
RESOLUTION 
OF THE RESOURCES COMMITTEE 
OF THE NAVAJO NATION COUNCIL 

21St NAVAJO NATION COUNCIL - Third Year, 2009 

AN ACTION 

RELATING TO RESOURCES; APPROVING THE WITHDRAWAL OF 4.0 ACRES, 
MORE OR LESS, OF NAVAJO NATION TRUST LAND FOR THE ECHO CLIFF 
VETERANS ORGANIZATION TO CONSTRUCT, OPERATE AND MAINTAIN THE 

BODAWAY/GAP VETERANS PARK AT CEDAR RIDGE 

BE IT ENACTED: 

1. The Navajo Nation hereby finds the following with 
respect to this resolution: 

a) The Bodaway/Gap Chapter by Chapter Resolution 
No. BA-09-104-05, as found within Exhibit "No. 1" at 
Tab "A", has approved four (4) acres, more or less, 
of land at Cedar Ridge for the Bodaway/Gap Veterans 
Organization; and 

b) The proposed land withdrawal consists of 4.0 
acres, more or less, of Navajo Nation Trust lands 
located in unplatted portion of Land Management 
District No. 3, Navajo County, Arizona as described 
within Exhibit "No. 1" at Tab "B"; and 

c) The Project Review Section within the Navajo 
Land Department has obtained the consents of the 
affected land users, grazing permittees, as found 
within Exhibit "No. 1" at Tab "C"; and 

d) All environmental and archaeological surveys 
and studies have been previously completed and 
received appropriate clearances as found within 
Exhibit "No. 1". 

2. The Navajo Nation hereby approves of the land 
withdrawal of 4.0 acres, more or less, of Navajo Nation Trust 
land for the Bodaway/Gap Chapter Echo Cliffs Veterans Tract at 
Cedar Ridge, Coconino County, Arizona, as described within 
Exhibit "No. 1". 



3 .  The Navajo Nation hereby authorizes the President of 
the Navajo Nation to execute any and all documents necessary 
t o  effectuate the intent and purpose of this resolution. 

CERTIFICATION 

I hereby c e r t i f y  that the foregoing resolution was duly 
considered by the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation 
Council at a duly called meeting at Window Rock, Navajo Nation 
(Arizona), at which a quorum was present and that same was 
passed by a vote of - 6 i n  f a v o r  and - 0 opposed, this 31St day of 
August, 2009. 

Resources C 

Motion: Harry Williams, S r .  
Second: Harry H .  Clark 
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THE NAVAJO NATION 
RESOLUTION OF THE BODAWAYtGAP CHAPTER 

Naaltsoos Bee Adah Nrhodiit'aabii 
RESOLUTION NO. J')q - J o* 6 

SUPPORTING AND APPROVING THE LAND WITHDRAWAL OF FOUR (4) 
ACRES. AT CEDAR RIDGE. ARIZONA FOR TME BODAWAY/GAP 
w T E W S  OR~ANIZATION. 

WHEREAS: .. 
\ 

1. The BodawayIGap Veterans Organbation is r e c o w d  as a h a 1  
governmental entity of the Navajo Nati ed with certain authorities 
and reqomibilities to act on be ktdt'-r of e Navajo veterans in the 
community; and 

2. The Bodaway/Gap Chapter Resolution number BA-02-04341. recognized 
and supports the establishment of the BodamyiCiap Veterans aganization; 
and , . 

, j .  

3. The Bodaway/Gap Chapter supports and approves the land withdrawal of 
four (4) acres at Cedar Ridge, Arizona, along U.S. Highway 89 - North, 
west of Milepost 505.1. The land withdrawal is for the Bodaway/Gap 
Veterans Organization. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

I .  The BodawaylGap Chapter hereby recognized and supports the 
establishment of the BodawaylGap Veterans Organization; and 

2. The Bodaway/Gap Veterans Organization hereby supports and approves the 
-- land withdrawal of four (4) acres at Cedar Ridge, Arizona, for the 

Bodaway/Gap Veterans Organization. The 4-acre land withdrawal is locat& 
long U.S. Highway 89-North, west of Milepost 505.1. 

Post ollfcc Box 1546 . The Gap, ,.4&ona 66020 



WE HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION WAS DULY 
CONSIDERED BY THE BODAWAY/GAP CHAPTER, AT A DULY CALLED 

MEETING AT THE GAP, (NAVAJO NATION), ARIZONA; AT WHICH A 
QUORUM, WAS PRESENT AND THAT SAME WAS PASSED BY A VOTE OF 

&I IN FAVOR, 00 OPPOSED; AND 00 ABSTAINED, ON THIS 
DAYOF ~ d m b e r  ,2005. 

-. 
BILLYAI@ZONA@ 
President 

*h@& 
MARIELANE WILLIAMS - 

Vice-president Council Ddegate 
h 

DUANE S. TSINIGINE 
Secretary/Treasurer Council l)elega tc 
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NAME: ECHO CLIFF VETERANS MEMORIAL PARK 

NORTHERN ARIZONA, COCONlNO COUNTY 

LOCATION: In the Vicinity and community of Cedar Ridge, Arizona. West of U.S. Highway 89, 

mile post 505. Within the Boundary o f  the BodawayIGap Chapter, Western Navajo 

Agency, Navajo Nation. 

SIZE: 4 acres 

N68'27'42" E 279.55' (North side) 

521'32'18" E 623.28' (East side) 

568'27'42" W 277.55' (Southside) 

NS21*32'18" W 623.28' (West side) 

DESCRIPTION: The outside perimeter will be fenced in with chain link fence at 4' in height. For 

entrances and exits, there will be 2 locations will cattle guards. 

There will be a building for Veterans meetings and conferences within the sight. It 

(building) will have a conference room, office, male 6 female restrooms, kitchen, and 

storage rooms. 

Outside the building will be a covered patio, open courtyard, with 3 flag poles, and a 

memorial wall for our deceased Veterans. 

A side walk, and a parking lot will be made to the south of the court yard. Trees will be 

planted, charcoal booths and pink tables will be made. 

UTILIZATION - when completed, this park will be open t o  the public outside the building. 

Within the building, it will be used only for Veterans events. As the community knows, 

we don't have any place within our Chapter boundary where people go for picnics, 

birthday parties, family gatherings, special community events, etc. This would be the 

ideal place. Even tourist can stop by, have lunch, enjoy the view, o r  even spend the 

night. Families will provide their own trash containers. No weapons, drugs, or alcohol 

will be allowed on the premises. 

MAINTENANCE - The Echo Cliff Veterans Organization will have complete control over the park. 

Families or organizations that want t o  utilize the park will notify the Veterans 

Organization in advance and be approved or denied for usage in one of their meetings. 

Whoever uses the park will clean up after themselves before the day ends. The Echo 

Cliff Veterans Organization will make sure that the park will be kept nice and clean. 



NAME: Cedar Ridge Veterans Park 

LOCATION: Cedar Ridge. Arizona 
West of Mile~ost 505.1. along U.S. Highwav 89-North 
20 ft. south of B.I.A. Route 6110 turn. 

SIZE: Four (4) acres (417.5 + 417.5 + 417.5 + 417.5 = 1,670') 
On exterior fence 

DESCRIPTION: The outside perimeter will be fenced in with chain link fences. It will 
be 4 ft. high by 350 ft. from corner (from the east) there will be a gate, or cattle guard for 
entrance/exit. A plaque with information about the surrounding area and about our local 
veterans and our community. Trees will be planted at difference locations inside, there will 
be flag poles erected (how many is in discussion), two outhouses, and also a memorial 
monument for decreased veterans. Towards the back, which is the west end, will be used 
for a parking lot. Just open ground. Pinic tables, and stone-structured charcoal booths will 
be made. 

UTILIZATION: Upon completion, the park will be open to the public. As the 
community knows, we don't have any place within our chapter boundaries, where people 
go for pinics, family gatherings, special community events, etc. This would be the ideal 
place. Even tourists can stop by to have lunch, enjoy the view, or even spend the night. 
Families will provide their own trash containers. There will be no weapons, drugs and/or 
alcoholic beverages allowed on the premises. 

MAINTENANCE: The community veterans organization will have complete control over 
the park. Families or organizations that want to utilize the park will notify the veterans 
organization. Whoever uses this facility will clean up after them selves at days end. The 
veterans organization will make sure that the park will be kept nice and clean. 

  do nard Sloan, Secretaryflreasurer 
Bodaway/Gap Veterans Organization 



NAME: ECHO CLIFF VnERANS MEMORIAL PARK 
NORTHERN ARIZONA, COCONINO COUNTY 

LOCATION: In the Vicinity and community of Cedar Ridge, Arizona. West of U.S. Highway 89, 

mile post 505. Within the Boundary of the Bodaway/Gap Chapter, Western Navajo 

Agency, Navajo Nation. 

SIZE: 4 acres 

N6827'42" E 279.55' (North side) 

S21*32'18" E 623.28' (East side) 

S6827'42" W 277.55' (Sout hside) 

NS21'32'18" W 623.28' (West side) 

DESCRIPTION: The outside perimeter will be fenced in with chain link fence at 4' in height. For 

entrances and exits, there will be 2 locations will cattle guards. 

There will be a building for Veterans meetings and conferences within the sight. It 

(building) will have a conference room, office, male 6 female restrooms, kitchen, and 

storage rooms. 

Outside the building will be a covered patio, open courtyard, with 3 flag poles, and a 

memorial wall for our deceased Veterans. 

A side walk, and a parking lot will be made to the south of the court yard. Trees will be 

planted, charcoal booths and pink tables will be made. 

UTILIZATION -when completed, this park will be open to the public outside the building. 

Within the building, it will be used only for Veterans events. As the community knows, 

we don't have any place within our Chapter boundary where people go for picnics, 

birthday parties, family gatherings, special community events, etc. This would be the 

ideal place. Even tourist can stop by, have lunch, enjoy the view, or even spend the 

night. Families will provide their own trash containers. No weapons, drugs, or alcohol 

will be allowed on the premises. 

MAINTENANCE - The Echo Cliff Veterans Organization will have complete control over the park. 

Families or organizations that want to utilize the park will notify the Veterans 

Organization in advance and be approved or denied for usage in one of their meetings. 

Whoever uses the park wiH clean up after themselves before the day ends. The Echo 

Cliff Veterans Organization will make sure that the park will be kept nice and clean. 



G *!it 
NNDFBWL Review No. ETDO81507 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES COMPLIANCE FORM 
NAVMO NATION DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 

P.O. BOX 1480, WINDOW ROCK, ARIZONA 865 15-1480 

COMPLIANCE 

It is the Department's opinion the project described below, with applicable conditions, is in compliance with Tribal 
and Federal laws, pmtecting biological resour,ces including the Navajo Endangered Species iuld Environmental Policy 
Codes, U.S. Endangered Species, Migratory Bird Treaty, Eagle Protection and National Environmental Policy Acts. 
This form does not preclude or replace consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service if a Federally-listed 
species is affected. 

PROJECT NAME & NO.: Biological Reconnaissance: Veteran's Memorial Park Project (4.0 a m )  Cedar Ridge, AZ 

DESCRIPTION: Construction of. Park, Pavilion, Memorial feature, Picnic area, Parking lot 

JBCATION: Cedar Ridge T35N RO8 NAD27 UTM 4027290N 04529 1 5E 

RE:PRESENTATIVE: ETD Inc. - Erwin Tso 

ACTlON AGENCY: Echo Cliffs Vetem's Organization 

B.R. REPORT m L E  / DATE / PREPARER: Biological Reconnaissance: Veteran's Memorial Park Project (4.0 

acres) Cedar Ridge, AZ / 15 August 2007 / Erwin Tso - survey conducted 2 August 2007 - outside Beath Milk-vetch 

survey period (March - mid June) but due to site disturbance precluded. 

SIGNIFICANT BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES FOUND: NA 

F'OTENTIAL IMPACTS 

TRIBAL ENDANGERED SPECIES (G2 & G3) TAKEN: NA 

FEDERALLY-LISTED SPECIES AFFEClTD: NA 

OTHER SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS TO BlOLOGlCAL RESOURCES: Wupatki Pocket Mouse, Beath Milk- 

vetch 

AVOIDANCE / MITIGATION MEASURES: All project equiptment and personel shall remain in project area - the 

use of best available consbuction practices is requited to limit impacts to land, water (surface and ground), and 

biological resources - avoid rodent burrows during construction when possible. 

CONDITIONS OF COMPLIANCE*: 

FORM PREPARED BY / DATE: Ron W. Malecki / 22 August 2007 

COPES TO: (add categories as necessary) 

0 Navajo Environmental Protection Agency BL4 Navajo Region, Environmental Services 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, NM Field Office U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, UT Field 06ce 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, AZ Field Office (Other) 

c:\~ocmmnts s-wta WhiEthorse-Lars-BAS DocsX3ornplimce Forms\Compliance Forms August 2007icomplianceceETW81507.doc 

FORM REVlSED 17 OCT 2002 Page 1 of 2 



*I understand and accept the conditions of compliance, and acknowledge that k c k  of signature may be groundr for 
the D e m e n t  not recommending the above described project for approval to the Tribal Decision-maker. 

Represqtative's signature Date 



CULTURAL RESOURCES COMPLIANCE FORM 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION DEPARTMENT 

PO BOX 4950 
WINMlW ROCK, ARlZONA 865 15 

ROUTING: COPIES TO 
SWPO 
REAL PROPERTY MGT/3 3 0 

NNHPD NO. EPD-07-824 
OTHER PROJECT NO. 

PROJECT TITLE: ETD47-034: A Cultural Besonrccs Inventory of a Proposed Veteran's Mtmoorhl Park In Bodrrway/Gap 
Chapter, Coronino County, Arizona 

LEAD AGENCY; B m  

SPONSOR: lteonerd Slo~n, Echo Cliffs Vtterra's o r g o a t i o n  P.O. Box 1435 Gap, Ariziona 86020 

PROSECT DESCRIPTION: The propascd und- will involve the construction of a memorial perk and asadatad ~ i l i t i c s  w i h  
the 4.0 acrt lease area. Ground disturbance will be extensive and intensive. 

LAND STATUS: Navajo Tri'bal TNst 
CHAPTER: Bodway/ 4 LOCATION: T.35N,, R E.; Unphttmk Cedar Ridge Quadmqle., Coconino County, Arizona; G&ST(PMm 

PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST: MathUda ~ n r h  
NAVAJO ANTIQUlTIES PERMIT NO.: B0745 1 

DATE INSPECTED: 8/14/07 
DATE OF WORT: 8/24/07 
TOTAL ACREAGIE INSPECTED: 6.4 

m 0 . D  OF INVESTIGATION: Class III pedestrian inventory with transects spaced 7.5 m apart. 

LIST OF CULTURAL RESOURCES FOUND: (1) Sib AZ-K-36-49 
LIST OF ELIGIBLE PROPERTES: None 
LIST OF NON-ELIGIBLE PROPWTIBS: . (1) Site AZ-K-3649 
LIST OF A R ~ U X i I C A L  RESOURCES: None 

EFFECT/CONDITIONS OF COMPLIANCE No lristoric properties affected. 

In the event of a discovery ['discovery" mssns my previously unidentified ar i n m y  ickdfied cultural lwwurces inclumng bur 
not limited to archaeological deposits, h m  ranains, or locations reportedly associated with Native American religidttadihonal 
beliefs or ptacticesJ, all aations in the immediate vicinity of h e  discovery must cease, and the Navajo Nation Nistoric Preservatim 
o c p m  must be na?ed at (928) 871-7148. 

FORM PREPARED BY; L t t i e  Andareon 
FINALIZBD: September 13,2007 

Notification to 
P r d  Recsmmcnded: Y t s Z  No- 
Conditions: - No 

Navajo Nation Historic Fmervation Officer 

i Navajo Region Approval: 
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The Echo Cliffs VeteransJ Organization proposes to construct a veteran's memorial park on 
a 4.0-acre site in Cedar Ridge, Arizona, part of the Bodaway-Gap Chapter of the Navajo 
Nation. The Park is envisioned to serve as a gathering place for local veterans and their 
families in a commemorative setting. The Park is also intended to provide a rest stop for 
travelers along US Highway 89. 

The purpose and need for the proposed action is to honor area veterans with the 
development of a public park for the local community. 

The proposed project site is located in the Bodaway-Gap Chapter of the Navajo Nation, 
within Land Management District No. 3. The project site also lies in T 35 N, R 8 E 
(projected) of the Gila and Salt River Meridian, in Coconino County, Arizona, and can be 
located on the Cedar Ridge, Arizona, 7.5minute U.S. G.S. Quadrangle. It can be accessed 
by traveling north of Flagstaff, Arizona on U.S. Highway 89 for approximately 90 miles to 
Cedar Ridge, Arizona. The site is located on the west side of the highway just past mile 
post 505. 

This environmental assessment (EA) has been prepared to meet the environmental review 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), which incorporates other 
environmental review requirements under the Navajo Cultural Resource Protection Act 
(NCRPA), the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the Navajo Endangered Species 
List (NESL), the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), the Resource Consewation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) and the Clean Water Act (CWA). Since this project is subject to the 
approval by the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), it follows BIA's internal guidelines set forth 
under IAM Part 59, Chapter 3. 





The NEPA requires that a "no action" alternative be considered as part of this environmental 
analysis. Under the no action alternative, the proposed Veteran's Center would not be 
constructed and no impacts to the surrounding natural and human environment would 
occur. However, the Echo Cliffs Veterans' Organization would not honor area veterans with 
the development of a commemorative public park. 

The Echo Cliffs Veteran's Organization proposes to construct a veteran's memorial park on 
a four-acre site in Cedar Ridge, Arizona. The construction activities will entail constructing a 
small building with a memorial feature and flag pole, a picnic area, and a gravel parking lot. 
Electrical and water utilities will be extended to the project site to serve the small building. 
However, separate EAs will be conducted for these activities. 

No alternative site locations or actions have been proposed by the Echo Cliffs Veterans' 
organization that would provide a memorial park to honor local veterans. Therefore, no 
alternative actions are considered in this environmental assessment. 



The topography of the proposed projed site is Rat with a very gentle slope down to the east 
towards U.S. Highway 89. The site is situated at approximately 5,960 feet elevation. No 
rock outcrops occur on the proJect site (Figures 2,3 & 4). 

Figure 2 Site Topagraphy Map. Veteran's Memorial Park Site (Cedar Ridge, Arizona 7.5' lBGS Quadrangle). 
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Figurn 3. VCW hking norlh eml across the prq/eet sk from the mmas of h e  rite. 

Figure 4. Vkw loddng touth and across the project rite from the northeast corner d the rite. 

Soils on the project site are classified as the Winona-Boysag-Rock Outcrop Association 
(Hendridcs 198). This association consists of shallow, well-drained soils and rock outcrop 



on broad limestone and sandstone plateaus and plains. The soils formed in residuum on 
limestone and calcareous sandstone (Hendricks 1986). 

W~nona soils make up about 60 percent of the association, Boysag soils 15 percent, 
limestone and sandstone rock outcrop 15 percent and included associated soils 10 percent. 
These included soils consist mostly of small areas of Tortugas, Welring, Moenkopie, Poley 
and Tusayan on uplands, and Tours and Lynx along drainageways (Hendricks 1986). 

This association has good potential to produce livestock forage but many areas have 
reduced gross yields due to juniper and pinyon encroachment. The potential use for 
rangeland wildlife habitat is fair. The best habitat is in the higher wooded areas (Hendricks 
1 986). 

Factors limiting the potential of these areas for building sites, sanitary facilities and 
recreational areas are shallow depth to bedrock, rock fragments on the surface and 
excessive slope on the steeper areas (Hendricks 1986). 

3.1.3 Gedogic Setting and Mineral Resources 

The proposed project site is located within the west-central region of the great Colorado 
Plateau in the Painted Desert region. The Colorado Plateau is a great block of the earth's 
crust that has remained coherent and recognizable through 600 million years and more, 
while blocks around it have tilted and squeezed and broken (Chronic 1983). The project site 
lies in the south-central region of the Plateau between the Kaibab Plateau and the Painted 
Desert. The proposed site lies along Echo C S i  monodine that borders these regions. It 
extends north-to-south about one mile east of the project site. Geologic rock units exposed 
in the project area are of Triassic and Permian age. The Echo Cliffs are comprised of 
exposed Triassic age Glen Canyon Group (includes Navajo Sandstone, Kayenta Formation, 
Moenave Formation and Wingate Sandstone). Cedar Ridge is comprised of Permian aged 
Kaibab Limestone. On the project site, the dark-red Moenkopi Formation is exposed as 
small rock fragments on the surface. 

No mineral resources are identified by the Bodaway-Gap Chapter as occurring on Chapter 
lands (Rogers 2004). 

32 Water- 

The nearest perennial surface water is the Colorado River which extends approximately 18 
miles west of the site. The project area is drained by the Hamblin Wash which originates 
approximately 2,000 feet southeast of the project site and extends southerly along U.S. 
Highway 89 for approximately 28 miles before merging with the Moenkopi Wash near the 
U.S. Highway 89/U.S. Interstate 160 intersection. The Tanner Wash originates 
approximately 3,000 feet north of the project site and extends north along U.S. Highway 89 
for approximately 24 miles before flowing into the Colorado River near B ie r  Springs, 
Arizona. These washes are ephemeral streams that only after sufficient precipitation. A 
small unnamed drainage extends west-toeast approximately 700 feet south of the project 
site boundary before crossing U.S. Highway 89 via culvert and flowing into the Hamblin 
Wash. On the project site, a few small drainage channels extend west-to-east across the site 
towards U.S. Highway 89 before crossing the highway via a culvert and flowing toward the 
Harnblin Wash. A few man-made water impoundment ponds constructed using sand berms 
occur in the project area used for livestock watering purposes. One such pond is located 
near the southwestern comer of the site. No wetland areas occur on or near the project site 
boundaries. 



3.2.2 Ground water 

According to the well database at the Navajo Nation Department of Water Resources, 
Water Management Branch, there are no wells found within two miles of the proposed 
project site. 

3.23 Floodplains 

in the project area, several dry washes flow down from Cedar Ridge, past the project site 
and to the Hamblin Wash and Tanner Wash. The project site is likely not located in a 100- 
year floodplain since these dry washes lack the watershed size necessary to flood the 
project site. In addition, the project site and surrounding area is flat, lacking a containment 
area through which a floodplain would flow. 

3.3 Air Resames 

The proposed undertaking is located within the jurisdiction of the Navajo Nation in Arizona. 
According to the Navajo Air Quality Program, this area is designated as a Class II area, 
which is "unclassified" for the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), but is 
assumed to be in attainment for the NAAQS. The proposed project activities will not 
adversely impact the existing air quality. 

Visibility is generally good to excellent for areas within the Navajo Nation. Non-point 
sources of pollution in this region stem from automobile and wood, coal burning household 
stoves and wind generated dust. Point source pollutants in this region include coal burning 
generating stations that surround the Navajo Nation. The nearest coal burning power plant 
is the Navajo Generating Station located approximately 40 miles north of the site. The 
project activities are not subject to any air quality regulations. 

The project site is situated at nearly 5,960 feet elevation and experiences cold winters and 
low precipitation scattered more or less throughout the year. High temperatures are 
common throughout the summer months. The average annual precipitation in the region 
ranges between 5 to 10 inches. About 60 to 65 percent of the annual precipitation occurs in 
the winter. The mean January air temperature is 30 to 35 degrees Fahrenheit. The mean 
July air temperature is 75 to 80 degrees Fahrenheit (Hendricks 1985). 

3.4.1 Description of Biological Communities 

The site lies entirely within the Plains and Great Basin Grasslands biotic community, a 
subsection of Biotic Communities of the Southwest. These two continental fasciations of the 
North American prairie both reach their southern terminus in the American Southwest. 
There grasslands are now much altered but were formerly open, grass dominated 
landscapes in which the grasses formed a continuous or nearly uninterrupted cover (Brown 
I 986). 

Grasslands exhibiting characteristics of a Great Basin (intermountain grassland) reach this 
area from the northwest and intergrade with plains grassland over a large transition area 
which includes southern Utah, northern Ariiona, southwestern and south-central Colorado, 
and northwestern and north-central New Mexico (Brown 1986). 
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Compliance Form for the proposed project with no conditions of compliance. See Appendix 
A for Biological Resources Compliance Form. 

3.45 Agriculture 

Approximately 28 small family farms and no communitylcooperative farming activities occur 
in the Bodaway-Gap Chapter (Rodgers 2004). No farms are found on or near the project 
site. The area is occasionally grazed by livestock, mainly horses, cattle, and sheep; none of 
which was observed on the project site. No prime or unique farmlands are found on or near 
the project site. 

A cultural resources inventory of the project site was conducted by Mathilda Burke, Project 
Archaeologist of ETD, Inc. The inventory consisted of a records search at the Navajo 
Historic Preservation Department (NHPD) and a field survey. The records search revealed 
that four projects have previously been conducted within a 500 foot radius of the project site, 
with one site being recorded (AZ-K-36-36). The site consisted of an Anasazi artifact scatter. 
The field survey was conducted using concentric pedestrian transects spaced 
approximately 7.5 meters apart. 

3.5.1 Tradiional Cultural Properties (TCP), Historic, and Religious Pmptwtks 

An ethnographic interview was conducted by Mathilda Burke with Mr. Leonard Sloan 
concerning burials, sacred places, and plantlherb gathering areas to determine if there were 
any potential traditional cultural properties (TCP) in or near the proposed project area. Mr. 
Sloan stated that no TCPs occurred in the project area. 

No isolated occurrences (IOs), In-Use-Areas (IUAs) or Traditional Cultural Properties 
(TCPs) were encountered during the cultural resources survey. However, one historical site 
(AZ-K-36-49) was encountered which consists of an earth dam constructed with large 
sandstone rocks slabs and wood. Site AZ-K-3649 may meet the 50-year guideline for 
inclusion into the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) but does not meet criteria for 
protection under the Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA), American Indian 
Religious Freedom Act (AIRFA), or Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act 
(NAGPRA). A determination of "no historic properties affected was recommended for the 
proposed undertaking. The Navajo Historic Preservation Department (NHPD) subsequently 
issued a cultural resources compliance form with no conditions of compliance for the 
proposed project. 

3.6 Socioeconomic codtiom 

3.6.1 Employment and Income 

In general, unemployment rates on the Navajo reservation are quite high. According to the 
U.S. Census 2000, the median household income in the Bodaway-Gap Chapter was 
$19,063 and the per capita income was $6,740. The Chapter residents were mainly 
employed in the educational, health, and social services; construction; manufacturing; and 
retail trade industries. 

3.6.2 Demographic and Trends 

According to the U.S. Census 2000, the total population of the Bodaway-Gap Chapter was 
1,837 persons. Of the total population, 1,912 persons were American Indian. The median 
age of the Chapter residents was 23.2 years old. There were 467 households in the 



Chapter with an average household size of 3.93 persons. 43.7 percent of the population 
was 18 years old or younger. 

3.6.3 Mestyies, Cultural Values, Attitudes, Expecbtions 

Generally speaking, the communities of the Navajo Nation comprise a variety of people and 
lifestyles. Some residents work in Gap, Arizona, for area schools or Navajo Nation 
programs. There are many residents who raise cattle and sheep and practice the traditional 
Navajo lifestyle. Some families live a combination of these lifestyles. By and large, their 
individual lifestyles reflect their attitudes, values and expectations. 

3.6.4 Community Imhstmchre 

Roads and Accessibilitv. The Cedar Ridge community is served by U.S. Highway 89 which 
extends north from Flagstaff, Arizona, through Cedar Ridge, and on to Page, Arizona, 
before entering the State of Utah. Many dirt roads extending off this highway provide 
access to most areas of the community. The proposed site is accessed along U.S. Highway 
89 which provides good site accessibility. 

Power. Electrical utilities in the region are owned and operated by the Navajo Tribal Utility 
Authority (NTUA). A power utility line currently extends along the western boundary of the 
site. This line will likely be used to provide electrical power utilities to the site. A separate 
EA will be prepared to extend electric power utilities to the project site from nearby NTUA 
infrastructure. 

Water. NTUA maintains and operates the current water delivery system in the region. 
NTUA water utility infrastructure does not currently extend to the project site. However, 
water utility lines do exist in the project area which provides water utilities to surrounding 
homesites in the area. A separate EA will be prepared to extend water utilities to the project 
site from nearby NTUA infrastructure. 

Wastewater. NTUA maintains and operates the current wastewater system in the region. 
NTUA wastewater utility infrastructure does not extend to the project site area. A septic tank 
system will likely be utilized by the project sponsor to provide wastewater utilities to the 
project site. 

Solid Waste. Solid waste is handled through a transfer station system established through 
a coordinated effort among the Navajo Nation government, Indian Health Service and 
Coconino County Government. The project sponsor will haul solid waste generated at the 
proposed veteran's park to the local transfer station at Gap, Arizona, located about six miles 
south of the project site along U.S. Highway 89. 

3.65 Environmental Justice 

Environmental justice has been defined as the pursuit of equal justice and equal protection 
under the law for all environmental statutes and regulations without discrimination based on 
race, ethnicity, and/or socioeconomic status. To the greatest extent practicable and 
permitted by law Federal agencies are required to make environmental justice part of its 
mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse 
human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority 
populations and low-income populations in the United States. Environmental Justice is 
generally not an issue for veteran's memorial park projects. 



3.7 Indian Trust Reswrces 

The Bodaway-Gap Chapter considers the groundwater a local natural resource since there 
are several springs with established wells and tanks located within the Chapter (Rodgers 
2004). This trust resource is used by local people for livestock watering. 

3.8 Environmental Module 

3.8.1 RCRA Subtitle C S b  

No hazardous waste sites occur on or near the project site. No hazardous waste is 
expected to be used, generated, handled, or stored on or near the proposed project site as 
part of the operational activities of the proposed project. 

3.8.2 RCRA Subtitle D S i  

No solid waste sites occur on or near the project site. The project sponsor will provide 
portable trash containers on the project site and empty them into the local solid waste 
transfer station at Gap, Arizona. Construction waste generated by the project activities will 
be hauled to the regional landfill in Flagstaff, Arizona, by the general contractor. 

3.8.3 RCRA Subtitle I S i  

No underground storage tanks occur on or near the proposed project site. There are no 
plans to install underground tanks as part of the proposed project. 

3.8.4 CERCLA Sites 

According to the US. Environmental Protection Agency website (www.e~a.nov/superfund), 
CERCLA National Priority List (NPL) sites are not found on or near the proposed project 
site. 

3.8.5 TOXIC Substances Contd Act S i  

Toxic substances, as defined under the Toxic Substances Control Act, do not occur on the 
project site and none will be used generated, handled, or stored on or near the proposed 
project site as part of the proposed project. 

The following resources or land uses are not found in the study region: hunting, fishing and 
gathering, timber harvesting, mining, outdoor recreation and solid or hazardous waste 
dumpsites. However, the following land uses or practices occur in this region: transportation 
use network, agriculture and land use plans. 

3.9.1 Transportation Use NetworR 

The Cedar Ridge community is served by U.S. Highway 89 which extends north from 
Flagstaff through Cedar Ridge and northward to Page, Arizona. The remaining 
transportation network system consists of dirt roads that extend off the highway. 

3.9.2 Land Use P l m  

The Bodaway-Gap Chapter passed a Chapter Resolution in support of the proposed 
project. Therefore is not in conflict with the Chapter's land use plan. 



3.10 Other Values 

No areas have been designated as wilderness areas by the Navajo Nation, federal or state 
governments on or near the proposed project site. The nearest designated wilderness area 
is the Saddle Mountain Wilderness managed by the U.S. Forest Service located 
approximately 18 miles west of the site. 

3.10.2 Sound and Nolse 

Natural sound and noise in the project area primarily consists of noise made from 
atmospheric phenomena such as wind, thunder or cries made by various animals. Man- 
made sound and noises is comprised of traffic along U.S. Highway 89, nearby 
neighborhood activity, and occasional aircraft flyovers. 

3.10.3 Public HeaIth and Safety 

The proposed project area is served by the Navajo Nation Police, Tuba City District. The 
community public health and safety facilities in the Chapter include a Community Health 
Representative, Navajo Division of Social Services, Senior Citizens Center, Navajo Area 
Agency on Aging, and food distribution services. The Tuba City Regional Health Center, 
Page Medical Center, and the Flagstaff Medical Center provide medical care services to the 
Chapter community. 

3.10.4 Visual S a n g  

The project area is rich in natural beauty. The proposed project is located in an area 
previously disturbed by existing developments. 



This chapter describes the impacts of the proposed project on the surrounding environment 
and resources. Mitigation measures that reduce or eliminate impacts are also discussed 
where appropriate. 

A1 Land R- Impacts and Migation 

I I Topography 

The proposed project activities will involve minimal earth moving activities associated with 
the small building development. However, since the project site is flat, very little site 
modification will be necessary. Therefore, minor impact the site topography is anticipated 
as a result of the proposed project. 

4.19 Soils 

On the project site, soil disturbance will occur from the installation of the building foundations 
and underground utilities. Initially, the soil will be somewhat unstable and susceptible to soil 
erosion and stream sedimentation. Controlling storm runoff and pollution is the purpose of 
Section 402 of the CWA. This part of the federal law prohibits storm water discharges from 
certain construction activities to waters of the U.S. unless that discharge is covered under a 
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit. Where one or 
more acres are disturbed, operators of construction sites must submit a Notice of Intent 
(NOI) to obtain coverage under a NPDES general permit and prepare and implement a 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

Mifigafion Measure: Obtain a NPDES general permit. Obtaining a NPDES permit involves: 
(1) submittal of a NOI, (2) development of a SWPPP, and (3) submission of Notice of 
Termination (NOT). The SWPPP must include a site description and sources of pollution, 
description of controls that will be used on-site for erosion and sediment control, description 
of maintenance and inspection procedures, and pollution prevention measures for any non- 
storm water discharges present. For more information, go to 
www.epa.govlnpdeslstormwaterlcqe or telephone the Storm Water Notice Processing 
Center at (866) 352-7755. 

With adherence to the above mitigation measure, the impact to the soil is anticipated to be 
minor and short-term. 

4.1.3 Geologic Setting and Mined Resources 

No mineral resources occur on or near the project site. No impact to the geologic setting or 
mineral resources will occur as a result of the proposed project. 

42 Water Resources Impacts and M i i o n  

4.21 Surface Water 

During construction, disturbed areas will experience increased run-off rates, localized soil 
erosion, and the potential for non-point source pollution of surface water. These impacts will 
be minimized through the implementation of an effective SWPPP, which is part of the 
NPDES permit coverage, discussed in Section 4.1.2. 

With adherence to the above mitigation measure, minimal impact to area surface water 
resources is anticipated as a result of the proposed project. 



4.2.2 Ground Water 

No impact to ground water is anticipated as a result of the proposed project. 

The site is not likely in a 100-year floodplain and therefore, there will be no impact to, or 
from, any floodplains as a result of the proposed project. 

4.3 Air Resourr=es Impacts and Migation 

No impact to the air quality and visibility is anticipated as a result of the proposed project 

43.2 ClimatEdMetewology 

The area climate/meteorology will not be impacted by the proposed project. 

44 Biotic Resources Impacts aml Mitigation 

A4.q Biological Community 

No impact to the Great Basin Grasslands biotic community will occur as a result of the 
proposed project. 

44.2 Wildlife 

The project site has been previously disturbed by the existing developments on and near 
the praject site. Therefore, little, if any, wildlife occurs on the project site. No impact to 
wildlife resources including riparianJaquatic wildlife species is anticipated as a result of the 
proposed project. 

Very little vegetation occurs on the project site. It will be cleared before construction 
activities begin. 

Mitigation Measure: Reseed all areas not used on the site. The seed mixture and 
broadcasting methods must follow recommended re-vegetation techniques set forth by the 
Navajo Agriculture Department. 

With adherence to the above mitigation measure, no impact to area vegetation is anticipated 
as a result of the proposed project. 

Ad4 Threatened and Endangered Species 

The proposed project site is surrounded by U.S. Highway 89, neighborhood homes, and 
utility infrastructure, where no threatened and endangered species occur. Given the above 
information, ETD, Inc. requested and received biological clearance from the Navajo Fish 
and Wildlife Department for the proposed project. See Biological Resources Compliance 
Form in Appendix A. 

Four acres of grazing land will be lost as a result of the proposed project. No farming 
activities occur on the project site. Minor impact to area agricultural resources or practices is 
anticipated as a result of the proposed project. 



45.1 TradW& Cubral P m  (TCP), Religious and Historic Properties 

NO ~ ~ ~ d i t i o n a l  Cultural Properties, religious, or historic properties occur on the proposed 
project site. No impact to TCPs, religious, or historic properties is anticipated as a result of 
the projed activities. See Cultural Resources Compliance Form in Appendix 6. 

No archaeological resources that merit protection by law occur on the project site. No 
impact to archaeological resources is anticipated as a result of the proposed project. See 
Cultural Resources Compliance Form in Appendix 6. 

A6 SocioecomrmicCondrtrons . . 
i Impacts and Migatim 

4.6.1 Employment and Income 

No impact to the local employment and income characteristics is anticipated as a result of 
the proposed project. 

I 4.6.2 Demographics and Trends 

No impact to the local demographics and trends is anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project. 

46.3 Wedyles, Cultural Values, A t ' e s  and hpeddions 

No impact to the lifestyles, cultural values, attitudes and expectations of the local community 
is anticipated as a result of the proposed project. 

46.4 Community 1- 

The proposed project will require minimal electrical and water utilities during operation. No 
impact to the local community infrastructure is anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project. 

A&5 Environmental Justice 

The proposed project will result in positive impact to the community, which is comprised 
mainly of low income, minority citizens. 

Indian Trust Resources have not been identified on or near the project area; thus, no 
adverse impacts to Indian Trust Resources are expected as a result of the project activities. 

4.8 Emrimmental Module Impacts and N T I  

No adverse environmental impacts are anticipated with site condition(s) or project activities 
with respect to RCRA, CERCLA or TSCA sites. 

A9 Resource and Land U s e  Patterns 

49.1 TransportatSon Use Network 

No impact to the local transportation use network is anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project. 



A93 Land Use Plans 

The proposed project is in accordance with the land use plans since the Chapter passed a 
Resolution in support of the proposed project. No impact to the Chapter's land use plans is 
anticipated as a result of the proposed project. 

4.9.3 Agriculture 

No impact to the local agricultural resources is anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project. 

410 Other Values 

4.10.1 Sound and Noise 

No impact to the existing community sound and noise levels is anticipated as a result of the 
proposed project. 

410.2 Public Health and Safety 

No impact to the public health and safety of the local community is anticipated as a result of 
the proposed project. 

410.3 Visual Setting 

No impact to the visual setting of the local area is anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project. 

Cumulative impacts result from the incremental impact of the action when added to other 
past, present or reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless what agency or person 
undertakes. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor, but collectively 
significant actions taking place over a period of time. There will be minor, short-term 
impacts to the project site soils and vegetation; however, provided that the project sponsor 
adheres to the mitigation measures identified above, the proposed project will not result in 
any cumulative impacts. 



5.1 Personal Qualifications 

This document has been prepared by Mr. Erwin Tso. Mr. Tso has over 5 years experience 
in environmental regulatory compliance in lndian Country and is well versed in the 
environmental policies and regulations that affect development. He holds a B.S. Degree in 
Chemical Engineering for the University of New Mexico, in Albuquerque, New Mexico. He 
has completed numerous environmental documents and has successfully completed a 40- 
hour NEPA Training course provided by the Shipley Group. 

The information used in this analysis was obtained from reports, government databases, 
biological and archaeological field surveys, and direct communication either by phone or 
letters with the following agencies: Navajo Nation EPA, Navajo Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife, Navajo Historic Preservation Department, Navajo Tribal Utility Authority, 
Navajo Nation Branch of Water Management and Indian Health Service. 

L . - V  

Etwin J. Tso, B.S. Chemical Engineering Date 

Research Specialist, ETD, Inc. 
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Hendricks, D.M., 1985. Arizona Soils. College of Agriculture, University of Arizona. Tucson Arizona. 

Rodgers, L. 2004. Chapter Images, Prepared for the Navajo Nation Division of Community Development, Navajo Nation, 
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CULTURAL RESOURCES COMPLIANCE FORM 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION DEPARTMEbT 

PO BOX 4950 
WINDOW ROCK, ARlZONA 86515 

-"1 ROUTING: COPIES TO 
SWPO 
REAL PROPERTY MGT/330 
m 

NNHPD NO. EPD-07-824 
OTHER PROJECT NO. 

.I PROJECT TPTLE: ETD-M-034: A C~lhvn.1 Reamrces Inventory of a Proposed Veteran's Memorial Park in Bodaway/Gap 
Chapter, Coeonino Comty, Arizona 

] LEADAGPIrn B r n  

SPONSOR; Zsonard Slonn, Echo CUffs Vttertn's Orf@zatlon P.O. Box 1435 Gap, Arizona W 2 0  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The prop014 uodcftaking will involve the construction of a memorial park and associated facilitiw within 
the 4.0 acrc least ~IW- Ground disturbance will be m s i v e  and inteusive. 

LAM) STATUS: Navajo T n i  Trust 
CHAPTER; Bodaway/ 9 MCATION. T.35N., R E.; Unplatted; Cedar Ridge Quadrangle, Cocanino County, Arizcma, G B ~ S R P M ~  

PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST: Mothndn BW& 
NAVAJO ANTIQlJlTIES PERMIT NO. : B0745 1 

DATE INSPECTED: 8/14/07 
DATE OF REPORT: m107 
TOTAL ACREAeE INSPECTED: 6.4 

METHOD OF INVESTIGATION: Class III pedestrian inventory with transects spaced 7.5 m apart. 

LlST OF CULTURAL RESOURCES FOUND: (1) Site AZ-K-36-49 
LIST OF ELIGIBLE PROPERTIES: None 
LIST OF NON-ELIGIBLE PROPERTIES: (1) Site AZ-K-36-49 
LIST OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES: None 

EFFECT/CONDITIONS OF COMPLIANCE: No historic properties affected. 

In the went of a discovery ["dib~bverf mean8 my previously unidentified or incorrectly identified cultural resources includmg but 
not limited to archatological deposits, h u ~ m  remains, or locations reportedly associatad with Native American religioudtraditiona1 
beli& orpracticts], dl operations in the immediate vicinity of the discovery must cease, and tbe Navajo Nation Histuric Preservation 
Department must be notified at (928) 87 1-7148. 

FC. 'M PREPARED BY: l t t ie  Meteon 
F, LIZBD: September 13,2007 

Notification to 
Proceed Recomendcd: Y t s X  No- 
Conditions: - No 

Navajo Nation Historic Reservation Officer 



JO BJOLOG~CAL RES .*FCES COMPLIANCE FORM 
A k% Page 2 of 2 

$C 4 164 ~ecornmenddion: Signature Date 
a ~ p p r o v a l  22Acy. i-? 
UConditional Approval (with memo) 
IJDisapproval (with memo) Gloria M. Torn, Director, Navajo Nation J3prtment Fish Wildlife 
ONone (with memo) 

*I understand and accept the conditions of compliance, and acknowledge that lack of signature may be grounds for 
the Department not recommending the above described project for approval to the Tribal Decision-maker. 

Representative's signature Date 
4 



e 
NNDFgtWL Review No. ETD08 1507 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES COMPLIANCE FORM 
NAVAJO NATION DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 

P.O. BOX 1480, WINDOW ROCK, ARIZONA 865 15-1480 

COMPLIANCE 

It is the Department's opinion the project described below, with applicable conditions, is in compliance with Tribal 
and Federal laws protecting biological resources including the Navajo Endangered Species and Environmental Policy 
Codes, U.S. Endangered Species, Migratory Bird Trea,ty, Eagle Protection and National Environmental Policy Acts. 
This form does not preclude or replace consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service if a Federally-listed 
species is affected. 

PROJECT NAME & NO.: BioIogical Reconnaissance: Veteran's Memorial Park Project (4.0 acres) Cedar Ridge, AZ 

DESCRIPTION: Construction of Park, Pavilion, Memorial feature, Picnic area, Parking lot 

LOCATION: Cedar Ridge T35N R08 NAD27 U7U 4027290N 045291 5E 

REPRESENTATIVE: ETD Inc. - Erwin Tso 

ACTION AGENCY: Echo Cliffs Veteran's Organization 

B.R. REPORT TITLE I DATE / PREPARER: Biological Reconnaissance: Veteran's Memorial Park Project (4.0 

ares) Cedar Ridge, AZ / 15 August 2007 / Exwin Tso - survey conducted 2 August 2007 - outside Beath Milk-vetch 

survey period (March - mid June) but due to site disturbance precluded. 

SIGNIFICANT BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES FOUND: NA 

POTENTIAL IMPACTS 

TRIBAL ENDANGERED SPECES (G2 & G3) TAKEN: NA 

EDERALLY-LISTED SPECIES AFFECTED: NA 

OTHER SIGNIFICANT Xh4PACTS TO BIOLOGICAL, RESOURCES: Wupatki Pocket Mouse. B a t h  Milk- 

vetch 

AVOIDANCE 1 MITIGATION MEASURES: All project equiptment and personel shall remain in project area - the 

use of best available construction practices is required to limit impacts to land, water (surfhe and ground), and 

biological resources - avoid rodent burrows during construction when possible. 

CONDITIONS OF COMPLIANCE*: 

FORM PREPARED BY / DATE: Ron W. Malecki / 22 August 2007 

COPIES TO: (add categories as necessary) 

r] Navajo Environmental Protection Agency IX) BIA Navajo Region, Environmental Services 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, NM Field Omce a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, UT Field OfEce 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, AZ Field mce (Other) 

C:U)ocmnts a d  S&ings\Rita Whitehorse-Lars\DePklop\SAS DocsX3mpliance FormsWompliancc Forms August U)0~mpliance_ETDD81507.d~ 

FORM REVISED 17 OCT 2002 Page 1 of 2 



APPENDIX A 
Biological Resources Compliance Form 



Veteran's Memorial Park Project (4.0 acres), Cedar 
Ridge, Arizona 

- 

ERWIN J. Tso, B.S. CHEMICAL ENGINEERING DATE 

mD, INC. C~NSULTING AND APPLIED RESEARCH 
2102 N. 4* St., Suite 220 
Flagstaff, Arizona 86004 
928.779.6032 

August 15,2007 



Introduction 
 he ~ c h o  Cliffs Veteran's Organization proposes to construct a Veteran's Memorial Park on a four- 
acre site along U.S. Highway 89 in Cedar Ridge. Arizona, within the BodawaylGap Chapter of the 
Navajo Nalion (Figure 1). 8 is situated along the Eco Cliffs Monodine, a very distinguishing geologic 
W m  in this region. The Park is intended to serve as a gathering place for local veterans and their 
families in a commerorative setling. The project activities will involve co- a smll building. 
memorial feature with ilag me, picnic area and gravel parking Id The sRb enmmpasees 4.0 acres. 

This bidogiwl reconnaissance documents the project site description, its h a b i  potential with 
regard to the habitat nquimmnts of any threatened, endangered and sensitive (TES) species. 
Such qmcks am pm*dsd under the Endangered Species Ad of 1 973 nd fhe Navajo Endangered 
spsciesListof2001. 



Project Location and Habitat Description 
The project site lies within T 35 North, R 08 East (projected) of the GLLSRPM, in Coconino County, 
Arizona. It has been nwpped on the Cedar Ridge, An'zona, 7. !%minute Quadmngie in Figure 2. The 
UTM coordinates (NAD 27) are: 1) 452915 E, 4027290 N, 2) 452980 E, 40271 12 N, 3) 452991 E, 
4027325 N, and 4) 453067 E, 4027150 N. The site has also been on an aerial photo in Figure 3. 

The project site is accessed by traveling approximately 90 miles north of Flagstaff, Arizona, along 
U.S. Highway 89. The project site is located adjacent to the U.S. Highway 89 right-of-way, near 
milepost 505 and Navajo Route 5120. 

Figure 2 Topographic map of proposed projed site (Cedar Ridge, Arizona 7.5' USOS Quadrsngle). 
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The project site lies near the drainage divide between the Tanner Wash, which flows northward to 
the Colorado River, and Hamblin Wash, which flows southward to the LiWe Cobrado R i r .  These 
washes are ephemeral streams that flow only when there is suffident precipitation. A few small 
drainage channels extend ves thas t  across the project site towards U.S. Highway 89 and through 
a cuhrcbrt a d  on to the HamMin Wash. 

The sib Ih in the tramition zone between the Great Basin Desertscrub and G m t  Basin Conifer 
Wooclland (Brwn 2994). VegeQation on the site is dominated by Mactrbrush, broom snakeweed, 
and gama grass. !Seitiered juniper and pinyon trees are prewent on the foothills and ridges near the 
&. 
Soils at the site are dassified as the Winona-Boysag-Rock Outcrop AssoclaUm. This association 
consists of shallow, welldrained soils and rock outcrop on b d  J i i  rend sandstone plateaus 
end plains. The soils fwrned in residuum on limestone and calcareous sandstone. Winona soils 
make up about 60 percent of the assodation, Boysag soils 15 perwnt, timestorre and sandstone 
rock outcrop t 5 percent end included associated sails 10 pemnt. This association hes goad 
potential to prodm iiwrrsdodr fwqe but many areas have reducd gross yields due to juniper and 
pinyon encroachment. The potential use for rangeland wildlife habitat is hir. The best habitat is in 
the higher wooded srsas. Factors ltming the potential of them arsas for building SifiBS, sanitary 
facllitrier and rsorsetioml arsas are 8hJlow depth to bedrock, rock fragments on the surface and 
excessive slape on the #beper arese (Hendricks 1-986). 

!I A list of TES specks that patsntialty occur on the W a r  RSdge, Atkcma, 7.5-minute Quadtatgle, 
was Wined  fmm Navajo fish and Wildlffe Department (NFWD) in mnsdion with a nearby site 

:I thet wae surveyed for B d l  phone, tower project (FiWU6ETa07). This fia is presented in 
J Attachment A. Since this list is lam than two years old and occurs on the same quadrangle, # waar 

used far this biologkal mconm'mnce. The TES sped88 are listed in f eble I. 

1 TaMe I. TES speck potenthlly occunlng wttbln the C96r Wdge, Arttana, 7.5mlnW OPIsdhengle. 

A bidogicsl reconnaissanc6, of the project area was conducted by EEnnin Tso, 

I Research Specialist, ETD, Irw=. The wlectthw was mildly hot with no winds. No wikllife species wen, 
otmwed on or near ihe projad site during ihe sunrey. Em, Inc. conductad a bio lq id  habttat 
investigation to detrwmiw if the project site holds suitable habitat for any TES species. Table 2 

j p m t s  the findings of the habitat evaluation. 



Ocapiks Great Basin Oesertscrub 
habitat with sparse ground cover of 
g~sewood, snakeweed, 
rabbitkush, ephedra, shortgrass, 
and possibly, short junipers. Rock 
ledges and outcrops have been 
h d  to provide the most quality 
hablbet fw various species of mice in 

Table 2. Habitat ~valuahon-veteran's Memorial Park Project 

vetch 

General Habitat 
Requirements 

- 
Species 

I 
guYleb weshes in badlands, on 
selenium bearing sdls derhred from 
Moenkopi sandstone shale at 4,000 
to 4,800 ft. Often along roads. 

Name 

I this area. 

rn Golden Nest on steep dii. typically 1 30 m 
cthwsem in hdght, although CMS r 10 m 

A3tmmlus I Beeth  ilk+ I Sandy tMs, red clay knolls, and 

infrequently used.- ~esting dlfts are 
normally diredly aqacent to 
faaghg habibntofdesertgrasslands 
or cherbmb, with only sparse 
shnrbs if present, thai provides 
primary prey of coltontail and 
jackrabbits. 

I 

m m M &  F N  Fermginaus Hawks nests in 
Hawk badlands, flat or d i n g  desert 

- 

~ B X  
im#lii emus  

grasslands, and deserkrbb. Mast 
nests on the Navajo Nation are on 
day a rock pinnacles, small buttes. 
or shalt cU@ (* 30 m height); fewr 
me placed in top of juniper tnxs or 
on thegmd. Habitatsunrnrnding 
nest site must support populallwrs 
d their preferred prey items of 
cotlontail and jackrabbits, prairie 

arrntnd 8QIri.mb and 
is in 

vegetation near aurtace water or 
sahrmted sail; either in monotypic or 
m W  stands of na t i i  (e.g. w l h )  
andlor emtic species (e.g. tamarisk 
or W i n  olive), with or WlthOUt an 

NesEs on rdee~ cllm r 30 m tall 
(typically 2 45'm) in a scrape on 
sheitwed ledges or potholes. 
Fowgtng habitat quality is an 
inportant factw; often, but not 
always. gdeMiue wetland or forest 
habitat is wilhi the falcon's hunttng 
range of S 12 km. V a r i M i  in 
bpopphk fimhres, such as 
eleration and slocie, may also 

Presence of habitat 

I 

or evidence of 

I indicate the availabiii of 

species 
The mi& site is reiativelv 

Mustela I Bla,&-fo&l I Medium to large adive prairie dog 

fiat h- no rock outcropi 
No burrows were obsenred , on the profed site. 

This specks is a rather 
large. kig- P M .  
No plants m M i n g  the 
Beath Milkvetch was 
obsenad on or nmr ihe 
wlliect *. 
EchoCliffsoccureastof 
the slte whem nesting may 
occur; however, these 
steep cliffs are located 
abwt 4.000 feet away. 
Marginal fwaging habitat k 
present within the project 
area. Howam, m mWi,  
gophers, or other pray were 
b n e d  on or near the 
DM sue. 
Echo WifCs occur east of 
the site where nesting may 
occur; howewr, these 
steep cliffs are located 
about 4.000 feet away. 
Marginal dwaging habitat is 
present within the ptajed 
a m .  However, no rabbib, 
gophers,or-prcry- 
observed on or near the 
pmjed site. 

No riparian or wetland 
areas Cantaining riparian 
v-on ocwrs on or 
near the project site. 

No wetlands or forest 
habiEetisloeetedonornear 
the projet3 area. Echo difb 
occur &st of the site where 
nesting may oaxlr; 
-,theseoBeep* 
arc loatad about 4.000 
feet M y .  

. No prairie dog communities 

Impact 

No Effect. 

No Effect 

not likely to 

not likely to 
sdversdv 



I t%s (z 80 ha, and 2 20 burrowlha) I or burr- were ob4erved 

No Effect. -i 
1 or coniplex of towns (two or more 
1 towns within 7 km). Prairie dogs are 
their main food source, and burrows 
are used for denning and rearing 

Soils owlah by Wbab timaatone 
in Navajo desert or Great Basin 
Grasdands, along canyon rims and 
kt terraces along washes, typically 
with fmestone chips scattered 
aams the surface. Populations are 
known to occur beheen 4,000 - 
5,800 ff. elevations. 

Conclusion 

on or near the project site. 

No ind'iduds cactus were 
observed on the project 
site. The geologic unit 
underlying the soil is the 
Moenkopi Formation. The 
Kalbab Limestone lies 
beneath the Nloenkopi 
Formation. H is expwred 
east af the project site. 

This biological reconnaissance condudes that the project does not pnwide suitable habiit or 
significant Foraging habitat for TES species. Based on the habitat evaluation, the project will likely 
have no dbct to the Wuputki Packet Mouse, Eeath milkvetch, Souhmstem willow flycatcher, 
8 iac )c -Wtd  fmet, and the F i & W  Plains Cadus. The projed may affec t ,  but is not like to affect 
the Golden q k ,  Petigdne falcon, and the Fermginous hawk, since only a amall f o r a m  area will 
be impacted. In bet the foraging is considemi marginal to minima( because of the surrounding 
developmsnts. Potmtbl m n g  dtm for the Golden Eagle, Fenugin~ls Hawk end Persgrina 
Falcon occur dong Echo Cl i i .  However, Echo C l i i  are k a b d  approximately 4,000 feet away 
from the propod project site and therefore will not be impacted by the projed m, ETD 

that no krrthsr surveyrs am nneecled and the ~ K # W  should be alkmd to prooeed. 

BrrPwn, 0. E., acf. 1994. Biotic communities: southwestam U n W  States and n o m m  Mexico. 
University of Uteh Press, Salt Lake City. 342pp. 

tiendricks, D. M. 1985. Arizona Saib. University of Arizona Press. 244 pp. 



FINDXJVG OF NO SIGNIFICAYT IMPACT 
ENVIRONIMENTAL ASSESSbZENT DOCUMENT, EA-07-164 

VETERANS' MERIORIAL PARK PROJECT IN CEDAR RIDGE, ARIZONA 

ECHO CLIFFS VETERANS' ORGANIZATION & TUBA CITY REGIONAL BUSINESS 
DEVELOPMENT OFFICE 

Location: Cedar Ridge, AZ, Quadrangle, USGS 7.5-Minute Series hlap 
Projected, T35N, RSE, G&SRPM&B 

Cedar Ridge, Coconino County, Arizona 

The proposed action is approval, by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, of the withdrawal of a 4.0-acre 
parcel of Navajo Tribal Trust land for the construction of the Veterans' Memorial Park to serve as a 
gathering place for local veterans and their families in a commemorative setting. The Park is also 
intended to provide a rest stop for travelers on U.S. Highway 89. The project activities will entail 
constructing a small building with a memorial feature and flag-pole, a picnic area, and a gravel 
parking lot. The Navajo Tribal Utility Authority (NTUA) owns and operates the electricity, water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the region. The NTUA has provided utility clearance for use of 
electricity and water. There are no sewer lines in the vicinity. A septic tank and drain field system 
will be used. The proposed project site is located in the Bodaway-Gap Chapter approximately 90 
miles north of Flagstaff, Arizona, along U.S. Highway 89. The project is sponsored by the Echo 
Cliffs Veterans' Organization, P.O. Box 4135, Gap, Arizona 86020 and Tuba City Regional 
Business Development Off~ce, P.O. Box 485, Tuba City, Arizona 86045. 

The enviromlental assessment (EA) was reviewed in the Division of Environmental, Cultural and 
Safety Management, Navajo Regional Office. Based on the environmental assessment, and the 
mitigation measures specified in the document, it is deteimined that the proposed project will not 
have a significant impact on the natural and human environment. Therefore, in accordance with the 
N a t ~ ~ n a l  Envirorunental Policy Act, Section 102 (2) (C), aa ei1viromel1ta2 impact staterric-nt will [lot 

be required. 

The following references, incorporated in the environmental assessment, serve as the bases for this 
decision: 

1. Agency and public involvement was solicited. Environmental issues relative to the 
proposed project were identified. Alternative courses of action and mitigation measures were 
developed in response to environmental concerns and issues. 

3 . The EA disclosed the environmental consequences of the proposed action and two viable 
alternatives including the "no action" alternative. 

3. In compliance with the Endangered Species Act, informal consultation was held with the 
Navajo Nation Department of Fish and Wildlife (Nh'DFW), Natural Heritage Program (NHP). ETD. 
Inc. used a species listing far an earlier project located in the same quadrangle as the current 
proposed project. On August 2, 2007, E m i n  Tso of ETD, Inc. conducted a biological habitat 



investigation to determine if the project site provided suitable habitat for any TES species. 'I'he 
conclusion was that the project area does not provide suitable habitat or significant foraging habitat 
for TES species. Foraging habitat is considered marginal to minimal because of surrounding 
developments (EA-Appendix A-Biological Reconnaissance). The NNDFW issued Biological 
Resources Compliance Fonn (BRCF) NNDF&WL Review No. ETD08 1507 indicating compliance 
with Tribal and Federal laws protecting biological resources. Avoidance and mitigation measures 
cited in the BRCF are: "All project equipment and personnel shall remain in project area-the use of 
best available construction practices is required ro limit impacts land, water (surface and ground), 
and biological resources - avoid rodent burrows during construction when possible" (EA-Appendix 
A-BRCF). 

4. Potential impacts to floodplains and wetlands by the proposed project have been evaluated in 
accordance with Executive Orders 1 1988 and 1 1990. The project site is not likely located in a 100- 
year floodplain since the dry washes in the area lack the size necessary to flood the project site. No 
wetland areas occur on or near the project site (EA, Parts 3.2.1 & 3.2.3.). 

5. Agriculture- no farming activities occur on the proposed project site (EA, Part 4.4.5.). 

6. Water Resources - disturbed areas on the project site will result in increased run-off rates, 
localized soil erosion and potential for non-point source pollution of surface water. These impacts 
shall be reduced through the implementation of an effective Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP). No impacts to ground water are anticipated as a result of the proposed project (EA, Parts 
4.2.1 & 4.2.2.). 

7. In compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as mended, Section 106 
consultation, and 36 CFR 800.9 (b), a cultural resources inventory was conducted on the project area 
by ETD, Inc. on August 14,2007. The Navajo Nation Historic Preservation Department (NNHPD) 
issued Cultural Resources Compliance Form (CRCF) NNHPD No. HPD-07-824 indicating "No 
hrstonc properties affected" (EA-Appendix B-C'RCF). 

In the event of a discovery [discovery means any previously unidentified or incorrectly identified 
cultural resources including, but not limited to, archaeological deposits, human remains, or locations 
reportedly associated with Native American religiousftraditional beliefs or practices] all operations in 
the immediate vicinity of the discovery must cease, and the Navajo Nation Historic Preservation 
Department must be notified. 

8. RCRA, Subtitle C., Hazardous Waste- no hazardous waste sites occur on or near the proposed 
project site. Hazardous waste shall not be generated, handled or stored on or near the proposed 
project site as part of the construction or operation of the proposed project (EA, Part 3.8.1 .). 

9. RCRA, Subtitle D, Kon-Hazardous Solid Waste- no solid waste disposal sites occur on or 
near the proposed project site. Solid waste generated during construction shall be hauled to the 
regional landfill in Flagstaftl Arizona. Solid waste generated during operations shall be disposed at 
the local solid waste transfer station at Gap, Arizona (EA? Part 3.8.2). 



10. RCRA, Subtitle I, Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) - no USTs occur on or near thi: 
proposed project site. There are no plans to install US'Ts as part of the proposed project (EA, Part 
3.8.3.). 

1 I .  CERCLA Sites- according to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency website, no 
CERCLA sites are located on or near the proposed project site (EA, Part 3.8.4.). 

12. Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) - no toxic substances will be used, generated, 
handled, or stored on or near the proposed site as part of the proposed project (EA, Part 3.8.5.). 

13. Noise - no impacts to the existing community sound and noise levels art: anticipated as a 
result of the proposed project (EA, Part 4.10.1 .). 

14. Air Resources - no impacts to air quality or visibility are anticipated as a result of the 
proposed project (EA, Part 4.3.1 .). 

1 5 .  Community Infrastructure-electricity, water, and wastewater services in the region are owned 
and operated by the Navajo Tribal Utility Authority (NTUA). A power utility line currently extends 
along the western boundary of the site. Water utility lines do exist in the project area providing 
water to near-by homes. NTUA has provided utility clearances for use of water and electricity 
(Facsimile-November 29, 2007, Letters from NTUA to TCRBDO). A separate environmental 
assessment will be prepared to extend electricity and water to the project site. Wastewater lines do 
not extend to the project area. A septic tankldrain field system will have to be used by the project 
sponsor to provide wastewater utilities at the project site (EA, Part 3.6.4.). 

16. Cumulative and secondary effects on soil, water, air, noise, vegetation, cultural resources, and 
wildlife resources (species and habitat) were considered, and the proposed mitigation measures were 
found to be acceptable. 

17. In accordance with Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, impacts to minority 
and low-income populations and communities have been considered by the Regional NEPA 
Coordinator, as have impacts to Indian Trust Resources. 

The proposed action will allow the Echo Cliffs Veterans' Organization to honor area veterans 
through the development and construction of a public park for the local community and travelers 
along U.S. Highway 89. 



Unite ..$ate$ Department of tk.- ,nterior 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Navajo Region 
e 

P. 0. Box 1060 
+ 

TAKE Pntor 
INAM ERICA 

Gallup, New Mexico 87305 

MC 620: Division of Enr'ironmental Culturn[& Safety Management 

Ms. Eunice L.Tso 
ETD, Inc. 
2101 N. Fourth St. Suite 201 
Flagstaff, Arizona 86004 

Dear Ms.Tso: 

The Environmental Assessment (EA), EA-07- 164 for the Veterans' Memorial Park Proiect on a 4.0- 
acre tract of Navajo Tribal Trust land in Cedar Ridge, Coconino County, Arizona, has been reviewed 
in the Division of Environmental, Cultural and Safety Management, Navajo Regional Office. The 
proposed project site is located in the Bodaway-Gap Chapter approximately 90 miles north of 
Flagstaff, Arizona, along U.S. Hi&way 89. The Echo Cliffs Veterans' Organization proposes to 
construct the Veterans' Memorial Park to serve as a gathering place for local veterans and their 
families in a commemorative setting. The Memorial Park is also intended to provide a rest stop for 
travelers on U.S. Highway 89. A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) has been determined for 
the proposed action which will not have a significant impact on the quality of the natural and human 
environment. An environmental impact statement for the proposed project is not required. 

If you have questions, you may contact Ms. Harrilene J. Yazzie, Regional NEPA Coordinator, at 
(505) 863-8287. 

Enclosure 



May 5:  2009 

Howard Draper 
Prqject Review 
Division of Natural Resource 
Window Rock, AZ 865 15 

RE: Submittal of Bodaway/Gap Veterans Organization land withdrawal documents. 

Dear Mr. Draper: 

Enclosed you will find all required documents for a land withdrawal. By Chapter 
Resolution No. BA-09-104-05, the Bodaway/Gap Chapter supported and approved a land 
ltithdra~vnl in the amount of four (4) acres for Bodmay/(;ap Veterans Organization, noit 
known as Echo Cliff Veterans Organization on September 25,2005, see enclosed 
resolution. Other supporting documents include the following: 

1. Three (3) land consent from local land users 
2. Summary of the proposed land withdrawal by Leonard Sloan, SecretaryITreasurer 

BodawaylGap Veterans Organization 
3. Location map 
4. Site plan map 
5 .  Sanitary Clearance for Echo Cliff Veterans Park by Tuba City Regional Health 

Care Corporation, Division of Environmental Health, letter dated March 7,2008. 
6. Utility Clearance for water by Navajo Tribal Utility Authority dated November 29.2007. 
7. Utility Clearance for Electricity by Navajo Tribal Utility Authority dated January 8, 

2007. 
8. Arizona Department of Transportation Road Clearance dated December 3 1,2007. 
9. Cultural Resource Compliance Form approved and dated 9-18-07. 
10. Environmental Assessment with archaeological survey and a FONSI. 
I I .  Land sumey map with legal description. 

Please process the land withdrawal for final approval. Your assistance will be 
appreciated, if you have any question, contact me at (928)- 

Sincerelv. 1 

c - 4  .?IZd :gLc,-4/, 
Evely~ cothley, Council Delegate 

.-.- 
l 3odadaY/~ap  Chapter 

Enclosures 
Cc: Bodalta! Gap Vctcra~is Organizat~on file. tcrhdo 



CONSENT FORM 2 
(Compensation for , damages) 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

1. .3ar5\1 1 
I 

dl,' //; G hereby grant cansent to the 

N-waio Nation and the '6-ureau of Indian Affairs Window Rodc. Arimna to perma 

to 

use a  arti ion of mv land rlsR artan far the follow in^ f me( 

&fH .vvVl.ctiL L;dpb&. 
I 

as shown on the map showing the location of the m s e d  project on the back of .this consent form- 

My consent is given subject to the receipt of compensation oi . ....* - - 

. w h ~ t - m ~ e a s g D o c i w  .... :' . 

adequam a~mpensation far the diminishment in vahre of my land use rights as a result of the ahmre+ : . . 

referenced project as proposed, 

REMARKS: -..- - . . . -- -. . . . . . . - - -  --.. 

s 

.u A!~_Is_?, k L C ) d 0 0 o . ~  527 .1S- i -1~9Y  &f,II1/o 3-/YZ/ 
Oate User ~gnature (or thumbprint) Social Security No. Census No. PemM No. 

&ax GQ %hu CA jCk fGLcO( t6  
Address (P.O. Box. City, State, Zlp) 

Date Gadnp Committee o@nd Bow Member O&tf&ct Na. 

Acknowledgement of Field Agent 

I advlowledge that the consents of this consent form was read I I or lully explained / I to Ute land 

user in Navajo 1 I or English / 1 (check where applicable). 

Field Agent Signature 
* 



CONSENT FORM 2 
(Compensation for damages) 

NAVAJO TRlSAL LANDS 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

1. /LQbbkl hh f 1 1 - 5  , hereby grant consent to the 

N-avaio Nation and the a r e a  of Indian Affairs, Wkrdow Rod. blrizona to Permit 
of 

n to 

use a nortion of mv land ilsa for the folbuba owase(n): c4b.t \R; dcc \l&bf-. di (( 

~ t ~ - t e ~ l l . y ~ ~ \ ~ . ~  mu1 A 6 e 4 d 5 1  !P \ocfi0 \Ief-en/-~ Iln& 
~ n ~ ~ + w $ L . r z ~ ~ ~ c ~ u ~ ~ ~  i6  v--" h e 4 4 4  LJQ- 0-v- 

as shown on map sho the location of the pmposJ prajeet an the back of.thii consent (an. - hd- @-. 

My consent b given subject to the receipt of wmpmsation of . ....-. . , 

. w m  LacmWrneas 4.- ... :' 
w u a t e  eo-n for the diminishment in value of my land use rights as a result .of the above-' . . 

referenced project as proposed. 

REMARKS: ...- - . . -. -. . . . - . . - *  .-* . . 

6-1608 &A /A&, - 753 311-055 34536 
Date Land User Signature (or t h w n t )  Sadal Security No. Census No. Permit No. 

P ~ D  
Addre= (P.0. &hi State, Zip) 

. WITNESS: 

Admawlec@ement of Rekl Agent 

I acknowledge that the consents of this consent form was read / I or fully explained 1 1 to the land 
user in Navajo I 1 or English I / (check where applkable). 

field Agent Signature 



CONSENT FORM 2 
(Compensation for , damages) 

TO WHOM I7 MAY CONCERN: 
Su7> 

/ 

1, ( 1  r-)a /ach cede , hereby grant consent to the 

N-avaio Nation - .  and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Window Rack. Arizona to permit 
&a.L.Q+ 

use a oartion of mv land llsn arpa fnr the foIlowinq ~~aose(s): . . . -  

My cansent is given subject to h e  receipt of comper~satian. of . .-.* . . 

adequate compensation for the diminishment in value of my land us;e rights as a result .of the above-: . . 

referenced project as proposed. 

REMARKS: ...- - .  . .. -. - . - . . . . . - -  - - - .  

7 / &amn, ~ ~ ~ - 7 4  - A P V ~ /  a- 3- 1 
Date User Signatwe (or thumbprint) Sx&i Security No. Census NO. Permit Na. 

Po. /V7? G N P  j ;  P - 2  
5,  , . , I  , ' , - I  

Address (P.O. Box. City, State. Zip) 

"7/"'/L-,& 
Oate 

'p3- 3 
eraring Committee or 6 ,  Board Member Qistrict No. 

Acknawledgememt of Field Agent 

I admowledge that the consents of this consent farm was r e d  / / or fully explained / I to the land 

user in Navajo I I or English ! I (check where applicable). 

field Agent Signature 



N A V A J O  T R l  B A L  U T I L I T Y  A U T H O R I T Y  
AN ENTERPRISE OF THE NAVAJO NATION 

January 8, 2007 

Dolly Lane, Economic Development Specialist 
Tuba City RBDO 
P.O. Box 485 
Tuba City, Arizona 86045 

RE: UTILITY CLEARANCE FOR ELECTRIC 
FOR BODAWAY/GAP VETERANS PARK 

Dear Ms. Lane: 

This letter is in response to your request for Utility Clearance from NTUA to serve electricity to the 
proposed BodawayIGap Veterans Park. The site is located south of the old Cedar Ridge on the west side 
of Highway 89. The following was observed: 

ELECTRIC: There is an existing 3-phase powerline located on site 

With the recommendations above, this' project is considered feasible to serve with electric service. 

Our office requires a letter indicating the type of load center that will be used to serve the project site. 
This information will be used to ensure that NTUA's electric lines will accommodate the load. 

A housewiring affidavit/certification is required fiorn the certified electrician who wires the building and 
installs the meter loop. Other required documents include: a business site lease, a Commercial service 
application, and a Right-of Way approval by the landholder(s), and a Chapter Resolution supporting your 
plans. 

Enclosed is a quad map of NTUA's existing powerline for your convenience. If you have any questions, 
please call our office at (928) 283-542 1. 

Willette Edwards, Engineering Technician 
Tuba City NTUA Sub-office 

Home Onice KAYENTA TUBA cn ; SHIPROCK CHINLE FORT DEFIANCE DILCCN CROWNPOINT 

P O  BOX 170 P 9  BOX37 P O  BOX 398 PO BOX 1206 P O  BOX 549 P O  BOX 587 HC 63 BOX D P O  BOX 1825 
FT DEFIANCE A2 86501 KAYENTA AZ 86033 TUBA CITY AZ 86045 SHIPROCK NM 87420 CWINLE AZ 86503 FT DEFIANCE AZ 86504 WINSLOW AZ 86047 CROWNPOINT NFA 87313 

15201 724 5721 15,201 f>B? j 3 i 4  1520' 283 5421 1505) 368 4639 (520) 674 5470 (520) 729-5727 (520) 657 3258 (505) 786 5566 



Arizona Department of Transportation 
Intermodal Transportation Division 

ADOT 206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 

Janet Napolitano 
Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

December 3 1,2007 

Sam Elters 
State Engineer 

Navajo Nation 
Tuba City Regional Business Development Office 
Attn. Dolly Lane 
Economic Development Specialist 
P.O. Box 485 
Tuba City, AZ 86045 

Re: Request for approval to utilize existing access roads. 
For Echo CIiff Veterans Memorial Park 

Ms. Lane: 

Please accept my apologies for not getting back to you sooner regarding access for the Echo Cliff 
Veterans Memorial Park proposed on the West side of US 89. The points you mention in your request at 
approximate highway MP 505.04 and 505.25, which formerly accessed the Cedar Ridge Trading Post 
site appear to be in good condition. 

The previous permit in place for the two access points was to Babbitt Brothers Trading Company dated 
10/01/1986. ADOT asks that a new permit request be submitted for these access points to reflect the 
change in use and to update our database. Both access locations should have a cattle guard to prevent 
livestock from entering the highway. If not, cattle guards will need to be installed at the highway right 
of way line at each location and will be a requirement of the encroachment permit. Please find the 
current ADOT Encroachment Permit application enclosed for your use. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

... * 

Warren Sutphen - 
Permit Supervisor 

Flagstaff District 
Encroachment Permits 
1801 S. Milton Rd. 
Flagstaff, AZ 86001 
(928) 779-7520 
(928) 779-5905 fax 
\vsutphen/u,azdot. go\? 


