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COMMENTS AND 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 YOUR COMMENT 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.

LOCATING 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
Governments

000013

California EPA Department of Toxic Substances
Control

000012

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
000002     000014
000003     000015
000004     000016
000005     000017
000006     000018
000007     000019
000008     000021
000009
000010
000011
000012

TY Thank you for your comment during
the public comment period on the
Draft Environmental Assessment for
Global Hawk Main Operating Base
Beddown.  Public and agency
involvement is an important part of the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) process.  All comments
received during this comment period
have become part of the project record
and will contribute to the decision-
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 R-3 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.

00001 R-4 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).

00001 R-5 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.

00002 R-6 Mountain plover has been added to the
list in Appendix D.

00002 R-7 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.

00003 R-8 No potential bat habitat consisting of
dead trees or snags would be impacted
during construction.
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00004 R-9 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.

00004 R-10 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.

00004 R-11 While such changes are common at
bases, the EA must consider current
baseline conditions.

00009 R-12 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.
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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 R-15 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.

000019 R-16 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
























































