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2.0 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

2.1 CRITERIA FOR ALTERNATIVES 

Local USBP agents assisted SBInet in identifying potential locations to construct and 

deploy the components of the proposed Texas Mobile tower project, based on known 

illegal traffic patterns and the tactical and operational needs of CBP and affected USBP 

stations.  These initial recommendations were the basis for determining where towers 

and technology components of this project ultimately should be located.  The impacts 

that illegal border activities have on landowners and border communities, environmental 

concerns, local community input, and engineering assessments (including costs to 

construct) were thoroughly and extensively examined when establishing the locations of 

the components of the proposed action. 

The surveillance and communication tower siting process identified potential suitable 

site locations as well as alternate locations.  Key site evaluation considerations included 

constructability, operability, and environmental factors.  After identification of potential 

tower sites was made by WASSPT, these tower sites were then further analyzed using 

Geographic Information System (GIS) to map and evaluate the locations based on 

terrain, natural environment, land ownership, and operational needs.  Site visits were 

then conducted to rank each site according to the site’s constructability, operability, 

and/or environmental issues.  Sites were excluded from further consideration as a tower 

location if the site generally required significant construction costs, potential schedule 

delays, limited operability, or would require substantial environmental mitigation.

Two alternatives were considered during the preparation of this EA, the No Action 

Alternative and the Proposed Action Alternative. A number of alternate tower locations 

were evaluated but were eliminated from consideration as described in Section 1.6.2.  

Section 2.2 below presents the No Action Alternative while Section 2.3 provides specific 

details of the proposed action.  Other alternatives that were considered during the 

preparation of the EA, but not analyzed in detail, are discussed in Section 2.4. 
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2.2 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

The No Action Alternative would include the continuation of current practices and 

procedures, with no installation of surveillance or communication tower occurring.  

While the No Action Alternative does not satisfy the stated purpose and need, its 

inclusion in this EA is required by CEQ as a basis of comparison to the anticipated 

effects of the proposed action.

The No Action Alternative serves as the basis of comparison of potential effects of 

placing sensor and communications towers in certain locations that may have greater or 

lesser potential impacts on the environment.  Current adverse environmental impacts 

most often result from off-road vehicular use through un- or under-secured border 

areas, and the vehicles’ consequential damage to terrain, habitat, and vegetation.  

Accumulations of large amounts of litter are also associated with illegal pedestrian 

border incursions throughout under-secured border areas.

Since the purpose of the proposed action is to deter and prevent IEs into the U.S., it is 

expected that without this project and its anticipated deterrent effects on IEs, the No 

Action Alternative would result in continued and potentially increased levels of IEs into 

the U.S. and their associated adverse impacts on the environment.

2.3 PROPOSED ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

The Proposed Action analyzed in this EA is a USBP sector-based project and 

component of the SBInet program known as the Texas Mobile SBInet project.  The 

Texas Mobile SBInet project consists of the construction of surveillance and 

communications towers, remote video surveillance cameras, unattended ground 

sensors (UGS), vehicles, and upgrades to communications systems.  These 

technologies would be an integral part of what is referred to as the COP of the border 

environment.  The COP would provide connectivity with various CBP components, and 

inter-operability with other Federal, state, and local partners outside of CBP.  The COP 

would also provide mechanisms to communicate comprehensive situational awareness, 



- 17 - 

Environmental Assessment for  Final 
SBInet Texas Mobile Project  

including information to incorporate intelligence-driven capabilities at all operational 

levels and locations.

The approximately 74-mile section of the border area that this project covers has been 

established by CBP as a priority area for implementing a SBInet border protection 

solution.

The Proposed Action is to construct, operate, and maintain 12 fixed surveillance and 

communication towers, 12 vehicle mobile surveillance systems, UGS, and associated 

access roads as illustrated in Figure 2-1.  Of the 12 towers, nine are new towers and 

three are existing towers at USBP facilities.  The 12 towers would be able to 

communicate with each other, the station that it would functionally operate under 

(Ysleta, Fabens, and Fort Hancock stations), and with El Paso Sector Headquarters, 

providing a network of communications and surveillance along the entire 74-mile border 

area.  The installation of 12 vehicle mobile surveillance systems and UGS are also 

proposed under this SBInet project, but are not analyzed as a part of the Proposed 

Action.  They are an integral part of the overall COP border environment and, as such, 

are discussed herein.

The vehicle mobile surveillance system consists of USBP vehicles retrofitted with 

technologies to allow USBP agents to acquire/send information via the new fixed 

surveillance and communication towers.  UGS detect ground surface movement 

through vibration and, as such, are a valuable tool for the USBP agents throughout the 

border region.  UGS placement is typically in highly disturbed areas near IE foot trails.  

To ensure cultural and environmental compliance for deployment of UGS, USBP would 

follow standard and customary procedures and practices by placement of the UGS in 

previously disturbed areas, near known illegal traffic areas and avoiding impacts on 

sensitive species and cultural resources.  Additionally, used UGS batteries would be 

handled, managed, maintained, stored, and disposed of in accordance with applicable 

Federal and state guidelines and regulations for the management, storage, and disposal 

of hazardous materials, hazardous waste and universal waste. 
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The 12 towers included in the Proposed Action contain upgrades to three existing 

towers (EPT-FBN-055, EPT-EPS-065, and EPT-YST-066).  Impacts resulting from the 

construction of the 9 new towers and the retrofit/replacement of the 3 existing towers 

are fully assessed in this EA; however upgrades to the existing towers are considered to 

be environmentally benign due to the fact the areas are currently disturbed and no 

further ground disturbance would occur.  Additionally, the 12 towers including all 

associated support facilities are discussed in the following paragraphs.  In general, a 

typical tower in the Proposed Action would be 80 to 180 feet high; have either a 50-foot 

X 50-foot or 80-foot X 80-foot permanent site footprint; have perimeter fencing; not have 

guy wires; have primary power provided from the local utility provider; and utilize a 

propane-fueled backup generator for potential power outages.  Table 2-1 provides a

summary of the pertinent information for each tower site and configuration. 

As can be seen in Figure 2-1, the proposed towers generally parallel Interstate 10 (I-10) 

through the easternmost boundary of El Paso and Hudspeth counties, beginning south 

of the City of El Paso, Texas.  Proposed tower EPT-YST-066 is located at the 

northernmost portion of the I-10 tower corridor, while EPT-FHT-068 lies at the 

southernmost portion of this corridor.  Tower EPT-YST-059 is the single outlier for the 

proposed tower corridor and is located adjacent to U.S. Highway 62/180, approximately 

25 miles northeast of the Rio Grande.
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The following discussion is a detailed description of each of the proposed new or 

replacement towers, excluding existing towers EPT-FBN-055, EPT-EPS-065, and EPT-

YST-066.  Each tower would have the following design, power requirements, and site 

and fence enclosure footprint, unless otherwise noted: 

• Primary power source – commercial grid power; 

• Secondary or back-up power – each tower would typically have a propane 
generator with a 500-gallon propane fuel tank*; 

• Communication relay towers (CRT) would typically utilize a 17 kilowatt 
(kW) generator, and radar and remote video system tower (RRVS) – 
sometimes called a surveillance tower and a combination surveillance and 
communication towers (RRVS-CRT) would utilize 30 kW generators;  

• All power lines would be installed overhead from the main trunk power line 
to the tower site shelter and then on elevated cable tray to tower; 

• Site permanent footprint - approximately 50 feet X 50 feet; 

• Site construction footprint – 150 feet X 150 feet;  

• If culverts are needed they generally will utilize a 2 to 4 feet diameter 
pipe(s) approximately 36 feet in length; 

• Tower site equipment shelter with an approximately 8 feet X 12 feet 
footprint; and 

• Fence enclosure footprint – 50 feet X 50 feet X 9 feet high chainlink fence 
enclosure surrounding tower and its associated equipment shelter.  

* Although all new Texas Mobile project towers are currently planned to be powered by commercial grid 
power, there may be instances when commercial power may not be available immediately upon tower 
deployment.  In that case, primary power would be supplied by a 30 kW generator until commercial power 
infrastructure is in place.  If this should occur, a larger 2,000-gallon propane tank would be temporarily 
utilized.

Typical designs for surveillance or RRVS towers consist of the following components: 

multiple cameras and sensors (video camera, electro-optical/infrared sensors), radio-

frequency radar, and data receiving antennas. Each communications or CRT tower is 

expected to be equipped with one or both of the following communications components:  

parabolic dishes, microwave relays, and data receiving antennas.  Combination 

surveillance and communication or RRVS-CRT towers would have the following 

components: multiple cameras and sensors (video camera, electro-optical/infrared 

sensors), radio-frequency radar, parabolic dishes and microwave relays, and data 
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receiving antennas.  Equipment is commonly 

mounted along each tower at approximately 80 to 

180 feet above ground level, depending on the local 

terrain.  The exact number and type of equipment 

would depend on the number and types of cameras 

used, the area to be monitored, and other design 

variables.  Additionally, one or more solid parabolic 

antennas would be mounted on platform railings or 

on a separate antenna mount (not to exceed 13 

feet).  A typical surveillance and communication 

tower is shown in Photograph 2-1.

Towers generally require line-of-sight (LOS) to 

ensure clear microwave transmission signal 

between towers.  The typical design for towers 

would be a steel, 3-legged lattice tower ranging in 

height from 80 feet to 180 feet.  The cameras would be installed at a height that would 

ensure satisfactory views and provide clear pathways for transmission of information to 

relay stations and the USBP station. 

Currently, SBInet has tentative plans to install Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 

lighting on its towers.  Such lighting would be installed in accordance with FAA 

regulations, standards, and guidelines for the lighting of tower structures found in 47 

CFR Sections 17 and 303.  There are no plans to install any other lighting within or 

around the tower sites.  In the event tower facility lighting is deemed necessary to meet 

FAA or CBP facility security requirements, mitigation measures would be implemented 

to reduce nighttime atmospheric lighting and the potential adverse effects of nighttime 

lighting on migratory bird and nocturnal flying species.  Such measures would include 

those currently employed by USBP, such as light shields, which direct tower light 

sources downward toward the ground.

Photograph 2-1. Typical 
Surveillance and Communication 

Tower
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Self Standing (SS) towers are steel lattice structures which have three circular concrete 

piers, approximately 4 feet in diameter, utilized to anchor the SS tower legs into the 

ground (Figure 2-2).  Depth of the concrete piers is dependent on tower height and 

geotechnical characteristics at each proposed tower site, but would not typically go 

deeper than 30 feet below ground surface (bgs). 

For rapidly deployed towers (RDT), pre-cast modular stacked slabs would be utilized for 

the foundation and are typically 6.5 feet X 6.5 feet X 6 inches deep, and would typically 

be placed no greater than 5 feet bgs (Figure 2-3).  The lowermost foundation slab would 

rest on crushed stone at the base of the excavated area. The number of stacking slabs 

and installation depth is dependent on tower height and geotechnical characteristics at 

the proposed site, although it is anticipated that most 80-foot RDT towers would 

typically utilize 11 modular wafers, which, in total, weigh approximately 44,000 pounds. 

Access road construction and improvements would involve the installation of drainage 

culverts at all but two of the new tower sites.  These culverts allow water to flow under 

new and improved access roads, and if needed, are necessary features of the 

associated road construction.  Table 2-2 details some preliminary culvert design criteria 

associated with many of the proposed new towers. 

Table 2-2.  Preliminary Culvert Design Criteria 

Tower Name Number of 
Culverts

Pipe Diameter 
(feet)

Number of 
Pipes Needed 

Length
(feet)

EPT-EPS-065 0 0 0 0 
EPT-YST-059 1 2 1 36 
EPT-YST-066 0 0 0 0 
EPT-YST-072 1 2 1 36 
EPT-FBN-055 0 0 0 0 
EPT-FBN-070 1 4 2 36 
EPT-FBN-071 0 0 0 0 
EPT-FHT-058 1 4 2 36 
EPT-FHT-064 1 4 2 36 
EPT-FHT-068 3 2 1 36 
EPT-FHT-069 2 4 2 36 
EPT-FHT-254 0 0 0 0 
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2.3.1 El Paso Headquarter Tower Description 
EPT-EPS-065

The existing tower EPT-EPS-065 is Communications Relay Tower (CRT) located at the 

El Paso Sector Headquarters facility.  The existing tower is approximately 80 feet high.  

This tower is utilized in the Proposed Action to enable connectivity for El Paso Sector.  

No road improvements would be required for tower retrofits or upgrades.

2.3.2 Ysleta AO Tower Description  
EPT-YST-059 

The proposed tower EPT-YST-059 is a surveillance RRVS tower and is planned to be a 

fixed RDT, approximately 80 feet high.  Commercial power is approximately 100 feet 

from the proposed tower site and would serve as the primary power source for this 

tower. Tower EPT-YST-059 is located on privately-owned land that would be leased or 

purchased by CBP for the proposed tower site.  EPT-YST-059 is located north of I-10 at 

U.S. Highway 62/180.  The surrounding area is predominately rural.  The tower 

foundation would utilize stacked slabs.  A new access road (50 feet long X 16 feet wide) 

would be required for tower installation and maintenance.  The existing approach road 

would require some improvements to enable it to be utilized in all-weather conditions.  

In addition, a culvert and a gate at the exit of U.S. Highway 62/180 would be required 

for the tower site.  The proposed culvert is south of the proposed tower site.

EPT-YST-066 

The existing tower EPT-YST-066 is a CRT located on the Ysleta Station facility. The 

existing tower is approximately 100 feet high. No road improvements would be required 

for tower retrofits or upgrades.

EPT-YST-072 

The proposed tower, EPT-YST-072, is a surveillance or RRVS tower and is planned to 

be a fixed RDT, approximately 80 feet high.  Commercial power is approximately 200 

feet from the proposed tower site and would serve as the primary power source for this 

tower. Tower EPT-YST-072 is located on privately-owned land that would be leased or 
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purchased by CBP.  The proposed tower site is located with in an agricultural field 

which is currently used for alfalfa production.  The surrounding area is predominately 

rural and has nearby cotton fields, single-family residences and undeveloped lots.  

There is an irrigation canal located approximately 1,000 feet north of the tower site.  The 

tower foundation would utilize stacked slabs.  A new 50 foot long X 16 foot wide access 

road would be needed to connect to an existing driveway.  Additionally, a culvert would 

be required at the exit of the paved road.

2.3.3 Fabens AO Tower Description  
EPT-FBN-055

The existing tower EPT-FBN-055 is RRVS-CRT located at an existing CBP facility and 

is considered to be a fixed SS tower which is approximately 160 foot high.  The tower 

currently utilizes commercial grid power as the tower’s primary power source, with a 

propane generator as secondary power.   Tower EPT-FBN-055 is located on privately 

owned land leased by CBP for use as the Fabens Border Patrol Station and the 

surrounding area is predominately rural.  A graveled area currently on the Fabens 

Station will be utilized as the construction staging area.  No road improvements would 

be required for tower retrofits.

EPT-FBN-070

The proposed tower, EPT-FBN-070 is combination surveillance and communications 

relay tower or RRVS-CRT tower and is planned to be a fixed, SS tower.  The tower 

would be approximately 140 feet high.  Commercial power is approximately 1.2 miles 

from the proposed tower site and would serve as the primary power source for this 

tower.  EPT-FBN-070 is located within a flat area of mesquite/creosote scrub 

approximately 250 feet northeast of I-10 at the Tornillo exit, near mile marker 61.  Tower 

EPT-FBN-070 is located on privately-owned land that would be leased or purchased by 

CBP.  An ephemeral wash approximately 350 feet east of the site would be avoided 

during tower installation and road construction.  The site footprint for this tower is 

approximately 80 feet X 80 feet and would have a 9 foot high chainlink fence around it 

and its associated equipment shelter.  The tower foundation would utilize three concrete 
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piers.  A new 250 foot long X 16 foot wide gravel access road, a culvert, and a gate at I-

10 would be required for tower installation and maintenance.  The proposed culvert is 

southwest of the proposed tower site.

EPT-FBN-071

The proposed tower, EPT-FBN-071 is a surveillance or RRVS tower and is planned to 

be a fixed RDT.  This tower would be approximately 80 feet high.  Commercial power is 

approximately 300 feet from the proposed tower site and would serve as the primary 

power source for this tower.  Tower EPT-FBN-071 is located approximately 1,300 feet 

to the southwest of Telegraph Road in the community of Tornillo.  This area is 

developed for residential use although the surrounding area is predominately rural. An 

abandoned single-family residence is located on the property, and is scheduled for 

removal prior to tower installation.  Single family residences are also located adjacent to 

the proposed site to the east and west.  A pecan grove is located south of the property.  

An irrigation canal running west to east is located to the north of the property.  The 

tower foundation would utilize stacked slabs.  No access road would be needed, as 

access would be directly off a paved road onto an existing 150 feet X 12 feet driveway.

2.3.4 Fort Hancock AO Tower Description  
EPT-FHT-058

The proposed tower, EPT-FHT-058 is a surveillance or RRVS tower and is planned to 

be a fixed RDT.  This tower would be approximately 80 feet high.  Commercial power is 

approximately 0.5 miles from the proposed tower site and would serve as the primary 

power source for this tower.  Tower EPT-FHT-058 is located on privately-owned land 

that would be leased or purchased by CBP.  EPT-FHT-058 is located approximately 440 

feet west of I-10, between mile markers 67 and 68.  The surrounding area is 

predominately rural.   The tower foundation would utilize stacked slabs.  A new 475 feet 

long X 16 feet wide gravel access road and gate at I-10 would be required for tower 

installation and maintenance. One culvert is proposed for the access road and is east of 

the proposed tower site.
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EPT-FHT-064

The proposed tower, EPT-FHT-064 is combination surveillance and communications 

relay tower (RRVS-CRT) and is planned to be a fixed SS tower.  This would be the 

tallest of the towers at approximately 180 feet high.  Commercial power is approximately 

150 feet from the proposed tower site and would serve as the primary power source for 

this tower.  Tower EPT-FHT-064 is located on privately-owned land that would be 

leased or purchased by CBP.  The proposed site is approximately 370 feet northeast of 

I-10, east of exit 81 between mile markers 82 and 83.  The proposed tower site is 

located in an area of undeveloped ranch land at the base of a series of hills, although 

the actual tower site footprint is mostly flat with a slight incline. An ephemeral wash, 

approximately 100 feet east of the site, would be avoided during tower installation and 

road construction.  The site footprint for this tower is approximately 80 feet X 80 feet 

and would have a 9 foot high chainlink fence around it and its associated equipment 

shelter.  The tower foundation would utilize concrete piers.  A new 430 feet long X 16 

feet wide gravel access road and gate at I-10 would be required for tower installation 

and maintenance. A drainage culvert would be installed at the junction of the access 

road and I-10 approximately 430 feet from the tower site. The proposed culvert is west 

of the proposed tower site.

EPT-FHT-068

The proposed tower, EPT-FHT-068 is a surveillance or RRVS tower and is planned to 

be a fixed RDT, approximately 80 feet high.  Commercial power is currently within 1,000 

feet from the proposed tower site and would serve as the primary power source for this 

tower.  Tower EPT-FHT-068 is located approximately 450 feet northeast of State 

Highway (SH) 192, on privately-owned land that would be leased or purchased by CBP.  

Tower EPT-FHT-068 is situated on top of a rise overlooking rolling sandy hills.  In 

addition, minor erosion is occurring in some areas on the proposed site.  The tower 

foundation would utilize stacked slabs.  No new access road would be required for 

tower installation and maintenance, although 575 feet of existing road would need 

improvement, including the addition of three culverts southeast of the proposed tower 

site.
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EPT-FHT-069

The proposed tower, EPT-FHT-069 is combination surveillance and communications 

relay tower or RRVS-CRT and is planned to be a fixed RDT tower.  This tower would be 

approximately 80 feet high.  Commercial power is approximately 100 feet from the 

proposed tower site and would serve as the primary power source for this tower.  Tower 

EPT-FHT-069 is located on privately-owned land approximately 800 feet northeast of 

SH 20 and is currently leased by CBP.  The land in the vicinity of the proposed tower 

site has been cleared and developed for use by a community water tower directly north 

(approximately 100 feet), a concrete manufacturing facility to the south, and residential 

use to the southwest.  The proposed tower site is at the top of a small hill with a site 

elevation of 3,594 feet, but the surrounding area is mostly flat and predominately rural.  

The community water tower is located 100 feet north of the site.  The tower foundation 

would utilize stacked slabs.  A 120 foot long X 16 foot wide new gravel access road 

would be required for tower installation and maintenance.  Additionally, 340 feet of 

existing access road would require some improvements for utilization in all-weather 

conditions, and the addition of two culverts would also be required. One culvert would 

be located at the turnoff from the approach road to the access road tower.  The second 

culvert would be on the main portion of the access road to the west southwest of the 

proposed tower site.

EPT-FHT-254

The proposed tower, EPT-FHT-254 is a replacement for a nearby communications 

tower on the current Fort Hancock Station.  EPT-FHT-254 is CRT and a SS tower.  The 

tower would be approximately 120 feet high.  The site footprint for this tower is 

approximately 80 feet X 80 feet and would have a 9 foot high chainlink fence around it 

and its associated equipment shelter.  The tower foundation would utilize three concrete 

piers.  Tower EPT-FHT-254 is located on land currently owned by CBP and is being 

developed for the new Fort Hancock station. Commercial power will be within the 

proposed Fort Hancock station and would serve as the primary power source for this 

tower.  Construction on the new Fort Hancock station began in April 2008 and is 

progressing according to CBP schedule.  The surrounding area is predominately flat 
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and rural and the proposed tower site is disturbed soil with little to no vegetation.  The 

tower foundation would utilize stacked slabs. 

2.4 ALTERNATIVES ELIMINATED FROM ANALYSIS 

Several project elements that include other technology and infrastructure 

considerations, such as unmanned air vehicles (UAV), imaging satellites, fencing, walls, 

and other physical barriers, were considered, but eliminated from further review 

because of logistical restrictions and functional deficiencies that would fail to meet the 

purpose and need of this project.  These are discussed below.

2.4.1 Unmanned Air Vehicles 
The use of UAVs was not further evaluated for feasibility or effect because they present 

an unacceptable level of reliability, and would present extraordinary design, operation, 

and maintenance considerations that would fail to achieve the goals of SBInet, and 

enhanced surveillance and protection of the international border.

2.4.2 Remote Sensing Satellites 
The use of remote sensing satellites was not further evaluated for feasibility or effect 

because they present an unacceptable level of reliability, and would present 

extraordinary design, operation, and maintenance considerations that would fail to 

achieve the goals of SBInet, and enhanced surveillance and protection of the 

international border. 

2.4.3 Increased Workforce Alternative 
Another alternative considered during the preparation of this EA was to have no towers, 

but instead, to simply increase the number of USBP agents to patrol (via vehicles) and 

survey the areas that a tower surveillance and communication system would cover.  

The sites selected for tower installation are considered high intensity areas for illegal 

entries; thus, an alternative to the tower system would be to station additional USBP 

agents at each of these sites to observe activities and detect any potential cross border 
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violations. USBP agents would have to be stationed at these sites 24 hours per day, 7 

days a week, and due to local topography and vegetation would not provide the same 

level of detection capabilities as the tower systems. Consequently, additional 

observation points would have to be established to provide the same coverage as the 

proposed tower systems, which would disturb additional areas along the border. Such 

efforts would require an enormous commitment of resources and would demand an 

increase of 72 agents per 8-hour shift (assuming it would require approximately six 

agents to monitor an area equal to that which one tower system can monitor) to obtain 

an equal level of effectiveness as the proposed communications and surveillance tower 

systems.  Additionally, new facilities would have to be constructed to accommodate the 

number of additional staff needed to patrol a given tower coverage area.  The human 

resource and vehicular maintenance, coupled with the resulting depletion of resources, 

represented too great an environmental impact to be further considered as a reasonable 

alternative.

2.4.4 Increased Aerial Reconnaissance/Operations 
Under this alternative, increased aerial reconnaissance would be used for surveillance 

in support of the stations.  USBP would use fixed-wing aircraft and helicopters to 

perform reconnaissance and detection operations as well as to support ground patrols.

This alternative was eliminated from further consideration because it does not satisfy 

the purpose and need of the project. The purpose and need calls for a 24-hour,          

all-weather system for detection of illegal activities. Aerial reconnaissance/operations 

require highly skilled pilots, cannot be used on a 24-hour per day basis, and cannot 

operate under all weather conditions. Aerial reconnaissance/operations also have 

limited detection capabilities in difficult terrain such as deep ravines, at nighttime, and in 

thick vegetation. 

Aerial reconnaissance/operations have limited use restrictions over or near military 

installations, national parks and monuments, wilderness areas, and near commercial 

airports. The FAA and/or Department of Defense also impose flight restrictions on 
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USBP operations missions over or near their facilities. Aerial reconnaissance/operations 

also have restricted flight patterns near endangered species or other sensitive wildlife 

habitats, at nighttime, and over Indian reservations and other sacred cultural sites.

Aerial reconnaissance/operations have proven to be an effective border enforcement 

strategy in some regions of the border. For example, aerial operations are effective in 

areas where the open terrain, low growing vegetation, and sandy soils allow IEs and 

signs of other illegal border traffic to be easily recognized from aircraft. Additionally, 

aerial reconnaissance/operations are useful to USBP agents when performing search 

and rescue missions and during vehicle pursuits. Due to their effectiveness in given 

situations and specific areas of the border, increasing aerial reconnaissance/operations 

may be an effective solution in other circumstances or to meet the purpose and need of 

other CBP activities.  However, aerial reconnaissance does not satisfy the current 

purpose and need as stated herein, and thus, for this assessment, it was eliminated 

from further consideration.

2.5 SUMMARY 

The two alternatives analyzed further in this EA are the No Action Alternative and the 

Proposed Action Alternative.  An alternative matrix (Table 2-3) shows how each of these 

alternatives satisfies the stated purpose and need.  Table 2-4 presents a summary 

matrix of the impacts from the two project alternatives analyzed and how they potentially 

affect the environmental resources in the Region of Influence (ROI). 
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Table 2-3.  Alternative Matrix of Purpose and Need to Alternatives 

Purpose and Need No Action 
Alternative 

Proposed Action 
Alternative 

Enhance USBP agents’ ability to gain, maintain, and 
strengthen control of the border within proximity of the 
international boundary (international border to 25 
miles inland).

Enhance border enforcement capabilities through the 
use of improved surveillance technology solutions.

Refine the detection, interception, and apprehension 
of undocumented aliens, smugglers, and terrorists 
through the application of surveillance technologies.

Reduce crime in border communities by the enhanced 
detection, apprehension, and deterrence of smugglers 
of humans, drugs, and other contraband.

Legend:        NO           YES 
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