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Introduction 
The Bullfrog and Hite Low Water Launch Ramps Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) was made 
available to the public via the Planning, Environment, and Public Comment (PEPC) system online at 
ParkPlanning - Environmental Assessment - Development of Bullfrog and Hite Low Water Launch 
Ramps from March 26, 2026 to April 24, 2026. During the scoping period, 42 pieces of correspondence 
were entered into the PEPC system through direct entry by the commenter. No hard copy correspondence 
was received. 

Definition of the Terms 
Primary terms used in the document are defined below: 

Correspondence: A correspondence is the entire document received from a commenter. It can be in the 
form of a letter, email, written comment form, note card, open house transcript, or petition. 

Comment: A comment is a portion of the text within a correspondence that addresses a single subject. It 
could include such information as an expression of support for or opposition to the use of a potential 
management tool, additional data regarding the existing condition, or an opinion debating the adequacy of 
an analysis. 

Methodology 
Each correspondence was reviewed and summarized to capture general support or opposition and the 
substantive issues discussed.  

Nature of the Comments Received 
Public comments primarily focused on issues related to access, alternative configurations, implementation 

functionality
environmental effects. Almost all comments (98%) were from unaffiliated individuals; one comment 
came from a conservation/preservation organization. 

Of the 42 comments, 34 expressed support for the project with a strong emphasis on constructing the 
projects quickly. Conversely, three comments were in opposition to one or both ramps citing that the 
receding water levels will leave the proposed ramps out of the water in the near future, that the investment 
is not warranted, or suggested that alternatives to new boat launches, including the use of cranes to place 
boats into the water and the construction of a bridge between Halls Crossing and Bullfrog should be 
considered. Other comment themes included the need for improvements at Halls Crossing, accessibility 
considerations to get to relocated boat slips, potential impacts to local communities without water access, 
and native vegetation be used to restore disturbed areas. A few comments noted that the social and 
economic impacts are understated, that visitor use numbers were inaccurate, challenged the adequacy of 
the biological assessment (that it overstated impacts), and requested that the floodplain limits be revised. 
Several comments identified needs that are outside the scope of this project, such as removing the dam 
and provision of mid-lake fueling options.  



Public Comment Summary and Response 
Corr 
ID 

Summary of Comments Response 

General opposition noted.

General support noted.

General support noted.

Comment noted. Outside the scope of 
this project. Bullfrog prioritized as it 
has more infrastructure, a larger 
community and higher visitation. 
Serves the northern part of UT. 
General support noted.
General support noted.

General support noted.

General support noted. 

General support noted.  
 
 
 
Comment noted. Outside the scope of 
this project. 

General support noted.
General support noted.
General support noted.
General support noted.  
 
 
Comment noted. Hall’s Crossing no 
wake zone is out of the scope of this 
project. 



General support noted.

General support noted.

General support noted.
General support noted.

Does not meet the purpose and need of 
the project to accommodate boat 
launch activities for vessels of all sizes 
consistent with recreational demand 
on Lake Powell. Ramps are designed 
so that when water levels recede, the 
ramps can be extended. 
General support noted.
General support noted.

Comment noted. 

General support noted. 

The biological assessments were 
conducted by technical experts in 
coordination with U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. The documents reflect 
the findings from field visits and 
investigations. 
The floodplain mapping followed 
FEMA’s guidelines.  

Comment noted. Visitor use and 
socioeconomic analysis is based on the 
best available data from the official 
NPS Visitor Use Statistics program 
and the U.S. Census Bureau. This 
information would not change the 
NEPA analysis. 

Comment noted.  

General support noted. 
Construction of mid-lake fuel station is 
out of project scope.
General support noted. Primitive ramp 
has been developed at Bullfrog. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Construction of launch ramp at Halls 
Crossing is out of project scope  
General support noted.

General support noted. 

General support noted.

General support noted.

Comment noted. Future construction 
will be consistent with Architectural 
Barriers Act (ABA) required standards 
for federal projects.  
Comment noted.

General support noted.

Comment noted. 

General support noted.
General support noted.

The concession services at Hite are 
needed in this remote area not only for 
lake and river users, but to provide 
services for a range of visitors and 
recreational users in the area, 
including those accessing Orange 
Cliffs and off-road vehicle areas.  
 
Ramps are designed so that if water 
levels recede the ramps can readily be 
reconfigured to service lower water 
levels.  



Comment noted.

General support noted. Fueling 
infrastructure is outside of the scope of 
this project. 

General opposition noted.

The purpose and need for the plan 
indicate that the solution must provide 
continuous, predictable, and reliable 
access to the lake. While cranes could 
technically provide physical access 
under lower water conditions, this 
solution is limited in terms of the 
number and type of vessels that could 
be reasonably accommodated. 
Further, the volume of vessels needing 
access would likely overwhelm any 
such operation on higher visitation 
days/seasons, which affects the ability 
of the park to meet the requirements of 
Secretarial Order 3426: Ensuring 
National Parks are Open and 
Accessible.  
General support noted. 
Disturbed areas with topsoil will be 
reseeded using native species. 

General support noted.

General support noted. 
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Requests adequate signage, safety features, staging 
areas. 

42 Appreciates efforts to maintain access to Lake Powell so 
it can continue to be enjoyed. 

General support noted. 
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ERRATA 

Development of Bullfrog and Hite Low Water Launch Ramps 

Environmental Assessment 

 

An Errata sheet is necessary to make factual corrections to the environmental assessment (EA). The 
corrections in this Errata sheet do not change the project activities or increase the degree of impact 
described in the environmental assessment. Changes to the text are provided below.  

CHANGES TO TEXT  

Page 3, PURPOSE AND NEED—BACKGROUND / third paragraph 

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Glen Canyon NRA is evaluating options for boat launch ramps that can handle fluctuating water levels at 
Bullfrog and in the Hite. For Bullfrog, this means considering the full pool elevation of 3,700 feet asl and 
a low water level of 3,450 feet asl. For Hite, the new ramp is expected to be operational between a low 
lake level of 3,535 feet asl, the elevation of the original Colorado River channel bed at this location, up to 
a lake level of 3,650 feet asl. Above this level, the existing Hite ramp would be functional. The following 
two sections will provide the background of Bullfrog, then Hite. 

Corrected Text:  

Glen Canyon NRA is evaluating options for boat launch ramps that can handle fluctuating water levels at 
Bullfrog and in the Hite. For Bullfrog, this means considering the full pool elevation of 3,700 feet asl and 
a low water level of 3,450 feet asl. For Hite, the new ramp is expected to be operational between a low 
lake level of 3,535 feet asl, the elevation of the original Colorado River channel bed at this location, 3,490 
asl up to a lake level of 3,650 feet asl. Above this level, the existing Hite ramp would be functional. The 
following two sections will provide the background of Bullfrog, then Hite. 

Note: The lower elevation for Hite does not have any bearing on the original impact analysis in the EA or 
the selected action in the Finding of No Significant Impact. 

 

 

Page 3, PURPOSE AND NEED—BACKGROUND / Hite / second paragraph  

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

An unmaintained access road on the north riverbank leads to an informal takeout location known as North 
Wash, downstream of the Dirty Devil River confluence. The site, however, is not an ideal location to 
access the river due to unstable sediment conditions, fluctuating water levels, and high velocity river 
currents. Glen Canyon NRA has undertaken multiple efforts to provide reliable access at this location, but 
maintenance activities have only temporarily been effective due to the river eroding the bank away. As a 
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currents. Glen Canyon NRA has undertaken multiple efforts to provide reliable access at this location, but 
maintenance activities have only temporarily been effective due to the river eroding the bank away. As a 
result, the Park does not actively maintain the North Wash area, and Glen Canyon NRA has notified river 
rafting operators that Bullfrog is a more reliable option for takeout than Hite/North Wash. 

Corrected Text:  

An unmaintained access road on the north riverbank leads to an informal takeout location known as North 
Wash, downstream of the Dirty Devil River confluence. The site, however, is not an ideal location to 
access the river due to unstable sediment conditions, fluctuating water levels, and high velocity river 
currents. Glen Canyon NRA has undertaken multiple efforts to provide reliable access at this location, but 
maintenance activities have only temporarily been effective due to the river eroding the bank away. In 
2026, comprehensive improvements were made to the North Wash takeout in partnership with the State of 
Utah as an interim fix ahead of a longer-term access solution at Hite. The facility remains relatively 
primitive and subject to ongoing wear from visitor use, fluctuating water levels, and natural erosional 
processes. As a result, the Park does not actively maintain the North Wash area, and Glen Canyon NRA 
has notified river rafting operators that Bullfrog is a more reliable option for takeout than Hite/North 
Wash. 

 

 

Page 4,  PURPOSE AND NEED—BACKGROUND / Purpose and Need / first paragraph 

Text in environmental assessment reads: 

The purpose of constructing the proposed Bullfrog and Hite Low Water Launch Ramps (the project) is to 
provide continuous and predictable lake access at elevations down to 3,450 feet asl at Bullfrog and 3,535 
feet asl at Hite. This would provide water access for watercraft users/visitors in the uplake part of Lake 
Powell while protecting natural and cultural resources. 

Corrected Text: 

The purpose of constructing the proposed Bullfrog and Hite Low Water Launch Ramps (the project) is to 
provide continuous and predictable lake access at lower elevations down to 3,450 feet asl at Bullfrog and 
3,535 feet asl at Hite. This would provide water access for watercraft users/visitors in the uplake part of 
Lake Powell while protecting natural and cultural resources. 

Note: Specific elevations are not relevant to the overall purpose and need for the project, so the reference 
has been removed from this section of the document. This editorial change does not have any bearing on 
the original impact analysis in the EA or the selected action in the Finding of No Significant Impact. 
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Page 5, ALTERNATIVES – ALTERNATIVE A – NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE / first paragraph  

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Alternative A provides a baseline to evaluate the changes and impacts presented in the action alternative. 
For Bullfrog, the no action alternative represents continued operation and maintenance of the existing 
boat launch ramps, which are functional only when lake water levels allow. For Hite, the no action 
alternative reflects a continuation of inoperable or unavailable facilities that have historically relied on 
access to the water at this location; Lake Powell has been variably inaccessible for over a decade. While 
Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, the use of the takeout location at North Wash on 
the north bank at Hite would likely continue because it is necessary for rafting operations to be able to 
offer shorter rafting trips. 

Corrected Text:  

Alternative A provides a baseline to evaluate the changes and impacts presented in the action alternative. 
For Bullfrog, the no action alternative represents continued operation and maintenance of the existing 
boat launch ramps, which are functional only when lake water levels allow. For Hite, the no action 
alternative reflects a continuation of inoperable or unavailable facilities that have historically relied on 
access to the water at this location; Lake Powell has been variably inaccessible for over a decade. While 
Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, tThe use of the takeout location at North Wash 
on the north bank at Hite would likely continue because it is necessary for rafting operations to be able to 
offer shorter rafting trips. 

 

 

Page 9, ALTERNATIVES – ALTERNATIVE B – NEW RAMPS (PROPOSED ACTION) / Bullfrog / 
Tamarisk Removal 

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Construction of the new Bullfrog launch ramp would also involve removing tamarisk mechanically, 
followed by planting native willow species at mitigation sites approximately 60 miles southwest of the 
Bullfrog project area on NPS-managed lands within Glen Canyon NRA. Tamarisk removal would be 
completed using chainsaws and hand tools, with debris distributed within both sites. All cut stumps would 
be treated with an approved herbicide to kill the plants. Willow stem cuttings from Glen Canyon NRA 
would be propagated in a greenhouse until ready for planting. Appendix C provides a full list of 
mitigation measures. 

Corrected Text:  

Construction of the new Bullfrog launch ramp would also involve removing tamarisk mechanically, 
followed by planting native willow species at mitigation sites approximately 60 miles southwest of the 
Bullfrog project area on NPS-managed lands within Glen Canyon NRA. Tamarisk removal would be 
completed using chainsaws and hand tools, with debris distributed within both sites. All cut stumps would 
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be treated with an approved herbicide to kill the plants. Willow stem cuttings from Glen Canyon NRA 
would be propagated in a greenhouse until ready for planting. Appendix C provides a full list of 
mitigation measures. 

  

 

Page 19, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES/ Impacts of Alternative B (Proposed Action) / Vegetation / first paragraph   

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Bullfrog: Vegetation would be removed from roughly 328 total acres as a result of this project. This 
estimate is conservative as some rocky areas do not support vegetation and some areas are already clear 
of vegetation. Approximately 65 acres of permanent impacts would be required for the project’s road, 
parking area, launch ramp, cut and fill slopes, and pump stations. Temporary impacts would amount to 
263 acres and be associated with construction equipment movement, relocated utility trenches where they 
deviate from the road, and pump stations. Vegetation is anticipated to regrow in non-rocky temporarily 
impacted areas. 

The equipment used during construction and trucks/boats launching from the ramp would have a long-
term potential to introduce invasive species seed/vegetation. To minimize the introduction and spread of 
weeds, the following mitigation measures would be implemented during construction (Appendix C). 
Disturbed areas would be reclaimed, and noxious weeds would be managed during construction to reduce 
existing and prevent new weed infestations. In addition, construction equipment brought in from outside 
the Park would be pressure-washed to minimize the potential of importing noxious weed seeds. Finally, 
all fill material imported for the project would be sourced from local commercial suppliers and would be 
certified weed-free. 

Corrected Text:  

Bullfrog: Vegetation would be removed from roughly 328 total acres as a result of this project. This 
estimate is conservative as some rocky areas do not support vegetation and some areas are already clear 
of vegetation. Approximately 65 acres of permanent impacts would be required for the project’s road, 
parking area, launch ramp, cut and fill slopes, and pump stations. Temporary impacts would amount to 
263 acres and be associated with construction equipment movement, relocated utility trenches where they 
deviate from the road, and pump stations. Vegetation is anticipated to regrow in non-rocky temporarily 
impacted areas. 

The equipment used during construction and trucks/boats launching from the ramp would have a long-
term potential to introduce invasive species seed/vegetation. To minimize the introduction and spread of 
weeds, the following mitigation measures would be implemented during construction (Appendix C). 
Disturbed areas would be reclaimed, and noxious weeds would be managed during construction to reduce 
existing and prevent new weed infestations. In addition, construction equipment brought in from outside 
the Park would be pressure-washed to minimize the potential of importing noxious weed seeds. Finally, 
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all fill material imported for the project would be sourced from local commercial suppliers and would be 
certified weed-free. 

During operations some impact on vegetation may occur immediately adjacent to the improvements due 
to vehicle maneuvering or people walking. However, ongoing impacts are anticipated to be infrequent, 
and vegetation would reestablish over time. 

 

 

Page 23, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES/Trends and Planned Actions/fifth paragraph   

Current Text in environmental assessment reads:  

While Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, the use of the unmaintained takeout 
location at North Wash on the north bank at Hite would likely continue. Ongoing use-at-own-risk of 
North Wash takeout would continue to disturb the bank of the river, destabilizing it and making it more 
vulnerable to erosion, thereby increasing localized sediment load and turbidity. Due to the steep 
conditions and unstable terrain, recreational users often employ winches to pull watercraft out of the river. 
These activities disturb the edge of the river channel and could further contribute to sediment transport 
and deposition, affecting fish habitat both in the immediate area and downstream. 

Corrected Text:  

While Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, the use of the unmaintained takeout 
location at North Wash on the north bank at Hite would likely continue. Ongoing use-at-own-risk of 
North Wash takeout would continue to disturb the bank of the river, destabilizing it and making it more 
vulnerable to erosion, thereby increasing localized sediment load and turbidity. Due to the steep 
conditions and unstable terrain, the use of four-wheel-drive vehicles with high ground clearance is 
recommended, and backing a trailer into the water is not advised. recreational users often employ winches 
to pull watercraft out of the river. These activities disturb the edge of the river channel and could further 
contribute to sediment transport and deposition, affecting fish habitat both in the immediate area and 
downstream. 

 

 

Page 35, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES / Impacts of Alternative A – No Action / Hite   

Text in EA reads:  

In the Hite District, river access would continue under a “launch at own risk” advisory. While Glen 
Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, the use of the unmaintained takeout location at North 
Wash on the north bank at Hite would be expected to continue and would contribute to erosion of the 
riverbank and the contribution of sediment into the river affecting water clarity. In addition, low water 
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levels combined with the introduction of contaminants from pet feces or other waste added to the water 
would continue to contribute to impaired water quality in the Hite project area. The risk of harmful algal 
blooms would remain a concern in the Hite project area. No impact on floodplains, NPS wetlands, or 
WOTUS would occur. 

Corrected Text:  

In the Hite District, river access would continue under a “launch at own risk” advisory. While Glen 
Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, tThe use of the unmaintained takeout location at 
North Wash on the north bank at Hite would be expected to continue and would contribute to erosion of 
the riverbank and the contribution of sediment into the river affecting water clarity. In addition, low water 
levels combined with the introduction of contaminants from pet feces or other waste added to the water 
would continue to contribute to impaired water quality in the Hite project area. The risk of harmful algal 
blooms would remain a concern in the Hite project area. No impact on floodplains, NPS wetlands, or 
WOTUS would occur. 

  

 

Page 43 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—WATER 
RESOURCES / Trends and Planned Actions / second paragraph    

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

In addition, ongoing ferry operations and associated maintenance, routine roadway and bridge 
maintenance, utility system maintenance, and infrastructure upgrades, including the State of Utah’s 
proposal to construct improvements at the North Wash takeout would contribute to impacts on 
floodplains, wetlands, and water quality. Ground disturbance associated with these actions could mobilize 
sediment and increase turbidity in nearby drainages, which could affect water quality if unmanaged. 
However, these actions would be expected to include erosion control measures to minimize sediment 
transport. With these measures in place, combined effects on water quality would be short-term and 
limited to temporary increases in sedimentation during active ground disturbance. 

Corrected Text:  

In addition, ongoing ferry operations and associated maintenance, routine roadway and bridge 
maintenance, utility system maintenance, and infrastructure upgrades, including the State of Utah’s 
proposal to construct improvements at the North Wash takeout would contribute to impacts on 
floodplains, wetlands, and water quality. Ground disturbance associated with these actions could mobilize 
sediment and increase turbidity in nearby drainages, which could affect water quality if unmanaged. 
However, these actions would be expected to include erosion control measures to minimize sediment 
transport. With these measures in place, combined effects on water quality would be short-term and 
limited to temporary increases in sedimentation during active ground disturbance.  

Although the State of Utah has constructed improvements at the North Wash takeout, the facility remains 
relatively primitive and subject to ongoing wear from visitor use, fluctuating water levels, and natural 
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erosional processes. As a result, localized bank erosion and sediment delivery to the river would be 
expected to continue over time. 

 

 

Page 47, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—VISITOR 
USE AND EXPERIENCE / Affected Environment / Hite / third paragraph    

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

With the Hite launch ramp closed, boaters and rafting operators have been advised by Glen Canyon NRA 
to use Bullfrog, but some use the primitive North Wash informal takeout. This location is not maintained, 
and use of the area is not sanctioned by Glen Canyon NRA. Visitors use it at their own risk, and four-
wheel drive vehicles are recommended. NPS evaluated this site for potential ramp development but found 
it unsuitable because repeated repair efforts on the existing take out have failed, with the site continually 
eroding into the river due to high-velocity currents wearing away the shoreline. 

Corrected Text:  

With the Hite launch ramp closed, boaters and rafting operators have been advised by Glen Canyon NRA 
to use Bullfrog, but some use the primitive North Wash informal takeout. This location is not maintained, 
and use of the area is not sanctioned by Glen Canyon NRA. Visitors use it at their own risk, and four-
wheel drive vehicles are recommended. NPS evaluated this site for potential ramp development but found 
it unsuitable because repeated repair efforts on the existing take out have failed, with the site continually 
eroding into the river due to high-velocity currents wearing away the shoreline. 

 

 

Page 48, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—VISITOR 
USE AND EXPERIENCE / Impacts of Alternative A – No Action / Hite / first paragraph    

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Under Alternative A, the Hite District developed area would remain closed due to low water levels and 
the absence of a concession operator. The existing launch ramp would remain inoperable, and the road 
from SR 95 would remain closed. While Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog as a 
pullout for the Cataract Canyon river experiences, the use of the unmaintained North Wash takeout would 
likely continue as it saves considerable time compared to the longer trip to Bullfrog. The continued 
closure of the existing Hite launch ramp would limit recreational opportunities in the northern portion of 
the Park, concentrate visitor use in other areas like Bullfrog, and reduce the Park’s ability to distribute 
visitor impacts more evenly. These factors would likely contribute to a continued decline in use at Hite 
and reduced visitor satisfaction in this portion of the Park. Emergency response in the Hite area would 
remain limited, relying on regional support without improvements to local infrastructure or services. 
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Corrected Text:  

Under Alternative A, the Hite District developed area would remain closed due to low water levels and 
the absence of a concession operator. The existing launch ramp would remain inoperable, and the road 
from SR 95 would remain closed. While Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog as a 
pullout for the Cataract Canyon river experiences, tThe use of the unmaintained interim North Wash 
takeout would likely continue as it saves considerable time compared to the longer trip to Bullfrog. The 
continued closure of the existing Hite launch ramp would limit recreational opportunities in the northern 
portion of the Park, concentrate visitor use in other areas like Bullfrog, and reduce the Park’s ability to 
distribute visitor impacts more evenly. These factors would likely contribute to a continued decline in use 
at Hite and reduced visitor satisfaction in this portion of the Park. Emergency response in the Hite area 
would remain limited, relying on regional support without improvements to local infrastructure or 
services. 

 

 

Page 49, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—VISITOR 
USE AND EXPERIENCE / Impacts of Alternative B (Proposed Action) / Hite  

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

At Hite, Alternative B would provide long-term benefits to visitor use and experience by restoring formal 
river access for private and commercial rafters exiting Cataract Canyon. Designated river access would 
create more predictable conditions for staging and gear handling and offer a more organized exit to multi-
day river trips. Visitors and river rafting operators would experience more reliable trip logistics and 
reduced uncertainty compared to relying on informal and unmaintained shoreline areas. Reestablishing a 
functional launch site in this remote uplake area would eliminate the public use of unmaintained launch 
areas, and reduce pressure at Bullfrog, leading to a more balanced distribution of visitor activity across 
Glen Canyon NRA.  

Users of the proposed Hite launch ramp would have a different visual experience in their approach to the 
new location. The new access road and ramp would introduce formal but primitive infrastructure into an 
area that is currently undeveloped and characterized by natural terrain and minimal human-made features. 
As visitors travel toward the site, views would shift from a remote, rugged landscape to one that would 
include constructed elements (graded road, parking areas, and the launch ramp). For some visitors, this 
change may alter the perceived natural character of the immediate area, although the surrounding canyon 
and river would remain the primary visual features. 

Corrected Text:  

At Hite, Alternative B would provide long-term benefits to visitor use and experience by restoring formal 
reliable river access for private and commercial rafters exiting Cataract Canyon. Designated river access 
would create more predictable conditions for staging and gear handling and offer a more organized an 
improved exit to for multi-day river trips. Visitors and river rafting operators would experience more 
reliable trip logistics and reduced uncertainty compared to relying on informal and unmaintained 
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shoreline areas. Reestablishing a functional launch site in this remote uplake area would eliminate the 
public use of unmaintained launch areas, and reduce pressure at Bullfrog, leading to a more balanced 
distribution of visitor activity across Glen Canyon NRA.  

Construction activities at Hite may temporarily affect boater and rafter navigation of Lake Powell near the 
project area, primarily disembarking river rafters. Those seeking natural ambience and tranquility may 
also be impacted by the presence of construction equipment and vehicles. However, given that the current 
launch ramp is inoperable, the access road is closed, and no concession services are in place, 
construction-related effects on visitor use and recreation opportunities would be limited and temporary.  

Users of the proposed Hite launch ramp would have a different visual experience in their approach to the 
new location. The new access road and ramp would introduce formal but primitive infrastructure into an 
area that is currently undeveloped and characterized by natural terrain and minimal human-made features. 
As visitors travel toward the site, views would shift from a remote, rugged landscape to one that would 
include constructed elements (graded road, parking areas, and the launch ramp). For some visitors, this 
change may alter the perceived natural character of the immediate area, although the surrounding canyon 
and river would remain the primary visual features. 

 

 

Pages 49 and 50, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—
VISITOR USE AND EXPERIENCE / Trends and Planned Actions  

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Past, current, and future actions and trends that affect visitor use and experience include development of 
launch ramps, marinas, campgrounds, and visitor amenities at Bullfrog and Hite, as well as fluctuating 
lake levels that affect the operability of these facilities. Visitor access at Bullfrog is constrained by the 
seasonal availability of the Bullfrog Main Launch Ramp and the limited capacity and distance of the 
Bullfrog North Ramp. At Hite, the closure of the developed area and the loss of functional river access 
have reduced visitor opportunities in the uplake region. Reliance on the primitive North Wash area would 
continue to limit convenient takeout from the river, primarily by river rafting operations. 

The limited operability of existing launch ramps during low-water conditions have increasingly 
constrained visitor access and contributed to localized congestion and reduced convenience, diminishing 
the visitor experience. Future actions, such as routine maintenance of existing official lake ramps and 
potential improvements at the North Wash takeout, would provide incremental benefits but are not 
expected to resolve the broader limitations on reliable uplake access. 

Foreseeable trends include changes in visitor use patterns based on ramp availability, which could lead to 
overcrowding, congestion, longer wait times at the ferry (Bullfrog) or launch ramps, and a diminished 
visitor experience. Rising temperatures, changing precipitation patterns, and more frequent extreme 
weather events could influence water levels, visitor behavior, infrastructure reliability, and overall park 
experience. In addition, reasonably foreseeable actions also include the State of Utah’s proposed 
improvements at North Wash takeout, which could provide some short-term improvement for river users 
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if constructed. Given the area’s geomorphological conditions, the long-term viability of this takeout point 
is uncertain. 

Alternative A would maintain the current limitations on infrastructure and access, particularly if the 
proposed North Wash takeout improvements do not get constructed or fail due to riverbank erosion. Over 
time, these conditions would likely result in a measurable decline in the quality of the visitor experience. 
This includes increased crowding, longer wait times, reduced convenience, and diminished recreational 
opportunities. 

When considered with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions, Alternative A would continue the 
current pattern of constrained access. These conditions would influence visitation patterns, user 
satisfaction, and the Park’s ability to meet visitor expectations under changing environmental conditions. 

Alternative B would improve visitor use and experience by constructing new launch ramps and 
supporting infrastructure at both Bullfrog and Hite. These new facilities would increase the reliability of 
lake and river access during low-water conditions, reduce congestion at existing ramps, and support a 
more balanced distribution of visitor use across the uplake region. The Hite ramp would provide 
predictable accessible access if North Wash takeout improvements are not constructed. When considered 
with past, present, and future actions, Alternative B would contribute long-term beneficial impacts on 
recreational access and improve the quality and predictability of the visitor experience and enhance the 
Park’s ability to manage demand and adapt to changing conditions.  

Corrected Text:  

Past, current, and future actions and trends that affect visitor use and experience include development of 
launch ramps, marinas, campgrounds, and visitor amenities at Bullfrog and Hite, as well as fluctuating 
lake levels that affect the operability of these facilities. Visitor access at Bullfrog is constrained by the 
seasonal availability of the Bullfrog Main Launch Ramp and the limited capacity and distance of the 
Bullfrog North Ramp. At Hite, the closure of the developed area and the loss of functional river access 
have reduced visitor opportunities in the uplake region. Reliance on the primitive North Wash area would 
continue to limit convenient takeout from the river, primarily by river rafting operations. 

The limited operability of existing launch ramps during low-water conditions have increasingly 
constrained visitor access and contributed to localized congestion and reduced convenience, diminishing 
the visitor experience. Future actions, such as routine maintenance of existing official lake ramps and 
potential improvements at the North Wash takeout, would provide incremental benefits but are not 
expected to resolve the broader limitations on reliable uplake access. 

Foreseeable trends include changes in visitor use patterns based on ramp availability, which could lead to 
overcrowding, congestion, longer wait times at the ferry (Bullfrog) or launch ramps, and a diminished 
visitor experience. Rising temperatures, changing precipitation patterns, and more frequent extreme 
weather events could influence water levels, visitor behavior, infrastructure reliability, and overall park 
experience. In addition, although improvements have been constructed at the North Wash takeout 
reasonably foreseeable actions also include the State of Utah’s proposed improvements at North Wash 
takeout, which could to provide some short-term improvement for river users if constructed. Given the 
area’s geomorphological conditions, the long-term viability of this takeout point is uncertain and 
launching is still not available. 
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Alternative A would maintain the current limitations on infrastructure and access, particularly if the 
proposed North Wash takeout improvements do not get constructed or fail due to riverbank erosion. Over 
time, the instability of this takeout site ese conditions would likely result in a measurable decline in the 
quality of the visitor experience. This includes increased crowding, longer wait times, reduced 
convenience, and diminished recreational opportunities. 

When considered with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions, Alternative A would continue the 
current pattern of constrained access. These conditions would influence visitation patterns, user 
satisfaction, and the Park’s ability to meet visitor expectations under changing environmental conditions. 

Alternative B would improve visitor use and experience by constructing new launch ramps and 
supporting infrastructure at both Bullfrog and Hite. These new facilities would increase the reliability of 
lake and river access during low-water conditions, reduce congestion at existing ramps, and support a 
more balanced distribution of visitor use across the uplake region. The Hite ramp would provide 
predictable accessible access if North Wash takeout improvements are not constructed. When considered 
with past, present, and future actions, Alternative B would contribute long-term beneficial impacts on 
recreational access and improve the quality and predictability of the visitor experience and enhance the 
Park’s ability to manage demand and adapt to changing conditions. 

 

 

Pages 52 and 53, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES—
SOCIOECONOMICS / Impacts of Alternative A – No Action / Hite / first paragraph 

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Under Alternative A, river access in the Hite District would continue to be “launch at own risk.” While 
Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, the informal use of the unmaintained North 
Wash takeout likely would continue until conditions degrade to the point that access is no longer feasible. 
As the site continues to erode and become less usable, opportunities for trip lengths that traditionally end 
in the Hite area would diminish. This could limit the variety of itinerary options rafting outfitters are able 
to offer, which may reduce demand for certain trips and result in a loss of revenue for commercial rafting 
operators. 

Corrected Text:  

Under Alternative A, river access in the Hite District would continue to be “launch at own risk.” While 
Glen Canyon NRA advises raft operators to use Bullfrog, tThe informal use of the unmaintained North 
Wash takeout likely would continue until conditions degrade to the point that access is no longer feasible. 
As the site continues to erode and become less usable, opportunities for trip lengths that traditionally end 
in the Hite area would diminish. This could limit the variety of itinerary options rafting outfitters are able 
to offer, which may reduce demand for certain trips and result in a loss of revenue for commercial rafting 
operators. 
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Page 77, APPENDIX B. IMPACT TOPICS DISMISSED FROM DETAILED ANALYSIS / Soundscapes 
/ Hite / first paragraph 

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

Ambient noise near Hite includes vehicles traveling on SR 95, river rafting operators passing through the 
area, and the use of the unmaintained takeout location at North Wash. The existing Hite launch ramp is 
inoperable and has been closed to use since 2021. Therefore, it no longer contributes to the types of 
visitor-generated sounds associated with boating and recreational activities. Current ambient noise 
conditions are limited to intermittent roadway traffic and occasional visitor use of the surrounding area. 

Corrected Text:  

Ambient noise near Hite includes vehicles traveling on SR 95, river rafting operators passing through the 
area, and the use of the unmaintained interim takeout location at North Wash. The existing Hite launch 
ramp is inoperable and has been closed to use since 2021. Therefore, it no longer contributes to the types 
of visitor-generated sounds associated with boating and recreational activities. Current ambient noise 
conditions are limited to intermittent roadway traffic and occasional visitor use of the surrounding area. 

 

 

Page 81, APPENDIX C. MITIGATION MEASURES / Water Resources   

Text in environmental assessment reads:  

 The proposed projects would be constructed following standard erosion and sediment control BMPs. 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements for general 
construction would apply to the project, and Glen Canyon NRA would ensure that BMPs are installed 
and maintained in such a manner as to limit the potential for surface and subsurface impacts. General 
BMPs may include but are not limited to silt fencing; straw wattles; erosion control mats; maintaining 
established vegetation; and designated vehicle construction entrance and exits. (BULLFROG AND 
HITE) 

 CWA Sections 401 and 404 permitting would be required for the projects and would dictate the 
environmental criteria and special conditions required to mitigate adverse impacts. (BULLFROG 
AND HITE) 

 Project disturbance would be limited to approved clearing limits, which would also be demarcated 
before construction using removable flagging or similar methods. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 An NPS-designated wetland monitor would be onsite during construction around wetlands, as 
determined necessary by Glen Canyon NRA staff. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 Appropriately sized culverts would be installed under the access road at wetland crossings to sustain 
the ephemeral fluvial processes including flow, water level fluctuations, sediment transport, and 
stream morphology. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 
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 A construction barrier (e.g., turbidity curtain) would be placed in the water during work activities to 
isolate the project area and prevent fish and other aquatic species from entering the underwater 
construction area. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 Work in or around wetlands would not occur during or immediately following precipitation events 
until soil conditions are adequate to prevent sediment loss, substrate compaction, and unnecessary 
disturbance. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 No material stockpiling would occur in, or immediately adjacent to wetland areas. (BULLFROG 
AND HITE) 

 Equipment and supplies would be staged and stored in already disturbed areas onsite or in designated 
staging areas outside of wetland features. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

Corrected Text:  

 The proposed projects would be constructed following standard erosion and sediment control BMPs. 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements for general 
construction would apply to the project, and Glen Canyon NRA would ensure that BMPs are installed 
and maintained in such a manner as to limit the potential for surface and subsurface impacts. General 
BMPs may include but are not limited to silt fencing; straw wattles; erosion control mats; maintaining 
established vegetation; and designated vehicle construction entrance and exits. (BULLFROG AND 
HITE) 

 CWA Sections 401 and 404 permitting would be required for the projects and would dictate the 
environmental criteria and special conditions required to mitigate adverse impacts. (BULLFROG 
AND HITE) 

 Project disturbance would be limited to approved clearing limits, which would also be demarcated 
before construction using removable flagging or similar methods. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 An NPS-designated wetland monitor would be onsite during construction around wetlands, as 
determined necessary by Glen Canyon NRA staff. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 Mitigation would be conducted at rate of 5 acres mitigation for every 1 acre of impact. Compensatory 
mitigation and wetland restoration would involve mechanical tamarisk removal followed by planting 
native willow species. Approximately 17.3 acres of wetlands would be restored to mitigate the 
Bullfrog project impacts and approximately 6.05-acres would be restored to mitigate the Hite project 
impacts. Tamarisk removal would be completed using chainsaws and hand tools. All cut stumps 
would be treated with an approved herbicide to kill the plants. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 The performance of the wetland mitigation sites would be monitored annually, with photo 
documentation to record changes over time. Monitoring would continue until 70 percent native 
vegetation cover is achieved relative to adjacent reference locations, anticipated within 3 to 5 growing 
seasons. Noxious weed cover would be limited to less than 20 percent relative to reference locations. 
Annual monitoring and photos would document restoration efforts and identify additional required 
activities, such as supplemental planting or invasive species removal.  (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 Appropriately sized culverts would be installed under the access road at wetland crossings to sustain 
the ephemeral fluvial processes including flow, water level fluctuations, sediment transport, and 
stream morphology. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 A construction barrier (e.g., turbidity curtain) would be placed in the water during work activities to 
isolate the project area and prevent fish and other aquatic species from entering the underwater 
construction area. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 
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 Work in or around wetlands would not occur during or immediately following precipitation events 
until soil conditions are adequate to prevent sediment loss, substrate compaction, and unnecessary 
disturbance. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 

 No material stockpiling would occur in, or immediately adjacent to wetland areas. (BULLFROG 
AND HITE) 

 Equipment and supplies would be staged and stored in already disturbed areas onsite or in designated 
staging areas outside of wetland features. (BULLFROG AND HITE) 
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