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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI)
1.0  DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

Current operational readiness at Nellis Air Force Base (NAFB) is degraded due to the risk of
failure of the base network control center, which currently provides communication services
to over 8,000 users across three wings, as well as the air warfare center. The United States
Air Force (USAF) proposes to build a Consolidated Communications Squadron Facility
(CCSF) to replace the current facility, which is housed in an aged and unsafe building. The
new building will provide a meore centrally-located customer service area. and will aliow for
necessary future network control center expansions. This consolidated building would also
allow for demolition of three buildings that are geographically separated and used for the
communications operations at NAFB.

The proposed action is construction, operation, and maintenance of an adequately sized
and properly configured CCSF to support the various communication and data processing
requirements of the flying mission at NAFB. The facility will support critical functions
including Command Section, Network Control Center Services, Communications
Maimtenance Work Centers, Television Production, Photographic Elements, and all other
administrative support areas The CCSF will be located at NAFB on a parcel bounded on
the west by March Boulevard, the north by Beale Avenue, the east by Holloman Avenue,
and the south by Fitzgerald Boulevard. The facility will be a multistory building providing
approximately 81790 sg. ft. for use as offices. equipment areas, operation areas,
conference rooms, and other personnel support areas,

This proposed action alsc includes the demolition of the three buildings currently used for
supporting the communications squadron activities. Building 839 is currently designated for
demolition due to unsafe conditions. Buildings 589 and 595 are in such poor condition that
renovation is not a cost effective option. These buildings are also to be demolished as part
of this project.

In this analysis. 2 no action alternative (continuance of communication operations at NAFB
in the current facilities) was used. It is important to note that the current facilities are rapidly
degrading and would require significant repair if communication operations were to remain
in place. Water leakage is a serious problem in all three buildings. Further, the current
space available is not adequate and would not allow for expansion.

2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This environmental assessment concludes that some minor impacts are imposed on the
environment by the project and are discussed in detail in the EA. All impacts are considered
to be negligible and not significant. In fact, the proposed action will actually result in a slight
improvement in the environment compared to the no action alternative. This is mostly due
to the fact that the CCSF is sorely needed at NAFB, the facility will house environmentally
“clean” operations, the facility is being built in an area that has been previously developed,
the action will demolish buildings currently considered to be unsafe and containing asbestos

containing materials, and the action will definitely improve safety and security of aircraft
operations at NAFB.

Consolidated Communications Squadron Facility Final EA FONSI



3.0 CONCLUSION

The proposed action does not represent @ major federal action with significant impacts to
the human or natural environment; therefore, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is
not required. A FONSI is thus warranted.

MwQIN-Q;ZM’ Jrebol

<

Michagel R. Scott Date
Colohel, USAF
Vice Commander
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The proposed action is construction, operation, and maintenance of an adequately sized
and properly configured CCSF 1o support the various communication and data processing
requirements of the flying mission at NAFB. The facility will suppont critical functions
including Command Section, Network Control Center Services, Communications
Maintenance Work Centers, Television Production, Photographic Elements, and all other
administrative support areas. The CCSF will be located at NAFB on a parcel bounded on
the west by March Boulevard, the north by Beale Avenue, the east by Holloman Avenue,
and the south by Fitzgerald Boulevard. The facility will be a multistory building providing
approximately 81790 sq. ft for use as offices, equipment areas. operation areas,
conference rooms, and other personnel support areas.

This proposed action also includes the demolition of the three buildings currently used for
supporting the communications squadron activities. Building 838 is currently designated for
demolition due to unsafe conditions. Buildings 589 and 585 are in such poor condition that
renovation is not a cost effective option. These buildings are also to be demolished as part
of this project.

In determining the proposed site and action, a preliminary analysis of reasonable options for
accomplishing the project was conducted. Some of these options included status quo,
renovation of previously constructed buildings, upgrading or removal of currently
constructed buildings, and new construction. The analysis indicated that only one option,
the proposed action, would meet operational requirements.

In this analysis, a no action alternative (continuance of communication operations at NAFB
in the current facilities) was considered. It is important to note that the current facilities are
rapidly degrading and would require significant repair if communication operations were 1o
remain in place. Water leakage is a serious problem in all three buildings. Further, the
current space available is not adequate and would not allow for expansion.

The findings of this environmental assessment indicate that only minor impacts to various
aspects of the environment will be realized. The no action alternative results in more
impacts to the environment than the proposed action. Potential impacts for each
environmental resource are the following:

+ Geology and Physiography: The no action alternative will have little or no impacts
on geology and physiography. However, under the no action alternative, buildings
would be more susceptible to earthquakes than buildings constructed in the
proposed action.

» Soils: Under the proposed action, considerable disturbance to the soil surface will
occur during construction and demolition. This exposes the soils to wind erosion and
water erosion and temporarily impacts plant growth on the soil surface,

« Climate: No impacts are anticipated for the no action alternative. The proposed
action my result in some changes in microclimate due to shading caused by the
physical structure of the building.

« Mineral and Energy Rescurces: Because no mineral or energy resources have
been discovered on NAFB, no impacts to those resources are anticipated.

Consolidated Communications Squadran Fagility
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Visual Resources: The proposed action will result in some obstruction of
viewscapes by the new CCSF. However, overall visual aesthetics of the base will be
improved by demolition of the old buildings and the replacement of those buildings
with new buildings and properly designed, native landscaping.

Cultural Resources: Mo impacts to cultural resources will be imposed by the no
action aiternative or the proposed action.

Wilderness Areas. No impacts to wilderness areas, parks, or wildlife management
areas will be imposed by sither action.

Water Resources: No impacts to floodplains, streams, wetlands, or groundwater
will be imposed by the no action altemative or the proposed action.

Air Quality: The proposed action will impose a short-term increase in particulate
matter pollution during construction, excavation, and demolition activities The action
will result in a slight. but negligible increase in CO. VOC, and NO, emissions. The
net emissions of the project were checked against the proposed Title V permit
application, and their contribution to the total emissions allowed by the permit was
found to be negligible. No other impacts to air quality are anticipated

Noise: Mo impacts or changes to the present noise levels at NAFB will be caused by
either construction or operation of the proposed action.

Land Use: The proposed action will result in a change in the use of the property
proposed for the CCSF. However, this use is minor in that it is a change from a
small picnic or meeting area and parking lot to a commercial office building. Proper
landscaping around the CCSF will allow for some of the previous land use 1o
continue even after construction.

Biological Resources: The proposed action will result in minor alterations in
vegetation and wildlife, but these are considered insignificant, and, in some cases,
transient and shori-term. All of the areas impacted by the proposed action are
currently landscaped, and this can be easily replaced by strategic placement of small
areas of green space and proper landscaping with native plants.

Air Space: No impacts io airspace are anticipated for the no action alternative or
proposed action.

Safety: The no action alternative will result in some impacts to safety, due to the fact
that Buildings 588, 585, and 839 are currently considered structurally unsafe
Continued use of these buildings would result in possible injury to residents or users.

The proposed action will remove these buildings and result in a positive move toward
safer conditions.

Socioeconomics: The proposed action will provide more employment opportunities
for civilian and military personnel, as well as professional and non-professional
contractors and subcontractors. The facility will improve efficiency in NAFB and will

result in an overall positive impact to socioeconomics of NAFB and surrounding
areas

Environmental Justice: No impacts to environmental justice are anticipated for the
no action alternative or the proposed action.

Consolidated Communications Squadron Facility
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« Utilities: No impacts to utilities are anticipated, though the new facility may result in
an increase in use of electricity and other utilities, which would be a positive
economic impact to the community.

» Hazardous Materials and [tems of Special Concern: In general, no impacts to
these resources are anticipated for the proposed action. However, the no action
alternative could result in the release of friable asbestos because of continued
degradation of the older buildings. Demolition of the buildings could result in the
release of asbestos, but this will be minimized by use of standard asbestos
abatement procedures required by the USAF.

» Cumulative Impacts: Cumulative impacts due to the no action alternative or
proposed action are expected to be negligible.

It is concluded that the proposed action will result in a slight improvement in the environment
could be expected. In general, the overall impact of the proposed action would be less than
that of the no action alternative. Thus, the conclusion of this environmental assessment is
to issue a finding of no significant impact.
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1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

NAFB is located in the southeast corner of the state of Nevada north of Las Vegas and east
of North Las Vegas in Clark County. NAFE is part of the United States Air Force's Air
Combat Command and is home to the largest Advance Air Command Training Center in the
world. NAFB provides training for composite strike forces that include every type of aircraft
in the USAF inventory. Training is also conducted in conjunction with air and ground units of
the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps as well as air forces from other allied nations.

As would be expected for any military operation, a viable, state-of-the art communications
system is critical. The current facilities available for communication systems at NAFB are
geographically separated in three different buildings that are old and in need of repair. In
addition, these buildings have serious problems with water leakage, which can lead to
equipment damage and failure, Good, efficient communications are mandatory for the
operations and maintenance of a facility as large as NAFB and the Nellis Testing and
Training Range. With these facts in mind, it was determined that a new, updated facility

capable of future growth should be constructed to house a consolidated communications
operation.

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

Current operational readiness at NAFB is degraded due to the risk of failure of the base
network control center facility, which provides communication services to over 8,000 users
across three wings, as well as the Air Warfare Center. A consolidated communications
squadron facility (CCSF) is needed because the current facility is located in an aged and
unsafe building. The new building would provide a more centrally located communication
customer service area and would facilitate necessary and future network control center
expansions. Currently, 99 CS occupies three geographically separated, asbestos laden 35
year old buildings, which hamper facility upgrades and expansions. Building 838,
constructed in 1855, has already been assigned a Facility Condition Code 3 (forced use)
designation and is currently on the base facility demolition list. Building 589, which houses
critical network control center operations and support areas, is damaged with a large crack
in the roof spanning over 150 fi. and 3 in. wide in some areas. This crack allows water to
continually leak on internal ceiling tiles, causing them to collapse and expose asbestos. A
leaky roof and moist conditions put network equipment at risk. Damage to network
equipment could result in complete loss of network capabilities and could severely impact
the following communication services at NAFB: NIPRNET, SIPRNET, all messaging
services, e-mail, internet, base paging network, and several other services that are critical to
the flying mission. Buildings 589 and 595 have both suffered extensive damage to carpet
and furniture due to water leaks. Several offices have been closed temporarily due to
damage. Support for flight operations, which includes television production, graphics, and
photography customer service areas, are located in two different buildings that are
geographically separated. This separation is in violation of AF| 33-117, paragraph 1.8,
“Consolidating visual information activities.” Current buildings cannot efficiently support the
growing communications mission. Thus, the purpose of the proposed action is to provide a

new, consolidated building that will properly house and secure the communications systems
for NAFB.
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Photograph 1. Building 589 currently housing the base network control center.

Photograph 2. Building 839.
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Photograph 3. Building 585
1.2 NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

Without modernization of the communications facilities, continued forced operations in
dispersed, sub-standard facilities places NAFB communications in a position detrimental to
command and control, and at risk of failure due to inadequate working environments. The
current situation decreases operational readiness and the ability to effectively support the
war-fighting mission. It also jeopardizes the overall security of the base. The 99"
Communications Squadron will continue to expend scarce resources, operating in separate
and inadequate buildings. The predicated rapid future growth of NAFEB will continue to place
a huge operating burden on existing substandard communication facilities. Without
question, a new CCSF is needed fo efficiently accommodate the current and growing
communications mission.

1.3 REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

This Environmental Assessment (EA) is prepared in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA){Public Law [PL] 91-190, 1969, as amended), the Council
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of
NEFA (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 1500-1508, 1993), and Air Force Instruction
(AFl) 32-7061, the Environmental Impact Analysis Process. The NEFA (PL 91-190, 1969)
requires federal agencies to consider environmental consequences of all proposed actions
in their decision-making process. The intent of NEPA is to protect, restore, or enhance the
environment through a well-informed decision-making process. The CEQ was established
under the NEPA to implement and oversee federal policy in this process. To this end, the
CEQ issued the Regulations for Impiementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR
1500-1508, 1993). AFI 32-7061 implements the CEQ regulations within the USAF.

The NEPA process is intended to assist the decision makers in understanding the
environmental consequences of their actions and in taking appropriate measures that

Consolidated Communications Squadron Facility Page 1-3
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protect, restore, and enhance the environment. Other federal statutes that may apply to the
proposed action are listed in Table 1-1

Table 1-1. Other Major Federal Environmental Statutes, Regulations, and

Environmental

Resource

Executive Orders Applicable to Federal Projects

Statutes

Air

Clean Air Act (CAA) of 1970 (PL 95-85), as amended in 1977 and 1990 {F"!.
891-604): U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Subchapter C-Air
Programs (40 CFR 52-99)

Moise

Noise Control Act of 1972 (PL 92-574) and Amendments of 1978 (PL 95-
609); EPA, Subchapter G-Noise Abatement Programs (40 CFT 201-211)

Viater

Federal Water Pollution Control Act (FWPCA) of 1972 (PL 92-500) and
Amendments: Clean Water Act (CWA) of 1877 (PL 85-217), EPA,
Subchapter D-Water Programs (40 CFR 100-148), Water Quality Act of 1987
(PL 100-4); EPA, Subchapter N-Effluent Guidelines and Standards (40 CFR
401-471); Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) of 1872 (PL 95-523) and
Amendments of 1988 (PL 99-339); EPA, National Drinking Water
Regulations and Underground Injection Control Program (40 CFR 141-149)

Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976 (PL 94-579),
Military Lands Withdrawal Act (PL 98-606); Land Withdrawal Regulations (43
CFR 2300). Southern Nevada Public Land Management Act of 1988 (PL
105-263)

Biological Resources

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918; Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958
(PL 85-654); Sikes Act of 1960 (PL BE-97) and Amendments of 1986 (PL 99-
561) and 1997 (PL 105-85 Title XXIX). Endangered Species Act of 1973 (PL
93-205) and Amendments of 1988 (PL 100-478), Fish and Widlife
Conservation Act of 1980 (PL 96-366); Lacey Act Amendments of 19871 (PL
87-78)

Wetlands and
Floodplains

Section 401 and 404 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act of 1872 (PL
92-500); EPA, subchapter D-Water Programs 40 CFR 100-149 {105 ref);
Floodplain Management —1877 (Executive Crder [EQ] 11988). Protection of
Wetlands-1977 (EO 11980). Emergency Wellands Resources Act of 1986
(PL 99-845); North American Wetlands Consenvalion Act of 1989 (PL 101-
233)

Cultural Resources

National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 71866 (16 Uinited States Code
[USC] 470 et seq.) (PL 88-665) and Amendments of 1880 (PL 98-515) and
1982 (PL 102-575), Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural
Environment-1871 (EQ 11593); Indian Sacred Sites-19686 (EQ 13007);
American Indian Religious Freedom Act (AIRFA) of 1978 (PL 85-341);
Antiquities Act of 1906, Archaevlogical Resources Protection Act (ARPA) of
1979 (PL 96-95). Native American Graves Protection and Repairiation Act
(NAGPRA) of 1990 (PL 101-801)

SolidHazardous
Materials and Waste

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 (PL 94-5800), as
Amended by (PL 100-582); EPA, Subchapter |-Solid Wastes (40 CFR 240-
280), Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liabiity
Act (CERCLA) of 7980 (42 USC 9601) (PL 98-510); Toxic Substances
Control Act (PL 84-496), EPA, Subchapter R-Toxic Substances Control Act
{40 CFR 702-799); Federal Insecticide. Fungicide, and Rodenticide Control
Act (40 CFR 162-180); Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know
Act (40 CFR 300-399)

Federal Action to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and

Environmental Justice | Low-Income Populations (EQ 12898). Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety risks (EO 13045)
Consolidated Communications Squadron Facility Page 14
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Table 1-2. Permits that will be required for construction of the Communication
Squadron Facility and demolition of Buildings 589, 593, and 839.

Building

Permit Required

Mew Consolidated Dust Control Permit
Communications Squadron | Authority to Construct Permit
Facility Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
Demolition Motification Form
o NESHAP Notification of Asbestos Abatement Form {ASBO01)
Buikding 839 Dust Control Permit
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
Demolition Notification Form
v NESHAP Motification of Asbestos Abatement Form (ASBO1)
Building 595 Dust Control Parmit
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
Demolition Notification Form
Building 589 NESHAP Motification of Asbestos Abatement Form (ASBO1)

Dust Control Permit
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND
ALTERNATIVES

21 LOCATION OF THE PROJECT SITE

The project site is located approximately 5 miles northeast of Las Vegas, just east of North
Las Vegas. Nevada, The proposed action will be located on the northeast end of the
developed portion of NAFB (Figure 2-1). The location of Building 839, Building 595, Building
589, and the CCSF are shown on a USGS topographic map in Figure 2-2 and on a Base
map in Figure 2-3.

Figure 2-1. Regional map showing the location of the project area.
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Figure 2-2. USGS 7.5 minute topographic map showing the location of the consolidated
Communication facility at NAFB.
Sowurce: USGS 7.5 Minute Topogrpahic Map, North Las Vegas Quad

Consolidated Communications Squadron Facility Page 2-2
Final EA



Figure 2-3. Location of the project area on a map of a portion of NAFE.
Source. NAFB Chil Engineering

Current project site facilities include a paved parking lot, two one-story buildings (to be left in
place), five small portable storage units, outdoor picnic area, and a through street, Offut
Ave., which will be closed by the proposed action.

22 PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action is construction, operation, and maintenance of an 81,800 sq. ft. CCSF
to support the various communication and data processing requirements of the flying
mission at NAFB. The location of the proposed action is shown in Figure 2-4. The CCSF is
Consolidated Commumicabons Squadron Facity Page 2-3
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to be located at NAFB on a parcel bounded on the west by March Boulevard, the north by
Beale Avenue, the east by Holloman Avenue, and the south by Fitzgerald Boulevard. The
facility will span across Offut Avenue, blocking it as a though base route at the site. The
facility will support critical functions including Command Section, Network Control Center
Services, Communications Maintenance Work Centers, Television Production, Photographic
Elements, and all other administrative support areas. Approximately 350 persons will be
housed in this facilty. The facility will provide a “One-Stop Shop™ for customer
communication requirements. In addition, forced production measures will be designed to
comply with DOD standards. The facility will support Indian Springs and NAFB with e-mail,

communications, telephone, mail, secure telephone, and classified and unclassified
networks.

The building will be a two-story building of conventional construction methods. The site plan
and design of the facility have been envisioned to be a campus design with consideration
given regarding space planning, architectural considerations, and future facility growth. The
proposed action does not include any modifications to perimeter streets and associated curb
and gutters with the exception of cut-throughs for new driveways onto the new site.

Site improvements include;
» New sidewalks to connect building entrances to parking areas and street
intersections,
140 personal parking spaces
20 government-owned vehicle spaces
Loading dock
New landscape design that complies with the base landscape plan

This proposed action also includes the demolition of the three buildings currently used for
supporting the communications squadron activities. Demolition will not proceed until the
new CCSF and ITN room have been constructed since no space is available to
accommodate these functions if demolition is conducted at the same time as construction.
Building 839 is currently designated for demolition due to unsafe conditions. Buildings 589
and 595 are in such poor condition that renovation is not a cost effective option. These
buildings are also to be demolished as part of this project.

The proposed site for the CCSF and the buildings to be demolished is illustrated on aerial
photographs in Figures 2-4 through 2-6. Copies of AF Form 813 and DD Form 1391c are
provided in Appendix A for more detailed information on the project.
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Figure 2-4. Aenal photograph of the proposed location of the consolidated communications

squadron facility and surmounding area at NAFB.
Source: Clark County Tax Assessor Office. Aerigl Dated Spring 2003.
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Figure 2-5. Aeral photograph of Building 832 and surrounding area at NAFB.

Sowrce: Clark County Tax Assessor Office. Aerial Dated Spring 2003,
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2-6. Aerial photograph of Buildings 589 and 585 and surmounding area at NAFB.

Sowrce: Clark Counfy Tax Assessor Office. Aerial Dated Spring 2003.
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2.3  ALTERNATIVES

In determining the proposed site and action for this project, a preliminary analysis of
reasonable options for accomplishing the projects was conducted. Several of the options
considered were status quo, renovation of previously constructed buildings, upgrading or
removal of currently constructed buildings, and new construction. The analysis indicated
that only one option would meet operational requirements, and that option was the proposed
action.

24 NOACTION ALTERNATIVE

The no action altemative would be to continue communication operations at NAFB in the
current facilities. Construction of a new facility would not be implemented. As previously
mentioned, these facilities are rapidly degrading and would require significant repair. Water
leakage is a serious problem in all three buildings. In addition, the current space available
within these buildings is not adequate for the current and growing communications mission.
From an operations standpoint, the no action alternative is not a truly viable option, but will
be used as such since it is the best alternative available for this EA.
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
3.1  GEOLOGY/PHYSIOGRAPHY

NAFB is situated within the Las Vegas Valley, which is a basin in the Basin and Range
physiographic province of Nevada. The Las Vegas Valley is surrounded by mountains
comprised primarily of sedimentary and volcanic bedrock. The project area lies on fiat
alluvial deposits derived from various kinds of rocks, which eventually formed soils with a
high content of lime. The alluvial sediments are generally fine to coarse grained in the
project area. It is estimated that the Valley fill deposits range from 2,000 ft. to 5,000 ft. thick
beneath NAFB.

Because the site is located on an alluvial plain, topography tends to be relatively flat with
slopes generally less than 1 percent. The project site itself is almost completely level with a
slight slope toward the south-southeast. Mo active faults are found in the project area or its
vicinity. The site is located in Seismic Zone 2B, which is an area of moderate damage
potential. Current design standards for NAFB require that new facilities be built according to
Seismic Zone 4 standards. Figure 3-1 is a USGS 7.5 minute topographic map that shows
the geologic outcrops found on the project site and vicinity.
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Figure 3-1. USGS 7 5 minute topographic map showing the geologic outcrops
on the project site and vicinity,
Source: Nevada Bureau of Mines and Geofogy. 1993. Geologic Maps of Nevada.
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3.2 SOlLs

The project site is located on the soil mapping unit listed as urban land. This mapping unit
has been heavily impacted by excavation and other urban development activities resulting in
a loss of identifiable native soil characteristics. However, most of the surrounding area lies
over the Las Vegas-Destazo complex, 0 to 2 percent slope. That mapping unit is
approximately 60% Las Vegas gravelly fine sandy loam and 25% Destazo fine sandy loam.
Within this complex, the soils are aranged in a random pattern on a relic surface and are
very difficult to distinguish.

Las Vegas soils are shallow and well drained. These socils were derived in an alluvium
dominated by limestone, dolomite, and some lacustrine sediments with a high content of
lime. Typically, 25% of the surface is comprised of desert pavement with hardpan fragments
and pebbles. An indurated, lime-cemented hardpan is located at about 12 inches deep.
Las Vegas soils show moderately slow permeability above the hardpan. Runoff is slow, and
the hazard of water erosion is slight due to slope. The hazard of soil blowing is high and the
soil is subject to rare periods of flooding during prolonged, high-intensity storms.

The Destazo soil is very deep and well drained. It also was formed in an alluvium derived
from limestone, dolomite, and sediments having a high content of lime. Like the Las Vegas
soil, about 25% of the surface of this soil is covered with a desert pavement of pebbles and
lime nodules. Unlike the Las Vegas soil, the Destazo soil does not have a hardpan. In
general, the texture of this scil is a fine sandy loam on the surface 12 inches. Underlying
subsoils tend to be very gravelly to extiremely gravelly sandy clay loams. At about 62 inches
deep, this soil becomes a light brown sandy loam. The Destazo soil is characterized by
moderately slow permeability, slow runoff, and a slight hazard of water erosion. Like the
Las Vegas soil, the hazard of soil blowing is high.

The main limitation for construction of dwellings on these soils is the hazard of flooding.
Dikes and channels with outlets for floodwater can be used to protect buildings from
flooding. Frequent irrigation of landscaped areas is often required because of limited
available water capacity of the soil. In addition, ornamental plants and grasses that are not
sensitive to lime-induced chlorosis should be used for landscaping. Chlorosis can be
minimized by annual applications of iron chelates.

On the project site, the entire surface area, with the exception of a small area in the center,
is covered by concrete, asphalt parking lots, or gravel. It can be assumed that much of the
area under these features is probably comprised of base material overlying native soils.

Figure 3-2 shows soil mapping units found on the project site as well as NAFB and
surrounding areas.

3.3 CLIMATE

Climate in the Las Vegas Valley area is typical of the desert southwest, having hot summers
and mild winters. The growing season averages about 223 days. Precipitation averages
approximately 4 inches per year. In general, rainfall is distributed evenly across the year
with a very slight wet period from April through September. As in most desert climates,
average relative humidity is about 20% by mid afternoon. The sun shines 90% of the time in
summer and 80% in winter. Prevailing winds are generally from the southwest and are
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ng with an average of 11 mph, Wind velocities can be relatively high,
resulting in blowing dust and sand.

Figure 3-2. Aenal photograph of the project site and vicinity as shown

in the soil survey showing soil mapping units.
Sowce: Speck, RL 1985 Soil survey of Las Vegas Ares Nevada. Natural Resource Conservation Service,
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3.4  MINERALS AND ENERGY RESOURCES

The project site is located in a well-developed portion of NAFB, which lies over alluvial
deposits. Potential for minerals and energy resources is very low in this area. Therefore,
minerals and energy resources will not be impacted by this project.

3.5 VISUAL RESOURCES

The project site is located in an alluvial valley, which affords picturesque views of distant
mountain ranges. At the current time, views of natural features in the area are obstructed by
man-made structures at NAFB. |n addition, the only historic structure found on NAFB is the
Thunderbird hangar, which is located several blocks to the east of the project site and is
already obstructed by other buildings and facilities.

36 CULTURAL RESOURCES

3.6.1 Historic Properties

NAFB has been surveyed for historic buildings and structures. No historic properties eligible
for nomination to the Natural Registration of Historic Places were identified. In addition, the
Nevada State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) has concurred that final inventory and
evaluation activities on NMAFB have been completed. The only property that may be
designated as a historic landmark is the Thunderbird hangar located east of the project site.
Based on these findings, it is determined that historic properties will not be a concemn for this
project.

3.6.2 Prehistoric Sites

NAFB has been surveyed for prehistoric and historic archeological resources. No sites
eligible for nomination in the National Register have been identified in or adjacent to the
project site,

3.6.3 Traditional Cultural Resources

NAFE has been actively cooperating with Native American groups to identify traditional
cultural resources, sacred areas, and traditional use areas. NAFB has continued to work
with these groups to further identify these resources. However, no known traditional cultural

resources, sacred areas, or traditional use areas have been identified on NAFB (U.S. Air
Force, 1999),

3.7 WILDERNESS AREAS

No wildemess areas, parks, or wildlife management areas have been designated on or near
NAFB.

3.8 WATER RESOURCES
No natural water resources are found within the project site. This includes floodplains,

streams, wetlands, and groundwater recharge areas. The closest jurisdictional waters are
tributaries that flow into a wash located between the aircraft runways and Sunset Mountain,
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which eventually flows into Las Vegas Wash. In addition, no wild and scenic rivers are
located in the vicinity of the project site.

3.9 AIRQUALITY

The Clean Air Act (CAA), Title 40 CFR Parts 50 and 51, dictates that the National Ambient
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), established by the EPA, must be maintained nationwide.
The NAAQS were established to protect the public heaith and welfare with an adequate
margin of safety. The NAAQS include standards for six “criteria” pollutants: ozone (Os),
nitrogen dioxide (NO:), carbon monoxide (CO), “respirable” Particulates (Particulate Matter
Less than 10 Microns in Diameter [PMsc]), sulfur dioxide (SO:), and lead (Pb). These
standards include short-term standards (1-hour, 8-hour, or 24-hour periods) for pollutants

with acute health effects, and long-term standards (annual average) for pollutants with
chronic health effects.

Portions of Clark County immediately surrounding Las Vegas and encompassing the project
area are designated as a “serious” CO non-attainment area and a “serious” PMy non-
attainment area. The CO problem was changed from “moderate” to “serious” non-attainment
in 1896. The CO problem in Clark County is related primarily to automobile traffic,
accentuated by regional topography and weather patterns resulting in strong temperature
inversions. Roughly 96 percent of the CO in Clark County originates from cars and trucks.
Traffic congestion in and around the city center is considered to be the main cause of the
high concentration of CO. More than 19 million vehicle miles are traveled each day in the
Las Vegas area. Steady population growth is predicted to raise this by at least 1 million
miles per day each year. Wood-burning stoves and fireplaces comprise the second largest
source of CO in the county (Clark County. 1998).

Additionally, the USEPA has designated a larger area for the boundary for the Las Vegas 8-
hour ozone nonattainment area. However, the boundary includes is nearly the same as
CO/PM,; non-attainment area with respect to NAFB. The remainder of Clark County is
designated unclassified/attainment for ozone and includes the adjacent counties. While the
nonattainment area is smaller than Clark County, it is still one of the largest nonattainment
areas in the country.

Visibility is another issue associated with air quality. NAFB is located in the Las Vegas
Valley where visibility is continually hampered by air poliutants, especially dust and
vehicle emissions. These materials and gases are often trapped in the valley area
and become concentrated to the point where visibility is significantly decreased or
the color of the air is significantly changed.

310 NOISE

Noise is definitely a problematic issue at NAFB, mostly due to noise originating from
incoming and outgoing aircraft. NAFB has supported operations of nearly every type of
aircraft in the DOD inventory. It has served as a home station for a variety of attack and
fighter aircraft as well as helicopters. The base has also supported a wide range of transient
aircraft participating in major exercises in the NTTR. Through its more than 58 years of
operation, the mix of based and transient aircraft using NAFB has varied, and the shape and
extent of areas affected by noise has varied accordingly.
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At NAFB, the main source of noise is arriving and departing aircraft. In general, most noise
levels are in the moderate range with the exception of relatively high levels recorded at the
airstrip. Beyond the boundaries of NAFB, noise levels are considered quiet to moderate. A
detailed discussion of aircraft noise and measurements in the vicinity of NAFB is provided in
Air Force, 1999, Because of the level of development around NAFB, noise is more of a
problem for humans living in the vicinity of NAFB versus natural resources in the vicinity.
Other sources of noise at NAFB include explosions originating from the detonation of
unexploded ordnances and quarrying activities in Area Il.

Published studies (Plotkin, et al., 1981, 1992) have characterized the noise conditions for
the base and surrounding area in 1981 and 1992. Thus, the highest levels of noise are
centered on the flight lines, with noise levels decreasing for sites or receptors located
remote from the flight line. The 1981 and 1992 studies modeled 460 and €14 airfield
operations, respectively (USAF, 1888). In 1887, a noise study for NAFB was conducted to
reflect the aircraft mix and use patterns at that time. The study included 80 airfield operations by
based aircraft and 250 airfield operations by transient aircraft to represent an average busy day.
Figure 3-3 is an illustration of the noise zones located at the project site and around the
buildings to be demolished according to the 1987 study. According to this figure, the CCSF
lies in an area that experiences between 75 and 80 maximum level decibel quantity. With
the exception of back-up warning signals, most other noise sources relative to construction
and operation on this area would not exceed these levels. Buildings 589, 595, and 839 all
lie in an area experiencing a maximum level decibel quantity of 70. In general, the CCSF

and Buildings 589, 595, and 839 all experience noise levels above those under normal
conditions.

3.11 LAND USE
3.11.1 CCSF

The CCSF will be constructed on a site that is currently being used for parking and
picnicking. The only structures located on the site are two picnic shelters located in the
central portion of the property. Most of the remainder of the site is either covered in asphalt
or gravel. Portions of the site contain gravel landscaping with cactus and other vegetation.
Several small shade trees are located along a sidewalk on the south side of the property,

and two large trees are located in the central portion of the property. These trees have been
planted in an area that is covered in sod grass.

The properties surrounding the CCSF site are all used by the Air Force for various purposes.
In most cases, the CCSF property is buffered from other facilities by parking lots, gravel-
covered areas, or roads. The only buildings located adjacent to the property are Building
899, 890, 94, and 45. These buildings are either used for dormitories, office buildings, or
storage facilities. This is easily observed in Figure 3-4, which is a drawing of the project
area and adjacent properties. Photographs 4-8 in Appendix B show different views of the
site. Land use on properties adjacent to the project area includes a groundwater treatment
facility located east of the project area, a dormitory located northwest of the project area,
and a storage area and fueling facility located to the north.
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Figure 3-3. Moise zones located at the project site as determined by studies
conducted for the F/A environmental impact statement in 1898,
{USAF, 1999)
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Figure 3-4. Current condition of the project site for the construction of the Consolidated
Communications Squadron Facility at NAFB.
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3.11.2 Building 595 and 589

Buildings 585 and 589 are located in a block bounded by Washington Avenue 1o the west,
Swaab Boulevard to the north, Carswell Avenue to the east, and Devlin Drive to the south
(Figure 3-5). Also located on this block are Buildings 588, 586, and 610. Interspersed
between the buildings are parking lots and some vegetated areas. Land use on the project
sites is restricted to commercial buildings and parking.

All land uses surrounding the project area are related to Air Force activities. Immediately to
the east is the Air Warfare Center, which basically houses offices and other facilities. To the
northeast are some residential areas, and to the north is the Officers Club, which includes
parking lots, tennis courts, and other recreational facilities. Northeast of the project area is
the Mount Vernon dining facility with other office buildings located immediately to the east.
South of the project area is the Base Exchange, the Enlisted Club, the theatre, bowling
center, and Burger King. In general, the site is surrounded by Air Force facilities equivalent
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Figure 3-5. Drawing showing the land use around Buildings 595 and 589,

3.11.3 Building 839

Building 839 is located at the intersection of Elisworth Avenue and Depot Road. The
facilities are predominantly used for commercial purposes, and include office buildings.
parking lots, and an auto hobby shop. Adjacent land uses are also commercial Air Force
uses, including a large storage area and the engineering center, which is located south of
Building 839, across Depot Road. West of Building 839 is an open field, and northwest is a
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standard oil company tank farm. Figure 3-6 is a drawing showing major facilities and land
uses in and around Building 839.
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Figure 3-6. Drawing showing land use around Building 838.

3.12 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

3.12.1 Vegetation

Approximately 5% of the parcel selected for the CCSF supports vegetation. Vegetation is
restricted to omamental woody plants and turf grasses, including Kentucky bluegrass (Poa
pratensis) and creeping red fescue (Festuca rubra). The remainder of the site does not
support vegetation, with the exception of a few cacti grown in gravel gardens. All of the
plants are omamental species that can either be destroyed or excavated and moved to
another site during construction.

Similarly, Building 595 and 589 are located in areas that are mostly covered with asphait
and/or gravel. Some areas immediately adjacent to the buildings support small expanses of
turf grass and omamental plants. Building 839 is surrounded by gravel and asphalt parking
lots. A few ornamental woody plants and cacti have been planted immediately adjacent to
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the building. Owerall, the vegetation at Building B39 restricted to omamental native species
and is established along the outside edge of the building.

3.12.2 Wildlife

All portions of the project area are located in well-developed sections of NAFB. Very little
wildlife food or habitat is available in the immediate area of these buildings and lots. Most of
the mammals are restricted to small rodents, and possibly incidental occurrences of larger,
gregarious mammals traversing the sites. Currently, the area is used by some of the more
gregarious species of birds, such as house sparrows. common grackles, and mourning
dove.

3.12.3 Endangered and Threatened Species

Because the project area is located in a developed, commercial area, it is highly unlikely that
any endangered species have become established on the project area. Field observations
confirm this assumption. Although the site lies in the range of the desert tortoise and the

Las Vegas bear poppy, habitat capable of supporting these species is not present on any of
the sites.

NAFB lies in the low elevation Creosote/\White Bursage community, which is characteristic of
the Mojave Desert and appears to support several different species of bats (USAF, 1997b).
Some species of bats could conceivably inhabit cracks and crevices of the roofs and walls of
Buildings 595, 588, and 839. Although no evidence of bats was observed, the buildings
should be inspected prior to demolition to ensure that bats are not nesting in the structures
at the time of demalition.

313 AIRSPACE

The proposed site for the CCSF, as well as the sites where demolition will occur, is located
west of air space commonly used by incoming and outgoing aircraft.

3.14 SAFETY

All operations at NAFB are conducted with strict adherence to safety features. The project
areas are located away from flight lines and should in no way impact the safety of incoming
and outgoing aircraft or any flight line activities.

3.15 SOCIOECONOMICS

Clark County is the most heavily populated area in Nevada and is considered the fastest-
growing metropolitan county in the U.S. {U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis, 1997). As of
July, 1996, the population of Clark County was estimated to be 1.12 million (Clark County,
1896). The fast growth of Clark County has resulted in a comresponding increase in a
demand for quality housing in the region. In the time from 1970 to 1990, housing increased
241%, while the demand for housing increased only 227%, which indicated a housing
surplus (U.S. Bureau of the Census).

According to the 2000 census, the city of North Las Vegas posted a population of 115,488,
of which 55.93% was white, 37.61% Hispanic. and 19% African-American (areaConnect,
2004). In contrast, the population of Clark County in the year 2000 was 1.376 million
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(Epodunk, 2004). While the average age of inhabitants of North Las Vegas was 28.8,
approximately 54.6% of the population of Clark County lies in the age range from 25-64.
Also, in Clark County, whites comprise 71.6% of the population, while African-Americans
comprise 9.1%, and Hispanics, 22%. By the year 2000, total housing units were 559,799,
which showed a considerable increase over the past. Housing costs have been increasing
significantly over the past years, resulting in a median price of approximately $143,900 (U.S.
Census Bureau, 2000).

3.16 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

On February 11, 1994, President Clinton issued EQ 12898, Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-income Populations. The purpose of the order is
to avoid the disproportionate placement of adverse environmental, economic, social, or
health impacts from federal actions and policies on minority and low-income populations.
The first step in the process is to identify minority and low-income populations that might be
affected by implementation of the proposed action or no action alternative. It is the critical
step in addressing environmental justice

The proposed action for this EA is located in the developed portion of NAFE and will not
impact any low income or minority populations.

347 UTILITIES

Information on the existing utility systems at NAFB was derived from a brief description of
those utilities provided in NAFB (2002). The electrical distribution system at NAFB is
supplied from a base-owned substation, which is supplied from a single 69-kV Mevada
Power Company incoming primary feed (Headquarters Air Combat Command, 2001).
Ultimately, all power is drawn from the Hoover Dam power grid. The base substation is
located adjacent to the north gate. The power is distributed throughout the base via
545,000 linear feet (LF) of overhead cables, and 441,000 LF of underground cables,
According to Headquarters Air Combat Command (1998), NAFB has met the criteria
established by the Air Force as being “PCB-free.” However, equipment containing PCBs
may be present within the installation,

The electrical distribution system for the CCSF currently exists as an overhead cable along
the east side of the property. One transformer is located in that area. Additionally, Buildings
839, 589, and 595 all receive their power via overhead cabling. During demolition of the
buildings, care should be taken to ensure that any transformers removed from the site do
not contain PCBs. More than likely, overhead cabling will be replaced with underground
cabling for any new construction and for construction of the CCSF.

NAFB obtains its potable water supply from nine water wells located on the base, as well as
from the Southern Nevada Water Authority. A small amount of water is also purchased from
the city of North Las Vegas. Water is stored on base in eight water storage tanks and is
distributed via transmission lines throughout the base.

Wastewater from NAFB is discharged into the Clark County sanitation district for treatment
at their wastewater treatment plant. The wastewater system on base includes 382 000 LF
of gravity sewer mains and twelve sewage pumping stations. On the average, the base

discharges approximately 1.5 mgd of wastewater. Domestic wastewater accounts for 90-
95% of discharge from the base.
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NAFB receives its natural gas via the Southwest Gas Company through a high-pressure gas
transmission line located along Las Vegas Boulevard North. The gas distribution system on
base has approximately 20 miles of gas mains and lateral lines. This distribution system is
owned an operated by NAFB.

3.18 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND ITEMS OF SPECIAL CONCERN
3.18.1 Hazardous and Petroleum Materials and Wastes

NAFB Plan 19-1, Facility Response Plan incorporates emergency response requirements of
the Clean Water Act, Clean Air Act, and RCRA into a single document. The plan describes
emergency response guidance as mandated by the Occupation Safety and Health
Administration as well as spill prevention, control, and countermeasures procedures
currently implemented at NAFB. Mone of the facilities involved in this proposed action
contain significant quantities of hazardous materials. However, some of the buildings in
adjacent properties are used for storage of petroleum products and hazardous materials or
wastes.

Procedures for the management of hazardous waste generated at NAFB are fully described
in the NAFB Plan 12, Hazardous Waste Management Plan (NAFB, 2000). As part of the
plan, hazardous waste is collected at initial accumulation points throughout the base and
transferred to a 90-day central accumulation site in Building 853. Within 90 days. a
permitted waste contractor determines the appropriate treatment and disposal options for
the materials and arranges for a licensed transporter to pick up the waste and transport it to
a disposal site.

Petroleum products typically stored at NAFB include motor fuels, solvents, and hydraulic
fluid. The project site for the CCSF is currently vacant and is not currently used for storage
or use of petroleum products. In addition, Buildings 839, 589, and 595 are currently used for
information technology, which typically does not entail use of significant quantities of
petroleumn products. Minor quantities of solvents and lubricants might be found on these
sites.

3.18.2 Storage Tanks

The new CCSF site, as well as Buildings 839, 589, 585, does not currently contain above-
ground or below-ground storage tanks. Howewver, some of the adjacent properties use
storage tanks for vehicle fuels. A vehicle fueling station is located northeast of the new

CCSF project site. In addition, the groundwater treatment system is located immediately
east of the project site.

3.18.3 Pesticides

The pest management program at NAFB integrates pest surveillance with control
methodolegies and is documented in the pest management plan for NAFB (NAFB, 2000).
At NAFB, pest management is the responsibility of the pest management section personnel.
Pesticides are applied according to pesticide label directions. The pest management
section maintains and monitors records of buildings, including chemicals issued by the
facility's improvement center, which dispenses pest control supplies to residents. Because
the new site for CCSF is a vacant lot, pesticide impacts are probably restricted to application
of herbicides and fertilizers for the small area of landscaping located on the property.
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Similarly, Buildings 839, 589, and 595 probably experience only routine application of
pesticides for control of pests common in the area. Because of the nature of the operations
conducted in the buildings, it is doubtful that any large quantities of pesticides are stored or
used in those areas.

3.18.4 Solid Waste

None of the sites included in the proposed action store, treat, or dispose of solid wa_sta on
site. Solid waste should not be an issue at any of these facilities with respect to the impact
of the proposed action.

3.18.5 Asbestos

Asbestos is not an issue on the new site selected for the CCSF. This is due to the fact that
no standing structure is present on the site at this time. However, asbestos-containing
materials (ACMs) may be present in Buildings 839, 589, and 595, due to their age. These
buildings should be inspected for ACMs prior to demolition.

3.18.6 Polychlorinated Biphenyls

As previously discussed, NAFB is currently under a PCB-free program. Thus, any new
transformers, etc., are probably PCB-free. Some of the older buildings may contain
transformers with PCBs. PCBs may also be present in the ballasts of older light fixtures.
Any old hydraulic equipment, light ballasts, and/or transformers should be inspected to
determine if they contain PCBs, If so, these should be properly disposed of, and the area

around the equipment should be sampled for PCBs that may have leaked from the
equipment in the past.

3.18.7 Radon

Radon is a naturally occurring, colorless, and odorless radioactive gas that is produced by
the radioactive decay of naturally occurring uranium. Uranium decays to radium and then
radon. Radon that is present in soil can enter a building through small spaces and openings
and can accumulate in enclosed areas such as basements.

Air Force policy requires implementation of the Air Force radon assessment and mitigation
program to determine levels of radon exposure to military personnel and their dependents.
This program is restricted to residential structures and schools. Problems with radon have
been detected in some residences on MAFB and could occur in some of the buildings.
However, this project involves demolition of buildings and construction of new buildings,
which will probably not result in radon being an issue.

3.18.8 Lead-Based Paint

Human exposure to lead has been determined to be an adverse health risk by both O5SHA
and the U.S. EPA. Common sources of exposure to lead include dust, soils, and paint. The
Department of Defense implemented a ban of lead-based paint use in 1978; however, it is
possible that facilities constructed prior to or during 1978 may contain lead-based paints.
Although lead-based paints are not a problem on the new CCSF site, they are a potential
problem for Buildings 838, 588, 595, Because these buildings are to be demolished, the
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presence of lead-based paints should not be a problem unless materials are to be recycled
and used in other construction projects.
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
4.1 GEOLOGY AND PHYSIOGRAPHY
4.1.1 No Action Alternative

The no action alternative should have no direct impacts to outcrops and geologic formations,
geologic faults, or topography. Because the site is located in Seismic Zone 2B, only moderate
damage to buildings would be expected. However, Buildings 589, 595, and 839 are old,
considered somewhat structurally unstable and were not built to withstand seismic activity.
Because this alternative would continue use of these buildings, there is a higher potential for
significant damage by an earthquake causing a major impact to base communications.

4.1.2 Proposed Action

Minor impacts to the upper geologic layer would be expected due to shallow excavation
activities and some drilling and placement of piers for building structures. However, the outcrop
at the project site is an alluvial deposit, which would be extremely resistant 1o excavation and
drilling. Although the proposed action will involve excavation and drilling, the area will be
brought back to near-original contours, and no impact to topography is anticipated. Buildings
589, 595, and 839, which are potentially susceptible to earthquakes, would be demolished by
this action, and new buildings structurally designed to withstand earthquakes would be
constructed

4.2 SOILS
4.21 No Action Alternative

With the no action alternative, soils will remain in tact, resulting in no impacts to plant growth
and vegetative cover. Soils will remain protected by gravel and vegetation, minimizing the
potential for wind erosion. Additionally, no water erosion is expected from this action due the
presence of vegetative or gravel cover and the flat topography.

4.2.2 Proposed Action

Considerable disturbance and removal of the soil surface will occur during construction and
demolition. This will remove many of the plants currently growing on the soil surface. Removal
of soils will also result in impacts to the re-establishment of vegetation due to the fact that an
undisturbed soil profile will no longer be present. The impacts could be positive if the soil has
previously been impacted or the soil surface is compacted. Regardless, impacts would be
minimized if topsoil is stockpiled separately and returned to the soil surface after construction is
completed. During the construction phase of the project, exposure of soils to wind and
stormwater runoff can result in some soil loss. This will be minimized by adherence to Best
Management Practices (AF| 32-7080 Pollution Prevention Program) required by the USAF and
for construction projects in the state of Nevada.
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43 CLIMATE

4.3.1 No Action Alternative

Mo impacts to climate are anticipated.
4.3.2 Proposed Action

Because of the small size of this project, no impacts to climate are anticipated. However, some
changes in microclimates due to shading by the building could result in an improvement in
habitat diversity.

44 MINERAL AND ENERGY RESOURCES

4.4.1 No Action Alternative

Because no mineral or energy resources have been discovered on NAFB, no impacts to those
resources are anticipated.

44.2 Proposed Action

Because no mineral or energy resources have been discovered on NAFB, no impacts to those
resources are anticipated.

4.5 VISUAL RESOURCES
4.5.1 No Action Alternative

This action results in no new buildings being constructed on the currently vacant parcel to be
used for the CCSF. Thus, residents of the dormitory and office buildings will continue to have
an unobstructed view of mountains to the east and west of NAFB. Some obstruction of the
viewscape is occurring at this time, but the presence of an empty parcel improves viewscapes
significantly. Viewscapes from areas adjacent to Buildings 589, 595, and 839 will continue to be
obstructed by those buildings.

The vacant parcel will remain in place with some vegetation, but in general will provide very few
visual aesthetics. Buildings 839, 589, and 595 will remain in place in the no action alternative.
These buildings are in disrepair and becoming somewhat unattractive causing a negative
impact on visual aesthetics for the base.

4.5.2 Proposed Action

Viewscapes from the buildings and dorms adjacent to the site of the proposed action will be
obstructed by construction of the new CCSF. In some cases, surrounding mountains and other
landscapes will no longer be visible, Viewscapes for buildings adjacent to at Buildings 595,
589, and 839 will probably remain unchanged, due to the fact that following demolition, new
buildings will be probably be constructed.

The CCSF will be designed in a manner to match the architectural landscape of NAFB. In
addition, the current landscape plan for NAFB dictates that new construction must be
landscaped with native plants. Both of these changes associated with the proposed action
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should result in an improvement in the aesthetics of this site. Additionally, demolition of
Buildings 839, 589, and 595 will result in an overall improvement of the visual aesthetics of
those areas of the base. Those buildings will probably be replaced by improved landscaping
and architectural design.

46 CULTURAL RESOURCES
4.6.1 No Action Alternative

With the exception of the Thunderbird Hangar, no historic properties have been designated on
NAFE, and no impacts are anticipated. Additionally, no prehistoric sites and no known traditional
cultural resources, sacred areas, or traditional areas have been identified on NAFB. Therefore,
no impacts are anticipated.

46.2 Proposed Action

With the exception of the Thunderbird Hangar, no historic properties have been designated on
NAFB, and no impacts are anticipated. Additionally, no prehistoric sites and no known traditional
cultural resources, sacred areas, or traditional use areas have been identified on NAFB.
Therefore. no impacts are anticipated.

4.7 WILDERNESS AREAS
4.7.1 No Action Alternative

No wilderness areas, state or national parks, or wildlife management areas have been
designated in or near NAFB, and no impacts are anticipated.

4.7.2 Proposed Action

No wilderness areas, state or national parks, or wildlife management areas have been
designated in or near NAFB, and no impacts are anticipated.

4.8 WATER RESOURCES

481 No Action Alternative

The project sites do not lie in floodplains, and no changes in runoff characteristics should impact

floodplains. Additionally, the no action alternative is not expected to impact streams, wetlands,
or groundwater.

4.8.2 Proposed Action

The proposed action does not lie in a 100-year floodplain. In addition, drainage characteristics
of the land surface will not be significantly impacted by construction of CCSF or demolition of
Buildings 595, 589, and 835, which will result in no changes in the volume of stormwater
originating from these areas and eventually flowing into tributaries of the Las Vegas Wash.
Wetlands and streams are not located in or near the proposed action are not expected to be
impacted directly or indirectly by the action. The site does not lie over a recharge zone and

construction does not entail extensive drilling or deep excavation. Therefore impacts to
groundwater are not anticipated
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49 AIR QUALITY

4.9.1 No Action Alternative

The no action alternative is not expected to impact the quality of air at NAFB
49.2 Proposed Action

Construction and excavation activities on the CCSF site will probably result in short-term
elevation of particulate matter in the air in the immediate vicinity of construction. In addition,
demolition of Buildings 595, 589, and B39 also has the potential to cause short-term elevation in
particulate matter if mitigative measures are not taken. The source of particulate matter will be
blowing dust and some carbon originating from diesel engines. The emissions of PM10 were
calculated using the Department of Air Quality Management default emission factor of 1.66
Ibs/acre-day and a total area of 7.26 acres. This calculation assumes the worst case scenario
of all four sites having soils exposed during a year period. The calculation of PM10 for the
proposed action is as follows:

PM10 (tons/year)=
(1.66 Ibs/acre-day)*(365 days/year)*(7.26 acres)"(1 ton/2000 Ibs) =
2.2 tons/year

Use of construction equipment for demolition of Buildings 595, 589, and 839, as well as
construction on the CCSF site may cause localized, minor increases in carbon monoxide on the
short term.

The boiler to be used in the CCSF is estimated to be no larger than 1.26 MM BTU. The boiler
would require an ATC permit before operation and a Lo-NOx bumer on the boiler would be
necessary. Table 4-1 shows a comparison of the emissions predicted for the CCSF and
demolition of buildings 595, 589, and 839, de minimus quantities, 2004 total emissions of NAFB,
and the total allowable emissions being proposed for the new Title V permit for NAFB.

Table 4-1. Comparison of the emissions predicted for the CCSF and demolition of
buildings 595, 589, and 839, de minimus quantities, 2004 total emissions of NAFE, and
the total allowable emissions being proposed for the new Title V pemmit for NAFB.

i NO, Co PM.; vOC

SIS (tonslyr) (tonsiyr) (tonslyr) (tonsiyr)
Demolition/Construction 0 1] ;
Boiler 0.54 0.45 0.04 0.03
Total for Proposed Action 0.54 0.45 224 0.03
De minimus 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
Max Allowable under Title 50.0 70.0 70.0 50.0
2004 Total NAFB Emissions 4.0 18.0 38.0 27.0

At NAFB, de minimus quantities would not apply since the activities are occurring on Nellis
property, would fall under the Title V permit, and would be a contributor to the cumulative total
emissions of the base, As shown in Table 4-1, the emissions released by the Proposed Action
are not going to contribute significantly to the cumulative total of emissions for the Base and will
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not cause NAFB to exceed Title V permit emission quantities. The Title V permit is currently
being submitted fo the state and includes the allowable total emissions for the Base. Emissions
will also be minimized by strict adherence to AF| 32-7040 (Air Quality Compliance),

410 NOISE

4.10.1 No Action Alternative

The no action alternative is not expected to impact the noise levels at NAFB.
4.10.2 Proposed Action

Operation of the new CCSF does not entail noise-producing actions. Therefore, no impacts to
noise levels are anticipated. Although the fate of the parcels currently supporting Buildings 595,
589, and 839 is not known at this time, it is doubtful that those actions will be noise-producing.
On the short-term, construction and demolition activities are noise-producing actions, However,
these actions will rarely produce noise levels higher than the ambient levels currently impacting
the site from aircraft and other sources,

411 LAND USE
4.11.1 No Action Alternative

The no action alternative will not impact land use on the project sites or on properties adjacent
to the project sites.

4.11.2 Proposed Action

Construction of the CCSF will result in a change in the use of the property site from a parking lot
and outside gathering area to a commercial office building surrounded by natural landscaping.
Within the context of the surrounding areas, this impact is minor, since adjacent properties are
in commercial or industrial use. The demolition of Buildings 535, 589, and 839 will probably not
result in a change in the land use of those properties, unless they are left as vacant lots. In
conclusion the proposed action will not significantly change land uses in the area of the project.

412 BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES

4.12.1 No Action Alternative

The no action alternative will not have an impact on vegetation, wildlife, or endangered species.

4.12.2 Proposed Action

Construction and excavation at the CCSF site will result in temporary removal of established
vegetation. Most of the vegetation on the site is comprised of landscape ornamental plants and
no natural plant populations are present. However, the removed vegetation will probably be
replaced by landscaped areas surrounding the CCSF. The current vegetation is landscaped
and no change in the type of vegetation is anticipated. The new landscaping will be native plant
species in compliance with the landscape management plan for the base. Demolition of
Buildings 595, 588, and 832 will result in some removal of vegetation in those areas. However,
vegetation is not a significant component of those areas at this time, and impacts would be
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considered temporary and minimal. New landscaping may be an improvement compared to the
present conditions.

Some temporary displacement of wildlife would be expected due to the construction of the
CCSF and the demolition of Buildings 595, 589, and 839. However, most of the wildlife
associated with these areas are transient birds and would probably move to adjacent properties
until construction was completed. Bats may be nesting in cracks and crevices of Buildings 839,
595, and 589. Buildings should be inspected prior to demolition to ensure that bats are either

not present or will be removed if present. In general, impacts to wildlife would be considered
minor.

Endangered and threatened species cumently do not inhabit any of the project areas, and
therefore would not be impacted by this action.

413 AIRSPACE
4.13.1 No Action Alternative
The no action alternative will not have an impact on airspace.

4.13.2 Proposed Action

The proposed action does not involve construction of any structures that could infringe on
airspace, therefore, not impacts to airspace are anticipated.

414 SAFETY

4.14.1 No Action Alternative

No impacts to safety are anticipated at the CCSF site. However, Buildings 595, 589, and 839
are currently considered old and unsafe. Continued use of these buildings could result in the
establishment of unsafe conditions and possible injury to residents or users

4.14.2 Proposed Action

No impacts to safety are anticipated by the proposed action. Construction activities could resuit
in some changes in automobile traffic patterns and impose potential unsafe conditions if proper
procedures are not followed. However, under current policies for construction and demolition,
safety on-and off-site should not be impacted. Demolition of Buildings 595, 589, and 839 would
result in the removal of buildings now presenting unsafe conditions resulting in positive impact
on safety.

415 SOCIOECONOMICS
4.15.1 No Action Alternative

No impacts to long- or short-term socioeconomic conditions in the area are anticipated to be
caused by the no action alternative.
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4.15.2 Proposed Action

On the short term, the proposed action would provide job opportunities for both non-professional
and professional contractors and subcontractors. Additionally, long-term operation of the
CCSF, as well as new facilities that may replace Buildings 595, 589, and 839, could result in
additional professional and technical level jobs for civilian and military personnel. Thus, positive
impacts on socioeconomics would be anticipated.

4.16 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
4.16.1 No Action Alternative

No impacts concerning environmental justice are anticipated as a result of the no action
alternative.

4.16.2 Proposed Action

No impacts concerning environmental justice are anticipated as a result of the proposed action.
417 UTILITIES
4.17.1 No Action Alternative

No impacts to electric utilities, water, wastewater or natural gas use is expected as a result of
the no action alternative.

4.17.2 Proposed Action

The new CCSF facility, as well as the buildings constructed at the current location of Buildings
595, 589, and 839, would probably require greater levels of electricity than currently being used
due to use of more electronic equipment and temperature control required for maintenance of
the equipment. This could be considered a positive impact, due to the additional income to the
local community. Natural gas usage may be slightly increased, but this would not be considered
significant. Proposed use of the CCSF does not involve significant use of natural gas.

None of the operations currently intended for the CCSF and for Buildings 595, 589, and 839 are
anticipated to use significant quantities of water. Therefore, impacts to water usage are
considered minimal. Wastewater discharge from NAFB should not be significantly increased by
the proposed action because the number of additional people employed at the new facility will
not be significant in terms of wastewater production.

418 HAZARDOUS WASTE AND ITEMS OF SPECIAL CONCERN

4.18.1 No Action Alternative

Hazardous and Petroleum Materials and Wastes. The no action alternative should have no
impacts to the current production or storage of hazardous materials and wastes.

Storage Tanks. No impacts to storage tanks are anticipated.

Pesticides. No impacts to pesticide use are anticipated.
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Solid Waste. No impacts to solid waste production are anticipated.

Asbestos. Continued degradation of Buildings 595, 589, and 839 could result in the release of
friable asbestos-containing materials, which would present an impact to users of those
buildings.

Polychlorinated Biphenyls. No impacts or releases of polychlorinated biphenyls are
anticipated as a result of the no action alternative.

Radon. Buildings 595, 589, and 839 could potentially have significant levels of radon.
However, this is usually only considered a problem in residential buildings. Potential exposure
of this material to building occupants is possible.

Lead-based Paints. No impacts from lead-based paints would be anticipated, due to the fact
that these buildings are not currently used for residential or educational purposes. However,
because of the age of the buildings, they probably contain some lead-based paint surfaces
which can present problems if the use of the building is changed to a use where lead paint
exposure is regulated.

4.18.2 Proposed Action

Hazardous and Petroleum Materials and Wastes. The proposed use for the CCSF does not
involve the production or storage of significant quantities of hazardous or petroleum materials
and wastes. All hazardous materials at the new facility will be stored or handled according to
the NAFE Hazardous Material Management Plan 12 (AFI- 32-7040 HAZMAT Management) and
Facility Emergency Response Plan 18-1 [AF| 32-4002 Hazardous Materials Response).

Storage Tanks. The proposed action does not involve construction, demolition or use of above
ground or underground storage tanks. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated.

Pesticides. The operation of the CCSF is not expected to result in a significant change in the
use of pesticides at NAFB. In addition, any pest control used for the building will comply with
the NAFE Pest Management Plan and AF| 32-1052 (Pest Management Program). Therefore,
no impacts to pest management or pesticide use are anticipated.

Solid Waste. A short-term increase in solid waste production would be expected during the
demolition phase of Buildings 595, 589, and 839. Some increase in solid waste would also be
anticipated during the construction of the CCSF. Howewver, on the long term, no impacts to solid
waste production would be anticipated,

Asbestos. Demolition of Buildings 595, 589, and 839 may result in exposure of workers to
asbestos. However, with proper mitigative actions, this would be minimal and considered no

impact. However, by adhering to AF| 32-1052, Facility Asbestos Management, exposure would
be minimal."

Polychlorinated Biphenyls. Although there is potential for equipment containing
polychlorinated biphenyls to be present in Buildings 595, 589, and 839, proper handling of that
equipment would not result in the release of those materials. Therefore, this would be
considered no impact.
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Radon. Construction of new facilities associated with the proposed action would not be
expected to contain significant levels of radon. Thus, this would not be considered an impact.

Lead-based Paints. Demolition of Buildings 595, 589, and 839 could result in the release of
lead-based paint into soil and dust. This can be reduced by mitigative measures. However,

future use of the properties will not involve residential or child-care facilities. Therefore, impacts
are not anticipated.
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5.0 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS AND IRREVERSIBLE AND
IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

5.1 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Cumulative impacts are impacts on the environment that result from incremental impacts that
occurred in the past, present or reasonable foreseeable future. Cumulative impacts may also
include similar impacts occurring in a location that is relatively close to the project area. An
impact may be insignificant or small individually, but may be significant when added to several
other similar or related impacts.

The proposed action and no action alternative pose minimal impacts on the environment. Even
when these impacts are considered in a cumulative respect, it is doubtful that they would be
significant. Thus, it can be concluded that both the proposed action and the no action
alternative will not result in significant cumulative impacts to the environment.

§.2 UNAVOIDAEBLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

No unavoidable adverse impacts are expected from the implementation of the proposed action
or the no action alternative.

5.3 IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

An irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resources is those commitments that cannot be
reversed over a long period of time or result in the loss of production or use of a renewable
resource. The proposed action and the no action alternative will not result in an irreversible or
irretrievable commitment of resources,

54 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT
AND MAINTENANCE OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

Actions that improve the overall health and conditions of the environment result in an
improvement in the long-term productivity of the natural resources. Although some negative
impacts will be realized by the environment relative to the proposed action, the overall result on
a long-term basis will be positive for the growth and productivity of NAFB, as well as for the
maintenance of national security for the United States. These facilities will allow for a more
efficient and productive operation for training and testing aircraft for the U.S. military.
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1. COMPONENT FY 1004 MILITARY COMSTROCTION PROSEST DATA i. DRIE

AIR FORCE [eomprrar geoarated|
i. INETALLATICHN AND LOCCATICNM I-i. PROVSCT TITLE
WELLIS AIR FCRCE HaxE. NEVADA CONSCLIDATED COMMUNICRTIORE FROZILITY
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ANTITESRARISM/FORCE PROTECTION e | [ (I §- -
ETPPORTING FACILITIES | | £, B48
UTLLITIZS ug | | 3E%
avEMTITE iz | i 2580
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COMMOICCATIONS SUPFORT Lg { 4,181 |
DEMGLITION e i 1,641} |
SUBTOTAL | | 25,431
| |
| CONTINGENCY (- 80 ) | i35y |
I
=OTAL CINTRADT COST ! ' | 28,351
|
SUPERVISION, IMERECTION AND OVERSEAL | 5.7 %) | i 1,498 |
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TOTAL REGUEST (ROUNDED) | | ' 18,900 |
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iconsclidated campmunications facility is required £o masntain an affecrive commualications
ugapons syYstex and reduce duplicacion of =ffors. This facilicy will provide = sos-stso
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1. COMPONENT | | Z DATE

FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
AIR FORTE |

3. INSTALLATICN AND LOCATION

NELLIS AR FORCE BASE, NEVADA (ACT)

4, PROJECT TITLE | 5. PROJECT NUMEBER
CONSOLIDATZD COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY | RAME O6-300%
Primary Facility Costs: Consolldsted Com Fag
Feaference 3ize (SM1 & Prce {AF Tosi Handboort) 1850 32042
"Heo OS50 fnoimg Guide Line ftam Fagdey Sage T893
Fardly SizeddSlRer Saa (Cakuaten), 3 E%64
SAF (080 Suwe Tapke C) Qa7

LCF (08D Suwde, Tatm By

Eszalation:

Catnsaled Fomary Faceily CosUSM,  32.368.32
ALF OST Gude, Teole BR

e

Frimary Faolity Coste i5000) 18.002
Anuterrarism/Farcs Protection 180
TOTAL PRIMARY FACILITY COSTS (5000); 18,182
Supporting Facllity Costs (35 2] Cuantity  Unit Coat ol
UTILITIES {50400} 3549
Elecmnc B a1 580 218,000
Elecme iTrangiormer) KA 13040 875 $112,500
Saring Lighting EA 2 510.0C0 £210,000
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Sawar (Sardaryy Lad ARty FRE §15.000
SITE MPROVEMENTS (5000} 400
Cleanagilandssgping ahd 204300 £20 400,000
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Barking S 2100 530 3153000
Slreats Sha 1500 g3da 5105.000
4 131
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TOTAL REQUEST i3000) = 327780
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1. COMPONENT | |2 DATE
: FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTICN PROJECT DATA
AR FORCE | _

1. INSTALLATION AMD LOCATION

NELLIS AR FORCE BASE, NEVADA [ACC)

4. PROJECT TITLE | T- PFROJECT NUMBER

CONSOQUIZATED COMMUNICATICNS FACILITY RKMF DB-3005

EQUIPMENT FROM OTHER APPROFRIATIONS (MON-ACD!

APPROPRIATION 3400

FURMISHINGS 51405000 (Fy05) SCURCE 25 CS/ECH

COMMUNICATIONS-ELECTRONIC EQUIPIMENT: §7.080.000 (Friag) SCOURCE. 99 CE/E5CX
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1. COMPONENT | = DATE

| FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
Al FORCE

3 INSTALLATIGN AND LOCATION

NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE. NEVADA ACC)

4, PROJECT TITLE 7. PROJECT NUMBER
CONSOLIDATED COMMISICA TIONS FACILITY : BEME 06-3005

EXISTING FACILITIES/'DEFICIESNCY DETAIL DATA SHEET
CATEGORY CODE: 131-111 COMM FCLTY

SCOPE OF THIS REQUEST: 7.598 3M
SCOPE NG, OF

REQUIREMENTS COMPHTATIONS REQUIREMENTS/ ASSETS (=M BLDGS
MISSION: A Warfare Center, 57" Wing, o loral Requirement Pt ]
28 Rangs Wing, and 98" Air Base Wing

b Exiztng Subsiandard RS 3

¢ Existing Adeguate i} 1

d. Funded Noi i Inventory G [}
REQUIREMENT: AFI 32-1(}4 ang 49" ¢ Adequate Assets (c&d) Y H
Communications Squadron Space Survey
See Reguuements Dererminanon Sheer U Iocluded im FY s Frog & |

¢ Deiicienicy (a-e-1 T.A9E I

CAT NOMENCLATURE SCOPE SCOPE TOTAL CONDTYPE

CODE BI.MG NO) U'SED BLIMG {SM) YRCDICONST REMARRKS
(SN

b. Existing Sobstandard - 5.04% SM

131-331  COMM FCLTY/ /589 1424 4 1353 Mazonry  Tlemo thes request
E31-111F  COMM FCLTY 545 2144 240 19683 Mazonry  Demo this request
L31-11F CoOMM ECLTY83Y 983 ans 19563 Wood Demo this regues

Toral Substandard = 5049 3M

. Deficiency — 7,598 SM

31-11F COMM CLTWNEW. T39E This FY 20da
SMILCCN reguest

Total Deficiency = 7.598 5M
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! COMPONENT | | 2. DATE

| FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTICON PROJECT DATA
AIR FORCE

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATICON

NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE. NEVADA {(ACOT)

4. PROJECT TITLE | 7. PROJECT NUMBER

CONSOLIMDATED COMMUNICATHINE FACTLITY : REMTF On-3003

REQUREMENTS DETERMINATION SHEET 1
AW AFH 32-1084;

Tradillonal Office {prvare) 162 sf
Frewired workstatons [office araas).

L
Ln
4

Recured Soace
EUNCTION CEersons ioross ef)
Command Section

LS Commancer ! 204
Depuyty Commanoer 1 152
CE Secretary 1 1652
Firat Sergearit ! 162
Secunty Managsr 1 138
Crderly Room 4 587
Orderly Room Customer serice area o 104
C.C Confererce Room O 844
Lounpebreak raomikitchen 0 S04
Command Section Subtotal G 2840,
SCB Office Areas
LB Flight Commander 1 182
S48 Deputy Flight CC ! 152
S8 Flhght Supenriendant i 162
WCC Chief 1 1e2
Flight Admin i 182
Fecords Managemen: 3 403
Fecords Management shredder room and staging area 0 3100
Information Assurance & 540
information Assurence {IAAP raming siation | ¥ 80
COMSEC YVaul 4 =2
3C Furnchonal 1 182
¥Workgroup Manzgement ? 270
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AIR FORCE |

FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PRCJECT DATA |

i

DATE

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE. NEVADA (ACC)

4. PROJECT TITLE

CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY

I'7. PROJECT NUMBER

RRME 0a-3{0)%

REQUIREMENTS DETERMINATION SHEET 2

Bequred Space
fagsons  (oross s

EWNCTION

ADPSECO office and equipmant a'eas
ADPE customer senoce Iréamnneow

ADPE warehcuse/siorage arealoffice suppiy storage

ADPE receivng/ioacirg dock

AFETE Office
TBMCS-UL Contractors

€1 il

L= =

L~

Basa Teiephone Operalors | Swilghpoarg) g

SCB Office Areas SubBtotal

Netwerk Contrel Center Functions
QOoerations Areg

Conscle Area = Crew Posilicng
Crew Commander

Help DeskiJob Control

Matwork Admnisiranon

Network Managemeant

Information Prolection COperatiors
Operations Area Subtotal

Equipment Areas

Test Lan/Configuraton Ares

Loaner Closet

On/CHt Base Cocunt Ecuoment
Messaging Sernces Ecuipment Ares
Open Equipment Room

Secel Open Sicrage Slcom

Frame Room/Czole Vault
MechanicalElectrical Equipment Room
Diessl Ganerater Room

Equipment Area Subtow)

Support Areas
Cuality Assurance
Walk-n Sarice

36

-

P S T & O Mow v

(5 ]]

wd P

g2C
t2c

020
200

162
27C

1215

S BRZ4

1400
108
1512
1512
g72
21
G152
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1. COMPONMENT | <. DATE

_ FY 2008 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
AIR FORCE |

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE, NEY ADA | ACC)

4, PRCJECT TITLE 7. PROJECT NUMEER

CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS FACTLITY REMY 06-316012

REQUIREMENTS DETERMINATION SHEET 3

Secured Soace

FUNCTION Jersgns fgross 51
Traning Roomr g 12K
Training Staff 1 2186
Web Page Mainisnance 1 152
Program Manegement/Matwerk Tecrmicians B 1620
Enginesring (SCN Element) 5 sS40
Confarence Room 0 350
PG Maimenance 2 545
Storaga & 200
Break Arss o 485
Suppart Area Sablotal 20 863
Hei NCC Floor Area 20152
Space for Crouiation, Uthitles, and Yvails [20 percent) 4030 4
Totsl Gross Floor Area B 24182+
SCX Office Areas
SCX Flight Commander H 162
Flignt AdmniCusiomer Service Areg 1 162
24 Functdonal 1 162
SCX Flight Conference Room [ 2756
10
TO™ Room (Siem-8, Proect Team suppon) {temp) 400
Budge! Office p a0
Mobiity Cffice 4 540
Moliiity Storege Area™Vhi storsge area o 7l
SCXR B 1680
SEXX T 545
CiSRK Drawingsrdocument steragerCAD ecuin. Room 0 =00
SCX Office: Arazs Sustotal 24 5196
3C3 Office Areas
3C5 Fiight Commander 1 182
SCS Ceputy Flight Commander | 152
SC3 Flight Supermtendeint 1 82
OD Form 1391 c, DEC 76 SRENCLE ENTI0R 15 GBSOLETE N FHE sas PaGE MO
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1. COMPONENT Iz DATE

| FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PRCJECT DATA
AIR FORCE | |

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

NELLIS AIR FORLE BASE. NEVADA (ACC)

4, PRCJECT TITLE T PROJECT NUMBER
|

CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY | RKMF 06-3008

REQUIREMENTS DETERMINATION SHEET 4

Eequizeq Space

ELNCTICN £25008 L1085 57
Sight Admer . 162
SCS Fignt Conlerenca Roum b} 278
Vi Support 3 408
2gse Vesual Infc Manager : 182
Publsning Criel : 135
Base Vs infg Suppory Wideo MX Supoornt 7 2258
Customer Seraca Area (Photo) Ly 120
Customaer Sarvice Area (Sraphics) 0 120
Customer Senica Area (AV library) i 120
Cuslomer Sanica Area (Tv) i 120
Audiovisual Lbrary (Class C) g §70
Graphle Arts {Class J) T3 20C0
Photo Labgratory (Type A wiARD ang NAF) 13 5500
Television Proguction Facility (Type B) 22 BGCG
Preduction Mamnienance 0 1000
SCS Cffice/Service Aress Subtotal T4 21570
SCM Office Areas
SCM Fiight Commanide 1 182
5CM Deputy Flgnt Commandes L 182
SCM Fiigha Superntlerdent 1 152
Fight Admin Ares i 1s2
SCM Fugnt Sonference Room o 215
JooMartenance Control 7 345
Sreguéncy Manaceman| T Qs
Lana Mcbde Radic 5 675
-MR {recewing room for incomng equioment) 2 360
MR (trunking and programming console area; ¢ 240
Secure Comm MX 3 305
Ground Radio MX 2z 3515
System Support (SCMY) p 1080
Teiephone Systems (SCMPC ana SCMPK) i 1850
SCM Office:Aras Subtotal 77 11378

L
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1. COMPONENT 1 DATE
| FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
AIR FORCE |

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

NELLIS iR FORCE BASE. NEVADA 1ACC)

4. PROJECT TITLE T PRCJECT NUMBER
CONSQLIDATED COMMUNIC ATIONS FACILITY . REMF 063008 |
REQUIREMENTS DETERMINATION SHEET 5
SsoLw -
EUNCTOh Serzons cross a7
Squadron Storage Areas
incoor Storage Sgace tor Commercial Comm a Z00
incoor Siorage Space 1or Cadle MX g 1500
ingoor Storage Space for BTS Contracior 9 300
Indoor Storage Space ‘or 98 C3 Project Malenais 3 1500
indoor Storage Soace for Ground Racio o 2000
Incoor Storage Spece for SCMY (Matesial Control) 0 800
indoor Siorage Space Subtotzl 1] 5800
TOTAL SPACE REQUIREMENTS FORCCF 281 81,790
TOTAL REQUIREMENT: 81,790 SF=7,598 sM
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1 COMPONENT ] 2. DATE
FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTICN PRQJECT DATA
AIRFORCE | |

3. INSTALLATHION AND LOCATION

NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE. NEVADA (ACC) _
4, PROJECT TITLE 7. PROJECT NUMBER

CONSOUDATED COMMUMICATIONS FACILITY KRKMF C8-2005

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

INSTRUCTIONS:

Place cna &N e Mos! ACHOpRale Measonse Ior <ach o J8d 40 4hadw Guirénd Bats 3l omplance  When Spondng 4 4 si@lement
req g soditional aats, Bl i he blank ach Ancroorale aformsion  F none o The Shnied Haldments § soorppnale, #ad or it3ch gn
appropriam commant. For MLCON picpecss. Me Seal Engimes: Sduadeon Commandor el +oSLanon commanhder ol son e oerl hcate
and sl (1 40 e MASC D S5l where f wil D spoated relsmed, and be reacty svadable f requires by <0 USAF

1. Environmental Impact Analysis Process [AF| 32-7061)

O Catesgorical exclusion letler acphes.

B Envircnmental Assescment requiradiunder preparation  Expected compeetion dale
i3 1Jul 0

0 Fincing of No Significant Environmental Impact signed on

O Drafl Environmental knpact Statenent [EIS) under prenacaton. Expectad completon date
is

[0 DreftEISfledon

O Final EIS filed or

[0 Record of Decsion sigrec on

[J Foreign natien or pretecied glooal resource exemonen number appies.

T Erwronmental study (or revew underway) sndar presarstion. Expecied completion date
s __

Enwironmeantal study (or review) completad an

O

2. Wetlands (AF| 32-7064)

B Project is not sited in 3 wetlanc.

O Froject is sted n 3@ wetland. Reqgurements of EQ 11280 n pregress. Esumaltec completion
cateis

[0 Project is siled in a welianc. Requirements of EQ 11580 completed on Finding
of “No¢ Practicable Altermative” signed on

3. Flood Plains (AF] 32-T084}

8 Project s not sited in 3 100-vear flocdplain.

O Project is sited in & 100-year floodplain. Regquirements of EC 11988 in progress. Estimated
completicn date is ____

O Project is sitec in a 100-year floodpizin. Requirements of EC 11688 compleiad on :
Finging of “No Practicable Alternative” signed or

4. Coastal Zone Management (AF] 32-7064)

g Pfoie; does not directly affect a siate coaslal zore
— Consistency determination being ceveloped Estimaiec completion date s
— Consistency ceterminglion compleled on

DD FGFIT'I 1391 c, DE’C 75 AE DS EDITON S OBSOLETE M 1HE J5AF PaGEND. 1OF T
lcomputer gencrated)




1. CCMPONENT Z DATE

FY 2006 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PRCJECT DATA
AIR FORCE |

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

| NELLIS AR FORCE BASE. NEVADA (ACC)

4 PROJECT TITLE [7 PROCJECT NUMBER

CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY | RKMF 06-3005

5. Coastal Barrier Resources [AF! 32-T064)

Froject Is nct sited wathin the Coaslal Barrier Rescurces System

Project excapied from the Coastal Bamer Rescurces Act (CERA).

Consultation with the Regicnal Cirecior, Unitea States Fisn and Wilclife Serace [USFWNE).
n progress. Estimalec comgletion asle s

Cansultation with the Regional Cirecter, USFWS, conciuded on

n O0O0@

6. Threatsned and Endangered Species (AF| 32-7064)

Project has no potential for aftecting threatened or endangered species of cniical nabriats
Basec upon advice from USFWS or host naticn fiaisen on threatened or
endangered species in the vicinity of the project will nct be affected.

Consaltation with USFW S 18 uncerway in accardance vath the Endangered Speces Act
Formal ccnsultation with the Regional Director, USFWS, cempleted cn

Biclogical Assessment is requlred Estimated comgletion date is

Biclogical opinicn issued by USFWS on

0@

nono

7. Cultural Resource Manageme -T065

executed wath the State Historc Preservation Officer and the ACHIP on

In the A-10€ system ard the estimated completion date is

Project area has been surveyed and no histonc properties were identified, the State Hisloic

Preservaticn Officer (SHFO| was nolified by letter datec @ Feb 93

Survey 'dentified rnistorical cropertes but the praect will have ng sdvarss sffect on them;

SHPO notifieg by letter datec ;

Alter consultation, SHPO concurred by |éher dated that the project wili have no

adverse effect on the historic prepenies. The Acwscry Council on Hislonc Preservation was

rotified by letter catec anc concurred in writing by letter dated

[ Project will have an adverse effect cn histone properties.

O A memcrandum of agreemer! {MOA) mitigating the adverse effect was sxecuted
on_

[0 Estimated date 1o execule the MOA is

O Ne MOA was developec and the formal comments of the Council are being soughl.

Froject will affect a site or propeny of interest lo Native Americans. Appropnale Natve

American Tribe or Group contacted on

=

1

|

Properties affecled by Ine project are addressed m a Programmatc Agresment that was fully

Project area has ncl been surveyed for histonic properties. Survey requirements are identified
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1. COMPONENT | 2. DATE

FY 200€ MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PRCJECT DATA |
AIR FORCE

3. INSTALLATIGN AND LOCATICN

NZLLIS AR FORCE BASE. NEVADAACC)

4. PRCJECT TITLE | 7 PROJECT NUMBER

CONSQLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY | REMF CE-3008

E. Intergovernmeantal Coordination for Environmental Planning (AF! 32-7060)

¥ Coordinglicn of proposed project wih the siste Sigle Fainl of Coniact or other agencies |s
not raguired
— Coordination with the siate Singie Sgint of Contact is in prograss  Exoeclec date of

coenpietion is
— Proposad project has been cocmtinated with the staie Single Point of Contsct or other
agences on (Specty ary sther agencies.)

9. Environmental Permits (AFls 32-7040. 32-7041. 32-7042, 32-7044)

No permats are required

No permuts ars reguired, bid regqulatory agency notificaticn is reguired prior 1o consiructicn
{e g . underground storage lank removal.)

The ‘cliowing perril is required arior 1o construction:

Ciark County Dust Permil

LIl

=

10. Potentially Requiated Substances {AFis 32-1052. 32-7042)

a Asbeslcs
(] Notpresent [ Survey uncerway (aunng cesian}
& Presant scheduled for removal as required by applicable state regulations.

r

Lead-Based Paint
1 Notpresent  [J Survey underway [during design)
O Present Mitigation is not necessary. as insufficent guaniities exist to require mitigation,
& Presen! |Describe mitigauon or siate why miligation i nct necessary.)
LBP will be mitigaled dunng construction @ accordance with the contract specifications

¢. Czcne Depleting Substance
5 Nol present 0 Survey anderway (dunng Zesign)
[0 Presen: (Descrnbe mitigaticn. or state why miligation is not necessarny. )

d. Polychionnated Biphenyls (PCEs)
) Notpresent [ Survey undenday (dunng cesign)
[1 Present (Cescribe mitigation. or state wny mitigation is not necessary. |

e. Radon:
T1Notpresent [ Survey underway {dunng design)
] Present (Descnibe mitgation, or state why mitigaticn is not necsssary.)

f  Qtnher known hazardous or toxic substances and pollutants:
Not present [ Survey uncerway (durng design)
[ Present (Describe mitigaticn, or siate why mitigation is not necessary |
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NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE NEVADA (ACC)

4 PROJECT TITLE 7. PROJECT NUMBER

CONSCLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY RKMF 06-300%

11. Radon at New Construction Sites

[ Met presant & Survey undenway fdurng cssign)
1 Present (Describe miligation, or siste why miligation is nol necessary |

12. Installation Restoration Program {IRP}

1

Facility 15 not silec on or rear 2n IRP sife

Facility s near an IRP sie azproomately feat away

Facility 1s on an IRF site

C A request for warver was submutied to MAJCOMon. _

C Thea site 15 proiecled o be remediatec andlor closad out on prior 1o

commencement of construction activilies

The nature of the site contamination does not sreciude the type of construciion activity

Erop0sed.

_ A Remedal Investigatior Feasiodity Study was compoleted on o sccurately
gelinezte the aenal exient of the contamination

1L

13. Air Pollutants (AF1 32-7040}

¥V nct be generated by lhe cperation o construction of this Taclity

¥l be generated by the operation or consiructon of s tacity. Describe the wype and
armount of supstance expecied 1o be generated, existing conurol sysiems, ang the need for
adcitional controls, Dust

Conformrily celermination 18 not reguired,

Conformity determination (s required.

2 |

1)

14, Sclid and Hazardous Wastes {AFls 32-7042/7080)

& Faciity will nct be usec for managing solid or hazarcous wastes,
—1 Fagiity will ce used for managing solic or hazardous wasies

15. Underground Storage Tanks (AFI 32-7044) (Check all that apply.)

E No underground tanks are nvoived.
New underground tanas will be installeg.

1 Easung tanks on project site will be removed. Ensure regulatory agency nas neen notifiec
O Contamination sxists.
O Contamination does rat exist
O Contamination UNKNOWMN.
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16. Air Installation Comupatible Use Zone (AF] 32-7063)

Facility is sited in comoliance with the Alr Instaliation Compalble Use Zone (AICUZ) Study.
NG ncise level reduction 15 requirec.

Facility 1= sitad in comaliance with the Air Installation Comgatible Use Zone (AICUZ) Swicy,
Naise level recducuon of 35 db will ps providec in design and construction,

Molse waiver request is beng processed.

Mcise warver nas been granied.

17. Base Comprehensive Plan {AF] 32-7062)

& Faciity is sited in compatible land use categary.
& Facility is not sitea In comeatible land use category for the following reason

1

0

18. Airfield Clearance Criteria {AF] 32-1026)

=

Facility is in compliance with airfield clearance cntena, including clear z2ones accdent
potentizl zones, and airmield airspace (heignt cbsiruction) criteria

A requesi fcr waiver IC aiffiele/arspace clearance crilena |s being prepared. Expectec
complelicon date 15 )

A temporary warver “of construction activity in the airfield vicinity was aoproved

on

O A permanert waiver of airfieid/airspace clearance was oblained on

l

O

18, Air Space Use
& Project coes not affect air space use and does nol require submittal 1o Regioral

Admerustrater, FAA,
1 Proiect sent to Regional FAA on

20. Explosives Quantity/Distance Siting and Safety Clearance Criteria

2. Projects involving munilions storage and explosives relatec facilities.

O Proiec: is not affected by Q/D criteria

I A request for waiver is uncer preparation. Expecled completion date is
C Reques! ic waiver safety criterta sent to MAJCOM on

O Explosive siting and safety approval obtained on

b. Projects not involving explosives,

B fpmﬁ-m 5 not within the &0 Clear Zone from any existing or proposed sxplosive-related
acihiby,

[0 A request for waiver 15 under preparation. Expecied completion date is

O Exemplion required and granted on :

] Areguest ior sile plan review by is recquired Expected daie s
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COMNSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY REKMF 06-3003

21. Air Base Survivability, Conventionzl Hardening. Chemiczl Protection Lavels and Priorities.
Camouflage, Conceaiment and Deception

Frolect does not alfect siroase operapiity.

Fzcility is siled or sonslrucled in compiiance with ontena contamed in WHP-1.

VWaiver or exemption required, request submitied to MAJCOM Civil Engineenrc Readiness
Office, in accordance wath WAMP-1

LI

22, Allowance for Fhysically Handicspped

Prayedt provides all design features for the hancicaopsc
Proiect provices access and imied features

Project provices access but no giher fealures

Design features for handicapped ars not reguired.

Desan featurss will not be provided for the following reascn

QoOo00OA

23. Eeal Estale Reguirement {AFl 32-9001}

E Projec: does nof recure acquisition of real estate interest.

O Project requires the acouismon of 3 real eslate interast gver 3200 000
O Land interest is 1o be acguired through miror land authority,

O Other, {Expiain}

24, Facility Security

T Thraal assessment perfarmed by OS5,
& Crme Preventon through Environmental Design metheds 1o be incorporated into design.
i warraried (See local Security Forces.)

25. Excess Space
2 Excess space is not availatle lo satsly this requirement,

28. Temporary Facilities

E Temporary Tacilllies are nol required for this project,
C Temporary facilities are required for this groject and will se disposea of upen completion of
the project
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27, Command. Control, Communications. and Computer {C4) Systems Support

1 The communicaiion requirements have been ravigwsd and the pase C4 svstems biveprint
has besn appropnalsly updated.

28. Energy Conservation

H Projact complies with the muinirmum energy conservation pefdormance siancards.

29, Seismic Considerations

B Seismic evaluaticns performed
7 Sesmic deficiencies, identified by the seismic evaltation, mitigatad

STANLEY L FUELLER. 58 CES/CECFE DSN £52-8451
Base Point of Conlact/Office SymbolTelephore Number

| concur 'with the above siatements,

" ] il i : &
LIRS 4V ¥, *'!--‘L 4 A Yedy 0%
KIMBERLEE J. BENART, GS—"“- S Date

Deputy Base Cwvil Engifiéer

w)/ o1 Jou D3

GE RALD E. SAWYER Dale
Colonal, USAF
Commander, 59th Air Base Wing
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Appendix B



Photograph 4. View of the project site from the south side towards the north side.

Photograph 5. View of the project site from the southwest corner towards the northeast corner.



Photograph 6. View of the project site from the northwest corner to the southeast comer. Note
the Thunderbird hanger in the background.

Photograph 7. View of the project site from the east side towards the west



Photograph 8. Picnic area located in the central portion of the project site.

Photograph 9. Groundwater treatment facility located east of the project site.



Photograph 10. Dormitory area located northwest of the project site.

Photograph 11. View of the project side looking east along Offut Avenue.



Photograph 12. Building 899 located east of the project site.



