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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

1. NAME OF ACTION: Construct Munitions Flight Maintenance Facility at Hill
Air Force Base (AFB), Utah.

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION: Hill AFB proposes the
construction of a new facility (Facility) for the 388th Fighter Wing (FW) Munitions
Flight (Munitions Flight). The Facility would be used for: the maintenance of munitions
assets trailers, administrative activities, and training operations. The Facility would have
administrative offices, training areas, storage areas, a backup power supply, equipment
bays (including an equipment wash rack), and a paint booth. The Facility would be
approximately 25,165 square feet (sf) and would include specific parking areas at the
building.

The Facility is intended to be used to repair and maintain trailers which transport
munitions assets and to train wartime core task competencies. The Facility would also
require special dedicated communication lines to support telephone and secure data
systems. The activities of the Munitions Flight, which would be performed in the
proposed Facility, are currently performed in four other buildings located in various
locations on the Base.

Trailers, which transport munitions assets, would be maintained or repaired in the
building. The maintenance would include preventative maintenance on munitions
support/handling equipment. This would include changing tires, lubricating brakes,
miscellaneous repairs (no welding), painting, sandblasting, and washing. The trailers
would not have any munitions on them when they arrive at the Facility.

The Facility would also have training areas. These areas would be used to train personnel
on wartime core task competencies. Inert munitions representing parent weapons will be
used to train personnel. The training bay would function as a Munitions Assembly
Conveyer (MAC) and Combat Munitions Training area.

The proposed site for the Munitions Maintenance Facility is at the north end of Garland
Way, just west of underground water tanks 10927A and 10927B, approximately 1.2 miles
to the east of the west entrance gate.

3. SELECTION CRITERIA: Based on the specific requirements for the Facility,
a viable location for the building must be able to accommodate the following criteria:

1. Location needs to be close to or within the MAMS I area for better usage of fuel
and personnel resources;

2. Antiterrorism and Force Protection (AT/FP) requirements must be achieved
around the building location;

3. Location has to be large enough to accommodate POV (100 spaces) and GOV (25
spaces) parking;

4. The building must be located outside of the explosive Quantity-Distance (Q-D)
arc of the MAMS 1 area; and

5. The building should be located in an industrial area.



6. The building must also allow workers to efficiently complete their assigned
workload

7. The building must incorporate all required technologies; provide security
measures for the various maintenance and munitions programs; and be protective
of facilities, human health and the environment.

4. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED OTHER THAN THE PROPOSED
ACTION:

Under the no action alternative, the Facility would not be constructed. The ability to
perform effective munitions support and equipment maintenance functions would
continue to be in violation of regulatory requirements potentially resulting in mission
support degradation. The Munitions Flight’s ability to meet the demands of future
munitions operations would be severely limited. The No-Action Alternative was still
evaluated in the EA to give a basis of comparison for the Proposed Action.

Other potential locations for housing the activities currently housed in Buildings 937,
938, 935, 50, and 586 were evaluated, but eliminated. These alternatives were not
retained for detailed consideration due to the lack of other local facilities or locations on
Base with sufficient space and/or security measures to accommodate the required
workload.

5. SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS:

a. Proposed Action: This alternative fully satisfies all applicable regulations and
provides for accomplishment of mission objective without significant impacts to the
human health or the environment. During construction any wastes containing hazardous
materials would be stored, transported, and disposed of properly.

The proposed action could be implemented with minor construction-related air emissions
during construction. Potential air emissions would be covered under the Hill AFB Title V
permit.

There would be temporary noise impacts during construction from large construction
machinery and they will end when construction is complete. There are no long-term
impacts expected for noise.

The proposed action would be expected to produce regulated solid and liquid waste
streams. All non-recyclable regulated materials would be collected and disposed as
hazardous wastes (some of the liquid would be treated in the Hill AFB Industrial Waste
Treatment Plant).

b. No Action Alternative: Under the no action alternative, current conditions
would continue. No environmental impacts were identified for the no action alternative.



6. FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Based on the above
considerations, a Fmdmg of No Slgmflcant Impact (FONSI) is appropriate for this
assessment.

Date: ,ZO 080730

Approved by:

Director, 75TH Civil Englneer Group



Munitions Flight Maintenance Facility Executive Summary
Environmental Assessment

Executive Summary

Purpose and Need

This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared to analyze the potential
environmental effects of a U.S. Air Force (USAF) proposal to construct a Munitions
Flight Maintenance Facility (Facility) on Hill Air Force Base (AFB). The Facility would be
used and controlled by the 388th Fighter Wing (FW) Munitions Flight (Munitions Flight).
The Facility would be 25,165 square feet (sf) and would include specific parking areas
on the north and south side and extension of access roads. The Facility would have
areas for maintenance and administration including; training, storage, backup power
supply, equipment bays, equipment wash rack, blasting booth and paint booth. The
Facility is intended to be used to repair and maintain trailers which transport munitions
assets, to train wartime core task competencies, and for administrative purposes
including a control room.

The Munitions Flight is currently utilizing 5 buildings to conduct maintenance, training
(non-explosive operations), and administration. Building 937 is assigned 10 people,
Building 938 is assigned 11 people, Building 935 is assigned 36 people, Building 50 is
assigned 29 people, and Building 586 is assigned 8 people.

The Munitions Flight responsibilities include:
e Maintenance of munitions trailers and ammunition loading units

e Controlling all special tools, equipment and testers for the Precision Guided
Missile, Conventional Maintenance, and Equipment Maintenance

e Receiving, inspecting, and storing munitions related items with the Munitions
Assembly, Maintenance and Storage Area (MAMS) (Note: no explosive related
items are actually worked on within Building 935, this is all accomplished at other
approved locations throughout the MAMS complex)

e Controlling, monitoring and dispatching all personnel, equipment, and munitions
within the MAMS and on the flight line

e Monitoring and tracking the aircraft flying schedule program and ensuring
munitions are scheduled for build-up to support the daily, weekly, monthly, and
annual flying schedule.

e Ordering allocations, tracking allocations and maintaining the records on all
munitions transactions and expenditures

e Mobilizing equipment for shipment to state side and overseas locations.

e Tracking and conducting ancillary training on all assigned personnel in the
MAMS

The Munitions Flight has increased authorized personnel from 155 to 208 since October
2001, and will soon receive an additional 24 personnel from the 419™ Reserve Fighter

Wing (419") at Hill AFB as part of the Total Force Integration (TFI) implemented in 1973.
The Total Force Policy guides decisions about how the manpower resources available to
the Department of Defense are structured to protect the nation’s interests. This increase
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in manpower has resulted in an administrative space shortage. The Munitions Flight
needs to vacate Building 50, currently on loan from the Weapons Maintenance Flight,
due to an increase in their personnel.

The new Facility would allow the Munitions Flight to consolidate 8 separate functional
areas spread out among five facilities into one location. It would also be the central focal
point for all 208 currently assigned personnel to be dispatched out from on a daily bases.
The Facility would be the primary duty location for approximately 94 people and the
primary reporting location for the remaining 114.

The Munitions Flight has performed a wide variety of self-help and workaround solutions
to maximize the efficiency of existing facilities. These efforts however have reached their
limit in their ability to overcome the shortfalls in required facility space. If the Munitions
Flight mission is to remain an effective and cohesive unit, a new munitions
administration and maintenance facility is mandatory. The Munitions Flight’s ability to
meet the demands of future munitions operations is severely limited. Without the new
Facility, the ability to safely and securely perform effective munitions support equipment
maintenance will continue to be compromised.

The geographical separation of munitions facilities limits the Munitions Flight’s ability to
effectively manage personnel, resources, and operations. The section supervisors are
provided space in building 937 separating them from their assigned areas of
responsibility. Due to limited Privately Owned Vehicle (POV) parking outside, but close
to, the Munitions Assembly, Maintenance and Storage Area (MAMS), POVs have been
allowed to park inside the MAMS. This is a violation of AFI 31-101 — Air Force
Installation Security Program.

Scope of Review
During a scoping meeting held on April 14, 2008 at Hill AFB, and subsequent scoping
interaction, the following environmental issues were addressed:

e Air quality

e Solid and hazardous wastes

e Biological resources

e Geology and Surface soils

e Water quality

e Occupational safety and health

e Air installation compatible use zone (AICUZ)

e Land use

e Cultural Resources

e Socioeconomic resources
As explained in the body of this document, the issues that were identified for detailed
consideration are: air quality; solid and hazardous wastes; vegetation; water quality

including drainage; noise; and socioeconomics. Environmental impacts of the no action
alternative were also considered.
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Selection Criteria

Based on the specific requirements for the Facility, a viable location for the building must
meet the following criteria:

1. Location needs to be close to or within the current MAMS | area, but outside of
the Quantity Distance (QD) arcs, for better usage of fuel and personnel
resources;

2. Antiterrorism and Force Protection (AT/FP) requirements must be achievable
around the building location;

3. Location has to be large enough to accommodate POV (100 spaces) and
Government Operated Vehicles (GOV) (25 spaces) parking;

The building should be located in an industrial area;

5. The building must also allow workers to efficiently complete their assigned
workload; and

6. The building must incorporate all required technologies; provide security
measures for the various maintenance and munitions programs; and be
protective of facilities, human health and the environment.

Proposed Action

Proposed Action - Construction of the Proposed Action would consist of approximately
4.6 acres of vacant property located northeast of the north end of Garland Way. The
MAMS area fence would be extended to include the proposed building. POV (100
spaces) and GOV (25 spaces) parking would be available. The Facility would have
areas for maintenance, administration (including offices and control room), training,
storage, back-up power supply, equipment bays, and equipment wash rack (located
outside of the Facility), sand blast booth, and a paint booth. The Facility would be
approximately 25,500 square feet and the parking areas would total approximately
50,000 square feet. Trailers which transport munitions assets would be maintained or
repaired in the building. The maintenance would include preventative maintenance on
munitions support/handling equipment. This would include changing tires, lubricating
brakes, miscellaneous repairs (no welding), painting, sandblasting, and washing. The
trailers would not have any munitions on them when they arrive at the Facility.

The Facility would also have training areas. These areas would be used to train
personnel on wartime core task competencies. Inert munitions representing parent
weapons will be used to train personnel. The training bay would function as a Munitions
Assembly Conveyer (MAC) and Combat Munitions Training area.

The new Facility would also consolidate all operations conducted in Buildings 937, 938,
935, 50 and 586 into one building. The operations that are currently taking place in these
buildings are listed in the Purpose and Need Section.

No Action Alternative - Under the No-Action Alternative, the Munitions Maintenance
Facility would not be constructed. The Munitions Flight’s ability to meet the demands of
future munitions operations would be severely limited. The ability to perform effective
munitions support equipment maintenance would continue to be in violation of regulatory
requirements potentially resulting in mission support degradation. Personnel would still
be required to perform non-explosive operations in explosive operating locations. Safety
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and security would continue to be compromised. The No-Action Alternative will still be
analyzed within this document to give a basis of comparison for the Proposed Action.

Additional Alternatives - Additional alternatives involved either constructing the proposed
facility in another location within Hill AFB boundaries or renovating an existing building.
No other buildings were identified within the boundaries of Hill AFB that could
accommodate this workload, either in its current condition or after being renovated.
Likewise, there were no other areas located on Hill AFB that could accommodate the
construction of the new Facility that would meet the requirements. Therefore, evaluation
of another base location for construction of the facility has been dismissed from further
consideration.

Results of the Environmental Assessment

The proposed action and the no action alternative were both considered in detail. During
construction, wastes containing any contamination would be stored, transported, and
disposed of properly.

The proposed action could be implemented with minor construction-related air emissions
of short-term duration. Long-term air emissions would fall within the limits prescribed by
the Hill AFB Title V permit.

The proposed action would be expected to produce regulated solid and liquid waste
streams including paper wipes; rags; masking tape; filters from the wash rack; bearing
grease; air filters; water from parts washing; residue from paint mixing and paint gun
cleaning; and motor oil. All non-recyclable regulated materials would be collected and
disposed as hazardous waste. Any liquids generated by wet concrete cutting activities or
by cleaning surfaces during construction would be routed to and treated by the Hill AFB
industrial wastewater treatment plant (IWTP). Operating the proposed Facility would
generate waste water from the wash rack and the trailer maintenance area. There will be
an oil/water separator in the wash bay and the grit will be cleaned out and disposed of
as hazardous waste due to petroleum/oil/lubricants (POL) contamination. The oil/water
separator will either be pumped out periodically or discharged into the sewer system if
permitted by the sewage treatment plant.

Operating the proposed Facility would generate liquid waste streams from regulated
liquids that would be collected in containers, labeled, and transported off Base to be
treated, and/or disposed in accordance with federal and state regulations. Refer to
Appendix C for a summary of regulated liquids.

The Facility would also generate used motor oil for which recycling opportunities are
likely to exist. Any oil not meeting recycling criteria would be collected in containers, and
transported off base to be treated, and/or disposed of properly.

The proposed action would be expected to disturb vegetated areas. Measures would be
taken during construction to limit the spread of noxious weed species. There are no
Long-term noise impacts associated with the proposed action. There may be minor
noise increases during construction; however, the proposed site is located in an
industrial area.

The proposed action would be expected to produce short-term (during design and
construction) opportunities for local design firms and construction workers, and provide a
long-term (life of the building) work environment for approximately 100 employees.
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Executive Summary

No significant short or long-term environmental impacts are expected from either the
proposed action or the no action alternative.

Summary Comparison of Alternatives

Resource Category Proposed Action No-Action
Air Quality Temporary construction-related Current
emissions. Air impacts from the conditions

use of the Facility and the
operations inside fall within the
limits prescribed by the Hill AFB
Title V permit.

would continue

Solid and Hazardous Wastes

Solid and liquid wastes containing
regulated products would all be
properly stored, transported,
disposed, and/or re-used or
recycled.

Current
conditions
would continue

Biological Resources
Vegetation

Removal of grass/weed vegetation
on site (possible invasion of
noxious weeds from construction
activities).

Current
conditions
would continue

Water Resources
Surface water (drainage)

Roof and paved areas will be
drained via sheet flow to on-site
drainage facilities.

Any storm water not collected on-
site would flow towards Pond #5

Current
conditions
would continue
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Resource Category Proposed Action No-Action
Noise Temporary construction-related Current
noise would occur. There should conditions

not be any continuing noise
impacts to those in the building, as
it would be constructed to reduce
outside noise from aircraft or other
loud operations. Activities within
the building are not expected to
increase noise levels outside of
the building.

would continue

Socioeconomic

Short-term (design and
construction — approximately 2
years) opportunities would exist
for local civilian design and
construction workers.

In the long-term (life of Munitions
Flight Operations in building)
approximately 94 military
personnel would work in the
building, and the remaining 138
would report to supervisors within
the Facility.

High utility and maintenance costs
(for upkeep and operations of
older facilities) would not continue
to be paid by Hill AFB.

Hill AFB could
incur high
maintenance
and repair costs
for existing
facilities,
exceeding new
construction
costs
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388FW Flight Maintenance Facility

Fighter Wing

Government Operated Vehicle

Hazardous Air Pollutant

High-Efficiency Particulate Air
Intercontinental Ballistic Missile

Installation Restoration Program

Industrial Wastewater Treatment Plant
Missile Assembly, Maintenance and Storage Area
Munitions Storage Area



MSEM Munitions Support Equipment Maintenance
Munitions Flight  388FW Munitions Flight

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards
NDCSD North Davis County Sewer District

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NOI Notice of Intent

NOy Oxides of Nitrogen

O3 ozone

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration
PM-10 Particulates smaller than 10 microns in diameter
PM-2.5 Particulates smaller than 2.5 microns in diameter
PPE Personal Protective Equipment

POV Privately Owned Vehicle

PTE Potential to Emit

QD Quantity Distance

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

sf square feet

SIP State Implementation Plan

SO, sulfur dioxide

SO« Oxides of Sulfur

UAC Utah Administrative Code

uUBC Uniform Building Code

UPDES Utah Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
USAF U.S. Air Force

VOC Volatile Organic Compound



Munitions Flight Maintenance Facility Section One — Purpose and Need
Environmental Assessment

1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE ACTION

1.1 Introduction

This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared to analyze the potential
environmental effects of a U.S. Air Force (USAF) proposal to construct a Munitions
Flight Maintenance Facility (Facility) on Hill Air Force Base (AFB).

1.2 Background

Hill AFB is located in northern Utah about 25 miles north of Salt Lake City and
approximately 7 miles south of Ogden (Figure 1-1). The principal mission of Hill AFB
includes the maintenance and management of aircraft and missiles. In support of that
mission Hill AFB provides worldwide engineering and logistics management for the F-16
Fighting Falcon, A-10 Thunderbolt Il, and the Minuteman Il intercontinental ballistic
missile (ICBM); performs depot maintenance of the F-16 Fighting Falcon, A-10
Thunderbolt I, and C-130 Hercules aircraft; overhauls and repairs all types of landing
gear, wheels, brakes and tires; an<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>