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Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown EA

COMMENTSAND RESPONSES

This section contains comments on the Draft EA and responses to those comments.
Written comments were received from federal, state, and local agencies; American
Indian governments; private organizations; and the general public. The comment
period began on November 8, 2000 and closed on December 7, 2000. In accordance with
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), public and agency comments were
reviewed and addressed in the EA. These public and agency comments will be used by
the decisionmaker in determining whether or not to implement the Proposed Action.

COMMENT AND RESPONSE PROCESS

Comments on the Draft EA were generated through written correspondence during the
public comment period. The following process was used for reviewing and responding
to these comments:

All comment letters were reviewed and assigned a unique number.

Within each comment letter, substantive comments were identified and
bracketed. These bracketed comments were then reviewed by appropriate
staff or resource specialists and provided an individual response. Three
guidelines were used for determining substantive comments.

1. The proposed action, alternatives, or other components of the proposal
were questioned.

2. The methodology of the analysis or results were questioned.
3. The use, adequacy, and/or accuracy of data were questioned.

The individual bracketed comments were assigned a response code
corresponding to a specific response. These responses (and codes) were
organized in numerical order. The responses to comments appear in the
Response section of this volume.

Due to their similarity, some comments were assigned the same response.

An alphabetical directory of commentor’s names, with their associated comment, was
also generated and is provided following this introduction.
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LOCATING YOURCOMMENT LETTER

Locate your name in the directory of commentors alphabetized by last name. After
locating your name, note the number in the third column. This number was assigned to
your comment letter and is found on the upper right-hand corner of the letter. The
comment letters are printed in numerical order.

L OCATING RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

All comment letters were given a response number. Response numbers are printed next
to one or more bracketed areas in the left margin of the comment letters. Because of the
limited number of comments, responses were not grouped by resource area. Comments
are found in the section following the responses.
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DIRECTORY OF COMMENTORS

Last Name First name Comment
Letter #
Association of Central Oklahoma 000013
Governments
California EPA Department of Toxic Substances 000012
Control
City of Rapid City, South Dakota 000020
Daschle Thomas, Senator 000010
Department of Transportation District 9, Bishop California 000021
Douglas School District 51-1 000008
Dow Edwin 000004/
000017
Governor's Office of Planning and Research|California State Clearing House 000006/
000014/
000015
Kern County Planning Department 000018
Ohio Department of Natural Resources 000005
Ohio EPA Southwest District 000016
Oklahoma Historical Society 000009
Rapid City Area Chamber of Commerce 000011
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 000007
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Ventura, California 000002
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Reynoldsburg, Ohio 000003
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Sacramento, California 000019
Yuba-Sutter Economic Development 000001
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RESPONSES

Comment/Letter # Response # Response

000001 000013 TY Thank you for your comment during

000002 000014 the public comment period on the

000003 000015 Draft Environmental Assessment for

000004 000016 Global Hawk Main Operating Base

000005 000017 Beddown. Public and agency

000006 000018 involvement is an important part of the

000007 000019 National Environmental Policy Act

000008 000021 (NEPA) process. All comments

000009 received during this comment period

000010 have become part of the project record

000011 and will contribute to the decision-

000012 making process. Specific responses to
substantive comments are presented
below.

00001 R-1 The affected area for the socioeconomic
analysis included Yuba, Sutter,
Nevada, and Placer Counties as shown
in Figure 3.4-1 of the Final EA. In
order to use comparable information
for all of the bases, socioeconomic data
was analyzed from the county level.
These data were derived from the U.S.
Census and the U.S. Bureau of
Economic Analysis. Although, as in
the case of Beale AFB, general
economic data from large, diverse
counties may be include. However,
this does not affect the results of the
analysis — that locating the Global
Hawk main operating base at Beale
AFB would generate over $40,000,000
in earnings to the local area and would
not have a negative effect on schools,
housing, employment, or social
services.

00001 R-2 The information on the preparation of

a maintenance plan has been added to
the Beale AFB discussion.
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00001

00001

00001

00002

00002

00003

R-3

R-4

R-5

R-8

The analysis assumed a 30-mile
commute from Marysville to Beale AFB
in order to evaluate the potential
affects on air quality from
transportation. Although some
personnel may travel from areas closer
to the base, if a commute of all
additional personnel from Marysville
would not exceed the de minimis
threshold, then emissions with
personnel traveling less that 30 miles
would not exceed de minimis levels or
be regionally significant.

According to the latest information
from the U.S. Coast Guard, Beale AFB
is an alternative location for the air
station (Susan Boyle, personal
communication, December 2000).

The draft EA included letters from
federal, state, and local government
agencies in Appendix F. Information
from these letters was used, as
appropriate, in the Draft EA.

Mountain plover has been added to the
list in Appendix D.

Populations of these plants only occur
in habitats located away from the
section of the base where ground
disturbance would occur, therefore
they were not included in Table 3.6-1.

No potential bat habitat consisting of
dead trees or snags would be impacted
during construction.
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00004

00004

00004

00009

R-10

R-11

R-12

Although the 1,248 airfield operations
from the Global Hawk are relatively
few, the aircraft is unmanned and
requires primary radar coverage from
ARTCC for traveling in airspace from
10,000 to 18,000 feet MSL because it
lacks see-and-avoid capabilities.

In the event of a Global Hawk mishap,
safety procedures used for all other
aircraft would be employed. All bases
have sufficient existing crash and fire
response equipment and personnel to
support the Global Hawk.

While such changes are common at
bases, the EA must consider current
baseline conditions.

Thank you, formal consultation would
take place once a base is selected. If
Tinker AFB is chosen, then the
information you requested would be
provided as part of the Section 106
process.

G-6

Appendix G



Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown EA

00012 R-13 Site contamination would not affect the
selected base since all possible
measures would be taken to place
construction sites away from ERP sites.
As part of standard base protocol all
activities that involve soil movement
would include coordination with the
ERP manager and, if necessary, soil
testing prior to construction.
Groundwater contaminants also would
not affect the selected base since
construction activities would not go
deep enough to tap into groundwater
sources. However, if water were
encountered during construction, it
would be tested and treated
appropriately. If any construction
activities disturbed known or
previously unknown contaminated
soils areas, these soils would be
disposed of in an appropriate manner,
according to federal, state and base
regulations.

000016 R-14 Contaminated groundwater should not
be an issue at Operable Unit 10. The
unit is a deep plume site, with
contaminated water 80 feet below the
surface. Shallow wells at the site show
no contaminants, making problems
during construction of Global Hawk
facilities unlikely. However, if water
were encountered during construction
it would be tested and treated
appropriately.
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000016

000019

R-15

R-16

There is a possibility that soil in the
proposed area of construction may
contain small amounts of
contamination, although no sites are
known in the area. As part of standard
protocol all soils would be tested
during construction. If any
contaminated sites were located, soil
would be disposed of in an appropriate
manner.

All Federal and State listed species and
Species of Concern that were known to
occur on base were analyzed in Section
3.6. The species list for Beale AFB was
complied using data for Yuba County
from the California Department of Fish
and Game Natural Diversity Database
and known occurrences listed in base
reports. All Federal and State listed
species and Species of Concern known
to occur on base and potentially
impacted by construction are listed and
analyzed in Section 3.6. However, only
those animal species listed by the
California Department of Fish and
Game Natural Diversity Database as
Federally or State Threatened or
Endangered were included in
Appendix D. Species of Concern
potentially found outside of the base
were not included in this appendix, as
analysis shows that there are no noise
impacts expected from the overflights.

Additional Federal or State Threatened
or Endangered species included on the
FWS list for Yuba County were added
to Appendix D
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000001

CORPORATION

November 22, 2000

HQ ACC/CEVP

129 Andrews St., Ste 102

Langely Air Force Base, VA 23665-2769
ATTN: Ms. Sheryl Parker

Dear Ms. Parker:

The purpose of this letter is to respond 10 the Global Hawk Environment Assessment. Enclosed
please find our response.

First, the EA does not deiine the area that is included in the demographic data on Beale (page 3-
19). However, from the population, employment, and median household income figures
included in the EA, we assume that Nevada and Placer counties have been included in the study.
This does a disservice to Beale’s competitiveness, These counties, especially Placer county,
possess booming population centers which completely skew the numbers, Further, Placer county
extends all the way to Lake Tahoe, Be assured, Lake Tahoe's economy has absalutely no effoct
on the area surrounding Beale.

We therefore wish to underscore simply the demographics of Yuba county, in which an
overwhelming majority of Beale's service members live. The county’s population is 60,700, Tts
annual unemployment rete is 12.5%, Its per capita income is $16,405, and its median family
income is $24,364. The average price for a home is $112,000, and the county’s ten-year growth
talc s 4%, not 8% as listed in the BA. These figures combine with the area’s top-rated schools
and unparalleled recreational opportuaitics to provide service members with an area in which
they can afford to live well. As a reminder, the average price of a home near Beale Air Force
Base 5 less than half that of the average price forall of California,

We would like to further clarify the information on the area’s air quality, presented on page 3-30.
Beale is listed as being in & maintenance area. However, the EA doss not mention the fact that
the area surrounding Beale has not exceeded the federal ozone standards within the past 15 years.
Further, the Feather River Air Quality Management District is working with the California Air
Resources Board and the US EPA to enact a maintenance plan which will place the area
surrounding Beale in an attainment zone by Fall, 2001,

On page 4-14 the EA states thal Beale requires a 30-mile roundirip commute without defining
the area from which it measures, While the 30-mile figure is acourate for the Marysville area, it
ignores the city of Wheatland, which is only six miles awzy from Beale. In addition, the
Wheatland school districts have plenty of underutilized capacity, so they will be able te easily

SERVING THE CITIES I AND CGUNTIES OF YUBA AND SUTTER, CALIFORNIA
1300 Franklin Road + Yuba City, CA 95093 » Telophone {530] 7518555 « Facsimile {530 751-8515 « E-Mall ysede@ysedc org

Page 2 0f 2 000001

absorb any increase in the mumber of siudents resulting from beddawn of the Global Hawk at
Beale.

Lastly, the EA, states on page 5-2 that the Coast Guard will be locating at Beate. We have been
informed that the Coast Guard has decided not to do so. The Command at Beale and the Ajr
Combat Command will forward a letter attesting to this fact, Additionatly, YSEDC submitted a
R"S | letter on July 21, 2000 which provided information relevant to the EA, We did not see it, or any
other documents sent by local elected officiels in the appendices of the EA.

R-4

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

Bill $#nmons

Supervisor, Yuba County
Chairman, Yuba-Sutter Global Hawk Rectvitment Task Force

V3 umoppag asvg Sunviad () my ymvy (vqQoio)
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Venura Fish and Wildhfe Office
2493 Portola Road, Suite B
Venlura, California 93003

000002

Degember 5, 2000

Ogden Environmental and Energy Servi
Global Hawk EA

910 Main Street, Suite 352

Boise, Idaho 83702

Subject: Species List for Construction of Global Hawk Main Cperating Base Beddown,
Edwards Air Force Base, San Bernardino County, California

Dear Mr. Chavis:

We have reviewed your letter, dated September 1, 2000, requesting our confirmation that your
tist of federally listed species for use i the preparation of at Environmental Assessrent (EA) for
the proposed beddown of the unmanned agrial vebicle, Global Hawk, at Edwards Air Force Base
is complete. The proposal involves basieg 18 high-altitude, long-endurance, unmanned
Tecormaissance aircraft at a yet to be determined Ar Force base within the contiguous United
States, constructing associated facilities within developed areas of the base, and employing
betweer 400 te 800 new personuel, With the exception of take-offs and landings, the Global
Hawk’s flight time would be spent above 60,000 feet Mean Sea level. Edwards Afr Force base is
one of five bases being considered as potential beddown locations,

The only federally listed species whick is known from the vicinity of the proposed project is the
federally threatened desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), The bald eagle {Halineetus
leucocephalusy and the peregrine falcon (Falce peregrinus), which you included on your list,
could be observed during migration but would unlikely depend upon the habitat on Edwards Air
Force base. The mountain plover (Charadrius montanus), which has been proposed for listing as
threatened, may also oceur in this area.

Only listed spesies receive protection under the Act. Heweves, other species of concern should
be considered in the planning process in the event they become listed o proposed for listing prior
to project completion. The alkali mariposa lily {Calochortus siriatus), desert cymopterus
(Cymapterus deserticola), and Barstow wooly sunflower (Eriophylium mohavense are three plant
species of concem with significant population occurtences on Edwards Air Force Base in the
west Mojave Desert and should be considered in your analysis.

000002

Qgden Environmental and Energy Services 2

This better fulfills the requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under section 7 (c) of
the Endangered Species act of 1973, as amended, (Act). The Department of Air Force, as lead
Federal agency for the project, has the responsibility to review its proposed activities and
determine whether any listed species may be affected. It the project is  construction project
which may require an environmental document the Air Force has the responsibility to prepare a
biclogical assessment to make a determination of the effects of the action on the listed species o
critical habitat, Ifthe Air Force dotermines that a listed species or critical habitat is likely to be
adversely affected, it should request, in writing through our office, formal consultation pursvant
to section 7 of the Act, Informal consultation may be use to exchange information and resolve
conflicts with respect to threatened or endangered species or their critical habitat peior fo a
written request for formal consultation. During this review process, the Air Force may engage in
planning efforts but may not make any imeversible commitment of resources. Such a
commiltnent could constitnte 2 violation of section 7(d) of the Act.

We hope that this information assists you in your preparation of the EA for this project. Should
you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Tim Thomas of my staff at
(760).255-8890.

Sincerely,

g ke Moo

Diane K. Noda
Field Supervisor

Vv umoppag asvg Sunaptad () v ymv ] 199015
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

I87SNIg ey
Eoological Services
6950 Americana Parkway, Suite K
Reynelds?g 3&%)9?13068-4127
Fai: (614)469-6319
November 27, 2000 000003

HQ Acce/CEVP
Attention: Ms. Sheryl Parker
129 Andrews $t,, Suite 102
Langley AFB, VA 23665-2769
Dear Ms. Parker:

This is in response to the Dk ent of the Air Foree's November, 2000 Draft Environmental
Assessment for the Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown. tig}meen of these aizcraft are to be
plaged at & vet to be determined Air Force base within the United States. One of the proposed bases is
the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, located in Montgomery and Greene Countics, Ohio, This letter is
to inform you of any concerns we may have regarding Federally-listed threatened, endangered, and
candidate species within the vicinity of the proposed site. The proposed beddown at this site would have
minimal impacts to the surounding environment, No wetlands would be im , and existin
buildings would be utilized when possible. Limited construction of new facilities and modifications of
existing facilitics may be recessary, but will occur within previously disturbed or developed areas.

ENDANGERED SPECIES COMMENTS: The Indiana bat, a Federally-listed endangered species, is
known to occur just north of an ares where construction may gcour. 'We recommend that if irees with
exfoliating bark, dead trees; or snags (which could be potential roost trees) are encountered on the
Eroposed site, they should be saved w] erevgreg'ossmle. It thc{ must be cut, Ihct{ should not be cut
between April 15 and September 15, Provided that this guideline is followed, the proposed construction
is not expected to impact Indiana bats.

. The eastern massasauga, a Federal candidate species, is kmown te ocour within the boundaries of the

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, south of the d construction sites, The proposed project also
lies within the range of the clubshell mussel, a Federally listed endzngered species. Due to the project
type and location, the preject, as pm{unis;d, will have no effect on these species. Relative to-these

ecies, this precfudes the need for further action on this J)mjecl as réquired by the 1973 Endangered
Species Act, a3 amended. Should the project be modified of new information become available that
indicates listed er proposed species may-be affected, consultation should be initiated.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has no records for the bald eagle within the vicinity of this project.
Therefore, this project is not expected to impact the bald eagle.

This technical assistunce letter is submitted in; accordance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C.661 el seq,), the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
asamended, and is consistent with the intent of the National Bavironmental Policy Act of 1969, and the
U.S. Fish and Wikdlife Service’s Mitigation Policy.

[f you have ?esltion_s, or if we may be of further assistance in this matter, please contact Megan Sullivan
at extension 21 in this office.

Sincerely,

Kol oo

ent E. Kroonemeyer
Supervisor

oo: DOW, Wildlife Environmental Section, Columbus, OH

TY
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30 Fov 2000

HQ ACG/CEVF
ATTN:  Ms Sheryl Parker
129 Andrews Street, Suite 102
Langley AFB, Va 23665-276%
SUBJECT:  Draft Global Hawk Environment Assesement (EA)
1. Foliowing are comments concerning the Subject Draft EA Assessment
2, TPersonel Data: ¥ have resided within the Coumunity Land Use Manage-
ment Ares definsd in Fig 3.3<4, Pg 3~17 of the Subject EA Assessment for the
past 3, years. By profession, I have been an Aeronsutical engineer for Al
years, with a diverse engineering work background in aerodynamics, perfornanee
gtruetural analysis, ordnance and live fire testing,
3. Coment; Subject Draft EA Aesesswent, Pg helb

The FAA comments on the "plleged® difficulty in providing safe flight at
WBAFB for the Global Hawk ore considered ”suspect,” I believe you will find
that the aireraft operational rate at WPAFB were much higher in pust years whem
the L950th T, the 906 TFW and the B-52 SAC wing were stationed there, This
was also during the time frame when the aircraft operations at the Dayton
International Alrport were also high. 1 don't believe the FAK sald at thet
time that the operations rate at WEAFB were endangering flight safety operations
in this area, In addition, Dayton has been actively pushing planas, with the
uesistanve of the FAk, to grestly increase the aircralt capaelty at the Dayton
Internationsl Airport, Under consideration are runway extensions to the
exlsting runways, adding st lesst one additionsl runway and bullding a new
control fower. I helievle the estimated maximum of 1248 Global Hawk
operations per year is & iirop in the bucket compared to the inereased flight

operations at the Dayton International Alrposrt resulting from theae proposed

atrport changes,

Vv umoppag asvg Suypiad(y v ymy 1pqo1o)
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4e Comment: Subject Draft EA Assessment, Pgs 4-7,8 & Fig 4.2-1,

An amalytical estimate 1s presented to derive an equivalent potentlal for
Class A mishaps for the Global Hawk. I worked on nearly every missile/drome
program &t WPAFB in my 33 years at WPAFB, Besed on my experience I believe
the estimated mishap rate of 6,16 per 100,000 hours is reasonable and passes
the Vaenity™ check. I wowdd sssume that most of those mishaps would oceur
during tzke-off or landing (hestile enemy fire excluded), (Ore item not
eddressed in the Subject Draft EA Assesement is the protectiom of the Global
Hawk asasts and the surrounding environment In the event of a mishap, It
would seem that at lesst a local "First Response" cadre of personnel should
be created, to be deployed immedistely in the svent of a mishap, to minimize
any yotential environmental camage.

5, Coment: Subject Draft Eh Assessment, Pgs 2-5 & 2-7, Fig 2,2-2

Tere is a 78% increase in projected aircraft Inventory for WPAFB,

I'm gure this number is wmathematically correct, but could be misleading, I'M
sure this nurber accounts for the leas of the 4950th TW and the 906 TFW which
departed in recent years, In prior decadsa the B-52 SAC wing wes based

at WPAFB, I believe if these B-52 aircreft mumbers are viewed in a lomger
historical context the 78% increase would be signifiecantly reduced, The fect
that there is an excess of faoilitles avallable at WPAFB is dus to those
facilities having been ueed in the past, In addition, the estimated 3.1%
increase in airfleld operations for WPAFB are likewise misleading since from
my pergonal observations the past operatiomal rate was nuch higher then the
ourrent rate, -

6. Gonelusion: Based on my review of the Subject Draft EA Assessment and
my oun professional experience T believa that WPAFE offers the best lotation
for the (lobal Hawk Maln Operating Base Beddown., WPAFB meets all of the five

pequirements identified for a viable Global Hawk beddosm. It egpecially mests

. 000004

the inltial beddown requirements because of the iumediately availeble existing,
umutilized facilities, In addition, from a strategic standpoint WPAFB is the
best identified continental airbase for providing the shortest distance to the
Near-East area and also for surveillance for the drug convoys from the South

Ameries area.

Very truly yours,

el

Edwin C. Bow

Vg umoppag asvg Sunpiad(Q mwp ymv jv9o19
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Ohio Department of Natural Resources

BOB TAFT, GOVERNOR

SAMUSL W SPECK, DIRECTOR

400005
Division of Wildlife

November 29, 2000

HG ACC/CEVP

Attention: Ms. Shery] Parker
129 Andrews Street, Suite 102
Langley AFB VA 236652769

SUBJECT: Global Hawk Environmental Assessment (EA)
Deat Ms. Parker:

The Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Division of Wildlife kas revizwed the draft EA for the Global
Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown. Provided there is no impact to state and fedural threatened and endangered
species or their habitat, the Division of Wildlife agrees with the Finding of No Significant Impact.

1f'you bave any questions, contact Becky Jenking of my staff st 614/265-6631,

Sincerely,

1840 Belcher Driva, Columbus, Ohio 43224-1320 {f14) 265-6300

Michael J. Budzik » Chief

TY
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STATE OF CALTIFORNIA

State Clearinghouse

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT
DATE: November 27, 2000

TO: Ms. Sheey! Parker
U.S. Air Force, HQ Air Combat Command, Civil Engineering
HQ ACC/CEVP '
129 Andrews Street, Suite 102
Langley, VA 23665-276%

RE: Environmental Assessment for Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown
SCH#: 2000114013 - -

This is to achowiedge that the State Cleaﬁﬁghouse has received your environmental docurent
for state review. The review period assigned by the State Clearinghouse is:

Review Start Date;  November 14, 2000
Review Bnd Date:  December 28, 2000

We have distributed your docunent to the following agencies and departments:

Air Resources Board, Airport Projects
Caltrans, Divisicn of Aetonanfics

Caltrans, Divisicn of Transportation Planning
Department of Conservation :
Department of Fish and Game, Headquarters
Department of Parks and Recreation
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Native American Heritage Commissica
Office of Bmergency Services

Office of Mistoric Preservatiosn

Resources Agency

State Lands Cormission

State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality

The State Clearinghouse will provide a closing letter with any state agency comments to your
attenticn on the date following the close of the teview period.

Thank you for your participatior: in the State Clearinghonse review process,

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFCRNIA (5812-3044
Q54450613 FAX 916-123-3008  WWW.ORL.CA.GOV/CLEARINGHOUSE. HTML

Governor’s Office of Planﬁing and Research (

Steve Nissen
ACTING DIRECTOR

v umoppag asvg sunypiad() vy Ymrl 199019
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— Son Manuel Band of Mission Indians
Director of Governmental Operations

000007

November 17, 2000

Ms, Sherly Parker
Environmental Analysis'Branch
Degartment of the &’Ij" Force
HQACCICEVP  § "
129 Andrews Stregff Suite 102~ 7
Langley AFB VA 8665-2769 7\

Re: Archaeolog jks\f

Dear Ms. Parker

AN ot
The San ManuglBand of Mission Jndians wishg
environmental studies ébmple_t,g:d'tf)r the Bigpgped

oL e o AN
ina letter from Mr.Altor is, it was promised that we v}t;aujagﬁecelye a%topy% of the
Environmental Assassment for,a”ex"git:;vx;; May | suggesta é\ﬂpksﬁ‘ef tim_é;_.a'n_q,{ pense by

g aeolégicail‘ﬁé@(ﬂhgfgl" ’ I{QS% A Ehrﬁcal"flppe"dﬁe;“
iiment ag;d-=w9u1dgﬁonst?ul¢:he\,study that we'are igg!

¥
i

I_ in ol tradgtlorij:al homelarid, a

significance are F{IH, we wouldigredtly ay

proceed. Thank yqj;;l very much, i
o j

M

Sincerely,

-l
H]
!

Jos b}

Jerry j. Paresa

Director,

Governmental Qperations
Ref. 539-11

1482 €. Enterprise Drive, Building #4665 * San Bernardino, CA 92406-0161
Office: (909) 382:2222 x. 243 * Fax; (909) 382-7966

TY

DOUGLAS SCHOOL DISTRICT 51-1

Ellsworth Air Force Base L
400 Patriof Drive Dr.J . Schmits
Box Elder, South Dakota 57719 Baperintendent
9288887 Mr. Ewvln Kothn
Phove (605) 9331431 FAX (805) i T
November 21,2000
AF08

Headquarters ACC/CEVP
Atten: Ms. Sheryl Packer
129 Andrews 8t, Suite 102

Langley AFB, VA 23665-2769
To Whom It May Concern:

The Douglos School District fully supports locating the Globai Hawk program at Ellsworth Air
Force Base in South Dakota. The Douglas Schoo! District and Ellsworth AFB have been in a
partmership program that has as its goal to provide educational and community services 10 the
families of base personnel. This goal was reinforced by a cooperative funding strategy
involving the Department of the-Air Force, State of South DaKota, and Douglas Seheol District
10 build a new Middle School and renovate the High School. The district receives
approximately $8M a year in fedetal impact aid funds and to have the Global Hawk stationed at
Ellsworth AFB would certainly enable a return for the federal government on their investment in
the district.

The Douglas School Distriet has a stadent population of pre-school through 12th grade of
approximately 2400 students, 1700 of whom are dependent children of military personmel,
Because of its reputation as a leader in education, military personnel from arcund the warld
have selected to spend their time at Ellsworth AFB. The Douglas School District has three
nationally recognized science and math teachers. The scheol district also has one of the Jowest
teacher/student ratios of any schood disteict in the United States. This ratio tanges from one to
one for special needs childgen o one to seventeen for our all day every day kindergarten
program. The Douglas School District's AFJROTC program has been netionally recognized
and a number of our Douglas graduates have received appoiniments to the military academies.
The Douglas School District kas one of the most advanced technelogy programs of any school
in the country, We often hear claims of this nature made by many people. However, the
Douglas District has in place its own fiber optic network as well as its own mainframe system.
Tt offers home computer services free of charge to all of its employees, The student to
computer ratio s one to two. There is at least one fulll time computer teacher in each attendance
center and three support technicians to administer the technology program. The Douglas
School District has the capacity to absotb another 500 - 700 students.

Iis for these reasons that we feel it weuld be in the best inlerests of the United States
Department of Defense to assign the Global Hawk mission to Ellsworth Air Force Base. We
would be more than happy to answer any questions that might arise pertairing to our support
for this mission as well as the complementary educational services that we can offer,

Sincerely, .
: i Eﬁe g ¢

Joseph L. Schmitz; EAD.
Superintendent

JLS:s
“Puatriot Pride® Spirit of the Past, Foundation for the Future.
NCA Aceredited K- 12
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Oklahoma Historical Society auwuayzs isss

Decenber B, 2000
000009
Mr. Alton Chavis
Chief, Envirormental Analysis Branch
HQ ACC/CEVP
129 Andrews St., Suite 102
Langley AFB, VA 23665-2769

RE: File #0553-01 {formerly 1974-00); Global Hawk Env. Assessment
Dear Mr. Chavis:

We have reviewed the documentation relating to the referenced
project. We have no objection to the continued processing of this
program. However, when specific properties are selected, we regquest
that documentation and photegraphs, for any structures in excess of
45 years of age, be submitted on Historic Preservation Resource
Identification Forms. Structures less than 45 years of age do not
require forms; however, documentation submitted must provide the

addresses of the properties and their date of construction. If there

are no impacted structures, a letter to that effect should be for-
warded to this office.

When this documentation is received and reviewed, this office will
issue an opinion as to the effect of the program on Oklahoma's

cultural and historical resources. We appreciate your cooperation in

the effort to identify and preserve the cultural heritage of Okla-
homa.

Pleage reference the above underlined file number when respending.
fhank you.

Sincerely,

Melvena Heisch
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

KH:pm

State Historie Preservation Office » 2704 Villa Prom » Shepherd Mall » Cklahoma City, OK 73107-2441
Telephone 405/521-6249 + Fax 405/347.2918

THOMAS DASCHLE 920 Sour Farer Smeet, Jorre 11
SOUTH DAKOTA Pw'o ”‘Zn@m
s 7r-0en
OMMTIEE
swnee Hnited i
i nited States Senate L.
TOLLFREE?-00-24-a00¢ WASHINGTOR, OC 20810-4103 s
Erait: Tom_Daschvodbdeschinaenie ooy ' 2 oy M v, furc B
Iedrrent: 11 pe e sonate.gov-daschip Sioun, FALS, EDATIOT 1274
100 o S ary
December 7, 2000
000010
Ms. Sheryl Parker
HQ ACC/CEVP
129 Andrews Street, Suite 102

TY

Langley AFB, Virginia 23665-2769
Dear Ms, Parker:

1 appreciate the opporturity to comment on the public draft of the Eavironmenial Assessment for
Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown. Generally, [ am pleased with the draft as now
written. The clear message is that the Air Foree can minimize its exposure to environmental risk
by basing Global Hawk at Ellsworth Air Foree Base.

For a number of reasons, Ellsworth compares favorably with the other alternatives thanks to
South Dakota's clean air and healthy environment. First, Ellsworth is in an attainment area for all
National Ambient Air Quality Standards and would produce among the lowest levels of ctiteria
pollutants. This would give Ellsworth a unigue ability to meet {orthcoming air quality
regulations without compromising the Global Bawk mission. Second, Ellsworth produces the
least hazardous waste of the alternatives and has a strong program to manage any additional
waste produced. Finally, the lack of any threatened or endangered species at Ellsworth will
ensure that the Global Hawk mission can be carried out without any threat to endangered
wildlife.

The report also reinforces a point [ have been making for months about avaitable air space
atound Ellsworth. Global Hawk represents a newly deployed technology with a limited flight
history. In addition, Global Hawk’s flight profile requites it to operate over hundreds of miles.
The wide apen skies around Ellsworth would provide an extra margin of safety and a greater
ability for Global Hawk to operate as intended. In comparison to Ellsworth, each of the ather
bases is in close proxirity to a major commercial airport, ranging in size from Los Angeles
International Airport near Edwards to James M. Cox Dayton International Aitport near Wright-
Patterson. Even the Dayton aitport, the smallest of these nearby aitports, is considerably larger
thar, the Rapid City Regional Airpart, the only sizeable airport near Ellsworth. Dayton’s airport
kandles six times more annual passenger traffic than Rapid City’s airport,

Talso note that Ellsworth would require the least new construction among the basing oplions,

which reduces costs, allows Ellsworth to be fully operational in less time and reduces the
potential for unforseen archaeological, cultural or environmental difficulties.

FAINTED DN RECYCLED PAFER
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Finally, Ellsworth would provide superior protection against risks not anticipated in the draft
report. Although the report concludes that none of the five bases considered would requite a
formal environmental impact statement, environmental assessment is an inexact process, Two
obvious factors not considsred here are the tendency of environmental regulations to tighten over
time and proposals within the Air Force to expand the number of operational Global Hawk
vehicles beyond fevels considered in this report. Ellsworth could adapt easily to such changing
requirements.

Thank you for your attention fo this matter. Please feef Iree to contact me if you have any
questions.

o Major General T, Michael Moseley
Director, ACC Legislative Liaison

TADfcah

TY

400011

P.O. Box 747, Rapid City, South Daketa 57709-0747
Phone: B06/343-1744 » FAX: 605/343-6550

December 4, 2000

HQ ACC/CEVP

129 Andrews Street. Ste 102
Langley, AFB, VA 23665-2769
ATTN: Ms. Sheryl Parker

Dear Ms, Parker:

Thank you for providing an opportunity to comment on the Draft
Environmental Assessment for Global Hawk Main Operating Base
Beddown. As we have been advocating for Ellsworth AFB to be selected as
the beddown base for the Global Hawk Program for the past several years,
we are pleased that it has been so favorably considered in the recently
released evaluation.

Without reservation, we believe the operational airspace, quality
environment, infrastructure capacity, beddown cost, and Jeast intrusive
disturbance of the environment are the highlights of Ellsworth’s internal
considerations. From the perspective of our community, we have been host
to Ellsworth’s military missions and personnel for nearly sixty years and
provide a rare set of circumstances that offer a supportive quality of life
unique to contemporary American life.

Accordingly, we fully endorse Elisworth AFB as the beddown location for
the Global Hawk Program.

Sincerely,

Dt

Pat McElgunn, Di
Military Affairs

g“"“&?'.."_‘.!’
Officas Located in Rushmore Plaza Givic Cenler e i

-\

Vd umoppag asvg SuriviadQ WIv YmuL (94019




o xipuaddy

AT-D

S

Winston H. Hickox
Agency Secretary

Department of Toxic Substances Control

Edwin F. Lowry, Director
10151 Croydon Way, Suite 3
Sacramento, California 95827-2106

Caltfomia Ervironmental
Protection Agency

TY

R-13

900012
Decomber 13, 2000

U.S. Air Force

HQ Air Combat Cammand

HQ ACC/CEVP

Attn; Ms. Shery! Parker

129 Andrews Sireet, Sulte 102

Langley Air Force Base, Virginia 23665-2769

COMMENTS ON ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR GLOBAL HAWK MAIN
OPERATING BASE BEDDOWN - SCH #2000114013

Dear Ms. Parker:

The Federal Facilities Unit has compieted a review of the subject document as if refers
to Beale Air Force Base, Yuba Caunly, California and Edwards Air Forca Base, Kem,
Los Angeles, and San Bernardino Counties, California. Commants focus on

Chapter 3.0, Affected Environment as noted in the foflowing discussion,

Chapter 3.0, Affected Environment

ical 7, Material
Pagsis 3-29 I 243 <

This section facks a delailed discussion of the location of Environmental Restoration
Pragrams sites {ERP) in relalion to use of existing structures and proposed new
structures for the project. The discussion should include all ERP sites within 500 foet
of project construction, including surface soil, the vadose zone, and groundwater which
have been impacted by contamination, A figure showing these retationships should
also be included.

The current discussion says that if ERP sites were to occur within the construction
sites, then appropriate measures would be taken to mitigate any impacts. The Federal
Facilities Unit believes it is critical that all ERP sites which are potentially affected by
the proposed project be first identified before the implementation of this project. In the
evenl that “new” ERP sites are found during project construction, a contingency work

mm%
@  Printed on Recycled Paper

Gray Davis
Govemor

R—13|

000012

Ms. Sharyl Parker
December 13, 2000

Pags 2

plan should be developed to address any *new” or “unforsean” contamination.
Unforsean contamination requiring clean up must also meet applicable federal and
state environmental reguiatory requirements.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Environmental Assessment. If you
have any questions, pleass contact me at (916) 255-3561,

Sincerely,

Veng-Wm/

Randy Adams
Hazardous Substances Engineering Geologist
Federal Facilities Unit

ec.  Govemor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, California 95814

RAR
RAIMNIN
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December 15, 2000

Sheryl Parker

HQ ACCICEVT

129 Andrews Street, Suite 102
Langley AFB, VA 23665-2769

Dear Ms. Parker:

RE: ID#K14001; DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
Global Hawk Environmental Assessment (BA)

The Assoiation of Central Oktahoma Governments has completed its Regional Clearinghouse
Review of the above referenced proposal recently submitted by your office. Any future
communication regarding this proposal should be accormpanied by the ID rumber listed above.

As 4 result of our review process and the comments received, the proposed project, as of this date,
docs not appear to be inconsistent with areawide goals and objectives.

Please notify this office of any subsequent modifications, supplements, or amendments to this
propasal, if such occurs. At that point we will conduct an additional regional review of the modified
propasal as necessary. You are akso requested to notify this office of the official action taken on this
propesal by the agency from which you are requesting assistance,

Please be advised that this letter is not a commitment of funds for your proposal from any fimding
source, but allows you to procesd with your application to the Department of Defense for fimding
consideration.

We appreciate this opportunity for review and comment on your proposal,

Sincerely,

Executive Director

Chairman Sob Thorpeon  Vice-Cheinman Eddio Reed  Secretary-Treasurer Steve Knox  Execytive Dinector
Meyor, komman Mayor, Midwest City Counciimember, Edmond Zach D Taylor

Gray Davis
GOVERNOR

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Foc

Governor's Office of Planning and Research ( ) )
.\\“? :

State Clearinghouse
. Steve Nissen
ACTING DIRECTOR
Decercber 15, 2000 400014
Ms. Stery] Parker :
U.5. Air Force, HQ Air Combat Command, Civil Engineering
HQ ACCICEVF
129 Andrews Street, Suire 102

. Langley, VA 23665:1769

Subject: Envirenmental Assessment for Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown
SCHi: 2000114013

Dear Ms. Sheryl Parker:

‘The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Joint Document i selected state agencies for review, -
The review period closed on Decerber 13, 2000, and no state agencies submitted coments by that date.
This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmenial documents, pursuant to the California Envirenmental Quality Act,

Please call the State Clearinghouse at ($16) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmextal review process, If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely, -

Jw7 Erber T

Terry Rebirts

Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse

1400 TEXTH STREET F.0. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
05-445-0613  FAK 916-325=3018 WWW.OPE.CA.GOV[CIEARINGHODSE. HTML
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

+00014

SCHE 2000114013 .
Project Title  Environmental Assessmant for Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown
Lead Agency  U.S. Air Force

Type JD  Joint Documant

Deseription  An Environmental Assessment for the Glohal Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown has been
complated by the U.S, Alr Foree, HQ ACCICEVP. The EA analyzes tha potential impacts to the
environment from establishing and eperating a main operating basa for the Global Hawk, n
unmannad aeral vishicls, at ane of five Air Forca bases within tha contiguous United Statss. The
prepesal involves lecating 18 high-attituds, leng endurance urmanned aerial vehicles, associatod
equipment, and approximately 40 to 850 pergornel 21 an Air Force base. The beddown would start
with aniniflal beddewn of four aircratt in 2001, with two additionat aircraft delivered sach year through
2008, The proposal includes construcing suppert facilltizs and using existing alrspace around the
base.

Lead Agency Contact
Name Ms. Sheny Parker
© Agenéy  US. Al Foits, HQ Air Combat Corfimand, Civir Engisaring
Phone  (757) 764-9334 ’ Fax
enzall
Address HQ ACCICEVP
129 Andrews Street, Suite 102
City Langley Stala VA Zip 23685-2769

Praject Location
Counfy Kem, Los Angeles, San Bemardino, Yuba
Clty \ancaster, Yuba City
Reglon
Cross Streats
Parcel No. .
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:
Highways
Alrporis
Raffways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use  Onrbase comprehensive or ganaral pians,

Profect fssues  Air Quality; Archasologle-Historie; Economicstlobs; Public Servicas; Noise; Sil
Erusion/Compaction/Grading; Toxit/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quallty;
Watand/Rinarian; Wikllife; Landuse; Cumidative Effects; PopulationfHousing Balance

Reviewing Resources Agancy; Department of Conservation; Dapartment of Fish and Game, Haadquartars; Office
Agencles  of Hisloric Preservation; Department of Parks and Recraation; Offica of Emergancy Sesvices; Caltrans,
Divislon of Aeronautics; Cattrans, Division of Transportation Ptanning; Alr Resources Board, Airpoit
Projacts; State Watler Resources Control Board, Division of Water Qualily; Depastment of Toxic
Substances Contro}; Native American Heritage Commission; State Lands Commission

Dats Recefved 1111472000 Startof Review 11114/2000 End of Review 1211312000

Note: Blanks in data fields resuit from insufficient information provided by Jead agency.

Gray Davis
GOVEANOR

TY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA f‘"‘\
3 . * a
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research f m}
State Clearinghouse -
Steve Nissen
. ACTING DIRECTOR
Decembe: 13, 2000 _ 000015
Ms. Sheryl Parker )
U.S. Air Force, HQ Air Combat Command, Clvil Engineering
KQ ACC/CEVP
129 Andrews Street, Snite 102
- Langley, VA 20665-2769

Subject: Environmental Assessment for Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown
SCH# 2000114013

Dear Ms. Shezy] Parker:

The enclosed conunent {5) on your Joint Document was {were) teceived by the State Clearinghouse after the
cnd of the state review period, which closed on December 13, 2000. We are forwarding these comments to
you because they provids information or raise issics that should be addressed in your finsl environmental
document. ’ ’

The California Environmental Quality Act doss not require Lead Agencies o respoud to late comments.
However, we encourage you to incorporate these additional comments tuto your final environmental
docurnent and to consider them: prior to taking final action on the proposed project.

Please contact the State Clearingiousé at (916} 445-0613 if you have any questions cobcerning the
environmental teview process. Tf you have d question segarding the above-ngmed projeet, please refer fo
the ten-digit State Clearinghouse mumber {2000114613) when contacting this office.

Sincerely,

mm

Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
¢¢: Resources Agency

400 TENTH STREET .. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 958123044
916-445-081)  FAX 916-323-3018  WWW.OPA.CA.GOV/CLEARINGHOUSE. HTHML
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Winston H, Hickex
Agency Secretary

California Envitonmental
Protection Agency

R-13

Department of Toxic Substances Control

Edwin F, Lowry, Director
10151 Croydon Way, Suite 3
Sacramento, Califomia 95827-206

RECEIVED
DEC 15 2000

December 13, 2000

U.S. Air Forea

HQ Air Combat Command (s
HQACCICEVP |Q|g7,[(5c;@
Aitn: Ms. Sheryl Patker. “ - L 47
129 Andrews Strest, Suite 102 o

Langley Alr Forca Base, Virginia 23665-2769

COMMENTS ON ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR GLOBAL HAWK MAIN
OPERATING BASE BEDDOWN - SCH #2000114013

Deaar Ms. Parker:

The Federal Faciities Unit has completed a review of the subject document as it refers
to Beale Air Force Base, Yuba County; California and Edwards Air Forcs Bass, Kern,
Los Angeles, and San Bemardino Counties, Califomia. Comments focuson
Chapter 3.0, Affected Environment as noted in the following discussion.

Chapter 3.0, Affected Environment

This section lacks a detailed discussion of the location of Environmental Restoration
Programs sites (ERP) in relation to use of existing struclures and proposad new
structures for the project. The discussion should include all ERP sitas within 500 faet
of project construction, including surface soil, the vadose zone, and groundwater which
have been impacted by contamination. A figure showing these relationships should
also be included. ‘

The current discussion says that if ERP sites were to occur within the construction
sites, then appropriate measures would be taken to mitigate any impacls. The Federal
Facilities Unit Delieves it is critical that all ERP sites which are potentially affected by
the proposed praject be first idenlified before the implementation of this. project. In the
event that "new” ERP sites are found during project construction, a contingency work

RAIOA
&  Printed on Rocycled Papet

R-13

000015 -
Ms. Shesyl Parker
December 13, 2000

Page 2

plan should be developed to address any "new” or “unforsesn’ contamination.
Unforseen contarnination raquiring clean up must also meet applicable federal and
state environmental ragulatory requirements.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Enwironmental Assessment. If you
have any questions, please contacl me at (916} 255-35¢1.

Sinceraly,

‘(mgQ‘W«/

Randy Adams
Hazardous Substances Engineering Geclogist
Federal Facilities Unit

o 'éovernor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street .
Sacramento, California 85814

AN
RAISWIN
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OhbEPA
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Southwest District Office

401 East Fifth Streat
Daylon, Qhio 45402-2811

R-14

R-15

TELE: (937) 2856357 FAX: {837) 2856248 Beb Taft, Govemor

Maurezn O'Connor, LI Governor
Christopher Jones, Director

RE: ~ Draft Environmental Assessment
Global Hawk Operating Base Beddown

December 6, 2000

Ms. Sheryl Parker

Global Hawk EA Project Manager
HQ ACCICEVP

129 Andrews Sireet, Suite 102
Langley AFB, VA 23665-2769

000016

Dear Ms. Parker:

The Ohio Environmental Protection Agency {Ohio EPA), Southwest District Office, is submitting
ihe fofowing comments on the "Draft Erviranmental Assessment for Global Hawk Operating Base
Beddown.” The commens pertain to the Wright-Patterson-AFB alternative.

1. From Figure 2 2.7, it appears that the proposed area for fuet cell and corrosion hangars
may be very close to Operable Unit 10, one of the NPL site operable units al WPAFB.
Nearby monitoring wells, such as OU10-MW-118, have shown that ground water in this
area is contaminated with solvents. Any water encountered during construction activities
in this arsa should be considered to be contaminated and must be handled appropriately.

2. The proposed area for fuel cell and comosion hangars i located in an area that has been
actively used for flight operations for many years. Although not identified as an area of
concern In past environmental investigations, the environmental assessment should
cansider that this area, due to past activities, is a potential area of contamination. For this
reasen, excavated soils will need to be managed appropriately,

If you have any questions about these comments, please contact Laura Marshall at (937) 285-
6458. .

Sincerely,

w2 4,

Thomas A. Winston, P.E.
Chief, Southwest District

ce.  Ronald Lester, WPAFB 88 ABW/EM
Bonnie Buthker, OFFQ

R-9

000017

30 Fov 2000

Y ACC/CEVP
ATTR:  Ms Sheryl Pariter
129 Andrews Street, Suite 102
tangley AFB, Va 23665-2769
SUBJECT:  Draft (lobal Hawk Envivonment Assessment (EA)
1, Following are commente concerning the Subject Draft EA Asmeasment
2. Pergonal Date: T have resided within the Community Land Use Manage-
ment Area defined in Fig 3.3-4, Pg 3-17 of the Subject Ei Assessment for the
past 3, years, By profession, I have beea an Aercmeutical engineer for 41
yéara , with a diverse engineering work héckgmund in aerodynamics, performance,
gtructural analysis, ordnance and live fire testing,
3, Coment; Subject Draft EA Assessment, Fg 4 ¢ T bery G eegrivs

The PAL comments oh the "alleged" diffieulty in providing safe flight at
WPAFB for the Global Hawk are consldered Ususpect,b I believe you will find
that the aircraft operstional rate at WPAFB were much higher ln past years whem
the 4950tk TW, the 906 TFW and the B-52 SAC wing were stationed there, This
was also during the time frame when the sircraft operabicns at the Dayton
International Alrport were slso high, I don't believe the FAA said at that
time that the operations rete at WPAFB were endangering Tlight safety operations
in this area, In addition, Dayton has been actively pushing plans, with the
assigtance of the FAA, to greatly inerease the aircraft capacity at the Dayton
International Airport. Under consideration are runway extensions to the
exiabing runways, adding at least one additioﬁal runwey and building a new
control tower. I believe the estimated meximum of 1248 Global Hawk
operations per year 18 a d.rop in the bucket compared to the inoreased flight

6perations at the Dayton International Airposrt resulting from these proposed

pirmort chenges.
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mment:  Subject Draft EA Assessment, Pgs 4-7,8 & Fig L.2-1.

in gnalytical estimate is presented to derive an equivalent potentlal for
tlasa A mishaps for the Olobel Rawk, I worked on nearly every missile/drone
program at WPAFB in my 33 years at WPAFB, Based on my experdence I belleve
the estimated mishap rate of 6,16 per 100,000 hours ls rezsenable and pagses
the ®sanlty" check. I woyld essume that most of those misheps would occur
during teke-off or landing (hostile enemy fire sxcluded). (ne item mot
addressed in the Subject Draft EA Assessment is the protection of the Glebal
Hewk assets and the surrownding envivonment in the event of a mishap, It
would seem that at least a local PFirst Response® cadre of personnel should
be created, to be deployed lumediately in the event of & mishap, to minimize
any potential environmental damage.
5, Comment: Subject Draft EA Aseessment, Pgs 2-5 & 2-7, Fig 2.2-2

There s a 78% increase im projected aircraft Inventory for WEAFE.
I'm gure this number is mathematically correct, but could be misleading, I'™
sure this number accounts for the loss of the 49506h TW and the 906 TFW whieh
departed in recent years, In prior decades the B-52 SAC wing was based
at WPAFB, I believe if those B-52 aircraft mumbers are viewed in a longer
nistorieal context the 78% increase would be’ai.gnifieantly reduced, The fact
that there is an excess of fﬁlemtiea availsble at WPAFB 12 due to those

facilities having been used in the past. In addition, the estimated 318

ineresse in airfield operations for WPAFB are likewise misleading since frem - .

my personal observetions the past operational rate was mich higher then the
current rate.

6. Conclusions Based on my review of the Subject Draft EA Assessment &nd
my own professional experience 1 belleve thab WPAFB offers the best locatiom
for the Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddowr, WPAFE meets all of the five
re for & viable Global Hawk beddown_. It sapecially mesta

000017
e initial beddown requir f the immedistely svailshle existing,
nutilized facilities. In addition, from a strategle standpoint WPAFB {s the
est ideniified continental airbase for providing the shortest distance to-the
ear-Fast area and also for surveillance for the drug convoys from the South

neriea area,

Very truly yours,

=/

Edwin ¢, Dow
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FLANNMG DEPARTMENT

TED JAMES, AICP, Director
2700 "M STREET, SUITE 100 :
BAKERSFIELD, CA $3301.2323

Phoro: {661} 382-6600

FAX: (861) D82-B601 TTY Relay 1-800.785-202¢

E-Mal: planakg @oo. ke i
Web Addrass; www.coem.cauniplinting/inlo him

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY
DAVID PRICE Iil, RMA DIRECTOR
Community Davelopment Program Degartmont
. & Survey Sarvices
Hoxith Barvices b

Planning Departresrt
Roads Departruant

TY
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HQ ACC/CEVP . Dec. 7, 2000
Attention: Ms. Sheryl Parker

129 Andrews St., Suite 102

Langley AFB VA 23665-2769

RE: Environmental Assessment for Global Hawk Main Operating Base Beddown ‘
Deae Ms. Parker:

Thank you for allowing the County of Kem to comment on the above referenced project,
Edwards Air Base is partially within the boundaries of the County of Kern but riot under that
County’s jurisdiction. However, the impact of project could affect the surrounding County area.

The addition of approximately 1,123 indirect jobs would be an asset to the eastern portion of
Kem County. Much of the County in the area surrounding Edwards Air Force Base has been
planned for housing to accommodate additional residents, specifically the communities of
Mojave and Rosarmond. To date, many of these projects have not been developed due to lack of
employment apportunities for the future residents. That portion of Kern County has heen.
planned for sufficient housing to accommodate these additional jobs and the project would
therefore, not negatively impact the area. Kern County has already planned for flight corridors
from the existing base,

I you have any further questions, please contact Cheryl Casdorph, at (661) 862-8624.
Very truly yours,

Ted James, AICP, Director

Chuat

By: Cheryl Casdorph
Senier Planner

TILCAC
HACACCEQAREY Dglobalhawk ea.wpd

TY
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramenio Fish and Wildlife Office 000019
1800 Cottage Way, Roon W2605
INRELERSFER T Sacramento, Callfornie 95925-1846
1-1-00-8p-3247
January 12, 2001
Mr. Alton Chavig '
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch
HQ ACC/CEVP
129 Andrews Street, Suife 102

Langley AFB, Virginis 23665-2769

Subject: Species List for Global Hewk Mairi Operating Base Beddown, Beale AFB,
Yuba aad Yolo Countics, California

Dear Mr. Alton Chavis:

We ate sending the enclosed list in response to your September 1, 2000, request for information
about endangered and threatened speeies (Brclogure A), The list covers the following U.S.
Geological Survey 7% minute quads of Smartville, Wheatland, Browns Velley, Rough and Ready,
Wolf and Camp Par West,

Please read Inportant Information Abovt Your Species List (ericlosed). It explaing how we made
the list and describes your responsibilities under the Endangeted Species Act, Please contact
Hacry Mossman, Biological Technician, at (316) 414-6574, if you have any questions about the
attached listor your regponsibilities under the Endangered Species Act. For the fastest response
to gpecies list requeats, address them to the attention of Mr, Mossman at this address. You may
fax requests to bim at 414-6712 or 6713.

Sincerely,

Wl

Karen J. Miller
//Chief, Endangercd Species Division
Enclosures
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We stors information about endangered and threstened species Gists by U.S. Geological Survey 7%
minute quads. The United States is divided into these quads, which are about the size of San Francisco.
I you requested your list by quad name or nunther, that is what we used. Otherwise, we used the
information you sent us to determine which quad or quads to use.

Animals

The animals on your species list are ones that occur within, or may be qffected by projects within, the
quads covered by the list, Fish and other aquatic gpecies appear on your list if they ase in the same
wategshed as your quad or if water vse in your quad might affect them,

Plants

Any plants on your list are unes that have actually been observed in the quad or quads covered by the
list, We have also incinded either a county specics list or a list of species in nearby quads. We
recommend that you check your project area for these plants. Plants may exist in an area without ever
having been detected there.

Surveying

Some of the species on your list may not be affected by your project. A trained biotogist or botanist,
familiar with the habitat requirements of the species on your list, should determine whether they or
hiabitats suitable for them may be affected by your praject. We recommend that your surveys inchude
any proposed snd candidate species on your ist. For plant surveys, we recommend using the enclosed
Gutlelines for Conducting and Reporting Botanical Inveniories Jor Federally Listes, Proposed and
Candiddate Species. The results of your surveys should be published i any eavironmental documesits
prepared for your project.

State-Listed Species

1f 2 spesies has been listed as thréatened or endangered by the State of Californiz, but not by us nor by
the National Marine Fisheries Service, it will appenr on your list a5 2 Species of Concern. However you
shouid contact the California Department of Fish and Game for officlal information about these
species. Call (916) 322-2493 or write Marketing Manager, California Department of Fish and Gane,
Natural Divergity Data Base, 1416 Ninth Street, Sacramento, Califomia 95814.

Your Responsibilities Under the Endangered Specics Act

All plants and animals identified o /isted on Enclosure A are fillly protected under she Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended. Section 9 of the Act and its implementing regulations prohibit the
take of & federally listed wildlife species. Take is defined by the Act as “to harass, harm, pursue, hunt,

TIZES/0L 1754 FAX ' Gooz 5L 18:5% FAX Qoo3
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Important Information shoot, wound, Kill, trap, capture, or collect™ any such animal, Take may include significant hebitat
. . modification or degradation where it actually itls or injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential
About Your Species List 000015 bebaviora pattesns, nchuding breeing, feding, o sheter (30 CFR §173)
How We Make Species Lists Take incidental to an otherwiss lawful activity may be authorized by one of two procedures:

1Fa Federal agenoy is involved with the permitting, funding, or carrying out of a project that
may result in take, then that agency must engage in 2 formal consultation with the Service.
Such consultation would result in a biolagical opinion addressing the anticipated effect of
the project on listed and proposed species. The apinion may autherize o Himited level of
incidental take,

If no Federal agency is involved with the project, and federelly listed species may be taken as
part of the project, then you, the applicant, should spply for an incidental take permif. The
Service may issue such a permit if you submi s satisfactory conservation plan for the species
that would be affected by your project. Should your survey determine that federally fisted or
proposed species occur in the area and are likely to be affected by the project, we
recommend that you work with this office and the California Department of Fish and Game
to develop a plan that mitigates for the project's direct and indirect impacts to listed species
and compensates for project-related loss of habitat, “You should include the mitigation plan
in any environmental documents you file.

Critical Habitat

Whisn 2 species is listed as endangered or threatened, areas of habitat congidered esseatial to its
conservation may be designated as crifical habitai. Thege areas may require special management
consideretions or pratéction. They provide needed space for growth and normeal behavior; food, water,
alr, fight, other nutritional or physiological requirements; cover or shelter, and sites for breeding,
reproduction, rearing of offspring, germination or seed dispersal.

Although critical habitat may be designated on private or State [ands, activities on these lands ate not
resiricted unless there is Federal involvement in the activities or direct hann to listed wildlife.

If any speci¢s has proposed or designated critical habitat within  quad, there will be a separate line for
this on the species list. Maps and boundary descriptions of the critical habitat may be found in the
Federal Register. The information is 8lso reprinted in the Code of Federal Reguiations (5¢ CFR
17.95).

Candidate Species

We recommend that you address impacts to candidafe species. We put plants and animals on our
candidate list when we have enough scientific information to eventually propose them for listing as
threatened or endangered. By considering these species early in your planning process you may be able
to avoid the problems that could develop if one of these candidates was listed before the end of your
Pprojest.

Your list may contsin a section called Species of Concern. This term includes former category 7
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candidate species and other plants and animals of concem 10 the Service and other Federat, State and
private conservation agencies and organizations. Some of thesc spocies may become candidate species
in the future.

Wetlands

Hyour project will impact wetlands, riparian hebitst, of other jurisdictional waters a¢ defined by section
404 of the Clean Water Act andfor saction 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, you will need to obtain 2
pernit from the U.8, Army Corps of Engirteers. Trapacts to wetland habitats require site specific
titipation and monitoring. For questions regarding wetlands, please contact Mark Littlefield of this
offica at (916} 414-6580.

Updates

Cur database is constantly updated as species are proposed, fisted and delisted, If you address
proposed, candidate and specist contem species in your planning, this should not bea problem. We also
continually strive to make our information as accurate as possibie, Sometimes we leam that a particular
species has a different range than we thought. This should-uot be a probleen if you consider the species
on the county or sarrounding-quad lists that we have eaclosed. If you iave a long-term project or if
your project is delayed, please feel-fren o contact us 2bout getting a current fist. You can also find out
the current statug of a species by going to the Service’s Internet page: www,firs.gov
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GUIDELINES FOR CONDUCTING AND REPORTING BOTANICAL INVENTORIES
FOR FEDERALLY LISTED, PROPOSED AND CANDIDATE PLANTS
(Septeniber 23, 1996)

These guidelinez describe protocols for conducting botanical inventories for faderally listed, proposed
and candidate plants, and describe einimus standards for seporting results, The Servioe will use, in
part, the information outlined below in determining whether the project under consileration may affect
any fisted, proposed or candidate plants, and in determining the diract, indirect, and cumulative effects.

Field inventories should be conducted in & manner that will locute listed, proposed, or candidate
spacies (target species) that may be present. The entire project ares requires a botanical inventary,
except developed agricultural lands. The field investigaton(s) should:

1. Conduct inventories at the appropriate times of year when tasget Species are present and identifi-
sble. Inventories will include il potential habitats, Muliple site visits during a field season may
be mecessary 10 make observations during the appropriate phenclogical stage of all larget species.

2. Ifavailshle, use a regional or local reference population to obtain a visual image of the target
species and associated habitat(s). 1f access to reference populations is nol available, investigators
should study specimens from local herbaria.

3. List every species observed snd compile a comprehensive list of vascular plants for the entire
project site. Vaseular plants need to be identified 1o a taxonomic level which allows rarity to be
determined.

4. Report cesults of botanical field inventories that include:

3. adescription of the biological setting, including plant comumunity, topography, soils, potentisl
habitat of target species, and an evaluation of environmental conditions, such as timing or
quantity of rainfall, which may influence the performance and expression of target species

b.  amap of project location showing scale, arientation, project bounderies, parcel size, and map
quadrangle name

¢ survey dates and survey methodologyties)

d.  if a reference population is available, provide 8 written nartative describing the target species
reference population(s) used, and date(s) when observations were made

e acomprehensive list of all vascular plants oceurting on the project site for each habitat type
. current and historic land uses of the habitat(s) and degree of site akteration
g presence of target species off-site on adjacent parcels, if known

h.  an assessment of the biological significance or ecological qualily of the project site in 2 local
and regional cortext
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. If tacget species is(are) found, repart results that additionally include:

a. amap shuwinéfederaﬂy listed, proposed and candidate species distribution as they relate o
the proposed project

b. - iftarget speciss is (are) associated with wetlands, & description of the direction and integrity

of flow of surface hydrology. Iftarget species is (are) affected by adjacent off-site hydrologi-

cal influences, describe these factors.

c.  the target species phenology and microhabitat, an estimate of the number of individuats of
each target species per unit ares; identiFy areas of high, medium and fow density of target
species over the project site, and provide acnes of occupied habital of target species.
Investigators could provide color sides, photos or color copies of photos of target species or
reprassatative habitats to support information: or descriptiona contained in Teports.

4. the degree of impact(s), if any, of the proposed project as it relates to the potentiaf unoccu-
pied habitat of target habitat.

. Document findings of target species by completing California Native Species Field Survey Form{s)

and submit form{g) to the Naturs! Diversity Data Base. Documentation of deserrinations and/or
vouches specimens may be usefisl in cases of taxonomic ambiguities, habitat or range extensions.

. Report as am addendun to the original survey, any change i abundance and distritution of target

plants in subsequent years, Project sites with inventories older than thres years from the curment
date of project proposat submission will fikely noed additional survey. Investigators need to asstss
whether an addifional survey(s) is (are) needed.

. Adverss conditions may prevent investigator(s} from determining presence or identifying sotme

target spacies in potential habitat(s) of target species. Disease, drought, predation, or herbivory
may preclude the presence or identification of target species in any year. An additional botanical
inventory(ies) in a subsequent year(s) may be.required if adverse conditions oceur in a patential
habitat(s). Investigatos(s) may need to discuss such conditions.

. Guidance from California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) regarding plent and plant

community surveys can be found in Guidelines for Assessing the Effects of Proposed Develop-
ments on Rare and Endangered Plants and Plant Communities, 1984. Please contact the CDFG
Ragional Office for questions regarding the CDFG guidelines and for assistance in determining any
applicable State regulatory requirements.

UI7Z570L_ 16:59 AL

000019

ENCLOBURE A
Endangared and Threstened Specios that Mey Occitr In o be Affected by
Projects i the Area of the Following Culfornia Counties

Referenca File No. 04-SP-3247
January 12, 2001
YOLO COUNTY
Listed Spacies
Birds

Alsutian Ganada gooss, Branta cenadensis leikopareia (T)
bald sagle, Helasotus leucocaphalus (T)
northam spotted owl, Sirft occidentalis caurina (T)
Replites
glant garter enake, Thamnoph's oigas (T)
Amphiblans
Caifornia ted-tegged frog, Rana aurora chaylond] {T)
Fish
Crilical habitat, winter-run chinook saiman, Oncorhynchus shawytscha {E)
witilor-tun chinook satmen, Oncorhynchys ishawytscha (E)
Critical habitat, delta smel, Hypemesus trenspacificus (1)
delia spelt, Hypoinesus trenspaciicus (T)
Central Valley steelhead, Qncorhynchys mykiss (T)
Central Valley spting-rin chinook salmen, Oncorynchys ishawyische (T}
Critoa] Mabltat, Centra] Valey spring-run chinook, Oncorfiynchius fshawylscha (T)
Sacramenio sphitail, Pagonichinys macrolepidotus (T)
Imwertebrates
Consarvancy fairy shrimp, Branchinects conservatio (E)
vernal pao! tadpole shrimp, Lapiiurs packard ()
varmal poof fairy shrimp, Brenchinecte hmch! (1)
valley elderberry longhom besle, Desniocerus californicys dimorphus {T)
Planis
palmate-bractod bird's-beak, Cordylenttius paimatus (E)
Soluny grass, Tucfaria mucronate (E)
Colusa grass, Neostapfia colusena (T)
Froposed Spacies
Birds
mountai piover, Charackius monlanus (FT}

go07
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Reference Fila No. 01-8P-3247

Caindiciate Speciss
Amphibians
Califamia tiger salamander, Ambysloma calfornienss (C)
flsh
Caniral Valley falllale fallqun chinook satman, Oncorhynchus tahawytscha (C)
Spacivs of Concam
Mammals
Pocilic weslorn big-sarad baf, Coryrortinus {=Piscolus) townsendsi fownsandi? (SC)
preater weetenn masiii-bat, Eumops perods callfornicus ($C)
smallinoted myolis bat, Myolis nﬁulwml {5C)
long-eered myols hat, Myofis evolis (§C)
Tringed ryots bat, Myodls thyssnades (SC)
lang-tegoed myots bat, Myods volans (3C)
Yutna myotis bat, Myods yuntenensls (SC}
San Joaquin pockal mouse, Perogriathus inomatus (SC)
Birds
lithe Whtiowe fiycatcher, Empitiorax treil brewstari (CA}
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadendis fabide (CA)
bank swaflaw, Riparia riparia (CA)
Amarican peregrine falcon, Faloo peregrinus anafum (D)
Black-Crowned Night Henon, Nydlicorax npclicorax (MB)
grasshoppar spamow, Ammadrames savannarunt (SC)
short-asted owl, Asio flammeus (SC)
wastem burrowing owl, Athene cuniculaia Fypugee. (SC)
Ametican bittern, Bolaurus lerdignosus (SC)
ferruginous rawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
Lawrence’s goldfmeh, Carduefis Jawrenced (SC)
Vaux's swift, Chaelura vau/ (SC)
black tern, Chidonlat niger (8C)
lark sparow, Chondestes grammaces {SC)
oiive-sided fiycatcher, Confopus coopen (SC)
hermit warbler, Dendhoice octiderdals (S0)
white-tafied (=black shoulderad) kile, Efanus fevcurus (SG)
comman feon, Gavia knamar (SC)
least bitern, western, iobrychus exilis hesperls (50)
loggerhead shrike, Lanfs ludovicianis (S€)

&oos
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Reference Fila No. 04-5P-2247 Page §

Lawis' woodpecker, Melanerpes lewis (S0}
long-bilad curlew, Numenis smericants (SC)
whits-faced ibis, Fiagadis chit (3C)
rufous hummingbled, Sefasphorur rdus (SC)
red-brenstad sapsucker, Sphyrapicus ruber (SC)
Bewick's wien, Thiyomanes bewicki (5C)
Califoméa thrashet, Toxostoms rediviven {SC)
Reptles _
nortwestern pond lurife, CMy: marmorata marmorala {5C)
southwestem pord turtle, Clemmys marmarits palicia (SC)
San Josqun coachhip (swhipsake), Meaticophis flageflym ruddocki {SC)
Califomia homned fizard, Phrynosoma coronafum fronfale (SC)
Amptasans
foothdl yelkew-legged frog, Rane bayil (SC)
western epadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammond {5C)
Fish

graen sturgean, Ack dostis (SC)
siver lamprey, Lampsira ayresi (SC)
Paciflc lamprey, Lampeira fidentata (SC)
longhin: smeh, Spirinchus halsiortiys (5C)
Invertebrates
Antioch Dunes anthickd beelle, Anifiloun antfochensis (SC)
Sacramerdo anthicid beetle, Anthicus secramant (5C)
Trownish dubiraphian riffle beetls, Dubiraphia brunnescens (SC)
California Mnderielta fairy sheimp, Lincerleila oacidartalis (SC)
Plents '
alkel mik-valch, Aslragedtrs dener ver, femer (SC)
brittlascale, Afiipiex depressa (SC)
valley spearscale, Afriplax joaguintana {8C)
Snow Mountein buckwheal, Edogonum nenasfosum (SC)
adobe Ny, Fritviaria purifora (SC)
drymaria dwarf-fax, Hesparalinen drymariokdes (SC)
Half's madia, Madia hall¥ (8C)
Fordis's milk-velch, Asiragalus lener var. femislse (SC) *
Northemn Califonia black wainul, Juglans califrnica var. hindsi (8C) *
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Reference Fila No. 01.8P-3247

YUBA COUNTY
Listed Species
' Bids
Alaubian Canada goose, Branta canatiensis lsucapareia {T)
bald eagle, Haflacotus leucocephelus {T)
Repiles
glant garter snake, Thamacphis gigas (T)
Amphibians :
Calforia redegped frog, Rane aurora draylonil (T}
Fish .
wintsr-mun chinook saimon, Oncomynchus ishawyischa (E)
dolta smell, Hypomesus ranspecifious (T}
Central Valley steelhaad, Onoorhymchus myRiss (T)
Cenlral Valiey sping-run chinook salmon, Oncortynchus (shawptscha (1)
Crites! Habilat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynohus fshawytsche (T)
Sucramento spiitaf, Pogonichthys mocroiapldolus Ty
Invariabrates
vernal pecl tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packerd (E)
vernal pool fairy shritp, Branchinacte imehi (T)
valley eideiberry longhom beetle, Desmocerus colfarmicus dinorphus {1)
Plents
Hartwoeg's gokden suabursl, Pseudobsahia bahifcla () *
Proposwd Speciss
Birde
maunbaik plover, Cheradnlus monfeus (PTY
Candidate Specles
Fish
Cetiral Viakey failaty fall-run chinook salmen, Oncorfynchue txhewyfscha (C)
Spocins of Concern
Mammals
pale Townsend's big-earad bal, Corynorhinuz (=Plecolis) lownsend pafiescens {SC)
Pacific westom big-oated bat, Corymarbinus (sPiecoliss) townsendli townsendi (SC)
Maryawiie Hearmann's katgarao rat, Dipodomys calfomicus eximius (SC)
spotted bal, Eudarme mactiafum (SC)
greater weslern maskifl-bat, Eumaps perofis caformicus (SC)

o1
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Raference Fiip No. 1-SP-3247

Siarra Newada snowshos hare, Lepys aimricents isfwensis (8C)

Pacific fisher, Maras pennardi pacifea (SC)

smai-footed myats bat, Myobs cléofsbrum (SC)

long-emred myolis bat, Myofis evolly ($C)

fringed myolis bat, Myodis fiysanodas (SC)

leng-legged myols bat, Myotis volens (SC)

Yuna myots bal, Myolis yumanensiy (3C)

San Joaguin pocket mause, Perognafhus inamnats {SC)
Birds '

Swainson's hawk, Bufeo Swaknsoni (CAY

Titlo willow fiycetchar, Empldonax lreil browsteri (GA)

grealor sandhil crana, Grus canadensis fabida (CA)

bank swatiow, Riporia riparfa (CA}

American peregine faloon, Fakce peregrinus analm (0

Black-Crowned Nght Haron, Mycficorax nycticorax (MB)

northem goshawk, Accipler gentis (30}

graashopper spactow, Ammodramus savannanm (SC)

short-eared owl, Asio lammeus (SC)

western bumewing owl, Aiene cunictiarle fypuges (SC)

American bittern, Botaurus lentiginosus (5C)

fermuginous. hawk, Bukeo regalls (5C)

Lawrenca’s goldinch, Carduelis lawrencel (SC)

Vs swit, Chaetora vauxi (5C)

biack tam, Ghiidonias niger {(6C)

lerk spawraw, Chondestes gremmecus (3C)

otive-sided Rycatcher, Comlopus coopar! (S0}

btack swift, Cypseloides niger (SC)

hetmi warbler, Dendmics occidentalls (SC)

loggerhesd shrike, Lanlus ludovicani (SC)

Lowis' woodpecker, Melanerpas lewis (3C)

white-facad Kis, Piagacis chitl (SC)

rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorys rufus (5C)

rad-breasted sapsucker, Sphyrapicus rubs (8C)

Browsr's sparrow, Spizefls breweri (5C)

Callfornia spotted owt, Sirix accidentalis occkiantais (3C)

Bowick's wean, Thryomanes bewiokil (5C)

Forr
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Refarence File No. §1-5P-3247

Reptiies

norhwestern pond tutle, Clemmys matmorata mamorala (SC)

wolfwestorn pond turle, Clemmys marmovata palids (5C)

Callfornia homed lizard, Phrynosama coronsium fronfale {5C)
Amphibians

foothil yellow-lapged frog, Rana boyfi ($C)

weslorn spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hemmondd (SC)
Invertebrates .

Saoramento Valley tiger beetie, Cicindela hirficallis sbrupia (8C)

Sagehon Crask goracaan caddisfly, Goaracea oregona (5C)

Galifornia tnderiefla falry shrimp, Lindoriela octidentalis (SC)
Plants

clustarad fady's-sSppar, Cypripecium fascicudstum (SC)

Bulte frillary, Fritilania eestwoodise (SC)

KEY:

ho12

Page 6

(€} Endangersd Listed (in the Federal Regielar) as beinyg in danger of axtinction.
(T} Threafensd Listed us likaly to becaine endangered within the foresasable fuure.

®)} Propessd Officially proposed (in the Feders! Regisler) for fsting as endangered o threatensd.

(PX)} Propesed Proposad as an area essential o the conservation of the specles.

Criical Habftat
(C) Candidate Candidale to bacome & proposed species.
{5C) Specles of Other species of concam to the Service.
Concern
©) Defsled Delistad. Status to be monlioved for 5 years.
(CAy State-Listed Usted ss threatened or endangered by the Siate of California,
*  Exfirpated Pessibly extirpated from the ana.
* Extinef Passibly extinct
Criffcal Habltat  Area sssentiat (o the conservation of a species.
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ENCLOSURE A
Endangaved and Threatened Species that May Oceur In
or be Alfected by Projects b thw Selected Quads Ukied Below
Reference Fie No. 00-SP-3247
Blotal Hawk Main Opazating
Janyary 12, 2001

QUAD: 5428 ROUGH AND READY
Listad Species
Birds
bald eagle, Haldaeelus floucobaphaius (1)
Amphiblans
Caffornia red-leggad frog, Rana arors craytond {T)
Fish
delta smeflt, Hypomesus franspecifcus (T}
Central Vakiey steelhead, Oncoriynchus mykiss (T}
winter-run chinook salmon, Cncorfymchus ishawylschs E)
Central Valley spring-run chinook salimon, Oncorbynchius ishawyfscha (T}
Sacramento splittait, Pogonlchthys matrolepidotus (T)
Invertebratas
valiey elderberry longhom beetle, Desmoceres calfornicus dmorphus  {T)
Candidate Species
Fish
Cavtiral Valley fallfale fall-run chinaok salmon, Oncorhyriohus fshawyische (C)
Spaciss of Concemn
Mammals .
spatied bat, Eudatma maculalum (SC)
greater westerm rmastiff.bat, Eumops perotis califomicus  (SC)
smalkiooted mycts bat, Myofs ciolsbrum (S0}
lotkg-gaced fvolis bat, Myolis evalis (S0}
ringed myotis bat, Myolis thysenodes (SC)
lony-tagged ryolis bat, Myodis volans  (8C)
Yuma myotis bat, Myolis yamanensls (5C)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathius bomotus (SC)
Birds
fricolored blackbird, Agelalus ricolor (SC)
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" Replies
noriwesteen pond tulle, Glemmys marmorata mammorate (SC)
California homned lizard, Phryriasoma coronafum fronfale  (SC)
Amphlbians
footlt yeBow-logged freg, Rans hoyii (50)
westem spadelool toad, Scaphiopus hemmondi (EC)
Fish
green sturgeon, Acjpenser mediosirs (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
Invertebralas
Sagehen Creek g caddisfly, gona (SC)

QUAD: 5420 WOLF
Listad Species
Birds
bald gagle, Haligesius feucocephals (T}
Amphiblang
Califomia red-legged frog, Rane aurora draytonii (T)
Fish
delta smelt, Hypomesus iranspacificus (T)
Caniral Vallay steelhead, Oncorhynchus mylass (1)
winter-un cfénook salmon, Oncorfrynchus tsheviytecha (E)
Central Yalley spring-run chinook wmnn.'()wom‘vndms ishawytsche (1)
Sacramentn splifal, Pogonichitiys macrolepidofus ()
Inveriabrates
valley eldetberry fongham beelle, Desmocerus calfernicus dimorphus (T)
Candidate Species
Fish .
Contral Vallay fallate fall-run chinook satmon, Oncorhynofus tehawyischa (C)

Mammals
" spotied bat, Euderma macsiatum {SC) ,
greator wasiern mastifi-bat, Ewnaps perolis cakformicus  (SC)
smati-focted myolis bat, Myolis cliclabrum  (SC)
long-eared myotis bat, Myodis evolls (SC)
tiinged myoffs bal, Myndis thyssnodes (SC)
long-lsgged myolis bat, Myolls volans (SC)
Ywma myolis bat, Myodls yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathius inomatus (SC)
Birde
tricolated blackbird, Agelefus tricolor (SC)
[ettle willow Rycaicher, Empidonax trailii brawsier! (CA)
Amarican paragiine falcon, Faloe perogrinus anatom (D)
Repiiies
norihwastarn pond turtie, Clemmys me:morala marmarate {SC)
California homed lizard, Fhyynosoms corenafurm Fanfale (SC)
Amphibians .
footh: yollow-togged fog, Rena boyll (SC)
wastern spadefoot toad, Scapliopuy hammond! {8C)-
Fish
green etuegecn, Acipanser medirosris (SC)
longlin stmelt, Spirincfius theleichithys (SC)
wertebrates
Sagehan Creek caddisfly, Goeracea aregona (5C)

QUAD ; S43A SMARTVILLE
Listed Species
Birds:
bald sagle, Haliaeefus leucocepheius (T)
Reptles
giankgarter snake, Thamnophis giges (T)

UI7T5701 17:03 AL Toid O/ 5700 17704 FAL @ois
000019
Referanca Fie No. 0-8P-3247 Fage2 Reference Fite No, D0-SP-3247 0000192 Page 3
IRthe willow fiycalcher, Empidonax braltd browsfar’ (GA) Spacies of Concom
American peregrine falcon, Faloo peregrinus snsium (D)
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Amphibians
i Cakfornia red-legged frag, Rena swena drayfonil (T)

Fish
detia smelt, Hypomesus franspacifious (T)
Confral Valley stzelhead, Oncordiynaittis mykdts (T)
Sacramanta splitteil, Rogonichihys macrofepidotus (T

Imeertebrates .
varnal paol feiry shrimp, Branchinecla lynchi {T)
valley eklerbatry lenghom beetle, Desmocerus celfomicus dimorphus (T)

Species of Concern

Mammals
Pacific westem big-sared bat, Corynorhinus (Flecoluss) lownsendd tawnsend {SC)
Marysvllle Heermann's kangaroo rat, Dipodomys californicus eximivs  (8C)
spotted bet, Euderma mactlatum (SC)
greater western mastiff-bat, Eumaps poretls caiifomicus  {SC)
small-fooled myolis bat, Myulis cliolabrm (5C)
tong-eured myots bat, Myolis evolis (SC}
fingad myotis bat, Myofls thysamdes (5C)
long-egied myotis bat, Myolfs volsns {8C)
Yo myotis bal, Myolis yumahensls (50}
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognethus inomatus (SC)

Birdg
Iricolored blackbird, Agelaius irfcolor (SC)
wastem burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugea (SC)
ferrupinous hawk, Bufoo negalls [SC)
Itthe wifiow fiycatcher, Empldonar baii brewsteri [CAY
American peregrine falcon, Falco persgrinus anatum (D)
qgreater sandhill crane, Grus canederyis tabida (CA)
white-Taced ibie, Plagadcks chiv (5C)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia {CA}

Reptiles
northwestern pond turte, Clammys mamorsla marmorsfz {8C)
Californka homed lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum fronfale  (8C}

ole

Page 4
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Amphibians

westam spadefoat toad, Scaphiopus hammond? (5C)
' Fish

preen stimgean, Acipeniser medirostrs  (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thafelchifys (SC)

Ivetebrates
Sagehen Creak goracaan caddisfly, Goeraces oregons {SC)
California linderlalla falry shrimp, Linderiela oosidentalis (SC)

GQUAD: 5438 BROWNS VALLEY
Listed Spocies
Birds
Alsutien Canada goose, Brania canadensit leticoparsia (T}
beld sagle, Haliseefus Joucocephaius (T}
Reptiles
glant garter snake, Thamnophls gigas (T}
Amphibians
Cafifornia red-legged frog, Rana aurore draytond (T)
Fish .
detia smek, Hypomesus ranspacifcus [T)
Cenlral Valloy steeihead, Oncortymchus mpkiss (T}
Sacramendo spitall, Pogonichiiys macrolspidolus {T)
Inverisbrates
vemnal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecte Igeht (T)
vallay siderberry longhom beetle, Desmocerys calfornicus dimophus (F)
veinal paol tadpole shiimg, Lepikdurus packend (E)
Propassd Species
Hirds
mﬂunﬂ'l plover, Charadriue monignus (PT)
Species of Concun
Mammals
Pacific wastern big-garad bat, Cenmorings (=Placofus) townsendi ownsendil (5C)
Marysviie Heammann's kangasoo ral, Dipodomys californicus eximiug  (5C)

V1 umoppag asvyg Suiypaad Q) vy vy (pqo1o




D

o xipuaddy

long-legged rayolis bat, Myolis volans  (SC)

Yums myots bat, Myotis yumanensis (SG)

San Joaquin packet mouse, Wu& nomatus (8C)
Birds

ticolored blackbird, Agefaiua ticeior (3C)

westam bumowing owl, Athena cuniculsria iypugea (SC)

{erruginous hawk, Suleo regafis (5C)

lithe willow Rycatcher, Empidonax traith brewsteri {CA)

American peregrine falcon, Falee peragrinus enatum {0}

grealer gandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)

white-facad bis, Plegadis chili {SC)

bank zwaliow, Riparia riparia {GA)
Repties

narfwstarn pond turife, Ciemmys marmoraia mammorata {8C)
Amphibians

westem spadafool foad, Scaphinpus hammondi (SC)
Fish

green sturgeor, Acipenser medioatiz (8C)

longfinsmalt, Spidnchus thalelchliys  (SC)
Invertebrates

Catifornia inderislla fairy shrimp, Linderistia oocidentalis (BC}

QUAD: 543C  WHEATLAND
Listed Spacies
Birds
Aleutian Canada gooss, Ma cangdensis keucopareis (T}
haid sagle, Hafisseius loucocophaius (1)

dolts smok, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Cantral Valley steelhead, Onporfyrchus mpkies (T)
wintor-tun chinook saimon, Oncoriynchus ishaviytacha (E)
Geniral Valley spring-run chinook ealmen, Onadrhymehus ishawyische (T}
Criical Habital, Centra! Valley spring-run chinoak, Oncorhynchus fshawytsche (T}
Sacramante splittail, Pogonichthys macrolapidotus (T)
imvertebrates
vertal poot falry shrimp, Brenchinects mch! {T}
valley elderbery longhom bestls, Desmocerus calformicus dimorphus  (T)
vemnal pogt tadpole shiimp, Lepidurus packard (E)
Proposed Specles
Birds
mountain plover, Chatadnivs montanvs (PT)
Candidete Spacies
Figh
Central Valley falltate fall-run chinook saimon, Oncorynchus tshewyfsoha (C)
Species of Concern
Mammals
Pacific western bi-eared bat, Corymerfilaus (=Plecolus) townsendli ownsandd (SC)
Warysville Haermann's kangaroo rek, Sipodomys calfornicus eximius  (5C)
spoited bat, Evdarma macwatum  {SC)
grealor westem masift-bet, Eurnaps perolls calformnicus  (SC)
smal-fooled myotis bat, Myolis cifolabrtim (5C)
long-egred myotis bat, Myodls evolie (SC)
fringed myats bet, Myotis fiysanodes {8C)
long-legged myotis bat, Myodis volans  (SC)
Yuma myobs bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaguin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatur  (SC)

T __OI7I5701 17-05 TAL Bois — O/l I7:06 TAX Tote r
Reference File No. 00-SP-3247 000019 Page Reforonce Fie No. 00-66-3247 000019 Page
spotiad bat, Euderms maculatum (SC) Repiiies
greater westem mashf-bat, Eumeps perotis californicus  {SC) glant garter snaks, Thamnophis ggas (T)
smiali-footed myolis bat, Myatis cllalsbrm {SC) ! Amptibians
long-sared myats bel, Myolis avodis (5C) Cafifomia ted-iegged frog, Rana awora drayfonii {T)
fringed miyotis bat, Myolls fysanodes  (SC) Fa
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tricolorad blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (50)
western burrowing owl, Athone cunivtiaria hypuges {SC)
ferruginous hawk, Bufeo regalis (SC)
Wil willow fiycatcher, Empidonax traifi brewster (CA)
American paregrire falcon, Fafoo peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Gruus canadensis fabidi (CA)
white-facad bis, Plagadis ok (SC}
bank swallow, Riparia riparia  (CA)
Reapiles
rorthwestem pond furtls, Clemmys marmorada mamorata (8C)
Amphiblans.
westem spadefoot foad, Scaphiopus hammondti (5C}
Fish
green sturgeon, Acipenser machrostris {SC)
longfin smelt, Spkinchus thateichthys (5C)
Invariobralos '
Cafifornia Bdericlfa fay shrimp, Lindedalis oceidantalls (36)

QUAD: 543D  GAMP FAR WEST
Listed Species

Blrds
bald sagle, Halaeatus leucocephalus ()

Repdies
glant garter snake, Thamnophis giges (T}

Amphibians
Califorria red-lagged frog, Rana surora drayoni (T)

Fish
dolta smalt, Hypomesus lranspaciicus (1)
Centrat Vallay stoslhead, Oncortynchius mykies ()
winter-run chinook salmon, Gncoryrichus tshawylscha (E)
Ceniral Valley spring-run chinock salmon, Oncorfiynchus faﬁawy!sdla m
Ciilical Habital, Central Valiey spring-rua chinoak, Oncariynchus ishewylsche [Ty

01/25/01__17:07 FAX @020 /725707 TT0T TAl @o2L
’ ' 000019
3 3247 Page 8 la Na, 00-5P-3247 Page d
Referance Fia No, 00-5P 000019 age Refarencs Fila No. 00-5P-324 g
Birds Sacramanto epittal, Pogonichthys macriepidolus (T)

- Inveriebeates
‘ vernal poot fairy shiimp, Evanchinecta hnclt (T)
valley elderbarry longhorm beelle, Desmocerus celfomicus dmorphus (1)
Proposed Species
Biids
mountain plover, Charadrius mortanus PT}
Candidate Species
Fish
Gantral Vatley fallfate fail-rus chinook saimon, Oncorhynchius tshawyfacﬁa (%)
Species of Concomn
Mammals
Pacific wester big-eared bat, Corynorhinus {=Plecofus) townsendd fownsendi (SC)
Maryeville Hoermann's kangarco ral, Déipadomys cakfornfcos eximius  (SC)
spotted bat, Fuderma mactiatum (SC)
gronter western mastiff-bat, Eumops perofis cafifornicus - (SC}
smaii-footed myotis bat, Myolis cilidabrum  (SC)
long-eared myolis bat, Myodis svefis {SC)
fringed myeds bat, Myotis tiysanodes: (SC)
fong-legged myatls bat, Myols volans (5C)
Yume myafs bat, Myollz yumanensis (SC)
§an Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognsthus inomalus  (SC)
Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelalus ifcolor (SC)
wastam turrowing owd, Ahene cunlciiasia hypuges {SC)
ferruginous hawk, Bufeo rogals (8C)
fitle whlow flycatcher, Empldonax fallf brewsteri (CA)
Arnerican peregrine falcon, Faico peragrinus enstum  (0)
greater sandhil crans, Grus canadensis tabicks (CA)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chini ($C)
bank swallow, Riparia riparie (CA)
Repiles
nortwester pond turtle, Clemmys marmorafs marmorata (SC)
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Caifoméa homed kzerd, Phrynosonta coronafum fonfale (SC)
+ Amphidiars
westorn spedefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammondi (SC)
Fish
green shurgesn, Acipanser medirostis  (3C)
{ongfin smeil, Spirinchus halelchihys (SC)
Invertebrates. .
Sagehen Creok garacean caddishly, Gosracsa cregone (SC)
Calfornla Enderielia fakry shrimp, Linderiells occidentalis (SC)

(E) Endangered  Lisled (inthe Federai Register} as being in danger of extincion.

() Thosfned  Listed s Rkely to bacome endangsred within tha foresceable fusteire,
(F) Proposed Ofictally proposed (i the Federal Regittar) for $sting as endangered of threalensd.

X Proposed Propesed a6 an arsa essential to the conservation of the spacies.

) Candisle Candidale to become a proposed spacies.,

Boz2

Page 10

(8C) Speciesof May ba endangered or threataned. ot enotigh biological information hes been

Concemn gathered {0 support lising at this §me.
(M8) Migratory Migratory bird

Bird
D) Delsted Delisted, Status o be monitored for 5 years.

(CAY Sisfo-Lished Listed a5 threalened of ndangared by the State of Califomia,
(') Extipalad Poesibly extirpatad frorn this guad,
{*) Extinct Possibly extinel, :

Gitical HatWal  Area essontial fo the congervation of a speties,

TY

CITY OF RAPID CITY

RAPID CiTY, SOUTH DAKOTA 57701-2724

Office of the Mayor
300 Sixth Strect
605-394-4110
Fax: 605-394-6793
E-mail; mayor@cirapid-city.sd.us

000020
December 7, 2000

HQ/ACC/CEVP

129 Andrews St. Ste. 102
Langley AFB, VA 23665-2769
ATTN: Ms. Cheryl Parker

Dear Ms, Patker:

T am writing to you in support of Ellsworth AFB being selected as the beddown base for
the USAF Global Hawk mission, From what we have been able to discern in your
evaluation process, we believe Ellsworth is the best choice for such a revolutionary
mission. In addition to the uncongested airspace and the low-density population of our
area, the opportunities Ellsworth A¥B presents for training, contingency, and wartime
operations are unparalleled in the continental United States.

From the perspective of a support community, Rapid City and the Greater Black Hills
Area, anxiously anticipates the opportunity to host enother of the continuing missions
assigned to Ellswosth since its founding in 1942, As I am confident your headquarters
has heard that we are known for the outstanding supporl we have provided to the base ---
today, we stand ready 1o do se again,

Thanking you in advance for your attention to this most important matter, please do not

hesitate to contact me regarding any support that is required to make Ellsworth AFB the
first and foremost home of the Global Hawk mission.

Ui

Jim Shaw, Mayor
Rapid City, South Dakota

EGHAL HOUSING
QPPORTUNITY EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLCYER
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WIE OF CALIFORNIA-—RISEYESS, JRANSPORIATION AND HO

GRAY DAYIS, Gvernor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT &

500 SOUTH MAIN STREET

BISHOP, CA 93514-3473

FPhone (760) 721492

Fax (760) §72-0678

December 24, 2000

Ms. Sheryl Patker

United States Air Force

HQ ACC/CEVP

129 Andrews Street, Suite 102
Langley AFB, VA 23665-2769

000021

File: 09- USAF
DEA
GLOBAL HAWK PROJECT.

REF:_ DRATT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (DEA) ON GLOBAL HAWK
MATN OPERATING BASE BEDDOWN PROJECT FOR UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE AIR COMBAT COMMAND (NOVEMBER 2000}

TY Dear Ms. Parker:

The Cafifornia Department of Transportation (Caltrans) appreciates the opportunity (o
review and comment on the Draft. Environmental Assessment.on the Global Hawk Main
Operating Base Beddown Project for the United States Air Force.

We have 1o belated comments based upon the sapplied documentation, There appeats w be
no significant impacts to safety or operation on State highways at this time.

Please contimue to forward copies of reports on this proposed project for owr review,
comments, and records. If you have any questions, please contact me at (760) 872-1492.
We look forward to continuing to work with you in a cooperative manner.

¢ Jerry Gabriel

This page left intentionally blank
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