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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
AND

FINDING OF NO PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVE
RENOVATION AND SMALL ADDITION FOR AGE FACILITY
MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA

Agency: United States Air Force (USAF), Headquarters, Air Mobility Command

Background: Pursuant to the President's Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations,
Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508, as they implement the
requirements of the National Environment Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, 42 U.S.C. § 4321, et seq.,
and the Air Force Environmental Impact Analysis Process, as promulgated in 32 CFR Part 989,
the U.S. Air Force conducted an assessment of the potential environmental consequences
associated with implementation of the following Proposed Action: Renovation of Building 552,
Air Ground Equipment (AGE) maintenance facility within the 100-year floodplain on MacDill
Air Force Base. Originally constructed in 1942, Building 552 remains a functional facility but it
is in substandard condition and due for modernization. The proposed project would extensively
renovate the interior and exterior of the existing AGE facility. This Finding of No Practicable
Alternative (FONPA) evaluates the alternatives considered and explains why the project was
designed and sited as proposed.

PROPOSED ACTION: Completely renovate the interior and exterior of the existing AGE
facility (Building 552). Renovation activities include installation of a new roof, windows and
doors to meet base architectural standards; reconfiguration of the interior layout of the facility;
and construction of a new entryway. The project also includes construction of a high bay
maintenance addition and reconfiguration of the parking lot to meet force protection standards.

Alternatives: One alternative to the Proposed Action was demolition of the existing facility and
construction of a replacement facility in the same location. The No Action alternative was also
analyzed. The environmental consequences associated with implementation of the Proposed
Action are summarized in the following sections.

Air Quality: Fugitive dust and construction vehicle exhaust will be generated during renovation
activities for the AGE facility. However, these emissions will not constitute a major source of air
pollutants based on quantitative analyses of particulate matter and vehicle emissions generated by
projects of similar size and scope. Measures to insure clean indoor air quality have been
incorporated into the facility design.

Noise: Noise levels will increase temporarily during construction; however occupants of nearby
administrative facilities would not be affected.

Wastes, Hazardous Materials and Stored Fuels: A temporary increase in the generation of
solid waste would occur during renovation activities at the AGE facility. The Proposed Action
also includes construction of a flood-proof storage area within the facility for the storage of
hazardous materials and hazardous waste to improve protection of the floodplain. In addition,
the AGE facility is located above a groundwater plume containing chlorinated solvents
designated as Solid Waste Management Unit 61. There is the remote possibility that excavation



Finding of No Significant Impact and Finding of No Practical Alternative
Renovation and Small Addition for AGE Facility

activities could encounter contaminated media. If contaminated media is encountered during
demolition activities, work will be stopped and the contaminated material will be removed or
managed in accordance with hazardous waste clean-up guidelines. Due to the age of the AGE
facility lead-based paint and asbestos containing building materials are likely to be present. Prior
to initiating renovation activities an environmental consulting company will survey the facility of
asbestos and lead-based paint. If asbestos or lead-base paint are identified, the environmental
consulting company will abate the hazardous material and monitor the environment during
abatement. Implementation of these practices will ensure that the Proposed Action does not
result in significant impacts from hazardous materials or wastes. There would be no impacts to
stored fuels with implementation of the Proposed Action.

Water Resources: There would be no significant impacts to surface or ground water quality
during renovation activities on the AGE facility.

Floodplains: Renovation of the AGE facility including construction of the small addition and
reconfiguration of the parking lot will take place within the 100-year coastal floodplain on the
eastern portion of the base. Currently, 80% of MacDill AFB is located within the coastal
floodplain. The AGE facility must be located adjacent to the flight aprons to meet mission needs
and the flight aprons are located in the floodplain.

It is not logistically or financially feasible to elevate the facility above the 100-year flood
elevation as part of the renovation project; however, the Proposed Action will not increase the
risk to human health, safety, and welfare as a result of flooding. Similarly, the Proposed Action
will not increase the risk of loss to government assets as a result of flooding. The Proposed
Action would not alter floodplain functions but would offer improved protection of the
floodplain through construction of a floodproof hazardous materials/waste storage area.

Biological Resources: Adverse impacts on wetlands (including wetland communities of Tampa
Bay), wildlife, aquatic life, or protected species would not occur during renovation activities. No
State- or Federally-listed (or candidate species or species habitat) were identified or are
anticipated due to lack of suitable habitat around the AGE facility. United States Fish and
Wildlife Service concurred that Threatened and Endangered species or species habitat will not be
impacted with implementation of the Proposed Action. Jurisdictional wetlands are not located
on or in the vicinity of the AGE facility nor will they be filled, altered or impacted under the
Proposed Action.

Socioeconomic Resources: Renovation of the AGE facility will cost approximately $3.5 million
and will have a minor short-term economic benefit for the Tampa community.

Cultural Resources: The AGE facility is considered historic due to its age and association with
the early development of MacDill. The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) has
determined that extensive renovation of the AGE facility would have an adverse effect on the
historic building; however they agree that the Level III Historic American Building Survey
documentation for Building 552 serves as adequate mitigation for the adverse effect. A
Memorandum of Agreement between MacDill AFB and the SHPO has been signed by both
parties to document this agreement.
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Land Use: The Proposed Action will result in no change to the existing land use.

Transportation Systems: Renovation of the AGE facility will have a short term, minor adverse
impact on transportation at MacDill AFB, but the impact will be temporary and considered
insignificant.

Airspace/Airfield Operations: Renovation of the AGE facility will not impact airspace/airfield
operations.

Safety and Occupational Health: Renovation of the AGE facility would not pose safety
hazards beyond those typically experienced with a construction project. Asbestos containing
building material and lead-based paint are suspected to exist; however as stated above, a
comprehensive asbestos and lead-based paint survey will be completed and, if identified, the
hazardous material will be abated prior to initiating any type of destructive work in the AGE
facility. This process will greatly reduce the potential for health and safety impacts to
construction workers. The AGE facility is located on top of and adjacent to Environmental
Restoration Program sites creating the potential to encounter contaminated soil during renovation
activities. If contaminated media is encountered, standard measures are in place to manage the
material and protect worker health and safety.

Environmental Management (including Geology and Soils): The renovated AGE facility will
continue to participate in Base recycling programs to reduce solid waste disposal volumes. The
Proposed Action will not impact the potable water or sanitary sewer system on base since the
number of personnel working in the facility will not change. During construction activities, soil
erosion in disturbed areas would be controlled by implementation of a sediment and erosion
control plan as well as best management practices.

Environmental Justice: No disproportionately high or adverse effects on minority or low-
income populations would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

Indirect and Cumulative Impacts: There are no site-specific direct, indirect, or cumulative
impacts associated with the Proposed Action. The proposed construction and renovation
activities were considered in conjunction with other ongoing or planned construction projects,
and found that together they do not constitute a significant cumulative impact.

Unavoidable Adverse Impacts: There are no unavoidable adverse impacts associated with
renovation of the AGE facility, construction of a small addition, or reconfiguration of the parking
lot.

Relationship Between Short-term Uses and Enhancement of Long-term Productivity:
Implementation of the Proposed Action would have a positive effect on long-term productivity
by revitalizing an aging facility better serve the mission at MacDill AFB.

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources: The Proposed Action will
irreversibly commit fuels, manpower and money to create a modern, functional facility for the
installation.

Page 3 of 4



Finding of No Significant Impact and Finding of No Practical Alternative
Renovation and Small Addition for AGE Facility

Florida Coastal Zone Management: In accordance with the Federal Coastal Zone Management
Act (CZMA) and the Florida CZMA, this Federal action must be consistent “to the maximum
extent practicable” with the Florida Coastal Management Program (CMP). The Air Force has
prepared a Consistency Statement and finds that the conceptual proposed action is consistent
with Florida’s CMP. The State of Florida has agreed that the Proposed Action is consistent with
the Florida CMP.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Based upon my review of the facts and analyses
contained in the attached Environmental Assessment, which is hereby incorporated by reference,
I conclude that implementation of the Proposed Action will not have a significant environmental
impact, either by itself or cumulatively with other projects at MacDill AFB. Accordingly, the
requirements of NEPA, the regulations promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality
and the Air Force are fulfilled and an Environmental Impact Statement is not required. The
Tampa Tribune published a Notice of Availability on March 14, 2005. No comments were
received during the public comment period ending April 13, 2005. The signing of this combined
finding of no significant impact and finding of no practicable alternative (FONSI/FONPA)
completes the environmental impact analysis process under Air Force regulations.

FINDING OF NO PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVE: Pursuant to Executive Order 11988,
the authority delegated in Secretary of the Air Force Order (SAFO) 791.1, and taking the above
information into account, I find that there is no practicable alternative to completing the proposed
renovation and minor construction activities within the floodplain. The AGE facility must be
located along the existing flight aprons to meet mission needs and the flight aprons are entirely
located within the coastal floodplain. Consequently there is no practicable alternative to
completing the Proposed Action as described within a floodplain. The Proposed Action, as
designed, includes all practicable measures to minimize harm to the coastal floodplain. The Air
Force has sent all required notices to Federal agencies, single points of contact, the State of
Florida, local government representatives, and the local news media.

QJ,M 20 futy 05

DEL EULBERG DATE
Brigadier General, USAF
Director, Installations & Mission Support

Attachment: Environmental Assessment
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1.0 PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR PROPOSED ACTION

This Environmental Assessment (EA) identifies, describes, and evaluates potential environmental
impacts associated with the extensive interior and exterior renovation of the existing Aerospace
Ground Equipment (AGE) Facility, including construction of a small high bay maintenance area
addition and new entry way to the AGE facility at MacDill Air Force Base (AFB). The EA also
considers alternatives to the Proposed Action, including the Demolish Existing AGE Facility
(Bldg. 552)/Construct Replacement Alternative, Use of Other Existing Facilities Alternative, and

the No Action Alternative.

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to renovate the substandard AGE Facility (Building 552)
to provide a modern work environment, improving the maintenance specialists’ efficiency and
ability to service and repair Aerospace Ground Equipment at the base. The new facility would
help to encourage pride of ownership in their workplace. The services this new facility would
provide would be limited to servicing of AGE equipment. In addition, the Proposed Action
would remove an old wash rack and its associated equipment which are obsolete and no longer

needed.

1.2 NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

Maintenance of AGE is conducted in Building 552. This building was originally constructed in
1942 and added onto in 1967 with an addition that doubled the size of the original building. The
ceilings and door heights are too low to allow entry of some AGE. Roof truss support members
are termite damaged and their placement interferes with movement of equipment. Mechanical
exhaust equipment has failed and requires replacement. Administrative offices were constructed
through self-help efforts and are not centrally located, nor acoustically separate from the shop
areas. Interior and exterior finishes are outdated and do not meet the base's architectural
standards. The restroom facilities are inconveniently located in a connecting building. The chain
hoist is not rated for some of the heavier pieces of AGE. Windows do not meet current Force

Protection standards nor are they energy efficient. There is no defined main entrance to the
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building and visitors can easily enter directly into a service/maintenance area. Lighting fixtures
are outdated and inefficient. Overhead doors are hard to maintain and difficult to operate.
Access to the parking area is off a poorly designed intersection which has resulted in several
vehicular accidents. The need for this EA was determined while completing AF Form 813,

Request for Environmental Impact Analysis, a copy of which is included in Appendix A.

1.3 OBJECTIVES OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

Establishment of a new facility would benefit Aerospace Ground Equipment personnel who must
currently perform service and repair activities in a substandard facility which is in degraded
condition. Completion of Proposed Action would provide a modern and efficient work

environment and meet the aforementioned needs.

In addition to providing a state-of-the-art facility, MacDill wishes to upgrade its facilities to meet
current code, policy, and force protection guidelines. The existing AGE Facility does not meet
these objectives. The existing AGE Building (Building 552) has shortcomings related to fire and
electrical codes, lacks a defined entry point, and does not meet certain anti-terrorism requirements
of the Unified Facilities Criteria, DoD Minimum Antiterrorism Standards for Buildings, 31 Jul
2002.

Renovating and repairing the existing AGE Facility on MacDill AFB allows for a more efficient
and safe work environment. Currently, access to the parking area is off a poorly designed
intersection which has resulted in several vehicular accidents. The addition, renovation and
repair of the existing AGE Facility would be in line with the base’s 2010 Plan (Master

Development Plan).

1.4 SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This EA examines the potential for impacts to the environment resulting from the military
construction (MILCON) of a modern Aerospace Ground Equipment maintenance facility at
MacDill AFB, Florida (Figures 1-1, 4-1 & 4-2). This environmental analysis has been conducted
in accordance with the President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations, Title 40
of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §81500-1508, as they implement the requirements of
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the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 84321, et seq., and 32 CFR

Part 989, Environmental Impact Analysis Process.

The Federal Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) required Federal agencies carrying out
activities subject to the Act to provide a “consistency determination” to the relevant state agency.
The Air Force’s Consistency Determination is contained in the Consistency Statement in
Appendix B. This EA, including the Air Force’s Consistency Statement, was submitted to the
Florida State Clearinghouse for a multi-agency review. This EA was also made available for
public review. The Florida Department of Community Affairs, with input from state and county
agencies, determined that the proposed project is consistent with the Florida Coastal Management
Program (Appendix C). Any public comments received for this project are also included in

Appendix C.

1.5 ENVIRONMENTAL PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

It is anticipated that completion of this project would require application for a storm water
management permit from the Southwest Florida Water Management District (SWFWMD) for
reconfiguration of the parking lot and construction of the stormwater retention pond. The base
water program manager evaluated the project and determined that the size and scope of the
project did not warrant application of a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

(NPDES) Phase Il storm water construction permit.

In addition, a National Emissions Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) notification,
along with a NESHAP asbestos-containing material survey report and fee for
renovation/demolition would be provided to the Environmental Protection Commission of

Hillsborough County if asbestos containing building material is detected in the survey.
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

This section provides a description of the Proposed Action and alternatives to the Proposed
Action. The Proposed Action involves extensive interior and exterior renovation of the AGE
facility including construction of a small high bay maintenance area addition and new entryway.
The project would provide an adequately sized, organized and equipped facility improving the
maintenance specialists' efficiency and ability to service and repair AGE while encouraging pride
of ownership in their workplace. The Proposed Action also includes demolition of the antiquated
wash rack and its associated equipment. The wash rack and associated equipment would be
removed and disposed and the area would be repaved with asphalt. Three alternatives to the
Proposed Action were considered as part of this EA, including the Demolish Existing AGE
Facility (Bldg. 552)/Construct Replacement Alternative, the Use of Other Existing Facilities
Alternative, and the No Action Alternative. The Use of Other Existing Facilities Alternative was
eliminated from further study due to the fact there are no vacant on-base facilities of
suitable size or configuration available on MacDill AFB, particularly along the flight

apron where the AGE must be located to provide operations support.

2.1 DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

2.1.1 Background

Land on the southern tip of the Interbay Peninsula was selected for an army airbase in 1939, and
MacDill AFB became an airbase in 1941. The AGE Facility (Aerospace Ground Equipment -
Building 552) was originally constructed in 1942. Since that time, the building has been
modified, and additions to the building were completed in 1967 doubling the size of the original
building. The area surrounding the AGE Facility has seen a growth in projects aimed at
improving the infrastructure of the base. The AGE Facility currently lies along the southeast
corner of the north flight line apron near the northern center of the base, classified as an industrial
land use area.. The existing facility is currently undersized, substandard, and poorly suited to
meet the needs of the AGE maintenance function or AGE personnel. As the services and
functions of AGE have expanded over the years, there has been an increased need for space, and

a modern facility.
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2.1.2 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would include completely renovating the interior and exterior of the
existing facility and constructing a small addition. Proposed repairs and addition would consist
of the following. The existing flat (built-up) roof would be completely removed and replaced
with a pitched, standing seam metal roof that meets base architectural standards. The painted
concrete masonry unit block walls of the facility would be cleaned and an exterior stucco coating
would be applied to the wall to meet base architectural standards. All of the exiting windows in
the facility would be removed and replaced with modern, energy efficient windows. All of the

exterior doors would be removed and replaced.

The interior of the facility, which consists primarily of an open warehouse-style floor plan with a
line of offices and store rooms along one wall, would be completely gutted (see Figures 3-1, 3-2,
3-3, 4-1 & 4-2). The interior of the facility would be reconfigured so that all of the
office/administrative/storage space is consolidated and relocated to the west end of the building.
A new entry way extending out from the building would be constructed at the western end of the
building to create a defined entry point for the facility. The eastern three-quarters of the building
would remain open warehouse-type space. The entire facility would be landscaped to meet base

architectural standards.

Portions of the existing parking lot, which do not meet current force protection standards due to
the proximity to the building, would be removed and the remaining portion of the parking lot
would be expanded to compensate for the area of parking lot that was removed. Once
reconfigured, the entire parking area would be repaved to create a uniform appearance. The new
parking area would include a new curb and gutter to insure the proper management of storm

water.

In addition to the proposed renovation activities, the project would construct a high bay
maintenance area at the northwest end of the building (Figure 3-3). Construction of the AGE
high bay maintenance area would be completed adjacent to Building 552 next to the north flight
apron. The high bay maintenance area would be constructed of concrete masonry unit block with
a standing seam metal roof to match the rest of the building. Included in the project is the

demolition of an obsolete wash rack and its associated equipment. The wash rack and associated
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equipment would be removed and disposed and the area would be repaved with asphalt.
Implementation of the Proposed Action would not result in an increase in the number of AGE

personnel on-base
2.2 DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS

Alternative actions considered for further evaluation focused upon demolishing the existing AGE
Facility and constructing a replacement facility. The use of other existing facilities on MacDill
AFB was eliminated from further study due to the fact that there are no vacant on base facilities
that are able to meet operational support requirements of the AGE organization and it’s
personnel. The alternatives retained for further evaluation are identified as the Demolish Existing
AGE Facility (Building 552)/Construct Replacement Alternative and the No Action Alternative.

2.2.1 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

Construct a new AGE Support Facility to replace Building 552. Project construction would
consist of the following: Demolition of the existing AGE building (Building 552), then
construction of concrete foundation, elevated in accordance with FEMA to 11.5 feet above mean
sea level with concrete masonry unit walls, a standing seam metal roof system, stucco exterior,
fire detection/suppression systems, HVAC, emergency power, associated site utilities, parking,
perimeter security, grading and landscaping. The new AGE Facility would be constructed in the
same location as the existing AGE Facility. Temporary trailers would be installed and used by
AGE personnel until their new facility is constructed. This alternative was not selected due to
cost considerations. Construction of a new facility, including demolition of the existing building,
was estimated to cost $5.7M (Appendix F). The 1391 for construction of a new AGE Support
Facility is attached. Renovation of Building 552, estimated to cost $3.0M (Appendix F), would
still meet all the operational needs of the AGE organization and provide them with a modern

updated facility. Consequently, the replacement alternative was not selected.

2.2.2 Alternatives Eliminated from Further Study

There are no vacant on-base facilities of suitable size or configuration available on MacDill AFB,
particularly along the flight apron where the AGE must be located to provide operations support.

The primary duties of the AGE operation include scheduled and unscheduled maintenance,
6
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delivering equipment to the flight line and back shops, and procuring replacement parts. A
location in close proximity to the flight apron is critical to insure efficient operation for the AGE
organization. Leasing an off-base facility is not a viable alternative given the function of the
AGE organization which is to provide flight line support. The AGE organization must be located

near the flight apron and there are no off-base locations near the flight apron

2.3 DESCRIPTION OF THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

Under the No Action Alternative, no repairs or construction to the AGE Maintenance Facility
(Bldg 552) would take place and the existing facility would continue to be used. If this
alternative was implemented, some building code and policy modifications would still be
required for Building 552. These modifications include accessibility improvements to meet
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements, electrical and mechanical exhaust
upgrades, improvements to the back-up generation system to meet emergency planning
requirements. Installation of new windows and set-back changes within the parking lot would

also be required to meet current antiterrorism requirements.

2.4 COMPARISON OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION
AND ALTERNATIVES

Table 2.1 (back of text) is a summary of the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed
Action, the Demolish Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative, the Use of

Existing Facilities Alternative, and the No Action Alternative.

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This section describes the characteristics of the existing natural and man-made environment that
could be affected by the Proposed Action (Renovate the Interior and Exterior of the Existing
AGE Facility and Construct Small Addition), the Demolish Existing AGE Facility/Construct
Replacement Alternative, and the No Action Alternative. This section establishes the basis for

assessing impacts of the alternatives on the affected environment provided in Section 4.0.
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3.1 AIRQUALITY

The Clean Air Act (CAA), as amended in 1977 and 1990, provides the basis for regulating air
pollution to the atmosphere. The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) set
air quality standards for six “criteria” pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO,),
ozone (Os), sulfur oxides (SO), measured as sulfur dioxide (SO,), lead (Pb), and particulate
matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10 micrometers (PMy). These
standards are the cornerstone of the CAA. Although not directly enforceable, they are the
benchmark for the establishment of emission limitations by the states for the pollutants USEPA

determines may endanger public health or welfare.

The Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County (EPC) is responsible for
issuing and enforcing the CAA Title V Air Operation Permit (Permit No. 0570141-001-AV
issued 21 Oct 99) for MacDill AFB. The 1998 air emission inventory at MacDill AFB found the

installation is a major source of nitrogen oxides with potential emissions of 184 tons per year.

The USEPA tracks compliance with the air quality standards through designation of a particular
region as “attainment” or “non-attainment.” MacDill AFB is located in Hillsborough County
within the West Central Florida Intrastate Air Quality Control Region (AQCR). Hillsborough
County currently meets the EPA air quality standards for all criteria pollutants (60 FR 62748,
December 7, 1995). The county was formerly non-attainment for ozone, but is currently in

attainment of the 8-hour and 24-hour standards.

3.2 NOISE

The meaning of noise for this analysis is undesirable sound that interferes with speech
communication and hearing, or is otherwise annoying (unwanted sound). In June 1980, the
Federal Interagency Committee on Urban Noise published guidelines (FICUN 1980) relating day-
night average sound level (DNL) values to compatible land uses. Most Federal agencies have
identified 65 decibels (dB) DNL as a criterion that protects those most affected by noise and that
can often be achieved on a practical basis. The Air Installation Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ)
Study (1998) plotted the DNL from 65 to 80 dB for a typical busy day at the base. The DNL

contours reflect the aircraft operations at MacDill AFB. The DNL 65 dB contour covers the main
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runway, and extends about one mile southwest over Tampa Bay, and about 1 ¥ miles northeast
over Hillsborough Bay. A second, smaller DNL 65 dB contour is centered near the southeastern

end of the inactive runway (taxiway).

The small 65 dB contour on the northeastern end of the north apron is approximately 50 feet
south of the existing AGE facility and the proposed addition. The AGE Facility is located more
than 3000 feet south of (outside) the current 65 dB contour that extends east of the base over

Hillsborough Bay.

3.3 WASTES, HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, AND STORED FUEL

Hazardous wastes generated at MacDill AFB include solvents, fuels, lubricants, stripping
materials, used oils, waste paint-related materials, and other miscellaneous wastes. The
responsibility for managing hazardous waste lies with the generating organization and 6"
CES/CEV. Wastes come from approximately 50 locations throughout the base and are managed

at satellite accumulation points base-wide.

Approximately 105 operations base-wide use hazardous materials. Hazardous materials on-base
include various organic solvents, chlorine, freon, paints, thinners, oils, lubricants, compressed
gases, pesticides, herbicides, nitrates, and chromates. A detailed tracking and accounting system
is in place to identify potentially hazardous materials and to ensure that base organizations are

approved to use specific hazardous materials.

The base receives jet fuel (JP-8) at the Defense Fuel Supply Point (DFSP) by pipeline from Port
Tampa. JP-8 storage capacity at DFSP and MacDill AFB is over 7.5 million gallons. Diesel,
gasoline, and heating oil are stored throughout MacDill AFB in small to medium-sized
Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) and Aboveground Storage Tanks (ASTSs) ranging in size
from 50 to 12,000 gallons.

All generated waste water is treated at the base’s waste water treatment plant. The waste water
treatment plant (WWTP) was constructed in 1952 and has since been updated and expanded to
meet current demands. The treatment process consists of grit removal, flow tank equalization,
aeration, clarification, tertiary filtration, and chlorine contact. The plant is permitted to treat a

volume of 1.2 million gallons per day (mgd). Currently, the plant operates at an average of

9
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approximately 0.6 mgd. All treated waste water is currently reused on-base by reclamation,
principally through spray application at the golf course located at the southeast quadrant of the
base. In addition, wastewater is sent to one, 10-acre restricted-access spray fields for infiltration,

or to a 20-million gallon wet weather storage pond for infiltration.

A total of 15 groundwater monitoring wells are sampled quarterly to monitor potential
groundwater impacts at the golf course spray fields. The Environmental Protection Commission
of Hillsborough County regulates wastewater treatment operations under delegation from the
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP). MacDill AFB received its current

operating permit in March 2004 and it will expire in March 2011.

The project is near Solid Waste Management Unit {SWMU}-29 which has been closed by the
FDEP. The AGE facility is also adjacent to Site 38 where petroleum hydrocarbons have been
indentified in the soil and groundwater. Finally, the project is located above a groundwater

plume containing chlorinated solvents designated as Solid Waste Management Unit 61.

3.4 WATER RESOURCES

Surface water flows at the base are primarily from storm water runoff. Seven canals transport
storm water off base and discharge to Tampa Bay and Hillsborough Bay. Most of the base drains
toward the southern tip of the Interbay Peninsula; however, the easternmost section of the base

drains toward Hillsborough Bay.

MacDill AFB has three National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits for
the storm water discharges issued by Florida Department of Environmental Protection. The main
base permits include a multi-sector general permit for industrial operations and a Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) general permit for the Base’s municipal operations. The
remaining permit is for storm water discharge from the oil/water separator at the DFSP tank farm
area located in the western portion of the base. This permit is maintained and the responsibility
of the DFSP contractor hired by the Defense Logistics Agency. The USEPA issued a National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) multi-sector storm water general permit to
MacDill AFB in July 2003. This permit authorizes the discharge of storm water associated with

industrial activity. In accordance with 40 CFR 112, the base has developed a Spill Prevention
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Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan and a Facility Response Plan given the location of the
base adjacent to navigable waters and shorelines, as well as the amount of fuel storage capacity

existing on site.

3.5 FLOODPLAINS

According to information provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA
Maps dated 1982-1991), 80 percent of the base is within the 100-year coastal floodplain. The
maps indicate that all the residential, industrial, and institutional (medical and education) land
uses on the base are within the 100-year coastal floodplain, along with most of the commercial
and aviation support areas (Figure 2-1). The majority of the 20 percent of land that is above the

floodplain is designated for airfield operations.

The extent of the coastal floodplain is an important consideration for MacDill AFB because EO
11988, Floodplain Management Guidelines, regulates the uses of these areas. The objective of
this presidential order is to avoid, to the extent possible, the long and short-term adverse impacts
associated with occupancy and modification of floodplains. To comply with EO 11988, before

taking any action, the Air Force must evaluate the impacts of specific proposals in the floodplain.

The proposed renovations and additions to the existing AGE facility and parking lot would be
located within of the 100-year coastal floodplain (Figure 2-1). The existing AGE Facility,
proposed for renovation, lies at an elevation of less than 10 feet above mean sea level (MSL), and

is within the 100-year coastal floodplain.

3.6 LAND USE

Land use at MacDill AFB includes airfield, industrial, commercial, institutional (educational and
medical), residential, recreational, and vacant land. The site for the Proposed Action is currently

designated as industrial land.

3.7 TRANSPORTATION

MacDill AFB is served by four operating gates at Dale Mabry Highway, Bayshore Boulevard,
MacDill Avenue, and Manhattan Avenue. The Dale Mabry, MacDill, and Bayshore gates are

11
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used for government and personal vehicles (commuter traffic). The Manhattan gate is used as the
large vehicle (contractor trucks, deliver vehicles, RVs) entry point. Large vehicles are inspected

and their credentials and destination are confirmed before entering the base.

The transportation system on-base consists of arterials, collectors, and local streets that connect
with the off-base network through the four gates. On-base arterial facilities include North and
South Boundary Boulevards, Bayshore Boulevard, Marina Bay Drive, and Tampa Point
Boulevard. The 1998 traffic study determined that service levels for traffic on-base are generally

acceptable.

3.8 SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH

The MacDill AFB Asbestos Management Plan identifies procedures for management and
abatement of asbestos. Prior to renovation or demolition activities, asbestos sampling is
performed and, if present, the asbestos is removed in accordance with applicable Federal and state

regulations.

Numerous limited-scope asbestos surveys have been completed at the existing AGE Facility
(Building 552 and its addition). These files are maintained on-base at 6 CEV/CES, Building 147,
Room 304. Typically, these surveys were completed prior to small-scale renovation projects.
Asbestos fibers were identified as being present in most of the screening reports on file, with
asbestos containing materials (ACMs) typically including roofing materials, floor tiles, insulation

and cement panels.

The base engineer assumes that all structures constructed prior to 1978 possibly contain lead-
based paint (LBP). When required, LBP abatement is accomplished in accordance with
applicable Federal and State regulations, and base procedures, prior to demolition activities to

prevent any health hazards.

3.9 SOCIOECONOMICS

The Economic Impact Region (EIR) for MacDill AFB is the geographic area within a 50-mile
radius of the base subject to significant base-related economic impacts. According to the 1998

Economic Resource Impact Statement for MacDill AFB the total economic impact of MacDill
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AFB on the EIR was $3.5 billion with over 105,000 jobs supported. Purchase of local labor,
goods, and services to support base operations provides a total annual economic impact of $1.34
billion. Retiree income provides a total economic impact of $2.19 billion. The direct impact on

local income produced by base expenditures is $494 million.

3.10 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

A detailed description of the biological resources found at MacDill AFB is provided in the
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) (USAF, 2001). MacDill’s INRMP

has been approved by the state and Federal fish and wildlife agencies.

Land use on MacDill AFB includes urban, light industrial, residential, or improved vacant land.
The few undeveloped areas within the base boundaries have all experienced some degree of
disturbance, such as ditching, clearing, or the encroachment of exotic vegetation. No natural
areas (undeveloped areas) including wetland communities would be altered or disturbed as part of
the Proposed Action since the project would happen entirely within an industrial, developed
portion of MacDill AFB.

Wildlife species listed by federal or state agencies as endangered, threatened, or of special
concern and known to occur permanently or periodically, or have the potential to occur on the
base are shown in Table 3.9 in the Tables section in the back of the text. In 1996, the
Endangered Species Management Plan of MacDill AFB and the Biological Survey of MacDill
AFB identified the general locations of protected species at the base. The report does not identify
any protected species or species habitat within the area proposed for the Proposed Action (USAF,
1996).

Consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has been completed and the
agency has confirmed MacDill’s assessment that the Proposed Action would have no effect on
Threatened or Endangered species or species habitat. The USFWS consultation letter is provide

in Appendix C.
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3.11 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Cultural resources are prehistoric and historic sites. These resources consist of districts,
buildings, structures, and objects that are significant in American history, architecture,
archaeology, engineering, and culture. Historic properties listed in or eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) are subject to protection or consideration by a
federal agency in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966,

as amended.

Five archaeological sites are found on MacDill AFB. The closest archaeological prehistoric site
is the Runway site (8Hi3332) located approximately one mile northwest of the Proposed Action

site, near the Dale Mabry entry gate.

Construction of MacDill AFB began in November 1939, and the base was dedicated in April
1941. Sites and structures related to early missions remain on base today. Building 552 was
constructed in 1942 during the initial build-up of the base. Building 552 is greater than 50 years
old and has been identified as potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places as
part of the MacDill Field historic district. Although Building 552 has been significantly modified
since its original construction with an addition in 1967 that doubled the size (length) of the
facility, the facility is included in the 1994 Historic American Building Survey completed in 1994
at MacDill AFB.

Consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPQO) has been completed and the
outcome from the consultation process is presented in Appendix C. Consultation letters are

included as part of Appendix C.

3.12  ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

According to the USEPA, environmental justice is the fair treatment of all people regardless of
race, color, national origin, or income with respect to the development, implementation, and
enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. Under EO 12898, no group of

people, including a racial, ethnic, or a socioeconomic group, should bear a disproportionate share
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of the negative environmental consequences resulting from industrial, municipal, and commercial

operations.

There are no minority or low-income populations in the area of the Proposed Action or the
alternatives; thus, there would not be disproportionately high or adverse impacts on such
populations. Additionally, no adverse environmental impacts would occur outside MacDill AFB.
Therefore, no adverse effects on minority and low-income populations would occur with
implementation of the Proposed Action, or from implementation of any of the alternatives, at
MacDill AFB.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

The effects of the Proposed Action and alternatives on the affected environment are discussed in

this section.

4.1 AIR QUALITY

4.1.1 Proposed Action

Air quality impacts would occur during the proposed interior and exterior renovation,
construction of the addition to the AGE Facility, and demolition of the existing wash rack;

however, these air quality impacts would be temporary.

Fugitive dust (suspended and PMy, particulate matter) and construction vehicle exhaust emissions
would be generated during construction. Dust generated by equipment and construction activities
would fall rapidly within a short distance from the source. If required, areas of exposed soil

could be sprayed with water daily to suppress dust.

The anticipated pollutant emissions for the Proposed Action have been calculated given the
general size and scope of the project. These estimates are presented in Appendix D and are

compared to Hillsborough County Emissions Inventory totals in Table 4.1.1 below.
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Table 4.1.1 Proposed Action Air Emissions at MacDill AFB

Proposed Action Hillsborough Net De minimis Above/
Pollutant Annual County Emissions Change Values® Below De
Emissions (tpy)? Inventoryb (tpy) (%) (tpy) minimis
(6{0) 2.03 19,272 0.011 100 Below
VOC 1.34 27,703 0.004 100 Below
NOy 2.22 82,563 0.003 100 Below
SO, 0.11 NA -- 100 Below
PMyg° 0.17 NA -- 100 Below
Pb -- 53 -- 25 --

®Includes sum of both construction of the addition to the AGE Facility and interior and exterior renovation
of the existing AGE Facility.
PBased on stationary permitted emissions presented in 1997 Ozone Emissions Inventory, EPC.
‘PM10 estimated as 50 percent of the 1990 tpy reported for TSP
9Source: 40 CFR 93.153, November 30, 1993
tpy Tons per year

The Florida Department of Environmental Protection raised the issue of the potential for
degradation of indoor air quality as a result of the location of the AGE facility on top of
an ERP site, namely the groundwater plume for SWMU-61. To insure that indoor air
quality is not degraded, the design for the renovated and newly constructed portions of
the AGE facility would incorporate sufficient ventilation to allow the regular exchange
of air from outside.

4.1.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

This alternative involves the construction of a new AGE Facility, coupled with the subsequent
demolition of the existing AGE Facility. The size and scope of work that would be completed
under this alternative is similar to that of the Proposed Action; therefore, potential for affecting
air quality, especially earthwork and demolition, would be similar to that resulting from

implementation of the Proposed Action.
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Table 4.1.2 New Construction/Demolition Alternative Air Emissions at MacDill AFB

Proposed Action Hillsborough Net De minimis | Above/
Pollutant Annual County Emissions Change Values® Below De
Emissions (tpy)* | Inventory” (tpy) (%) (tpy) minimis
(6{0) 2.23 19,272 0.13 100 Below
VOC 1.42 27,703 0.04 100 Below
NO, 2.44 82,563 0.04 100 Below
SO 12 NA -- 100 Below
PM° .18 NA - 100 Below
Pb 53 - 25 --

®Includes sum of both construction of the addition to the AGE Facility and interior and exterior renovation
of the existing AGE Facility.
PBased on stationary permitted emissions presented in 1997 Ozone Emissions Inventory, EPC.

‘PM10 estimated as 50 percent of the 1990 tpy reported for TSP

dSource: 40 CFR 93.153, November 30, 1993
tpy Tons per year

% Percent

4.1.3 No Action Alternative

Because the status quo would be maintained, there would be no impacts to air quality under the

No Action Alternative.

4.1.4 Cumulative Air Quality Impacts

Other projects are proposed for construction on MacDill AFB during the 18-month period needed

to complete renovations to the existing AGE Facility. None of these projects are immediately

adjacent to the proposed project site; however, they have been included in the cumulative

emissions analysis since they are located on MacDill AFB. Table 4A summarizes the air

emissions for each of these projects. As Table 4A demonstrates, the cumulative annual emission

estimates fall below the de minimus level of 100 tons per year for all five pollutants evaluated.
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4.2 NOISE

4.2.1 Proposed Action

The closest noise sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the proposed construction site include the
occupants of 6 CONS and Air Force Audit Agency (Building 521), SOCOM (Buildings 6 & 522),
CENTCOM (Building 183) and Services (Building 523). For the renovation and addition to
Building 552 the nearest potential receptors are the occupants of Buildings 521-523, located
approximately 200 feet to the south/southeast and the occupants of Buildings 6 & 183
approximately 200 feet to the west. South Boundary Blvd. is located approximately 100’ to the

east with the flight-line apron located directly north of the proposed construction site.

The adjacent receptors could experience noise impacts from construction and/or construction-
related vehicles. The magnitude of these impacts would be directly related to the proximity of the
occupied facility to the construction or demolition site. In addition, the impacts vary according to
the activity occurring on any particular day, and impacts would cease when construction is
completed. Based on a cumulative average construction noise level of approximately 85 dB at 50
feet from the center of the project site (depending upon the current stage of the project),
occupants of these nearby buildings would be not be impacted by construction noise at the AGE

facility.

4.2.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

This alternative involves the construction of a new AGE Facility, coupled with the demolition of
the existing facility. As with the Proposed Action, noise sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the
proposed AGE Facility construction include the occupants of 6 CONS and Air Force Audit
Agency (Building 521), SOCOM (Building 522 & 6), CENTCOM (Building 183) and Services
(Building 523). For the renovation and addition to Building 552 the nearest potential receptors
are the occupants of Buildings 521-523, located approximately 200 feet to the south/southeast.
and the occupants of Buildings 6 & 183 approximately 200 feet to the west. South Boundary
Blvd. is located approximately 100’ to the east with the flight line apron located directly north of

the proposed construction site.
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Under this alternative, the potential for noise impacts would be no greater than the Proposed

Action and would not impact the occupants of adjacent administrative buildings.

4.2.3 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative only insignificant, relatively minor short-term noise impacts
would occur, from the minor construction activities associated with code and policy

improvements that would be completed at Building 552.

4.3 WASTES, HAZARDOUS MATERIAL, AND STORED FUEL

The following section describes sanitary wastewater treatment, solid waste collection and

disposal, hazardous material and waste management, and stored fuels management.

4.3.1 Proposed Action

An increase in the generation of solid waste would occur during and subsequent to construction
activities for the Proposed Action. The base has sufficient resources to manage the temporary
increase in solid waste and the local landfills have sufficient capacity to accept the additional

solid waste.

The relocation of the existing restroom facilities within the AGE facility is included as part of the
Proposed Action. Implementation of the Proposed Action is not anticipated to result in a
significant change in the total volume of waste water to the base sanitary sewer system, as the
number of AGE personnel would remain unchanged. Renovation of the AGE Facility does not
include elevating the facility above the 100-year flood level, consequently the restrooms would
still be subject to flooding. The project includes installation of backflow prevention devices on
the sanitary sewer and potable water lines, which according to Hillsborough County building
codes effectively “flood proofs’ the sanitary sewer and water lines. Representatives from the
MacDill Civil Engineering Squadron and the flood regulation department of Hillsborough
County, Florida confirmed installation of backflow devices on domestic water and sanitary
drainage systems meet the requirements for floodproofing the facility, and further that lift station
pumps are a sufficient means for preventing backflow in the sanitary sewage system. The base

wastewater collection system is gravity fed but due to lack of elevation across the base can not
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operate on gravity alone. Every wastewater collection line has at least one, and often several, lift
stations along the line to raise the water to a sufficient height to allow it to continue to gravity
drain toward the base WWTP. Since every wastewater collection line has at least one lift station,
all of the sanitary sewer lines have, in essence, at least one check valve to stop the inflow of
floodwater to the WWTP.

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) guidelines published in Title 44 Code of
Federal Regulations, Chapter 1, Subchapter B, Part 60, requires all new construction of non-
residential structures in the floodplain sited below the flood elevation be designed to
automatically equalize hydrostatic flood forces on exterior walls by allowing for the entry and
exit of floodwaters. Additional requirements require any sanitary facilities in non-residential
structures to be located above the flood elevation or to be floodproofed. Both the proposed
renovation and new construction portions of the AGE Facility design include sufficiently sized
openings to allow the equalization of hydrostatic pressure on exterior walls should a flood event

occur.

Hazardous wastes/materials, such as paint, adhesives, and solvents, may be on site during the
construction work for the Proposed Action. All construction related hazardous wastes/materials,
including petroleum products, would be removed and disposed of according to base procedures,
as well as applicable State and Federal regulations. In general, paints, solvents, and oil waste
volume would remain the same since the proposed AGE Facility would be storing the same
equipment currently being stored in Building 552. However, a short-term increase in waste may
occur due to disposal of stored or unusable materials associated with the existing AGE Facility
that might be discarded before implementing the proposed action. No impacts from hazardous

materials or waste are anticipated from completion of the project.

Hazardous materials and hazardous wastes, such as anti-freeze, oil, grease, used oil, used JP-8,
and oily rags, are part of operations at the AGE facility. Currently, these materials/wastes are
stored in a few locations throughout the facility, although most are staged at the initial
accumulation point for the facility. The design for the renovated AGE facility includes
construction of a floodproof storage area where hazardous materials and hazardous wastes can be
stored. The floodproof storage area would be created by constructing four foot tall concrete block

walls to enclose a roughly 400 square feet area of the maintenance floor in the AGE facility. The
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top of the concrete block wall would have a minimum elevation of 11.5 feet amsl; therefore
above the 100-year flood elevation. Two of the walls would have removable ‘wall panels’ that
are sufficiently strong and sealed to keep out floodwater, but can be removed to create large
access points during normal operation of the facility. If the AGE facility is threatened by
flooding, the panels would be slipped into the sealed, slotted channels of the walled-in storage
area to floodproof the hazardous material/hazardous waste storage area. Creation of the
floodproofed hazardous materials/hazardous waste storage area would reduce the potential for
these substances to impact the floodplain and represent a minor benefit to the floodplain since
these materials/wastes are currently not stored on a floodproof area or above the 100-year flood

level.

All of the hazardous materials and hazardous wastes that are normally stored within the AGE
facility would be maintained within the proposed interior, floodproof storage area. There are;
however, hazardous materials/wastes storage units outside the AGE facility that would not be
affected by the proposed interior and exterior renovations of the building. These storage units
include the two 240-gallon double-walled “Lube Cubes” used to store used oil and used JP-8 and
the six 400-gallon mobile fuel bowsers used to move JP-8. The Lube Cubes are self contained,
sealed, double-walled storage tanks. These tanks must be kept outside the AGE building for
safety reasons. The fuel bowsers are single-walled, trailer-mounted tanks that are staged on the
flight apron for daily use. There would be no change in the use or storage of the Lube Cubes or
fuel bowsers under the Proposed Action; consequently, there would be no increased risk of

damage to floodplain values.

Building 552 is located on a closed Environmental Restoration Program (ERP) site (Solid Waste
Management Unit {SWMU} 29) and adjacent to an active ERP site (Site 38). Site summary
reports for each site are provided in Appendix E. In addition, Building 552 falls within the
groundwater plume of chlorinated solvents for SWMU 61. The project is primarily internal and
external renovation; however, reconfiguration of the parking lot as well as construction of a high
bay maintenance area would involve disturbance of surface soils. SWMU 29 has been closed by
the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) with no further action required. Site
38 lies approximately 100 feet south of the proposed construction area. The site is a former fuel

storage area that contained eight 25,000-gallon underground storage tanks (USTs). Constituents
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of concern have been identified in the soil and groundwater at Site 38. The principle constituents
of concern are petroleum hydrocarbons including benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylenes.
The site has been fully investigated and remedial actions are currently on-going at the site. The

site’s relative risk rating is ‘no risk’.

SWMU 61 is a chlorinated solvent plume that extends from the maintenance areas on the north
ramp east toward Hillsborough Bay. Information on SWMU 61 and a site map are attached.
Chlorinated volatile organic compounds (VOCs), arsenic and petroleum hydrocarbons have been
detected in the shallow surficial aquifer (groundwater). No contaminants have been identified in
the soil, sediment, and surface water on this site. The source of the VOCs, primarily
trichloroethene (TCE) and degradation products, 1,2-DCE and vinyl chloride, has not yet been
determined. The RCRA facility investigation was finalized in 1999. As an interim measure the
site is currently being monitored under a Monitoring to Natural Attenuation plan while

groundwater modeling is completed for the Corrective Measures Study.

None of the constituents of concern at these ERP sites represent an immediate threat to life and
health. Given current site conditions, particularly the water table elevation, there is a very limited
potential for proposed construction activity to encounter contaminated media. Since excavation
activities would go no deeper than two feet below land surface it is unlikely that groundwater
would be encountered during construction. If a significant water table rise does occur prior to
implementation of the proposed action, and it is determined that construction activity would
encounter groundwater, precautions would be taken to insure the protection of construction
workers on the site and the proper disposal of any hazardous waste generated during construction
activities. These precautions include preparation of a site specific health and safety plan by the
construction contractor which meets the requirements of 29 CFR 1910.120(b)(4) and must be
approved by 6 CES/CEVR and the base bioenvironmental engineering office. If dewatering is
required for construction, the water would be contained on-site in large frac tanks. Containerized
water would be sampled for site constituents of concern to determine the level of contamination
in the water. The sampling results would be used to determine the proper method of disposal
which could range from discharge to the sanitary sewer if water is clean to off-site disposal at a

treatment facility if water is highly contaminated.
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Construction activities are not proposed to occur on Site 38 where soil contamination has been
identified. Consequently, the potential for contacting contaminated media during the proposed
construction activities is considered minimal. [If contaminated media are encountered during
construction work for the project construction activities would halt until the MacDill ERP
manager is contacted. The MacDill ERP manager would insure that the material is managed in
accordance with ERP guidelines. In accordance with Florida Administrative Code 62-770(2)4
“excavated contaminated soil (including excessively contaminated soil) may be returned to the
original excavation when petroleum storage tank systems have been removed or replaced, or if
contaminated soil was encountered during construction activities”. Based on these conditions, the
completion of construction activities within and adjacent to listed ERP sites should not represent
a significant impact on the management and disposal of hazardous waste or the health and safety

of construction workers.

4.3.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

An increase in the generation of solid waste would occur during and subsequent to demolition
and construction activities for the Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement
Alternative. The base has sufficient resources to manage the temporary increase in solid waste

and the local landfills have sufficient capacity to accept the additional solid waste.

This alternative involves the construction of a concrete foundation, elevated in accordance with
FEMA to 11.5 feet above mean sea level with concrete masonry unit walls, a standing seam metal
roof system, stucco exterior, fire detection/suppression systems, HVAC, emergency power,
associated site utilities, parking, perimeter security, grading and landscaping. Implementation of
the Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative would result in a
moderate increase in the volume of waste water to the base sanitary sewer system; however, the

system has sufficient capacity to handle the increase.

4.3.3 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, no impacts to wastes, hazardous materials, or stored fuel would
occur since construction or changes to the AGE Facility would not be implemented. The code
and policy changes to the building are considered to be inconsequential.
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4.4 WATER RESOURCES

4.4.1 Proposed Action

Some soil erosion would occur during construction and demolition activities; however,
implementation of a sediment and erosion control plan, including use of best management
practices (BMPs) such as silt fencing and hay bales, would dramatically reduce erosion and avoid

potential storm water violations.

Under the Proposed Action, there are no direct or indirect discharges to groundwater. Neither
completion of high bay maintenance addition to the existing AGE Facility nor reconfiguration of
the existing parking area is expected to result in an increase in storm water runoff.
Implementation of the Proposed Action would require the construction of internally-drained
retention areas. The storm water retention areas would collect surface water runoff from the
parking lot and allow it to infiltrate into the ground, recharging the groundwater in the surficial

aquifer.

Portions of the existing parking lot, which do not meet the current force protection standards due
to the proximity to the building, would be removed and the remaining portion of the parking lot
would be expanded. Reconfiguration of the parking lot would not result in an increase in
impervious surface. Once reconfigured the entire parking area would be repaved to create a
uniform appearance. The new parking area would include new curbs and gutters to insure proper
management of storm water. Construction of any new parking areas or proposed roadways would
be off-set by the demolition of the existing entry road and portions of the old parking lot. In
addition, the reconfigured parking lot would include appropriately sized storm water
treatment/attenuation areas. The storm water retention areas would collect surface water runoff
from the parking lot and allow it to infiltrate into the ground, recharging the groundwater in the
surficial aquifer. No increase in potable water usage is expected since the existing staff and

equipment will occupy the renovated AGE Facility.
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4.4.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

Some soil erosion would occur during construction and demolition activities; however,
implementation of a sediment and erosion control plan including use of BMPs such as silt fencing

and hay bales, would dramatically reduce erosion and avoid potential storm water violations.

This alternative would involve demolition activities, including the demolition of the existing
AGE Facility, entry road and a portion of the parking lot along with the removal of the outdated
wash rack and associated equipment. Storm water in this area is externally drained; storm water
from impervious surfaces is directed to drains and ditches that connect directly to the nearby
Hillsborough Bay. Upon completion of the demolition activities, the area and land use
designations would not change since the new AGE Facility would be constructed in the same
location of the existing AGE Facility. No increase in impervious surface is anticipated due to
reconfiguration of the parking area. This alternative includes the construction of a storm water
retention pond to provide limited treatment of storm water before it infiltrates into the ground.
Therefore, a short-term, negative impact to surface waters would exist during demolition and
construction activities. However; a long-term, positive impact to surface waters would result

with the construction of a designed storm water retention area.

Under this alternative there are no direct or indirect discharges to groundwater. Construction of
any new parking areas or proposed roadway would be off-set by the demolition of the existing
entry road and portions of the old parking lot. In addition, the parking lot would include
appropriately sized storm water treatment/attenuation areas. The storm water retention areas
would collect surface water runoff from the parking lot and allow it to infiltrate into the ground,

recharging the groundwater in the surficial aquifer.

Implementation of this alternative would not involve an increase in the number of 6" AGE
personnel. As a result, no increases in potable water usage would occur. Any potential increases

are considered minor in the context of the daily consumption of the entire Base.

4.4.3 No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not construct or modify any of the drainage structures around

the existing AGE Facility; therefore, would not result in significant impacts to water resources.
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4.5 FLOODPLAINS

In accordance with the requirements of EO 11988, the Air Force must demonstrate that there is
no practicable alternative to carrying out the Proposed Action within the coastal floodplain. The
existing AGE Facility is within the 100-year coastal floodplain. As a result, implementation of
the Proposed Action, and the Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement
Alternative would involve construction and/or demolition and renovation activities within the

100-year coastal floodplain. Consequently, impacts to the floodplain must be addressed.

45.1 Proposed Action

The proposed location of the AGE Facility and associated parking areas are located to the south
(inside) of the 100-year coastal floodplain line that crosses the base (Figure 2-1). Neither the
existing AGE building (B552) nor the surrounding parking lot is elevated above the 100-year
flood level and as a result these areas are currently subject to flooding. It is logistically
impracticable to relocate the existing AGE Facility outside the 100-year coastal floodplain since
the AGE operation must be located in close proximity to the flight apron to support aircraft
operations. Raising the existing facility above the 100-year coastal floodplain was financially
impracticable since doing so would require construction of a new AGE Facility at nearly double
the cost of renovation. The majority of the AGE Facility is open, unfinished, warehouse-type
space used for equipment maintenance activities. This would not change upon completion of the
Proposed Action; therefore, most of the AGE Facility would not be damaged during a flood
event. The AGE Facility also has several large bay doors of sufficient size to allow flood water
to equalize and reduce hydrostatic pressure caused by flooding. The equipment, supplies and
tools utilized at the AGE Facility are currently subject to flooding since the floor elevation of
Building 552 is approximately 7.5 ft MSL; consequently, implementation of the Proposed Action
would not increase the risk of loss of government assets. Likewise, the personnel that currently
operate the AGE Facility would not change with the Proposed Action so there would be no
increase in risk to human safety, health, or welfare since the maintenance personnel operating the
AGE Facility are currently working in a flood prone environment. Reconfiguration of the

parking lot would not impact floodplain values.
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4.5.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

The proposed location of the AGE Facility and associated parking areas are located to the south
(inside) of the 100-year coastal floodplain line that crosses the base. Neither the existing AGE
building (B552) nor the surrounding parking lot is elevated above the 100-year flood level and as
a result these areas are currently subject to flooding. It is logistically impracticable to relocate the
existing AGE Facility outside the 100-year coastal floodplain since the AGE operation must be
located in close proximity to the flight apron to support aircraft operations. Following
demolition, the area designation would remain unchanged since the new AGE Facility would be

constructed at the same location of the existing AGE Facility.

Implementation of this alternative would generally have a positive impact with regard to flood
loss, human safety, health, and welfare, as required by Executive Order 11988, by elevating the

facility and its occupants and equipment above the 100-year coastal floodplain.

45.3 No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would continue operation of the existing AGE Facility. This
alternative would not alter the potential for loss or damage resulting from floods or increase the
impacts of floods on human safety, health and welfare. Consequently, this alternative would have

no impact on floodplain values.

4.6 LAND USE

4.6.1 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would involve interior and exterior renovations and the construction of a
small addition to the existing AGE Facility resulting in no change in land use. The proposed
work is not expected to increase the impervious surface in the coastal floodplain. Most of the
project would be completed in areas that are already paved and reconfiguration of the existing
parking lot would not result in an increase in impervious surface. Consequently, no net impacts

to land use would result from the Proposed Action.
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Coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has been completed to insure compliance

with the Endangered Species Act. Agency correspondence letters are included in Appendix C.

4.6.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

The Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative would involve
demolishing the existing AGE Facility and reconstructing a new AGE Facility above the 100-yr
coastal floodplain. This alternative would also involve construction of a new high bay
maintenance area at the northwest end of the building. Most of the project would be completed in
areas that are already paved and reconfiguration of the existing parking lot would not result in an
increase in impervious. Following demolition and construction activities, the area designation
would remain unchanged since the new AGE Facility would be constructed at the same location
of the existing AGE Facility. Consequently, no net impacts to land use would result from the

Proposed Action.

4.6.3 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, no impacts to land use would be incurred.

4.7 TRANSPORTATION

4.7.1 Proposed Action

An increase in traffic in the northeast portion of the base would result during implementation of
the Proposed Action, due to the increase in construction-related activities. These negative

impacts are considered to be minor and short-term.

Upon completion, the Proposed Action would result in a similar number of vehicles entering the
base, since the same number of AGE personnel will occupy the renovated facility. A new entry
way extending out from the building would be constructed at the western end of the building to
create a defined entry point for the facility. Current access to the parking area is off a poorly
designed intersection which has resulted in several vehicular accidents. As a result,
implementation of the Proposed Action would provide a long-term, positive impact on base

transportation.
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4.7.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

An increase in traffic in the north-central portion of the base would result from implementation of
the Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative, due to the increase
in construction and demolition-related activities. These negative impacts are considered to be

minor and short-term.

Implementation of this alternative would result in a similar number of vehicles entering the base,
since the same number of AGE personnel will occupy the renovated facility. Access to the
current parking area is off a poorly designed intersection which has resulted in several vehicular
accidents. The existing parking lot would be reconfigured similar to what is proposed in the
Proposed Action. Reconfiguration of the parking lot would move the entry road away from the
poorly designed intersection reducing the potential for accidents and improving traffic flow in the

base. This would result in a minor but long-term positive impact on transportation at MacDill.

4.7.3 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative no significant impacts to transportation would be incurred.

4.8 SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH

4.8.1 Proposed Action

The proposed construction activities for the project would pose safety hazards to the workers
similar to those associated with typical industrial construction projects, such as falls, slips, heat
stress, and machinery injuries. Construction would not involve any unique hazards and all
construction methods would comply with Occupational Safety and Health Administration
(OSHA) requirements to ensure the protection of workers and the general public during
construction. / Diligent, but not controlling, governmental oversight of contractor activities would

help assure OSHA compliance.

The demolition portion of the project is anticipated to encounter ACM since these materials have
been identified during completion of limited surveys for building 552. In addition, the demolition

may encounter LBP. Prior to initiating demolition activities, the demolition contractor shall hire
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a qualified independent environmental consulting firm to perform a comprehensive asbestos and
LBP survey for the existing facility. Once the surveys have been completed and the hazardous
materials identified, the demolition contractor shall hire a qualified environmental abatement
subcontractor to remove and dispose of the ACM and LBP. The same environmental firm shall
perform environmental monitoring during the abatement work in accordance with Air Force,
USEPA, and other applicable environmental regulations. All waste disposal manifests shall be

turned over to the government upon completion of the demolition work.

The Proposed Action would involve mainly renovation and construction activities with some
demolition activities to Building 552 which is located on a closed Environmental Restoration
Program (ERP) site (Solid Waste Management Unit {SWMU} 29) and adjacent to an active ERP
site (Site 38). Site summary reports for each site are provided in Attachment 2. In addition,
Building 552 falls within the groundwater plume of chlorinated solvents for SWMU 61. The
project is primarily internal and external renovation; however, reconfiguration of the parking lot
as well as construction of the high bay maintenance area would involve disturbance of surface
soils. Appropriate measures have been included in the project to reduce the potential for contact
with contaminated media and to protect workers from exposure. None of the constituents of
concern at the site represent an immediate threat to life and health. Consequently, no impacts to

safety and occupational health would be incurred with implementation of the Proposed Action.

4.8.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

This Alternative would pose safety hazards to the workers similar to those associated with the
Proposed Action. Implementation of this alternative would not involve any unique hazards and
all construction methods would comply with OSHA requirements to ensure the protection of
workers and the general public during construction. Significantly more soil disturbance would be
involved with this alternative but, as discussed for the Proposed Action, disturbance of surface

soils does not constitute a major impact given the disposition of the ERP sites involved.

Surveying, sampling, and abatement of any ACM and/or LBP would be addressed in the same

manner as the Proposed Action.
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4.8.3 No Action Alternative

No impacts on safety and occupational health would be incurred under the No Action Alternative.

4.9 SOCIOECONOMICS

4.9.1 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would cost approximately $3.0 million to complete, based on 2004 cost
estimates. This action would result in an approximately 0.6 percent increase in the nearly $494
million in annual expenditures MacDill AFB provides to the local economy, constituting a major

short-term beneficial impact.

4.9.2 Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative

The Demolish the Existing AGE Facility/Construct Replacement Alternative would cost
approximately $5.7 million to complete, based on 2003 cost estimates. This action would result
in an approximately 1.1 percent increase in the nearly $494 million in annual expenditures

MacDill AFB provides to the local economy, constituting a minor short-term beneficial impact.

4,9.3 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, normal maintenance and repair work would be completed the
keep the facility is working condition, but no significant funding would spent to upgrade the

facility; consequently, the No Action alternative would have no impact on socioeconomics.

410 CULTURAL RESOURCES

4.10.1 Proposed Action

Implementation of the Proposed Action would significantly modify the exterior appearance of the
AGE facility. Modification of the exterior would represent an impact to cultural resources on
MacDill AFB since it would alter the original roofline and appearance of the facility.

Consultation with the SHPO has been completed and the agency has determined that the
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Proposed Action would have an adverse impact on MacDill’s cultural resources which must be
mitigated. The base has proposed to use the 1994 HABS documentation of the AGE Facility to
mitigate the adverse impact. The SHPO has concurred that the HABS documentation would
sufficiently mitigate the adverse impact. Since the action is considered an adverse impact to
cultural resources, MacDill AFB has initiated a Memorandum and Agreement (MOA) with the
SHPO to document the SHPO’s adverse impact finding and approval to use HABS
documentation to mitigate the adverse impact. The MOA was signed by MacDill AFB on 17
Aug 2004 and signed by the SHPO on 23 Aug 2004. Signing of the MOA by the SHPO
completes the consultation process in accordance with Section 106 of Historic Preservation Act.

All correspondence with the SHPO is included in Appendix C.

411 OTHERITEMSWITHNO POTENTIAL IMPACTS

In addition to the resources discussed in the previous sections, the potential impacts to the
biological, geology and soils, and Airspace and Airfield Operations were evaluated. Based upon
this evaluation, there are no potential impacts likely to any of these resources resulting from the

implementation of the Proposed Action or any of the considered alternatives.

The Proposed Action or any of the alternatives would also not affect minority or low-income
populations. There are no minorities or low-income populations in the area of the Proposed
Action or the alternatives; thus, there will not be disproportionately high or adverse impacts on
such populations. No adverse environmental impacts would occur outside MacDill AFB.
Therefore, no adverse effects on minorities and low-income populations would occur with
implementation of the Proposed Action, or from implementation of any of the alternatives, at
MacDill AFB.

412 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

As indicated in Table 2.1, the Proposed Action, when examining it as a portion of the total
proposed and/or ongoing construction projects on MacDill AFB, would result in minor beneficial
cumulative impacts to floodplains, transportation, and socioeconomics, due to a relocated entry
road to the facility decreasing the number of accidents, and an approximately 0.6 percent increase

in the annual expenditures MacDill AFB provides to the local economy.
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When examining it as a portion of the total proposed and/or ongoing construction projects on
MacDill AFB, the Proposed Action would have no significant cumulative impacts to air quality,
noise, waste management, water resources, safety and occupational health, biological resources,
geology and soils, cultural resources, environmental justice, or airspace and airfield operations, as
outlined in Table 2.1 and Table 4A.

5.0 CONCLUSIONS

Based upon the analyses presented in this environmental assessment, it appears the Proposed

Action alternative would not have a significant affect upon the quality of the human environment.

6.0 MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENTS

6.1 AIRQUALITY

Use reasonable precautions to control the emissions of unconfined particulate matter during
construction activities in accordance with Florida Administrative Code (FAC) Rule 62-296.
Ensure that all hazardous materials used during construction comply with the MacDill AFB
Hazardous Materials Management Program’s requirements for low volatile organic compound
content. Provide proper notification in accordance with the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants, to Hillsborough County Environmental Protection Commission of any

demolition activities which have to the potential to release asbestos fibers into the atmosphere.

6.2 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS/WASTES

Ensure hazardous materials are approved and tracked through MacDill AFB’s Hazardous
Materials Management Program. Coordinate characterization and disposal of any hazardous or
special waste with MacDill AFB’s Environmental Compliance Program. Coordinate with
MacDill AFB’s Pollution Prevention Program to ensure recycling of demolition wastes, if

possible.
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6.3 WATER RESOURCES

Submit appropriate applications to permit storm water retention areas and NPDES construction
for reconfiguration of the proposed parking lot. Ensure BMPs, such as silt screens and placement
of hay bales, are employed during construction to prevent erosion and storm water violations
during all construction activities. Ensure that the new construction complies with all applicable
water and energy conservation requirements in Executive Order 13123, Greening the Government

Through Efficient Energy Management.

6.4 SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH

Ensure construction activities comply with OSHA standards or more stringent standards if
applicable. Ensure that a site specific health and safety plan is prepared prior to initiating
construction at SWMU 29 and ensure that all workers completing excavation or dirt moving

activities in this area have 40-hour HAZWOPER training and the annual 8-hour refresher course.

6.5 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Ensure that any ground surface area disturbed during construction are re-seeded or revegetated

with native flora.

7.0 PERSONS CONTACTED

Laura Kammerer
Division of Historical Resources
500 S. Bronough St.
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250
1-800-847-7278

Jasmine Raffington

Anthony Gennarro
MacDill Air Force Base
Installation Restoration Program
7621 Hillsborough Loop Dr.
MacDill AFB, FL 33621-5207
Bryan Pridgen

FL Coastal Management Program
Florida State Clearing House
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-2100
850-414-6568

Mark Tyl
6 CES/CECE
MacDill AFB, FL 33621
813-828-0456
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
9549 Koger Boulevard, Suite 111
St. Petersburg, FL 33702
727-570-5398
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Mr. Jason Lichtenstein
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e-mail: jason.lichtenstein@macdill.af.mil

8.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick

6 CES/CEVN

7621 Hillsborough Loop Dr.

MacDill AFB, Florida 33621-5207
Voice: (813) 828-0459

Fax:  (813) 828-2212

e-mail: jason.kirkpatrick@macdill.af.mil

Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, 1986.

American Weather Service
(AWS), 1993.

Englehardt, Hammer, and
Associates, 2004.

Florida Natural Areas
Inventory (FNAI), 1996.

MacDill Air Force Base

USAF, 1992.

USAF, 1994.

USAF, 1995.

USAF, 1996.

USAF, 1996.

USAF, 1996.

May 2005

9.0 REFERENCES

36 CFR Part 800: Protection of Historic Properties. U.S.
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C.

AWS Climatic Brief, Air Force Combat Climatology Center, Air
Weather Service, Scott AFB, October 1993.

Base Housing Master Plan General Site Plan

Future MFH Housing Phases, March 2004.

Florida Natural Areas Inventory, 1996. Biological Survey of
MacDill Air Force Base.

Lead-based Paint and Asbestos Records, Building 147, Room 304.
U.S. Air Force, 1986. From the 1940s to Now ... A Historical
Synopsis of the 56™ Tactical Training Wing ... and MacDill Air
Force Base, Florida. 56 FW Historian’s Office, MacDill AFB.

U.S. Air Force, 1994. Environmental Assessment, Transfer and
Reuse of Part of MacDill Air Force Base, Florida.

Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors, Volume I:
Stationary Point and Area Sources, 5" Edition (AP-42), United
States Environmental Protection Agency, Research Triangle Park,
January 1995 (Supplement A, February 1996).

U.S. Air Force, 1996. Biological Survey of MacDill Air Force
Base — Final Report.

U.S. Air Force, 1996. Endangered Species Management Plan
MacDill Air Force Base, Florida.

U.S. Air Force, 1996. Air Installation Compatible Use Zone

35

FINAL



Environmental Assessment for
Renovation and Small Addition for AGE Facility
MacDill AFB, Florida

USAF, 1997.

USAF, 1998.

USAF, 1998.

USAF, 1999.

USAF, 2001.

USAF, 2001.

USAF, 2002.

USEPA, 1971.

USEPA, 1985.

USEPA, 1988.

USEPA, 1995.

State of Florida, 1981.

May 2005

(AICUZ) Study, MacDill AFB, Tampa.

Economic Resource Impact Statement MacDill Air Force Base,
Florida.

U.S. Air Force, 1998. Delineation Study of the Waters of the
United States Including the Landward Extent of Wetlands and
Surface Waters MacDill Air Force Base Tampa, Hillsborough
County, Florida.

U.S. Air Force, 1998. Entry Gate Development Study MacDill
Air Force Base, Florida.

U.S. Air Force, 1999. Title V Permit No. 0570141-001-AV
MacDill Air Force Base, Florida.

U.S. Air Force, 2001. Integrated Natural Resource Management
Plan (INRMP) MacDill Air Force Base, Florida.

U.S. Air Force, 2001. Integrated Cultural Resources Management
Plan (ICRMP) MacDill Air Force Base, Florida.

U.S. Air Force, 2002. MacDill 2010 Plan MacDill Air Force
Base, Florida.

Noise from Construction Equipment and Operation, Building
Equipment and Home Appliances.

Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors, Volume II:
Mobile Sources, 4" Edition (AP-42), USEPA, Ann Arbor,
September 1985 (Supplement A, January 1991).

Gap Filling PMy, Emission Factors for Selected Open Area Dust
Sources (EPA-450/4-88-003), United States Environmental
Protection Agency, Research Triangle Park, February 1988.
Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors, Volume I:
Stationary Point and Area Sources, 5" Edition (AP042), USEPA,
Research Triangle Park, January 1995 (Supplement A, February
1996).

Florida Coastal Management Program.
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[Fioure 11 — Site Location and Vicinity Map for Aerospace
MacDill Air Force Base, Florida




FIGURE 2-1 - Approximate Location of Aerospace Ground Equipment Facility in relation to 100-year Floodplain.
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Table 2.1 Comparison of Environmentat Consequences

Renovation and Small addition for Aerospace Ground Equipment Facility (Buiiding 552)

MacDill AFB, Florida

Alternative A -

Alternative B -

Alternative C -

Environinental Resources Proposed Action Construct; g)(:“:ill‘ti‘lt;llsh AGE No Action Alternative
Air Quality Short-term - Minor Adverse Shott-term - Minor Adverse Shert-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact Long-term - No Impact Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact Cumulative - No Impact Cumulative - No Impact
Noise Short-term - Minor ddverse Short-term - Minor Adverse

Long-term - No Impact
Cumutlative - No Impact

Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Empact

Hazardous Materials/Wastes/Stored Fuels

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - No Impact
Cumuiative - No Impact

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No himpact

Water Resources

Short-term - Miror Adverse
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Fleodplains

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - Minor Beneficial
Cumulative - Minor Beneficial

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - Minor Adverse
Cumulative - Minor Adverse

Shori-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Transportation

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - Minor Beneficial
Cumulative - Minor Beneficial

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - Minor Beneficial
Cumulative - Minor Beneficial

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - Minor Adverse
Cumulative - Minor Adverse

Safety and Occupational Health

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - Minor Beneficial
Cumulative - Minor Beneficial

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - Minor Adverse
Long-term - Minor Adverse
Cumulative - Minor Adverse

Socioeconomics

Short-term - Minor Beneficial
Long-term - Minor Beneficial
Cumulative - Minor Beneficial

Short-term - Minor Beneficial
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - Minor Beneficial
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Biological Resources

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact
‘Cumulative - No Impact

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No Impact
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Envivonmena! Resonrces

Alternative A -
Proposed Action

Alterpative B -
Constroct/Demolish AGE

Abemnative C -
No Action Alternative

Facility
Geclogy and Soils Short-term - No [mpact Short-term - No Impact Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Impact Long-term - No Impact Long-term - No Impact

Cumalative - No Impact

Cumulative - No Impact

Caanttslative - No Impact

Cultural Resources

Shortterm - No Impact
Long-derm - No Impagt
Cumilative - Ko Impact

Short-denm - No impact
Lang-term - Ne lmpact
Cumnulative - No lmpact

Short-term -~ No Imipact
Loag-term - No Impact
Cumulative - No tmpact

Exrvironmental Justice

Skost-term - No Impact
Leng-term - Mo Impact
Cumulative - Mo Impact

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - No Tmpact
Cummuiative - Ng Impact

Short-tarm - No Impact
Long-term - Mo Impact
Cumuiative - No Impact

Airspace and Alrfield Operations

Short-ters - No fmgact
Long-aerm - Minor Beseficiad
Cumulative - Minor Beneficial

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - Minor Beneficial
Curnuiative - AMinpr Bengficial

Short-term - No Impact
Long-term - iner Adverse
Cumulative - No Impact
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TABLE 4A
Total Alr Emissions for Projects at MacDill AFB
Benovation snd Constraction of Small Additien for AGE Facility

Primary Caen Houting Srowrity Forces?  Farees i oy AbeveBel
AGE CHsie  JUSCENTC Apmn SCOMEEU!  SF Bast | Matatrassce! PharmaCare) TraawSupgly!  Fuedily Fueility Project | Emiwbons!  Net D | ewbe
3 Benavation & fomd] (M | Pavements! Addites | Boetbonsei Support | Bulldiog | Additon | Comples vy | idemotion §  Totals 8T | Cieege | mivimi | inimis
= 283 230 1932 P a2t &5 1.5 235 213 438 543 5 18 £3 63 1377 F o34 ¢ 1 | Below
VOO 134 38 74 4.1 .34 $3¢ % 5% is 2.3 282 68 7932 FTG3 1 BEI% ¢ 10 1 Below
NGy 222 2897 23 1t 353 B33 § e 258 B9 137 T2 557 72 .47 F1863 | agon 1 106 | Geiow
ko, Bk 14 3 96 240 903 #08 6,14 Ly 812 423 33 £.35 358 54 4, 06 ! Beiow
it 5.17 241 17 0% am 5% 233 B08 ¢.18 435 g4 261 & A N4 18 ] Beiow
P - NC R NE HE g Ki NC N R 8 N %0 8 NA, i 3A
Feilnad SrUERd | 02206 1t | 12006 I | TAORS tn ] DGANES s ) ORIDOS ] LI00E 0] CHE0T W | OLOWR | DAIERIe ) Seittw | HR%6le | GVAETR
Date 5372007 3202007 §2007 1007006 L o406 | (aates 1 wizmee | £30006 232607 1273007 AT L0y
hiote: ALl vals i tans per yoor onless ptherwiss sobed.
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REQUEST FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS B 10514

INSTRUCTIONS: Secton [ fo be completed by Proponent. Sections Il and 1l to be compieted by Environmental Planning Function, Continue on separale sheets as
necessary. Reference appropriate itern number(s).

SECTION | - PROPONENT INFORMATION

1. 10 (Environmental Planning Funclion) ~2. FROM (Proponent Organization and functional address symbol) 2a. TELEPHONE NO.
6 CES/CEV
6 CES/CEPP DSN 968-2543
3.TITLE OF ACTION

NVZR030181, REPAIR & ADD TO AGE MAINTENANCE FACILITY, B552

4, PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION (Identify decision to be made and need date)

(See attached)

5. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES (DOPAA) (Provide sufficient details for evaluation of the total action)

(See attached)
6. PROPONENT APPROVAL (Name and Grage) SIGNATURE 65, DATE _
Stephan C. B 18 03
N B Xw\ i QJ)):;{Q i

SECTION |l - PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL SURVEY (Check appropriate box and descHbe potential
environmental effects including cumulative effects) (+=posttive affect, 0=no effect; - = adverse effect; Usurknown effect) + 0 -

?.MWMWWAHMWWUEW,MW.MM)%}‘ yﬂ 0.(5-

8. AIR QUALITY (Emissions, attainment status, state implementation plan, elc.) 39 o8 vd

9. WATER RESOURCES (Quailty, quantity, source, olc.) Q q M‘w—qg 5 e

10, SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH (A fradiation/chemical , explosives safely distance, bird/wildiife

aircraft hazard, eic ) : 10 Mo %

11, HAZARDOUS MATERIALSWASTE (Use/storage/generation, solid waste, efc.) w G MAT OF 5-3343

N

12. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (Wetlands/floodplains, threalened or endangered species, elc.) ‘IV}‘L,- fﬁ/ﬂl’f

L il

13. CULTURAL RESOURCES (Native American burial sites, archasological, historical, etc.) F-F-o5

14, GEOLOGY AND SOILS (Topography, minerals, geothermal, Instafiation Restoration Program, seismiciy, m)_}?{ ‘ﬂ/‘i/gf,/ &

\

15. SOCIOECONOMIC (Employmentipopulation profectio mwwmmm}% 7925
7

16. OTHER (Potential impacts not addressed above.)

SECTION [Il - ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS DETERMINATION

17.
PROPOSED ACTION QUALIFIES FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CATEX) # ;OR

X PROPOSED ACTION DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR A CATEX; FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS IS REQUIRED.

16_ REMARKS

MacDill AFB is located in a maintenance area for the following criteria pollutants: Ozone. Direct emissions from construction and
indirect emissions from visiting traffic and/or follow-on operations, when totaled are less than the de minimus amounts in 40 CFR
93.153; therefore, a conformity determination is not required.

76, ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING FUNGTION GERTIFICATION 192 SIGNATURE 19 b. DATE
(Name and Grade) ) 4
DONALD J. HALPIN, Colonel, USAF gal l’ lo ﬂfu 0o
‘Vice Commander

_.._.\-;"“/ e
AF FORM 813, 19990901 (EF-V1) THIS FORM CONSOLIDATES AF FORMS 813 AND B14. PAGE OF PAGE(S)




AF Form 813 (Continued)
Building 552 Renovation

4.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION:

An adequately sized, organized and equipped facility is required to improve the maintenance
specialists' efficiency and ability to service and repair Aerospace Ground Equipment (AGE), and
encourage pride of ownership in their workplace. Maintenance of AGE is conducted in facility
552. This building was originally constructed in 1942 and added onto in 1967 with an addition
that doubled the size of the original building. The ceilings and door heights are too low to allow
entry of some AGE. Roof trusses support members are termite damaged and their placements
interferes with movement of equipment. Mechanical exhaust equipment has failed and requires
replacement. Administrative offices were constructed through self-help efforts and are not
centrally located, nor acoustically separate from the shop areas. Interior and exterior finishes are
outdated and do not meet the base's architectural standards. The restroom facilities are
inconveniently located in a connecting building. The chain hoist is not rated for some of the
heavier pieces of AGE. Windows do not meet current Force Protection standards nor are they
energy efficient. There is no defined main entrance to the building and visitors can easily enter
directly into a service/maintenance area. Lighting fixtures are outdated and inefficient.
Overhead doors are hard to maintain and difficult to operate. Access to the parking area is off a
poorly designed intersection which has resulted in several vehicular accidents.

Completion of this repair project would provide a modern and efficient work environment and
meet the aforementioned needs.

5.0 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES:

5.1 Proposed Action — Completely renovate the interior and exterior of the existing
facility and construct a small addition. Proposed repairs and addition would consist of the
following. The existing flat (built-up) roof would be completely removed and replaced with a
pitched, standing seam metal roof that meets base architectural standards. The painted concrete
masonry unit block walls of the facility would be cleaned and an exterior stucco coating would
be applied to the wall to meet base architectural standards. All of the existing windows in the
facility would be removed and replaced with modern, energy efficient windows. All of the
exterior doors would be removed and replaced. The interior of the facility which consists
primarily of an open warehouse-style floor plan with a line of offices and store rooms along one
wall, would be completed gutted. The interior of the facility would be reconfigured so that all of
the office/administrative/storage space would be consolidated and relocated to the west end of
the building. A new entry way extending out from the building would be constructed at the
western end of the building to create a defined entry point for the facility. The eastern three-
quarters of the building would remain open warehouse-type space. Portions of the existing
parking lot, which do not meet current force protection standards due to the proximity to the
building, would be removed and the remaining portion of the parking lot would be expanded.
Once expanded, the entire parking area would be repaved to create a uniform appearance. The
new parking area would include new curb and gutter to insure the proper management of
stormwater. The entire facility would be landscaped to meet base architectural standards.

In addition to the proposed renovation activities, this project would construct a high bay
maintenance area at the northwest end of the building. The high bay maintenance area would be
constructed of concrete masonry unit block with a standing seam metal roof to match the rest of
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AF Form 813 (Continued)
Building 552 Renovation

the building. Included in the project is the demolition of an obsolete wash rack and its associated
equipment. The wash rack and associated equipment would be removed and disposed and the
area would be repaved with asphalt.

5.2 Replacement Alternative - Construct a new AGE Support Facility to replace Building
552. Project construction would consist of the following: Demolition of the existing AGE
building (Building 552), then construction of concrete foundation, elevated in accordance with
FEMA to 11.5 feet above mean sea level with concrete masonry unit walls, a standing seam
metal roof system, stucco exterior, fire detection/suppression systems, HVAC, emergency
power, associated site utilities, parking, perimeter security, grading and landscaping. The new
AGE building would be constructed in the same location as the existing AGE building. This
alternative was not selected due to cost considerations. Construction of a new facility, including
demolition of the existing building, was estimated to cost $5.7M. The 1391 for construction of a
new AGE Support Facility is attached. Renovation of Building 552, estimated to cost $3.0M,
would still meet all the operational needs of the AGE organization and provide them with a
modern updated facility. Consequently, the replacement alternative was not selected.

5.3 Use of Other Existing Facilities Alternative - There are no vacant on-base facilities
of suitable size or configuration available on MacDill AFB, particularly along the flight apron
where the AGE must be located to provide operations support. The primary duties of the AGE
operation include scheduled and unscheduled maintenance, delivering equipment to the flight
line and back shops, and procuring replacement parts. A location in close proximity to the flight
apron is critical to insure efficient operation for the AGE organization. Leasing an off-base
facility is not a viable alternative given the function of the AGE organization which is to provide
flightline support. The AGE organization must be located near the flight apron and there are no
off-base locations near the flight apron.

5.4 No Action Alternative - Do no repairs or construction to the AGE Maintenance facility
(Bldg 552). The building would continue to be inadequately sized, impairing the AGE
personnel’s efficiency and ability to service the equipment. The offices will not to be centrally
located, nor acoustically separate from the shop areas. Mechanical and other equipment will not
be serviced.

6.0 CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION: Although this AGE project is extensively renovation,
there are portions of the project (high bay addition, entryway addition, and parking lot
reconfiguration) that do not meet the criteria for a categorical exclusion (CATEX), \
consequently, an Environmental Assessment is required.
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Appendix 8 Environmental Assossment for
Conglruct Addifion, Repair and Renovale

Congistency Statemant intorior gl Bxtericy of AGE Facility?
Building 552
MacDill AFB, Florida
APPENDIX B
CONSISTENCY STATEMENT

This consistency statement will examine the potential environmental consequences of the
Proposed Action and ascertain the extent to which the consequences of the Proposed
Action are consistent with the objectives of Florida Coastal Management Program
{CMP}.

Of the Florida Statutory Authoritics included in the CMP, impacts in the following areas
are addressed in the EA: beach and shore preservation (Chapter 161), historic
preservation (Chapter 267), economic development and tourism (Chapter 288), public
transportation {Chapters 334 and 339), saltwater living resources {Chapter 370), living
jand and freshwater resource {Chapter 372), water resources {(Chapter 373),
environmental control (Chapter 403), and soil and water conservation {Chapter 582).
This consistency staternent discusses how the proposed options may mect the CMP
objectives.

CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION
Chapter 161: Beach and Shore Preservation

No disturbzances to the base's canals are foreseen umder the Proposed Action or
Alternative Actions.

Chapter 267: Historic Preservation

The Air Force and the Florida State Historic Preservation Officer have determined that
there are two aress on MacDill AFR with buildings that are potentially eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places. Facility 552, identificd for renovation under the
Proposed Action, is located in the MacDill Field Historic Districts and consultations
between the Air Force and State Historical Preservation Officer have been completed.

Chapter 288: Economic Development and Tourism
The EA presents the new employment impact and net income impact of the Proposed
Action and alternatives. The options would not have significani adverse effects on any

key Florida industries or economic diversification efforts.

The EA quantitatively addresses potential impacts to transportation systems and planning
and implementation of transportation iniprovements.
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Appendix B Environmental Asseesment for
Uonishyet Addition, Repalr and Renovale

Congistency Statement interior and Exterior of AGE Facilty/
Builting 882

MacDill AFB, Florida

Chapter 372: Saltwater Living Resources

The EA addresses potential impacts 1o local water bodies. Water quality impacts were
surveyed for existing conditions at the Proposed Action and alternatives. Results indicate
that no impacts would result from the Proposed Action or alternatives.

Chapter 372: Living Land and Freshwater Resources

Threateried and endangered specics, major plant communities, conservation of native
habitat, and mitigation of potential impacts to the resources are addressed in the EA. The
Proposed Action and alternatives would not result in permanent disturbance to native
habitat and should not impact threatened or endangered species.

Chapter 373; Water Resources

There would be no fmpacts to surface water or groundwater quality under the Proposed
Action or alternatives as discussed in the EA.

Chapter 403: Environmental Control

The BA addresses the issues of conservation and protection of environmentally sensitive
hiving resources; protection of groundwater and surface water quality and guantity;
potable water supply: protection of air quality, minimization of adverse hydrogeologic
impacts; protection of endangered or threatened species; solid, sanitary, and hazardous
waste disposal; and profection of floodplains and wetlands. Where Impacts to these
resources can be identified, possible mitigation measures are suggested. Tmiplementation
of mitigation will, for the most part, be the responsibility of MacDill AFB.

Chapter 582: Soil and Water Conservation

The EA addresses the potential of the Proposed Action and alternatives to disturb soil and
presents possible measures to prevent or minimize soil erosion. Impacts to groundwater
ard surface water resources also are discussed in the EA.

S

CONCLUSION

The Air Force finds that the conceptual Proposed Action and alternatives plans presented
in the EA are consistent with Florida's CMP.
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THE TAMPA TRIBUNE
Published Daily
Tampa, Hillsborough County, Florida

N Ronsmedir

Siate of Florda }
County of Hillshorough } ss.

Before the undersigned autharity personally appeared C. Pugh, who on oath says that she is the Advertising Billin
Supervisor of The Tampa Tribune, a daily newspaper published at Tampa in Hillsborough County, Florida; that the
attached copy of adveriisement being a

LEGAL NOTICE

PUBLIC NOTICE
UNITED STATES AIRFORCGE

in the mater of

was published in said newspaper in the issues of
MARCH 11, 2005

Affiant further says that the said The Tampa Tribune is a newspaper published at Tampa In said Hillsborough %
Florida, and that the said newspaper has heretofore been continuously published in said Hillsborough County,

sach day and has been entered as second class mall matter at the post office in Tampa, in said Hillsborough Cou
Forida for a period of one year next preceding the first publication of the attached copy of advertisement; and affig

further says that she has neither paid nor promised any person, this advertisement for publication in the said news]

¢,

15 day

LAD, 20 05

Sworn to and subscribed by me, this
of MARCH

Personally Known__y” or Produced ideniification

Type of identlication Produced

‘\pu?“" Plig  OFFICIAL NCTARY SEAL
o % SUSIE LEE SLATON

Ny s FOMMISSION NUMBER

A Y < DROGooBD

Q' o?“ MY COMMISSION Exp
OFFV APRIL 18, 2005

~ PUBLIC NOTICE
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE

The Air Force (AF) is inviting public review and
comment on AF Environmentai Impact Analysis
Process (EIAP) documents for renovation ofthe

- Asrospace Ground Equipment Facliity project

at MacDill Air Force Base. The project involves
extensive interior and exteriof renovation of the
AGE facility including construction of a small -
high bay maintenance area addition and new
entryway. This action is being completed to
provide a modarn work environment, improving
the maintenance specialists' efficiency and
ability to service and repair AGE at the base,
MacDill AFB has evaluated this action in
accordance with Executive Order 11988 -
Floodplain Management, and belleves there is
no practical alternative 1o construction within
the Hoodplain. :

The EIAP documents sat 8’fy the requirements
of the Mational Environmental Policy Act
{NEPA}. The documents are avallable for
public review and comment beginning March
14th, 2005 at the Tampa/Hillsborough County
Public Library, located at 900 N. Ashley Drive,
Tampa, FL 33606, The documents may he
found in the Humanities Section of the Main
Library. The comment period will close on April
13, 2005. Address written comments 1o the 6
AMW Public Affairs, 8209 Hangar Loop Drive,

"Suite 14, MacDIll AFB, FL 33621-5502. The
telephone number is (813) 828-22185,
s | . mﬂ..zhmé
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" The driver of the Hyundai,
Dariene Diaz, 38, of St Peters-
burg, was not ::hargeci Kraose
said.

“The Pinellas County School
Board did nothing wrong”
Krause said.

Austin Polk feels really bad
gbout the crossing instiuctions
he gave his little brother,
Krausesald.

Reporter Addara Emerson contrib-
tifud to thisreport. Reporter Ste-

.phen Thompson can be yeached

at{727) 02333463,
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PUBLIC NOTICE
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE

The Alr Force (AF) is inviting public review and
comment on AF Environmental impact Analysis
Process (EIAP) documents for renovation of the
Asrospace Ground Equipment Facility project
at Maclilt Air Force Base, The project involves

- extensive interior and exterior renovation of the
AGE facility including construction of a small
high bay maintenance area addition and new
entryway. This action is being complated to
provide a modern work environment, improving
the maintenance specialisty’ efficiency and
ability to service and repair AGE at the base.
MacDill AFB has evaluated this aglion In
accordance with Executive Order 11988 ~
Floodplain Management, and believes there is
no practical alternative to construction within
the floodplain,

Notice of Availa ility
The EIAP documents satisfy the requirements

of the National Erwironmental Policy Act
(NEPA), The documents are available for

14th, 2005 at the Tampa/Hillsborough County
Public Library, located at 800 N. Ashley Drive,
‘Tampa, FlL. 33606. The documerits may be
found in the Humanities Section of the Main
Library. The comment period will close on April
13, 2005, Address written comments to the 8
AMW Public Affairs, 8209 Hangar Loop Drive,
Suite 14, MacDill AFB, FL 33621-8502. The
telephone nurnber is (813) 828-2215.

- F

public review and comment beginning March |

Mased: 1, 2008

Public
Hearing

Hillshorough
County
Amendment to FY 2005 Budget to
Appropriate Unanticipated Revenue

Your }iéiisﬁorcugiz County Coramissioners will hold 2 public hearing
on March $6, at 7 p.m. in the 2ad Floor Bosrdroom of County
Center. 801 E. Kennedv Rivd _in dawntnwn Tamnu




Department of
Environmental Protection

Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard Colleen M. Castille
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 Sec

March 22, 2005

Mr. Jason J. Lichtenstein

6 CES/CEVQ

2610 Pink Flamingo Avenue, Room 310
MacDill AFB, FL 33621 '

RE: Department of the Air Force — Environmental Assessment, Renovauen and Small
Addition for AGE Facility, MacDill Air Force Basc — Hillsborough County, Florida.
SAI # FL200503170596C

Dear Mr. Lichtenstein:

The Florida State Clearinghouse, pursuant to Presidéntial Executive Order 12372,
Gubernatorial Executive Order 95-359, the Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1451-
1464, as amended, and the National Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, 4331-4335,
4341-4347, as amended, has coordinated a review of the referenced environmental assessment.

The Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), Division of Waste
Management notes that the proposed work area includes an Oil/Water Separator site, SWMU 29
(closed), Site 38 (undergoing remediation) and SWMU 61, a groundwater solvent plume site.
DEP staff offers the following comments:

1. Please ensure that the locations of SWMU 29 and Site 38 are surveyed in to known
benchmarks or that high precision GPS coordinates are obtained. Location data should be
preserved and made available as needed for our records or for assessment/remediation, as
appropriate. :

2. Since the construction area is located on contaminated or closed contaminated sites,
please be advised that access and soil and/or groundwater sampling activities may be
required in the future.

3. Buildings constructed over groundwater areas with volatile organic compound (VOC)
contamination risk possible indoor air quality degradation as a result of contaminant
volatilization and upward migration through foundation materials. This is especially true
with the SWMU 61 groundwater plume. Measures to prevent air quality degradation
should be considered when designing new or renovated facilities in this area.

R I | . v
Corareshg Loun Process

Printed on recycled paper.



My, Jason 1. Lichtenstein
March 22, 2003
Page 2 of 2

. A... When. construction over.the subject contaminated sites occurs, please continueto .
coordinate with Mr. Richard Burnette in the MacDill Air Force Base h{;vmﬁmmtai
Office,

For further informuation, please contact Mr. James Cason, Professional {fscaicgzs% @%ﬁ?
Bureau of Waste Cleanup at {850) 245-8999.

Based on the information contained in the environmental assessment ém.d mmmeﬁts
prowded by our reviewing agencies, the state has determined that, at this.stage, the proposed
activity is consistent with the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCB@} The applicant
must, however, address the concerns identified by DEP stafl’ prmr to projésy ;?‘?ipicmamatmn
The state's continued concwrrence with the project will be based, in pa:t’“‘ﬁg ﬁe adequate
resolution of issues identified during this and subsequent reviews, The-gate's
of the project’s consistency with the FCMP will be determined dﬁ%wfhe environmental
permitting stage. o

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project. If?you have any questions regarding
this letter, please contact Ms. Lauren P. Milligan at(850) 245-2163.

Sinderely;

%% N

’Saliy B. Mann, Director
Office of Intergovernmental Programs

SBM/Im
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE :

§TH AIR MOBILITY WING (AMC()
MACHBILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA

MJ;}MUKANUUM rm{ USFISHARD WILDLIFE bi:‘.t(\!l.l.,l:,
S T T840 Koger BIvd, Suite 11T
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

FROM: 6 CES/CD
7621 Hillsborough Loop Drive
MacDill AFB Florida 33621-5207

SUBJECT: US Fish and Wildlife Service Coordination for Renovation of the Aerospace Ground
Equipment (AGE) Facility on MacDill Air Force Base (AFB).

1. The US Air Force intends to renovate the interior and exterior of the existing AGE Facility
(Building 552) to provide & modern work environment, improving the maintenance specialists’
efficiency and ability to service and repair AGE at the base, The layout of the new AGE Facility
would be constructed in the same area as the existing facility but would be redesigned slightly to
mueet the current operational needs of the AGE organization and its personnel along with
applicable force protection requirements. The Proposed Action involves extensive interior and
exterior renovation of the AGE facility including construetion of a small high bay maintenance
area addition and new entryway. Proposed repairs and addition would consist of the following.
The existing flat (built-up) roof would be completely removed and replaced with a pitched,
standing seam metal roof that meets base architectural standards. The painted concrete masonry
unit block walls of the facility would be cleaned and an extenior stucco coating would be applied
to the wall to meet base architectural standards. All of the exiting windows in the facility would
be removed and replaced with modern, energy efficient windows, All of the exterior doors
would be removed and replaced. The existing parking lot would be reconfigured to meet current
force protection standards.

2. A representative from the MacDill AFB Natural Resources staff surveyed the site to
determine if any threatened or endangered species inhabit the site. No threatened or endangered
species were observed on the site. The site has not been identified as critical habitat for any
threatened or endangered species.

[

3. MacDill AFB believes that the proposed construction project would not adversely impact
threatened or endangered species. If the US Figh and Wildlife Service agrees with this
assessment, please document your concurrence by stamp or signing where indicated below. If
you would like to inspect the proposed construction site, please contact the MacDill AFB Natural
Resources staff.

m.akh“ Fws LogNo__ 2 O3 F

‘.- The proposed action is not Likely 10 adversely affect sesonrces

ded
sed hy the Endangered Specizs Act of 1973, 65 amen
gg‘f;s . ?SZ&! etseq.) This finding fulfi flu the seqairerments

of the At

\%}Z@- O bittus.. Bfefzs

e

AMC-

David L Hankla
Fizld Supervisey



4. If you have any questions or require additional information on the proposed project, please
contact Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick at (813) 8280459,

- KENNETHE. DOMAKQO, GS-13

Deputy Base Civil Engineer

Attachments:

Figure 1.1 Project Location and Vicinity Map, MacDill Air Force Base, Florida
Figure 2-1 Approximate Location of AGE in Relation to the Coastal Floodplam
Figure 3-1 Demo Existing Interior Office and Storage Space

Figure 3-2 Proposed Work - West End of Building 552

Figure 3.3 Proposed Work — East End of Building 552

Figure 4-1 Site Plan

Figure 4-2 Demolition Plan

- 1stTod, US Figh & Wildlife Service

Date
MEMORANDUM FOR 6 CES/CD

The US Fish and Wildlife Service agrees that the proposed construction project described above
will not adversely impact threatened or endangered species on MacDill Air Force Base.

US Fish and Wildlife Service Representative

AMC-GLOBAL REACH FOR AMERICA
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Glenda E. Hood
Secretary of State
DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESQURCES

Lieutenant Colonel Anthony A, Foti _ March 12, 2004

Department of the Air Foree

8 CESACC

7621 Hillsh

orough Loop Drive
B, Eloridn. 336213207

>

RE:  DHR Project File Number: 2003-6011.C
Mitigation for the Adverse Effect Resulting form the Renovation of Building 552 Awr Ground
EBquipment Facility, MacDill Air Foree Base, Hilisborough County

Dear L. Col. Fotis

Our office received and reviewed the above referenced project in accordance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, ss amended and 36 CFR Part 800 Protecrion of Historic
Froperties.

We note that Building 552 (8HI5315) is a contributing resource to the MacDill Field Historie District,
Based on the information provided, this office concurs with the finding that the proposed undertaking
will have an adverse effect on the historie character of Building 552.

This office concurs with your justification that in order for MacDill AFB to achieve the operational
needs of the 6™ Maintenance Squadron, Building 552 will need to be modified,

To mitigate the adverse effect, MacDill AFB has provided Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS)
Level IH documentation for Building 552. Tt is the opinion of this office that the HARS documentation
will serve as adequate mitigation for the adverse effect.

If vou have any questions conesring our comments, please contact Scott Edwards, Historic
Preservationist, by slectronic mail sedwards@dos. siate fl us, or at 850-245-6333 or BOG-RAT. 7278,

Sineerely,

%«u.ég.m,w |

g‘ Frederick Gaske, Acting Director, and
Deputy State Historie Preservation Officer

500 5. Bronoagh Street « Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 « htip:/fwww.flherilage.com

£ Diirector’s Qffice % Archacelogical Rezearch &1 Historic Preservation i Historieal Musenms
{850) 245-6300 * FAX: 2456435 {850} 245-H444 » PAX: 245-6436 (850) 2456333 » FAX: 245-6437 (BB0) 2456400 » FAX: 245-6433

01 Palm Beach Reglonal Office 1 6t, Augnstine Regional Office O Tampa Regional Qffice
(561) 229-1475 » FAX: 279-147% (904) 825-5045 « FAX: 825-5044 (B13) 2720843 » PAX: 372-2340



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
6TH AIR MOBILITY WING (AMC)
MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA

17 AUG 2004

MEMORANDUM FOR DIVISION OF HISTORIC RESOURCES
R.A. GRAY BUILDING
500 SOUTH BRONOUGH STREET
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0250

FROM: 6 AMWICC
8202 Hangar Loop Drive, Suite 1
MacDill AFB FL 33621

TMeTmoTandNn of Agreement for Kenovation of Facility 534

1. The U.8. Air Foree intends to extensively renovate the current Air Ground Equipment (AGE)
facility (Building 552} to provide an updaied, efficient operation area for the AGE operation.
MacDill AFB coordinated the proposed renovation with your office through written
correspondence and your office approved the proposed mitigation for adverse effect on March
12, 2004 (Attachment 2). In accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act Section 106,
MacDill AFB is required to implement a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA} with the State
Historic Preservation Office. Once signed the MOA will be submitied to the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation, which will complete the process.

2. The MOA has been s1gnad by the MacDill AFB wing cnmmander (Attachment 1), Please
sign the MOA where indicated and return to the following address:

Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick

6 CES/ICEVN

2610 Pink Flamingo Avenue, Bldg 147
MacDill AFB FL 33621-5207

3. Ifyou have any questions or require additional mfemauon, please contact Mr, Jason
Kirkpatrick at (8137 828-0459.

OxeatrD I HALPIN, Colonel, USAF
Commander

Attachments:

1. MOA for Renovation of Facility 552
2. SHPO letter, March 12, 2004 ,
3. Adverse Effect Resutting from Renovation of Building 552 at MacDill AFB, 15 Qct 03

AMC~GLOBAL REACH FOR AMERICA
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May 04 05 03:0Z2a p.3

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, MacDill Air Force Base (AFB) has determined that the regovation of
Building #552, a contributing structure in the proposed MacDill Field Historic District,
will have an adverse effect on that structure, and has consulted with the Florida State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPQO) pucsuant to 36 CFR Part 800, regulations
implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470{);

NOW, THEREFORE, MacDill AFB and SHPO agree that the undertaking shall
be implemented in accordance with the following stipulation in order to take into account
the effect of the undertaking on historic properties.

Stipulations

MacDill AFB will ensure that the following measures are carried out:

1. MacDill AFB shall submit a copy of Historic American Building Survey Level
TTT documentation for Building No. 552 to the Florida SHPO.

Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement by MacDill AFB and the Florida
SHPO and implementation of its terms arc cvidence that MacDill AFB has afforded the
Council an opportunity to comment on the demolifion and its effect on historic properties,
and that MacDill AFE has taken into account the effects of the undertaking on historic

properties,

M‘}\ o [TQusdory
ﬁA_u. ol . g ]

Florida State Historic Preservation Officer

DHR Project File No. 2003-6011-E



Cey

Cec
Cse
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE
' (Glenda E. Hood
Secrefary of State

DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES -

. Lieutenant Colonel Anthony A. Foti _ March 12, 2004
~ Department of the Air Force - ' _

6 CES/CC

7621 Hillshorough Loop Drive

MacDill AFB, Florida 33621-5207

RE: D}{R ?rojecz File N’mnbcr 2003-6011-C ' '
ATV ffect Resulting Torm the Renovation of Building SSZ Adr Ground

Eqmpment Famhty, Macl}zﬁ Air Force Base, Hillsborough Coamty
Irear L.t. Col. Foti:

Qur office received and reviewed the sbove referenced project in accordance with Section 106 of the
Nationgl Historic Preservatinn Act of 1966, as amended and 36 CFR Par: &00: Protection of Historic

Properties,

- We note that Building 552 (§HIS315} is a contributing resource to ti_xa MacDill Field Historic Distriet.
Based on the information provided, this office conours with the finding that the proposed undertaking
. will have an adverse effoct on the historic character of Buii;iing 552,

 This office concurs with your justification that in order for Mac})ﬁ% AFB to ax:iueve the operational
needs of the 6™ antemmc Squadron, Building 552 will need to be modified.

Teo mitig&ee the adverse effect, MacDill AFB has provided Historic Ammcan Buaildings Sizévcy (HABS)
Level Tl documentation for Building 552. Tt is the opinion of this office that the HABS dacwnantazwn
will serve as adequate mitigation for the adverse offect,

I you have any questions concerming our eorrnnmts, please contact Swﬁ. Edwards, Historic |
Preservationist, by elzctronic mail sedwards@dos.state flus, or at §50-245-6333 or §00-847-7278.

Sincerely, _

. ) Sthreitrs
Frederick Gaske, Acting Director, and
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

500 S. Bronough Street « Tallabassee, FL 32399-0250 » hitp://www.flheritage.com

£ Director’s Office © 13 Azchaesiogical Research ¥ Historic Preservation £3 Historical Musesns
(B50) G-6300 s FAX: 3456435 (8563 2456444 « FAX: 243.6436 - (850} 2458333 » FAX: 245-6837 (850 245-5400 » FAX: 2436433

I3 Palm Beach Reglenal Office 13 $¢, Angustine Regional Office £ Tampa Reglonal Office
{5635 279-1478 » FAX: 2791476 (9043 8255045 » PAX: 8255044 {813) 2723843 « FAX:. 2722544



- MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA

- W1vs
MEMORANDUM FOR DIVISION OF HISTORIC RESOURCES |

FROM: 6 CES/CC _ _ _
7621 Hillshorough Loop Drive
MacDill AFB 33621-5207

: _Si}%}ECT Adverse Bffect Reszlki?zg ﬁ‘mn Renovation of Buﬂdmg §$2 at Mac}}zii &3: Fom _
. Base (AFB) ' S -

: 1 Maci}iii AFB mtcnds 1o :ﬁ:zwvate the miarwr and extezwr ai’ Bmldmg 552, the Au‘ Greimzi

"i‘%}: bmldmg is not mdmduaiiy eizgzb!e for the natwnal regxster hcwaver, it is considered

. eligible as part of a district. Building 532 was constructed in 1942 for use as a warehouse, but is
used today as a maintenance facility. “A large addition was constructed on the northm end of the

' bullding in 1?67 winch aff&ctwely doubled the size of the buiidmg : _

2 Tha pmposed re;mvatwn activities wzii c%zaaga the exterior and inferior a;x;:earame of
' Building 552. Exterior renovations would include replacement of the existing shaiicw»pltch
asphalt shingle roof with a standing seam nietal roof, replacement of the exterior mounted
ventilation system, replacement of all windows and overhead doors, construction of a small
- “addition for the high bay maintenance area on the back (northwest comer) of the building,
. construction of a new entry way on the front {southeast c@mex} of the bmidmg, and ﬁnaﬁy the
appl;catmn cf stucco on exterior walls. | \ _ ,

3 Interior rcmvazms would wvoi% replammt of the exlstmg wz}oden rafters aad support
beams with steel web joists that span the entire building, replacement of light fixtures, and
reorganization of mtmc}:walls to create a con_sol:dm axizmmstratzm’afﬁm aref,

4. The planned renovations would result in some significant changes to the exterior and interior.
- of the building. These changes are designed to improve the work environment and bring the
facility into com;}izm with base architectural standards, Although the facility is not -
architecturally unique, individually eligible for the National Register, and has been previously
modified with a large addition, the Alr Force finds that interior and exterior modification of
Building 552, as proposed, would have an adverse effect on cultural resources at MacDill AFB.
- Thorough documentation of the condition, constructions details, site location, cost of
construction, as well as photographic documentation of the building including large format black
and white photographs, have been prepared for Building 552 through completion of a Historie
- American Bulldmg Survey (HABS) of MacDill AFB in 1994, A copy of the HABS data for
Building 552 is attached. MacDil} believes that the extensive docurnentation of Building 552
serves as mitigation for the adverse effect resulting from the proposed renovation activities.
MacDill AFB seeks concurrence fromn the State Historic Preservation Office that the proposed
repovation of Building 552 would have an adverse effect on historic resources on MacDill AFB




but the HABS documentation will sufficiently mitigate the adverse effect, Conmmﬂy, we -
intend to proceed with proposed rencwamn of Building 552 I yau agree, ;:aiease srgn where
mdmaxﬁé below, _ :

5. Please do not hesiiate to call us fm‘ further clatification or dxsczzssmn If you have any
question about the proposed renovation of Bzzz}cimg 582, yim contact Mr. Jason Kirkpatrick at
(813) §28-0459. _ _ \ '

(RHESA rom, Licol UsAF
Co mander, 6“' le Engmeer Squaémn

- Attachment: ' ' '
- Historic American Bmi&ng Survey }C}acnmentatmn for ﬁmidmg 552

* MEMORANDUM FOR 6 CES:‘CC

The State Historic Preservation Office concurs with MacDill An' Force Base's ﬁndmg that the
- proposed interior and exterior modifications to Building 552 will have an adverse effect on
historic resources on the MacDill Air Force Base; however, existing HABS documentation
serves as mitigation for the adverse eﬁ‘ect and the ézr Force may pmceed \mth the gmposed

: wmvauen activities, .

3ANE’I‘ SMER MATI’HE‘??S -~ Date
State stt:mz: i’resarvatwn Oﬁiceaf -
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T update o ?ersian L1: 3/89 Recorder  JEFOS———

ITE NAME: _Building #552 - 7 ace Ground Equisment Shop
HISTORIC CONTEXTS: _Yorld War IT and Afiermath :
NAT. REGISTER CATEBORY: _District i
OTHER NAMES OR MSF NOS* laintenar

~ COUNTY:
" PROJECT NAME: _H1
" LOCATION (Attach copy nf UsES Iuap,

"ADDRESS ;

VICINITY OF / ROUTE TO:

- SUBDIVISION: _
PLAT OR OTHER MAP: M 3 Maps ai Frgineering & Real Property OFfice
TOWNSHIP: _N/A - RANGE NJA —. smm x;a 1/4 a;a 3;4«3/4,&&__
IRREGULAR SEC? _z_ YES se ma cm{ Not Applicab _
usesysfw- bsonton. photo revised in 1987 (27082-6 24)
t;mmm*s-- mrrm _m_ D m x _&{a_ 3 m&zma .m. a .zm & M 5

HISTORY : |
mxmz‘:& |
BUILDER:

m&mzéﬁmﬁ T R 5T}
B ﬁ@f*‘m—‘ﬁgwwm
. MOVE: OCATION
: ORIGINAL USE(S}: Maintenance

PRESENT USE(S): Maintenance

ssscRIPTmN
%E EXTERIOR: .Bssnnmla

T N

: ~ INTERIOR: _Other - . e

_ NOS: STORIES =l ourBLDes 0 PORCHES O '~ DORMERS 0
-STRUCTURAL SYSTEM _Qansmwgnk_&_unnim S

" EXTERIOR FABRIC{S

FOUNDATION: T'Y?z anﬂnngns MATERTAL ___Q_Qm;rgj;e

INFILL __Unkunnn

PORCHES .Ngne _

ROOF: * TYPE Flat . ' SURF&Q%HS ,,B,uj]w
SECONDARY STRUCTURE _MNope ,

gggigg NOS _g___ R&TE&IAL N/A : LGCR’YID& N/A

EXTERTOR aawm' crete K wa ] i .

CORDITION: smmms Govear:

NARRATIVE: Bldg §$52 a2 one story concrete block stme&ar&, arigin&?‘iy maszﬁ*eé
487x192' but ‘%a 1987, the facility was sxtended by 158/, The inttial cost was
$31,069.34, The b?ég s roof is flat w/very shallow gable pitch to provide
drainage. Large sash windows are common for this structure. Only the original
portion of the bldg has concrete block pilasters and wood columns & trusses
in the interior. The newer seczmn 5 interior s a c?&ar span space.

aacﬁgssmzm REMAINS AT THE SITE- :
YES _X... NO (IF ¥ES, &TTACHHE&? }

FMSF ARCHAEOLOGICAL FORM {I@&?L{’{Eﬁ?
_ A&Ti_f’éﬁ'l"s OF OTHER REMAINS: None Observed

AHBECS102-88 Fa, Mastor Sits Hle, Divislon of Historicsl Reecurnes, The Caphol, Tallshassse F, B236B-0250 | BO4-467-2533




% OFFICE _

[ETSEE Rt RS L AN Y EATSRY Co B SR N1 L SRRV | S F S

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: Military,. Gavernment/?eliticsjlaaa?/Engineering
Bldg #552 has mostly been used to service aircraft ground equipment. The
- service shop is Tocated on the east of the Base’s flight line. The structure
has always bean considered as an aircraft. operatzens suppart faailwty

© ELIGIBLE FOR NAT. REGISTER? _X_YES _ N0 ___ LIKELY, NEED INED *___ INSF INFO
SIGNIF. PART OF DISTRICT?. X YES.- ___ N0- __ LIKELY, NEED INFO - INSF INFO
 STGNIFICANT AT LOCAL LEVEL? X YES " WO _ LIKELY, NEED INFO __ INSF INFO

SUMMAR¥ ON SIGNIFICANCE: Since this siructure was cemp]eted in 1945, it was used only for
a2 Timited time for WWII. However; its historical significance iz connecled
with MacDi11’s role in the Kaorean War. The bldg became the hame to repair and

service all necessary ground squipment that was used to sa§part the newly
- introduced jet fighters of the Korean War.
***ngUgﬁg};gg_&{*«a-&**w&********t&******** ﬁHRUSEﬁﬁi.‘{***'

e

o’

&*

% DT LISTED ON MR SR :
TON-GFELIG{DATE): -Tth S - ”ﬂn T———

* SHPO EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY (DATE): “YES N

* LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIG. (DATE): YES hNG -;:

' %

*

***QHR{SSE{}NLY‘**Q*****&&****ft****‘k***** nmgggo}{w**

RECORDER INFORMATION: NAME _D.Durst/C.WMang, Columbys, G
DATE:  MONTH _October YEAR }ggg AFFK{&T%ON !
?HﬁTﬁ&Rﬁ?ﬁS (Attash a labeled print higger t%an contact aize}
- LOCATION OF NEGATIVES: MacDill | M nt, Base
" NEGATIVE NUMBERS: Rall

- PHOTODG R.A.p H

Attach a B/W phntugraphét pr1nt here with piasiic
cTip. Label the print itself with at Jeast: the
FHSF site number {survey number oy site name if
not available), direction and date of photograph.
Prints 1arger than contact size are preferable.

REQUIRED: USGS MAP OR COPY WITH SITE LOCATION MARKED
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m coot! 1 | 10" Hq 8AF Ind to Ltr, 306 Cmbt Supp Gp of 26 Sep 60.|
DEN?&TE_ ,l,' | — wr l;::" ) ’ | -_-.--.
JCHER _\NO. DATE " . ' UESCIJIPYIION. ' cm?ral.?no- - _ ' AREA m'_"T_ ﬁtu CosT | TOTAL COST
2-210 |12 Apr 62 | Brt Fud fram 52003-11, Retired - . 1945 9,728 SF | 9,728 s&r) 31,069 34 | 31,0693
—223 |16 Apr 62| Instl 2 switches, w/o h51-62 | jopehgy | I a7h{ kh| 32,243 {78
' Tastl I Fruro W N _ _ . ;

' Constrdnrkroc-w/bmdzut - : - i -
3-228 {12 Feb 63| 0T T 63-63 . 4 Deo 62 o - 253 21 | 31,884 [17].. .
36-66 |2 Sep 65 Ir/ls‘l'-l co asor, air,Wort.hingtqn; 11 Map 65 . il B 6,223 | 00 38,087 |17 "“"-“.

i wio : : -l — : . .
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_ : . BATE AREA UNIT :

ogﬂan NO. BATE .aasc%w'rwn COMPLETED - o e Cost TOTAL €OST --.

- v "
BALIACEY FOW&R&E!& : . ‘f
fi’z* B3 f oy 9,728 SF $ 38,087]17 ;
3-67 |1 Jul 66 [Cost Acct chg ~ Adv chg AFM 170-5 |1 Jul 66 a8,087(17 !
N ~ Constr addn & a.ﬁt.a:‘ interior, I‘Y-(:G ‘ oL o
amag8 115 Nov &1 3=ENG-RR06 ZAWAAS Feb 67 7,488 17,216 172,450 117] ..
B lec wir [cooler, W/O - K ) ;
169-68 | 15 May 88 | TSC00S €EC WIT |CO0TEEY R 1 Mar 68 (94 {eof 172,355 |28|
T | Instd, :mpmmim mummsgég A ‘ . 4
7-69 135 Avg 68 | w/0 7161.7 18 Jun 68 1,099 221 ‘173,454 [S0F
) W o ) k
369 115 Oct 68 | Sonove wxhaust E"”"stm’ /0 # 18 Apy €8 {317 |28)] 173,137 |22 | . |
Hmw M{} wlt Kyan fum azmi . : ]
=69 115 Oct 68 |by 3726 .. = 8 Aug 68 (95 {24} 173,041 l98{ |
15 Feb 69 15 Peb 69 | 173,041 |98 |

.on You _
Dated I - ]
sonverted to BRAMES .
. s34 lization fum 32.8»?‘12 to g L ; T
18«70 30 Jun 70 2157 AR Pu 1218 any go g 1l Jun 70 - ! 16,704 SP 173,641 98
fustl exhast fan & & z: m:.m f&lz:ar o : o
1772 3 Aug 71 iAesewbly, W/O #814 14 May 71 348 110 |°173,390 08
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BUILDING 523:

furthér-a?chitéct&ra? work involving additions, removals, and/or
alterations should be done in full accordance with the Secretary of
Interiqr's Standards for Rehgbilitatiqn. . :

Building 523 js eligible for listing in the National Register as

part of the MacDi11 Field Historic District. It is associated with
the Morld War II construction and development of the Base and the
‘military training effort, and its architecturse reflects its historic
period and function.  Building 523 is one of the few high-style
Mediterranean Revival style structures originally built on the Base;
and is one of three relatively intact duplex structures in the
historic district. Minor changes include a kitchen addition to the
rear and the closure of porches. . However, the duplex retalns most
of its architectural features such as arched apenings, massing, and
general interior layout. ' Building 523 should be preserved and
further architectural work involving additions, rewovals, and/or

BUILDING 527;

BUILDING 552:

aiterattons should-be-dove—in-futt-accords
Interfor’s Standards for Rehabilitation.

Building 527 is one of the more uniquely massed structures on the

Base, and is aligible for listing in the National Register as part

~ of the MacD111 Field Historic District. It is associated with the
© World War II construction and development of the Base and the

military training effort, and its architecture reflacts its historic
- period and function. Building 527 also is one of the few buildings
- on Base that retains most of its interior and exterior integrity.
‘The arched garage door openings, cross gabhle end detail, and

original picture window all contribute to its unique architectural
character. [t s also the only historic structure designed by an.
off-Base entity--in this case the Standard - 011 Company of

Louisyille, Kentucky.. Butlding 527 should be preserved and further

architectural work involving additions, removals, and/or aiterations

should be done in full accordance with the Segretary of Interior’s |

Standards for Rehabilitation.

Butlding 552 sti11 maintains enough of its architectural integrity
to be eligible for Tisting in the National Register as part of the

MacDi11 Field Histordg District. It is associated with the World

War 11 construction and development of the Base and.the military .
training effort, and its, architecture veflects its historic period
- and function., While it s of common type and design (a warehouse),

it is peculiar to the place, and is a surviving example of historic
resources that have bzen lost in Florida and across the country. In
1967 the building was lengthened, but the addition is compatible
with the original structure.  Although the interior has been

modified into a repair shop, most of its exterior archifectural

features remain intact. The building retains its shallow gable

- roof, large industrial windows, and articulated bays of the original

structure., Building 552 should be preservad and further
architectural work involving additions, removals, and/or alterations

should be done in full accordance with the Secretary of Interior’s.

Standards for Rehabiiitatian.
| i - 21




Bldg. .. © HABS MR elig. MRelig.  NOT

Munber © Name - level  Indfv.  District elig.
0527 Vehicle Shop T X o
0537 Temporary Offices - MODERN BUILDING--NOT INCLUDED *
0552 Storage Fac. 1 . x
o731 Storage Fac. . a0 x
o927 Water Pump Station 1. .
o028 Water Pump Statfon ar T x
1050 Maintenance Shop - 11 T T
NOTES

1. Bufldings 25 and 41 were not part of this project, but in the course of our

. research were determined to be histaric and potentially significant in historic

association and/or architecture. Building 25 was later determined to have been '
built past the scope of this project, and thus would not be eligible as part of

_the MacDi11 Field Historic District.

Building 184 was fz}rigiaaﬁé surveyed "brifaﬁy by Engineering-Science. This

. building was added to this Tist due to its scheduled demoiition in 1983.
* Building 208 requives further study to determine if it is eligible individually

on the basis of historic significance. It was not eligible architecturally but
is e}?gib}a as part of the historic district. . S

These bui'fd%ngs, due to 'theiz; re'l'aﬁve isﬁ”iat*iam from the athér‘hist{:ric
structures, should be included in the historic district through a Multiple
Property process. ' - _

 The architectural integrity . of Bi&ﬂdiﬁg 397 (Officers’ Club) had bean

significantly compromised through modern .renovations and additions. Therefore
it was not a strong candidate far individual listing in the National Register.

Level 1 HABS drawings were completed of a representative type of both the
General’s Loop and NCO housing complexes due to the similar design of the
buildings of each complex. Each of the NCO houses retained their architectural
jntegrity. However, two of the Generals’ Loop houses had been somewhat

- compromised by additions: Building 401 contained a fairly sympathetic kitchen

addition but the entire front elevation of Building 403 had beep compromised wi‘gh
a full iength one-story addition. However, the feel of a historic district 1is
still present, even with the additions. ‘

111 - 7




* EXISTING CONDITIONS REPORT

['Bup1ex is small by today’s standards; too close to fTight Iine, naisy,
| isolated from rest of the base residential a

Concrete:
Blda nat very adap table fer foices, cnu¥ b

9552

| Bldg can be adapted for aaintenaﬁce, affices and/or storage; iasaffzzzaai
HVAL systam,_}acks handicap accessibil 1 Flight 11

~§ Bidg can be adapted for offices and/or storage; lacks windows & handicap
- zeesszbi?it_‘ =

% Bidg skon?d remain a Water Pump House; dua to machinery, interior ¥acks
1 f?ex1bi¥ity_ta be use fur off

! Limited office potential; works well for maintenance & shap purposes; lacks i
iﬁhandjca- access; interior spac . .

“Prior to any site and/or ground distarhanc&, an archasalogical survey mﬁsi
_ be conducted to assess potentially significant remains.
Z. A1l structures should be reviewed by an architect and/or enginser griar to

any construction.



MacDill A1r Force Base, HABS No. FL-384-AU
Supply and Equipment Warehouse (Bu1]d1ng No.. 552) - :

7409 Hangar Loop Drive '

Tampa

Hi1lsberough County

‘Florida

" PHOTOGRAPHS .

Historic American Building Survey
National Park Service
Southeast Region
Department of the Interior
Atlanta, Georgia 30303
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May 04 0S 038:02a p.2

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Glenda E. Hood

Secretary of State
DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Colonel Donald J. Halpin March 14, 2005
Dcpartment of the Air Force

6" Air Mobility Wing

8202 Hangar Loop Drive, Suite |

MacDill AFB, Flonda 33621

RE: DHR Project File Number; 2003-6011-E
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the Renovation of Building 552 Air Ground
Equipment Facility, MacDill Air Force Base, Hillsborough County

Dear Colonel Halpin:

In accordance with the procedures contained in 36 CFR Part 800, this office reviewed und signed
the original copy of the referenced Memorandum of Agreement. We are returning the sigacd
original copy of the Agrecment, and retaining a photocopy for our files. Pleasc accept our
apology for the delay in our retum of the document,

If you have any questions concemning our comments, please contact Scott Edwards, Historic
Preservationist, by electronic mail sedwards@dos.state.fl.us, or at 850-245-6333 or 800-847-
7278.

Sincerely,

A o-00ch.

Frederick Gaske, Direclor, and
State Historic Prescrvation Officer -

500 5. Bronovugh Street » Tullahassee, FL 323990250 - http://www.flheritage.com

2 Digector’s Office O Archaeological Research Historic Preservation [ Historical Museums
(850) 2454300 = FAX: 245-0135 (¥50) 245-6444 = FAX: 245-6436 (¥50) 245-6333 = FAX: 245-6407 (850) 245-61D0 = FAX: 245-6421

O Palm Beach Kegianal Office 0 51 Augustine Regional Offics D Tampa Reylonal Office
(5A1) 279-1475 = FAX: 279-1476 (904) 8253045 » FAX: §25-5044 (813) 2723848 = FAX: 2722240



May 04 05 03:0Z2a p.3

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, MacDill Air Force Base (AFB) has determined that the regovation of
Building #552, a contributing structure in the proposed MacDill Field Historic District,
will have an adverse effect on that structure, and has consulted with the Florida State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPQO) pucsuant to 36 CFR Part 800, regulations
implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470{);

NOW, THEREFORE, MacDill AFB and SHPO agree that the undertaking shall
be implemented in accordance with the following stipulation in order to take into account
the effect of the undertaking on historic properties.

Stipulations

MacDill AFB will ensure that the following measures are carried out:

1. MacDill AFB shall submit a copy of Historic American Building Survey Level
TTT documentation for Building No. 552 to the Florida SHPO.

Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement by MacDill AFB and the Florida
SHPO and implementation of its terms arc cvidence that MacDill AFB has afforded the
Council an opportunity to comment on the demolifion and its effect on historic properties,
and that MacDill AFE has taken into account the effects of the undertaking on historic

properties,

M‘}\ o [TQusdory
ﬁA_u. ol . g ]

Florida State Historic Preservation Officer

DHR Project File No. 2003-6011-E



Environmental Assessment for
Renovation and Small Addition for AGE Facility
MacDill AFB, Florida
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Lonstruction Site Alr Emisaione

Combustive Emissions of ROG, NOx, 802, €O and 810 Due o Construction

1-Mov-04

input
Total Budlding Areas
Total Paved Area
Toial Disturbed Area;
Constructon Duration:
Annuat Construction Activity.

18,400
4200 #

.4 asres
1.2 vearg
208 dayshwr

rcludte surimary of consiruction SF here, very brief

Results:[Average per Yoar Over the Construction Period]

RQG NOx 802 co PM10
Emissions, tos/day 12.97 21.51 1.04 19.69 1.63
[Emissions, tonsfyr 1.34 2,42 0.11 2.03 017
Calculation of Unmitigated Emissions
Summaty of input Pargrmetery
REOG NGx SG2 Cco PM10
Total new acres disturbad: 241 .41 .41 0.41 0.41
Total new acres paved. .10 0.40 .10 .10 2,10
Total new bullding space, it 14,400 14,400 14,400 14,400 14,400
Total years: 1.20 1.20 1.20 1.20 1.20
Areagraﬁed, gores in 1 v 0.534 .34 . 0.34 0.34
Arsga paved, acres in 1 yr; gog o8 D.08 0.08 0.08
_ Building space, ' in 1 vr: 12,000 12.000 12,000 12,000 42,000
Annual Emissions by Bource {ibsfday
ROG NOx S02 cQ PIiG
Grading Equioment 21 08 0.4 e 8.1
Asphalt Pavirng .0 0.9 g0 0.0 0.0
Staticoary Equipment 20 1.8 Q.1 G.4 8.1
Mobile Equipmant 1.9 1.3 08 182 1.4
Architectural Coatings {Nor-Res) 8¢ 0.0 0.0 2.9 (3.9
Total Endssions {bs/dayi: 130 218 1.0 18.7 1.8

1211442004




i

0 o
Refarence: Alr Quality Threshoids of Significance, BMAGNMD, 1884,

12M1472004

SMAGMD Emission Faclor
Source RGG NOx 302* cor PMIQ
Grading Equipment 2.50E01 |bsiacrefday | 1.60E+0Q0 |bs/acre/day 0,11 Ibs/acre/day .35 Ibsfacre/day | 2 .80E01 Ibs/acre/day
Asphalt Paving 2.62E-0)1 Ibs/acre/day __NA NA NA __NA
Staticnary Equiprment 1.88E-D4 hsidayAy 1.37E-04 bsidayfi® 9. 11E.06  ibsidayi® 2.87E-06  Ibs/day/it® B.00E-08 Hsgidavir
Mobile Equdpment 1.80ED4  heiday/iy 1.81E.-03 he/dayi® 7A8E.05  Ibsidaviy 00016  lbsidayit 1.20E-04 IbgidayiE
Architectural Coalings (Non-Res) | B.15E02 ihsvdayift NA NA NA NA

* Faciors for grading equipmary and stationary equipment are calculated from AP-42 for diege! angines using ratius with the NGx factors,
Factors for mobile equipment are calculated from ratios with Mobilefia 2001 NOx emission faciors for heavy duly trucks for sach gite.




Construction Site Air Emissions

Combustive Emissions of ROG, NOx, SO2, GO and PM10 Due to Construction

1-Now-04
ingut; :
Fotal Building Ares:
Total Paved Ares:
Total Disturbed Aren;
Congtruclion Duration:

Annual Construttion Activily:

15840 W
4820

0.8 acres
1.2 years
208 daysiyr

includte surnmary of demolition 5F and construction SF here, very brief

Results:[Average per Year Over the Construction Psriod]

ROG NOx 807 L0 PRIG
Emissions, Ibgiday 13.81 23,67 1,18 21.688 1.80 |
iEmissions, ton 1.42 244 .12 223 0,15 |
Calculation of Unmitigated Emissions
Summary of Inpul Parameters
ROG NOx 802 (o] PMI10
.45 245 §.48 G485 0.45
Tk /s 0.11 o1 4.1 6.11 .11
Total new :zmmg space, z'z? 15,840 15,840 1 15,840 15,840
Tolal vears: 1.20 1.20 128 1.20 1.20
Am W n v 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.38
83 acres in 1yr. 008 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.09
m m;e intve 13.200 13,200 13,200 13,200 13,200 |
Annual Emissions by Soures (hsiday)
ROG NOx SOZ Co PM10
Grading Eguipment 0.1 0.6 0.0 Q.1 0.1
Asphalt Paving 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0
Stationary Equipment 2.2 1.8 0.1 0.4 0.1
Mobile Equipment 2.1 21.3 1.0 211 1.8
i s (1 9.4 0.0 0.9 2.0 0.0
Tolal gmissims (Ib&{day) 13.8 23.7 1.1 217 1.8

12/14/2004



Emission Factors

Reference: Air Quality Thresholds of Significance, SMAQMD, 1894,

12/14/2004

SMAQMD Emission Factor
Source ROG NOx SQ2* co* PM10
Grading Equipment 2.50E-01 Ibs/acre/day | 1.60E+00 |bs/acre/day 0.11 Ibs/acre/day 0.35 Ibs/acre/day | 2.80E-01 Ibs/acre/day
Asphalt Paving 2.62E-01 Ibs/acre/day NA NA NA NA
Stationary Equipment 1.68E-04 |bs/dayift? 1.37E-04 |bs/day/ft? 9.11E-06 Ibs/day/ft 2.97E-05 |bs/day/ftt 8.00E-06 Ibs/day/ft?
Mobile Equipment 1.60E-04 |bs/day/ft? 1.61E03 Ibs/day/ft* 7.48E-05 Ibsiday/ft 0.0016 |bs/day/ft 1.20E-04 Ibsiday/ft?
Architectural Coatings (Non-Res) | 8.15E-02 |bs/day/ft NA NA NA, NA

* Factors for grading equipment and stationary equipment are calculated from AP-42 for diesel engines using ratios with the NOx factors.
Factors for mobile equipment are calculated from ratios with Mobile5a 2001 NOx emission factors for heavy duty trucks for each site.




Environmental Assessment for
Renovation and Small Addition for AGE Facility
MacDill AFB, Florida

APPENDIX E

ERP SITE SUMMARIES
FOR

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT (SWMU) 29 & 61, SITE 38

April 2005 FINAL



Site Summary for SWMU29
Environmoenta| Restoration Program, MacDill AFB, ¥L

Site D: SWMU29 :
- » j 3 ¥ - *
Site Nome: Age Building, Vinyl Chloride
faves
Air Foree 1D: i OToz9
Regulatory Prograum: RCRA
Alr Farce Program; mwe
Current Phase i m '
Kite Stufne
:
Relative Risk: i VINYL CHLORIDE AREA o b
| _ e
Sitz Clusure: 12/11/1997
R s
Primary Conlainants of Poteatial Concern
iGroundwater: Vinyl ehloride |
Suits: None tdentitied |
Surface water: None ldendified {
'Sediments; None [dentified 2
fﬁzi Hdingsfstractures:  Nong ldentified _ ;

Physival Setting
This area is at the northeastorn section of the base, adiacent to the Avrospace Ground Eguipment (AGE) building.

Navrative
Since the 1940s, it has been used for alreralt cleaning and maintenance, including the cleaning of aircrafl parts.
This site was previously validated as site OT-27. Site 29 has been incorporated into the investigation of
SWMUST, the Chlorinared Solvent Phume,




Sumimary of Activities to Date

Started Complered  Cafegory Activity ar Miestons
141/1696 107171996 Docoment Subrsittal RFT Report
Governmeat Lontacd Cantractor an Sife

Machill AFB Earth Tech
6 CES/CEVR 16 Patewood Drive
7621 Hilishorough Leop Dnive (Bldg 58} Building VI, Suite 308
Machill AFB, FL 33821 Greenville , 8C 29615
POC: Anthony Gennaro POC: Gregy Branham
Phone: (R133828-0764 Phone: (864)234-138%
Fax: (8133828-073] Fax: {8641234-3669

Email: anthony gennarofomedii almil Emalh gregg branham@esrthtech.com
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Site ID;

Bite Mame:

AlrFore Hn

Begaiatory Progeam:

Air Force Program;

Current Phase:

Site Starus:

Relative Risk:

Site Closare:

123172021 est

Site Summary for Site38
Environmenta! Restoration Program, Maelill AFB, FL

. Former Fuel Si‘lgl:age Areal
(Rire A)

Peiroleum

IRP

RA-D

Remedizal Action in Place IR A
; No Risk FORMER FUEL STORMBE ARER 1 . ;
i ‘ M

Kited8

Primary Contanmtyands of Potentiaf Concern

ilerouwndwater;

éiioils:
éSurﬁm waler:
Sediments:

Buildiegsstructures:  Nong Tdentified

Teimethylberzene, benene, etivibenzens, tetractoroethylene, toluene, vinylchloride, xylene
(mixed}

Petroteum hydrocarbons

None Identified

None [dentified

Physical Seeting

Site 38 is jocated in the fhight Rine area just off of Hangar Leop Road. This site (s the former Fuel Storage Area L
a former UST farm, The site containg both grassed and paved areas and (s relatively flat. The site also has an
existing pump station which supplies JP-8 (formerly JP-4) and vehicutar diesel (formerly unleaded gasoline] to
vehiches on the flight apron.

Narrative

Aceording o availeble nformation, the site was active from e (94875 1o late 1950, The site was a fommer UST



farm, previously used for the Base aqua fael system, Aviation fuel was stored in eight 25,000-gallon USTs, The
USTs, reportedly abandoned since the late 19305, were removed from the ground (n 1989, Three other USTs
comaining engine cil were discovered in 1990, One was excavated and the other twe abandoned in place at that
time. Site records indicate that 4 loss of approximately 700 gatlons of leaded fuef occurred in 1986, Previous
investigations al the site were conducted by Water and Air Resvarch in 1984, Kirkner and Associates v 1986,
and CHZM Hill in 198D, Groundwater analyfical results indicate 3 contamination area (undissolved plume)
encompassing approximately 3 seres. Contamination & the site is consistent with the Gasoline Analytical Group,
as defined in Chapter 62.770, FAC. After contamination assessment, a remadiation system, consisting of 14
revovery wells and a free product separation/grotndwater treatment systewm, was installed i 1990 1w renove
Heating product and treat contamisated groundwater, The ASTs, pump island, dispensing pumps, and transfer
lines were replaced in 1997, During replacement of the ASTs, a Jarge concrete underground structure was
encounterad and removed; 25 gallons of fuel was observed in the top of this structure. Groundwater monitoring
and soil assesssment has been and s being performed at this site. A dual phase extraction pilot study was
performed in 1998, A Remedial Action Plan Addendunm was developed in March 2008 and revised in late 2060,
In 2001 installation of 3 dual phase extraction systent was completed. Extracted groundwater is pretreated by ai
stripping prioy to discharge of the water 0 the Base wastewater treatment plant, Extracted gaseous vapors initially
were lreated using 4 fare unit and fater treated using a thermat oxidizer unit.

Bummary of Activities to Date

Starsed Completed  Categery Activity ar Milesione
4/1/193% 11989 Document Submitial CAR and RAP
£2/1/1989 12171989 Field Work Tank and sotl removal
B9 G990 Docoment Submittal RAP modification
Y1995 911995 Documant Subraital Remedial Monitoring Annual Report
{71199 10/1/1996  Docunent Submittal Remedial movitoring annual report
57171998 7171998 Field Work Dusl-phase extraction pilot esting
97171998 41/1998  Document Submittal Remedial actton plag addendum

3172060 3172006 Regulatery Correspondence RAP Phase T
L2000 HA2000  Rogadatory Correspondence RAD Revision

1112000 V2061 Field Work Duaj-phase extraction system completed
512001 473072002 Docunsent Submittal Anngt Operations apd Monitoring Report
VR 1 117172061 Field Work Sampting monitoring wells

73472002 342002 Doeument Submittal Annual operations and moniloring repott
2672002 HE26/2002 Document Subnittal Quarterly groundwater sampling results
4/15/2003 31372003 Document Submiital Quarterly Tech Memo and monitoting data

Governmen! Lpnract Ceniracior on Site

MacDill AFB Farih Tech

Remedial Project Manager {1} Patewood Drive

Instaliation Restoration Program Buiiding Vi, Suite 500

MacDill AFB, FL 33621 Greenviie, 8C 29515

POC: Kennieth Domake POC: Dave Oliphan

Phone: (813)1828-0764 Phone: (3641234-3560

Fax: {813)R28-0731 Fax: {864)234-306%

Ernail: kenneth domako@macditlatmi Email: dove_oliphant@earthtech.com
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Sie Iy

Bite Name:

Ale Faree 1

Regulutery Pragram

Ale Forpe Prograng

Current Phase:

Site Statys:

Relative Risk;

Site Closure:

Site Summary for SWMU61
Environmental Restoration Program, MacDill AFB, FL.
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Remedial Action -
{onstruction
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VIRYL CHLORIGE AREA

Primary Conigminanis of Potential Cancern

SWMUs1 o

iéﬁwﬁndwaf?r:
Sl
ISurface water
Sediments:

Clilgrinated VOCs, assenic, and pelrolenm

Nong Jdentifiad
Mene ldentitied
Nonpe ldentified

égﬁiiéiﬁgsfszma‘wm: None Mdentified

Physioal Seiting

SWMLUI 81 iz localzed in the oorthuast portion of the Base along the north apron of the flightline. The site i3 about
A acres in size. SWMIU 61 is bounded on the west by Kingfisher Avenue, and on the east by the Hillsborough
Bay. To the north, the site is bounded by North Boundary Boulevard, while the southern extent is Florida Keys
Avernte, The siie includes an aren which is approximaiely 14.25 million square feet.

Narrative

The initial presence of chilorinated solvents was mainly confirmed through previous investigations at Site 87
(Pumphouse 77) in 19923- 1994, and at the AGE Building Vinyl Chioride area (SWMU 291 in 19631994 In



January 1998, SWMU 29 was formally incerperated in SWMU 61 investigations, Chlorinated VOCs were also
detected in groundwater ax Site 57, Nowth Apros, which s located south of PH 77 The pr%mary sife confaminanis
at SWMU 61 include trichloreethiylene (TCE}, 1,2-dichlercethene {1 2-DCEY, viny! chioride, and 1,2-

dichloroethane {1,2-DCA} The sourge of the VOCs, mc%u&m;a r TCE and two of its ésgraéat:an pradycts, 1.2~
DCE and vinyt chiloride, has 7ot yet been determined. A RCRA Facil ity Tnvestigation (RFT) Report was finalized
in 1999, A groundwater monitoring program was initiated to evaluate MNA as a potential remedy for
groundwater. Groundwater flow and transport modeling is currently beinz condusted. A Corrective Measures
Study (CMS) for SWMU 61 will be performed foziowzng completion of the groundwater modeling efforis in

2007,

Sumeanry of Acthvities o Dale
Staried £unplated
1994 {0/H19%4
B/17199R O/H998
11998

Category
Dogament Submital
Docuamen! Submitzal

Activity or Milestane
Draft Viny| Chloride Investigation Report
Draft RFT

12/111998  Docgvent Submittal Groundwater monitoring plan

71999 472000 Docusent Submistal Annual Monitoring Report

10/1/19%9 167171999 Document Submittal RFI Report

1671/19%9 10/1/1999  Field Work Risk Assessment
FIA6/T999  11716/1999  Regulatory Correspondence  EPA letter

4/28/2000 4/28/2000  Docoment Submittal Annual Monitoring Report

4/28/2001 4/28/2001  Document Submitial Annual Monitoring Report

172003 27/2003  Document Submittal Treatability Study Work Plan Revision |

2262003 2262003 Docusment Submitta Final Comprebensive Graundwater Sampling Work
342003 342003 Document Submittal Groundwater Fliow Modeling Report
32072003 372472000 Document Subimttal Basewide Water Level Measurement Effort: Rev, §
471672007 471872003 Regulatery Correspondence EPA latter
471872003 4118/2003  Regulatory Correspondence  DEP Letter.

Govermiemt Contagt Centractor oy Sile

MacDull AFB Earth Tech
6 CESAED 7102 W. Boundary Road
7621 Hillshorough Loop Drive (Bidg 38}
MacDill AFR, FL 33621 MacDill AFB, FL 33621

BOC: Elien Eveland

Phans: (§13;840-2700

Faoo (1 31840-9113

Email: eflen_eveland@earthtech.com

POC: Richard Bumeite

Phone: (E131828-4354

Fax: {81 1828.073]

Email: richard bumete@nmedilLalimd

Earth Tech

1 Patswaod Dirive
Building VI, Suite 300
Greenville , 8C 29615
POC: Gregy Branham
Phone: (864)234-3583

Machill AFB

Remedial Project Manager
Instaiinion Restoration Program
MacliH AFR, ¥L 35362 ]

POC: Kenneth Domako
Phone: (81318280764



| N
N ADCSs

HBh Y SHORE
"""" W ndulpvanD saTe l

e s S \
= ®N\)
o { > \-?%W A6 MwEA
;;% H ey ‘\ \\\ 16
d o N B
E‘tj \\ S0 . e
J— ;ﬁi : a4 =
--;'“.M AAAAAAAA P oo .
\: i i -
& | ; e
‘E, . [ TAaliFA BAY
i ; :

. §86% -
VINYL CHLORIDE AREA -

& Well
Focus IRP Sites
{1 Other IRP Sites

oo -Rogtricted Access Arga womnn
. Fences
Ditches
Shoreline

Buiidings

Road

Ajirways

Future Construction
Surface Waler
Athletic Field

LY il R

A L A

Ger
T S,
# B

X 1

SINT BLYD

A\PAP

T Fael

53581
VINYL. CHLORIDE AREA

S et Aor Foroe Bate, Fioewda
e R




Environmental Assessment for
Renovation and Small Addition for AGE Facility
MacDill AFB, Florida

APPENDIX F

COST FORMS (1391 AND 3052)

April 2005 FINAL



RENOVATION o TN 20

1. COMPONENT FY 2003 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 2. DATE
AIR FORCE {computar generated)
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE
MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA REPAIR & ADD TC AGE MATNTEMNANCE
racrrITY, RS2
5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE |7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST ($000)
41576 218-712 HVZRO301B1 3,000
9. COST ESTIMATES
UNIT COST
ITEM II/M | QGITANTITY
AGE MAINTENANCE FACILITY LS 2,620
REPAIR AGE FACILITY SM 1,579 1,250 { 1,974}
ADD TQ AGE FACILITY &M i77 3,653 [ 647}
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 282
LANDSCAPTNG L5 { 72}
DEMOLITION Ls | - { 150)
SUBTOTAL 2,882
CONTINGENCY (.5 %) 14
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 2,897
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND CVERHEAD { 3.0 %)} 87
TOTAL REQUEST 2,984
TOTAL REQUEST {ROUNDED} _ 3,000

10. Deacription of Proposed Conastruction: Standing seam metal roof; amtucco finish
over the concrete masonry unit exterior walls; replaces windows and doors; reconfigures
the interior adminiatrative office gpaces; landacape and repave the POV parking area,
Construct a high bay eervice area; a defined point of entry; and a new entrance from
Hangar Loop Drive. Demolishes an obscolete wash rack and ilts associated squipment.

11. REQUIREMENT: 1,756 5M ADEQUATE: 0 SM SUBSTANDARD: 1,579 SM

PROJECT: Project repalrs and adds tc the AGE Maintenance Pacllity, bullding 552.
{Currant Misaion)

REQUIREMENT: An adequately sized, organized and equipped facility to improve the
maintenance specialiete’ sfficiency and ability to aervice and repair esquipment, and
ancourage pride of ownership in a gafe and secure workplaca.

CURRENT SITUATION: The AGE Maintenance Facility was originally conatructed in 1942 and
added onte in 196%. The ceilinge and door heights are toc low to allow entry of pome
AGE. Roof truss support members are termite damaged and thelr placemsnt interfaras with
movement of agquipment, Mechanical exhauat equipment has failed and requires
replacemant. Administrative offices ware conatructed through self-help efforta and are
not centrally locatad, nor acoustically separate from the shop areas. Interior and
exterior finishes are outdated and do not meet the base'a architectural standards. The
reatroom facilitles are located in an adjacent building and personnhel are required to go
outside inte the harsh Florida environment to enter resatrooms. The chain heist is not
ratad for some of the heavier pleces of AGE. Windows are enaergy wasters and do not maat
current Force Protectlon standards. There is nc defined main entrance to the building.
Viaitors cap easily enter directly into the hazardous environment of the
aervice/maintenance area, creating a safety hazard. The facility ia inline with the
flight line sacurity fence and not having a defined entrance aleo craates security

DD FORM 1351, DEC 768 Praviocus editions are obaolata. Page No.
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JINZ§12
1. CORRCWENT Py 2003 HILITARY CONETRUCTION FROJECT DATA Z. DATE
ALR FORCH {computer generatad)
3, IHSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLR
HACDILL ALR FORCE BABE, FLORIDA REPALIR & ADD TO AGB MAINTENAWCE
FACILITY. {’55_'5?3
8. FPROGRAM ELEMERY 6. CATEGORY CODE | 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJROT 0081 (5400
41978 218-712 NVZRO30181 41,0060

iasvew. Lighbing fixtures are ocubdated and imafficisnt. Overbead doors srs Bard to
madintain and dlfficult Io operate. Acceas Lo The parking ares ie off s poorly desdigned
interasctios vesultisy in several vehicular accidents.

INPACE 1% BOT FROVIBEL: The facility w»ill continus %o dagvade. Upgrsdes ars essential
to provids Alr Porce personnsl with 3 safs and secure working sovirosmsns.,  The
sfisctivensss aod wexale of the maintenance stsff will ducrease. VThie faciiicy ig
looated on the *Rosts of Bxesllence®™, a primavy road thalb most visibors €rsvel. Failure
e update the facllity will negatively impact the hsalih aud safety of maintenance
paxaonnei, Xt's located on n main artsry ang ig eaxnily scceselble, making it welnsrabls
e aecurity brssches, in its present condition. Thw Facility is 5ot zeprosentative of
the imsge the base wanks to poTtray. Az a rssull. MacDiil'g veputation for *Facility

gxoallance® will suffer.

ADDITEOMAL: ¥ have reviewsd this document and rartify it ie complete and accurase. 3
have validated the project's primary and supporting coste and work clasalfisation. It
haa been fully cooxdinated with the ueser and othey agencies and approved by the
Inatallation Commandex.

¥
ééééégégéf' Tk ik, TSAF
aeg UL BEnginoer

JUN 20 2003

DD OPORM 1391, DEC V8 Prawious aditicna are obsolale. Pogw MNo.



NE W CoSTRUCTy N

1. COMPONENT 2, DATE

AIR FORCE

FY 3006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION BPROJECT DATA
{eomputer generated)

3. INSTALLATION AND IOCKTION
MRCDILL RIE FORCE BASE. FLORIDA

4. FROJECT TITLE
AGE SURRORY PFROTLITY

5 PROGRAM ELEMENT

£, CRTBGORY QOLE

7. PROIECT NUMEBR

§. PROJECT COST ($DOMY

41978 238712 RVZROEITLE 5,700
%, COST ESTIMATES
e cosr
1IN UM | BT

AGE SUPPORT FACILITY L5 3,004
AGE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT SHOP ™ 1,756 1,568 { 2,748)

AGE SUPPORT YARD LS { 19)

DEMCLITION S 1,579 150 § 237)
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 2,110

DPILITIES LB { 183}

PRVEMENTS 8 H 113

BITE TMEROVEMENTS s { 31313}

ENVIROIBENTAL HAZARD REMEDIATION s ¢ 1,458}
SUBETQTAL 5,134
CONTINGENCY € 5.6 % 258
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 5,370
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 5.7 %) 306
TOTAL REQUEST 5,676
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDER) 5,700

18, Description of Fropossd Comstrnction: Facility zhall he on & concrete foundation,
wiavated IAW FEMA st 11 fest above sez lewvel, with conorete mazonry uwnit walls, a
standing scam metal roof system, shocss esterior, fire detection/suppression systems,
HYAC, smargency power, sssouiabed site nbilities. parkisgy, porimeter security, grading
and landscaping. Includes demclition of existing beilding and removal and treatment of
pontaminated soil.

Bir Conditlioning: 200 BH.

11. BEQUIREMENT: 1,7%65M FDEQUATE: 0 SM SUBSTANDARD: 1. K73sM

PROJECT: Construects & new AGE SBupport Facility to replace bailding 552, {Current
Mission)

REQUIKEMENT: An adeyuately sized, organized and equipped facility te improve the

[maintenance specialists’ efficiency and ability o gervice and repsir equipment, and
snocurage pride of ownership in thelir workplace.

CORRENT SITUATION: +the AGF Mainbenance Facility was originally constructed in 1242 and
added onto in 1%67. The oeiiings and door heights are too low o sllow entry of some
ADE. Foof trusses suppori morbers ars fermite dumaged and ithelr placements interferes
with movemant of equipment. Muchaaical exhaust expulipment haz falled and reguires
raplacenent., Admisistrative oE£fides were coastructed through self-hely efforts and arxe
not sentrally located, nor acoustically separate frop the shop sreas.  Interior and
axterior finishes sre oubdatad and do not mest the bags's srohifeotarsl stacdazds. Tha
restrasom Facilitiss are located in » gonneciing buildiag snd sebhlect personnel to the
harsh Florida environment to uge them. The chain hoist is net rated for some of the
Windows are asnerqgy wasters and do noet meet current Force

There is no defined main entrance to the building and visitors

hwavier pieces of AGE.
Protection standards.

DI #ORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete, Page No.



1. COMPONENT Y 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 2. DATR

ATR FORCE {computer generated)

3. THATALLATION AND LOCATION 4, FROJEQT TUTLE

MACLELY AIR FORCE BASE, WLORIDA AGE BURPORYT FACILITY

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT G, ONMMEGORY COLDE 7. PROJECT MUMBER 8. PROJECT COST (S00M)
41376 ZLE-T5Z NUZRUEITFOE 5,0

oun sasily enter divechly ints 8 service/maintenance ares. Lighting fixtures are
cnbtdatad amd Inefficignt. Overhesd doors are hard to maintals and 4ifficull €0 oparste,
Acoans B0 the parking area is off 2 poorly designed lnterszecbion resulting in seversl
wehloular accidents.
IMPACT 1F NOT PROVIDEDR: The fasility will contimue to degrade. fThe effectiveness snd
morale of the maintenancs staff will decrease. This facility is located on the "Route
of Excellence", a primary road that most visitors travel. It is not reprezentative of
the image the base wants ko portray. As a result, MacDill'y reputation for "Facility
fxeellence” will suffer.
ABDIRIONAL: I have revigwsd thiz dooument and gertify it is complets and accurate, I
have validated the project s primazy and supporbing costs and work slassification. It
has been Eplly coordinsbed wilh the occupants, and approved by the Installabion
Compsandar .

Rase Civil Eagineer: Lt Col Aathony &, Foti, (BI3} 8283577,

JOINT USE CERTIFICATION: Mission recquirements, cpevatisasl songiderations, and location
are inpompatible with use by obther components.

o FORM 1381, DEC 76 Previous editions ars chsolete. Page No.



Kia

{4} Construotion Contrsct Award
{5) Construction Stark

{6) Construction Cowpletion

1. COMPONENT FY 2008 MILITARY COHSTRUCTION PROJELT DREA 2. BATE
AIR PORDE {computer generatad}
3, INSTALIATION AND LOUATION 4. PROJECT TITLE
MACDILL AIR FORCE HASE, FLORIDZ AGE SUPPORY FROTLRITY
5. TROGHEAM ELEMENT %, CATEGORY COLE | 7. FRAOUECT RIMBER (8. PROJECT COBT (50600}
41976 21B~712 NVZROGE3T08 5,700
12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA:
a. Estimated Design Data:
{1} Sratus:
ia) Date Design Starisd
() Parametric lost Bstirates used fo develop oosts YES
* (2] Percent Complete as of {1 Jan Z0D5
¥ d) Date 35% Designed
{g} Date Design Conplete
{£) Energy Study/life-Cyele analysis wasfwill be perfommed RO
{2} Bagis:
{a} Standsrd oy Lefinitive Deszign - RC
{b} BWhers Design Was Most Recently Used -
{3} Tobsl Tost (o} = (8] + (b} or {dy & f(e}: {8060}
{a] Production of Plang and Specifications &
th) ALl Uther Bosign Dgats o
(o) Fotal S
(d) Contract g
(&) In-house ]

4 indicates completion of Prodect Definition with Parsmetrie Cost Estisste
whick is comparable to fraditionsl 35% design to sunsure wvalid scope,
epst and executabi ity

&, Bgoipment assooisted with this project provided from other appropriations:

DD FOERS 1301, DEC Y8 Fravicus editions axe ohsclste.

Pags Fo.




OFFIE  REmdurTioe) oniLy

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING AF FORM 3052

Col 1 itam. Uesonhhon ¢ Mmalenals equired, wark 1 be dong, Spedd aguipreent needsdd, o Bréakdown $a0uG D (0 subicent detai i
nermi femizing of &l girect costs.

Lol Z it of Measure. LSacnplion of i@ urnt i wWhich 2ach 28m $ 10 D aSUmalad examues | SQuars yards - SY, cubie yards - LY, squarg
fani- SF finear feet - LF, boar faet - 57, sach - EA, pound -L.8}

Lo 3 Guantity. Contracions esbmigs of QUantity required iy s OF un it Of MEaguy [OIUmn £ 1ams 40 §nils O measure wal (g
funished by the Government. Quaniily estircates will be fursished by the Govermergn! anly when 118 gnlicipated that & unit prive contract will
be issued. Qtherwise, the conlractsr i responsible lor determining quaniily gsimares

ol 4 and § Matenal GOsts. bater uril £051 (L0 4 1 o ;mat@ndl 10 He Stpphed and 1011 cost {007 57 105 e isted i tolumn 1.

L0l %, 7 ang 8 Labor Wosts. bever in U0l 6 e estissted number g rmanhiours of mandavs seaded 10 peronm the werk bsted m column 1.
et #1 UG £ the aversds rale DeT Manhour ffsafay) andin Lol 8 he oipf labor cost.

Cel s LGther Utrect Cosis. bnigr eshimales costs of spenia! esispment 200 other dems 4sied 7 oditinr 13 wisch am spacla) o ing contract
and of signiticant dollar yalus.

Lot 17 LIneg 1omt, Bait-expianatory.

NLUF| BN adoeion i@ OTher 108as emiared o0 varous pagss. 1he grana total of column U, plus sverhsss and protl wiil be shovrt on the 1ast

page as follows.

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

TOTAL MATER AL COFTE ?a_ 12235575 Repalr & Add b AGE Maintenancs Pacy 8852
Reanoeeaba pud sstocate imtenor offs parlian

TOTAL LABOR COETE B TE TR0

TOTAL OTHER DiRECT COETE % ?’4@{)_0.@3

TOTAL DARECT COETS 3 221,073 25

UVERHEAT (1N ABOVE) 2000 4 § 44,314.63

PEOETT N ABDVE 16 T % 3 ) FEE0 59

kS
TOTAL PRLCE % 298 44888
DATE | 37 Sen 72084 FIEN MARE - TSI, BOERILELE
TITLE : Phillis Lersan, SxCintect EY
[Giynatre:

INBTRUCTIONG TQ QFFERGRS

1. The purpose of this form s 1o provide a standard format by which e offeror subrsits {0 e Government a summaty of incurred and
SEWAMT SOSIS (AN SRATET SURLOINNG sHGABERan] SUNADIE o aelEed réview &ng ensives. PO e award o & CoNtact resulting om
g proposal the offsror shall, under the congitions stated in ASPR 3-807.73 be reguired o submit & cerificata of current oust or pricmng data
{see ASPR 3-B07.3is} and 3-807 4)

2. in addition to e specific information mquired by this form, the offeror iz expacisd, in good faith, o incorporate in and sabmit with this
form ary addificnat data, supporting schedules, or substandiation which are reasonably required for the conduct of sn appropriate raview andg
anglysis 1n the light of the specific facis of this procurement For effeclive regotishons, it s sisénfial that there be & tiedr understanding of
# The existng, verifianie dats.
g T wdgmental tectors soplied In projeciiog fom known daip i he sstimate, and
o Tha contingencios used by the offeror in bis prapesed prdce.
i shorl, the offeror's estimating procass tself rewds 0 be disclosed.

3 When altachenant of aupponing cost or pricing dats o ths o is impraciicaiie, the data will be described {with schedules as approptigts),
and mads avaiiable W We conlraciing offiast or his authorized representative upen request.

4 By submission of this proposal the oferor granis 1o ihe contracting officer, or s authorizes repiresantative, the 1ight io examine, for the
purpess of verfying the cost or phong data subrmilisd, those books, seeords, documents and ¢ibwy supporting dats which will pemit adeguate
svalughon of such cost or priging Sata, aleng with the computations and pasactions used berein. This righl may be axercisad in cannection
with any negobations pnos o soeniract award

fFpverse of AF Porm 3682 ALG 53




