts in the United States (USFWS 
2006).  Forage habitat for the species is also present within the Project corridor 
(e²M 2008).

State Species 

Straw-top cholla (Opuntia echinocarpa) was observed within the Section CV-2a 
Project corridor during the September through December 2008 surveys.  Suitable 
habitat for the following state-listed plant species is uncommon to absent in the 
Project corridor: Parish onion, clustered barrel cactus, California barrel cactus, 
dune sunflower, sand food, Kearney sumac, blue sand lily, and California fan 
palm.  Although suitable habitat for senita might exist in the area, according to 
NatureServe (2008) data, there were no known occurrences of this species in or 
adjacent to the Project corridor.  There were no highly safeguarded protected 
native plants observed within Section CV-2a.  Saguaro cacti occur within the 
Project corridor.

Three state-listed animal species, in addition to lesser long-nosed bat and 
Sonora pronghorn, are likely to occur in or near the Project corridor (see Table 
3-6).  The state-listed species with potential habitat within the Project corridor 
include the desert rosy boa (Charina trivirgata gracia), Sonoran desert tortoise 
(Gopherus agassizii), and the cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl (Glaucidium
brasilianum cactorum).

The following paragraphs provide brief descriptions of the regional distribution 
and habitat of state-listed species for which individuals or suitable habitat were 
observed during the June 2008 surveys (see Appendix E) (e²M 2008). 

Senita.  Senita inhabits desert soils that are heavy or sandy and form valleys and 
plains.  Potentially suitable habitat for senita exists within the Project area, but 
this species was not observed during inventories of the corridor (e²M 2008).  
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Senita is primarily a Mexican species occurring in southernmost Arizona only in 
OPCNM at nine sites very close to the international boundary (FNA 2004).

Straw-top cholla.  Straw-top cholla inhabits desert mountain and desert floor 
habitats.  Potential habitat within the corridor for this species includes the 
bajadas and alluvial valley soils.  This species was observed during the field 
surveys (e²M 2008). 

Cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl.  The cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl inhabits 
Sonoran desert scrub habitat in the northwestern portion of CPNWR.  The cactus 
ferruginous pygmy-owl was delisted as federally endangered in 2006 but remains 
a species of conservation concern. Two occurrences within CPNWR have been 
documented; one in the Cabeza Prieta Mountains and one further east in the 
Agua Dulce Mountains (e²M 2008).  Neither of these is recorded within the 
Project area.

Sonoran Desert tortoise. Potential habitat for the Sonoran Desert tortoise 
within the corridor includes paloverde-mixed cacti associations where boulders, 
outcrops, and natural cavities with deep enough soil to support excavations as 
shelters (e²M 2008). 

3.8.3.3 Effects of the Project 

Federal Species 

There are no known occurrences of federally listed threatened or endangered 
species in the immediate area; however, the area contains nesting and foraging 
habitat, which can be used by species living outside the area.  Approximately 34 
acres of vegetation that serve as potential habitat for threatened and endangered 
species will be permanently impacted along the Project corridor.  Additional loss 
of habitat resulting from clearing of laydown areas for construction materials and 
maintenance and storage areas for heavy equipment will be minimal 
(approximately 2 acres) as previously disturbed areas will be selected for these 
functions to the extent practicable.  Potential impacts on listed species include 
habitat loss, noise, and physical disturbance associated with construction and 
subsequent maintenance activities, and beneficial impacts due to reduced cross-
border violator traffic. 

Lesser long-nosed bat. Short-term and long-term, negligible effects on the 
lesser long-nosed bat will occur in Section CV-2a.  However, there are no known 
occurrences of this species within or immediately adjacent to the Project corridor 
(NatureServe 2008).  Effects will occur through the direct loss of forage habitat.  
Based on the known forage distances of up to 40 miles for lesser long-nosed 
bats, it is likely that this species forages throughout portions of the CPNWR, 
where flowers and fruit of saguaro, organ pipe, prickly pear, and agave are 
available (USFWS 2006, USFWS 2007a).   
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Lesser long-nosed bat forage habitat will be permanently impacted by 
construction of tactical infrastructure in Section CV-2a.  The impact corridor 
supports small numbers of saguaro cactus, which serve as a forage plant for 
lesser long-nosed bat.  Approximately 16 saguaros occur within or near the 
Project corridor.  This potential loss of lesser long-nosed bat habitat is small 
compared to the suitable forage habitat available to the lesser long-nosed bat 
throughout the action area.  Additionally, CBP will perform appropriate mitigation 
to lessen the impacts of the Project by avoiding sensitive or protected plant 
species when possible.  Therefore, the planned action is not likely to adversely 
affect the lesser long-nosed bat.

A beneficial effect anticipated from the Project is the reduction of foot traffic on 
habitat for this species.  This area currently receives heavy vehicular and foot 
traffic and these activities result in adverse effects due to reduction of habitat 
quantity and quality, and to the lesser long-nosed bat (USFWS 2007b).  The 
potential cessation of these illegal activities in this area could result in short- and 
long-term, minor to major, beneficial effects on this species. 

Sonoran pronghorn. Short-term and long-term, negligible, direct adverse 
effects on the Sonoran pronghorn potential habitat will occur throughout the 
impact areas in Section CV-2a.  There are no known occurrences of this species 
within or immediately adjacent to the Project corridor; however the entire corridor 
lies within a designated “fauna special species area” for Sonoran pronghorn 
(NatureServe 2008).  Although Section CV-2a will occupy part of the historical 
range for Sonoran pronghorn, the Project is outside the current range of the 
species.  Additionally, because of the lack of water sources, the Project area is 
considered only marginal seasonal habitat (e²M 2008).  Therefore, no direct 
effect on Sonoran pronghorn or currently occupied habitat will occur.   

Improvements to existing access roads could increase vehicle and recreational 
use in Sonoran pronghorn habitat.  However, these increases are likely to be 
negligible.  Existing access roads are currently open to permitted four-wheel-
drive traffic and this will not change as a result of the Project.  Increased human 
disturbance of Sonoran pronghorn in adjacent habitat, associated with 
construction could occur.  Increased human disturbance could result in 
physiological effects, such as elevated heart rate or the additional energy 
expended in moving away from perceived danger.  Studies of captive pronghorn, 
other than the Sonoran subspecies, have shown that they are sensitive to 
disturbance such as human presence and vehicular noise.  Human and vehicular 
traffic caused an increased heart-rate response in American pronghorn in half-
acre holding pens.  During times of drought, disturbances that cause pronghorns 
to startle and run energetically will have a more significant effect.  Such 
expenditures of energy, particularly during times of stress, could lead to lower 
reproductive output or reduced survival for individual animals (USFWS 2006).  
However, impacts are expected to be negligible since construction will be 
focused outside the current range of the species.
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A beneficial effect anticipated from the Project is the reduction of illegal traffic 
and other illegal human activities on habitat for this species.  There are hundreds 
of miles of single vehicle tracks laid down across the otherwise undisturbed 
desert by cross-border violators.  These activities undoubtedly result in adverse 
effects due to the reduction of habitat quantity and quality available to Sonoran 
pronghorns (USFWS 2006) and through direct disturbance of individuals.  The 
potential cessation of these illegal activities in this area could result in short- and 
long-term, minor to major, beneficial effects on this species through improvement 
of the habitat north of the Project such that pronghorn might once again inhabit in 
the future. 

State Species 

Habitat loss or conversion for state-listed species in Section CV-2a will affect a 
small area and will be of little consequence to statewide viability of these species.  
BMPs to avoid and minimize impacts, such as pre-construction clearance 
surveys, are anticipated to reduce potential impacts.  Noise created during 
construction will be anticipated to result in short-term, minor, adverse impacts on 
these state-listed species.

Long-term, minor to moderate, adverse impacts on state-listed species could 
result from construction and maintenance of tactical infrastructure.  Potential 
impacts include habitat fragmentation and vehicular traffic.  A beneficial effect 
anticipated from the Project is the reduction of illegal vehicular traffic on habitat 
for state-listed species. 

Straw-top cholla. The Project has the potential to cause short-term, direct, 
negligible adverse effects on straw-top cholla throughout the impact areas in 
Section CV-2a.  According to NatureServe (2008) data, there were no known 
occurrences of this species in or adjacent to the Project corridor; however, 
potential habitat for these species is present in Section CV-2a, and surveys 
identified plants of these species within the fence corridor.

Desert tortoise. The Project has the potential to cause short-term, direct, minor 
adverse effects on the desert tortoise in Section CV-2a due to unknown 
occurrences.  According to NatureServe (2008) data, there are no occurrences of 
this species within the Project area.  Although none were observed during the 
surveys, potential habitat for the species is present and desert tortoises could 
occur in the Project corridor.

Cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl.  The Project has the potential to cause short-
term, direct, minor adverse effects on the cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl 
throughout the impact areas in Section CV-2a.  According to NatureServe (2008) 
data, there are no occurrences of the cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl within the 
Project area.  Potential habitat for this species occurs in areas of Sonoran desert 
scrub.  Objectives in cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl management include 
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maintaining and increasing the current population in suitable habitat and 
protecting known breeding locations from disturbance.     

Overall, short-term, minor adverse impacts from construction will be expected, 
while long-term minor adverse impacts from maintenance and operation will be 
expected.  The fencing is expected to provide protection for state species in the 
areas north of the tactical infrastructure from foot traffic impacts by cross-border 
violators.  Construction and operation of tactical infrastructure will increase 
border security in the USBP Yuma Sector and can result in a change to illegal 
traffic patterns.  However, changes to cross-border violator traffic patterns result 
from a myriad of factors and therefore are considered unpredictable and beyond 
the scope of this ESP. 

3.9 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

3.9.1 Definition of the Resource 

Although the Secretary’s waiver means CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) for the tactical 
infrastructure segments addressed in this ESP, the Secretary committed CBP to 
responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines associated with the NHPA as the basis for evaluating 
potential environmental impacts and appropriate mitigations for cultural 
resources.

The NHPA of 1966 (as amended) defines cultural resources as prehistoric and 
historic sites, structures, districts, or any other physical evidence of human 
activity considered important to a culture, subculture, or community for scientific, 
traditional, religious, or other reasons.  Depending on the condition and historic 
use, such resources can provide insight into living conditions in previous 
civilizations and can retain cultural and religious significance to modern groups.

Cultural resources are subdivided into archaeological resources (prehistoric or 
historic sites where human activity has left physical evidence of activities but no 
standing structures remain) or architectural resources (buildings or other 
structures or groups of structures that retain historic or aesthetic significance).  
Archaeological resources comprise areas where human activity has measurably 
altered the earth or deposits of physical remains, such as arrowheads or bottles, 
are found.  Under NHPA and the Archeological and Historic Preservation Act, 
any area of human activities at least 50 years old qualifies as an archaeological 
site.

Architectural resources include standing buildings, bridges, dams, and other 
structures of historic or aesthetic significance.  Generally, architectural resources 
must be at least 50 years old to qualify for nomination to the NRHP.  More recent 
structures, such as Cold War-era resources, might warrant protection if they have 
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the potential to gain significance in the future or if they meet exceptional 
significance criteria.    

Traditional cultural properties or sacred sites are a special category of cultural 
resources.  These site types encompass archaeological resources, structures, 
neighborhoods, prominent topographic features, habitat, plants, animals, and 
minerals that Native Americans or other groups consider essential for the 
preservation of traditional culture.

The evaluation and consultation processes promulgated in Section 106 of the 
NHPA require assessment of an undertaking’s potential impact on historic 
properties within the Project’s Area of Potential Effect (APE).  The APE is defined 
as the geographic area(s) “within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly 
cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties, if any such 
properties exist.”  In accordance with EO 12372, Intergovernmental Review of 
Federal Programs, determinations of an undertaking’s potential effect on historic 
properties are presented to SHPO.

3.9.2 Environmental Setting

A search of existing archaeological and historical site records within one mile of 
the project APE was conducted through Arizona State Museum (ASM) AZSites 
online database, DOI, BLM, and USFWS.  No previously recorded sites were 
found within the file search corridor.  Pedestrian inventory of the APE occurred 
on September 29, 2008, and November 24 to 25, 2008.  No cultural resources 
were recorded within the project’s APE. 

3.9.3 Effects of the Project  

Analysis of potential impacts on cultural resources considers various agents.  
Adverse impacts can include physically altering, damaging, or destroying all or 
part of a resource; altering characteristics of the surrounding environment that 
contribute to the resource’s significance; introducing visual or audible elements 
that are out of character with the property or alter its setting; or neglecting the 
resource to the extent that it deteriorates or is destroyed.  The sale, transfer, or 
lease of a historic property out of agency ownership (or control) without adequate 
legally enforceable restrictions or conditions to ensure preservation of the 
property’s historic significance is also considered an adverse impact.

The current Project includes excavation, geophysical boring, grading, road 
improvement, fence construction, equipment storage, and increased vehicle 
traffic and human presence during the construction phase.  Since no cultural 
properties occur within the planned impact corridors, these actions will have no 
effect on historic or prehistoric sites.  However, archaeological monitoring is 
recommended during any ground-disturbing activities in the unlikely event of an 
inadvertent archaeological discovery. 
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3.10 SOCIOECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
Although the Secretary’s waiver means CBP no longer has any specific legal 
obligations under the laws included in the waiver, the Secretary committed CBP 
to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines for evaluating environmental impacts associated with 
socioeconomic resources.  Please refer to the Environmental Stewardship Plan 
for the  Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure U.S. 
Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona (Section CV-2) for further 
information (resource definition, environmental setting, and environmental 
impacts) regarding socioeconomics and environmental justice for Section CV-2a.   

3.11 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND WASTE 
Although the Secretary’s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific 
obligation under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Liability Act (CERCLA), the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA), the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), and the Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) Secretary committed CBP to 
responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural 
resources.  CBP supports this objective and has applied the appropriate 
standards and guidelines associated with CERCLA, RCRA, TSCA, and SARA as 
the basis for evaluating potential environmental impacts and developing 
appropriate mitigations for hazardous materials and wastes.  Please refer to the 
Environmental Stewardship Plan for the  Construction, Operation, and 
Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Wellton 
Station, Arizona (Section CV-2) for further information (resource definition, 
environmental setting, and environmental impacts) regarding hazardous 
materials and waste for Section CV-2a. 
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4. BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

CBP will continue to work in a collaborative manner with Tribes, local 
government, state and Federal land managers, and the interested public to 
identify environmentally sensitive resources and develop appropriate BMPs to 
avoid and/or minimize any adverse impacts on environmentally sensitive 
resources.

Design criteria to reduce adverse environmental impacts include selecting a 
route that will minimize impacts, consulting with Federal and state agencies and 
other stakeholders to avoid or minimize adverse environmental impacts, and 
developing appropriate BMPs to protect natural and cultural resources (see 
Table 4-1).  Potential effects, including physical disturbance and construction of 
solid barriers on wetlands, riparian areas, streambeds, and floodplains, will be 
avoided or mitigated whenever possible.  BMPs will include implementation of an 
SWPPP, CM&R Plan, SPCC Plan, Dust Control Plan, Fire Prevention and 
Suppression Plan, and Unanticipated Discovery Plan to protect natural and 
cultural resources.  For a complete list of BMP’s, see the Biological Resources 
Plan for Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure CV-
2a located in Appendix F.
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Table 4-1.  BMPs and Mitigation Measures 

Resource Area BMPs/Mitigation 

Air Quality 

BMPs to reduce dust and control PM10 emissions.  
Construction equipment will be kept in good operating 
condition to minimize exhaust. 
Construction speed limits will not exceed 35 miles per 
hour.
Fire Prevention and Suppression Plan.   

Noise
Equipment will be operated on an as-needed basis.  A 
majority of the activities will occur away from population 
centers.   

Land Use and Recreation BMPs and mitigation not expected to be necessary. 

Aesthetics

Design techniques and construction practices will be used 
to reduce the visual impacts of the Project.  Such 
practices as using irregular clearing shapes, bending 
slopes to match existing landforms and retaining existing 
rock formations, vegetation, and drainage whenever 
possible will be used to the maximum extent practicable.

Geology and Soils Dust Control Plan and SWPPP. 

Hydrology and 
Groundwater 

Revegetation of temporary staging areas, SWPPP, any 
applicable conservation methods as outlined by ADWR. 

Surface Waters and 
Waters of the United 
States

SWPPP, sediment- and erosion-control plans, wetlands 
mitigation, and restoration plan. 

Floodplains Special fence design for stream crossings, planning 
guidance developed by the USACE. 

Vegetation Biological monitor on site to ensure all BMPs and 
mitigation plans are followed. 

Wildlife and Aquatic 
Species

Construction start-date to consider migratory birds. 
Survey of nesting migratory birds. 

Special Status Species Biological monitor on site to ensure all BMPs and 
mitigation plans are followed. 

Cultural Resources 
Cultural Monitor on site to ensure all BMPs are followed.  
A 2-meter buffer will be used to protect border 
monuments during construction.   

Socioeconomic and 
Environmental Justice BMPs and mitigation not expected to be necessary. 

Hazardous Materials and 
Waste SPCC and CM&R plans. 
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5. RELATED PROJECTS AND POTENTIAL EFFECTS 

The following analysis summarizes expected environmental effects from the 
Project when added to other past, current, and reasonably foreseeable future 
actions.  The geographic scope of the analysis varies by resource area.  For 
example, the geographic scope of cumulative impacts on resources such as 
noise, visual resources, soils, and vegetation is very narrow and focused on the 
location of the resource.  The geographic scope of air quality, wildlife and 
sensitive species, and socioeconomic resources is much broader and considers 
more county- or region-wide activities.  Projects that were considered for this 
analysis were identified by reviewing USBP documents, news releases, and 
published media reports, and through consultation with planning and engineering 
departments of local governments, and state and Federal agencies.  Projects 
that do not occur in close proximity (i.e., within several miles) of the fence will not 
contribute to a cumulative impact and are generally not evaluated further.

5.1 PAST, PRESENT, AND REASONABLY FORESEEABLE FUTURE 
ACTIONS

Cumulative Fencing, Southern Border.  As of January 2009, there are 62 
miles of landing mat fence at various locations along the U.S./Mexico 
international border (CRS 2006); 14 miles of single, double, and triple fence in 
San Diego, California; 70 miles of new primary pedestrian fence approved and 
currently under construction at various locations along the U.S./Mexico 
international border; and fences at POE facilities throughout the southern border.  
In addition, 225 miles of pedestrian fence and 300 miles of vehicular fence 
(including the 1.58 miles addressed in this ESP), will be constructed in Texas, 
New Mexico, Arizona, and California. 

Past Actions.  Past actions are those within the cumulative effects analysis 
areas that have occurred prior to the development of this ESP.  The effects of 
these past actions are generally described under each resource area.  For 
example, extensive military training in both the BMGR and CPNWR has 
contributed to the existing environmental conditions of the area.

Present Actions.  Present actions include current or funded construction 
projects, USBP or other agency operations in close proximity to the fence 
locations, and current resource management programs and land use activities 
within the cumulative effects analysis areas.  Ongoing actions considered in the 
cumulative effects analysis include the following:

New Fence.  In August 2007, USBP approved the installation of 37 miles 
of pedestrian and vehicle fence in Yuma Sector on lands mostly under the 
control of BMGR.  Referred to as Project 37, the first two of three phases 
focus on deployment of tactical infrastructure and the third will focus on 
technology systems (GAO 2007).  This activity ends just to the west of the 
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Project.  To the east of the Project, vehicle fence Project CV-3 calls for the 
installation of 22.5 miles of post-on-rail and Normandy-style fence on 
CPNWR.

Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions.  Reasonably foreseeable future 
actions consist of activities that have been approved and can be evaluated with 
respect to their effects.  The following activities are reasonably foreseeable future 
actions:

 SBI/SBInet.  The Secure Border Initiative (SBI) is a comprehensive multi-
year plan established by the DHS to secure America’s borders and reduce 
illegal immigration.  SBInet is responsible for the development, installation, 
and integration of technology solutions, and SBI tactical infrastructure 
develops and installs physical components designed to secure the border 
consisting of the following major components:  pedestrian fence, vehicle 
fence, roads, lights, and vegetation control.  SBInet will improve 
deterrence, detection, and apprehension of illegal aliens into the United 
States.  When fully implemented, SBInet and SBI tactical infrastructure will 
improve ability of CBP personnel to rapidly and effectively respond to 
illegal cross-border activity and help DHS and CBP to manage, control, 
and secure the Nation’s borders. 

 Construction of Vehicle Fence.  The FY 2007 DHS Appropriations Act 
provided $1.2 billion for the installation of fencing, infrastructure, and 
technology along the border (CRS 2006).  CBP will construct 300 miles of 
vehicle fence in the El Paso, Texas and New Mexico; Tucson and Yuma, 
Arizona; and El Centro, California, Sectors.
USFWS Comprehensive Conservation Plan for CPNWR.  USFWS has 
prepared a Comprehensive Management Plan and Environmental Impact 
Statement which will provide future management guidance for use and 
protection of the resources on approximately 803,400 acres of wilderness 
managed by USFWS’s Ajo Field Office in the western portion of Pima 
County, Arizona (GAO 2007).

Table 5-1 presents the cumulative effects that might occur from implementation 
of the Project.

5.2 AIR QUALITY 
Minor short-term adverse cumulative effects on air quality are expected from the 
construction of tactical infrastructure in combination with other reasonably 
foreseeable future actions.  Emissions from construction, operation, and 
maintenance activities will not be expected to affect local or regional air quality. 
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5.3 NOISE
Negligible cumulative effects on ambient noise will be expected as a result of 
construction, operation, and maintenance activities associated with the Project.  
Continued low flight military activities in the vicinity of the Project are expected to 
contribute noticeably to the overall noise environment.  

5.4 LAND USE AND RECREATION 
Construction of tactical infrastructure will result in moderate changes to land use.  
Continued USBP activities and construction of other USBP tactical infrastructure 
will impact upon the wilderness designation of CPNWR.  Moderate cumulative 
impacts on land use are expected from the additive effects of the past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable future actions.

5.5 AESTHETICS
Minor to moderate impacts on aesthetics are expected from the additive effects 
of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  The presence of 
construction equipment under the Project will produce a short-term adverse 
impact on visual resources. Once installed, the tactical infrastructure will create 
a permanent and fixed visual interruption at fixed points.  Adverse cumulative 
effects could include temporary construction impacts and recreational activities 
such as viewing of uninterrupted vistas within a wilderness setting.

5.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
Additive effects include a minor increase in erosion. Construction of the tactical 
infrastructure will have a minor cumulative effect on soils due to continued use 
and maintenance.

5.7 WATER USE AND QUALITY 

5.7.1 Hydrology and Groundwater 

Minor adverse cumulative effects will occur on groundwater resources if 
groundwater were to be used for dust suppression during Project construction.  
Due to the short-term nature of Project construction and the lack of other 
foreseeable actions, potential adverse cumulative effects will be minor.

5.7.2 Surface Water and Waters of the United States 

Minor impacts on surface water and waters of the United States will occur from 
the Project and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  As discussed in Chapter 
3.7.2, wetland delineations of washes and other waters of the United States 
within the project area were conducted on September 29 through December 10, 
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2008.  There are 0.78 acres of waters of the United States within the potential 
impact areas.  Long-term adverse cumulative impacts on waters of the United 
States will occur following completion of Project due to the number of washes to 
be crossed by tactical infrastructure, the need for long-term access, and the need 
for continuous maintenance of associated conveyance structures.  The 
cumulative impacts on wetlands will be long-term adverse and minor.   

5.7.3 Floodplains

No adverse cumulative impacts on floodplain resources will occur as a result of 
the Project.

5.8 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

5.8.1 Vegetation Resources 

Vegetation in the Project corridor will be significantly impacted by Project 
construction activities.  Impacts on native species vegetation and habitat are 
expected from the additive effects of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
future actions through unavoidable dust production and soil disturbance.  
Cumulative impacts will be lessened to vegetation by a reduction in illegal cross-
border traffic. 

5.8.2 Wildlife and Aquatic Resources 

Minor impacts on wildlife and species are expected from the additive effects of 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  Cumulative impacts 
will mainly result from loss of habitat, habitat disturbance and degradation, and 
construction traffic.  Displaced wildlife will move to adjacent habitat if sufficient 
habitat exists.  Wildlife will also be adversely impacted by noise during 
construction which, when combined with the continued noise of past present and 
future military option, will have an adverse effect on wildlife.  No impacts on 
aquatic species are anticipated.

5.8.3 Special Status Species 

CBP is in continuing coordination with the USFWS regarding potential impacts on 
listed species or designated critical habitat.  Special status species are 
commonly protected because their historic range and habitat has been reduced 
and will only support a small number of individuals.  Negligible adverse impacts 
are possible on the Sonoran pronghorn and lesser long-nosed bat due to 
construction activity and possible loss of habitat.  Construction, operation, and 
maintenance of tactical infrastructure, when combined with past, present, and 
future military activity, have the potential to result in minor to major adverse 
cumulative impacts on these species. The construction of the Project, however, 
will serve to lessen cumulative impacts by reducing IA activity
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5.9 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
The current Project includes excavation, geophysical boring, grading, road 
improvement, fence construction, equipment storage, and increased vehicle 
traffic and human presence during the construction phase.  Since no cultural 
properties occur within the planned impact corridors, these actions will have no 
effect on historic or prehistoric sites.  

5.10 SOCIOECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
Minor, short-term beneficial impacts on local and regional socioeconomic 
resources are expected from the additive effects of past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future actions.  Economic benefits will be realized by construction 
companies, their employers and suppliers, and by Yuma County through a minor 
increase in tax receipts for the purchase of goods and services.  Construction of 
tactical infrastructure has the potential for minor beneficial effects from temporary 
increases in construction jobs and the purchase of goods and services.  Since 
the construction jobs will be temporary, negligible cumulative effects on 
population growth, income, or other services will be expected.

The cumulative impacts of USBP activities to control the border of the United 
States and the concomitant effects upon the Nation’s health and economy, 
reduction in the number of violent and drug-related crimes, community cohesion, 
property values, and traditional family values will be long-term and beneficial, 
both nationally and locally.  Residents of nearby towns will benefit from increased 
security, a reduction in illegal drug-smuggling activities and the number of violent 
crimes, less damage to and loss of personal property, and less financial burden 
for entitlement programs. This will be accompanied by the concomitant benefits 
of reduced enforcement and insurance costs.  Operation and maintenance of the 
tactical infrastructure has little potential for cumulative impacts on 
socioeconomics.

5.11 HAZARDOUS WASTES AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
Construction, operation, and maintenance of tactical infrastructure will require 
minimal quantities of hazardous materials and generate small quantities of 
hazardous wastes.  In light of no other foreseeable past, present, or future 
activity likely to generate such wastes or materials, minimal cumulative impacts 
on hazardous materials and wastes will occur as a result of the Project.
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Fe1leral Re:;isti,r /Vol. 73. No. fl5 /'l'hul'sday, April 3. 2008/Notir.:es 18293 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Office of the Secretary 

Determination Pursuant to Section 102 
01 the Illegal Immigration Reform and 
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996, 
as Amended 

AGENCY: Office of Lb e Secretary. 
Oepartment of Homeland Security. 
ACTION: Notiae of dcter111iuation. 

SUMMARY: The SP.crnlnry of HnmelAnrl 
Ser.mi,y has determined, pur.rnnnl to 
law. I hat it i ~ nocP-qsa ry to waive 0P.rtoin 
l~ws. regulations n ud other logal 
1equire1neuts iu ,ndur to eusure the 
axpetlitious coustruot.iou of barriers a nd 
.roads 1u urn vioi.wty o[ tl,e iuleruatiouuJ 
hinrl border ohhe Un,ted States. 
DATES: This Notice is al'foctive 0 11 April 
3, Z•J◊8. 

Determination and Waircr; I have a 
maodate to achieve aod maintain 
(lparalfonal control n( the l,mrlers of I he 
U11ited Slntes. Public LHw 109- 367, §,2, 
12.0 Stat. 2038. 8 U.S.C, 1701 note. 
Congress bas provided me wiu1 !I 
uumlior o f authorities ueccssa1-y to 
accamplisb this man dale. One of these 
aut hnrities fa fou nd at section 102(c) pf 
the lll~gal lmmigiatioo Reform and 
tmmigranl Responsibility /\,;I af 109n 
l"lfRIRA"J, P ublic Luw 104-208. Div. C. 
110 StoL 3009-546. 3009-554 (Sept. 30, 
1996) (8 U.S.C lJ.03 001.1:). a,; a:rnentl.Mtl 
by lho REAL JD Ac::tuf2005, Public Law 
109-1.3, Div . B . lHI Still, 2:'.11 , 302, 306 
(May ·1·1, 2005) (8 U.S.C. 11()3 note), as 
amended by the Secme Pence Act pf 
2006, Public Law ·1 09-367, § 3, ·120 Stat. 
2638 (Oct. 26, 2006) (8 U.S.C. l 103 
u□le), ns atueJl!led by Ltie Deporlll.tettt of 
Homeland Security Appropriations Act. 
20,JB, f'ublic Law 110- 161, Div. E, Title: 
V, Section 564., 1z1 Stat. 2090 (Dec, 26, 
:1.007]. In .Section 102(a} of um RA. 
CottgrH~S p11,videcl lhal th~ s~cr,,tary ol' 
Homeland Security sJ,a.JI take such 
actions as mt1.y l,e 11HCAS:,i'.try to in.stall 
addil iunal phy$ic:a. l barriers 1111d ruads 
(inducli□g the remr;,v11l of obstacles to 
detection ofillegal eu\ranls) in the 
vicinity of th~ United States bmderto 
deter illegal crossings in Meas of high 

illegal entry into the United Stlltes. Ln 
Section 102(b) oflll{Jl{A, Congress has 
ca.lied for the installation of fencing, 
barriers, marls, lighting, camerAs, and 
sells□rs on flat less thtin 700 miles of the 
southwest border. inclUdiflg pr·iority 
milesoffe.ncing lltat m ust be complated 
by December 2008. Finally, in section 
'IU2(c) of the UR[RA, Congress granted to 
mo the authority to waive all legal 
M'quire.ments tlrnt f, io my {lole 
d iscretion, determine nec,<i~sary \0 
ensn.r!l'the expeclitious construction. of 
barriers and mads authorized by section 
102 of lfRfR1\. 

I rletmmit,e '1'11at i-he a,ens in 1he 
vici 11ity of Um Uuiled States bo,rder 
described Lln Lbe ottochml <locurneu t. 
whic h is incorporntP.d anrl maria A part 
he.rt'o f, are areas nf high illegal entry 
lool1eQliV1.<ly ' ' Project Areus"). Tlrnse 
Project Afij11~ ure locut~d in u rn StatM o( 
Califomi~. /\rji()ua. Ne,v MRxic;:o, and 
'!'exes. In orrle r 1n dete·r illegal crossings 
iu tlrn Project Areus. lh~r,ds pres,rnUy 
u [L00d LO COJHlLrllCL J'ix~d UJ<ti mol,ilB 
barriers (suoh ns fencing. ve hicle 
barriP.rs . towern. sensors, camr.uas. anrl 
other survoillamie. cu1111u uuica.tio11. /J.lld 
detouuun uqui p meu l) u 11 <l roads i II the 
vicinity of the horrler of the United 
StalP.E. h1 mcle1· I'll ensme they 
wcpo<ljlious conslJ-ucliou uf lhe tia.rri~rs 
fl.Ud mu.Lis that Congress prescribed in 
the IIRlRI\ in lhe Proiect Areas, w hich 
me are11s o f h ig h illegal e ntry into the 
United Slates, I have delcrml ued that il 
is nooessury thal I exeruiso the <1 ul11ority 
that is vested in 01e by sectiou ·102[c) of 
t11A IIRIRA as iunended. 

Accorclingly. I horeby waive iu their 
eul irety. with respect to the 
construction of roads ana fixed a,ad 
mobile barriers (includi ng, but not 
limil~d lo, ..ccessing lha 1mijecl m,,u. 
crooling an cl using staging u1eas, the 
coo dud of earthwork. excavali on, fill, 
and site preparation, and installation 
and uphep of fences, roads, suppt1rt.iug 
1,Jemontll, druinago, erasion controls . 
safety fel;ltures, su rveills.nc1a, 
communic,it,ion, and detection 
eq ui pmenl of all Lyp~-s. radw: und .ru dio 
towers. and lighling) to lhe Pmjccl 
Areas. all .federal. state. or othet laws. 
regulations and legal regnir<>.ment.s of. 
deriving from . or related trJ the subjecl 
of. th@ followiug laws. as ame.uded; Tho 
National Eovimnmental Policy Act 
(l'uh. L. 91-190, 83 Stal. 852 (JM, 1, 
1970) l42 U.S.C. 4321 Ol seq.)). the 
lfotlangcred Spodes Act lPul,. L. 93-
205, 87 Sta t. 8U4 (Dec. 28. 1973) (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.)), the Federal Water 
Follutiou Control Acl (conuuon ly 
rt1forrnd lo as the Clean Wat~r Acl) (33 
U.S.C. 125'l et seq.)), the Natio,ia] 
Historic Preservation Act (Pub. L. 09-
H65, 80 Stat. \l1a (Oct. 15, 1\166) (16 

U.S.C. 470 ct seq. )). the Migratory Bird 
treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703 ct seq,), the 
Clean Air Acl(42 U.S,C. 7401 er seq.). 
the Archeologtool Reso urces Prntection 
J\Cl (Pub. r,. gr.- 95, 1fo U.S.C. 47Uaa et 
seq.), the SaJe Drin~fog \'Valer Act (42 
U.S.C. soor~, seq.), th., No,se Cn nt ro l 
AtJ (42 U.S.C. 4\J0l et ••q.). th e Solid 
Waste Disposal Act, as amended by the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6001 et seq.), the 
Comprehensive environmental 
Response, Compeusuliou. a.ud Liability 
Act l42 U.S.C. 9LN1 ol suq.), the 
Arcbaaologic:dl uud l fislork 
Pro,servaliou Act lPub. L. 86-523. '16 
U.S.C. 469 or seq,). tho Autit[Uities Act 
(tfi CJ.S.C. -131 et seq.). the Historic 
Sil:es, Builrli ngs. and ,\nfiqnilies Ant (JD 
lJ./i.C. 40·1 et seq.), tllP. Wild And ,C,cenic 
Rivers Act (Pub. r ,. 90- 542. 16 U.S.C. 
1281 Ol SBq,) . Urn Farmland Protoction 
Policy Act (7 U,S.C, 4201 ol seq,). Lhe 
Coastal Zone Mauageme1ll Act (Pub. L. 
92.-503, 16 Lf,S.c;, 1451 et s&q,). the 
Wilderness Act (Pub. L. BS-577. 16 
U.S.C. ·113 ·t qt seq.), the F11d.Ma) f .and 
Polley 1u)d Manageiuen1 Act (Puh. r.. 
94- 5 79, 43 U.S.C. 170·1 ~l .,eq.), t h e 
Nat inu~J Wildltl'" Rer,.,gH Syste,u 
Admin.istration Act (Ptl.b. L. 69-669, 16 
U.S.c. 660d d-66Uee), the l"ish and 
Wi l,llife Act Qf l\l56 (Pub. L. 04-1◊24, 
16 U.S.C. 742a, et seq,), the Fish 8.Jld 
Wi ldlife Coordination Act (Pub. L. 73-
12·1, rn U.S.C. 661 et seq.). I he 
Admiuisliallve Procodure Act lfi U.S.C. 
551 el seq.). lhe Otuy Mounl!l.ln 
Wild~rooss Act of 'l99Q (P ub. L. 106-
145). Sections 102(29) acd 103 of'l'iUe 
i of lhe Ollifornia fJesert Protection Acf 
(l'ub. L. 103-133). 50 ~t.at. 1827, I.he 
NA1in11nl Park Servioe Or-ganfc /\r;t (Pub. 
I,. 64-'235. 16 u.s.c. 1. 2-4), th~ 
Not io nal Purk.Servioo Gonerul 
Autlturilies Acltpub. L , 91- 303, 16 
U.S.C. la- 1 ct seq.), Sectious 401l7), 
403. ,md 4.04 of the Nal.iuual Parks aad 
Rec;reatlon Am of 1978 (Pub. r.. 95-G25), 
Sect tons 30·1 la)-(f) of the Adzoua Oeser1 
Wilderness Aot (P11b. I,. 101-628), the 
Rivers anti llarbors Act' of '1899 (33 
U .S.C. 403). t he fT.11gle Pro leclfo n /\ct (rn 
U.S.C. 668 ct seq,). the Native American 
CMves Protection and Repatriation Act 
[25 U.S.C. 30Ul et seq.), the American 
lnclilUI Religious FTeedom Act (42 U.S.C. 
1996), 1he Religiou~ Freetlom 
Reshm\lio n Act (42 U.S.C. 20001.,b). f'11e 
Notional forest Mon8ge1uent Act of 
197G (10 U.S.C. 1600 ~/ seq.). WJd lbe 
MuJUpl~ Use and Sust.uiued Yield Acl ot 
1ll60 (16 U.S.C, 520-531). 

This wniv(lr does 11ot supmsad~. 
supplem~n.t, or in a:ny way m,;,dify the 
pl'ev ious waivers µub lisbed in the 
l'edera] Register an September 22, 2005 
(70 ~' R 551122). January 1\1, 20(17 [72 F'I{ 
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25-35), ood Octobol' 26. 2007 (72 FR 
60U70). 

I msarve lhe authority lo 111Aks fmthe r 
waiver5 from lime lo iinrn afi I may 
clolorwiue tu be 11~00,s,;!ll'y lo ucoowplitih 
Urn pruvisious of section 102 uf Urn 
IIRIRA, as a 111011t.lucl. 

Dated! A p'rl I 'I , Z008, 
lvlichael Chertott: 
Secretnrv. 
[FR Doc. Uli-1095 r iled 4-1-08: i,o~ pm] 

81WNG CODE 44iO-iO-P 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Office ol the Secretary 

Determination Pursuant to Section 102 
of the Illegal Immigration Reform and 
Immigrant Responslblll\y Act of 1996, 
as Amended 

AGENCY: Office of tlrn SRcrntarv. 
Oeparlmenl o f Homelancl Sec1irily. 
ACTION: Notice of dctotn1ination. 

SUMMARY: T he Secret.nry of HomelAnd 
Sacu.riLy bas detowtluet.l. pursuant to 
law. that it is u ocessary lo waive earlaiu 
luws. regulatlo us llud other loi,:al 
requi reweuts iu ur<lor LO eusure llia 
expedlHous constru c;tion of hsrriers a nrl 
roads in the vicinily nf the inte rnat io na l 
lend border of th e tJntterl States. 
DATES: '!'bis Notice i~ effeclive on April 
3, 2()1>8. 

Det·Brmi11utio11 w·,c/ Waivt1r: T he 
l)ep • rl1ne 11l <)f llnrnelan<l Security lu,8 a 
maudati3 lo achieve aut.l 1111,tnlaia 
ope,rnllo.ual ooutrol o [ the lJt1rdcrs of lho 
United Stuto~. Public Lnw 109-367. 
Section 2, 120 Slat. 2630, O U.S.C. 1701 
TILJIP.. Congress has pmvirl erl ·flu, 
Secretary of Hpmeland Security with a 
nu mbe1· of a utlwritie~ nernssary 10 
a.ccompllsb lhi~ mlWdaLe. Ono o fl.l'wse 
a ulborilies is found Msscliuu lOZ(c) or 
t.Jrn Weg~J lmmigrntiLJn Ruform a.nd 
lm migr~ul ResponsibiliLy Act or lijYb 
(" IIRIRA"}. P11blic Luw 104-ZOU, Div. C, 
110 Slal. 3009- 546. 3009- 554 (Sepl. 30, 
1996) (8 U.S.C noa note). as amended 
by 1 he REAL ID Ac1 of 2005. Pub! ic Law 
109-13. Div. n. 119 Stat. 231. 302. 306 
(May 11, 2005) (ll lJ.S.C. 1103 110le), us 
om.ended by the Secure Fence Act of 
2tJ1J6, Public. Law 109- 367, Section ::i. 
1:W Stat. 2638 (Oct.26.2006) fll U.S.C. 
I 103 note), as amended by Ute 
OapBrlJnaol of Ilo rneland s~c;urily 
App n,pri• I ions Act, 2008, PuhHc I.aw 
l 10- 16'L, D.iv. E, Ti! le V, Seel io n 56<>, 
121 Stat. 2ogo (Dile, 26, 2007), lu 
Secti1J□ 1()2(a) of the IU~IRA, <cougres~ 
provided lb61 the l;lecre.lary of 
Homelsud Secmity shall tab such 
actions 8$ may he ne~ssary to install 

acid itlonal physical battiers a.nd road~ 
(includfng the removal of obstacles to 
detocUon oflllegal entrants) in the 
vicinity \lf the Unit eel States be;1rder tn 
dater ill ~g•l cr,;ssi1tgs in Areas o F high 
illaga l a 11try int,i the l,Jniled .SIRl'PX 111 
Sac\i1; 11 i 02(b) of 1J,a IIRIR/1., Coograsij 
ltus ealled fo r Lhe i11~1ullat.fon of f'encing, 
barriers, roa<ls, lighting, cameras, ancl 
sensors on □ ot l ass Urnn 70!J miles of the 
~01,thwesl border, inch i ding p, ic;,ricy 
m:iles of fencing U1a.l m u~t be completed 
by Decomber o[ 2008. Finally, lo socliou 
102(c) t,ftli~ f!RIRA, Co ngress g ranhid LO 
me lbe u ull1ority lv wuive ull legul 
nJquinm10nl.$ lbal I. la my sole 
discmliuu, dGlormi□e necossru-y 10 
ensure the exped ition~ construction of 
harriars and roads a111horize <l by section 
102 of the IIKIKt\. 

I deten1.1ine tl1Qt the area in tl1e 
vic;inity oftne l)nile<l States bcmler u~ 
J e,,cribe<l in rhe sttacnRcl dncmn eo t. 
l1erei na!teri-ne Prc,j'ect Ai-ea, wbich is 
incurpo rawJ IJ.O~ rn"Je a part b e1·BoC is 
,m 1u8u uf ti.igb illegul on try. In urdar tu 
uolilr Wegw crossings in I.he Pr<lject 
Amu, tlrnrc is pwseoUy a need lo 
consrmct fixeri and mohile barriers ruid 
roaris in cnn junclion w ith 
improvements to an e.xisting leve.e 
sy~tem in the vic:i nity oft.he border of 
I he 1.Tni leJ StlltH~ tts • jrtinl e llml wilJ1 
Hidolgo County. Texas. In orcli,r to 
~nsurcth<'.' expeditious construotion of 
the bartiers ond roods that Conl1ress 
prescribed in. I.he IIRJKA in the r>roject 
Area, which is uu area ,,t ltigh ii legij l 
enl 1·y inlo the Un iled States, I 11,.ve 
delarwiued lhttl il js uecessttry tliat I 
exercfao lho uuthorily that is vested iu 
ma by seolio u 102(c) o[ tJ10 IIRIRA us 
ame□ded. Accordi□gly, I berehy waive 
in th ai r eotirety. with re~p~ct In the 
c,,nstl'llr.lion <Jf roads un<l fixad! and 
mobile h arriers Unclu d ing, but nnl 
limited to, ttcC\assins Lbu prujecl w-oa, 
c roati ug iln d usi ug staging urell.S, Lbe 
cuuducl o f uu.rtb wurk. excuvali un, l'W. 
a11 d s ilo prep ll.rtllion. fin t1 insrn.lll ation 
oud upk.eep uf fonces. rouds. s upµo rtillg 
elements. clrainage. erosion conlTols, 
safety foatnres. s11 rveillance. 
oommunioation, and <lP.tection 
ecp1ipmen1 of a ll types. radar anri rndio 
lUWl'IIS, a11d lig hliug) ill llie Projecl Areu. 
all fedel'a!, sla te, o r otb0r laws, 
regulnt1,)ns and legal requirements of. 
deriving from , or related to Urn subject 
of, lhe following laws, as a1uen <led, ihe 
Na tio,1a J Envirvnmt1nttt l P~ lir.y Act 
(Pu ll-! .. 9'1- '190, 83 Stat. 8~2 (Jan . ·1, 
1 g7.o)' (42 u.s.c. 4321 el •eq.l) . t hH 
Ent.li,ug~.n,d Species Ao! (Pull. L 93-
2()51 87 Stat. 884) [Dec. 28, 1073] [16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.]), I.he l•'edenl.l Wat.er 
!'ollutioa Control Ac\ [comrnooly 
nafu1•rerl to as the Clean Wat'er Act) (3:\ 

U.S.C. l25 t et seq,). lha National 
J I islnric Pre,..;n••tio,, Acl (PIIIJ. l.. 89-
6651 80 Stat. il15 (Oct. is, t1161i) [16 
U.S.C. 470 ~, seq.)). the M1g.ralc.,ry Btrd 
T reaty Aol (1 G lJ.S.C. 703 el seq,), th e 
Clean A.ir Act (42 U.S.C. 74.01 et seqJ, 
the A.J,cheolD_gical Resources Protection 
Ael (Pul.,. I .. 11C~ ll5, '16 llS.C. 470•• el· 
seq.), the ,'iafu Orinki11g Water AC1 (42 
U.S.C. 3001" u/ soq.). thCl Nuiso Co1.1tru l 
;\~t (42 U.S.C. 4901 et seq.), the Solid 
Waste Ulspos,il Act, as amended by the 
Resource Conservatio n ufld Recovery 
Act (42 L/.S .C. ftllll t et sP.q.). the 
Cou1preha11s ive Euvtro,uuenta l 
Response, Co111pe.u;;nlio11, autl Liuuility 
Ad (42 U.S .C. 9601 ~, ,.,q.l, Urn 
Arcbaeologicl<l and Historic 
Presm-valion Acl (Pub. L. SG- 523. 16 
Ll.S.C:. q1,g et .,eq.). tha Anli(]uilies Aot 
(16 U.S.C. 4.~1 et seq.), tlrn Histotic 
Sit.e~. Buildiugs. a111I ;\.111.iquities Ac;I (rn 
1).$ .C. 461 et seq.). the f'armla n d 
Pruu,cltoi1 Policy Act (7 U.S.C. 420"1 el 
s11q,), the Cooslul Zonu M<1ml[;ClliBnl Act 
(Pnb. t . 92-583, 16 U.S.C. ·14 51 e t seq.) , 
the l•"edcral Land Policy and 
Munugem.,olAcl (Pub L. 94-579, 43 
l).S.C. '170 '1 et seq,), the National 
Wiltlllfo Re!'uge System Acl111inislmliou 
AC1 (Pub. I.. 89- GG9. "16 U.S.C. 66Rcl<l-
668ee), the Fisb and- Wildlife Act of 
1956 (Pu b. L, 64-1024, 16 U.S.C. 742u. 
ut s11q.). lhe Fish nnd Wi ldlife 
Coor<linalinn Aci (t'ub. L. 73-121, 16 
LJ.S.C. 6tl1 et seq.), th e Adm.inistt olive 
Prnceclu re At:t (5 IJ.S,C. 55·1 el ,eq.). the 
Rivers and tlarbors Act of 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 403), tlm Eitgl~ Prolectiua Acl (1B 
U.S.C. 668 el s~q.), tbe NetJve American 
Gr~vcsJ'rotection ftlld Kcpatriation Act 
[2f> U.S.C. 3001 al seq.). I he /\rne ric:.111 
ladilJ.O Religio us Fnmdo rn Acl (42 U.S.C. 
J~96), tl1e Keliginns F'raeilom 
Restoruliou Acl (4.2 Ll.S.C. 2.ooobb), nut.I 
I he l"edera l Crant and Cooperative 
Agre~me at Act o(1~77 (31 lJ.S.C. 63QJ-
05), 

I rus,u'Vo t.hc aut.Jw rily tu make forlh@i' 
waivers llm:u LI me to lime !ls I mAy 
dH1'er111l11a ltj be lltH::!t'.tS5•HY 1.rJ &,r;<;.Ct1t1f)lish 
the provisions of seclfou 102 of the 
ITR!RA, us u.me a,led, 

Palerl: April t. 'l0OII. 
Michael Ghartoff, 
Sr,crw,ry, 
frl{ Uo~. OM 10 ~/j 1-'ilocl 4 l OM'.1:03 pml 
8ILUNQ CODE 441 CHO--P 
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APPENDIX B
STANDARD DESIGN FOR TACTICAL INFRASTRUCTURE

A properly designed tactical infrastructure system is an indispensable tool in 
deterring those attempting to illegally cross the U.S. border.  Tactical 
infrastructure is also integral to maintaining USBP’s flexibility in deploying agents 
and enforcement operations.  A formidable infrastructure acts as a force 
multiplier by slowing down illegal entrants and increasing the window of time that 
agents have to respond.  Strategically developed tactical infrastructure should 
enable USBP managers to better utilize existing manpower when addressing the 
dynamic nature of terrorists, illegal aliens, and narcotics trafficking (INS 2002).

USBP apprehension statistics remain the most reliable way to codify trends in 
illegal migration along the border.  Based on apprehension statistics, in a 2006 
report on border security, the Congressional Research Service concluded that 
“the installation of border fencing, in combination with an increase in agent 
manpower and technological assets, has had a significant effect on the 
apprehensions made in the San Diego sector” (CRS 2006).

Since effective border enforcement requires adequate scope, depth, and variety 
in enforcement activity, any single border enforcement function that significantly 
depletes USBP’s ability to satisfactorily address any other enforcement action 
creates exploitable opportunities for criminal elements.  For example, the intense 
deployment of personnel resources necessary to monitor urban border areas 
without tactical infrastructure adversely affects the number of agents available for 
boat patrol, transportation check points, patrolling remote border areas, and other 
tasks.  Tactical infrastructure reduces this effect by reinforcing critical areas, 
allowing the agents to be assigned to other equally important border enforcement 
roles (INS 2002).

Fencing

Vehicle fences that are built on the border present a formidable physical barrier 
which impede cross-border violators and increases the window of time USBP 
agents have to respond (INS 2002).

Figure B-1 shows representative post-and-rail fencing. 
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Figure B-1.  Post-and-Rail Vehicle Fence (VF-1) 

Figure B-2. Normandy-Style Vehicle (Fence Type VF-2) 
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Ms. Sherry Barrett 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
201 North Bonita Avenue 
Suite 141 
Tucson, Arizona 85745 

• 
U.S. Dqmtmen.t ofHomelmd Securicy 
Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«>Y 2 8 DB 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona 

Dear Ms. Barrett: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and immigrant Responsibility Act (URIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l 02( c) of IIRlRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructwe in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructwe will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate. and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastmcture in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include miti gation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identify ing areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448 
Sincerely, 

~~(fa -Ir-Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Nova Blazej 
Regional Environmental Review Coordinator U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region~ 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, California 94105 · 

O.S. Dtpu,mmt of Homfland _Security. ·· 
Wubington, DC 20229 

• 

US.Cuatomsand 
_ Border Protection 

tlJV 18 2008 

Subject: Construction. Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection. U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona 
Dear Mr. Blazej: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies. the U.S. Customs and Border Protection {CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct~ the most expeditious . ~~)~9N~~~e}~~ ~e~esSfll'Y_to d_etcr and _prevent iIJeg~ ~try· oo. our .· southwestern, horde,, including pedestrian and vehicle fencmg, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section l 02(b) of the Illegal lmmigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting; cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 ·miles of the southwes~ border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be compJe~-in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practit.al and effective.in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into uu,· United States.. " - · . ' 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to 
minimiu adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered aJl the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for 
your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information 
you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 
We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~ ct @L 
t' Gregory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Bob Broscheid 
Project Evaluation Program Supervisor 
Arizona Game and Fish 
Habitat Branch-Project Evaluation Program 
2221 West Greenway Road 
Phoenix, Arizona 85023 

• 
U.S. Depamnmt of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

tlJV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Broscheid: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with construc1ing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRI\) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority_to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 
We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 

Sincerely, 

~q~ 
tGregory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Delia Carlisle 
Chairperson 
Ak-Chin Indian Community Council 
Attn: Ms. Caroline Anton, Cultural Resource Manager Ak~Chin Him Dak Eco Museum & Archives 47685 North Eco Museum Road 
Maricopa, Arizona 85239 

U.S. Department of Homtland Stturity Washington, DC 20129 

• 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

' 

t«>V 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Chairperson Carlisle; 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Ulegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (UR1RA) requires installation of fencing, barriers. roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of om valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV •2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344•2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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Mr. James P. Chessum 
Administrator 
Greater Yuma Port Aµthority 
502 South Orange Avenue 
Ywna, Arizona 85364 

• 
U.S. Dcputmcnt of Homeland Security Washington, DC 20229 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

MlV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Home1and Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patro1, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Mr. Chessum: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Dt:partment of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactica1 infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure aJong the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP wi11 be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~~ 
tGregory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Sherry Cordova 
Chairperson 
Cocopah Tribal Council 
County 15th and A venue G 
Somerton, Arizona 85350 

• ~ 
U.S. ~partmtnt of Homel.uid Security Washington, DC 20229 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

MlV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Chairperson Cordova: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible--the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IlRlRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads. lighting, cameras, and sensors on not Jess than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactk al infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The final ized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www .BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 
We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

.~~4@; 
~ Gregory L. Giddens 
l) Executive Director 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Dave Daniels 
Planning and Environmental Coordinator 
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Department of Interior Yuma Field Office 
2555 East Gila Ridge Road 
Yuma, Arizona 85365 

• 
U.S. Dqw'tment ofHomehnd Security Washington, DC 20229 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

MJV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Mr. Daniels: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing. roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the lllegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens anempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive cenain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. fn support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical lnfrastmcture in the fo llowing project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CSP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~& t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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The Honorable Daniel Eddy, Jr. 
Chairman 
Colorado River Indian Tribes 
Attn: Mr. Michael Tsosie) Director 
Colorado River Indian Tribes Museum 
26600 Mohave Road 
Parker, Arizona 85344 

• 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOY28DI 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Chainnan Eddy: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2 008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02( c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a col laborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length. on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh. Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~1/n->~~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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The Honorable Diane Enos 
President 
Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 
Attn: Mr. Dan Daggett, Cultural Programs Supervisor I 0005 East Osborn Road 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85256 

• ~ 
U.S. Deputmmt of Homeland Security W1shingcon, OC 20119 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«lV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear President Enos: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on ow· southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IlRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authorit y under Section 102(c) of HRJRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, c.omprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 

CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 

Sincerely, 

~~4~ ~ Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Carlos Escamilla 
Mayor 
City of San Luis 
PO Box 1170 
l 090 East Union St 
San Luis, Arizona 85349 

• 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«)V 2 8 2ml 

Subject: Construction, Operation. and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S . Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mayor Escamilla: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras , and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I , 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l 02(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and mainta in vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fencr.::, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 mil es in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general loca tion of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this projec t by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Ms. Susan Evans 
Director 
Yuma Public Library 
185 South Main Street 
Yuma, Arizona 85364 

• 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

M>V28!11 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Ms. Evans: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern bo rder, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and v irtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 200&, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempring to gain illegal entry into the Uni1ed States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious constmction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and c ultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and majntain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available atwww.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP wru le planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

. 4~~ 
f_ Gregory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 

0v 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Raul Grijalva 
Representative (Arizona - 7th) 
United States House ofRepresenatives 
1440 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0307 

• 
U.S. Deparonmt of Homeland Security Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

f«)V 2 8 2IXI 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Representative Grijalva: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federa} environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible--the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers. roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens anempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I. 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l02(c) of IIRJRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the WeHton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

. /lb~&-~ r Gregory L Giddens 
Executive Director 
facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Ms. Lisa Hanf 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 9 
Federal Activities Office (CMD•2) 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, California 94105 

• 
U.S. ~partmmt of Homeland Security Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NJV282IXI 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Ms. Hanf; 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS). pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible---the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA.) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the follo wing project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~-~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Ms. Becky Heick 
District Manager 
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Department of Interior Colorado River District 
2610 Sweetwater A venue 
Lake Havasu City, Arizona 86406-9071 

• 
U.S. Department ofHomdand Security Washington, DC 20129 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

MJV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Ms. Heick: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible---the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and 1mmigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRi\) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government. state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately t .6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV •2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for constmction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The final ized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this prqject. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infom1ation you fee.I is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~& @__, r Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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Mr. Michael Horton 
National Section 7 Coordinator 
U .S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
440 I North Fairfax Drive 
Suite 420 
Arlington, Virginia 22203 

• ' 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington , DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. 
Department of Homeland Security, U .S . Customs and Border Protection, U.S. 
Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Horton: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS) , pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts 
associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the 
southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct- in the most expeditious 
manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our 
southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection 
technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act 
(IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not 
less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing 
to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most 
practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal 
entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02(c) of 
IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious 
construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's 
waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the 
Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable 
natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to 
being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an 
environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work 
in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the 
interested public to identify and, to the extem practicable, rninjmize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where 
border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control o f the border, CBP will construct, 
operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical 
Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on 
public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two 
access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and 
maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 

CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the 
results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan 
(ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to 
minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available 
at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, 
culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this 
project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the 
potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for 
your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation 
you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 200&. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your 
continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 

Sincerely, 

~<S_~ ff Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028353 
Page 3315 of 3701 



CV-2A Final ESP _MASTER_09.06.12.pdffor Printed Item: 932 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

The Honorable Mike Jackson, Jr. 
President 
Quechan Indian Tribe 
350 Picacho Road 
Winterhaven, California 92283 

U.S. Dc,mtmcnt of Home.land Security 
Washing1on, DC 20229 

• 
.. 

-#. 
1 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«>V 2 8 21D 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. 
Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. 
Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear President Jackson: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the 
U.S . Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts 
associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the 
southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct- in the most expeditious 
manner possible-the infrastructwe necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our 
southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection 
technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act 
(IIRJRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not 
less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing 
to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most 
practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal 
entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02( c) of 
IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious 
construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's 
waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the 
Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable 
natural and cultural resources. CSP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to 
being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an 
environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work 
in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the 
interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where 
border infrastructure will be constructed. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028354 
Page 3316 of 3701 



CV-2A Final ESP _MASTER_09.06.12.pdf for Printed Item: 932 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

The Honorable Mike Jackson, Jr. 
Page2 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, 
operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical 
Infrastructure in the following project areas . 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on 
public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two 
access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and 
maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 

CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the 
results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan 
(ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to 
minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available 
at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, 
culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this 
project CBP appreciates your contribution, as it wi ll ensure the CBP has considered all the 
potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for 
your use in identifying areas of sensitive cnviromnental concern. Please provide any infonnation 
you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008 . 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your 
continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448 . 

Sincerely, 

~~~ ~ r-Gregory L. Gidden, 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Jon Kyl 
Senator (Arizona) 
United States Senate 
730 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0304 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

~ U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. 
Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. 
Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Senator Kyl: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland 
Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts 
associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the 
southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious 
manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our 
southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection 
technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act 
(IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not 
less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing 
to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most 
practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal 
entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of 
IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious 
construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's 
waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the 
Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable 
natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to 
being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an 
environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work 
in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the 
interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
culture. commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where 
border infrastructure wilJ be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP w ill construct, 

operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical 

Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete se<:tion of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on 

public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two 

access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and 

maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 m iles in length. 

CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and wiJJ include the 

results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan 

(ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to 

minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available 

at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, 

culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this 

project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the 

potentiaJ impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for 

your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation 

you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your 

continued participation in project review. lf you have any questions regarding this matter, please 

do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ (9l, t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Ms. Cindy Lester 
Chief 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles Dis1rict, Arizona Regulatory Branch 
3636 North Central A venue 
Suite 900 
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-1939 

U.S. Depill'tlllent of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 202 29 

• 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

J 

t«lV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Ms. Lester: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies. the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastnicture along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible--the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April l , 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of URIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of li fe fo r communities and res idents located near s ites where 
border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, 
operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical 
Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately I .6 miles, in length, on 
public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two 
access roads ( one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and 
maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 

CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the 
results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan 
(ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to 
minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available 
at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, 
culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this 
project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the 
potential impacts . Maps showing the general location of the fence segments ar~ also included for 
your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information 
you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008 . 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your 
continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 

Sincerely, 

~1tfw ~ ~ t Gregory L Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Ronnie Lupe 
Chairman 
White Mountain Apache Tribe 
Attn: Mr. Mark Altaha, THPO 
White Mountain Apache Tribe Historic Preservation Office 
202 East Walnut Street 
Whiterivcr, Arizona 85941 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV28axl8 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance ofTacticaJ Infrastructure, U.S. 
Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. 
Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Chainnan Lupe: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effon to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring sm ugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construclion of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of li fe for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV•2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and 
maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 

CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and jnput regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciat~s your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December l2, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344~2448. 

Sincerely, 

~~&_CDv 
t.Gregory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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Colonel Thomas H. Magness, IV 
U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District 
915 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 9&0 
Los Angeles, California 900 17 

• 
U.S. Departmmt of Homeland Security 
Wa.shington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Colonel Magness: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas o f the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l 02( c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent pract icable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the folJowing project areas . 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total .access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment . The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting re lev ant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are al so included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technic-al expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental D ivision at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincere ly, 

~tfw&.(Th, ff Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Fac ilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable John McCain 
Senator (Arizona) 
United States Senate 
241 Russell Senate Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0303 

• ' 
U.S. Department ofHomewid Sccmity 
Wash1ngt0n, DC 2 0 22 9 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sec1or, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Senator McCain: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (TIRJRA) requires installation o f fencing, barriers, roads , lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality oflife for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results o f this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFenceP1anning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution , as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general tocation of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~-ffi1u&c0l t Grego,y L Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Curt Mccasland 
Refuge Manager 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge 
1611 North Second Avenue 
Ajo, Arizona 85321 

• 
U.S. Dcpartmcnl ofHomelmd Security 
Washingto n, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«lV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Mccasland: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS 10 construct- in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary' s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources . CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government. state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the fo llowing project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the res ults of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

a+ s_ ((!A t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Endosure(s) 
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Ms. Jennifer McCloskey 
Acting Area Manager 

• 
U.S. Department of Homclmd Security 
Washington, DC 2 0 2 2 9 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

hOV 2 8 2008 

Bureau of Reclamation, U.S. Department of Interior- Yuma Area Office Yuma Area Office 
730 I Calle Agua Salada 
Yuma, Arizona 85364 

Subject: Construction, Operation , and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S . Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Ywna Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Ms. McCloskey: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02(c) of IIRIRA, exercis~d his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that C BP no longer has any speci fic legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. C BP strongly supports thi s objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government. state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the WeUton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis rel ated to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participatioo in project review. If you have any questions regarding this maner, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~4C(ID. t G«gory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028369 
Page 3331 of 3701 



CV-2A Final ESP _MASTER_09.06.12.pdffor Printed Item: 932 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

Ms. Jill McConnick 
Cultural Resources Specialist 
Cocopah Tribe 
County 15th and A venue G 
Somerton, Arizona 85350 

U.S. Dcpill'Onmt of Homeland Security 
Washington, OC 2022 9 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

N>V 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Ms McConnick: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c} of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary commined the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identi fy and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. I 

• Three d iscrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length . 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www .BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has consid ered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~tfltD~~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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Ms. JoAnne Medley 
Arizona State Parks 
State Historic Preservation Office 
1300 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

U.S. Departmtnt of Homtbnd Security Washington, DC 20129 

US. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S . Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Ms. Medley: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, s1ate and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately l .6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have ru1y questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~thv 4 Ca;\ 
~regory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Ms. Leesa Morrison 
Homeland Security Advisor Arizona 
Arizona Department of Homeland Security 
1700 West Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

U.S. Department of Homelmd Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«>V 2 8 Z008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U .S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Ms. Morrison: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Hlegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I . 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l02(c) of IIRIRA. exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In suppon of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles , in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the envi ronment. culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planrung this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it w ill ensur.e the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for yo ur use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your con tinued participation in project review . If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~. ~ 'ff Gregory L Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Ms. Bridget Nash-Chrabascz 
Historic Preservation Officer 
Quechan Indian Tribe 
Attn: Ms. Bridget Nash-Chrabascz 
3 50 Pica.cho Road 
PO Box 1899, Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 
Winterhaven, California 92283 

• f 
U.S. Deparanm.t of Homeland Security Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

tllV282008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Ms Nash-Chrabascz: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and v irtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (lIRIRA) requires installation of fencing. barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I , 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l02(c) of fIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaboratjve manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The £SP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment . The final ized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution. as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this maner, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~i(SJD. it Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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Mr. Wayne Nastri 
Regional Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 9 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, California 94105 

U.S. Department of Homclmd Security Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Mr. Nastri: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRlRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 20-08, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On Aprill , 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along rhe southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any speci fic legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports thi s objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and. to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the fo!Jowing project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanningm. 

CBP is requesiing relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture. commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are al so included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~4.0-f)' Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honarable Larry Nelson 
Mayor 
City of Yuma 
One City Plaza 
Post Office Box 13014 
Yuma, Arizona 85366 

U.S. Dcpa.rtmmt ofHomdmd ~curity 
Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

tllV 2 a 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Mayor Nelson: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and pol icies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastrncture necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (lIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United S tates. 

On April I. 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l02(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and c:ultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of thi s commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local governmen t, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality oflife for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately l .6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV •2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered aU the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise , advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344•2448. 
Sincerely, 

~rJiiv&_-~ f Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Ned Norris, Jr. 
Chairman 
Tohono O'odham Nation 
Main Tribal Building Business Loop 
Sells, Arizona 85634 

U.S. Department of Homclmd Security Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Chairman Norris: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l 02( c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible enviromnental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government. state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality oflife for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles: in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The fina lized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~?~~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facili ties Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Wendsler Nosie, Sr. 
Chairperson 
San Carlos Apache Tribe 
Attn: Ms. Vernelda Grant, THPO 
Historic Preservation & Archaeology Department San Carlos Avenue 
San Carlos, Arizona 85550 

U.S. Departmtnt ofHomeland Security 
Washington. DC 20129 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«JV 2 8 DI 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Chairperson Nosie: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Custom.s and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructwe necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRlRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of thi s commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensiti ve environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look fo rward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344•2448. 
Sincerely, 

&tF &_.@, ff Gregory L Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable Benjamin H. Nuvamsa 
Chairman 
Hopi Tribal Council 
Attn: Marvin Lalo, Acting Director 
Hopi Cultural Preservation Office 
1 Main Street 
Kykotsmovi, Arizona 86039 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washlngton, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NlV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Chairman Nuvamsa: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible- the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102( c) of IIRlRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastrncture along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner wi th local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads. and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an enVlronmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at WV.'W .BorderF ence Planning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by De<.:ember 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Diroctor Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~&_ -~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Richard Oxford 
Director 
Arizona State Land Department 
Operations Division 
1616 West Adams Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Mr. Oxford: 

Over the past year, in accordance with app1icable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible--the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary' s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality oflife for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads , and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads ( one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~~ f Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure( s) 
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Mr. Richard Peace 
Division Engineer 
International Boundary and Water Commission 
U.S. Section, Operations and Maintenance Division 4171 North Mesa 
Building C, Suite 31 0 
El Paso, Texas 79902 

U.S. Department of Homeland ~urlty 
Washington, DC 20229 

.. U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NOV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Peace: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and lmmigrant Responsibility Act (URIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April l , 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. A lthough the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In suppon of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, m1nimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintain1ng operational control of the border, CBP wi ll construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV ~2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infonnation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considere-d all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~&.<Th. t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Robert Pickles 
County Administrator 
Yuma County 
198 South Main Street 
Yuma, Arizona 85364 

.. 

• 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NlV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Pickles: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l 02(c) of lIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas . 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

t3k~~- ~ 
t-G,egory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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The Honorable William Rhodes 
Governor 
Gila River Indian Community 
Attn: Mr. Barnaby Lewis, Cultural Resource Specialist 315 West Casa Blanco Road 
Sacaton, Arizona 85247 

U.S. DcpiU'tmtnt of Home.land Security 
Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

~y 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Governor Rhodes; 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal lmmigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April l, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, co the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality oflife. which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise. advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Commissioner Bill Ruth 
International Boundary and Water Commission U.S. Section 
4171 North Mesa 
Suite C-100 
El Paso , Texas 79902-1441 

U.S. Dcputmcnt of Homeland Security Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

t«>Y 2 8 2111 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Commissioner Ruth: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S . Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal fmmigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (URI RA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the Unhed States. 

On April l , 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section I 02( c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary' s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this obj ective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assi.st in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical f nfrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be uti lized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~&_~ t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028397 
Page 3359 of 3701 



CV-2A Final ESP _MASTER_09.06.12.pdf for Printed Item: 932 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

Mr. James T. Shoaff 
Field Manager 
Bureau of Land Management. U.S. Department of Interior Yuma Field Office 
2555 East Gila Ridge Road 
Yuma, Arizona 85365 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

~ U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

tlJV 2 8 2IDI 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Shoaff: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon tl1e OHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRlRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102( c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas . 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlam1ing.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant infotmation and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to Lhis project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in projecr review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~fffoo~.@-t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Steve Spangle 
U .S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
2321 West Royal Palm Road 
Suite 103 
Phoenix, Arizona 85021 -495 1 

• 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

MJV 2 8 2008 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S . Department of Homeland Security , U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Spangle: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal en vironmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct- in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation o f fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April 1, 2008, the Secretary of the DHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102( c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary' s waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tac tical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner wi1h local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance . The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practi ces (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, adv ice, and recommendations and look fonvard to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental D ivision at (202) 344•2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~~@)_ ~ Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Monty Stansbury 
YwnaCounty 
Planning and Zoning Department 
2703 South A venue B 
Yuma, Arizona 85364 

U.S. ~partmcnt of Hommnd Security 
Washington, DC 20229 

~ U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

NJV 2 8 2111 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Stansbury: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S . Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing. roads. and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Refonn and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires installation of fencing. barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April I, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS. pursuant to his authority under Section 102( c) of IIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehid e fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP apprec iates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensiti ve environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Divis ion at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~~. ((A ff Gregory L Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Peter Steere 
Cultural Affairs Program Manager 
Tohono O'odharn Nation 
Main Tribal Building Business Loop 
Sells, Arizona 85634 

U.S. Depuon~t of Homehnd Stcurity 
Washington, DC 20229 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

M>V282Q 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 

Dear Mr. Steere: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Depatt ment of Homeland Security (DHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible-the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section I 02(b) of the Illegal immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRJRA) requires installation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miles of vehicle fencing 'to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On April J, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section 102(c) of lIRIRA, exercised his authority to waive certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary committed the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains committed to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support ofthis commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identify and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 
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To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border, CBP will construct, operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a). Two access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 
CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life, which should be considered by CBP while planning this project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any information you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 
Sincerely, 

~ d_ (9:)., t Gregory L. Giddens 
Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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Mr. Sean Torpey 
Manager 

U.S. Department of Homehnd Security Washington. DC 20229 

U.S. Customs md 
Border Protection 

M>V 2 8 2008 

Bureau of Reclamation, U.S . Department of Interior - Yuma Area Office Resource Management Office, Environmental Planning and Compliance Group 7301 Calle Agua Salada 
Yuma, Arizona 85364 

Subject: Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, U.S . Border Patrol, Yuma Sector, Wellton Station, Arizona. 
Dear Mr. Torpey: 

Over the past year, in accordance with applicable federal environmental laws and policies, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), a component of the Department of Homeland Security (OHS), pursued a comprehensive effort to address potential environmental impacts associated with constructing, maintaining, and operating tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Congress called upon the DHS to construct-in the most expeditious manner possible--the infrastructure necessary to deter and prevent illegal entry on our southwestern border, including pedestrian and vehicle fencing, roads, and virtual detection technology. Section 102(b) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) requires instaJlation of fencing, barriers, roads, lighting, cameras, and sensors on not less than 700 miles of the southwestern border. This total includes 300 miJes of vehicle fencing to be completed in 2008, in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and in areas most practical and effective in deterring smugglers and undocumented aliens attempting to gain illegal entry into the United States. 

On Apri l I, 2008, the Secretary of the OHS, pursuant to his authority under Section l 02(c) of lIRIRA, exercised his authority to wai ve certain laws that were an impediment to the expeditious construction of tactical infrastructure along the southwestern border. Although the Secretary's waiver means that CBP no longer has any specific legal obligations under these laws, the Secretary commiued the Department to responsible environmental stewardship of our valuable natural and cultural resources. CBP strongly supports this objective and remains commi1ted to being a good steward of the environment and to building tactical infrastructure in an environmentally responsible manner. In support of this commitment, CBP is continuing to work in a collaborative manner with local government, state and federal land managers, and the interested public to identi fy and, to the extent practicable, minimize impacts on the environment, 
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culture, commerce, and quality of life for communities and residents located near sites where border infrastructure will be constructed. 

To assist in gaining and maintaining operational control of the border. CBP will construct, 
operate, and maintain vehicle fence and associated access and patrol roads, and other Tactical Infrastructure in the following project areas. 

• Three discrete section of vehicle fence, comprising approximately 1.6 miles, in length, on public owned land in the Wellton Station Area of Operation (Project CV-2a) . Two 
access roads (one existing and one new) will be utilized for construction and 
maintenance. The total access road system will be approximately 2 miles in length. 

CBP is continuing with an environmental review of the fencing projects and will include the 
results of this analysis related to this project in a Yuma Sector Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP). The ESP will include mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed to minimize adverse effects to the environment. The finalized Yuma Sector ESP will be available at www.BorderFencePlanning.com. 

CBP is requesting relevant information and input regarding potential impacts to the environment, culture, commerce and quality of life. which should be considered by CBP while planning this 
project. CBP appreciates your contribution, as it will ensure the CBP has considered all the potential impacts. Maps showing the general location of the fence segments are also included for your use in identifying areas of sensitive environmental concern. Please provide any infonnation you feel is relevant to this project by December 12, 2008. 

We value your technical expertise, advice, and recommendations and look forward to your 
continued participation in project review. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hes itate to contact Mr. Chris Oh, Director Environmental Division at (202) 344-2448. 

Sincerely, 

~~& 
-C--Gregory L. Giddens 

Executive Director 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Enclosure(s) 
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1. Introduction 1

This Biological Survey Report (BSR) synthesizes information collected from a 2
variety of literature sources and field surveys to describe the biological resources 3
within the Project corridor, provides supporting information from the Project 4
region, allows evaluation of the potential impacts of the Project on biological 5
resources, and provides the basis of recommendations for avoidance or 6
reduction of those impacts using mitigation, including best management practices 7
(BMPs).  To complete this BSR, information was gathered from publicly available 8
literature, data provided by relevant land management agencies, reviews of 9
aerial photography and U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps, data 10
from the State of Arizona, data from NatureServe, and field surveys of the Project 11
corridor conducted from September to December, 2008.  12

The BSR analyzes the potential impacts on biological resources resulting from 13
the construction, operation, and maintenance of the Project.  The BSR was 14
prepared as an independent document that is an attachment to the 15
Environmental Stewardship Plan (ESP) developed for this Project. 16
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2. Project Description 1

U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) will construct, maintain, and operate 2
tactical infrastructure consisting of approximately 1.6 miles of vehicle fence and 3
2.9 miles of associated access roads along the U.S./Mexico international border 4
in the U.S. Border Patrol (USBP), Yuma Sector, Arizona. The Area of Potential 5
Effect (APE) for the fence construction extends along the U.S./Mexico 6
international border in Arizona, within the Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge 7
(CPNWR), and within the 60-foot Roosevelt Reservation. The APE for the 8
access road is the area along existing dirt tracks near the fence construction and 9
the construction of two new sections of road that connect the existing dirt track to 10
the fence alignment.  Some access roads will cross designated wilderness lands 11
within the CPNWR.  An existing access road that crosses the Organ Pipe Cactus 12
National Park will also be utilized. The tactical infrastructure will be constructed 13
in areas of the border that are not currently fenced and will assist U.S. Border 14
Patrol agents in reducing illegal cross-border activities. Vehicle fencing will be 15
Normandy-style and Post-on-Rail style, as terrain and operational need dictates.  16
Fencing will be engineered to not impede water flow, designed to survive 17
extreme climate changes, and reduce or minimize impediments to small animal 18
migration, and minimize scour at wash crossings.  Fencing will be able to 19
withstand vandalism and be aesthetically pleasing to the extent possible.  20
Construction access roads will generally run parallel to the fence sections and 21
the total footprint will be approximately 60 feet wide, expanding as necessary for 22
access roads and staging areas.  New access roads will generally run 28 feet 23
wide and will run from existing access roads to the new construction road along 24
the border. 25
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1 3. Survey Methods and Limitations 

2 To provide flexibility in placement of tactical infrastructure within the Project 
3 corridor and to ensure consideration of impacts due to construction , patrol . and 
4 maintenance, surveys were conducted on an approximately 30-acre area within a 
5 150-foot corridor associated with the fence alignment. An additional 
6 approximately 22-acre area was surveyed for the access roads. The compined 
7 areas are hereafter defined as the "survey corridor." Field surveys of Section 
8 CV-2a were conducted on September 29, November 24, and December 10, 
9 2008, to determine plant communities, wetlands, and other waters of the United 

10 States and potential for presence of cultural and archaeological sites. 

11 Surveys were conducted by biologists of engineering-environmental 
12 Management, Inc. (e2M): Ed Kulkinski (staff biologist) and Shannon Cauley 
13 (senior biologist) to look at the survey corridor along the fence alignment. e2 M 
14 senior biologist, Rod Dossey surveyed the corridor along the access roads. 
15 Biologists walked the Project corridor to conduct this survey. Observation data 
16 (Universal Transverse Mercator [UTM] coordinates1 photographs, field notes, 
17 environmental information, vegetation structure, and plant community 
18 composition) were recorded at regular intervals along the corridor Where 
19 vegetation occurred as homogenous stands, and also where plant communities 
20 presented substantial shifts in species composition. These data were used to 
21 generate a vegetation classification and map to facilitate delineation of habitat 
22 types, analyses of potential sensitive species occurrences1 and analyses of 
23 potential project impacts on biological resources. Although no protocol surveys 
24 were conducted, botanists and wildlife biologists specifically examined habitats to 
25 determine the potential for presence of state and federally listed species (see 
26 Table 1). 

27 Table 1. Federal and State Threatened and Endangered Species 
28 in Yuma County, Arizona 

Common Name 

Sonoran desert tortoise 

Flat-tailed horned lizard 

Yuman desert fringe-toed 
lizard 

Janumy2009 

Scientific Name 

Gopherus agassizii 

Phrynosoma meal/ii 

Uma rufopunctata 

Federal State 
Status Status 

SA WSC 

SC WSC 

SC WSC 

5 
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Common Name Scientific Name Federal 
Status

State 
Status

Birds
Great egret Ardea alba WSC
Cactus ferruginous pygmy-
owl Claucidium brasilianum cactorum SC WSC

Western yellow-billed
cuckoo Coccyzus americanus occidentalis C WSC

Snowy egret Egretta thula WSC
Southwestern willow 
flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus LE WSC

Bald eagle Haliaeetus leuocephalus SC WSC
Least bittern Ixobrychus exilis WSC
California black rail Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus SC WSC
Yuma clapper rail Ralus longirostris yumanensis LE WSC

Mammals

Sonoran pronghorn Antilocapra americana 
sornoriensis LE WSC

Spotted bat Euderma maculatum SC WSC
Western yellow bat Lasiurus xanthinus WSC

Lesser long-nosed bat Leptonycteris curasoae 
yuerbabuenae LE WSC

Plants
Parish onion Allium parishii SR
Clustered barrel cactus Echinocatus polycephalus SR
California barrel cactus Ferocacus cylindraceus SR
Senita Loophocereus schottii SR
Straw-top cholla Opuntia echinocarpa SR
Sand food Pholisma sonorae SC HS
Kearney sumac Rhus kearneyi SR
Blue sand lily Triteleiopsis palmeri SR
California fan palm Washingtonia filifera SR
Sources: AGFD 2008, USFWS 2008 1
Notes: 2
LE = Federal Endangered; SC = Federal Species of Concern; SOA Protected due to Similarity of 3

Appearance to a Federal listed species 4
WSC = Wildlife of Special Concern in Arizona 5
HS = State Highly Safeguarded Species 6
SR = State Salvage Restricted Species (can only collect with a permit) 7
SA = State Salvage Assessed Species (permit is required to remove a live tree) 8
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4. Environmental Setting 1

The Project area is part of the Sonoran Desert.  The 100,000-square-mile 2
Sonoran Desert is surrounded by mountains, and therefore, the region has a 3
continental climate type with variability of both diurnal and seasonal 4
temperatures.  Average temperatures in the Sonoran Desert range from below 5
freezing in the winter up to 134 degrees Fahrenheit (°F).  The average annual 6
precipitation of the Sonoran Desert ranges from 3 to 15 inches (Arizona-Sonora 7
Desert Museum 2008).  8

The CPNWR is the third largest refuge in the contiguous United States, it is 9
approximately 1,500 square miles, and shares a 56-mile border with Sonora, 10
Mexico.  The wildlife refuge was established in 1990 and is within the Sonoran 11
Desert Ecosystem.  The name Cabeza Prieta is Spanish for “dark head,” 12
referring to the remote, granite peaks in the western portion of the refuge.  13
Similar to the Sonoran Desert, the refuge is characterized by long, dry, hot 14
summers, mild winters, and sparse precipitation (CPNWR 2008).  15

The CPNWR is home to as many as 391 plant species and more than 300 16
wildlife species including creosote (Larrea tridentata), triangle-leaf bursage 17
(Ambrosia deltoidea), mesquite (Prosopis glandulosa), palo verde (Parkinsonia 18
spp.), ironwood (Olneya tesota), ocotillo (Fouquieria splendens), cholla (Opuntia19
spp.), and saguaro (Carnegiea gigantea).  Wildlife species include the 20
endangered Sonoran pronghorn (Antilocapra americana sonoriensis) and lesser 21
long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris curasoae yuerbabuenae).  Other species include 22
desert bighorns (Ovis canadensis nelsoni), elf owls (Micrathene whitneyi), gila 23
woodpeckers (Melanerpes uropygialis), desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), 24
several lizards, and rattlesnakes (CPNWR 2008). 25
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5. Biological Resources 1

5.1 Vegetation Classification for CV-2a 2

NatureServe (2008) has defined ecological systems to represent recurring 3
groups of biological communities that are found in similar physical environments 4
and are influenced by similar dynamic ecological processes such as fire or 5
flooding.  Ecological systems represent classification units that are readily 6
identifiable by conservation and resource managers in the field.  The ensuing 7
vegetation description for the Project area was prepared in the framework of 8
ecological systems that include (1) Sonoran Desert Outcrop Desert Scrub 9
(CES302.760), (2) Sonoran Paloverde-Mixed Cacti Desert Scrub (CES302.761), 10
and (3) North American Warm Desert Bedrock Cliff and Outcrop (CES302.745) 11
(NatureServe 2008).  12

Classification of existing vegetation within this corridor was achieved by 13
accessing the Project corridor and staging areas as proposed, sampling 14
observation points, and relating them to the NatureServe Explorer classification 15
database (2008).  At the coarsest level, the ecological system was determined 16
and local vegetation type described using the international system.  A finer level 17
of classification equaling or approximating the vegetation association level of the 18
National Vegetation Classification System (NatureServe 2008) was used to 19
prepare the plant community discussion.  20

Dominant vegetative species at the eastern end of CV-2a include yellow palo 21
verde (Cercidium microphyllum), creosote (species name in italics), and elephant 22
tree (Bursera microphylla).  According to the International Vegetation 23
Classification System (IVCS) used by NatureServe, the eastern and western 24
ends of the CV-2a survey corridor represent yellow palo verde-creosote bush 25
shrublands, composing 5.2 acres on the eastern end and 17.4 acres on the 26
western end.  Analysis of aerial photography revealed that these areas are 27
comprised of 20 percent yellow palo verde, 40 percent elephant tree, and 10 28
percent creosote, with an increase in ocotillo (species name in italics) on the 29
western end.  Interrupting the yellow palo verde-creosote bush shrubland is a 30
band of ocotillo shrublands association composing approximately 7.6 acres.31
Additional vegetative cover in these areas included triangle-leaf bursage (species 32
name in italics), saguaro (species name in italics), brittlebush (Encelia farinosa), 33
limberbush (Jatropha sp.), ocotillo, teddy-bear cholla (Opuntia bigelovii), diamond 34
cholla (Opuntia ramosissima), silver cholla (Opuntia echinocarpa), cane cholla 35
(Opuntia spinosior), devil cholla (Opuntia emoryi Engelm), and white ratany36
(Krameria grayi).37

The access roads occurred at a lower elevation and were composed primarily of 38
creosote-burrobush (Ambrosia dumosa) shrubland. A total of 20.5 acres was 39
dominated by creosote, burrobush, and teddy bear cholla.  Additional species 40
that occurred here are saguaros, desert mistletoe, elephant trees, brittlebush, 41
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ironwood, ocotillo, pincushion cactus, pencile cholla, rattlesnake weed, and 1
hedgehog cactus (See Figure 1 and Table 2).   2

Table 2.  Potential Vegetation Impacts on CV-2a3

Plant Community Total Acreage

Yellow palo verde-creosote bush 
shrublands

22.6 acres (5.2 on eastern end of site and 17.4 on 
western end of site)

Ocotillo shrublands 7.6 acres along central portion of fence alignment

Creosote burrobush shrubland 20.5 acres along the access roads
4

A list of plant species observed during the field survey and wetlands indicator 5
status is provided in Table 3 and representative communities and community 6
transitions are included in Photographs 1 through 8.  Thirty-three plant taxa 7
were identified during the survey. 8

5.2 Noxious Weeds and Invasive Nonnative Plant Species 9

Noxious weeds have been addressed nationally under Noxious Weed Control 10
and Eradication Act of 2004 (7 United States Code [U.S.C.] 7781 et seq.) 11
“Subtitle E – Noxious Weed Control and Eradication.” The Arizona legislature 12
addressed noxious weeds under Title 3 – Agriculture; Chapter 2 – Regulatory 13
Provisions; Article 1 – Dangerous Plant Pests and Diseases; Section 3-205.01 –14
Summary abatement of noxious weeds, crop pests, or diseases under 15
preapproved programs (State of Arizona 2008). The Project corridor does not 16
support Federal- or state-listed noxious weeds (USDA 2006).  17

5.3 Protected Native Plants 18

The Arizona Department of Agriculture (AZDA) oversees rules to use and harvest 19
native plants, including protected native plant species.  Four categories of 20
protected native plants have been established by the AZDA (2008):  21

Highly Safeguarded – prospects for survival in Arizona are in jeopardy or are in 22
danger of extinction. 23

Salvage Restricted – subject to damage by theft or vandalism. 24

Salvage Assessed – have sufficient value if salvaged to support the cost of 25
salvage. 26

Harvest Restricted – subject to excessive harvesting or overcutting because of 27
their intrinsic value.  28

29
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Table 3.  List of Plant Species Identified During Section Surveys 1

Common Name (Scientific Name) Wetland Indicator Status

Catclaw acacia (Acacia greggii) Upland
Triangle-leaf bursage (Ambrosia deltoidea) Upland
Burro-bush (Ambrosia dumosa) Upland
4-Wing saltbush (Atriplex canescens) Upland
Rush sweetbush (Bebbia juncea) Upland
Elephant tree (Bursera microphylla) Upland
Saguaro (Carnegiea gigantea) Upland
Yellow palo verde (Cercidium microphyllum) Upland
Chamaesyce sp. Upland
Finger leaved gourd (Cucurbita digitata) Upland
Diamond cholla (Cylindropuntia ramosissima) Upland
Datura (Datura sp.) Upland
Hedge hog cactus (Echinocactus sp.) Upland
Brittlebush (Encelia farinosa) Upland
Rayless encelia (Encelia frutescens) Upland
Ocotillo (Fouquieria splendens) Upland
Cheese bush (Hymenoclea salsola) Upland
Desert lavender (Hyptis emoryi) Upland
Bindweed (Ipomoea sp.) Upland
Limberbush (Jatropha cardiophylla) Upland
White ratany (Krameria grayi) Upland
Creosote (Larrea tridentata) Upland
Box-thorn (Lycium andersonii) Upland
Globe mallow (Sphaeralcea sp.) Upland
Pincushion cactus (Mammillaria sp.) Upland
Ironwood (Olneya tesota) Upland
Teddy-bear cholla (Opuntia bigelovii) Upland
Silver cholla (Opuntia echinocarpa) Upland
Devil cholla (Opuntia emoryi Engelm) Upland
Plantain (Plantago sp.) Upland
Galleta grass (Pleuraphis rigida) Upland
Mesquite (Prosopis glandulosa) Upland
Total # of FACW- to OBL Species 0

2
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Photograph 1. View of survey corridor from the south 

1 

Photograph 2. View to the east along survey corridor from western end of 
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survey corridor (arrow indicates location of Boundary Marker 183) 

Photograph 3. Vegetation zone transition from yellow palo verde-creosote 
shrubland to an ocotillo shrubland 
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Photograph 4. Vegetation zone transition from ocotillo shrubland to yellow 
palo verde-creosote shrubland 

Photograph 5. Example of creosote-burrobush shrubland 
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Photograph 6. Example of creosote-burrobush shrubland, with partial 
herbivory on the saguaro in the foreground 

Photograph 7. View of western end of the survey corridor 
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Photograph 8. Two saguaros without frost damage 

1 During the survey ocotillo and saguaro were the only protected native plant 
2 species found and both are listed as salvage restricted. While saguaro can be 
3 commonly found within much of the Project area, it is an important habitat for the 
4 federally endangered lesser long-nosed bat and thus of special concern. 

5 In general, landowners have the right to destroy or remove plants growing on 
6 their land, but 20 to 60 days prior to the destruction of any protected native plants 
7 landowners are required to notify the AZDA (AZDA 2008). The landowner also 
8 has the right to sell or give away any plant growing on the land; however, 
9 protected native plants may not be legally possessed, taken , or transported from 

1 o the growing site without a permit from the AZDA. Prior to temporary use of the 
11 parcel and prior to full-scale development of the parcel, the U.S. government 
12 would notify the AZDA relative to the destruction of protected plants under 
13 Arizona Revised Statutes (Department Statutes) 3-901 through 3-916 and under 
14 Arizona Administrative Code (Department Rules) Article 11: Arizona Native 
15 Plants; Sections R3-3-1101 through R3-3-1111 (AZDA 2008) ( accessible on line 
16 at http://www.azda.gov). 

17 Table 4 contains the UTM coordinates, number of individuals and the height 
18 class for saguaro individuals, identified in the survey corridors. There were only 
19 2 saguaros found in the survey corridor fence alignment and 14 mapped in the 
20 survey corridor for the access road alignment. 
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5.4 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat 1

The CV-2a corridor is within the Sonoran Desert ecosystem.  Wildlife flourishes 2
in a wide array of species and large numbers of individuals due to the extant 3
habitat diversity resulting in part from a warm climate year-round and low 4
precipitation.  Due to increasing development in Arizona, national wildlife refuges, 5
state parks and wildlife areas, properties purchased for conservation by nonprofit 6
organizations, and some private holdings are important links in the efforts to 7
protect the tremendous biodiversity of the region.  Table 5 illustrates the wildlife 8
encountered by biologists during the field survey.  9

Within the CV-2a Project corridor the available wildlife habitat consists of arid 10
desert shrubland communities that have become established on ridges; slopes; 11
alluvial fans and plains; and along arroyos, gullies, and desert washes.  12

The survey corridor transitioned from a yellow palo verde-creosote shrubland to 13
an ocotillo shrubland, and back again (see Figure 1 and Photographs 3 and 4).14
The shrubs characteristic to these shrublands are typically sparse to low in terms 15
of cover; range from 1.6 feet to 13.1 feet tall; and include creosote-bush, 16
limberbush, white bursage (Ambrosia dumosa), brittlebush, pencil cholla 17
(Opuntia arbuscula), triangle-leaf bursage, teddy-bear cholla, and rush bebbia 18
(Bebbia juncea).  Characteristic shrubs of desert washes include cat claw acacia 19
(Acacia greggii), brittlebush, wolfberry (Lycium macrodon), four-wing saltbush 20
(Atriplex canescens), and mesquite.  Shrublands provide sparse to low cover and 21
are common on the alluvial fans and desert plains of the Sonoran Desert. 22

Table 4. UTM Coordinates, Total Number of Individuals, and Height Class 23
of Saguaro Along Survey Corridor 24

UTM Coordinates 
(NAD83 12S) Total Number of 

Individuals

Height Class for 
Each Individual Condition

E N < 6 feet > 6 feet

248471 3559473 2 2* Minimal frost damage

246839 3560128 1 1 Minimal damage at 
base

247005 3560332 1 1 No damage
246999 3560335 1 1 Damage at base
246992 3560336 1 1 No damage

250008 3558844 1 1 Minimal damage, 
uncertain of cause

249377 3559092 1 1 No damage
248420 3559646 1 1 No damage
247569 3559931 1 1 No damage
247398 3560101 1 1 No damage
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UTM Coordinates 
(NAD83 12S) Total Number of 

Individuals

Height Class for 
Each Individual Condition

E N < 6 feet > 6 feet
247371 3560123 1 1 No damage
247377 3560128 1 1 No damage
247372 3560130 1 1 Damage at base
247360 3560133 1 1 Damage at base
247121 3560261 1 1 No damage
Note: * Indicates the two saguaros that occurred within the 150-foot (but not the 60-foot) corridor. 1

5.5 Species Groups and Habitat Affinity 2

5.5.1 Mammals 3

Forty-eight species of mammals have been recorded in the CPNWR. The largest 4
species groups include bats (13) and rats and mice, including pocket mice (13).  5
Most of the mammals are nocturnal (night-active) or crepuscular (dusk- and6
dawn-active), and with the exception of the bat species are year-round residents.7
Relatively common species of mammals within the survey corridor include desert 8
cottontail (Sylvilagus audubonii), black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus),9
coyote (Canis latrans), kit fox (Vulpes macrotis), desert kangaroo rat (Dipodomys 10
deserti), round-tailed ground squirrel (Spermophilus tereticaudus), Arizona 11
pocket mouse (Perognathus amplus), cactus mouse (Peromyscus eremicus),12
southern grasshopper mouse (Onychomys leucogaster), and pocket gopher 13
(Geomys spp.).  Two federally endangered mammal species and one mammal 14
species of conservation concern have the potential to occur within the survey 15
corridor—the Sonoran pronghorn, lesser long-nosed bat, and spotted bat 16
(Euderma maculatum).17

Table 5. Wildlife Observed During Natural Resources Surveys 18
Conducted September 29, 2008 19

Common Name / Scientific Name Federal and State Status

Mammals
Desert cottontail (Sylvilagus audubonii) None
Round-tailed ground squirrel (Spermophilus tereticaudus), None

Black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), None

Raccoon (Procyon lotor) None

Coyote (Canis latrans) None

Reptiles
Side-blotched lizard (Uta stansburiana ) None

Birds
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Common Name / Scientific Name Federal and State Status

Gila woodpecker (Melanerpes uropygialis) None
Verdin (Auriparus flaviceps) None
Blue-grey gnatcatcher (Polioptila caerulea) None
Rock wren (Salpinctes obsoletus) None
Sources: AGFD 2008, USFWS 2008

Sonoran pronghorns occur within the CPNWR with the refuge being central to its 1
distributional range (USFWS 2006).  In 2004, the population estimate was 58 2
individuals and the trend has generally been downward since 1992.  In 2002, 3
extreme drought resulted in the loss of 85 percent of the U.S. Sonoran pronghorn 4
herd. Sonoran pronghorns inhabit sites with good visibility and escape 5
opportunities (e.g., the alluvial fans and plains) but will use higher elevation 6
alluvial fans and hills with less visibility where vegetation is more abundant.  7
Their preferred forage is annual forbs, then they use the shrubs and trees of 8
desert washes and hills as the forbs dry (132 plant species are known to 9
compose the Sonoran pronghorn diet).  Desert washes provide important thermal 10
cover. Sonoran pronghorns use free-standing water when it is available and also 11
rely on moisture from vegetation in addition to metabolic water.  12

The Sonoran pronghorn population was reduced drastically during the 1800s and 13
1900s due to hunting; livestock grazing; exposure to livestock diseases; 14
predation by coyote, mountain lion, and bobcat; drought; dewatering of river 15
systems; construction of highways, railroads, and canals; military training; 16
exposure to recreationists; illegal drug smuggling activities; undocumented alien 17
crossings of habitat; and long-term climate change to a hotter and drier 18
environment. The recovery objectives focus on maintaining genetic diversity 19
(i.e., a minimum of 500 animals); a population of at least 300 adult Sonoran 20
pronghorn was necessary to ensure long-term survival (with some loss of genetic 21
diversity).  22

The lesser long-nosed bat is a federally endangered mammal that roosts in 23
caves and abandoned tunnels in southern Arizona and New Mexico and the 24
adjacent Mexican states of Sonora and Chihuahua.  It forages at night primarily 25
on nectar, pollen, and fruit of columnar cactus and agave and has been observed 26
foraging at hummingbird feeders. Lesser long-nosed bats occur in southwestern 27
Arizona from April to September and use a maternity roost within CPNWR, one 28
of three maternity roosts in the United States.  The lesser long-nosed bat also 29
uses smaller roost sites within the refuge, and surveys of potential roost sites are 30
ongoing. Two migration routes are apparently used (e.g., an early spring route 31
connects maternity colonies in coastal Sonora and southwestern Arizona and 32
Jalisco via the west coast of Mexico).  Late season routes connect transitory 33
roosts in southeastern Arizona with winter range in Mexico, including the foothills 34
of the Sierra Madre. 35
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As many as 60,000 individual lesser long-nosed bats might forage and roost in 1
southern Arizona and New Mexico (USFWS 2006).  They roost in caves and 2
mine shafts near populations of columnar cacti (two species) and agave (three 3
species).  The reasons for listing this species were (1) long-term decline in 4
populations, (2) recent reports of its absence from previously occupied sites, 5
(3) decline in the pollination of certain agave species, and (4) concern about 6
death of an ecosystem if these bats are absent.  The Lesser Long-nosed Bat 7
Recovery Plan (USFWS 1994) included six objectives: (1) continue protecting 8
roost sites and evaluate the need for and implement protection for food plants; 9
(2) monitor all major roosts in Arizona, New Mexico, and Mexico once per year; 10
(3) continue surveying for additional roosts in the United States and Mexico; 11
(4) develop and conduct a public education and information campaign in Arizona, 12
New Mexico, and Mexico on the beneficial aspects of bats in general and the 13
lesser long-nosed bat specifically; and (5) conduct critical research on population 14
census techniques, physical requirements for roosts, foraging ranges of roosts, 15
reproduction and mating systems, and other life history and habitat questions.  16

The spotted bat is a species of conservation concern whose north-central range 17
includes the survey corridor (Organization for Bat Conservation 2008).  Little is 18
known about this species life history or reproductive cycle.  Studies have shown 19
that the spotted bat feeds entirely on moths.  Spotted bats and bats in general 20
are sensitive to disturbances and sites used in CPNWR have an absence of 21
visitation, development, and ongoing mining activities. 22

5.5.2 Birds 23

CPNWR supports at least 41 bird species (USFWS 2006).  Raptors that 24
commonly use area habitats include red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis),25
Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii), Harris hawk (Parabuteo unicinctus), elf owl 26
(Micrathene whitneyi), turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), and raven (Corvus corax)27
(USFWS 2006).  Passerine bird species and groups of birds common to the 28
Project corridor include mourning (Zenaida macroura) and white-winged 29
(Zenaida asiatica) doves; Gambel’s quail (Callipepla gambelii); greater 30
roadrunner (Geococcyx californianus); lesser nighthawk (Chordeiles 31
acutipennis); cactus wren (Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus); phainopepla 32
(Phainopepla nitens); Costa’s hummingbird (Calypte costae); black-tailed 33
gnatcatcher (Polioptila melanura); loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus);34
verdin (Auriparus flaviceps); LeConte’s thrasher (Toxostoma lecontei); western 35
wood peewee (Contopus sordidulus); Nashville (Vermivora ruficapilla),36
MacGillivray’s (Oporornis tolmiei), yellow (Dendroica petechia), and Wilson’s 37
(Wilsonia pusilla) warblers; ruby-crowned kinglet (Regulus calendula); black-38
throated (Amphispiza byline), Brewer’s (Spizella breweri), vesper (Pooecetes 39
gramineus), white-crowned (Zonotrichia leucophrys), and sage (Amphispiza belli) 40
sparrows; black-headed grosbeak (Pheucticus melanocephalus); gilded flicker 41
(Colaptes chrysoides); and Gila woodpecker (Melanerpes uropygialis).  42
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In general, the refuge serves as an important refugium for cavity-nesting, 1
insectivorous, ground-nesting, and low-shrub foraging species of birds (USFWS 2
2006).  3

More than 800 species of birds spend all or part of their lives in the United States 4
as they migrate from summer breeding grounds in the north to winter in warmer 5
climates of the south, including Latin America.  Because migratory birds depend 6
on habitats across many political boundaries, a coordinated conservation effort 7
has been established internationally, with the USFWS being the principal Federal 8
authority in the United States (Migratory Bird Treaty Act 1918 [16 U.S.C. 703–9
712]). 10

The establishment of the CPNWR in addition to other Federal lands is important 11
to migratory bird management. The primary function of lands managed under 12
the National Wildlife Refuge System is to provide habitat for waterfowl and 13
shorebirds in addition to other wildlife-related benefits.  Federal agencies in 14
general are responsible to protect migratory birds under Executive Order 13186 15
(2001). This executive order states that migratory birds are of great ecological 16
and economical value to the United States and other countries.  They contribute 17
to biological diversity and bring tremendous enjoyment to those who study, 18
watch, feed, or hunt them and the critical importance of this shared resource has 19
been recognized through ratification of international, bilateral conventions for 20
migratory bird conservation.  21

5.5.3 Reptile and Amphibians 22

A species list of 51 herpetiles was compiled for CPNWR habitats: 20 lizard23
species, 14 colubrid snakes, 6 rattlesnakes, the Gila monster, desert tortoise, 24
and 9 amphibians (USFWS 2006). 25

Three reptile species of conservation concern have been addressed by CPNWR 26
(USFWS 2006).  These species are the Arizona chuckwalla (Sauromalus ater),27
desert tortoise, and flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii).  The flat-tailed 28
horned lizard is adapted to active sand dunes and flats and has not been 29
documented in the CPNWR (USFWS 2006). Arizona chuckwallas are adapted to 30
rocky sites including lava flows, outcrops, hillsides, and slopes; they are active in 31
temperatures exceeding 102 °F.  The Arizona chuckwalla forages primarily on 32
annual vegetation, a few perennial plants, and sometimes insects (USFWS 33
2006).  Desert tortoises of the Project region are of the Sonoran population that 34
is not considered federally threatened (the Mojave population is federally listed).35
The Sonoran population has limited protection due to its status of listed as 36
similarity of appearance, but not in the areas where this project occurs.  They 37
occur in paloverde-mixed cacti associations where boulders, outcrops, and 38
natural cavities with deep enough soil to support excavations as shelters are 39
important habitat components. Potential tortoise burros were observed near the 40
northern end of the alignment. Desert tortoises forage on annual vegetation 41
(they prefer native species over nonnatives), perennial plants, vegetation litter, 42
cactus fruits, arthropods, bones, soil, and vertebrate feces.  Populations appear 43
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to be stable or increasing based on 10-year-old studies (USFWS 2006).  1
Principal threats to populations and individual desert tortoise include (1) habitat 2
fragmentation, (2) habitat loss and degradation due to development, (3) wildfires 3
fueled by invasive and nonnative forbs and grasses, (4) illegal collection, and 4
(5) genetic contamination by escaped or released captive tortoises from the pet 5
trade. 6

5.5.4 Invertebrates 7

Invertebrates are important in the Sonoran Desert, for example, there is a8
species of termite that consumes woody material and provides soil nutrients from 9
both dead and living plant tissues (USFWS 2006).  Invertebrates are important 10
pollinators of desert flowers and provide a source of food for birds, mammals, 11
and herpetiles. A list of the Sonoran Desert arthropods has been prepared by 12
the Cabeza Prieta Natural History Association (CPNHA 2008).  The list presently 13
includes 99 butterfly, skipper, and moth species; 13 spiders; 6 bees, wasps, and 14
flies; 5 scorpions, 3 centipede and millipede species; and 3 bug and beetle 15
species. 16

A single painted lady butterfly was observed during the October survey.  There 17
are no sensitive invertebrate species at Cabeza Prieta.  Nocturnal invertebrates 18
also serve as a primary food source for many of the bat species. 19

5.6 Habitat Conservation, Restoration and Monitoring 20

The USFWS adopted an ecosystem approach to wildlife conservation within the 21
CPNWR in order to recognize the interdependence of all elements of the system, 22
increase cooperation among USFWS programs, and increase partnerships to 23
achieve conservation goals (USFWS 2006).  CPNWR occurs in the southwestern 24
corner of the Gila/Salt/Verde Ecosystem, one of nine ecosystem units within the 25
USFWS Southwest Region. Wildlife conservation objectives related to the desert 26
system of the survey corridor are listed as action items under the strategy 27
statement “Protect, maintain, and restore ecosystem function for terrestrial 28
habitats including federally listed, candidate, and state-listed species.”  29
Applicable action items include (1) gather information on habitat use (and role of 30
free water) and disturbances to Sonoran pronghorn through telemetry, 31
behavioral, and habitat studies; (2) complete range-wide Sonoran pronghorn 32
surveys over a 6-year period to establish a trend for recovery purposes; 33
(3) upgrade Geographic Information System (GIS) hardware and complete 34
electronic database for Sonoran pronghorn range; (4) initiate and design a 35
comprehensive strategic regional plan for the area represented by the 36
International Sonoran Desert Alliance (ISDA), which integrates individual 37
management plans; (5) determine presence and genetics of obligate rock-38
dwelling reptiles to investigate effects of isolated desert mountain ranges; and 39
(6) initiate a pilot study of desert bighorn sheep to determine genetics of isolated 40
bands to further determine degree of isolation for disease and transplant 41
implications (USFWS 2006). 42
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The ISDA is a nonprofit corporation founded in 1993 and is governed by a board 1
of directors representing the indigenous and nonindigenous populations of the 2
United States and Mexico (ISDA 2008). The corporation (1) promotes the 3
concept and practice of conservation throughout the Sonoran bioregion, 4
(2) provides education in ways of protecting and respecting valuable biological 5
and cultural resources and traditions, (3) develops creative and sustainable 6
solutions to critical local issues such as housing and economic development, and 7
(4) provides practical opportunities for individual and community action. ISDA 8
also hosts public meetings that provide opportunities for broad community 9
participation and seeks input from a wide cross-section of organizations, 10
individuals, and cultures. 11

Habitat restoration projects are performed by the ISDA using modern vertical 12
mulching techniques (e.g., “disappearing roads” project seeks to revegetate and 13
hide unnecessary or illegal vehicle tracks in the desert). The following tenets are 14
foremost in the restoration program: 15

 Publicity and participation in these projects help educate the public about 16
the reasons to avoid off-road driving. 17

 If the desert can be protected from off-road abuse, it will eventually 18
regenerate and heal itself. 19

 For the same reasons, ISDA sponsors regular trash and litter removal 20
projects that collect man-made refuse near desert water sources.  21

A Sonoran pronghorn project is being conducted by ISDA and includes the 22
following steps: 23

 ISDA volunteers have removed miles of barbed-wire fencing at Cameron 24
Tank and Bandeja Well in Arizona that were impediments to both Sonoran 25
pronghorn migration and access to water. 26

 ISDA has helped obtain funds to purchase equipment needed by the 27
Pinacate Biosphere Reserve (Mexico) to monitor its Sonoran pronghorn 28
herd.29

5.7 Wetlands and Waters of the United States 30

Wetlands and other waters of the United States are regulated under Section 404 31
of the Clean Water Act (CWA) (33 U.S.C. 1344). The U.S. Army Corps of 32
Engineers (USACE) has been delegated the authority to regulate dredge and fill 33
activities in jurisdictional wetlands and other waters of the United States.  34

Wetlands and other waters of the United States are defined under 33 U.S.C. 35
1344, as follows:  36

a. The term “waters of the United States” means:  37
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1. All waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or 1
may be susceptible to use in interstate or foreign commerce, 2
including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the 3
tide;  4

2. All interstate waters including interstate wetlands;  5

3. All other waters such as intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including 6
intermittent streams), mudflats, sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie 7
potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds, the use,8
degradation or destruction of which could affect interstate or foreign 9
commerce including any such waters:  10

i. Which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers 11
for recreational or other purposes; or 12

ii. From which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in 13
interstate or foreign commerce; or 14

iii. Which are used or could be used for industrial purpose by 15
industries in interstate commerce;  16

4. All impoundments of waters otherwise defined as waters of the 17
United States under the definition;  18

5. Tributaries of waters identified in paragraphs (a)(1)-(4);  19

6. The territorial seas;  20

7. Wetlands adjacent to waters (other than waters that are themselves 21
wetlands) identified in paragraphs (a)(1)-(6);  22

8. Waters of the United States do not include prior converted 23
cropland.  Notwithstanding the determination of an area's status as 24
prior converted cropland by any other federal agency, for the 25
purposes of the CWA, the final authority regarding CWA jurisdiction 26
remains with the EPA.  27

9. Waste treatment systems, including treatment ponds or lagoons 28
designed to meet the requirements of the Clean Water Act (CWA) 29
(other than cooling ponds as defined in 40 Code of Federal 30
Regulations(CFR) 123.11(m) which also meet the criteria of this 31
definition) are not waters of the United States. 32

b. The term "wetlands" means those areas that are inundated or saturated 33
by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to 34
support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of 35
vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands 36
generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas.  37

c. The term "adjacent" means bordering, contiguous, or neighboring.  38
Wetlands separated from other waters of the United States by man-made 39
dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes and the like are 40
"adjacent wetlands."  41
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d. The term "high tide line" means the line of intersection of the land with the 1
water's surface at the maximum height reached by a rising tide. The high 2
tide line can be determined, in the absence of actual data, by a line of oil 3
or scum along shore objects, a more or less continuous deposit of fine 4
shell or debris on the foreshore or berm, other physical markings or 5
characteristics, vegetation lines, tidal gages, or other suitable means that 6
delineate the general height reached by a rising tide.  The line 7
encompasses spring high tides and other high tides that occur with 8
periodic frequency but does not include storm surges in which there is a 9
departure from the normal or predicted reach of the tide due to the piling 10
up of water against a coast by strong winds such as those accompanying 11
a hurricane or other intense storm.  12

e. The term "ordinary high water mark" means that line on the shore 13
established by the fluctuations of water and indicated by physical 14
characteristics such as clear, natural line impressed on the bank, shelving, 15
changes in the character of soil, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, the 16
presence of litter and debris, or other appropriate means that consider the 17
characteristics of the surrounding areas.  18

5.7.1 Field Evaluation Summary 19

Field surveys were conducted in Section CV-2a on September 29, November 21, 20
and December 10, 2008, to delineate jurisdictional wetlands and other waters of 21
the United States within the survey corridor.  Formal delineations were conducted 22
within a 150-foot corridor associated with the fence alignment and along a 60-23
foot-wide alignment along the access roads. 24

Determination of the occurrence and extent of jurisdictional wetlands and other 25
waters of the United States was based on the application of procedures 26
established in the USACE Wetlands Delineation Manual, Technical Report 27
Y 87 1 (USACE 1987) and the Interim Regional Supplement to the Corps of 28
Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Arid West Region, Technical Report 29
ERDC/EL TR-06-16 (USACE 2006).  Determination of the occurrence of 30
jurisdictional wetlands was based on the presence or absence of hydrophytic 31
(wetland) vegetation, hydric (wetland) soils, and wetland hydrology.  The 32
presence of all three of the criteria is necessary for an area to be designated as a 33
jurisdictional wetland under normal conditions. 34

Determination of the extent of jurisdictional washes and other waters of the 35
United States in the survey corridor was based on characterization of the 36
landward extent of the ordinary high water mark (OHM).  Indicators used to 37
determine the occurrence and extent of jurisdictional washes included the 38
presence of developed channels, typically 2 feet or greater in width; the 39
occurrence of an OHM; the absence of fine sediments along flow paths; distinct 40
changes in the vegetative assemblage or larger or more dense vegetation than 41
surrounding areas; the presence of cut banks; the presence of litter, debris, or 42
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wrack lines; occurrence of desiccation cracks or other indicators of hydrology; 1
and other indicators of the occurrence of intermittent water flow regimes. 2

All wetlands and other waters of the United States within the survey corridor were 3
delineated. 4

Table 6 provides Waters of the United States types and locations (UTM 5
coordinates, NAD83, zone 12N), general channel characteristics and general 6
vegetation on the banks of each wash, delineated acreages within and adjacent 7
to the 150-foot corridor associated with the fence alignment and the 60-foot 8
corridor associated with the road, and potential impact acreages in Section CV-9
2a. A 60-foot fence corridor to the north of the fence alignment and 0.76 acres of 10
associated access roads are considered the maximum potential impact area 11
associated with implementing the Project.  12

Based on the field surveys, 14 ephemeral wash channels occur within the 13
150-foot corridor associated with the fence alignment. An additional 1314
jurisdictional ephemeral wash channels were identified along the access roads 15
A total of 3.03 acres of jurisdictional wash channels were delineated within the 16
survey corridor; 0.76 acres of wash channels occur within the impact corridor.  17
There were no vegetated wetlands identified within the survey corridor. Waters 18
of the United States delineated in Section CV-2a were designated as W1 through 19
W27. 20

5.7.2 Wetlands Vegetation Summary 21

Based on NatureServe designations, vegetation communities in the Project area 22
are characterized predominantly by yellow palo verde-creosote shrubland with 23
some ocotillo shrubland occurring in the central section of the alignment.  The 24
access road alignment is dominated by creosote-burrobush.  Vegetation species 25
characterizing the banks of each of the delineated washes within the 150-foot 26
assessment corridor are listed in Table 6.  27

28
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5.7.3 Wetlands Soil Summary 1

No vegetated wetlands were identified within the Project corridor. The general 2
sediment composition in each of the washes identified in the survey corridor was 3
characterized and is described in Table 6 as “General Substrate 4
Composition (%).”5

5.8 Prehistoric Humans, Spanish Settlement, and Current Land 6
Conservation 7

This section briefly summarizes human use of the survey corridor. Generally the 8
survey corridor was used by prehistoric humans, historically for grazing livestock, 9
and more recently for military training and wilderness. The Tinajas Altas 10
Mountains, CPNWR, Tule Mountains, and Lechuguilla Desert have attracted 11
humans, both prehistorically and historically, resulting in the basis for much of the 12
discussion herein.  13

This area has likely supported humans since prehistoric times, probably dating 14
more than 10,000 years ago to the Clovis culture. Prehistoric sites can be 15
categorized as surface remains and suggest ephemeral use or occupation of 16
locations by widely dispersed and small groups of hunter-gatherers (USFWS 17
2006).  Sites include low-density artifact scatters of lithic material and ceramics, 18
fire-burned rock and hearths, trails, bedrock mortars, rock alignments, stone piles 19
or cairns, stone windbreaks, sleeping circles, shallow rock shelters, and 20
petroglyphs.  Prehistoric sites recorded to present do not exhibit depth, 21
subsurface features, or middens. Two sites contained deposits of shell debris 22
that support the prehistoric shell trade route postulated for the more eastern 23
Growler Valley.  24

The survey corridor was a portion of the Hia C-ed O’odham or Sand Papago 25
ethnic group homeland, probably for more than 1,000 years (USFWS 2006).26
They were Piman-speaking people who conducted a hunting-gathering lifestyle 27
through historic times. They were encountered by the Spaniards and Jesuits and 28
by users of the trade route known as the Camino del Diablo.  29

The Coronado-led Spanish expedition passed near the survey corridor in search 30
of the Seven Cities of Cibola during 1540 (USFWS 2008).  European presence in 31
the Project corridor dates to around 1694 when Jesuit Padre Eusabio Francisco 32
Kino (an Italian priest) and Captain Juan Mateo Manje traveled through the areas 33
of southern Arizona and northern Sonora. Padre Kino established good relations 34
with the indigenous Piman groups and assisted them in resisting the Apache 35
tribes. He was also credited with introducing agriculture and animal husbandry 36
including wheat and domestic livestock, particularly cattle and sheep.  East of the 37
survey corridor near Tucson, Jesuit priests established a mission during the 38
1700s and a Spanish Presidio was established there in 1774 (USFWS 2006).  39
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The historic sites include early 20th century mining camps and prospecting strikes 1
(USFWS 2006).  Between approximately 1540 and the late 1800s, the Camino 2
del Diablo, a famous historic trade corridor, traversed the survey corridor. This3
route was a braided corridor of travel rather than a distinct road and is not 4
represented accurately by the modern CPNWR road.  During the gold rush of 5
1849, the Camino del Diablo was used by prospectors and miners to reach the 6
west coast. A second group of prospectors and miners used the route in the 7
1860s when gold was unearthed in the Colorado River valley. Miner’s graves 8
represent landmarks along the route.  9

Livestock grazing, primarily cattle and goats, was conducted regionally beginning 10
in 1919, mostly east of the survey corridor. It was curtailed throughout the 11
CPNWR in 1981 (USFWS 2006). East of the survey corridor, trespass livestock 12
grazing occurred in the 1940s and continues currently.  Trespass livestock 13
include cattle, horses, and burros; the latter two selectively browse woody 14
vegetation in riparian or desert wash corridors, often girdling paloverde and other 15
trees, which represent important habitat structure and species diversity for 16
wildlife use.  Goats are a host animal for the larval stage of the parasitic bot fly, 17
which also parasitizes desert bighorn sheep. In desert bighorn sheep, the larvae 18
cause chronic sinusitis, which is debilitating and often fatal to the wild animals, 19
resulting in population decline.  20

CPNWR was established as a game range in 1939 to assist in the recovery of 21
desert bighorn sheep assisted by public demand from a number of groups and 22
agencies (USFWS 2006). From 1941 to 1943 Congress withdrew game 23
rangelands for military flight training during World War II.  The game range 24
officially became CPNWR in 1975. Under the Arizona Desert Wilderness Act of 25
1990, approximately 93 percent of the CPNWR was designated wilderness. In 26
1966, public recreation including hunting was opened on CPNWR and desert 27
bighorn sheep were a featured game. Permits to hunt them have ranged from 28
one to seven annually based on population levels, which have generally been 29
increasing. 30
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6. Rare Species Data 1

To ensure the most recent data were acquired for rare species analyses, e²M 2
requested Element Occurrence Data from NatureServe Central Databases in 3
Arlington, Virginia, through a referral from the USFWS (NatureServe and e²M 4
2007). The data fields requested and geographic scope of this request were as 5
follows:  6

Location and habitat data for endangered, threatened, and candidate species 7
were provided in list form by the USFWS and supplemented with online 8
information from the AGFD and information from the NatureServe database. 9

The USFWS requested that all rare species occurring within 25 miles of the 10
international border with Mexico be considered in this data search. Data were 11
therefore requested for the southern Arizona counties of Cochise, Santa Cruz, 12
Pima, and Yuma. 13

Data were requested to be delivered electronically in the form of GIS layers 14
depicting population polygons or point locations and Excel tables for species 15
lists/tabular data and narratives of habitat and natural history information. 16

To protect sensitive data, a license agreement between NatureServe and e²M 17
was signed in 2007. Data covered under the license agreement reside in a Multi-18
Jurisdictional Dataset, which includes all precise species location data for 19
species that are federally listed (listed endangered, listed threatened, or 20
candidate) or are listed under the State of Arizona endangered/protected species 21
legislation. Additionally, the license agreement describes a 25-mile occurrence 22
corridor north of the international border between the United States and Mexico 23
as the licensed data set for this Project. Data and text fields delivered by 24
NatureServe under the license agreement included life history, threats, trends 25
and management recommendations, classification status, confidence extent, 26
county name, element information, U.S. Federal Information Processing 27
Standard Code, first observation date, global information, habitat types for 28
animals, observation dates, location information, subnational information, survey 29
information, and species status information. 30

The license agreement provides guidelines that stipulate external use of the data: 31

“Named” Locations: species names linked with locations cannot be displayed at a 32
scale of less than 1:100,000 or the precise species location must be randomized 33
within a USGS topographic quadrangle. 34

“Blind” Locations: when species names are not linked with locations, specific35
locations can be displayed, except when the species records are flagged 36
“sensitive” or if they can be identified easily by geographic attributes at a 37
particular location. 38
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Exceptions: the only allowable exception to the guidelines occurs when data are 1
obtained from a source independent from NatureServe and the member 2
programs. 3
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Mohave-Yuma Intrastate Air Quality Control Region 

Row# F State 

SORT 

F- County 

1 AZ. Mohave County 87',638 11,935 8,777 3 ,206 6B8 12,697 '240 756 
2 AZ. Yuma Co 55,153 9,698. 11 ,217 2,520 526 8,320 103 584 

Grand 
Total I I 142,7_91 j 21,633L_l9,9fj4~,726j _ l,2_1<tj_ 21,017j __ 343L_1,34tll 

SOURCE: 
http:/ /www.epa.gov/air/data/geoseLhtml 
USEPA - AirOata NET Tjer Report 
•Net Air pollution sources (area and point) ln tons per year (200'!) 
Site visited on 20 June 2008. 

Mohave-Yuma Intrastate AQCR (40 CFR 81 .268): Mohave Countv, Yuma Countv, N. 

G-9 

79.2 68.4 7.19 119 
100 8"-3 19.6 64.I 

1791 1501 271 183 

AQCR Tier Report 

Page3443 of 3701 
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USGS
undated

U.S. Geological Survey (USGS).  Undated. Groundwater Atlas 
of the United States: Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah.
Available online: http://capp.water.usgs.gov/gwa.ch_c/C-
text3.html.  Accessed 10 June 2008. 

USGS 1985 USGS.  1985.  Geohydrology and Water Resources of the 
Papago Farms-Great Plain area, Papago Indian Reservation, 
Arizona and the Upper Rio Sonoyta Area, Sonora, Mexico.  
Available online:
http://pubs.er.usgs.gov/usgspubs/wri/wri954295.  Accessed 23 
June 2008. 

USGS 2000 USGS.  2000.  Digital Geologic Map of Arizona: A digital 
database derived from the 1983 printing of the Wilson, Moore, 
and Cooper 1:50,000-scale map.  Available online: 
http://geopubs.wr.usgs.gov/open-file/of00-409/sheet3.pdf.
Accessed 25 June 2008. 

USGS 2006 USGS.  2006.  Arizona Partners in Flight.  USGS Biological 
Resources Division at Northern Arizona University.  Flagstaff, 
AZ.

University of 
Arizona 1992 

University of Arizona.  1992. Land Subsidence, Earth Fissures 
Change Arizona’s Landscape.  Available online:
http://cals.arizona.edu/AZWATER/arroyo/062land.html.  
Accessed 10 June 2008. 

WRCC 2008 Western Regional Climate Center (WRCC).  2008. Climate
Summaries for Yuma WSO AP, Arizona (0296660).  Available 
online: http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/cgi-bin/.

Yuma County 
Department
of
Development
Services
2006

Yuma County Department of Development Services.  2006. 
Yuma County Zoning Ordinance.  Effective, September 25, 2006.
Available online: 
http://www.co.yuma.az.us/dds/ord/ZO_040708.pdf.  Accessed 27 
June 2008. 
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7. ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

μg/m³ micrograms per cubic 
meter

°F degrees Fahrenheit 
ADA Arizona Department of 

Agriculture 
ADEQ Arizona Department of 

Environmental Quality 
AGFD Arizona Game and Fish 

Department
APE Area of Potential Effect 
AQCR air quality control region 
ASM Arizona State Museum 
BLM Bureau of Land 

Management
BMGR Barry M. Goldwater 

Range
BMP Best Management 

Practice
CAA Clean Air Act 
CBP U.S. Customs and 

Border Protection 
CERCLA Comprehensive 

Environmental
Response, 
Compensation, and 
Liability Act 

cm centimeter 
CM&R Construction Mitigation 

and Restoration 
CO carbon monoxide 
CO2 carbon dioxide 
CPNWR Cabeza Prieta National 

Wildlife Refuge 
CWA Clean Water Act 
DHS U.S. Department of 

Homeland Security 
DOD Department of Defense 

DOI Department of the 
Interior 

EO Executive Order 
EPP Environmental 

Protection Plan 
ESA Endangered Species Act 
ESP Environmental 

Stewardship Plan 
FR Federal Register 
FY fiscal year 
GPS Global Positioning 

System
HS Highly Safeguarded 
IA illegal alien 
IIRIRA Illegal Immigration 

Reform and Immigrant 
Responsibility Act 

IVCS International Vegetation 
Classification System  

MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
mg/m³ milligrams per cubic 

meter
MMTCE million metric tons of 

carbon equivalent 
MYAQCR Mohave-Yuma Intrastate 

Air Quality Control 
Region 

NAAQS National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards 

NHPA National Historic 
Preservation Act 

NO2 nitrogen dioxide 
NOx nitrogen oxide 
NRHP National Register of 

Historic Places 
NWR National Wildlife Refuge 
O3 ozone 
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OHM   ordinary high water mark 
OPCNM Organ Pipe Cactus 

National Monument 
OS/RR Open Space, 

Recreation, and 
Resources Zoning 
District

OSHA Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration 

P.L. Public Law 
Pb lead  
PM10 respirable particlulate 

matter equal to or less 
than 10 microns in 
diameter

PM2.5 respirable particlulate 
matter equal to or less 
than 2.5 microns in 
diameter

POE Port of Entry 
ppm parts per million 
RCRA Resource Conservation 

and Recovery Act 
SARA Superfund Amendments 

and Reauthorization Act 
SBI Secure Border Initiative  
SHPO State Historic 

Preservation Office 

SIP state implementation 
plan

SO2 sulfur dioxide 
SPCC Spill Prevention Control 

and Countermeasures 
SR Salvage Restricted 
SWPPP Storm Water Pollution 

Prevention Plan 
tpy tons per year 
TSCA Toxic Substances 

Control Act 
U.S.C. United States Code 
USACE U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers 
USBP U.S. Border Patrol 
USEPA U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency 
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service 
UTM Universal Transverse 

Mercator
VOC volatile organic 

compound
VRM Visual Resources 

Management
WSC Wildlife of Special 

Concern

CV-2A Final ESP_MASTER_09.06.12.pdf for Printed Item: 932 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From: 
To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Ok thanks!!! 

Fro 
Se 
To: 
Su 

-

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

R~: El PasoPMJ ESSR 
Fn Jul 12 20 : : EDT 

This three foot width approach would work for the - in El Paso. Reason being is that we did 
not build an associated patrol road or Ii hts with tne • fence as those elements were alread 
in lace rior to PF construction. The width accura e accounts for the 

Thisllll:,proach would not work for VF in El Paso or PF in other sectors were a patrol road was 
insta~ and thus permit impacted area was considerably larger. 

Thanks, 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028480 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing 

Border Patrol's proud legacy. 

Need your advice on this. this has been a long long effort to nail down the final ,. for FITT 
purposes for the record going forward. Should we just use the '\@me for • fence in el 
paso?? 

?IT we pulled our files on the El Paso ESSR to check on the impact areas. The ESSR stated t ~ t;::ly permanent impacts that occurred outside of the existing disturbed areas (i.e .11111/patrol 
roads) were the access roads and some apparently permanently established stagin--rea~ e actual 
fence "im act" was not quantified because, as we discussed, it was constructed on • 

which was already a disturbed and maintained area. That is t e reason rt was 
prov, e on y as a vector file rather than a polygon. If that file really needs to be a polygon, we can 
manipulate it to provide a[~ polygon and send it to Baker for inclusion to the FITT. Let me 
know how you want us to procee . hanks. 

-

BW23 FOIA CBP 028481 
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From: 

To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: ESSR Footprint 
Fri Jul 12 2013 10:52:41 EDT 
image001 .png 

We need to wait for GSRC and HOR to get back to us. Once we have feedback from them, we can 
provide all the information to -

I 

-Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

From: 
Sent: ---~-,,-------To: • • • 

I got with ~~Jf!l!J!U~ on the roads width. - says we should just go with whatever 
Baker air:\ =~~~;ae:ate cleared areas since It varies considerably. We should calculate 
our polygons using those real estate widths. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028482 

Page 51 of 2606 



Do I owe anything else on this??? 

From: 
Sen.t:..,.....,;...,...,;;.;;..!,...ii,!,,.;■ 
To:I • • • 
SuoJec : : oo print 

Meeting Notes: 

********* EPT PF225 ESSR - In reRpards to the area on ~JSliiuld use 
. 

1 
• lf@f PIW will con ,rm t a was use 

acres rn t e 

********* EPT VF300 ESSR - 'l1ay have these, he will check his records. 
also check with • • ~IUI(!JJwill discuss offline if necessary. (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

********* YUM and TCA VF300 ESSR - - will check with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) and will get back to us. 

I 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028483 
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This is an example of what we need to discuss Tuesday.  This is a map from the El Paso VF300 ESSR
(the entire report is on the CBP env website  http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/ ) .

Baker is trying to reconstruct/create the shape file for this footprint so we can record it in FITT.

We need to understand how we determined the footprint and/or find the shape files for this, and other,
maps.

Thanks!!

Environmental Planning

Border Patrol Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Page 53 of 2606
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Thanks!! 

From: 

RE: ESSR Footprint 
Tue Jul 09 2013 17:46:19 EDT 
image001 .png 

Sen.t:..,.....,;...,...,;;.;;..!,...ii,!,,.;■ 
To:I • • • 
SuoJec : : oo print 

Meeting Notes: 

********* EPT PF225 ESSR - In reRpards to the area on ,,.Id use 

1 
• lf@f PIW will con ,rm t a was use 

acres rn t e 

********* EPT VF300 ESSR - • may have these, he will check his records. 
also check with will discuss offline if necessary. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

********* YUM and TCA VF300 ESSR - - will check with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) and will get back to us. 

I 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6 ), (b) (7)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028486 

will 
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Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

This is an example of what we need to discuss Tuesday. This is a map from the El Paso VF300 ESSR 
(the entire report is on the CBP env website http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/) . 

Baker is trying to reconstruct/create the shape file for this footprint so we can record it in FITT. 

We need to understand how we determined the footprint and/or find the shape fi les for this, and other, 
maps. 

Thanks!! 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning 

Border Patrol Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028487 
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From: 
To: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 

RE: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??) 
Tue Jul 09 201313:31:02 EDT 

Attachments: 

I did send them this attachment yesterday. Lets use this list of issues below to walk thru on the call 
today 

To: 
Su ape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??) 

Do you want to forward the attached. Although some of the stuff does not pertain to them (column G). 
We could also provide the comments from the Email with 

Missing GIS 

The segments in Column F are listed in your xis as part of the ESSRs, but we do not have GIS 
polygons for them. 

ls it possible to get that data from the ENV subs? 

I have previously reached out to the Subs (HOR and GSRC). They have both indicated that they have 
sent me everything they have. Can Baker create the polygons? 

Listed in this column are the (OJ Dl 11 understand that these are on • but could someone 
provide us with a width · , 
but does that mean it is 
need some direction to oca rons into areas ance. 
If we make it up, we cou rncorrec y emon 
FITT in the future. 

e area of interest when someone runs a query on 

I will reach out the Env sme and get back to you on this. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028489 
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Missing Segments

Column G lists other constructed fence segments that are not in the ESSRs.

Is there a plan to include those eventually?

I will get back to you on this question.  I am not sure.

Type of Impact

We listed in column H the type of impacts – temp/perm, or perm only – please could you verify that
these are the types you are expecting.

That is correct, per previous discussions with the team, we want both temporary and permanent impact
areas to be shown in the GIS.

General Questions

We are expecting that you will send a new shapefile for  in July, as indicated in an earlier email,
please let me know if we should still be expecting that.

I have reached out to  as soon as I hear back from him, I will let you know when we can expect
the shapefiles for

It is my understanding that the temporary impacts will remain in FITT GIS.  I will revisit this with the
team and get back to you.

Page 96 of 1059
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (5)



Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 9:28 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??)

On the call later today,  I would welcome if you could once again review for the team which shape files
we are still missing.

I spoke with both  regarding the roads.  You can see  comment on
the roads below.

 says we should just use whatever baker already has as the right of way widths to determine the
acreages for roads because the widths vary from location to location.  Perhaps we could also discuss
with 

“see you” on the call later today!!

From: 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 4:35 PM
To: .
Subject: RE: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??)

I bet they are looking at line work for fences and say it should be a polygon.  Typically, I would agree,
but some of the line work is a fence…they would just need to offset about and draw a parallel line
to make a polygon.  These issue primarily (or exclusively) occur in Texas where the fence was
constructed  and where there was an existing road (hence no real disturbance).
But…we can certainly discuss!

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 3:27 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??)

Thanks!!!  I know this has been a pain but baker still says some data is missing?><?

-----Original Appointment-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 4:24 PM
To: 
Subject: Accepted: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??)
When: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 3:30 PM-4:00 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where:  code 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (7)(E) (b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)



From: 

To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
RE: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??) 
Tue Jul 09 2013 12:54:45 EDT 
ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx 

Do you want to forward the attached. Although some of the stuff does not pertain to them (column G). 
We could also provide the comments from the Email with 

Missing GIS 

The segments in Column F are listed in your xis as part of the ESSRs, but we do not have GIS 
polygons for them. 

ls it possible to get that data from the ENV subs? 

I have previously reached out to the Subs (HOR and GSRC). They have both indicated that they have 
sent me everything they have. Can Baker create the polygons? 

Listed in this column are the ~l!J Dl 11 understand that these are on • but could someone 
provide us with a width of dis ur , 
but does that mean it is only the 
need some direction to turn the I ance. 
If we make it up, we could incorrect! 
FITT in the future. 

of interest when uery on 

I will reach out the Env sme and get back to you on this. 

Missing Segments 

Column G lists other constructed fence segments that are not in the ESSRs. 

ls there a plan to include those eventually? 

I will get back to you on this question. I am not sure. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028493 
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Type of Impact

We listed in column H the type of impacts – temp/perm, or perm only – please could you verify that
these are the types you are expecting.

That is correct, per previous discussions with the team, we want both temporary and permanent impact
areas to be shown in the GIS.

General Questions

We are expecting that you will send a new shapefile for  in July, as indicated in an earlier email,
please let me know if we should still be expecting that.

I have reached out to  as soon as I hear back from him, I will let you know when we can expect
the shapefiles for 

It is my understanding that the temporary impacts will remain in FITT GIS.  I will revisit this with the
team and get back to you.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 9:28 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??)

On the call later today,  I would welcome if you could once again review for the team which shape files
we are still missing.

I spoke with both an egarding the roads.  You can see  comment on
the roads below.

 says we should just use whatever baker already has as the right of way widths to determine the
acreages for roads because the widths vary from location to location.  Perhaps we could also discuss
with 

“see you” on the call later today!!

From: 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 4:35 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: Mystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??)

I bet they are looking at line work for fences and say it should be a polygon.  Typically, I would agree,
but some of the line work is a fence…they would just need to offset about  and draw a parallel line
to make a polygon.  These issue primarily (or exclusively) occur in Texas where the fence was
constructed  and where there was an existing road (hence no real disturbance).
But…we can certainly discuss!
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C) (b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)



Thanks. 

-
Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??) 

Thanks!!! I know this has been a pain but baker still says some data is missing?><? 

From: 
Sent: on a 
To: • • • 
SuoJec : ccepte : ystery Shape Files for ESSRs (aka how did we calculate the footprints??) 
When: Tuesj J:i'i9, 2013 3:30 PM-4:00 PM (UTC-06:00) Central T ime (US & Canada). 
Where:UOta codelIPDll 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028496 
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PF225
Naming Convention Document Title Sector Fence 

Segments in 
ESSR

Shape Files on Disk Listed segments 
(column D) not on the 
data DVD

SDC_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol San Diego Sector, 
California

SDC  * Access Road Footprint      * 
Fence & Road Footprint    * 
Staging Area Footprint       * 

Access Road Footprint   * 
Fence Footprint                * 
Staging Area Footprint     * 

Gapfiller Final GPS Impact Area                                                
* Gapfiller Final GPS Staging 
Area 

YUM_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, 
Arizona and California

YUM   new access road     
 planned access rd      
 Project Corridor            

Staging Areas                       
Staging areas                      * 
Yuma Access Road Footprint  * 
Yuma Fence Footprints           * 
Yuma Staging Area         

ELC_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol El Centro Sector, 
Arizona and California

ELC  * El Centro Access Road 
Footprint                                       
* El Centro Fence Footprint       * 
El Centro Staging Area Footprint 

TCA_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments , U.S. Border Patrol Tucson 
Sector, Station, Arizona 

TCA *  Fence Footprint                  * 
Staging Area                       * 

 Access Roads Footprint                                       
*  Drain Locations        * 

 Fence Footprint         * 
 Staging Area Footprint                                       

*  Access Road Footprint   * 
 Fence Footprint                * 
 Staging Area                     * 

 Access Road  Staging 
Area Vegetation                                                 

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 995 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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(b) (7)(E)
(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E) (b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)
(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)
(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)



EPT_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol El Paso Sector, 
New Mexico Stations

EPT * ESP El Paso GPS Access Rd                  
* ESP El Paso GPS Corridor    * 
ESP El Paso GPS Pedestrian 
Gates                                            
* ESP El Paso GPS Staging 
Areas                                             
* ESP El Paso GPS Vehicle 
Gates                                            

BBT_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Marfa Sector, 
Texas

BBT * Marfa Concrete Drainage 
Structure                                       
* Marfa Fence Footprint              
* Marfa Staging Areas

DRT_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Del Rio Sector, 
Texas

DRT  * Fence Alignment        
* Staging Areas             
* Temporary Impacts  

RGV_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Rio Grande Valley 
Sector, Texas

RGV * RGV Borrow Area                     
* RGV Gates                                 
* RGV Permanent Impacts        * 
RGV Spoil Areas                       * 
RGV Staging Areas                  * 
RGV Temporary Impacts

 VF 300
EPT_VF300_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for 

the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure, Sections  

 U.S. Border Patrol El Paso 
Sector, New Mexico

EPT    

YUM_VF300_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for 
the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure, Sections  

 U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Arizona

YUM   - Fence Relocation

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 995 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E) (b) (7)(E) (b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)(b) (7)(E)(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E) (b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)



TCA_VF300_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for 
the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure, Sections 

 U.S. Border Patrol Tucson Sector, Arizona

TCA
 

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 995 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Fence segments not 
ncluded in the ESSRs.

Additonal comments

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Temporary and permanent areas for  
Permanent only for  (is that 
correct?)

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 995 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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(b) (7)(E) (b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)



Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 995 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Permanent areas of disturbance only.
ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 995 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From:            
To:                
                     
                     
Cc:

Subject:             RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

I invited  to the call also

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:01 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

Ok, let me know if you want me to call in or do anything.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical, LLC Border Patrol Facilities
and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering
Offic
Cell: 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy."

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 1:25 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

Thanks.  I have a call with  and  Tuesday afternoon.

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 4:01 PM
To: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

Here is the email from  regarding shapefiles.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical, LLC Border Patrol Facilities
and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering
Office:  

Date:                 Mon Jul 08 2013 19:32:05 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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(b) (6   
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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(b) (6   

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-GSRC and PIKA created the original shapefiles for the VF300 sections in Tucson, Yuma, and El Paso. 
GSRC and PIKA provided HOR with export fi les (maps) for the VF300 ESSR documents, but we 
recreated some of the maps with the original shapefile data because the maps we were provided were 
pixelated. We didn't create any data, we just recreated a few of the same ma s with the same data. 
We recreated 5 maps covering parts of sections . I will have someone 
FedEx a CD of the shapefiles we have for these sections to you. an have the original 
shapefiles for these sections, as well as all of the other VF300 sections in Tucson, Yuma, and El Paso, 
so you will need to contact them for any addit ional shapefile requests. Thank you. 

-
HOR Environmental, Operations and Construction, Inc. 
Senior Project Manager 

rinc.com Follow Us - Facebook I Twitter I YouTube 

-----Ori 
From: 
Se 
To 
Cc: 

Hi-
I p~ d the shapefiles to Baker for uploading into FITT. I recently heard back from Baker and the cd 
only had the shapefiles for EPT. We also need the shapefiles for the Tucson and - ESSR's. Are 
you able to provide these? 

I 
!!!!ntal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , LLC Border Patrol Facilities 
and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering 
Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-----
Fr 
s 
T 

-
139:51AM 

That would be great. My mailing address: 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

Attn- """ 
7684 ogo ow 
San Diego, CA 92154 

I 
l!!!ntal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , LLC Border Patrol Facilities 
and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Offic 
Cell : 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-----0 .. 
From: 
Sent: 
To: • • • 

-I have the GIS shape files, 88MB total. Would you like me to burn onto a disc and FedEx to you? What 
is your address? 

-
HOR Environmental, Operations and Construction, Inc. 
Senior Project Manager 

rinc.com Follow Us - Facebook I Twitter I YouTube 
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-----Ori 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

l ubject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2) 

Thanks and you are correct, that edits were made to the ESSR's. The final versions are currently being 
vetted for posting to the CBP websites. We only need the shape fi les for the VF300 ESSR's. 

I 
!!!!ntal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , LLC Border Patrol Facilities 
and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering 
Offic 
Cell : 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-----Ori 
From: 
Se 
To: 
Cc: 

-
ape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2) 

Attached is the Final VF300 El Paso ESSR HOR submitted (I'll send the Tucson ESSR in a second 
email due to size limitations); however, I understand that CBP made some text changes after the final 
versions were delivered, so what went public on their web site was slightly different. We are gathering 
the shape files. Thank you. 

-
HOR Environmental, Operations and Construction, Inc. 
Senior Project Manager 

rinc.com Follow Us - Facebook I Twitter I YouTube 

-----0 .. 
From: 
Sent 
To: 
Cc: 

• • 09 2013 3 22 PM 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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Subject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED)

) - Happy New Year as well! We'll see what we can do to get you the
data you need.  will get back with you all soon.

 - See  below request and attachment.  Please get back with him soonest on what
we can provide. Thank you.

HDR Engineering, Inc.
Director, Environmental Sciences & Planning Senior Vice President

375 East Elm Street, Suite 110 | Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 | hdrinc.com Follow Us - Facebook | Twitter | YouTube HDR ONE COMPANY

| Many Solutions

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2013 2:16 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Happy 2013!

BPFTI is closing out some of the VF 300 ESSRs and we are lacking some information. I am hoping that
you can be assist.  The two reports we are looking for are for the VF 300 Projects in El Paso and
Tucson sector, but more specifically we are in need of the shape files prepared in support of the
development of these ESSR.

Any assistance you can provide is greatly appreciated.

Hope all is going well for you and the team.

Respectfully,

Environmental Resources Planner
Office:
Mobile
-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2013 12:32 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: ESSR Shape Files

Hi 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



Attached is the summary of the shape files that I have received from GSRC.   stated that he did
not provide the shape files for the VF300 projects, since they did not do the post-construction surveys
for those projects.   Per our call this morning, you said you will reach out to HDR to see if they can
provide the shape files for the VF300 ESSR's.  Let me know if you have any questions or require
additional information.

Thanks for your assistance.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy."

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
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From:                
To:                    
                         
                         
Cc:

Subject:             FW: Temporary Impacts on GIS

From: 
Sent: Monday, July 01, 2013 12:38 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Temporary Impacts on GIS

Please see the email below.  I owe  answers to a few of the questions.  When do you have time to
discuss?

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

Date:                 Mon Jul 08 2013 14:12:58 EDT
Attachments:     ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx

Bcc:
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Fr 
s 
T 

-My responses are listed below in red text. 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-
and I have been working through these to make sure we put all the questions and issues in 

one email. 

I've added the details in the attached xis. 
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Here's a summary of our questions: 

Missing GIS 

The segments in Column F are listed in your xis as part of the ESSRs, but we do not have GIS 
polygons for them. 

Is it possible to get that data from the ENV subs? 

I have previously reached out to the Subs (HOR and GSRC). They have both indicated that they have 
sent me everything they have. Can Baker create the polygons? 

Listed in this column are the (OJ Dl 11 understand that these are on • but could someone 
provide us with a width of distur , 
but does that mean it is only the 
need some direction to turn the ance. 
If we make it up, we could incorrect 
FITT in the future. 

terest when uery on 

I will reach out the Env sme and get back to you on this. 

Missing Segments 

Column G lists other constructed fence segments that are not in the ESSRs. 

Is there a plan to include those eventually? 

I will get back to you on this question. I am not sure. 

Type of Impact 

We listed in column H the type of impacts - temp/perm, or perm only - please could you verify that 
these are the types you are expecting. 

That is correct, per previous discussions with the team, we want both temporary and permanent impact 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028511 
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areas to be shown in the GIS. 

General Questions 

We are expecting that you will send a new shapefile for■ in July, as indicated in an earlier email, 
please let me know if we should still be expecting that. 

I have reached out to - as soon as I hear back from him, I will let you know when we can expect 
the shapefiles to-

It is my understanding that the temporary impacts will remain in FITT GIS. I will revisit this with the 
team and get back to you. 

Thanks, 

-
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

F 
s 
T 

Importance: High 

~I: lfflt!lfflf Y!I 
I wanted to loop back with you to see if you have had a chance to review the cd with the shapefiles for 
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the ESSR's. Let me know if there is anything you need from me. 

Thanks for your help on this. 

I 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

c: 
Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS 
Importance: High 

lfflf?l!Y!I 
- will burn a cd with the data that HOR provided and give that tollll The attached 
~ eet lists the shapefiles that we have received. The fi le names ~ ot always include the 
fence segment, so please review and let me know what areas you need us to provide additional 
information for you to create the shapefile. 

Thanks again for all your help. 
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I 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

c: 
Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS 

lfflf!lfY!I 
I will get the new cd to you. Once you review, can you identify which segments you still need? 

I 

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division 

Dawson Technical , LLC 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028514 

Page 181 of 1059 



Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Cell : (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

C 

Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS 

-Could you still send along all of the data on the CD, it will be helpful to review it in the GIS to make 
sure no spatial changes have occurred along with checking to see if the attribute data has been 
updated or changed 

As for any of the ESSRs you cannot obtain a Shapefile for, Please provide me with the recorded 
extents from the Fence ESSR documents for those sections, This so I can accurately create those 
extents for the queries and in visual display in FITT 

Thank you 

c: 
Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS 
Importance: High 

lfflf?l!Y!I 
Sorry it has taken me so long to respond. We ran the maps you provided by the environmental group 
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and the temporary impacts as shown on the maps are correct.  We want the temporary impacts areas
to be shown in the GIS.  Please note that for the  area, a new assessment will be completed in June
and at that time, we will provide new shapefiles of both the temporary and permanent impact areas.

In regards to the remaining shapefiles for the VF segments - I recently received a cd of files from HDR.
I compared the files to what was already provided and the only new additions are attached.   HDR
stated that GSRC and PIKA created the original shapefiles for the VF300 sections in Tucson, Yuma,
and El Paso.  GSRC and PIKA provided HDR with export files (maps) for the VF300 ESSR documents.
HDR recreated some of the maps with the original shapefile data because the maps that were provided
were pixelated.  They did not create any data, they just recreated a few of the same maps with the
same data.  They recreated 5 maps covering parts of sections 

Q - If I am not able to obtain the remaining shapefiles for the VF segments, are you able to create them
with the information that HDR has provided?

Q – Do you need anything else in regards to the shapefiles for the PF segments?

Give me a call if you have any questions.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, March 05, 2013 5:13 AM
To: 
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Here are 3 examples of Temporary vs permanent impact areas, and staging areas are also in the area 

lfflf?l!Y!I 

Thanks for working to get this right!! 

(b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 

Environmental Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave. NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20229 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) cell 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 
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I'm on my way ........ . 

Thanks, 

-
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

u Ject: emporary mpacts on 
When: Monj March 04, 2013 3:00 PM-3:30 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada). 
Where:IOJOtaJ codelIPDll 

When: Monday, March 04, 2013 3:00 PM-3:30 PM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada). 

Where (b) (7)(E) code IJPJSl 

Let's just talk thru this to see if we can better answer your questions 
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PF225
Naming Convention Document Title Sector Fence 

Segments in 
ESSR

Shape Files on Disk Listed segments 
(column D) not on the 
data DVD

SDC_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol San Diego Sector, 
California

SDC  *  Access Road Footprint      * 
 Fence & Road Footprint    * 
 Staging Area Footprint       * 

 Access Road Footprint   * 
 Fence Footprint                * 
 Staging Area Footprint     * 

Gapfiller Final GPS Impact Area                                                
* Gapfiller Final GPS Staging 
Area 

YUM_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, 
Arizona and California

YUM   new access road
 planned access rd     
Project Corridor         

Staging Areas                   
Staging areas                      * 
Yuma Access Road Footprint  * 
Yuma Fence Footprints           * 
Yuma Staging Area         

ELC_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol El Centro Sector, 
Arizona and California

ELC  * El Centro Access Road 
Footprint                                       
* El Centro Fence Footprint       * 
El Centro Staging Area Footprint 

TCA_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments , U.S. Border Patrol Tucson 
Sector, Station, Arizona 

TCA *  Fence Footprint                  * 
 Staging Area                       * 

 Access Roads Footprint                                       
*  Drain Locations        * 

Fence Footprint         * 
Staging Area Footprint                                       

*  Access Road Footprint   * 
 Fence Footprint                * 
 Staging Area                     * 

 Access Road  Staging 
Area Vegetation                                                 

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 1012 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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EPT_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol El Paso Sector, 
New Mexico Stations

EPT * ESP El Paso GPS Access Rd                  
* ESP El Paso GPS Corridor    * 
ESP El Paso GPS Pedestrian 
Gates                                            
* ESP El Paso GPS Staging 
Areas                                             
* ESP El Paso GPS Vehicle 
Gates                                            

BBT_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Marfa Sector, 
Texas

BBT * Marfa Concrete Drainage 
Structure                                       
* Marfa Fence Footprint              
* Marfa Staging Areas

DRT_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Del Rio Sector, 
Texas

DRT  * Fence Alignment        
* Staging Areas             
* Temporary Impacts  

RGV_PF225_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Report of the 
Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure Pedestrian Fence 
Segments, U.S. Border Patrol Rio Grande Valley 
Sector, Texas

RGV * RGV Borrow Area                     
* RGV Gates                                 
* RGV Permanent Impacts        * 
RGV Spoil Areas                       * 
RGV Staging Areas                  * 
RGV Temporary Impacts

 VF 300
EPT_VF300_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for 

the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure, Sections  
and  U.S. Border Patrol El Paso 
Sector, New Mexico

EPT    

YUM_VF300_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for 
the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure, Sections  

 U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Arizona

YUM  * - Fence Relocation

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 1012 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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TCA_VF300_ESSR_FINAL Environmental Stewardship Summary Report for 
the Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of 
Tactical Infrastructure, Sections 

 U.S. Border Patrol Tucson Sector, Arizona

TCA
 

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 1012 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Fence segments not 
ncluded in the ESSRs.

Additonal comments

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Temporary and permanent areas for  
Permanent only for  (is that 
correct?)

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 1012 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Temporary and permanent areas of disturbance.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

Permanent areas of disturbance only.

ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 1012 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Permanent areas of disturbance only.
ESSR Shape Files Summary 06272013.xlsx for Printed Item: 1012 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From:             
                       
                       
To:                 
Cc:                 
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       

Subject:             RE: CIR Planning Ph II Weekly IPR (UNCLASSIFIED) -- ENV Action Item for 6/28

– This is perfect. Thank you.

From: 
Sent: Friday, June 28, 2013 9:09 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: CIR Planning Ph II Weekly IPR (UNCLASSIFIED) -- ENV Action Item for 6/28

Category

Risk

Probability (%)

Impact

Mitigation Strategy

1) Building new Pedestrian Fencing;

Environmental

Previously unknown cultural, biological and/or natural resources are encountered during the
construction activities

Date:                 Fri Jun 28 2013 12:34:33 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Environmental

Environmental: encounter resistance from NGOs re: critical habitat for endangered species resulting in
challenge to ENV waiver

Latent Conditions

Size of arroyos and washes create gaps in fence

Environmental

Encounter Waters of the United States
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2) Replace legacy Pedestrian Fencing

RGV has no legacy fencing.  LRT has legacy fencing located in 
It is attractive Ameristeel type fencing. 

Environmental

Previously unknown cultural, biological and/or natural resources are encountered during the
construction activities

Environmental

Environmental: encounter resistance from NGOs re: critical habitat for endangered species resulting in
challenge to ENV waiver

Latent Conditions

Size of arroyos and washes create gaps in fence

3) Replace legacy Vehicle Fencing
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RGV and LRT have no vehicle fencing to be replaced

Environmental

Previously unknown cultural, biological and/or natural resources are encountered during the
construction activities

Environmental

Environmental: encounter resistance from NGOs re: critical habitat for endangered species resulting in
challenge to ENV waiver

Latent Conditions

Size of arroyos and washes create gaps in fence
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Senior Consultant

LMI
2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102
Office: 

Mobile: 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:16 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: CIR Planning Ph II Weekly IPR (UNCLASSIFIED) -- ENV Action Item for 6/28

All – If you have any risk information as requested below, please provide by COB tomorrow.

Thank you.

_____________________________________________
From: 
Sent: Sunday, June 23, 2013 10:43 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: CIR Planning Ph II Weekly IPR (UNCLASSIFIED) -- ENV Action Item for 6/28

Gentlemen – In anticipation of a Comprehensive Immigration Reform Bill, we have been working with
USACE to develop a draft PRD for TI actions on the southwest border. This past week, the Real Estate
and Environmental Branch was tasked with identifying generalized potential risks related to the
construction and replacement of pedestrian and vehicle fence.

For each of the sectors that you cover, please identify any known risks associated with:

1) Building new Pedestrian Fencing;
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2) Replacing legacy Pedestrian Fencing; and

3) Replacing legacy Vehicle Fencing

Thanks in advance.

______ _______________________
From: 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 11:08 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: CIR Planning Ph II Weekly IPR (UNCLASSIFIED) -- ENV Action Item for 6/28

Environmental was tasked with an action item to complete prior to next week’s CIR planning call.

Specifically, RE & ENV are to develop a list of generalized risks/concerns at the Sector level for each of
three proposed TI actions contained in CIR.  The three proposed TI actions are:

1) Build new Pedestrian Fencing

2) Replace legacy Pedestrian Fencing

3) Replace legacy Vehicle Fencing

My recommendation is to reach out to the ENV SMEs across the SWB and have them develop the risks
for each of their sectors.   The SMEs are likely familiar with at least some of the replacement and new
fence projects that have tentatively been proposed.

Thanks,

Environmental Protection Specialist

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
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Program Management Office 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing 

Border Patrol's proud legacy. 

ee y 
When: Friday, June 21 2013 12:00 PM-12:30 = -06:00) Central Time (US & Canada). 
Where: Dial In ; Access code - • ; Pass code - -(b) (7)(E) 

hen: Friday, June 21 , 2013 12:00 PM-12:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central T ime (US & Canada). 

Where: Dial In - (b) (7)(E) ; Access code -WM· Pass code - -

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments. 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
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Caveats: NONE

Read Aheads for today’s discussion attached below—message is best view as HTML

17 MAY – Kick-Off

24 MAY – PRD Structure

31 MAY – Draft PRD

7 JUN – Acq Strat, RE and ENV Plan

14 JUN – Budget and Timeline

21 JUN – Risk Register

28 JUN – Final Packaging

10 JUL(T) – Final Outbrief

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

Dial In – 

Access code – 

Pass code – 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE
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  << File: CIR Ph II Planning Kick-off.pptx >>  << File: Visio-CIR amendment flow.pdf >>  << File: Draft
 CIR PRD.DOCX >>  << File:  Fence Replacement Initial risk.xls >>  << Message: CIR

Replacement Fence >>
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From: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
To: 
Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings 
Date: Wed Jun 26 2013 09:54:57 EDT 
Attachments: 

Outstanding - ! thx for your hard work and dedication on this project - -

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

SSR Postings 

Good News!! The final ESSRs for VF300 and PF225 are now up on the new CBP Environmental 
website. DOI has had advanced copies of these reports for a few weeks so they should not be 
surprised. 

This is the site that will now be used to post all CBP environmental documents for public comment or 
information. 
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http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/
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From:               
                        
                        
To:                   
Cc:                   
                        
                        

Subject:             RE: ESSR Postings

If we start fence, I’d recommend that .  DHS’s new directive
prohibits contractor sites for document posting for NEPA, so they probably would  not look kindly on
posting waiver documents on one.

Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O :

C: 

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 6:57 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

Hooray!  Thanks!

Now a question………

If CIR goes, do we want to continue to use   If not, I

Date:                 Wed Jun 26 2013 08:20:36 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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recommend we inform HDR to let that site go.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:32 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/

Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 12:45 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

I understand the ESSRs are posted?

I have this link but it does not open?? Is this the right link??

http://cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr
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From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 2:54 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

I made my comments on  file.  Please check my comment  75 about the BMPs.  It is on
page 5 of 18.

Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 12:14 PM
To
Cc
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

I have reviewed and provided a couple of comments/suggested edits.  Please review and get back with
  My main comment is that the opening narrative seems to indicate that we are seeking public

comments on the ESSRs—which is not correct.  I suggest that wording be revised to make that clearer.
Also,  I think we intend to take down the ESSRs after some period (perhaps 6 months); thus I think the
narrative should be revised to allow for documents that are being posted only for short periods for public
information.
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I would be glad to discuss if needed.

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 10:18 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

I will be reviewing these today.  Please give me your thoughts, and I’ll combine and pass them on to
  I am off Wed-Fri, so please try to get something back to me by tomorrow morning.  If you can’t,

let me know, and then respond directly to  with your comments.

Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 7:53 AM
To:
Cc: ; EMOTASKSUPPORT
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

 can you please take a look at these to see if you’re happy with how the ESSR’s will be posted?

You’re welcome to comment on anything else, but I wanted to make sure you had seen and approved
how the ESSR’s will be posted at least.

Page 466 of 1059
BW23 FOIA CBP 028539

(b) (6), (b) (7)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)



Thanks 

-
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Division, Planning Branch 

Office (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

BB (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

P Please consider the environment before printing this email. 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: ESSR Postings 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Attached is the full first draft of the revised NEPA pages on the Enviro Web si . .....,iwi,n......, review and let 
me know if this looks good to you; as soon as I get your OK, I will send it onto for posting. 

Thanks, and sorry for the delay. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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From: 

To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 

RE: documentation for waived fence or, f Pl 
Wed Jun 26 2013 07:27:43 EDT 

Not today, but tomorrow is probably pretty good or Friday pm. 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobil 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From 
Sent: iiiiir.nmiinii:..i.iniiinii,ii::n~ ... 
To: • • • 
SuoJect: : ocumentatron for waived fence on f\2JP 

Can we discuss this tomorrow (wed)?? what time might work for you?? 

~~n~ ~ 3 1 45PM 
To:■m • IDIU] 
SuoJec;P.:rumenta::,,or waived fence on f\2JP 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028541 
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We did ESPs for    We also did one for  on the  but that was
not made public.

December 2008 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Tactical Infrastructure, Segment

 U.S. Border Patrol, Yuma Sector,  Station Arizona

• December 2008 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector,  Station, Arizona

• January 2009 – Environmental Stewardship Plan for the Construction,

Operation, and Maintenance of Vehicle Fence and Related Tactical

Infrastructure U.S. Border Patrol Yuma Sector, Arizona 

We did not do an ESP for   (is that on the ??)

I need to dust off more rust and do more digging to reconstruct how we handled some of the segments
that already had NEPA coverage.  If we already had a completed EA, we did not go back and do an
ESP.

Does this help???
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-
I see the ESSRs are now posted (YEAH!). When I was visiting with th•WW ,n- t week, he 
asked me for documentation of the roads which have been waived as it pertains to • (fence 
segments~ Is it correct that since there is no ESP/ESSR coverage o these 
fence seg~ early complete or complete EA), that CBP has no document which 
reflects the fact these segments were waived? Or am I missing something? 

As a fallback I suppose I could send him the waiver notice itself, but that would be a very poor 
substitute. A better option would probably a letter from FM&E to pMl manager with an attached 
map which depicts the waived roads. Not sure how easy it woul e to get that signed. 

The point is that this document will help him to communicate with his regional office regarding TIMR 
activities on lands administered by FWS. thanks 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 

Mobile: 
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol’s proud legacy
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From:               
                        
                        
To:                   
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: ESSR Postings

Good news!. Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 3:57 PM
To
Cc
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

Hooray!  Thanks!

Now a question………

If CIR goes, do we want to continue to use the site??  If not, I
recommend we inform HDR to let that site go.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:32 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

http://www.cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr/

Thank you,

Date:                 Tue Jun 25 2013 19:21:26 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 12:45 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

I understand the ESSRs are posted?

I have this link but it does not open?? Is this the right link??

http://cbp.gov/xp/cgov/about/ec/nepa_pr

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 2:54 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Postings

I made my comments on  file.  Please check my comment 75 about the BMPs.  It is on
page 5 of 18.

Thank you,
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 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C: 

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 12:14 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

I have reviewed and provided a couple of comments/suggested edits.  Please review and get back with
  My main comment is that the opening narrative seems to indicate that we are seeking public

comments on the ESSRs—which is not correct.  I suggest that wording be revised to make that clearer.
Also,  I think we intend to take down the ESSRs after some period (perhaps 6 months); thus I think the
narrative should be revised to allow for documents that are being posted only for short periods for public
information.

I would be glad to discuss if needed.

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 10:18 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

I will be reviewing these today.  Please give me your thoughts, and I’ll combine and pass them on to
  I am off Wed-Fri, so please try to get something back to me by tomorrow morning.  If you can’t,

let me know, and then respond directly to  with your comments.
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Thank you,

 (Ctr)

Facilities Management & Engineering

Environmental and Energy Division

US Customs & Border Protection

O 

C:

From: 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 7:53 AM
To:
Cc: ; EMOTASKSUPPORT
Subject: FW: ESSR Postings

 can you please take a look at these to see if you’re happy with how the ESSR’s will be posted?

You’re welcome to comment on anything else, but I wanted to make sure you had seen and approved
how the ESSR’s will be posted at least.

Thanks

Environmental Division, Planning Branch

Office 

BB 

P  Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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From: 
Sent 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: ESSR Postings 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Attached is the full first draft of the revised NEPA pages on the Enviro Web si . .....,iwi,n......, review and let 
me know if this looks good to you; as soon as I get your OK, I will send it onto for posting. 

Thanks, and sorry for the delay. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
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From:             
                       
                       
To:                 
                       
                       
Cc:                 
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       

Subject:             RE: NGO Questions

Environmental Planning Branch

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite 

Washington, DC  20004

Date:                 Mon Jun 24 2013 18:06:03 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Office: (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Mobile 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

-

(b )(6 );(b )(7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite -
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Washington, DC  20004

Office: 

Mobile:

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol’s proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2013 1:45 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: NGO Questions
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Environmental Planning Branch
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Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobil 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From: • •m l!ll'D l!Jl 

Se 3 6:00 PM 
To: 
Su 

-
Just checking, have you heard anything? 

Thanks, 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

US Border Patrol 

Operations Officer 

Public Lands Liaison 

Tucson Sector Headquarters 

(b) (6). (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Office 

Cell 
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• (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
- fflm"Jll~~r•..l•li1CIH~ • • ~ i 

· (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
.- - ••-. 

-
I believe that BPFTI is the appropriate entity to assist you with answering these questions. Would the 
middle of next week for a response work for Sector? 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 

Mobile 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From: • 
Sent: 
To: 1 
Cc 
Subject: NGO Questions 

-
We met on Tuesday with the NGO folks and they had questions we could not answer. Would you be 
willing and / or able to answer the following questions? 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028555 
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Questions –

1.    Is an environmental stewardship plan available for NGOs to view?

2.    Are the lights in the San Pedro River area covered under the waiver? If not, what is the authority for
their placement?

3.    What policies / procedures are used under the waiver versus activities not covered under the
waiver? Basically, what is our waiver process?

Thanks,

US Border Patrol

Operations Officer

Public Lands Liaison

Tucson Sector Headquarters

Bldg 3, 

 Office

 Cell
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Re: AZ TIMR EA Path Forward For BMPS and Range Maps 
Wed Jun 12 2013 10:25:40 EDT 
image002.png 

We thought thatpfm location may be an issue for a face to face. I believe - is on travel next 
week but maybe we can coordinate a screen sharing event the following week? 

- - Can you provide some dates? 

Thanks. 

EA Path Forward For BMPS and Range Maps 

This all sounds great to us! 

One request - can we do the (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) road coordination meeting remotely? 

can share her screen with _ 

And we can schedule at - convenience. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028557 
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Thanks,

------------------

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 12:55 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: AZ TIMR EA Path Forward For BMPS and Range Maps

 – We  and I) had a discussion today to go over what can currently be turned
green for environmental. In addition, we discussed the process for creating a list of the BMPs for each
specie range map.

The following can be turned environmentally green:

********* Fence, Gates, Drainage management structures, vegetation control along roads, all lighting
systems and all communication and 

********* Cattle guards should also be environmentally green.

In regards to the range maps and BMP’s:

*********  will take the lead for conducting a review of Appendix E of the TIMR EA and providing a
list of applicable BMP’s for each range map. If a BMP does not exist, one will be created and added it to
the Master BMP List in FITT. It is anticipated that this process will be complete by the end of June.

********* In the meantime, please hold off on adding the range maps to FITT until we are able to provide
the BMP’s for each map.

********* For required roads, we recommend a face to face meeting with  to review which required
roads can be cleared.  If a face to face meeting is not possible, perhaps a meeting using office
communicator where everyone sees the same screen?  If Baker does not have time to sit with 
(us) to go over every required road, then maybe we can have a meeting to show how we should review
and what it is they want us to provide in order to turn a required road environmentally green.
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Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks. 

From: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Sent: Wednesday, June 05, 2013 10:56 AM 

To: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Subject: RE: Environmental Action Complete - EA PROPOSED TIMR ALONG THE U.S./MEXICO 
INTERNATIONAL BORDER IN AZ 

Thanks for the summary, -

• (b)l6 ) (b) (7)(C) ( b) ( 5) 

We have confirmed that we can easily modify the GIS Location Report Tool to query the range maps 
and display the appropriate BMPs. Once we receive the DVD with range maps we can work on that. 

Question - Where is the correlation between Range Map and BMP? ls there a list? Does the GIS 
contain the Master BMP number? 

Thanks, 

-
BW23 FOIA CBP 028559 
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------------------
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From: (b) (6), (b) (?)(C) 
To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: RE: NGO Questions 
Date: Fri May 31201320:21: 16 EDT 
Attachments: 

Yes, will do. Thanks. 

From: 
Sent: 

im,,i'lllli,r.;,......,.....i!,,rin,-.::!a-

T o J • • • 
SuoJec : : uestions 

Recommend you give- a heads up on this as well. 

-
IWIWWfffl 
Senior Attorney 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

Office of Assistant Chief Counsel, Indianapolis 

6650 Telecom Dr. 

(b) ( 5) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028561 
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Indianapolis, IN 46278 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b )(6 ); (b )(7)(C) 

This communication might contain communications between attorney and cl ient, communications that 
are part of the agency deliberative process, or attorney-work product, all of which are privileged and not 
subject to disclosure outside the agency or to the public. Please consult with the Office of Assistant 
Chief Counsel, Indianapolis, U.S. Customs and Border Protection before disclosing any information 
contained in this email. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

-

(b )(6 );(b )(7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028562 
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Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite 

Washington, DC  20004

Office: (

Mobile: (

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol’s proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2013 1:45 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: NGO Questions

Page 457 of 1592
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C

(b) (5)
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(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

From: • i:m l!JID l!Jl 

Se ha~ 3 6:00 PM 
To: 
Su 

-
Just checking, have you heard anything? 

Thanks, 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

US Border Patrol 

Operations Officer 

Public Lands Liaison 

Tucson Sector Headquarters 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028565 
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Bldg2 ,_ 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

-

Office 

Cell 

I believe that BPFTI is the appropriate entity to assist you with answering these questions. Would the 
middle of next week for a response work for Sector? 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

Fro 
Se 
To:fflli•~ 
Cc 
Subject: NGO Questions 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028566 
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We met on Tuesday with the NGO folks and they had questions we could not answer. Would you be
willing and / or able to answer the following questions?

Questions –

1.    Is an environmental stewardship plan available for NGOs to view?

2.    Are the lights in the San Pedro River area covered under the waiver? If not, what is the authority for
their placement?

3.    What policies / procedures are used under the waiver versus activities not covered under the
waiver? Basically, what is our waiver process?

Thanks,

.

US Border Patrol

Operations Officer

Public Lands Liaison

Tucson Sector Headquarters

Bldg 3, 

 Office

 Cell
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From:               
                         
                         
To:                   
                         
                         
                         
                         
Cc:                   
                         

Subject:             RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Looks great thanks !

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 4:24 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Attached, please find the revised slides.

Please let me know if you would like to remove or add anything.

Thank you

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 7:06 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Date:                 Wed May 15 2013 08:10:23 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Agree with your comment pls add to the deck thanks 

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:01 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Attached is your brief.  We just have to add in the miles of VF/PF fence.  Also, the team recommends
that we highlight the facts that our real estate and env teams are closely integrated thus smoothing the
total clearance effort for projects and that we are also closely aligned with EED thus smoothing the
review/approval processes within CBP/FME.

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 12:29 AM
To: 
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Cc: 
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – I made the changes you requested. I also added some information to slide 2. The revised slides
are attached (first file attached). I’m also attaching a slightly different version that presents our expertise
and projects at a higher level (file with version 2 in the title).

Let me know which version you prefer or if you want to combine some slides and I will finalize. Also, in
regards to miles of PF and VF fence that have been environmentally cleared, would  have this
information readily available (looking for the best sources of this information)?

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 7:15 PM
To
Cc
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

  A few tweeks…please take off the org chart.  Also add in  under TIMR.  Once
you make these corrections and add in the mileage, it should be good to go.

Thanks,

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office: 

Mobile:
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 6:44 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA.  is helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

 CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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From:               
                        
                        
To:                   
                        
                        
                        
                        
                        
Cc:                   
                        

Subject:             RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Attached, please find the revised slides.

Please let me know if you would like to remove or add anything.

Thank you

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 7:06 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Agree with your comment pls add to the deck thanks 

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:01 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Date:                 Tue May 14 2013 16:23:43 EDT
Attachments:     BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 v2.ppt

Bcc:

Page 1575 of 1592
BW23 FOIA CBP 028572

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



Attached is your brief.  We just have to add in the miles of VF/PF fence.  Also, the team recommends
that we highlight the facts that our real estate and env teams are closely integrated thus smoothing the
total clearance effort for projects and that we are also closely aligned with EED thus smoothing the
review/approval processes within CBP/FME.

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 12:29 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – I made the changes you requested. I also added some information to slide 2. The revised slides
are attached (first file attached). I’m also attaching a slightly different version that presents our expertise
and projects at a higher level (file with version 2 in the title).

Let me know which version you prefer or if you want to combine some slides and I will finalize. Also, in
regards to miles of PF and VF fence that have been environmentally cleared, would  have this
information readily available (looking for the best sources of this information)?

Thanks.
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From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 7:15 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

  A few tweeks…please take off the org chart.  Also add in  under TIMR.  Once
you make these corrections and add in the mileage, it should be good to go.

Thanks,

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office: 

Mobile:

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 6:44 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA.  is helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
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I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

, CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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CBP Office of Administration
Facilities Management and Engineering

May 2013

Border Patrol Facilities &Tactical Infrastructure
Program Management Office

Environmental Branch Overview

BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 v2.ppt for Printed Item: 22898 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 v2.ppt for Printed Item: 22898 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028577 
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BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 v2.ppt for Printed Item: 22898 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028578 
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BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 v2.ppt for Printed Item: 22898 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028579 
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BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 v2.ppt for Printed Item: 22898 ( Attachment 1 of 1) 

U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028581 
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From:              
                       
                       
To:                  
Cc:

Subject:             RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

copy

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:08 AM
To: 
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

We have a more recent version for you—stand by.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:06 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Agree with your comment pls add to the deck thanks 

Date:                 Tue May 14 2013 10:18:58 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:01 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Attached is your brief.  We just have to add in the miles of VF/PF fence.  Also, the team recommends
that we highlight the facts that our real estate and env teams are closely integrated thus smoothing the
total clearance effort for projects and that we are also closely aligned with EED thus smoothing the
review/approval processes within CBP/FME.

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 12:29 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – I made the changes you requested. I also added some information to slide 2. The revised slides
are attached (first file attached). I’m also attaching a slightly different version that presents our expertise
and projects at a higher level (file with version 2 in the title).
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Let me know which version you prefer or if you want to combine some slides and I will finalize. Also, in
regards to miles of PF and VF fence that have been environmentally cleared, would  have this
information readily available (looking for the best sources of this information)?

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 7:15 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

  A few tweeks…please take off the org chart.  Also add in  under TIMR.  Once
you make these corrections and add in the mileage, it should be good to go.

Thanks,

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 6:44 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA. s helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

, CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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From:             
To:                 
                      
                      
Cc:                 
                      
                      

Subject:             RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

My bad.   I was late getting an updated version to   He will be sending you the updated version that
incorporates the changes.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:01 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Attached is your brief.  We just have to add in the miles of VF/PF fence.  Also, the team recommends
that we highlight the facts that our real estate and env teams are closely integrated thus smoothing the
total clearance effort for projects and that we are also closely aligned with EED thus smoothing the
review/approval processes within CBP/FME.

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Date:                 Tue May 14 2013 10:08:45 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 12:29 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – I made the changes you requested. I also added some information to slide 2. The revised slides
are attached (first file attached). I’m also attaching a slightly different version that presents our expertise
and projects at a higher level (file with version 2 in the title).

Let me know which version you prefer or if you want to combine some slides and I will finalize. Also, in
regards to miles of PF and VF fence that have been environmentally cleared, would  have this
information readily available (looking for the best sources of this information)?

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 7:15 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

  A few tweeks…please take off the org chart.  Also add in  under TIMR.  Once
you make these corrections and add in the mileage, it should be good to go.
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Thanks,

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 6:44 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA.  is helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

, CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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From:               
                         
                         
To:                   
                         
                         
Cc:                   
                         
                         
                         

Subject:             FW: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Attached is your brief.  We just have to add in the miles of VF/PF fence.  Also, the team recommends
that we highlight the facts that our real estate and env teams are closely integrated thus smoothing the
total clearance effort for projects and that we are also closely aligned with EED thus smoothing the
review/approval processes within CBP/FME.

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 12:29 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Date:                 Tue May 14 2013 10:00:33 EDT
Attachments:     BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013.ppt

Bcc:
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 – I made the changes you requested. I also added some information to slide 2. The revised slides
are attached (first file attached). I’m also attaching a slightly different version that presents our expertise
and projects at a higher level (file with version 2 in the title).

Let me know which version you prefer or if you want to combine some slides and I will finalize. Also, in
regards to miles of PF and VF fence that have been environmentally cleared, would  have this
information readily available (looking for the best sources of this information)?

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 7:15 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

  A few tweeks…please take off the org chart.  Also add in  under TIMR.  Once
you make these corrections and add in the mileage, it should be good to go.

Thanks,

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  
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Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 6:44 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA.  is helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

, CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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From:              
                       
                       
To:                  
                       
                       
Cc:                  
                       
                       

Subject:             Re: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

Good point. This will strengthen the argument.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 06:47 AM Eastern Standard Time
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

I would recommend that we highlight the facts that our real estate and env teams are closely integrated
thus smoothing the total clearance effort for projects and that we are also closely aligned with EED thus
smoothing the review/approval processes within CBP/FME.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 12:29 AM
To
Cc
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – I made the changes you requested. I also added some information to slide 2. The revised slides
are attached (first file attached). I’m also attaching a slightly different version that presents our expertise
and projects at a higher level (file with version 2 in the title).

Let me know which version you prefer or if you want to combine some slides and I will finalize. Also, in
regards to miles of PF and VF fence that have been environmentally cleared, would  have this
information readily available (looking for the best sources of this information)?

Date:                 Tue May 14 2013 09:16:57 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 7:15 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

  A few tweeks…please take off the org chart.  Also add in  under TIMR.  Once
you make these corrections and add in the mileage, it should be good to go.

Thanks,

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 6:44 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides
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 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA.  is helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

, CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy
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From:               
                        
                        
To:                   
                        
                        
Cc:                   
                        
                        

Subject:             RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – I made the changes you requested. I also added some information to slide 2. The revised slides
are attached (first file attached). I’m also attaching a slightly different version that presents our expertise
and projects at a higher level (file with version 2 in the title).

Let me know which version you prefer or if you want to combine some slides and I will finalize. Also, in
regards to miles of PF and VF fence that have been environmentally cleared, would  have this
information readily available (looking for the best sources of this information)?

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 7:15 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

  A few tweeks…please take off the org chart.  Also add in  under TIMR.  Once
you make these corrections and add in the mileage, it should be good to go.

Thanks,

Date:                 Tue May 14 2013 00:29:25 EDT
Attachments:     BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 version 2.ppt
                          BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013.ppt

Bcc:
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Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 6:44 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA.  is helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

 CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 
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FM&E 
Huildimi for u Set·11re America 
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From:             
                       
                       
To:                 
                       
                       
Cc:                 
                       
                       

Subject:             Re: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 - Attached is a refined version (version 2) of the branch overview for consideration.

Thanks.

From: 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 03:43 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: OTIA - Env. Branch Overview Slides

 – Attached is the first draft of the environmental branch overview slides you requested for the
meeting with OTIA.  is helping me pull together document numbers and miles of fence (slide 4) but
I wanted to get this initial draft to you for a quick check on content. Is there anything thing else you want
to include or remove?

Thanks,

, CHMM

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Border Patrol Facilities & Tactical Infrastructure

24000 Avila Road, 

Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Phone: 

Cell: 

Date:                 Mon May 13 2013 21:09:55 EDT
Attachments:     BPFTI PMO Env Branch Overview May 2013 version 2.ppt.tmp

Bcc:
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From:              
                       
                       
To:                  
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
                       
Cc:                  
                       
                       
                       
                       

Subject:             RE: Use of Waiver

Thanks, 

Senior Attorney

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Office of Assistant Chief Counsel, Indianapolis

6650 Telecom Dr.

Indianapolis, IN 46278

(

This communication might contain communications between attorney and client, communications that
are part of the agency deliberative process, or attorney-work product, all of which are privileged and not
subject to disclosure outside the agency or to the public. Please consult with the Office of Assistant
Chief Counsel, Indianapolis, U.S. Customs and Border Protection before disclosing any information
contained in this email.

Date:                 Wed May 01 2013 12:21:42 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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c: 
Subject: RE: Use of Waiver 

(b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Thank you, 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Facilities Management & Engineering 

Environmental and Energy Division 

US Customs & Border Protection 

0 : (b )(6); (b )(7)( C) 

C: 

Thanks -

- • can you reach out t- and ask the background for his request? 

Thanks, 

-
BW23 FOIA CBP 028622 
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(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Mobile: 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

Thanks, 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028623 

Page 439 of 1532 



Senior Attorney

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Office of Assistant Chief Counsel, Indianapolis

6650 Telecom Dr.

Indianapolis, IN 46278

This communication might contain communications between attorney and client, communications that
are part of the agency deliberative process, or attorney-work product, all of which are privileged and not
subject to disclosure outside the agency or to the public. Please consult with the Office of Assistant
Chief Counsel, Indianapolis, U.S. Customs and Border Protection before disclosing any information
contained in this email.

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2013 8:47 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: Use of Waiver

Gentlemen,

Thanks,

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Page 440 of 1532
BW23 FOIA CBP 028624

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (5)



Office:  

Mobile:  

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: Andrew, Jonathan [mailto:jonathan_andrew@ios.doi.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2013 8:44 AM
To: 
Subject: Use of Waiver

I'm getting a question on this - I have copies of the waivers invoked by the previous administration and I
think I had asked at some point before about the miles of fence etc that were waived.

Do any of you have those stats handy, e.g., xx miles of vehicle barrier and xx miles of pedestrian
barrier?  Any other stats related to use of the waiver.

--
Jon Andrew, Director (Acting)

Office of Law Enforcement and Security

Department of the Interior

202-208-7469

202-320-0718 (cell)
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: RE: Use of Waiver 
Date: Wed May 01 2013 11 :55:22 EDT 
Attachments: 

Will do. 

Thank you, 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Facilities Management & Engineering 

Environmental and Energy Division 

US Customs & Border Protection 

0 : (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

C: 

Thanks -

- (b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028626 
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Thanks, 

-
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b )(6 );(b )(?)(C) 

Mobile: 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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(b) ( 5) 

Thanks, 

IWIWWfffl 
Senior Attorney 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

Office of Assistant Chief Counsel, Indianapolis 

6650 Telecom Dr. 

Indianapolis, IN 46278 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b )(6 ); (b )(7)(C) 

This communication might contain communications between attorney and cl ient, communications that 
are part of the agency deliberative process, or attorney-work product, all of which are privileged and not 
subject to disclosure outside the agency or to the public. Please consult with the Office of Assistant 
Chief Counsel, Indianapolis, U.S. Customs and Border Protection before disclosing any information 
contained in this email. 

Gentlemen, 

(b) (5) 

Thanks, 

-
BW23 FOIA CBP 028628 
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Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Mobile: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From: Andrew, Jonathan [mailto:jonathan_andrew@ios.doi.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2013 8:44 AM
To: 
Subject: Use of Waiver

I'm getting a question on this - I have copies of the waivers invoked by the previous administration and I
think I had asked at some point before about the miles of fence etc that were waived.

Do any of you have those stats handy, e.g., xx miles of vehicle barrier and xx miles of pedestrian
barrier?  Any other stats related to use of the waiver.

--
Jon Andrew, Director (Acting)

Office of Law Enforcement and Security

Department of the Interior

202-208-7469

202-320-0718 (cell)
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From: 
To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR 
Tue Apr 30 2013 17:32:24 EDT 

Thanks. I understand and agree but was just trying to find a middle approach. Is the info in the table 
correct????? 

From: 
Sent: 
To: .,;., ... ~ .... --,miii=n~rii 

SuoJect: e: ompliance for CIR 

-
From: 
Sent: 
To 
Cc 
Subject: RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR 

-

But I agree we need to discuss to make sure we know/understand your/BPFTI position. 

-
BW23 FOIA CBP 028630 
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From: 
Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 4:51 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: Re: NEPA Compliance for CIR

I just read the white paper. We need to discuss further. I will not support as written.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 04:41 PM Eastern Standard Time
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR

Attached is a revised draft white paper that keeps much of the narrative of the EED paper but
reorganizes the discussion and provides a summary table of the potential environmental compliance
requirement, timelines and ROM costs.

We would need  strong input on this to make sure the state by state analysis is correct before
offering to EED as an alternative.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 4:34 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR

 – I’m not sure if have any visibility on this proposed white paper regarding CIR from EED. There
have been a couple of group discussions with the goal being a whit paper that describes how we (EED,
BPFTI, and OBP) will plan for and implement any approved immigration reform legislation.  

, and yourself are identified as approvers of the document.

We wanted to make sure you are Ok with producing this at this stage.  Please let me know if you would
like to discuss.
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Thanks. 

c: 
Subject: FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR 

All - I 've expanded the group to include • • • 
comments from OBP for rumination. Thank you!! 

f he can make it anc' \Wi!JllfYjfflhee attached ... 

.. 
Had a few comments I shared with my leadership. Thanks for your help on this. 

-
c: 

Subject: FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR 

All - See below to inform our discussion this afternoon. Again, let's - is within the existing team 
until we have some consensus about the paper please. Thank you! · · · 

~~n~:~ 3:59 PM Eastern Standard Time 
To: IOJJOJ • JJ, 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028632 
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Subject: NEPA Compliance for CIR 

-
ago. 

-
Yesterday, there was a long discussion about preparing for potential projects which could arise from 
enactment of this legislation. As all parties have agreed that border security will be an integral element 
of any measure which is adopted, it is certain that if any bill is enacted, it will include funding to enhance 
border securit tactical infrastructure. However, the only Tl project which was discussed was fence 

. While this ma be the hi hest riorit fence se ment I would antici ate 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028633 
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(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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From:             
To:                 
                      
                      
                      
                      
Cc:                 
                      
                      

Subject:             RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR

Attached is a revised draft white paper that keeps much of the narrative of the EED paper but
reorganizes the discussion and provides a summary table of the potential environmental compliance
requirement, timelines and ROM costs.

We would need  strong input on this to make sure the state by state analysis is correct before
offering to EED as an alternative.

From: 
Sent: Tuesday  April 30  2013 4:34 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR

 – I’m not sure if have any visibility on this proposed white paper regarding CIR from EED. There
have been a couple of group discussions with the goal being a whit paper that describes how we (EED,
BPFTI, and OBP) will plan for and implement any approved immigration reform legislation.  

, and yourself are identified as approvers of the document.

We wanted to make sure you are Ok with producing this at this stage.  Please let me know if you would
like to discuss.

Thanks.

Date:                 Tue Apr 30 2013 16:41:34 EDT
Attachments:     Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx

Bcc:
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All - I 've expanded the group to include • • • 
comments from OBP for rumination. Thank you!! 

f he can make it anc· i?fffliT -;ee attached 

~~n~ T°13 920 AM 

To: IOJW, •~~, 
SuoJect: : omp~ance for CIR 

.. 
Had a few comments I shared with my leadership. Thanks for your help on this. 

-
c: 

Subject: FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR 

All - See below to inform our discussion this afternoon. Again, let's ~iiif.,,tQis within the existing team 
until we have some consensus about the paper please. Thank you! -

~~n~:~ 03:59 PM Eastern Standard Time To:w . "~ I Sub:; omp1:ce for CIR 

.. 
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-
Yesterday, there was a long discussion about preparing for potential projects which could arise from 
enactment of this legislation. As all parties have agreed that border security will be an integral element 
of any measure which is adopted, it is certain that if any bill is enacted, it will include funding to enhance 
border securit tactical infrastructure. However, the only Tl project which was discussed was fence 

While this ma be the hi hest riorit fence se ment I would antici ate 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E) 

Back to the question of NEPA requirements, in my opinion, (b) ( 5) 
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(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx for Printed Item: 23020 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx for Printed Item: 23020 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx for Printed Item: 23020 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx for Printed Item: 23020 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From:              
To:                  
                       
                       
                       
                       
Cc:                  

Subject:             RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR

Here is a first cut of a summary table with the env clearance requirements for CIR.  Please take a look
and cut/add/change as you want.

—you certainly have a much better/deeper understanding of what will likely be required so your
input on this is appreciated.

Thanks!

From: 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 7:21 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR

 – Sending out the sheet we developed with  with the unique state requirements
(attached). This list may be useful in developing the process and timeline.

From: 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 11:37 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR

Date:                 Tue Apr 30 2013 14:24:32 EDT
Attachments:     Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx

Bcc:
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I would recommend a simple table organized by state that lays out likely env clearance process with 
waiver and without along with rough timelines. 

While 3 of the 4 states are currently the same; OBP thinks by state/sector and I think it would make it 
easier for- to use. 

Not sure it needs to be broken down completely by state. There are on two rule sets, the first rule set is 
for AZ only, and the second rule set is for all other states. 

Good move to engage OBP in this call -

. . - . ·--- (b) (5) 

-
I think the paper should be organized by state; what would be needed in CA; then AZ; then NM; then 
Texas. 

c: 
Subject: FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR 

All - See below to inform our discussion this afternoon. Again, let's keep this within the existing team 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028646 
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until we have some consensus about the paper please. Thank you! -

.. 

-
Yesterday, there was a long discussion about preparing for potential projects which could arise from 
enactment of this legislation. As all parties have agreed that border security will be an integral element 
of any measure which is adopted, it is certain that if any bill is enacted, it will include funding to enhance 
border securit tactical infrastructure. However, the only Tl project which was discussed was fence 

While this ma be the hi hest riorit fence se ment I would antici ate 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
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(b) (5) 

(b) (5), (b) (?)(E) 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 
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Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx for Printed Item: 23027 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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Comprehensive Immigration Reform Env Clearance Framework May 2013.docx for Printed Item: 23027 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From:              
                       
                       
To:                  
                       
                       
                       
                       
Cc:                  
                       
                       

Subject:             RE: AZ TIMR EA Newsbit - For Your Review

Great! Thank you so much, 

Program Information Specialist, Business Operations Division

Kearns & West, Inc.

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office: 

Mobile:

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.

From: 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 6:53 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: AZ TIMR EA Newsbit - For Your Review

I offer a few edits for consideration

Date:                 Tue Apr 30 2013 08:53:00 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From: 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 3:02 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: AZ TIMR EA Newsbit - For Your Review

Good Afternoon,

Attached for your review, please find the AZ TIMR EA Newsbit for the upcoming edition of the BPFTI
Insider. When you have a moment, please review and provide your comments or concurrence by COB
tomorrow.

Thanks all for your help with this!

Program Information Specialist, Business Operations Division

Kearns & West, Inc.

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office: 

Mobile:

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.
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From:              
                        
                        
To:                  
                        
                        
                        
                        
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: NEPA Compliance for CIR

 – Sending out the sheet we developed with  with the unique state requirements
(attached). This list may be useful in developing the process and timeline.

From: 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 11:37 AM
To:
Cc:
Sub

I would recommend a simple table organized by state that lays out likely env clearance process with
waiver and without along with rough timelines.

While 3 of the 4 states are currently the same; OBP thinks by state/sector and I think it would make it
easier for  to use.

From: 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 2:34 PM
To: 
Subject: Re: NEPA Compliance for CIR

Not sure it needs to be broken down completely by state. There are on two rule sets, the first rule set is
for AZ only, and the second rule set is for all other states.

Date:                 Mon Apr 29 2013 19:20:42 EDT
Attachments:     NEPA Unique Requiremets.docx

Bcc:
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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Good move to engage OBP in this call -

. . - . ·--- (b) (5) 

-
I think the paper should be organized by state; what would be needed in CA; then AZ; then NM; then 
Texas. 

c: 
Subject: FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR 

All - See below to inform our discussion this afternoon. Again, let's - is within the existing team 
until we have some consensus about the paper please. Thank you! · · · 

-
4 - - - • 11)1161, (b l (T HC'IJ!II. ·• e ·• (b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

-
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Yesterday, there was a long discussion about preparing for potential projects which could arise from 
enactment of this legislation. As all parties have agreed that border security will be an integral element 
of any measure which is adopted, it is certain that if any bill is enacted, it will include funding to enhance 
border securit tactical infrastructure. However, the only Tl project which was discussed was fence 

While this ma be the hi hest riorit fence se ment I would antici ate 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E) 

(b)(6), (b) (7)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028655 
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Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028656 
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NEPA UNIQUE REQUIREMENTS

California

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Coastal Commission
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)
Biological Assessment / Marine Fisheries
404
Rivers and harbors
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
Coast Guard Risk Assessment
Environmental Assessment

Arizona

Native Plants
Drinking Water
Environmental Assessment
Native American Coordination

New Mexico

Federal lands
Environmental Assessment

Texas

International Water and Boundary Commission
Environmental Assessment

NEPA Unique Requiremets.docx for Printed Item: 23030 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

FW: NEPA Compliance for CIR 
Mon Apr 29 2013 09:41 :44 EDT 
CIR White Paper 130425.docx 
CWEmbed1 .doc 

All-I 've expanded the group to include1!@!Fq 1 • can make it and - See attached 
comments from OBP for rumination. Than you .. 

-
Had a few comments I shared with my leadership. Thanks for your help on this. 

-

BW23 FOIA CBP 028658 
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All - See below to inform our discussion this afternoon. Again, let's ~iiif1a~ is within the existing team 
until we have some consensus about the paper please. Thank you! -

~~n~:~ 03:59 PM Eastern Standard Time To:w . "~ I Sub:; omp1:ce for CIR 

.. 
4 - - - • ll)l 1'51, (b l (T HCOIJ!II. !!11!!11. e !!11!1. (b) (5), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

-
Yesterday, there was a long discussion about preparing for potential projects which could arise from 
enactment of this legislation. As all parties have agreed that border security will be an integral element 
of any measure which is adopted, it is certain that if any bill is enacted, it will include funding to enhance 
border securit tactical infrastructure. However, the only Tl project which was discussed was fence 

While this ma be the hi hest riorit fence se ment I would antici ate 

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E), (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
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(b) (5), (b) (7)(E) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Planning Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure Branch 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20004 

Office: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Mobile: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028660 
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<Title> Initiative Template: Communication 10136

Submission Date: <MON-DD-YYYY> Version <#. #> Page 1 of 5

CIR White Paper 130425.docx for Printed Item: 23037 ( Attachment 1 of 2)
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<Title> Initiative Template: Communication 10136

Submission Date: <MON-DD-YYYY> Version <#. #> Page 2 of 5

CIR White Paper 130425.docx for Printed Item: 23037 ( Attachment 1 of 2)
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(b) (5)



<Title> Initiative Template: Communication 10136

Submission Date: <MON-DD-YYYY> Version <#. #> Page 3 of 5

CIR White Paper 130425.docx for Printed Item: 23037 ( Attachment 1 of 2)
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(b) (5)



<Title> Initiative Template: Communication 10136

Submission Date: <MON-DD-YYYY> Version <#. #> Page 4 of 5

CIR White Paper 130425.docx for Printed Item: 23037 ( Attachment 1 of 2)
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(b) (5)



<Title> Initiative Template: Communication 10136

Submission Date: <MON-DD-YYYY> Version <#. #> Page 5 of 5

CIR White Paper 130425.docx for Printed Item: 23037 ( Attachment 1 of 2)
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(b) (5)



From: 
To: 

Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Excellent!! 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS - ESSR's 
Tue Apr 23 201315:51:40 EDT 

Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS - ESSR's 

The following is the email that I want to send, let me know if you want anything changed: 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028666 
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Give me a call if you have any questions.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 12:23 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS - ESSR's

I’d say we should upload the ESSR information to be consistent now for all other areas and then
upload  the HDR information when we get it.  is that doable????

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 10:11 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Temporary Impacts on GIS - ESSR's
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Here is  response to the temporary impact areas.  If you are in agreement, I will let Baker know to
show the temporary impact areas as provided in the ESSR shapefiles.  I will also let them know that a
new  assessment is forthcoming in June.  I will wait to hear back from you.

In addition, I will be reviewing the new cd that HDR provided this morning.  I will let you know what I
find.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 5:00 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS

Hi 

Sorry for the delay on this.  It fell off my radar.  The image of you attached to your email is mostly
correct; I’m not sure if or how you want me to correct it.  I’m assuming that the rest of  is similarly
mostly correct.  HDR is doing an  revegetation assessment for us in May that will include shapefiles
of revegetated (temporarily impacted) areas.  If those can be added to FITT when they are available it
would be great.  Let me know what you think.

Regards,

Page 892 of 1532
BW23 FOIA CBP 028668

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6   

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)



Environmental Protection Specialist

Real Estate and Environmental Services Division

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Office: 

Mobile: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.

From: 
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 2:20 PM
To: 
Subject: RE: Temporary Impacts on GIS

I am sorry to be such a pest about this J.   We are trying to get the shapefiles added to FITT and we
need to make sure that we are showing the temporary impact areas correctly.

Thanks

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division
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Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 3:00 PM
To: 
Subject: FW: Temporary Impacts on GIS

Please see the string of emails.  I am not sure if you ever got back to  on these.  We need to
determine how to show these temporary impacts in FITT.  I will wait to hear back from you.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”
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From: 
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2013 8:03 AM
To: 
Subject: FW: Temporary Impacts on GIS

,

Not sure if you responded to   We need to determine how to show these temporary impacts in
FITT.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, March 05, 2013 5:48 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Temporary Impacts on GIS

Gentlemen,

 has been working hard to police up the GIS files from our ESSR efforts to make sure we have the
right shape files in the KMS and FITT going forward.  We are trying to make sure we are correctly
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showing the areas of permanent impact from construction and those areas that were temporarily 
impacted---ie, revegged/hydroseeded--where we can and have good data. Thus going forward you will 
have this GIS info for any future analysis. 

Please take a look at these exhibits and see if they make sense to you for your areas. I think they do 
probably correctly show the areas that were temporarily disturbed for construction and then 
hydroseeded or revegged. 

Thanks! 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Environmental Branch 

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 

Program Management Office 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

1301 Constitution Ave. NW, Suite . 

Washington, DC 20229 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) cell 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028672 
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Here are 3 examples of Temporary vs permanent impact areas, and staging areas are also in the area
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From:               
                        
                        
To:                   
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

No I have not heard from  either.

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 10:28 AM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

I did receive the cd with the shapefiles, but have not looked at it to see what was on.  I will do that today
and get back to you.  Did you ever hear back from  in regards to the temporary impacts?  I have
pinged him a few times, but have not heard back.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical, LLC Border Patrol Facilities
and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering
Offic
Cell:  

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 6:12 AM
To: 
Subject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

Did this get resolved??

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, March 04, 2013 5:34 PM
To: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2)

I reviewed the cd that HDR provided originally and the only thing he listed in his email that I don’t have
from the initial submission is 

 told me that he did not have the shapefiles for the VF segments (see attached email).  I

Date:                 Mon Apr 22 2013 11:05:55 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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think we should wait and see what they send before we try to get the rest of the shapefiles from GSRC 
or PIKA. 

I 
[,~.IDIOil!Jl 

iiiintal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , LLC Border Patrol Facilities 
and T Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering - - I - -

.,(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Offic 
Cell : 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-GSRC and PIKA created the original shapefiles for the VF300 sections in Tucson, Yuma, and El Paso. 
GSRC and PIKA provided HOR with export fi les (maps) for the VF300 ESSR documents, but we 
recreated some of the maps with the original shapefile data because the maps we were provided were 
pixelated. We didn't create any data, we just recreated a few of the same ma s with the same data. 
We recreated 5 maps covering parts of sections I will have someone 
FedEx a CD of the shapefiles we have for these sections to you. an have the original 
shapefiles for these sections, as well as all of the other VF300 sections in Tucson, Yuma, and El Paso, 
so you will need to contact them for any addit ional shapefile requests. Thank you. 

-(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

HOR Environmental, Operations and Construction, Inc. 
Senior Project Manager 

rinc.com Follow Us - Facebook I Twitter I YouTube 

-----Ori 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Hi-
I p~ d the shapefiles to Baker for uploading into FITT. I recently heard back from Baker and the cd 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028675 
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only had the shapefiles for EPT. We also need the shapefiles for the Tucson and Yuma ESSR's. Are 
you able to provide these? 

I 
[,~.IDIOil!Jl 

iiiintal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , LLC Border Patrol Facilities 
and Tactical Infrastructure Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering 
Offic 
Cell : 

,,(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-----Ori 
From: • 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

-That would be great. My mailing address: 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
Attn- ,,,,,,1, 1 
7684 ego ow 
San Diego, CA 92154 

I 
[,~.IDIOil!Jl 

iiiintal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , LLC Border Patrol Facilities 
and T Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering 
Offic 
Cell : 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

From: 
Sent: 
To • • • 

-I have the GIS shape files, 88MB total. Would you like me to burn onto a disc and FedEx to you? What 
is your address? 

-
BW23 FOIA CBP 028676 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

HOR Environmental, Operations and Construction, Inc. 
Senior Project Manager 

rinc.com Follow Us - Facebook I Twitter I YouTube 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

l ubject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2) 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Thanks and you are correct, that edits were made to the ESSR's. The final versions are currently being 
vetted for posting to the CBP websites. We only need the shape fi les for the VF300 ESSR's. 

I 
[,~•mrorl!Jl 
iiiiintal Analyst, Business Operations Division Dawson Technical , LLC Border Patrol Facilities 

and T e Program Management Office Facilities Management and Engineering - - I -
,,(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Offic 

Cell : 

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy." 

-----Ori 
From: 
Se 
To: 
Cc: 

-
ape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) (1 of 2) 

Attached is the Final VF300 El Paso ESSR HOR submitted (I'll send the Tucson ESSR in a second 
email due to size limitations); however, I understand that CBP made some text changes after the final 
versions were delivered, so what went public on their web site was slightly different. We are gathering 
the shape files. Thank you. 

-(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

HOR Environmental, Operations and Construction, Inc. 
Senior Project Manager 

ohocken, PA 19428 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028677 
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) I hdrinc.com Follow Us - Facebook I Twitter I YouTube 

.. - ... . -
(O) (6 ), (b) (7)(C) • 

1

~ 

• ••l!llr.r.m,- . • . • .. ( b) ( 6) , ( b) ( 7) ( C) 
Fr 
Se 
To 
Cc 
Subject: RE: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) 

) - Happy New Year as well! We'll see what we can do to get you the 
will get back with you all soon. 

\&f PffflfN/. -See Rnl'lil1 below request and attachment. Please get back with him soonest on what 
we can provide. Th~ . 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

HOR Engineering, Inc. 
Director, Environmental Sciences & Planning Senior Vice President 

375 East Elm Stre. uite 110 I Conshohocken, PA 19428 
~U]II I hdrinc.com Follow Us - Faceboo 

any o ut1ons 

-----Ori 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: FW: ESSR Shape Files (UNCLASSIFIED) 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 

-Happy 2013! 

y 

BPFTI is closing out some of the VF 300 ESSRs and we are lacking some information. I am hoping that 
you can be assist. The two reports we are looking for are for the VF 300 Projects in El Paso and 
Tucson sector, but more specifically we are in need of the shape fi les prepared in support of the 
development of these ESSR. 

Any assistance you can provide is greatly appreciated. 

Hope all is going well for you and the team. 

Respectfully, 

-~ sPlanner 
Office: 
Mobile (b) (6) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028678 

Page 1238 of 1532 



-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2013 12:32 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: ESSR Shape Files

Hi 

Attached is the summary of the shape files that I have received from GSRC.   stated that he did
not provide the shape files for the VF300 projects, since they did not do the post-construction surveys
for those projects.   Per our call this morning, you said you will reach out to HDR to see if they can
provide the shape files for the VF300 ESSR's.  Let me know if you have any questions or require
additional information.

Thanks for your assistance.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office

Cell:  

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy."

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Page 1239 of 1532
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6),  

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



From: 
To: 

Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: Open infractions for segment■ 
Mon Apr 22 2013 08:57:27 EDT 
image001 .jpg 
image002.jpg 

Only two reasons. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant 

2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean VA 22102-7805 
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Office 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Mobile 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

From: 
Sen~t.: ~~iaf..i"-li~~lri"v 
To: • • 1 

Cc 
Su6Ject: : pen In ractions for segment■ 

What is your sense of getting this resolved?? 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028680 
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Here's part two. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant 

2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean VA 22102-7805 
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Office 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Mobile 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Open infractions for segment · 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Please provide feedback regarding these infractions. Once we are 
in agreement on these seven infractions I will update the [tPWf preadsheet and send it to you before 
the COB. 

Thank you, 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Gulf South Research Corporation 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028681 
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8081 GSRI Avenue, Baton Rouge, LA 70820

http://www.gsrcorp.com/

Office:  

Cell:  

Fax:  

Please consider the environment before printing this email

Page 1375 of 1532
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



From: 
To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

(b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 

FW: Open infractions for segment■ 
. 013 17:48:00 EDT 

.xlsx 
g Jpg 

image002.jpg 
Point_3.JPG 
Point_ 4.JPG 
Point_5.JPG 
Point_6.JPG 

Here's part two. 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant 

2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean VA 22102-7805 
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) Office 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) Mobile 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

From: 
Sent: 
To: • • • • • 
Cc: •· • -----u 
SubJect: pen infractions for segment■ 

(b )(6 );(b )(7)(C) 

Please see the attached spreadsheet and site photos. As you will see on the spreadsheet, I have made 
recommendations to close 3 of the infraction. Four of the infractions I recommend stay open as they do 
not seem to have been addressed. Please provide feedback regarding these infractions. Once 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028683 

Page 1 of 16 



we are in agreement on these seven infractions I will update the  spreadsheet and send it to you
before the COB.

Thank you,

Gulf South Research Corporation

8081 GSRI Avenue, Baton Rouge, LA 70820

http://www.gsrcorp.com/

Office:  

Cell:  

Fax:  

Please consider the environment before printing this email

Page 2 of 16
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(b) (7)(E)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



Cell # from 
Master 

Spreadsheet

Fence 
Section BMP Infraction UTM GPS 

Reference

Date 
Infraction 
Occurred

Notes

317 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 1 2/23/2010
Ero ion of the lope i  moderate to evere,  

and the area is somewhat void of 
vegetation   Infraction will remain open

318 Further hydro eeding i  reque ted Point 2 2/23/2010

Infraction appear  to have been noted at 
an access road.  Vegetation that is 

currently on ite appear  to be dormant   
No erosion has occurred.  Infraction will be 

clo ed

305 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 3 2/23/2010
Thi  area contain  par e vegetation, but 

does not appear to have any erosion 
i ue   Infraction will remain open

320 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 4 2/23/2010

This area appears to be a large spoil pile 
on the northwest side of .  Due to 
the lack of vegetation on the top and sides 
of the pile, erosion has occurred.  Infraction 

will remain open.

322 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 5 2/23/2010
This area currently contains adequate 
(dormant) vegetation.  Infraction will be 

closed.

328
Silt fence has been removed and the 

disturbed soil has not been hydro-
seeded.

Point 6 5/20/2010 This area currently contains dormant 
vegetation.  Infraction will be closed.

398
Silt fence has been removed and the 

disturbed soil has not been hydro-
seeded.

Point 7 2/23/2010 This area contains sparse, dormant 
vegetation.  Infraction will remain open.

.xlsx for Printed Item: 23244 ( Attachment 1 of 7)
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From: 
To: (b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

FW: Open infractions for segmer ffPIPM 
Thu j 18 2013 17:45:47 EDT 
IUD Qlxlsx 
image001.jpg 
image002.jpg 
Point_ 1.JPG 
Point_2.JPG 
Point_7.JPG 

It is timely too. 
I'll put this potential 

- thanks for the quick answer. . thanks for the call. 

(b )(6 );(b )(7 )(C) 

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant 

2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean, VA 22102-7805 
(b )(6 );(b )(7 )(C ) Office 

Mobile 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Open infractions for segment■ 

(b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028690 
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Please see the attached spreadsheet and site photos.  As you will see on the spreadsheet, I have made
recommendations to close 3 of the infraction.  Four of the infractions I recommend stay open as they do
not seem to have been addressed.  Please provide feedback regarding these infractions.  Once we are
in agreement on these seven infractions I will update the spreadsheet and send it to you before
the COB.

Thank you,

Gulf South Research Corporation

8081 GSRI Avenue, Baton Rouge, LA 70820

http://www.gsrcorp.com/

Office:

Cell:

Fax: 

Please consider the environment before printing this email
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(b) (7)(E)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



Cell # from 
Master 

Spreadsheet

Fence 
Section BMP Infraction UTM GPS 

Reference

Date 
Infraction 
Occurred

Notes

317 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 1 2/23/2010
Ero ion of the lope i  moderate to evere,  

and the area is somewhat void of 
vegetation   Infraction will remain open

318 Further hydro eeding i  reque ted Point 2 2/23/2010

Infraction appear  to have been noted at 
an access road.  Vegetation that is 

currently on ite appear  to be dormant   
No erosion has occurred.  Infraction will be 

clo ed

305 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 3 2/23/2010
Thi  area contain  par e vegetation, but 

does not appear to have any erosion 
i ue   Infraction will remain open

320 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 4 2/23/2010

This area appears to be a large spoil pile 
on the northwest side of .  Due to 
the lack of vegetation on the top and sides 
of the pile, erosion has occurred.  Infraction 

will remain open.

322 Further hydro-seeding is requested. Point 5 2/23/2010
This area currently contains adequate 
(dormant) vegetation.  Infraction will be 

closed.

328
Silt fence has been removed and the 

disturbed soil has not been hydro-
seeded.

Point 6 5/20/2010 This area currently contains dormant 
vegetation.  Infraction will be closed.

398
Silt fence has been removed and the 

disturbed soil has not been hydro-
seeded.

Point 7 2/23/2010 This area contains sparse, dormant 
vegetation.  Infraction will remain open.

xlsx for Printed Item: 23252 ( Attachment 1 of 6)
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From:              
                        
                        
To:                  
Cc:

Subject:             RE: Northland Monthly BPA Teleconference

It is a good thing you asked.  I am checking and he was not on all the meeting invites.  I am adding him
now.

Also, I just realized that I have to  tomorrow morning.  I may be
late for the SWCA call.  Can you call in as the host for that one and I will join as soon as I am done with

I will let you know about  as soon as I add him to the meeting invites.

Environmental Analyst, Business Operations Division

Dawson Technical, LLC

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:  

Cell: 

“Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.”

From:
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 11:51 AM

Date:                 Thu Apr 18 2013 15:06:20 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:

Page 3781 of 3868
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(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



To: (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
Subject: RE: Northland Monthly BPA Teleconference 

Ok I will be on the calls tomorrow 

Thanks! 

Will - eon the calls?? 

All-

Attached are the spreadsheets for tomorrows call scheduled for 8:30 am (Pacific)/ 11 :30 am (Eastern). 

-
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

(b )(6); (b )(7)(C) 

<< File: Northland J00815 Monthly Status 041713.xls >> << File: Northland J00915 Monthly Status 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028697 
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041713.xlsx >>
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From:               
                        
                        
To:                   
                        
                        
                        
Cc:

Subject:             RE: ESSR wrap up

Let's huddle, the website is supposed to be live today (or near today) but I don't imagine that should
hold us up from discussing next steps re: mitigation.

-----Original Message-----
From:
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 11:34 AM
To:
Subject: RE: ESSR wrap up

My understanding was that we were waiting until we had the Env. Website operational.  It is my
understanding that it is now.  If verifies that, then let's huddle.

Thank you,

Facilities Management & Engineering
Environmental and Energy Division
US Customs & Border Protection
O 
C:

-----Original Message-----
From:
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 8:46 AM
To:
Subject: ESSR wrap up

We we supposed to huddle regarding status and next steps? ?

BPFTI Program Management Office

Sent from my iPhone

Date:                 Thu Apr 18 2013 11:37:59 EDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



From: (b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 
To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

RE: ESP on CBP Env. Website 
Thu Apr 18 2013 08:50:20 EDT 

Just left her follow-on vm - thanks, -

From: 
Sent: 
To 
Subject: Re: ESP on CBP Env. Website 

Recommend you call~ irect 

(b )(6); (b )(7)(C) 

BPFTI Program Management Office 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 18, 2013, at 8:45 AM, (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) wrote: 

IWif!lffliYiPi Ok, we'll link to the ESPs until you guys pull them down. The site is supposed to go live at 1 
today EST and changes should be re, m asy. Let either me orjf!lfT!know if you folks see things 
that need to be tweaked. Thank you! · 

• 

• 

-

(b )(6); (b )(7)(C) 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

. . . . -
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028700 
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  Not sure if someone already responded but I think our plan is to take down the ESPs and just post the
new ESSRs for some short period to make the public aware

BPFTI Program Management Office

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 17, 2013, at 1:55 PM, > wrote:

Hi All – and I are working with OPA on the CBP Combo Website, I can’t remember if you wanted
the ESPs posted up there or just the ESSRs? Thanks,

, LEED BD+C , PWS

Environmental Planning Branch Chief

Environmental and Energy Division

Office of Administration

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

BB

Office

Page 3791 of 3868
BW23 FOIA CBP 028701

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)
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(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)
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(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



From: 
To: 

Cc: 

Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Re: ESP on CBP Env. Website 
Thu Apr 18 2013 08:46:53 EDT 

I think ESPs are already down 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
- Management Office 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 18, 2013, at 8:45 AM, (b )(6 );(b )(7)(C ) wrote: 

1111 - Ok, we'll link to the ESPs until you guys pull them down. The site is supposed to go live at 1 
today EST and changes should be relative! easy. Let either me orfflifflfffl!W:- ,ow if you folks see things 
that need to be tweaked. Thank you! ' • ' 

From (b )(6 );(b )(7)(C ) 
Sent: Thursda , A ril 18, 2013 8:40 AM 
To: (b)(o);(b)(/)(C) 
Cc: (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

. - . - • • • . . -. 

-
Not sure if someone already responded but I think our plan is to take down the ESPs and just post the 

new ESSRs for some short period to make the public aware 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028702 
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BPFTI Program Management Office

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 17, 2013, at 1:55 PM, > wrote:

Hi All – and I are working with OPA on the CBP Combo Website, I can’t remember if you wanted
the ESPs posted up there or just the ESSRs? Thanks

LEED BD+C , PWS

Environmental Planning Branch Chief

Environmental and Energy Division

Office of Administration

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

BB

Office

Page 3795 of 3868
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From: 
To: (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: Re: RE/ENV PMR 
Date: Thu Apr 18 2013 08:35:53 EDT 
Attachments: 

We also have a mitigation project for water stemming from construction of the Naco bps construction 

Recommend this be included so it gets back on the radar. We have I think Ill hanging out on this. 
Those funds will eventually expire 

Recommend a call witi.. ,mp 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

- Management Office 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 17, 2013, at 9:22 PM, (b )(6);(b )(?)(C) rote : 

Carrizo cane is two different projects, the pilot project and revegetation and the USDA biocontrol 
project. Ill get both 
Also missing is LRT remediation project. I'll get that one too. (b) (7)(E) 

Sent from my iPad 

On Apr 16, 2013, at 4:49 PM, (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) wrote: 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028704 
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All – As per our branch call yesterday, this is a follow-up to the email below originally sent out by .
You should have received a calendar invite for the PMR scheduled for May 7th which will be by video
conference. If you didn’t receive the invite, please let me know and I will forward it.

In preparation of the May 7th conference, we need to develop our individual project slides and have
them to  by April 26th so that he can review and insert them into the larger RE/ENV slide deck.
The template I put together for our project information is fairly simple (slides 4 and 5 of the attached).
For each major project or initiative (e.g. TIMR EA and DOI IAA), I recommend we cover a brief
background, status, budget (to include costs to date, total costs, and procurement method), and a
schedule. We should also include a photo or photos, if possible.

Based on the RE/ENV PMR outline provided by  below, I am proposing the following projects and
assignments. If you have a project you think should be briefed and is not listed, feel free to add it to the
list.

TIMR EAs: , Please take the lead on this and gather status information from everyone.

DOI IAA: 

Reveg Projects:

·         , BIS –

·         Mowing –

·          –

TI Projects:

·         Carrizo Cane – 

·          – 

Facilities:

·          Groundwater Remediation – 

·          Firing Range Cleanup - 

– I will need reach out to you for BPA status information.
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Please plan to have your slides back to me by April 25th so that I can consolidate them and send them 
t- by the 26th. 

Thanks and let me know if there are any questions. 

All, 

I am currently developing the RE/ENV PMR. Here is my plan: 

Real Estate 

1. Tl 

-Current Actions 

-Current litigation status 

-Budget 

-CTIMR Licensing 

-Upcoming PRDs 

2. Facilities 

-Current Actions 

-Outgrant Status 

-Budget 

-Upcoming PRDs 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028706 
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Environment

1.     TI

-Current Actions

-Budget/BPA Status

-Upcoming PRDs

2.     Facilities

-Current Actions

-Budget/BPA Status

-Compliance Reporting

-Range Remediation

-Upcoming PRDs

            3.  Projects

                 -TIMR EAs

                 -Revegetation

                 -Carizzo Cane

                 

Leasing

1.     Leasing Actions by Corridor (Holdover/Renewal/New)

2.     Towers

3.     RAP/Budget/Rent Changes

4.     TRIRIGA

Page 3801 of 3868
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The plan is to have each of the area briefed by the person responsible for the action.  The goal is to
brief the last week in April.  Please provide your thoughts/comments.  The format will be sent out shortly

Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Facilities Management and Engineering

Office:

Mobile

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

<BPFTI PMO ENV PMR April 2013 TEMPLATE PE.ppt>
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From: 
To: 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Yup!! 

From: 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

RE: discuss sme alignments 
Wed Apr 17 2013 13:03:48 EDT 

Sent: ........................................ 
To: I • • • 
SuoJec : : Iscuss sme alignments 

- - Just finishing up a call. Can I call you on your cell? 

-----Ori 
From: 
Sent: e 
To: 
SuoJect: Iscuss sme a Ignments 
When: Wednesd~ pril 17, 2013 10:00 AM-10:30 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada). 
Where: - calliii 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028709 
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From:               
                        
                        
                        
To:                   
                        
                        
                        
                        
                        
Cc:                   
                        
                        

Subject:             RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee

10-4

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 10:48 AM
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee

I would say yes but that is written for the env sme not for a pm.   If this document is for a PM, then I
think the current SOP could be shortened and simplified.

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 10:21 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee

Thanks – should we use the existing env SOP as a start?

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 10:00 AM
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee

Date:                 Wed Apr 17 2013 11:25:55 EDT
Attachments:     image001.png
                          image002.jpg

Bcc:
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                ,

Thanks.

Upon reviewing the outline below,  I’d recommend  Chapter 4 also include a section on Environmental
Planning.  I think we can develop this for you.

From:
Sent: W
To:
Subject: RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee

This should also be helpful:

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 8:31 AM
To:
Subject: RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee

Hi

Here’s the PDC, attached, and process flow screenshot below:
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Regards,

-----

Tasking Coordinator, Business Operations Division

Strategic Analysis, Inc.

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Program Management Office

Facilities Management & Engineering

"Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy."

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 8:13 AM
To:
Subject: RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee

– Can you pull the PDC and get a copy to  and also do a screenshot of the process page for
him?

Thanks!

From
Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2013 4:07 PM
To:
Subject: RE: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee
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Ladies,

My mobikey is down so I don’t have access to the CBP system.  Please send materials and
correspondence to my lmi email address for the time being.

Thanks!!

-----Original Appointment-----
From:
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 10:35 AM
To:

Cc: 
Subject: Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee
When: Tuesday, April 16, 2013 2:30 PM-3:30 PM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada).
Where: VTC

Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee (PRIC)

Kick Off Meeting Agenda

1.       Welcome and Introduction

2.       Review Charter

3.       Committee Approach and Responsibilities

4.       Goals and Path Forward

Call in information:

Conferee code:

Conference Phone Numbers:
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***************************

You have been selected by your management as the representative for your team on the BPFTI
Process Refreshment and Improvement Committee! This committee is a result of the BPFTI Strategic
Plan and will help improve our processes and ensure that everyone in the PMO is contributing to the
successful operation of the organization.

Attached is the draft Committee Charter – as the inaugural committee, you have a direct say in what
this committee will do for the PMO. Please review and be prepared to provide feedback at the meeting.

Thank you in advance for your participation!

  << File: BPFTI PMO PRIC Charter v1 03212013.docx >>  << File: Process Refreshment and
Improvement Committee 04_16_2013.docx >>
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PLANNING DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION (PDC) HANDBOOK 

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS TO THE PDC HANDBOOK: 

Chapter 2 - BPFTI 

• OHS Organizational Chart 
• CSP Organizational Chart 
• FM&E Organizational Chart 
• BPFTI Organizational Chart - Coming Soon! 
• CBP Strategic Plan 
• FM&E Strategic Plan 
• BPFTI Strategic Plan 
• Real Estate Support Agreement with USACE - Coming Soon! 

Chapter 4 - Planning 

• Facilities Project Initiation Process 
• PRO Template 
• Cost Estimating Procedure Plan 
• Risk Management Plan - Coming Soon! 
• Risk Management Definitions - Coming Soon! 
• Risk Management Template - Coming Soon! 
• CBP-ECSO Program Management Plan - Coming Soon! 
• Acquiring Federal Real Estate for Public Use { GSA Process) -

Coming Soon! 
• Facilities Design Standards - Coming Soon! 
• Environmental Compliance Roles & Responsibilities Matrix -

Coming Soon! 
• Environment al Market Survey Protocol - Coming Soon! 
• Project {non-Operations) Purchase Request Procedure 
• FITT Quick Start Guide - Coming Soon! 
• FITT Proj ect Management Module Guide - Coming Soon! 

Chapter 5 - Leasing 

• Leasing Process Manual - Coming Soon! 

Chapter 6 - Design 

• OHS Design, Engineering and Construction Guide -
Coming Soon! 

• Facilities Design Standards - Coming Soon! 
• PMO Risk Management Plan - Coming Soon! 
• FITT Change Request Process - Coming Soon! 

Chapter 7 - Construction 

• PMO Risk Management Plan 
• FITT Change Request Process - Coming Soon! 
• FITT Money Tracking Guide - Coming Soon! 
• Percent Complete Procedure 
• Construction Site Visit Checklist 
• Asset Disposal Procedure 
• Substantially Complete / TECO Process {TRIRIGA) 
• Portfolio Creation Procedure {TRIRIGA) - Coming 

Soon! 
• Real Property and Document Management Policy 

{DRAFT) 
• Lessons Learned Procedure 
• Closeout Procedure and Checklist - Con1ing Soon! 
• MRO Process 
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Appendix B: FM&E TRI RIGA Flowchart 

Project Flow 
Programming, Planning, Budget Formulation, 

Project Management, Portfolio Property Creation 

CBP 028716 
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From: 
To: (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Aye Aye 

Good to know. 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 

RE:Wlfllti Road on hold 
WedApr1'r2013 10:53:35 EDT 
image001 .jpg 

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant 

2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean VA 22102-7805 
(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) Office 

(b )(6);(b )(7)(C) Mobile 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

Move forward with completing the ENV work. This project will start up again. 

(b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 
Division Director, RE and ENV Services Division Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure 
Facilities Management and Engineering 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028717 
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Office: 

Mobile: 

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 10:42 AM
To:
Subject: FW:  Road on hold
Importance: High
Sensitivity: Confidential

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant

2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102-7805

Office

Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 9:52 AM
To
Cc
Subject: RE:  Road on hold
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(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)
(b) (7)(E)

(b) (7)(E)

(b) (5), (b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)



Importance: High
Sensitivity: Confidential

, Program Manager, COR

Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure

Facilities Management and Engineering

Tactical Infrastructure Division (Maintenance & Repair)

work

cell

Excel as a trusted strategic partner enhancing Border Patrol's proud legacy.

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 7:56 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE:  Road
Sensitivity: Confidential

.   will be
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(b) (7)(E)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b) (5), (b) (7)(E)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)

(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)(b) (5), (b) (7)(E)



the person to make this call and she is copied on this email. 

Thank you! 

-
From (b )(6); (b )(7)(C) 
Sent: Wednesda ... • I \II • ... 

To 
Cc (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
Subject: RE: (b )(7)(E) • • _ • 

Sensitivity: Con 1 . - -

Thanks, -
From: (b )(6);(b )(7)(C) 
Sent: Thursda 
To: 

• • I • I • 

Cc: 
Subject: \0)\/)\ t: ) - ••• 

Importance: 19 
Sensitivity: Confidential 

""'' 

(b )(6);(b )(?)(C) 

I've just got off the phone with 
MBTA Pre-Construction Surve 

of Dewberry who has been tasked with conductin 
oad which is located out 

Texas at the 

I told - that w.1th · · · ot returnin from vacation until Monday, April 15th it is too early to say when 
we will be doing • Road, I have copied both on 
this message in an e o to keep everyone on the same page. I know this work element has the 
possibility of being deferred and I did not go into that topic with - as that is an unknown at this time. 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028720 
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I did let  know when the time comes I will either dispatch someone from RGV or go myself to
 Road so both the Biologist and Primus can get introduced to each other and the work element

itself.

Thank you!

CTIMR Area 4

Program Manager

ASRC Primus

1920 Loop 499

Harlingen, TX 78550

Office:            

Cell:                

After Hours:  

The preceding message (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communication Privacy
Act, 18 U.S.C. sections 2510-2512, is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed,
and may contain information that is confidential, protected by attorney-client or other privilege, or
otherwise protected from disclosure by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that any retention, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
Please reply to the sender that you have received the message in error and destroy the original
message and all copies.

  _____

The preceding message (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communication Privacy
Act, 18 U.S.C. sections 2510-2512, is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed,
and may contain information that is confidential, protected by attorney-client or other privilege, or
otherwise protected from disclosure by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that any retention, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
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Please reply to the sender that you have received the message in error and destroy the original
message and all copies.

Visit Dewberry’s website at www.dewberry.com

This email transmission may contain confidential or privileged information. If you receive this email
message in error, notify the sender by email and delete the email without reading, copying or disclosing
the email contents. The unauthorized use or dissemination of any confidential or privileged information
contained in this email is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient and intentionally intercept or
forward this message to someone else, you may be subject to criminal and/or civil penalties. See 18 U.
S.C. 2511 et seq.

  _____

The preceding message (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communication Privacy
Act, 18 U.S.C. sections 2510-2512, is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed,
and may contain information that is confidential, protected by attorney-client or other privilege, or
otherwise protected from disclosure by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that any retention, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
Please reply to the sender that you have received the message in error and destroy the original
message and all copies.
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From:               
                        
To:                   
                        
                        
                        
Cc:                   
                        
                        

Subject:             RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector  - FITT ACCESSABILITY

Thanks 

All have a good weekend.

From: 
Sent: Friday, April 12, 2013 2:50 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector - FITT ACCESSABILITY

FITT is located at www.borderfitt.com

You will then need to create an account if you don’t already have one

From: 
Sent: Friday, April 12, 2013 2:29 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector - FITT ACCESSABILITY

Can’t locate FITT on CBP  let alone the projects.

Been looking on FM&E  /  BPFTI pages,  can’t find.

Date:                 Fri Apr 12 2013 14:52:53 EDT
Attachments:     image001.jpg

Bcc:
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From: 
Sent: Friday, April 12, 2013 2:22 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector - FITT ACCESSABILITY

The fence segments are all listed by their project name   Select pf 225, RGV, TX, and the
names are there in the pull down menu.

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant

2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102-7805

 Office

Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Friday  April 12  2013 2:12 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector - FITT ACCESSABILITY

Good afternoon :

Excuse me for asking this inquiry to all so mea culpa.

 was telling me that the waiver projects can be found on FITT and it was accessible from CBP
computers unlike TRIRIGA.

We have been looking and searching but it is not readily discernible.
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Your assistance is appreciated.

 (CTR)

Environment & Real Estate

OTIA

From: 
Sent: Thursday  April 11  2013 10:55 AM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Here is an example

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant

2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102-7805

 Office

Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 8:54 PM
To: 
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Cc: 
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Try this shortcut

http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=rgio%20grande%20valley%
20esp&source=web&cd=4&cad=rja&ved=0CEQQFjAD&url=http%3A%2F%2Fnemo.cbp.gov%2Fsbi%
2Frgv%2Fpf225_rgv_esp.
pdf&ei=XghmUfL3BcKV0QGF0oGIBA&usg=AFQjCNGj8CsSSiCcFpxreRjNEG_oW6DxVw&bvm=bv.
45107431,d.dmQ

It downloaded for me from there.  Maybe we’re book burners but the NGOs still keep track of our stuff!

,

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant

2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102-7805

 Office

 Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 7:09 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

It appears the RGV ESP has just been taken down from the CBP TI website.

 could you post it to the LMI FTP so he could get it??
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The Tl (Fence in RGV Sector was built using two separate waivers. mfll county construction was 
one waiver. All the rest (mainly[GJlfilljJ County so far) was (or willbe)constructed using another 
waiver. Both waivers were simi~ as the environmental analyses were concerned. The 
difference had to do with the funding mechanism for the construction ilflili was constructed using 
the County as the prime contractor, like a grant, therefore requiring so~ rences). 

A draft EA was used as public notice. I cannot guarantee that the one you have is the Final Draft EA. 
Then the waiver was invoked, and the final document we used as environmental planning was an 
Environmental Stewardship Plan (esp). The esp did robust environmental analyses, but remained 
vague about the actual construction line, therefore a subsequent document was prepared which we 
called the Environmental Stewardship Summary Report (essr). The essr served as a sort of an 
environmental "as-built" document. 

I know about most of the existing WtaJ, having just performed NEPA analyses for most of them 
for repair, maintenance, and upgra e. re you dealing with the tmJE)? 
If you want to call and discuss, I can probably help you more. I can either direct you to, or provide you 
with documents that describe our previous environmental planning (NEPA or Waiver) analyses. Let me 
know what you need. 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) 

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant 

2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean VA 22102-7805 
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Office 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Mobile 

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 
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Subject: Fw: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Can you please help out  with his question?  works as an environmental SME in OTIA. Thanks

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 12:27 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: 
Subject: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Hey 

I see that eGIS has a layer that shows the pedestrian border fence in RGV, specifically. We are working
the  in RGV and might use this fence data to show existing infrastructure in the project
area for the EA.

Was this fence part of a waiver?

I have a draft EIS on RGV Construction, Maintenance and Operation of TI but have not found a final.
Did the NEPA stop with a waiver for the fence in RGV?

Thanks.

Need to stop in and see you at your office. We had a chance to see the folks in National Place a few
weeks ago.

 (CTR)

Environment & Real Estate

OTIA

Page 565 of 1239
BW23 FOIA CBP 028728

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7 (b) (6), (b) (7

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (7)(E)



“The greatest challenge to any thinker is stating the problem in a way that will allow a solution.”

Bertrand Russell
British author, mathematician, & philosopher (1872 - 1970)
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From:               
To:                   
                        
                        
                        
                        
Cc:                   
                        
                        

Subject:             RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Here is an example

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant

2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102-7805

Office

 Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 8:54 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Try this shortcut

http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=rgio%20grande%20valley%
20esp&source=web&cd=4&cad=rja&ved=0CEQQFjAD&url=http%3A%2F%2Fnemo.cbp.gov%2Fsbi%
2Frgv%2Fpf225_rgv_esp.
pdf&ei=XghmUfL3BcKV0QGF0oGIBA&usg=AFQjCNGj8CsSSiCcFpxreRjNEG_oW6DxVw&bvm=bv.
45107431,d.dmQ

Date:                 Thu Apr 11 2013 10:55:19 EDT
Attachments:     image001.jpg
                          REC RGV  Maintenance 020913.docx

Bcc:

Page 832 of 1239
BW23 FOIA CBP 028730

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (7)(E)



It downloaded for me from there.  Maybe we’re book burners but the NGOs still keep track of our stuff!

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant

2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102-7805

 Office

 Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 7:09 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

It appears the RGV ESP has just been taken down from the CBP TI website.

 could you post it to the LMI FTP so he could get it??

rom: 
Sent: Wednesday  April 10  2013 1:47 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Hi 

The TI (Fence in RGV Sector was built using two separate waivers.   county construction was
one waiver.  All the rest (mainly  County so far) was (or will  be) constructed using another
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waiver.  Both waivers were similar as far as the environmental analyses were concerned.  The
difference had to do with the funding mechanism for the construction  was constructed using
the County as the prime contractor, like a grant, therefore requiring some differences).

A draft EA was used as public notice.  I cannot guarantee that the one you have is the Final Draft EA.
Then the waiver was invoked, and the final document we used as environmental planning was an
Environmental Stewardship Plan (esp).  The esp did robust environmental analyses, but remained
vague about the actual construction line, therefore a subsequent document was prepared which we
called the Environmental Stewardship Summary Report (essr).  The essr served as a sort of an
environmental “as-built” document.

I know about most of the existing  having just performed NEPA analyses for most of them
for repair, maintenance, and upgrade.  Are you dealing with the ?

If you want to call and discuss, I can probably help you more.  I can either direct you to, or provide you
with documents that describe our previous environmental planning (NEPA or Waiver) analyses.  Let me
know what you need.

,

Research Fellow & Senior Consultant

2000 Corporate Ridge
McLean, VA 22102-7805

 Office

Mobile

Complex Problems. Practical Solutions.
www.lmi.org

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 1:36 PM
To: 
Subject: Fw: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Can you please help out  with his question?  works as an environmental SME in OTIA. Thanks

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 12:27 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: 
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Subject: Pedestrian Fence in the RGV Sector

Hey 

I see that eGIS has a layer that shows the pedestrian border fence in RGV, specifically. We are working
the  in RGV and might use this fence data to show existing infrastructure in the project
area for the EA.

Was this fence part of a waiver?

I have a draft EIS on RGV Construction, Maintenance and Operation of TI but have not found a final.
Did the NEPA stop with a waiver for the fence in RGV?

Thanks.

Need to stop in and see you at your office. We had a chance to see the folks in National Place a few
weeks ago.

 (CTR)

Environment & Real Estate

OTIA

“The greatest challenge to any thinker is stating the problem in a way that will allow a solution.”

Bertrand Russell
British author, mathematician, & philosopher (1872 - 1970)
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Preparer:                     ______________________                  ______________           
                                                          Date
                                   Director

Real Estate and Environmental Services Division
                                   Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
                                  Program Management Office
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Recommended:     ______________________ ______________
Project Proponent:   

Director- Border Patrol Tactical Infrastructure
                                  Office of Border Patrol

Approved:                  ______________________ ______________
                                                       Date
                                   Director

Real Estate and Environmental Services Division
                                   Border Patrol Facilities and Tactical Infrastructure
                                  Program Management Office

Approved:                  ______________________ ______________
                                                              Date  
                                   Director
                                   Environment and Energy Division
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From:
To=II• • 
Subject: Upgrade, Maintenance, and Repair of 
and Concurrence 
Date: Wednesday, October 17, 2012 11:37: 14 AM 

(b) (6 ), (b) (7 )(C) 
' Research Fellow & Senior Consultant 

2000 Corporate Ridge 
McLean VA 22102-7805 
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Office 

Mobile 
Complex Problems. Practical Solutions. 
www.lmi.org 

(b) (? )(E) Sites Review 
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From: 

To: 
(b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

Cc: 
Bee: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

RE: 2008 SBI MOU 
Tue Apr 1120171 1:25:13 EDT 
2008 SBlnet MOA.docx 

I did not find one, but was able to convert the pdf to a word . 

I 

Senior Management Analyst 

RE, Env. & Leasing Division (REEL) 

Strategic Analysis, Inc. 

Border Patrol and Air and Marine (BPAM) 

Program Management Office (PMO) 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office : (b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

Cell : (b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

(b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028747 
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■ found an earlier review version that he thinks is good enough for his purposes since he'll be 
moaifying it anyway. Thanks for checking. 

(b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

Energy and Environmental Management Division 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

(b) (6) (b) (7) (C) (Cell) 

Let me look and I will get back to you. If I can't find it, I will try to convert the pdf for you. 

I 

Senior Management Analyst 

RE, Env. & Leasing Division (REEL) 

Strategic Analysis, Inc. 

Border Patrol and Air and Marine (SPAM) 

Program Management Office (PMO) 

Facilities Management and Engineering 

Office: (b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

Cell : (b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

(b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

BW23 FOIA CBP 028748 
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Do either of ou have a Word version of the 2008 MOA on SBI? 

(b) (6) (b) (7) (C) 

Energy and Environmental Management Division 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

(b) (6) (b) (7) (C) (Cell) 
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MEMORANDUM OF AGRE EMENT
for

Environmental Coordination and Review 
Between the Department of the Interior and
U.S. Customs and Border Protection for the 

Secure Border Initiative
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

By:                                                                                            Date:                                               

U S  CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION

By:                                                                                       Date:                                                  
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