Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impacts are the combined impacts on the environment of
U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground's (Dugway’s) activities and
relevant past, present, and reasonably foreseeable activities by other
Projects and activities groups (government or private) in the vicinity of Dugway.
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Treatment and Storage ) . y . - egion. < m
Facility Spraying of cropsin Skull Valley are likely to be confined to the areas| =
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O Proposed Skull Valley Wwaler Fesources
Spent Fuel Storage Facility )
© FUDS (Southern Triangle Water Quality — Given the extensive regiona development involving
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O Tekoi Test Range (closed)
O Public Land Management
O Tooele County Economic

Tooele Army Depot, increased horse population, and increased
recreational use, cumulative water quality impacts are considered

Development and Growth significant.
O State Road 36 —
Improvement Air Resour ces ,E))
O Wildland Fires and Fire Cumulative impacts to air quality would not cause regulatory or =

Management policy violations, and are therefore not considered significant.
However, regional air quality issues would continue to be a major
regulatory and public perception concern in the future.
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Biological Resour ces
Cumulative impacts on biological resources from
activities resulting in ground disturbance, wild fires, and
human presence are considered to be significant. No
significant impacts are expected from spillsin the
region, overhead motion, or the use of chaff.

Socioeconomics
Overall, cumulative impacts to socioeconomics would
be significant on aregional basis. However, DPG now
serves as a major stabilizing factor in the regional
economy because of its substantial employment and
important role in the economy.

Environmental Justice
While there may not be any identifiable environmental
justice issues in the region in the context of EO 12898,
Tooele County, UT has a much higher share of activities
and facilities (including those at DPG) dealing with
dangerous or hazardous materials and wastes than a
typica county.

Land Use and Access
While there are some local issues and minor changes
projected in the region, land use would continue to be
relatively stable, and cumulative impacts to land use and
ownership are not considered significant. However,
cumulative impacts to land quality in the region would
be considered significant, primarily because of the
widespread adverse impacts on land quality from fire,
ground disturbance, increased usage, and spread of
exotic vegetation.

Cultural Resources
Because of features in place to protect cultural resources
on lands owned by the Federal government, cumulative
impacts to cultural resources would not be significant.

Traffic and Transportation
Cumulative impacts from the traffic flow of hazardous

materials along SR 36 through Tooele City is a regional
concern, and is considered significant until the traffic
flow of hazardous materials can occur through aless
populated area.

Visual Resources
Overall, while there would be increasing localized effects
to visual resources, these impacts would not be
considered significant on aregional scale. Most of the
land in Tooele County, UT would remain undeveloped in
the future.

Noise
UTTR operations would generally continue to be
consistent with existing noise control measures and plans.
However, air overflights and sonic booms would continue
to occasionally occur in inappropriate areas such as near
communities or the Fish Springs National Wildlife
Refuge. The potential for these direct impacts would be
reduced by the mitigation measures identified by the AF,
but would not be totally eliminated.

Health and Safety
Cumulative impacts for general occupational health and
potential risks from unexploded ordnance are not
considered to be significant, due to programs that arein
place. Impactsto health and safety from chaff and flares
are also not considered significant. While the potential
for a catastrophic incident involving chemical agent or a
cruise missile are low, impacts of either such an event
would be significant. Similarly, while the likelihood of
worker or public exposure to a hazardous substance is
small, potential risks cannot be totally eliminated.

Materialsand Wastes
Overall, while the use of potentially dangerous materias
and generation of hazardous wastes is a major regional
issue and concern, the existing legal and regulatory
framework has been established to control and manage
the flow of materials and wastes.

To submit comments and/or receive notices of meetings, fact sheets, brochures, or
information relevant to the EIS for Activities Associated with Future Programs,
please contact:

U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground
EIS for Activities Associated with Future Programs
c/o AGEISS Environmental, Inc.
P.O. Box 463
Dugway, UT 84022-5000
(435) 831-3409
nicholsn@dpg.army.mil
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