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1.0 Introduction

Roca Honda Resources, LLC (RHR) submitted a Plan of Operations to the Cibola National
Forest proposing to develop and conduct underground uranium mining operations on their
mining claims on and near Jesus Mesa in the Mount Taylor Ranger District. The proposed mine
is located within portions of Sections 9, 10, and 16, Township 13 North, Range 8 West, New
Mexico Principal Meridian. In addition, a proposed utility corridor would be located on private
land in Section 15.

These sections are located in McKinley County, New Mexico, approximately three miles
northwest of San Mateo and 22 miles northeast of Grants. Approximately two-thirds of the
proposed permit area for the Roca Honda mine is located on Sections 9 and 10 of National Forest
System lands and are open to mineral entry as a locatable mineral, as established by the General
Mining Law of 1872. Section 16 is State of New Mexico land, which is not subject to the
regulatory jurisdiction of the Forest Service. However, the entire project is subject to the
regulatory jurisdiction of the State of New Mexico. RHR proposes a mine permit area
encompassing all three sections (1,920 acres) and surface disturbance associated with the mine
haul roads as proposed for Sections 11, 17, and 20.

The Cibola National Forest will prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) to assess the
development of a uranium mining operation on the Mount Taylor Ranger District.

This report describes the proposed project, agency and public scoping meetings and materials,
and summarizes substantive public comments received during the public scoping period held
from November 24, 2010 through January 14, 2011. In addition, this document includes nine
appendices as supplemental information as follows:

e Appendix A — Notice of Intent

e Appendix B — Public Meeting Newspaper Notices and Affidavits

e Appendix C — Newsletter, PSA text, list of Radio Stations

e Appendix D — Letters Sent to Agencies

e Appendix E —Public Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheets

e Appendix F — Public Scoping Meeting Materials

e Appendix G — Public Scoping Comment Form

e Appendix H - Index of Public and Agency Comments by Source and Date
e Appendix | — Consultation Requests



2.0 Project Description

Roca Honda Resources, LLC submitted a Plan of Operations to the USDA Forest Service for
uranium mining at the Roca Honda mining claims, located on National Forest System land
within the Mount Taylor Ranger District of the Cibola National Forest about 22 miles northeast
of the town of Grants, New Mexico. RHR proposes a mine permit area encompassing all three
sections (1,920 acres) and a surface disturbance area of 183 acres within Sections 9, 10 and 16.
Additional surface disturbance associated with the mine haul roads is proposed for Sections 11,
17 and 20 and with a utility corridor in Section 15. RHR proposes to conduct mining operations
for the period of approximately 18-19 years, including mine development, operations and
reclamation.

e Mine development includes baseline data gathering, initial site development and
construction, which would be conducted to facilitate mine shaft construction; and
depressurizing activities necessary for both construction and operation. Five ventilation
shafts, 8-10 feet in diameter, and two concrete-lined production shafts, 18 feet in
diameter, would be constructed.

e Mine operation consists of the activities related to production of uranium ore from the
underground mine, and transport of the ore offsite for mineral processing. The
production phase would last approximately 13 years.

e Mine reclamation is designed to remove surface facilities, plug the mine shafts, re-
contour the disturbed area, replace stockpiled soil, and establish vegetation suitable for
the post-mining land use of grazing.

The Forest Service, Cibola National Forest, Mount Taylor Ranger District issued a Notice of
Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register on November 24™, 2010 to prepare an EIS for this project in
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Council on Environmental
Quiality’s regulations for implementing NEPA (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Forest Service
mining regulations which state that “operations shall be conducted so as, where feasible, to
minimize adverse environmental effects on National Forest System surface resources” (36 CFR
228.8), providing such regulation does not endanger or materially interfere with prospecting,
mining, or processing operations or reasonably incidental uses (1955 Multiple Use Mining Act
and case law). However, the “authorized officer...must consider economics of the operations
along with other factors in determining the reasonableness of requirements for surface resources
protection” (36 CFR 228.5 (a)).

To provide agencies and the public with a general understanding of the proposed Roca Honda
Mine project — pursuant to Section 102 (2) (c) of NEPA - the EIS will evaluate the
environmental impacts of the proposed Plan of Operations and determine whether to approve the
Plan as proposed or to require additional mitigation measures to protect the environment, in
accordance with Forest Service regulations for locatable minerals.



3.0 Notification of Scoping Meetings

As noted above, an NOI was published in the Federal Register on November 24, 2010,
informing the public of the Forest Service’s intent to prepare an EIS. The notice also included
details about the public scoping meetings held in Grants and Gallup, respectively, on December
14™ and 16", 2010. A copy of the NOI and administrative memorandum are provided in
Appendix A.

Notices were printed in local newspapers in the weeks preceding the public scoping meetings,
including an advertisement that identified the meeting times and locations. A list of the names of
the publications and dates of these advertisements and legal notices are included in Table 1.
Copies of the newspaper advertisements and legal notices are included in Appendix B.

Table 1 — Newspapers and Dates of Public Notices

Newspaper Publication Dates Location
Albuquerque Journal December 6, 7, 8, 2010 Albuquerque, NM
Gallup Independent December 7, 8, 2010 Gallup, NM
Cibola Beacon December 7 and 10, 2010 Grants, NM

A project newsletter was distributed to agencies (included in Appendix D), non-governmental
organizations (NGOs), and interested parties. A 30-second Public Service Announcement (PSA)
was aired on local radio stations for the week prior to and the week of the public scoping
meetings. A copy of newsletters, PSA text, and a list of radio stations to which the PSA was
provided are included in Appendix C.

3.1 Tribal Consultation

Tribal leaders and Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOS) received letters with similar
information provided to the agencies as well as information on the Section 106 consultation
process. Representatives from the Pueblo of Acoma, Pueblo of Laguna, and Pueblo of Zuni
attended the public scoping meetings in December 2010. The Pueblo of Zuni, Hopi Tribe, and
Pueblo of Acoma requested that they be a part of Section 106 consultation under the National
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). In addition, the New Mexico Environmental Law Center, on
behalf of the Multicultural Alliance for a Safe Environment (“MASE”) requested that the Forest
Service schedule additional meetings within nearby tribal and land grant communities.
Consultation requests are included in Appendix I.



4.0 Public Scoping Meetings

The U.S. Forest Service, Cibola National Forest and Grasslands, and the Mount Taylor Ranger
District conducted two public scoping meetings in an open-house format. The first was held
from 6-9 p.m. on Tuesday, December 14™ in Grants at the Cibola County Convention Center on
515 West High Street; the second was held, also from 6-9 pm, on Thursday, December 16" in
Gallup at the McKinley County Courthouse on 207 West Hill Street. Photos from each open
house meeting are shown on the next page.

4.1 Purpose

The purpose of the public scoping meetings is to provide the public with information regarding
the proposed project, answer questions, identify concerns regarding the potential environmental
impacts that may result from construction and operation of the project, and gather information to
determine the scope of issues to be addressed in the EIS.

4.2 Public Scoping Meeting Materials

An open house format was used to encourage discussion and information sharing and to ensure
that the public had opportunities to speak with representatives of the U.S. Forest Service, Cibola
National Forest and Grasslands, Mount Taylor Ranger District, State of New Mexico, and RHR.
Several display stations with exhibits, maps and other information materials were staffed by
representatives of the U.S. Forest Service, State of New Mexico Minerals and Mining Division,
State of New Mexico Environment Department, RHR, and Mangi Environmental Group. Posters
and informational materials were provided at the meetings by RHR, along with staff to answer
questions (as seen in the first photo on p.7). Information stations at the public scoping meetings
included the following:

e Sign-in and Welcome table

e project Overview, Purpose and Need

e General Roca Honda information

e Two “Parallel Processes — NEPA/EIS and New Mexico Permit Reviews” Posters
e “Cause-and-Effect-Questions” © Diagram

Sign-in sheets (Appendix E) and comment forms (Appendix G) were made available to all
scoping meeting attendees. Attendees were invited to write comments and questions directly on
the “Parallel Processes — NEPA/EIS and New Mexico Permit Reviews” posters and the Cause-
and-Effect-Questions diagram, which are included in Appendix F.



Open house scoping meeting at the Cibola County Convention Center in Grants, Dec. 14, 2010

Open house scoping meeting at the McKinley County Courthouse in Gallup, Dec. 16, 2010
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4.3 Collection of Comments

Public comments were submitted using comment forms, letters, and emails. All comments were
delivered directly to Cibola National Forest. A summary of the public comments received and
organized by category is provided below. Appendix H is an index of comments by source and
date. The items were indexed based on the source of the comments including federal, state, or
local agency (A), Tribe (T), non-government organization (N), or individual (I). The item was
also cataloged with a number based on the order it was received (e.g., 1-02) and each comment
associated with an item was given a unique number and letter representing the resource area (e.g.
1-02-W), where “W” is water resources. Appendix H shows each comment that was considered
under each of the categories described below.

4.4 Summary of Comments

A total of two hundred and seventy-two (272) comments were received during the scoping
comment period, from twenty-five (25) commenters. Most commenters submitted multiple
comments on more than one topic. Public comments were submitted using letters and emails as
well as comment forms distributed at the public scoping meetings. Responses included those
made by private citizens, elected and tribal officials, government agencies and entities and
representatives of non-governmental organizations.

4.4.1 Form Letters

Four hundred and eighty (480) form letters were submitted under one cover page in which all of
the substantive comments were identical. The letters, each signed by a different stakeholder,
addressed the range of potential environmental consequences caused by the proposed project, as
well as questioning the purpose and need for the proposed project. As such, the form letter was
counted as one commenter, though it included nine comments regarding various resources.

4.4.2 Issues ldentified During Scoping

Following is a summary of issues identified through the scoping process which will be addressed
in the EIS relative to the resource topic area (Table 2). A list of the commenters and the resource
areas commented on are shown in Table 3.



Table 2

Summary of Scoping Comments Received on
the Proposed Roca Honda Mine project

Resource Area

No. of No. of

Summary of Issues
Commenters Comments y

Water

Concern about project effects on water
discharge and quality, groundwater, and water
19 45 supply. Request that springs, seeps and
hydrological connections in the area be
identified in EIS.

Vegetation

Concern about a comprehensive reclamation
plan able to return the area to pre-mining

16 29 conditions, the introduction of noxious weeds,
and Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) uses
damaging vegetation.

Wildlife

Request for the project to examine what effect
17 25 the proposed mine may have on wildlife
habitats and ecosystems.

Threatened and
Endangered
Species

Requests that project comply with Endangered
2 4 Species Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act; and address State Threatened
and Endangered Species

Land Use

Concern that the area is roadless and the project
10 14 would necessitate change in use, as well as the
impact to geological formations.

Recreation

Request to protect habitat for recreational uses.
3 3 Concern that project may promote irresponsible
OHYV use.

Environmental
Justice

Historical impacts from uranium mining on
11 21 Native Americans need to be considered

Socioeconomics

There was a request for the project to examine
15 24 what effect the proposed mine may have on
range livestock, timber harvest, and other
economic factors. Several commenters noted




No. of No. of
Resource Area Summary of Issues
Commenters Comments
that the project would provide employment and
economic benefits to community, while others
noted that there may also be negative impacts
caused by the proposed mining project.
Potential impact to Mount Taylor as a
traditional cultural property. Preference to
protect the area as a cultural resource under the
Cultural and National Reglster_of HISt(.)r.IC Places. Req_uest
Historic 12 26 that the EIS identify specific cultural attributes
of the site and project effects to the area as a
cultural site
Safety concerns of transporting uranium off-site
and environmental effects of constructing
Transportation 8 8 project roads.
Some commenters noted that uranium mining
Human Health was a health and safety risk. There were
and 13 20 concerns about cumulative effects from
Safet istori i ini
y historical uranium mining.
Request for an examination of all past, present
Cumulative and future uranium mining projects on all
Impacts 14 27 environmental resources.
Many commenters support the no action
Proposed alternative for the proposed mine.
Action 9 12
Regulatory Requests that project comply with regulations
Compliance 14 14 and permitting requirements.
Total 25* 272

*This figure is not a sum of the previous figures in the same column; the total of number of commenters
was 25, but most submitted many comments, hence the greater number of comments than commenters.
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4.4.3 Water Resources

Summary

Forty-five (45) comments were received regarding water resources, mainly focused on the
proposed project’s effects to water quality, groundwater resources, and water supply. Several
comments were made relative to the effects of exploration and road use on watershed and
downstream land areas. In addition, some comments were made regarding the contamination of
water resources, and how treated and discharged waters would impact surface waters, springs,
seeps, and aquifers. Concern was also expressed regarding the scarcity of water in the watershed
and that the water supply could thus be impacted by mine dewatering. It was requested that
springs and hydrological connections in the area be identified in the EIS, and that all draft studies
—such as the groundwater modeling study — be disclosed early and fully for review prior to
publication of the draft and final EIS.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e The use of hazardous and other toxic substances in or around intermittent streams and
drainages is a concern. Suggestion to carefully evaluate the use of these substances; to
have an approved spill containment Kit on-site at all times; secondary contaminant
treatment should be in place.

e Water quality protection is a general concern. Recommendation for geochemical analysis,
which should include the following factors: preexisting water quality issues from
previous exploration and mining activities in the watershed; sedimentation from roads;
transportation of hazardous or toxic materials near intermittent drainages; on-site water
needs; source of water; the depth and flow of water table; trench depth; the potential for
chemicals and toxins to leach into surface and ground waters; waste water discharge from
site; storm water runoff.

e Remobilization of contaminants could occur. The discharge of water into San Mateo
Creek could remobilize the contaminants in the creek bed which were left behind from
previous uranium operations. The EIS discussion should include all legal sites upstream
and downstream of the proposed project, as well as other new mines in the Westwater
Formation. RHR is planning to pump out up to 4,000 gallons of water per minute to
relieve hydrostatic pressure during the mine development; Pumping at some rate will
occur throughout the 13 years of mine operation. All of this contaminated water will be
discharged into the tributary of the San Mateo Creek and will travel downstream to the
Homestake site. The EIS should fully address the extent of the mine water flow impact on
the San Mateo Creek alluvium including potential impacts of the Homestake Superfund
Site, particularly the impacts of increased saturation on the direction and flow rates of the

Homestake site’s contamination plumes.
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Treatment of groundwater is a concern.

The suggestion to include a hydrogeological study of impacts: (1) the connectivity
between the San Mateo alluvium and the alluvium of the Rio San Jose, (2) the
interconnection and relationship between the Dakota Sandstone and Westwater aquifers
due to leakage outside of the mine site and within the mine site through drill holes, shafts
and mine caverns; and (3) the probable impacts of changes in groundwater flows due to
mine dewatering.

Adequate financial assurances should be made available for emergencies such as flood
events that are common occurrences in this locale.

The Forest Service must identify the areas inside and outside of the project area where
the project may directly or indirectly affect shrines, springs and other resources that
contribute to the TCP’s eligibility, and do so in consultation with the tribes.

Dewatering of the proposed mine could have impacts on both water quality and quantity
in the landscape. If surface water supplies outside the project area are adversely affected,
this would also be an adverse effect on historic properties because it would limit the
ability to understand relationships of historic properties to water quantity and quality in
the past. The Forest Service needs to analyze and assess indirect effects of dewatering on
the setting of eligible historic properties.

Discharging up to 11.5 million gallons per day of water from the mine during dewatering
is not acceptable and be opposed. It should be blocked by the Nuclear Regulatory Agency
(NRC), the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), and New Mexico
Environment Department. These agencies are responsible for seeing to the cleanup of the
Homestake/Barrick Gold Superfund site and these discharges represent a potential new
threat to this site.

The operation of a uranium mine might impact groundwater, and the contamination from
discharged water might be spread far downstream from the mine; the air might also be
polluted by radon gas and uranium dust. The EIS should be prepared considering all of
these possible impacts on a relatively large area above and beyond “surface resources” at
the site itself. The Roca Honda mine application fails to analyze any hydrologic impacts
associated with the withdrawal of such enormous amounts of water on groundwater
resources or springs and seeps in the area.

RHR cursorily dismisses impacts on springs and seeps as negligible, while at the same
time conceding that more data are needed. Prominent examples of past dewatering flows
include the Mt. Taylor Mine and the Nose Rock Mine. Each produced thousands of
gallons per minute for many years even though the Mt. Taylor Mine produced very little

uranium and the Nose Rock Mine produced none. Each of those two mines produced
12



mine water that was discharged to the surface for several years while the mines were in
stand-by status, as maintaining a dewatered ore zone is critical to maintaining access to
ore if and when mine operations resume.

e Many of the waters are likely to be federally reserved waters. The Forest Service must
evaluate how the proposed mine will affect the amount of water in the area both in the
short and long term.

e The proposed mining is likely to expose significant areas of rock to oxygen and
oxidation, resulting in geochemical changes that could mobilize otherwise immobile
contaminants. The Forest Service should investigate any possible geochemical changes
that could result in large-scale ground or surface water contamination.

4.4.4 VVegetation

Summary

Twenty-nine (29) comments were received regarding potential impacts to sensitive plant species
used by Native people for cultural, ceremonial and medicinal purposes. Three Native American
Tribal Governments recommended that the project be altered so as to not affect these plant
species; or that the No-Action Alternative be implemented to avoid disturbance altogether. It was
suggested RHR reconsider grazing as the post-mining land use; that the project area should
instead be returned to conditions suitable for carrying out traditional cultural activities, such as
plant gathering. Some commenters expressed concern about a comprehensive reclamation plan
for the project, citing impacts of past mining activities which lacked adequate restoration.

Comments also included concerns that increased vehicle use — due to mining activities — would
aid in the potential spread of noxious weeds. It was suggested that mining operations include
inspections and equipment cleaning in order to avoid the introduction of noxious weeds into new
areas. Disturbed soils and gravel piles were also noted as potential sites for weed colonization
and it was suggested that the piles be stabilized to prevent the spread of noxious weeds. It was
also recommended that trained weed control work crews inspect roadways and adjacent land to
help eliminate noxious weeds.

Additional concerns expressed that improving roads in the area would encourage unauthorized
off-highway vehicle (OHV) use which may result in the degradation of ecosystems. It was thus

recommended that the Forest Service manage, monitor, and enforce control of OHV use.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e The Forest Service must fully disclose the cumulative effects of livestock grazing, timber
harvest, fuel break construction, thinning, prescribed fire, and road developments on
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forest health, wildlife habitat, noxious weeds, and other resources. Roads have arguably
the most significant impacts on the environment, in particular hydrology and noxious
weed introductions.

The timing of reclamation requirements is a concern. RHR has selected “grazing” as the
“post-mining land use” for the Project, and has received the Forest Service’s approval for
this use. In light of the important traditional cultural activities associated with the Mount
Taylor TCP, the Forest Service should reconsider this decision. It seems entirely
appropriate and in keeping with the Forest Service’s responsibilities under Sections 106
and 110 of the NHPA that, in addition to grazing, RHR should return the project area to
conditions that are suitable for carrying out traditional cultural activities, such as plant
gathering

Local tribes need Mt. Taylor for the continuation of the culture, which requires the ability
to obtain medical herbs and plants.

Reclamation plans should be written so that “temporary” abandonment of the mine would
be covered by final or appropriate reclamation procedures, in the event of a temporary
shutdown. In the case of past mining operations, the “boom and bust” nature of the
industry meant that operators walked away from the project leaving things in an
unreclaimed form but were spared penalties because they ostensibly were only in
temporary shutdown mode.

4.4.5 Wildlife

Summary

Twenty-five (25) comments were received regarding wildlife, mostly expressing concern of the
potential impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitats for common species in the area during mining
operations. Some commenters suggested that the proposed project avoid potential impacts to
state or federally protected species and habitats.

Specific comments and concerns include:

The project area includes important year-round habitat for mule deer and winter habitat
for elk. These game species will be protected by the 15 mile-per-hour speed limit
proposed in the Mining Operations Plan (MOP), which should be posted and enforced.

The permit application should identify steps that will be taken to mitigate the loss of
mature trees. These trees are important habitat resource for cavity-nesting birds, tree-
roosting bats, and an assortment of mammals.

14



Livestock fences may prohibit or inhibit big game movement and may cause injury or
death to animals that unsuccessfully negotiate fences. On a statewide basis there are
numerous threatened, endangered or sensitive species potentially at risk by trenching
operations. Project operations should seek county species list to evaluate potential impact
of projects. Risk to these species depends upon a wide variety of conditions at the
trenching site, such as trench depth, side slope, soil characteristics, season, and
precipitation events.

4.4.6 Threatened and Endangered Species

Summary

Four (4) comments were received regarding Threatened and Endangered Species. The
commenters suggested that the EIS process should include consultation with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service to ensure that the project be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act
and with the current policies for the implementation of the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection
Act. It was suggested that the proposed project avoid impacts to the State Endangered wrinkled
marshsnail (Stagnicola caperata) and the State Threatened spotted bat (Euderma macalatum),
since the project area is considered suitable habitat for both.

Specific comments and concerns include:

The project area includes suitable habitat for the State Threatened spotted bat (Euderma
maculatum). This species roosts on cliffs and rock crevices, and is known to occur at
Mount Taylor. The Roca Honda Wildlife Survey protocol for bats consisted of mist-
netting over water on three occasions. Bats were caught on one survey effort and did not
include any spotted bats. Due to the relative inefficiency of netting as a sampling method
given the project area habitat conditions, New Mexico Department of Fish and Game
(NMDGF) recommends supplementary acoustic surveys targeted to evaluate the presence
or absence of this Threatened species.

Two active Great Horned Owl nests and one active Red-tailed Hawk nest were
documented at the project site. In order to avoid disturbing breeding raptors, a
construction activity buffer of %2 mile for the Red-tailed Hawk nest (if active) and ¥ mile
buffer for the Great Homed Owl nests (if active) should be observed. These spatial
buffers can be reduced, for construction activities other than drilling or blasting, in the
presence of intervening topographic or other visual barriers.

NMDGF recommends that ground-clearing should take place outside the general avian
breeding season (April-August), to avoid possible violation of the Migratory Bird Treaty
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Act. Blasting and drilling should also be avoided during the nesting season to the extent
feasible.

4.4.7 Land Use
Summary

Fourteen (14) comments were received addressing land use, recommending greater protection for
roadless areas. It was stated that the USFS has authority to enforce the 2005 Roadless Rule
when considering impacts caused by transportation activities from the proposed mining project.
The need to comply with the Cibola National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan
(LRMP) was also emphasized.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e The Forest Service should be enforcing the 2005 Roadless Rule.

e RHR’s Sampling and Analysis Plan, which was deemed administratively incomplete by
the NM Mining and Minerals Division in January 2009, only addressed data gaps and
was not a comprehensive plan that addressed historic land use in the area to be mined.
What has been done to correct these inadequacies and require accountability in this plan?

e The Forest Service must define the “areas of potential effect” (APE) broadly to account
for the areas within the TCP where the project may directly and indirectly affect
resources that contribute to the property’s eligibility for the National Register. The Forest
Service must also identify any areas within the TCP where traditional cultural activities,
such as plant gathering or religious pilgrimages, may be affected by the project and also
include those areas in the APE.

e The project must be consistent with the Cibola National Forest Land and Resource
Management Plan. The National Forest Management Act (NFMA) directs the Forest
Service to prepare and implement comprehensive land management plans for each
national forest.

4.4.8 Recreation

Summary
Three (3) comments were received with regard to recreation activities and their effect on the

habitat, suggesting that the proposed mining operations would allow easier accessibility to the
area for OHVs.
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Specific comments and concerns include:

e |f roads are improved or not adequately decommissioned, exploration activities will
encourage inappropriate Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) use in and around the project area.
The devastating impacts of inappropriate OHV use on forest ecosystems are well
established. Irresponsible OHV users degrade water quality, spread noxious weeds,
fragment wildlife habitat, disturb wildlife, and displace non-motorized recreationists. The
Forest Service needs to describe how they will effectively monitor and control the use of
OHVs in the project area.

e Many people use Mt. Taylor for recreational activities; it can’t be desecrated by uranium
mining.

4.4.9 Environmental Justice

Summary

Twenty-one (21) comments were received regarding Environmental Justice, expressing that
legacy uranium mining impacts need to be considered for local Native American communities,
including downstream and downwind communities. Substantive comments from the Hopi Tribe,
the Pueblo of Zuni, and the Pueblo of Acoma regarded recognition of their local and cultural
issues and Mount Taylor as a Traditional Cultural Property.

It was recommended that an extensive number of alternatives, including the No Action
Alternative, should address potentially disproportionate impacts to historically low-income and
minority communities, historic and cumulative environmental impacts from previous uranium
mining, and the irreparable impacts to traditional cultures.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e The Forest Service must conduct a meaningful evaluation of the possible adverse human
health and environmental effects upon downstream communities that are predominantly
indigenous, low income, and minority populations within the San Mateo Drainage Basin
as required by numerous Environmental Justice Executive Orders and policies.

e Environmental Justice issues should include historical health impacts to regional
residents, including the downstream and downwind communities of Acoma and Laguna
that are only now being documented. The large numbers of Radiation Environmental
Compensation Act recipients should be included in this discussion. A discussion of any
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changes in the way conventional uranium mines are operated to prevent risks to health
and community water supplies should be included in this section.

e Japanese citizens, who suffered from radiation through the experience in Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, are strongly opposed to any further radioactive contamination or exposure of
people to radiation from any process of the nuclear fuel chain stemming from uranium
mining.

e The EIS on the Roca Honda project is not only a local issue. The EIS is, in a sense, a
“touchstone” for the USFS and the US government to be tested as to whether or not they
take seriously the issue of environmental destruction and violation of indigenous peoples’
rights under the influence of industrial development. From this point of view, not only the
local stakeholders but also many people in the world have an interest in this EIS on the
Roca Honda project.

4.4.10 Socioeconomics
Summary

Twenty-four (24) comments were received regarding socioeconomics, requesting that the EIS
examine the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative, social and economic impacts from the
proposed project. Several observed the costs and benefits of the proposed project, whereby the
benefits may fall short when compared to the environmental costs; others noted the much-needed
employment and economic benefits to the local communities, the county, and the state of New
Mexico. However, it was pointed out that the social impacts of bust-and-boom economic cycles
associated with mining towns should be evaluated. It was also pointed out that mine reclamation
would also create jobs, as would investment in renewable, clean energy in solar, wind, and
hydrothermal technologies.

Bonding and financial assurance was requested to ensure that reclamation be completed in the
event of site abandonment (as has been seen in the past), and also for emergencies such as flood

events that are common in this locale.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e Inorder to realistically evaluate the proposed mine’s economic impacts, the Forest
Service must consider the mine’s potential costs and weigh those against the asserted
economic benefits. It also should evaluate the economic losses that will result from lost
resources.
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e The proposed mine will almost certainly cause ground and surface water contamination
and depletion of ground water and surface water supplies, including seeps and springs.
The Forest Service should identify and evaluate the short and long term costs of having
these resources destroyed.

e The Forest Service should evaluate the increased costs Cibola and McKinley Counties
will incur due to increased prostitution , property and violent crime, domestic violence,
drug addiction, drug trafficking, traffic congestion, traffic accidents and deaths, and other
public costs that normally follow from extractive resource industries.

e There are significant public health costs associated with the social and economic
consequences in communities subject to boom and bust development cycles. Economic
downturns after a boom result can lead to domestic stress including domestic abuse,
substance abuse, and stress-related disease.

e The Forest Service should evaluate the economic impacts of the Roca Honda mine in
contrast to the economic impacts of a long-term, renewable energy project.

e The mine application fails to identify any economic considerations related to the potential
for mine operations at the Roca Honda site. The application presents a continuous 17-
year mine life but notes that “ultimate life of the mine is dependent under the
mineralization and economics of the mine during development.”

e The Forest Service should also evaluate the impacts of frequent economic dislocation on
the affected communities. The proposed mine’s economic viability is contingent on the
price of uranium. When uranium prices go below a certain level, the mine will not be
profitable and will reduce or eliminate its workforce until the commaodity price rises to
the point where it is profitable and will reduce or eliminate its workforce until the
commodity prices rises to the point where it is profitable to mine again.

4.4.11 Cultural and Historic Resources
Summary

Twenty-six (26) comments were received expressing opposition to the proposed mining
operations because of specific cultural, historic, and archaeological resources. Commenters
expressed concern that the proposed project would impact lands considered historically
significant (within Mt. Taylor Traditional Cultural Property designation) and eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places, and that mining activities would interfere with ongoing
cultural activities conducted on Mount Taylor. Commenters also requested the protection of
cultural resources in the area, and that the EIS identify specific cultural attributes of the site and
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potential effects to the area. One tribe requested notification if cultural resources (including
human remains) are recovered during construction.

More specifically, the Hopi Tribe claimed cultural affiliation to the Paleoindian, Archaic, and
Anasazi prehistoric cultural groups on the Mt. Taylor Ranger District; archeological sites of their
ancestors are considered “footprints” and Traditional Cultural Properties. The Hopi tribe
requested that the identification of cultural resources include a Traditional Cultural Properties
study of the project area that may identify contributing cultural elements of Mount Taylor
Traditional Cultural Property.

Laguna Pueblo’s scoping comments also assert cultural affiliation to the prehistoric cultural
groups that occupied the area. Their letter states that the opening of the mine will affect the Mt.
Taylor TCP and will adversely affect National Register prehistoric sites within the TCP.

The Pueblo of Zuni similarly expressed concern for potential archaeological sites located within
the proposed underground uranium mining area, since Mount Taylor — “like any other living
being” — can be harmed, injured, and hurt when cut, gouged, or otherwise mistreated. As such, it
was requested that Mount Taylor be protected. From a Zuni perspective, all shrines, plants,
animals, and minerals are of religious significance.

The Pueblo of Acoma also expressed concern regarding cultural preservation and restoration
concerns, the proposed development having the potential to erase or destroy pieces of their
history for future generations, since paths of migration and settlement are contained within the
landscape and not in books.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e The project area is located within the Mount Taylor Traditional Cultural Property (TCP).
This property is eligible for listing to the National Register of Historic Places (National
Register) under criteria A, B, and D. The State of New Mexico also listed the Mount
Taylor TCP (with slightly larger boundaries) in the State Register of Cultural Properties.

e A uranium mine development at the foot of the sacred Mt. Taylor is in violation of the
rights of indigenous people to protect their traditional culture.

e The Forest Service must adequately identify historic and cultural properties impacted by
the proposed project and evaluate direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on those
properties.

e Consultation with Native American tribes to identify historic properties must be
performed prior to agency action. Failure to do so could result in the agency not
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identifying all possible historic properties affected by the undertaking, resulting in
subsequent destruction of those properties.

The Forest Service should designate “traditional cultural uses” as “post-mining land use.”

From a Zuni perspective, each archeological site located within the APE of this proposed
undertaking is considered National Register-eligible under criterion (a) because they
represent places that are important in the journey (historical event) of the Zuni ancestors
to find the “Middle Place.” They are also eligible under criterion (b) because they were
built and occupied by Zuni ancestors who continue to reside there and maintain a spiritual
guardianship over these places. For these specific reasons, the Pueblo of Zuni’s position
is to have theses places protected and left undisturbed.

The resources inventory report of two sections of Cibola National Forest land identifies
94 sites containing 145 components, including 2 Paleoindian components, 11 Archaic
components, 74 Anasazi components, and 11 unknown aboriginal components.

“Meaningful consultation with Indian tribes involves more than scheduling a meeting or
giving notice of the project to the tribes. A willingness to consider and respect differing
cultural perceptions of the proposed mining project requires a balancing of all the
‘property interests’ involved, with due consideration for cultural preservation and
restoration concerns.”

4.4.12Transportation

Summary

Eight (8) comments were received regarding transportation, specifically as it relates to the safety
of transporting uranium ore and other hazardous materials off-site and through communities.
Commenters requested a thorough risk analysis of radiation exposure and contamination of
resources resulting from the transport of hazardous materials. Development of new roads for the
project was noted as having a significant impact on the environment.

Specific comments and concerns include:

The EIS should consider the impacts of transporting uranium on FS and public roads,
exposing the resident populations to radon and fugitive dust.

The reclamation bond must be independent of the bond covering any other mining
operations. The bond must be substantive enough to cover the potential impacts to the
area's ecosystem as well as the area surrounding the transportation route. Bonding should
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also be provided for possible spills of fuels and other hazardous materials along the
roadsides.

e The geochemical analysis should include the following factors; sedimentation from
roads; transportation of hazardous or toxic materials near intermittent drainages.

e Increased traffic, new roads, and potential damage to range improvements are among
factors associated with the proposed activity that could negatively impact grazing
operations.

4.4.13 Human Health and Safety

Summary

Twenty (20) comments were received expressing concerns over human health and safety.
Commenters expressed concern for the detrimental effects to public health and to the
communities downstream and downwind of the proposed mine from contaminated groundwater.
Some comments focused on health and safety issues suffered by community residents and miners
from historical mining activities. It was recommended that a hazardous materials plan be
developed to address the release of hazardous materials — such as fuel, solvents, radon gas, and
uranium dust — or other toxic materials which may leach into intermittent streams or drainages.

It was further recommended that the large numbers of Radiation Environmental Compensation
Act recipients be included in the EIS.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e Roca Honda is using “economic development” to distract from the environmental and
health dangers in a region already plagued by cancer and kidney disease. Another
conventional mine brings no new technology to address the health issues for which many
former miners and downwinders are still seeking compensation.

e What are the actual perimeters of harm to human health and the environment that the
Forest Service is prepared to license as “acceptable”? By what standards are such levels
of harm judged “acceptable?”

e The Forest service must conduct a meaningful evaluation of the economic impacts of this
mine, as well as any possible adverse human health and environmental effects upon
downstream communities that are predominantly indigenous, low income, and minority
populations within the San Mateo Drainage Basin as required by numerous
Environmental Justice Executive Orders and policies. Environmental Justice issues
should include historical health impacts to regional residents.
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e The National Academy of Sciences Seventh Report on the Biological Effects of lonizing
Radiation should be consulted regarding its conclusions that there is no allowable safe
level of exposure to ionizing radiation and that health risks from exposure to low levels
of ionizing radiation may be unacceptable.

e The proposed discharge up to 11.5 million gallons per day of water from the mine during
dewatering has the potential to activate previously discharged contaminants from past
mining in the Ambrosia Lake area, which may cause detrimental health effects .

4.4.14 Cumulative Effects
Summary

Twenty-seven (27) comments were received regarding cumulative effects, and the need for a
comprehensive evaluation of the cumulative impacts of all uranium mining and milling activities
(including abandonments without proper reclamation) that have occurred in the area. Several
comments indicated that the Homestake Uranium Milling site, which has been designated as a
Superfund site, should be considered when analyzing cumulative impacts to water resources. To
that end, there was concern that “baseline” data were being collected in an environmentally
degraded area, as was discussed during the Corps of Engineers evaluation of the Homestake site
remediation.

Many of the comments suggested that widespread air, water and soil contamination throughout
the Grants Mineral Belt from previous uranium production activities be studied in order to
minimize further environmental impacts from renewed uranium mining. Still others suggested
that well-documented, adverse, long-term health impacts in the form of lung cancer, kidney
disease, autoimmune disease, and genetic damage be incorporated into the EIS.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e The Forest Service must fully disclose the cumulative effects of livestock grazing, timber
harvest, fuel break construction, thinning, prescribed fire, and road developments on
water quality, forest health, wildlife habitat, noxious weeds, cultural resources, and other
resources.

e The probable hydrologic consequences of this mining project to the regional aquifers
must be carefully analyzed. Groundwater models and water quality impacts should be
explained and shared with the public, tribes, and other interested groups as early in the
process as possible due to the massive amounts of water proposed to be withdrawn,
treated and discharged during the life of the mine. Cumulative impacts of similar huge
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water withdrawals must be analyzed and determined if they pose threats to the public
welfare.

e The adverse health impacts of past uranium mining and milling is well documented. Past
uranium mining and milling is responsible for an epidemic of cancers, particularly lung
cancer, kidney disease, autoimmune diseases, and genetic damage.

e A legally adequate discussion of the cumulative effects of uranium mining and other
projects requires the Forest Service to disclose, analyze, and consider: a detailed catalog
of past present and future projects; the time, type, place, and scale of past projects; how
these projects, and differences between the projects, are thought to have impacted historic
properties and explain in sufficient detail how different project plans and methods
affected historic properties; and, analyze the impact of the Roca Honda project in light of
that project’s interaction with the effects of past, current, and reasonably foreseeable
future projects on historic properties.

4.4.15 Proposed Action and Alternatives
Summary

Twelve (12) comments were received regarding the proposed action and related actions. Green
energy technologies were proposed as an alternative to replace the need for uranium in the
future. The majority of commenters requested that the No Action alternative be introduced into
the EIS analysis.

During internal scoping, Cibola National Forest staff recommended for study in the EIS an
alternative in which all surface facilities, other than ventilation and escape shafts, would be
confined to State land on Section 16. That is, under this action alternative, all surface facilities,
other than these vents/shafts, would be excluded from National Forest System lands in Sections 9
and 10.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e Pre-mining air, soil, water and biological data should be considered as the true baseline
and if it is not available, the No Action Alternative should contain a full discussion of
why it is the preferable alternative in the absence of necessary characterization data.

e The No Action alternative provides a baseline for estimating the effects of other
alternatives and therefore must be considered in detail.
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4.4.16 Regulatory Compliance
Summary

Fourteen (14) comments were received regarding the regulatory process. Commenters expressed
the importance that the proposed project comply with all current regulations and permitting
requirements, specifically citing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA),
the Cibola National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan, and Executive Order (EO)
29898. It was also asked that the permitting process be reasonable and timely.

Specific comments and concerns include:

e The Forest Service must comply with the applicable provisions of NEPA and NFMA.
NMAC’s specific concerns are as follows: the Forest Service must define an APE for the
project that extends beyond the project footprint; the Forest Service must make every
effort to identify cultural properties within the APE early in the NEPA/NHPA Process;
the Forest Service must evaluate direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on historic
properties in the APE as required by NEPA,; the project must be consistent with the
Cibola National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan.

5.0 Issues or Alternatives Excluded from Analysis in the EIS

The Council on Environmental Quality and the National Environmental Policy Act requires an
agency to: “...identify and eliminate from detailed study issues which are not significant or
which have been covered by prior environmental review (Sec. 1506.3)...” Non-significant issues
are those that are: 1) outside the scope of the proposed action; 2) already decided by law,
regulation, Forest Plan, or other higher level decision; 3) irrelevant to the decision to be made; or
4) conjectural and not supported by scientific or factual evidence. Thus, the following issues,
questions, and comments were determined to be non-significant.

Comments highlighting the need to change specific laws and regulations — such as the 2005
Roadless Rule and the 1872 Mining Law with regard to human health and safety — are outside
the scope of this project.

Although project effects on public health and safety will be evaluated in this EIS, historical
uranium mining health and safety effects from other projects will not be included outside its
discussion in cumulative effects since current mining practices and regulations no longer allow
many practices that previously affected worker health and safety.

Environmental issues related to the milling of the uranium mined from the Roca Honda Mine
will not be evaluated in this EIS, as they are under the jurisdiction of the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC).
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Development of renewable energy sources (such as wind and solar) on Cibola National Forest or
elsewhere in the region, as an alternative to mining uranium at the Roca Honda site, will not be
considered. While these may be worth pursuing in their own right, the project proponent (a
mining and minerals company) would not undertake such projects in lieu of the proposed
uranium mine.
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Comments on the Roca Honda Mine project
(Scoping Period December 14, 2010 — January 14, 2011)
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Appendix B:
Public Meeting Newspaper Notices and Affidavits
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Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
)88

COUNTY OF MCKINLEY

REBECCA PAQUIN being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says:

—As __LEGAL CLERK of The Independent, a newspaper
published in and having a general circulation in McKinley County,
New Mexico and in the City of Gallup, New Mexico and having a
general circulation in Cibola County, New Mexico and in the City
of Grants, New Mexico and having a general circulation in Apache
County, Arizona and in the City of St. Johns and in the City of
Window Rock, Arizona therein: that this affiant makes the affidavit
based upon personal knowledge of the facts herein sworn to. That
the publication, a copy of which is hereto attached was published in
said newspaper during the period time of publication and said
notice was published in the newspaper proper, and not in a

supplement thereof, for __Two TIMES , the first publication
being on the 7" day of Decenber » 2010, the
second publication being on the day of

, 2010, the third publication being
on the day of , 2010,

and the last publication being on the gt
day of December ,2010. That such

newspaper, in which such notice or advertisement was published, is
now and has been at all times material hereto, duly qualified for
such purpose, and to publish legal notices and advertisements
within the meaning of Chapter 12, of the statutes of the State of

New Mexico, 1941 compilation, ?ﬁ%\

{Afflant.

Sworn and Subscribed to before me this _ 9™ day of

December R A]z_, 2010,

Iﬁ' A Y

tary Publit—"

My commission expires:
June 25% 2014
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LEGAL NOTICE
Grants - Cibola Connty
New Mexico

ANNGUNCEMENT

Open Houses for the Draft Envie
ronmental . Emipact  Statement
(EIS)  on - e Propesed Rocs
Henda Mige

the Mount Taylor Ranger District
of the Cibola; Ndtiona! Forest will
held two “opai house meetings
solcit commERts from e public
concorning e scope of the IS
for the propeséd Roca Honda un
derground  wrdtifur nipe  near
Granis, MM, Officiafs from the
WS, Porest ‘Service, Roes Honda
Resources (e mining  company),
and  the - Margd . Epvironmenta)
Group o conswlting firm assisting
the USES prepare the EIS), will be
present with exhibits. maps. mate-
Hals, and comment forms. In addi-
tion, the State of New Mexico,
which must also authe the pror
posed mints, will be ropresentsd by
officials from fhe 3

sials  [Hvision (B Environ
ment Depatmest  (NMED),  and
Departrment of Game  and  Figh
(NBMGDE),

Meeting times and places
‘Fuesday, December 14, 6.9 300,
- Gramss, MM, Cibola County Con
vention (0 r 315 West High

Street
Thursday, December 16, 69
. - Gallup, NM. MeKigley

County  Courthouse  Rotunda, 207

West Hill Stzaut

Background
Roca Howmda Resowrves, LLC bas
subiitied & Plan of Operations
proposing o develop and condact
underground  uranium mianing  op-
erations on their mining claims on
and near Jesus Mess in the Moygt
Taylor Ranger District of the O
pola Narional Forest.  Roca Hopds

Propeses A miie permil eron oF
1920 acres  encompassing  three
sections - 9, 10, and 16 of Town
ship 13 North, Range B West - ant
ototal surface distusbapos area of
183 meres. The mine site
prozimately three miles noth
of San Mated and 22 miles north
east of Cirats,

Rova Honda propeses to conduct
mining operations for a period of
approximately 18-19 yoars. includ-
ing mine development, operations
and reclamition. Mining & related
operations would  geoerate about
#0 jobs.  Lip to 4000 gallons per
mime of water would be pumped
from the roine and freaed prior o
discharge in a wibwary of San
Creok.

The Cibola  Mational
an BiS 1o o
savitoamental  impac
A UTAREn mining operad

Cemments

send Written  comiments
ds Project
Max ational - Forest.
2112 Osuna Rosd NE.. Albuguer-
que, NM B7112. To be most effec
tive i the  analysis.  comments
should be postmarked no fster than
Tag 14, 2011, Yoderested par
Heo wwaw also.emall comments to
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Appendix C:

Public Newsletter, PSA text, List of Radio Stations
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Public Service Announcement (PSA) for Grants Radio Stations

The Mount Taylor Ranger District of the Cibola National Forest will hold an open house meeting
to solicit comments from the public concerning the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement
for the proposed Roca Honda underground uranium mine near Grants. Officials from the U.S.
Forest Service, State of New Mexico, and Roca Honda Resources (the mining company) will be
on hand with exhibits, maps, and materials. You may submit your comments on what the EIS
should study. The open house will be held from 6-9 p.m. on Tuesday, December 14 in Grants
at the Cibola County Convention Center on 515 West High Street.

Public Service Announcement (PSA) for Gallup Radio Stations

The Mount Taylor Ranger District of the Cibola National Forest will hold an open house meeting
to solicit comments from the public concerning the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement
for the proposed Roca Honda underground uranium mine near Grants. Officials from the U.S.
Forest Service, State of New Mexico, and Roca Honda Resources (the mining company) will be
on hand with exhibits, maps, and materials. You may submit your comments on what the EIS
should study. The open house will be held from 6-9 p.m. on Thursday, December 16 in
Gallup at the McKinley County Courthouse on 207 West Hill Street.

46



Grants Radio Stations

Station | Station Website Method of Date
Number | Location Contact
KQNM | Milan, NM http://realoldies.net Emailed 12-Dec-
110 AM cc@radiovanguard. | 2010
com

KMIN | Grants, NM http://www.kdradio.com/ Online contact 12-Dec-
980 AM form 2010
KKOB | Alburquerque, | http://www.770kkob.com/ Online contact 12-Dec-
770 AM | NM form 2010

contactus.asp
KANW | Grants, NM http://kanw.publicbroadcasting.net | Emailed the public | 12-Dec-
89.1 FM / annoucement 2010

) contact

index.html
KLGQ Grants, NM http://www.klove.com/contact/ Emailed through 12-Dec-
90.3FM the contact form 2010
Gallup Radio Stations
KYVA | Gallup, http://www.gallupradio.com/ Through the online | 12-Dec-
1230 NM provided PSA 2010
AM email address
KTNN | Window http://www.ktnnonline.com/contactus | Emailed through 12-Dec-
660 AM | Rock, AZ | .asp the contact form 2010
KYVA | Church http://www.oldiesradioonline.com/def | Emailed through 12-Dec-
103.7 Rock, NM | ault.asp the contact form 2010
FM
KGLP Gallup, http://www.kglp.org/index_files/Page | Emailed 12-Dec-
91.7FM | NM 532.html kglpradio@kglp.or | 2010

g

K207CQ | Gallup, http://www.m88.org/contact.asp Emailed through 12-Dec-
89.3FM | NM the contact form 2010
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Appendix D:

Letter Sent to Agencies
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Appendix E:

Public Scoping Meetings Sign-In Sheets
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Appendix F:

Public Scoping Meeting Materials
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Cause-Effects-Questions (C-E-Q) Diagram for Roca Honda Mine EIS (poster-sized)
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Appendix G:

Public Scoping Comment Form



USDA United States Eorest Cibola National Forest and 2113 Osuna Road NE

=——— Department of Service National Grasslands Albuquerque, NM 87113-1001
i icuiore (505) 345-3900 FAX: 346-390]
ROCA HONDA MINE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)
PUBLIC SCOPING
COMMENT FORM

1. Which issues and topics would vou like to see covered in the EIS?

2. What negative or adverse impacts do you think the proposed uranium mine might have?

3. What positive or beneficial impacts do you think the proposed uranium mine might have?

4. Are there any other ideas or concerns you'd like to share?

You may also mail this form with your comments to: Diane Tafoya, Minerals Project Manager, Cibola
National Forest, 2113 Osuna Road NE., Albuquerque, NM 87113. To be most effective in the analysis,
comments should be postmarked no later than January 14, 2011.

62



Appendix H:

Index of Comments by Source and Date
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Ite Commente Commente Individu Date
m r’s Last r’s First al, Comment
Co Name Name (s) Business S
de , Postmark
Agency, ed/
NGO, Submitted
Tribe
Individual
1-01 Gaudette Brittany 14-Dec-2010
1-02 Boomer John 14-Dec-2010
1-03 Bokich John 14-Dec-2010
1-04 Anonymous 1 14-Dec-2010
1-05 Anonymous 2 14-Dec-2010
1-06 Hyde Don 16-Dec-2010
1-07 Anonymous 3 27-Dec-2010
Non Governmental Organization (N)
N-01 Cecchini Rose Marie Office of Peace, | 16-Dec-2010
Justice &
Creation
Stewardship
N-02 Bokich John Duran Bokich 16-Dec-2010
Enterprises,LLC
N-03 Bird Bryan WildEarth 13-Jan-2011
Guardians
N-04 Jantz Eric New Mexico 14-Jan-2011
Environmental
Law Center
N-05 Sierra Club 14-Jan-2011
Membership
Services
N-06 Dykeman Doug New Mexico 14-Jan-2011
Archeological
Council
N-07 Furitsu Katsumi Campaign 14-Jan-2011
Against
Radiation
Exposure
N-08 Hays Ti National Trust 14-Jan-2011
for Historic
Preservation
N-09 Hughes Ken Sierra Club, Rio | 14-Jan-2011

Grande Chapter

64




N-10

Head-Dylla

Candace

Bluewater
Valley
Downstream
Alliance

19-Jan-2011

N-11

Jantz

Eric

New Mexico
Environmental
Law Center

21-Dec-2010

N-12

Lininger

Jay

Center for
Biological
Diversity

14-Jan-2011

N-13

Jantz

Eric

New Mexico
Environmental
Law Center

14-Jan-2011

Federal (F),

State (S), Local (L),

or Tribe (T)

S-01

Wunder

Matthew

State of New
Mexico
Department of
Fish & Game

10-Dec-2010

T-01

J. Cooeyate

Norman

Pueblo of Zuni

13-Dec-2010

T-02

Kuwanwisiwma

Leigh

The Hopi Tribe

13-Dec-2010

S-02

Owen

Les

New Mexico
Department of
Agriculture

14-Dec-2010

L-01

Decker

Douglas W.

County of
McKinley

5-Jan-2011

T-03

Luarkie

Richard

Pueblo of
Laguna

12-Jan-2011

T-04

Vicente

Randall

Pueblo of
Acoma

14-Jan-2011

Note: The total number of commenters was 25; the total number of items (each with a separate
row) received from those 25 commenters was 27, because two commenters each submitted two

items.
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Appendix I:

Consultation Requests
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