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APPROACH TO COMMENT AND RESPONSE PRESENTATION

Pursuant to guidelines of the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) for implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) as the lead agency of
this Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) provides responses to comments received during the public
comment period of the Draft EIS (October 26, 2012 to December 10, 2012). When appropriate, GSA has
added clarifying information in the main text of the Supplemental Draft EIS to further respond to
comments. The approach to the presentation of the comments received and responses provided is
summarized as follows:

e Appendix K is a separate appendix of the Supplemental Draft EIS where all comments received
and GSA responses are located.

e Appendix K begins with a table that lists all commenters by category. Commenters on the Draft
EIS include federal agencies, Commonwealth of Virginia agencies, local agencies and officials,
and individuals.

e Comments received are grouped by the respective commenter. When a commenter used more
than one method to make comments, all methods (letter, email, or on a comment sheet at the
public meeting) are provided and grouped together under the same commenter.

Each commenter’s statement is given a number and letter. The statements are bracketed according to
individual topic or point of discussion. These brackets are illustrated on each commenter’s statement
and given an alpha-numeric code. The code consists of a letter indicating the group of the commenter (F
is federal agency, T is Tribe, C is Commonwealth agency, L is local official or agency, and | is for
Individual); and a number for the commenter followed by a letter indicating a particular comment. (e.g.,
F1 is federal agency commenter; F1-A is that commenters first comment). Each of the bracketed
comments has a corresponding response in the response column.

The intent of the responses is to directly address the comments. Where comments were
considered to be opinions or suggestions of the commenter and a detailed response is not required, the
response “comment noted” is given. Where comments are re-stating elements of the Draft EIS, they are
considered to be for informational purposes and do not require a response. Such comments are not
given a bracket or code. Responses provided to similar comments are cross-referenced to avoid
extensive duplication. In general, the comments that are addressed first (e.g., agencies) have more
extensive responses and similar comments that appear later in the appendix are referred to the earlier
response of another commenter (e.g., Refer to response F1-B). Where applicable, responses provide the
reader with a reference to a section of the Supplemental Draft EIS for more detail, or to a section of the
Supplemental Draft EIS that has been revised.
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COMMENT INDEX

Commenter by Category Comment Page
(Note: All written comments are grouped by commenter) Number Number
Federal Agencies
Army Corps of Engineers F1 K-4
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency F2 K-7
U.S. Department of Interior F3 K-20
State Agencies
Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Transportation C1 K-22
Commonwealth of Virginia: C2 K-28

Department of Environmental Quality

Department of Game and Inland Fisheries

Department of Conservation and Recreation

Department of Historic Resources

Department of Health

Department of Forestry

Marine Resources Commission

Department of Aviation

Nottoway County

Prince Edward County

Lunenburg County

Crater Planning District Commission

Richmond Regional Planning District Commission
Tribes
Eastern Band of Cherokee T1 K-81
Tuscarora Nation T2 K-82
Local Officials and Agencies
Lunenburg County L1 K-84
Mecklenburg County L2 K-85
Nottoway County L3 K-86
Town of Crewe L4 K-87
Downtown Blackstone Inc. L5 K-88
City of Emporia L6 K-89
Individuals
Abbot 11 K-90
Coleburn 12 K-93
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Duncanson 13 K-94
Glancy 14 K-95
Hasbrouk 15 K-96
Public 16 K-97
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FEDERAL AGENCIES
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Draft EIS comments {UNCLASSIFIED)

Hamilton, Julie 5 NAO <Julie. 5 Hamilton@usace. army. mil=
To: "FASTC.info@gsa. gov" <FASTC info@ysa. govs

Thu, Mov 8, 2012 at 3:56 PM

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: MONE

Please see attached.

Julie 5. Hamilton

Ervironmental Scientist

USACE, Morfolk District

9100 Arbaretum Parkway, Suite 235

Richrmond, WA 23236

804.323.3783

Jjulie.s hamilton@usace. army. mil

W A0 USace. army. mil

{Ermail correspondence may be subject to FOIA)

Look Deep into nature, and then you will understand everything better.  —-Albert Einstein

The Morfolk District is committed to providing the highest level of support to the public. In order for us to better
serve you, we would appreciate you completing our Customer Satisfaction Survey located at

http:Aper2 nwp. usace. army. mil’survey. html. We value your comments and appreciate your taking the time to
complete the survey.

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "FASTC Info" group.
To post to this group, send email to fastc.info@gsa. gov.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to fastc.info+unsubscribe@@gsa. gov.

For more options, visit https:Xgroups.google comfa/gsa. gowgroups/opt_out.

'f] Comment Matrix FASTC Draft EIS 1026 2012.pdf
= 20K

GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.
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Comment/Response Matrix
Draft Environmental [mpact Statement For
Foreign Affairs Security Training Center
Nottoway County, Virginia
October 26,2012

Reviewer

Comment

Julie Hamilton-
USACE

Please show wetland and stream impact maps with more details. Possibly, by
parcel 1o better evaluate avoidance and mnimization on-site.

Please show where the 100 ft buffers around streams and wetlands will be less
than 100 fi.

It is preferred that the remaiming wetlands and streams that are not impacted be
deed restricted to protect them in perpetuity.

Please describe what areas of wetlands will be cleared. How will they be
cleared? Will they be grubbed or will the stumps remain in place? Are these
areas going 10 be converted from forested wetlands to serub shrub or emergent
wetlands? Please explain why they need to be cleared but no structure built?

It 15 preferred that stormwater does not dircetly outfall into streams and
wetlands, It is preferred that level spreaders be utilized when stormwater
outfalls come in close contact with wetlands. Tiis also prefered that
stormwater culverts do not enter a stream perpendicularly but parallel to
minimize impacts to the other side of the stream

The use of LITy methods are supported. How many areas will utilize these
methods?

Flease provide a map showing the location of the proposed potential on-site
mitigation site within the ACUB. Has this site been disturbed in the past?
Wil this site mitigate for both wetlands and streams?

Please be aware road improvements outside of the 4 parcels that impact
wetlands or streams may be considered a part of this project especially if they
would not be constructed but for the FASTC project, Those impacts would be
considered cumulative and would require compensstory mitigation.

Please be aware utilities that need to be improvad or brought in for the project
outside of the 4 parcels that cause impacts to wetlands or streams would also
be considered part of this project 1f they would not be constructed but for the
FASTC project. Those impacts would be considered cumulative and require
compensatory miigation,

F1-A

Fl-B

El=@

F1-0

F1-E

FL-F

Fl1-&

F1-H

F1-|

GSA Response

F1-A

Figures showing direct wetland impacts by parcel, and text discussing avoidance
areas, have been added to Section 4.1.4 Wetlands.

F1-B

Wetland impact figures added to Section 4.1.4 (refer to Response F1-A) include the
requested 100 foot buffers.

F1-C

Wetland and stream preservation would be addressed as part of the Section 404/401
Joint Permit Application.

F1-D

Clearing of vegetation in wetlands would be to provide appropriate clear zones, such
as, for safety zones for vehicles on drive tracks. The mechanism for clearing and type
of wetland that remains would be specified in the project design and would be
addressed in detail as part of the Section 404/401 Joint Permit Application process.

F1-E

The design process would incorporate these practices to the extent feasible and
would utilize all measures to reduce impacts.

F1-F

Low Impact Development (LID) methods would be utilized to the extent feasible in
accordance with all applicable regulations and guidelines, including but not limited to
Sec 438 of the Energy Independence and Security Act, state and local regulations,
GSA sustainability guidelines, and Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) design criteria. Design details would be provided as part of the Section
404/401 Joint Permit Application process.

F1-G

Mitigation bank credit availability letters would be obtained from all appropriate
mitigation banks as part of the Section 404/401 Joint Permit Application process. The
potential wetland mitigation bank in the Army Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) has not
yet been constructed. Should this potential site become available for use in the time
period required for this project, details about the site would be incorporated in the
permit application.

F1-H

There are no road improvements planned outside the Build Alternative 3 site.

F1-1

New utilities would be constructed in areas already disturbed along existing or
planned roadways or utility corridors and would not impact additional areas (Refer to
TableES-2, Section 4.2.8.1, and Table 6.16-1).
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Commeni/Response Matrix GSA Response
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for F1-J
Foreign AlTairs Security Training Cenler -
Nottoway County, Virginia Detailed mapping of wetland impacts would be developed during project design
Qutober 26, 2012 and provided as part of the Section 404/401 Joint Permit Application process.
Reviewer Comment
Please provide a large scale map of labeled wetlands with the acreage per F1-K
polygon and the wetland type ] F1-J This information would be developed during project design and provided as part
of the Section 404/401 Joint Permit Application process.
Please provide a large scale map of labeled streams with lincar feet per reach |
and the type of stream R4 or R3 F1-K F1-L
_ | Detailed mapping of stream impacts would be developed during project design
Please provide a plan for stormwater. e | £ and provided as part of the Section 404/401 Joint Permit Application process.
] F1-M
ESMacA proYice & plan I efndinn 6 Sacim s ) B The erosion and sediment control plan would be developed during project design
and provided as part of the Section 404/401 Joint Permit Application process.
I'o minimize impacts it 1s preferred to utilize existing roads that already have = F1-N
stream crossings F1- . i i .
The alternatives development process and the build alternatives of this EIS have
- incorporated existing roads and stream crossings where feasible. This wetland
impact avoidance measure would be carried through to the design process.
Additional opportunities for impact minimization would be considered during
project design.
Appendix K- Comments and Responses K-6 January 2015
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GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.

(VED 87y
& e,
2 9 Y UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
m REGION Il
4" 1650 Arch Street

1 proTE Philadelphia, Pennsyivania 18103-2028

December 14, 2012

Ms. Abigail Low

GSA Project Manager
20 N 8" Street
Philadelphia, PA 19107

Re: U.S. Department of State Bureau of Diplomatic Security, Foreign Affairs Security Training
Center, Nottoway County, VA (CEQ No. 20120342)

Dear Ms, Low:

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, Section 309
of the Clean Air Act and the Council on Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA
(40 CFR 1500-1508), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has reviewed the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the U.S. Department of State Foreign Affairs
Security Training Center in Nottoway County, Virginia.

The DEIS addresses the proposed development and operation of the Department of State
(DOS) Foreign Affairs Security Training Center (FASTC) in Nottoway County Virginia, on land
within and adjacent to the Army National Guard Maneuver Training Center Fort Pickett (Fort
Pickett). The purpose and need for the proposed FASTC in Nottoway County is to consolidate
existing dispersed training functions into a single suitable location to improve training efficiency
and enhance training operations. The FASTC would include facilities for soft skills training,
such as classrooms, simulation labs, and a fitness center; hard skills training, such as driving
tracks, mock urban environments, and firing and explosives ranges; as well as administrative and
life support facilities including administrative offices, dormitories, a dining hall, and emergency
medical response services. It is anticipated that the facility will require approximately 1500
acres of property.

The DEIS summarizes the process followed in screening, study and selection of the
proposed location at Fort Pickett. Fort Pickett encompasses approximately 45,000 acres, most of
which were identified as no longer required by the U.S. Army by the 1995 Defense Base Closure
and Realignment Commission. One hundred forty acres were identified as a U.S. Army Reserve
enclave. The Virginia Army National Guard (VAARNG) has operational control over
approximately 42,000 acres of Fort Pickett through a 1997 facility land use agreement and it is
currently being used as a Maneuver Training Center. Approximately 2,950 acres were not
needed for military uses and were deeded to Nottoway County in 2000 for use in the economic
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development activities of the Local Redevelopment Autharity (LRA), FASTC operations
appear 1o have compatible and appropriste requirements for the excised property,

The DEIS evaluates two build alternatives, Alcrnative | and Alternative 2 {the Preferred
Altemnative), and the No Action Altemative. Under Build Alternative 1, training would occur st
the site in hard and soft skills trining facilities and life support facilities located on Parcel 21/20
off Dearing Rood and LRA Parcel 9 off Military Road. Under Build Allernative 2, the facilities
would be located on Parcel 21720, LRA Parcel 9, and two additional parcels—ihe Grid Parcel
and LEA Pareel 10, The major differences between Build Alicrsative | and Build Altemative 2
are the locations of the Main Campus, Mock Urban Environments, and three buildings of the
High Speed Drriving Track Area. Under Build Alternative 2, the Main Campus would be located
on LRA Parcel 10 (instead of Parcel 2120 in Alernative 13; the Mock Urban Environments
would be located on LRA Parcel 9 and the Grid Parcel (instesd of only LRA Parcel 9, for
Alternative 17,

The proposed re-use of the Fort Pickett site for FASTC involves notable enviranmental
impacts o the propeny for either Build Aliemative 1 or 2. Impacts include 7.01 acres of
wetlands (5,20 direet £ill'].81 indirect clearing) for Alternative 1 in addition 1o 27.56 neres of
wetland buffer cleasing; or for Alternative 2, 6.5 acres of wetlands (4.20 direct fIL2.30 indirect
clearing} and approximately 22.01 acres of wetland buffer clearing. Altemnative | would impact
1,205 lincar feet of stream and Alternative 2 would impact 1,127 lincar feet of stream. The net
increase of impervious surface for Alemative | would be 214 acres and 225 ncres of pel increase
for Alernative 2. Vegetation elearing for Altemative | would be 500 scres (460 farest; $0
shrub/grass} and Alternative 2 would impact 525 acres of vegetation (480 forest; 45 shrsh/grass),
GSA has identified Alternative 2 as the Preferred Alternative, which appears also 1o be the
ahemative which minimizes some eritical environmental impacts,

EFA understands the purpose and seed for the proposed action for the DOS FASTC,
EPA appreciates the effort made by GSA to involve Federal agencies in the NEPA process,
including allowing EPA to be a Cooperating Agency in development of this EIS. However, as a
result of our review of the DEIS, EPA has some questions and concems regording impacits to
vegelation, wetlands, threatened and endangered species, and mofse. 1 is understood that
establishment of a facility of this size is likely to result in some environmental damages. 1t is
hoped that during more detailed planning, additional aveidance and minimization measunes will
be sought and implemented as allowed. EPA commends the effort made to find a suitable
location for the FASTC. A detatled description of our questions/concerns is presented in the —
Technical Comments (enclosed) for your considerstion, EPA rated the DEIS an BC-2 ]
(Environmemal Concerna/Tnsulficient Information), which indicates that we have environmerial
concems regarding the proposal and that the study does nod contain sufficlent information to

fually asscss the eavironmental impacts that should be avoided by this project. A copy of the
EPA’s mting system iz enclosed for your information, -

Clhrinted om [00% recyeledrecyolable paper with 100% porf-consumer fiber amd procen chlorine free,
Customer Service Motlime: [-300-438-2474

F2-&

GSA Response

F2-A

Comments noted. Should the decision be made to move forward with the FASTC
project, GSA would be committed to incorporating all feasible impact avoidance
and minimization measures into the design, construction, and operation of the
facility.

F2-B

Responses to the technical comments are provided below. EPA’s rating of EC-2 is
noted; however, please be advised that GSA has made every effort to include all
pertinent information requested by EPA during the development of the Draft EIS.
Additional information has been added to the Supplemental Draft EIS, where
appropriate, to further address technical comments, as noted in responses
below.

Appendix K- Comments and Responses
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GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.

Thank you for providing EPA with the opportunity to review this project. If you have
questions regarding these comments, the staff contact for this project is Karen DelGrosso; she
can be reached at 215-814-2765.

Sincerely,
<~ i / o
Barbara Rudnick

NEPA Team Leader
Office of Environmental Programs

Enclosure (2)

{:."n’nfgdm 100% recycled/recyclable paper with 100% post-consumer fiber and process chlorine free.
Customer Service Hotline: 1-800-438-2474
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Technical Comments
(rrmndwalerS. cie Water

Page 3-19 references ERS-13 {within the LRA Parcel 9) as having an ongeing remedial |
sction and moniloring program associnbed with the Former Recycling Compound, specifically
the Paint Pit. “Land Use Controls [LUCs] are in place o protect against groundwuter
usnge/contect until contaminant concentrations are brought into compliance with regulatory FaC
levels™ The DELS states, “In addition, n groundwater monitoring program is ongoing for the
Trimble Road Landfill (sdjacent to Parcel 21720). Additional information on ERS-13 and
landfill is provided in Section 3.15." There is no Section 3.15 in the DEIS; it is assumed,
however, that the reference should be to Section 3.2.11.2, —

The arcas discussed should be identified on a map (Figures 2.2-1 and 2.2-2). EFA
apprecistes that as stuted on page 3-125, “The LUCs prohibit the disturbance of soils in a 4 acre
porticn of the site thereby Blocking human exposume to contaminated groundwater, The LUCs | F2-D
also prevent exposure to materinls potentially presenting an explosive hazard (MPPER), which
are also suspected 10 be in the arca. Plans for development would need 1o be made consistent
wilh these limitstions.” 1t is encouraged that the FASTC project be discussed with the remedial
team 1o ensure that the proposed sctions will not impede on remedial efforts or pose thrests for_|
contamination,

Page 3-20 states in reference to Parcel 21/20, “According 1o the 2012 Virginia 305{k) |:|
the waters of Birchin Creck are classified as 3A. A 3A classification indicases thas mo data ane
available within the data window of the current assessment 10 determine if any designated use is | p2.g
atiained and the waber was not previously listed as impaired snd is therefore considered to be
umimpaired.” Please clarify: will Binchin Creek be assessed for bascline data so that information
will be recordad for future assessmvent and/or monitering of impact from FASTC activities?

Ins reference to LRA Parcel 10, “None of the surface waters present on the LRA Parcel 10
are classified as impaired by DEC). These waters are either unimpaired or have not been Fa-F
assessed,” 'Will the surface waters on LEA Parcel 10 be nssessed prior to project
implementation? .

and Enda Species

Page d-15 states, “The USFWS has concurred with (58A"s “no affect” determination with
regards to Michaux's Sumae, Roanoke logperch, dwarf wedgemssel and bald eagle {Appendiz
). Virginia agencies, Virginin Department of Game and Inland Fisheries and Department of
Conservation and Recreation were provided GSA's assessment of effects with regard to state F2G
threatersed and endangered species (Appendix C), but did not pursue an informal review.”™
Appendix C provides 8 copy of the letter from the Depantment of Game and Inland Fisherics
dated July 30, 20012 stating that they are unable to provide a review due 1o staffing limitations.
EPA appreciates that Virginia agencics were given an opportunity to comment on the DXEIS.

(F2-G continued on next page.)

lirinted sm [00% recroledrecyelabie paper swith |0% post-consumer fTher and process chiorine free,
Customer Service Holime: [-B00-438-2474

GSA Response

F2-C

Section 3.1.4.2 has been revised to read, “Additional information on EBS-13 and the
landfill is provided in Section 3.2.11.2.”

F2-D

A figure has been added to Section 3.2.11.2 to identify the locations of the areas of
concern. The Trimble Landfill has been excluded from the boundary of Parcel 21/20 and
continued access for monitoring would be assured through a Land Use Permit with the
Department of the Army that would be supplemented with a Memorandum of Agreement
with the Virginia Army National Guard (VaARNG). Text addressing this has been added to
Section 4.1.4.1. Groundwater in this Supplemental Draft EIS. GSA is currently pursuing
documentation on the future regulatory status of the fence around the 18 acre portion of
the site, as noted on page 3-125 of this Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-E

Surface waters of the site will be assessed using the Unified Stream Methodology as
required for the Section 401/404 Joint Permit Application for wetland impacts. Any
water/stream quality data collected as part of that process would be shared with VDEQ
for use as a baseline for monitoring impacts from FASTC activities. Because complex
assessment of the quality of surface and ground waters, i.e., biological integrity, chemical,
physical, habitat, and toxicity, as reported in the Virginia 305(b) list, is the responsibility of
each state under the Clean Water Act, VDEQ Office of Water Quality Monitoring and
Assessment was consulted regarding any future plans for assessment of the waters of this
project site. VDEQ indicated that they do not have assessments planned for the waters of
this project site. Therefore, the data provided in the 2012 Virginia 305(b) is the best
available data for reference in this EIS. BMPs and stormwater management controls would
be implemented to protect surface waters and avoid impacts during and after FASTC
construction. Page 3-20 of the Supplemental Draft EIS has been revised for clarification.
F2-F

See response F2-E

F2-G

GSA agrees with EPA that state consultation is important. GSA held an agency scoping
meeting with Commonwealth of Virginia agencies on October 11, 2011 in Richmond,
Virginia for the Draft EIS and November 3, 2014 for the Supplement Draft EIS. GSA also
consulted with Virginia agencies in correspondence dated July 16, 2012, early in the
process of preparing the Draft EIS, which included detailed analysis of state and federal
threatened and endangered species and specifically the results of a Michaux’s sumac
survey performed to support GSA’s determination of no affect. Virginia agencies declined
to participate in any consultation. All coordination letters with federal and state agencies
and supporting documentation regarding federal and state threatened and

(Response continued on following page.)
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-

Because State consultation is impartant, it is worth pursuing input even if it means waiting for
thesir review. In addition, it is important to include the most recent state and foderal threatened
and endangered species coordination betters within the FEIS. It is also recommended that the
appropriate stae and federal agencies be contacted annually regarding species af concern,

Nofse

Page 3-5% states, "Under enhanced propagation conditions ((Figure 3.2.2), the High —|
Compiaint Risk arca (130 to 140 dB PE15 [met]) extends beyond the Fort Pickett beoundary less
than 2950 feet (L6 miles) at Ranges 15 and 16 and from the antillery firing points near the
boundary. The Mederate Complaint Risk area (105 to 130 dB PE1S [met]) extends beyond the
boundary in most directions up to 7,220 feet (1.4 miles).” In addition, “Under neutral
propagation conditions (Figure 3,2-3), the High Complaint Risk arca (130 1o 140 dB PKS0
[meet]} remning within Fort Pickett except for small areas near Ranges 15 and 16 from the
ustillery firing points near the boundary. The Moderate Complaint Risk area (115 to 130 dB
PKS0 [met]) extends beyond the boundary Jess than 4,250 feet (0.8 miles), Ranges 15 and 16
should be clearly depicted on a map. 1 is impartant to note that this information is haseline
although Figures 4.2-5 through 4.2-10 show baseline + build altemative nolse contours. 1t would
be helpful o have an overlay map showing baseline and build aliersstives noise impacts to have
a chearer image of impacts. Are there any mitigation measures that c2n be implemented in and
arcund thess arcas to reduce noise impact? |

Page 349 states, “Though the complaint risk guidelines would indicate a moderate to
high risk of complainis, these areas are sparsely developed, and as such, the risk of complaints
fram an-pw_ﬁt residences is low under the baseline scenario. Albough these baseline contours do
extend outside Forl Pickett in cenain arcas they do nol extend beyond the ACUR.”

Page 4-35 states, “Complaint risk from residents in the surrounding commanity would
still be expected to be low because of the cxisting seelimation 1o haseline noise from Fort Pickett
munitions nnd aircraft operations, sparse residentinl development in that sren, and the
infrequency of peak events.™ Because this rational is based on assumpition, it would seem
prudent to incorporate a pertodic noise nssessment to factor in a toleranee threshold, Although
complaints ane expected to be low, it is not known when the tolerance threshald would be
surpassed. Please describe and document communication made to nffected residences.

The FEIS should quantify the namber of residences, ete, that may be inpacted in addition
to identifying any sensitive resources (including schools, charches, ete.). Ouwtrench to these
affected arcas should be made and appropriate mitigation, monitoring and adaptive management

F2-G

F2-H

Fa-l

F2-)

should be considered. =

Chrimted on 100% recyelalirecyelable paper with 80 postoconswmer fiber aud procen chiorine free.
Customer Service Hotline: [-B00-478-2474

GSA Response

F2-G (Response continued from previous page.)

endangered species were discussed in the Draft EIS and are included in Appendix C of the
Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS. The 2012 correspondence has been updated in 2014
and added to Appendix C. The organization of Appendix C has been improved in the
Supplemental Draft EIS to assist the reader in locating the relevant information. Should
the proposed project move forward, GSA would continue to coordinate with the
Commonwealth of Virginia. Also refer to responses to comments from Commonwealth of
Virginia agencies regarding threatened and endangered species, C2-S through C2-Y.

Since publication of the Draft EIS in 2012, the Northern long-eared bat has been proposed
for listing under the federal Endangered Species Act. An analysis of this species and
agency coordination has been added to the Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-H

Section 3.2.3.4, Baseline Complaint Risk Areas on page 3-59 has been revised to replace
“Ranges 15 and 16” with the directional information “northeastern, southeastern, and
southern Fort Pickett boundary” to make it easier for the reader to find the areas being
discussed.

Figures 4.2-5 through 4.2-10 do provide the requested overlay of the baseline and the
build alternative noise contours. The baseline (dashed line) is shown with the proposed
build alternative contours (solid line). The noise effects from the build alternative would
be contained within, and would not exist in isolation from, the existing baseline, except in
those areas shown between the dashed and solid lines. The proposed contours would only
change the baseline in the area between where the baseline and the proposed (solid lines)
extend (and are visible in the figure) beyond the baseline. This area represents the Build
Alternative 3 impact area. Mitigation measures under consideration are the
implementation of public notices prior to peak noise events (also refer to Table 6.15-1).
F2-1

DOS would consider notification of the community prior to the higher level noise events.
Residents of the affected areas were notified directly about the Draft EIS and Public
Information Meeting (as documented in Chapter 9). Public comments have not indicated
any concerns about the effects of noise from FASTC. Statements made at the public
information meeting by residents living near the proposed FASTC site indicated existing
noise from aircraft is the most frequently noticed noise in the area and there was no
concern about noise from the proposed project.

F2-)

A figure showing residences and other sensitive land uses has been added to Section 4.2.3
of the Supplemental Draft EIS. DOS would consider notification of the community prior to
the higher level noise events. Also refer to Section 6.16 Other Management Actions.

Appendix K- Comments and Responses

K-11

January 2015




Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement for FASTC Nottoway County, Virginia

B

Hazardous Areax

Page 3-119 states that there are three locations on Parce] 21720 western boundary that
show evidence of petroleum contamination based on laborstory analysis of soil samples. As the
DEIS states, it is possible that residual gascline contamination is present at some location abong
the pipeling on Parced 21/20 and that a Phase Il ESA recommends further investigation which
GSA intends 1o conduscl o determine if contamination is present. The area of potential impact
should be depicted on o map in relation to propesed actions. Resulis of the Phase 11 ESA should
be usad in the planning of the proposed action. This is alse recommended For the Grid Parcel in
which investigations of the pipeling are 1o be conducted. —

Page 3-121 states that groundwater sumples indicated contamination (elevated levels of
bis2-ethylhexyl jphthalate) 21 Building 767 (site identification PA-39). Where is this anea on the
Grid Parcel? What DOS action is proposed in or near this anea? —t

Page 3-122 stntes, “The Grid Parcel does not currently contain any structures.” “Since it
is likely that these structures contained LBP/ACM [Lead Based Paint/ Asbestos-Containing
Materials] and no documentation of their removal or dispossl was available for review, site soils
may comtzin these substances and present a Business Environmental Risk.” Will soils in the Grid
Parcel be tested for LBP/ACM comtamination before implementation of the proposed action? |

Page 3-122 states that there coubd be a potential for redon levels on the Grid Parcel which
may be above the USEPA Action Level, What follow-up action is proposed for testing and
monitoring of radon within buildings? ]

Page 3-124 states, “Three unlabeled 50-gallon drums were noted on the property at 507
Gamett Ave and were believed 10 contain soils associated with the enviranmental investigation
conducted ot site ERS-115. It i3 anknown if the contents of the drums would be classified as
harardows waste” 'Was the arca where the drums were located (on LRA Parcel 9) assessed for
potential contamination? [Does there appear 1o be 2 need to sample the soils? —

-

K

F2-L

F2-N

F1-0

Page 3-125 discusses the Former Fuel Station Site BCT-22. The DEIS states, “The
continued presence of MTBE in MW-14 confinms that the BCT-22 plume has entered LRA
Parcel 9. Without current downgradient sampling data, the extent of the plume is not knowa.
However, since mo groundwater wells or buildings ane proposed in the aneas downgradient of the
plume, nssocisted health risks are considered to be low.™ Are there land use cortrols in place?
Wil sampling be canducted? What steps are in place to ensure that the area is avoided o

safeguand exposure? =

Page 3-126 states, “Building 1284 is currently located on LRA Parcel 9 (838 Gamell
Ave) and no lead abatement information was obtained for this building.” Docs GSA plan (o
survey Building 1284 for LFB?

Cobrimied am 100% recyelodinecyolable paper with 180% povi-conrumer fiber and process chlorine free.
Customer Service Hottne: 1-500-438-2474

GSA Response

F2-K

Figure 3.2-16, depicting potential sites of concern, has been added in Section 3.2.11
of the Supplemental Draft EIS. Phase Il soil testing is not possible on Parcel 21/20 at
this time. As noted in section 3.2.11, if contamination is encountered during
construction it would be remediated on a case by case basis in accordance with all
applicable laws. Results of additional Phase Il investigations on the Grid Parcel have
been incorporated into the Supplemental Draft EIS in Section 3.2.11.

F2-L

The PA-39 release area is located north and east of the Grid Parcel at a motor pool; it
has been depicted on Figure 3.2-16 and added to Section 3.2.11 of the Supplemental
Draft EIS. Section 3.2.11 of the Draft EIS indicated that further investigation would
take place. This same section in the Supplemental Draft EIS indicates that these
investigations have occurred and no contamination of groundwater was found.

F2-M
Soils on the Grid Parcel have been tested since the publication of the Draft EIS. The
results are included in section 3.2.11 in the Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-N

Facilities would be designed to prevent occupant exposures to radon above the EPA
action level (4 pCi/L), in accordance with GSA Facilities Standards for Public Buildings
(P100). This information has been added to Section 4.2.11 of the Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-0

Section 3.2.11 of the Supplemental Draft EIS includes results of additional
investigations, which indicate that these barrels have been removed and there is no
longer any concern.

F2-p

There are no land use controls in place for BCT-22. VAARNG is responsible for
monitoring the plume. Sampling of the existing wells has been conducted since
publication of the Draft EIS, and results are included in section 3.2.11 of the
Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-Q

As indicated in section 4.2.11 of the Draft EIS and Supplemental Draft EIS, prior to
demolition all buildings would be tested for LBP to determine disposal options and
appropriate demolition safety measures.
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Fage 3126 states, “Due to the history of LBP® removal using sendblasting with no
collection measures, LBP may be present in the soil under the tanks (Woodward-Clyda 1997),"
Dees GSA intend 10 survey the soils for LBF? Where are the three clevated water storage towers
located on LRA Parcel @ in relation to proposed project arcas? —

Page 3-126 states, “Installation personnel indicated that removal of the debris subscquent
te demalition may have been incomplete, and ACM may still be present in the sedls in these
arcas. Asbestos is also known to be present on water main piping throughout the parcel (GSA
20" Does GSA plan 1o test sodls for ACM? —

Page 3-127 states, “Because Motloway County is classified by the USEPA as having a
predicted average indoor madon screening level greater than 4 pCiflL, there is also potential for
radan levels on Parcel 10 above the USEPA Action Level™ As a result of the predicted radon
sereening levels, it would be prusdent to test for radon once buildings are constructed. This
should be stipulated and implemented upon building completion so that if needed remedial

aclions can be incorporated. Please state (GSA"s intention, —
Fepetation

Page 4-12 states, under Build Alternative 1 vegetation clearing would involve
approximately 500 ncres (460 forest; 40 shrubygrass) from Parcel 21/20 and LRA Parcel 9 for the
construction of the FASTC facility, As for the Prefermed Alternative, page £-15 states that under
Build Alsernative 2, approximately 525 acres of land would be directly impacted by clearing on
Pagcel 21720, the Grid Parcel, LRA Parcel % and LRA Parcel 10 for the construction of the
FASTC facility. “Approximately 480 acres of forest and 45 acres of shrubland/grassland would
be cheared from these parcels. Cumently, approximately 1,335 acres on these parcels contain
forestland ond 105 acres comtain grasslandshrubland, Therefore, the clearing nssociated with
FASTC construction would eliminate approximately 36% of forestland and 43% of
grassland/shrubland on thess parcels with the greater impact being realized on LRA Parcel 9 and
LEA Parcel 10,”

The DEIS states that 33,892 acres of forest and 3,000 acres of grasstand/‘shoubland are
within Fent Picket? and 415 acres of forest surrounds and encompasses LRA Parcel 10, The
Preferred Altemnative would constitule an approximate boss of 1.4% of the forestland and 1.6% of
the grasstand/shrshland present within the surrounding area, Do these figures take into
consideration future/cumulative projects presumed to impact terrestrial biological resources? As
noled on page 5-17, “Insufficient details on each project are available 1o assess the total loss of
habitat for all of the cumulative projects.” Thus, it is difficult 1o fully assess impacts to forested
areas and fis impact on habital, fragmentation, ete. Despite the percentage of clearing in
comparison with the total remnining on Fort Pickert, every effort should be made to minimize
impacts to forested areas and grassland/shrubland areas and 1o easure that the FASTC in
combination with future’cumulative projects does sot have a compounded impact on vegetation

Chrinied on 100% recycledirecyelable papes with 100% pent-comumer fTher and process chiseine free.
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F2-5

Fi-U

GSA Response

F2-R

As noted in section 3.2.11, only one of the water tanks is in the project area.
Figures 2.2.1 and 2.2.2 show the existing water tower in relationship to the
proposed action. It is located in the center portion of LRA Parcel 9 and would be
surrounded by drive tracks upon completion of the FASTC. Draft EIS Section
4.2.11 noted that soils around the water tank would be tested. The soils around
the water tank have since been tested and the results included in Section 3.2.11
of the Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-S
Soils on LRA Parcel 9 have been tested. The results are included in Section 4.2.11
in the Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-T
Please refer to response F2-N.

F2-U

Comments noted. Reducing impacts to vegetation has been a primary planning
consideration in the development of the alternatives. Refer to Sections 2.2.2.2,
4.1.5.3, and 6.4.1 and Tables ES-2 and 6.16-1 for forest impact avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation measures that would be incorporated into the
design of the project to reduce project impacts to forest and other vegetation
communities. As requested by EPA, the estimated acres planned for re-
establishment of cleared vegetation has now been included in these sections of
the Supplemental Draft EIS.

GSA would consider additional forest mitigation contingent upon availability of
funding. There is no guarantee funding would be available to support the
suggested mitigation plan options, but during facility design GSA would
coordinate with Virginia Department of Forestry, incorporate all practicable
measures to reduce long term forest impacts, and implement mitigation to the
extent feasible.
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resources and habitat, It is important 1o consider the beneficial value that forests have in relation
1o carbon uptake for Green House Gas (GHG) emissions and incorpomte mitigation in the form
of replanting trees to compensate for the quantity of trees lost due to constroction and operation
of FASTC. Forests have a valuable role in the ecosystem and habitat which should be properly
mitigated for and sddressed by GSA. =
The DEIS should provide a complete description of the terrestrinl habitat resources in the
study area. The composition and characieristics of each commusity type should be summarized
and the functions and ol screage indicated. 1n addition, the species should be mapped relative
tos habitst locations and species density.  Typically, an analysis of forest fragmentation
associated with each alternative is provided 10 nssess potential impacls on species, —
To determine the baseline value of the habitat and the severity of the potential impacts
from the proposed project, EPA recommends that a baseline Habitat Evaluation Procedure (HEF)
e completed on the study arca using the 1S, Fish and Wildlife Service"s Habitat Evaluation
Procodure. If the impacts of the wildlife and terrestrial habitat are unavoidable, the HEP will
help to determine the type of mitigation measures which would be considered appropriate fior the
potential impacts. EPA appreciates the mitigation proposed ns outlined on page 6.2 (aveid
disturbance when possible, treat disturbed edges, re-establish appropriate native plant
communities, and connect plant communities across larger aneas). However, the HEP will belp
10 determine more effective mitigation appropriate for the study area. Because the direct
vegetation impact is considerable, it would be advantageous to implement & more robast

miligation plan 1o compensate for vegetation loss. -

Welands

Page 4-8 states, “Under Build Allemative 1, direct impacts from the construction of the
FASTC facility would result from filling of approximately 0.07 scres (0.17%) of wetlands on
Parcel 20/20 and approsximately 5.13 acres (10%) of wetlands on LEA Parcel 9. An additional
0.19 scres (0.46%) of wetlands would be indinsetly impacted by clearing ond conversion of
forested wetland classified as palustrine forested (PFO) on Parcel 21520 and approximately 1.62
acres (3.2%) on LRA Parcel 9. The DEIS also states that, “Build Altermative | would clear
approximately 2.29 acres of the wetland buffer present on Parcel 2120 and approximutely 25.27
neres of the wetland bufTer present on LRA Pares] 9.7

Page 4-10 states, “Under Build Allernative 2, the comstruction of the FASTC facility
would have direct fill impacts on wetlands of approximeatedy 0,06 acres (0.15%) of wetlands on
Parcel 21205 0,062 neres (4%) of wetlands on the Grid Parce] and 4.08 acres (8%4) of wetlands
on LEA Parcel 9.7 In addition, “Clearing would indirectly impact an ndditional 2.25 acres
(4.5%) of wetlands on LRA Parcel 9 and 0.05 pcres (0.3%) of wetlands on LRA Parcel 10,
Wetland clearing would not be required on Parcel 2120 or the Grid Parcel.”  The DEIS states,
that “Build Alternstive 2 would directly impact approximately 0.41 acres of wetland buffer on

Chrimied on 100% recycledinecrolable paper with 100% pasi-consumer fTher amd procen ckloring free.
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Fiu

FI-v

GSA Response

F2-U
(Response on previous page.)

F2-v

Vegetation communities, habitat types, and forest blocks present on each study
area parcel are described in Section 3.1.5.1 and Figure 3.1.6 of the Draft and
Supplemental Draft EIS. The study area parcels are also compared with habitat
found within Fort Pickett overall. Wildlife present on each parcel within the
various habitats of the study areas is described in Section 3.1.5.2, and a
comprehensive list of wildlife confirmed or presumed to be present in the study
areas, is included in Appendix D. Impacts to vegetation and wildlife, as well as
forest fragmentation, are analyzed for each alternative in Section 4.1.5.1 of the
Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-W

Habitat and wildlife within Fort Pickett have been evaluated through various
habitat and wildlife studies, as documented in the Fort Pickett Integrated
National Resources Management Plan (VaARNG 2007). These studies, along with
field investigations conducted in 2012 for the Draft EIS, provide a sufficient
habitat baseline for the study area to evaluate impacts. Further, the USFWS HEP
was not requested by USFWS. The EIS preparers have not identified data gaps
that would justify additional, costly studies to determine impacts of the proposed
project. Also refer to Response F2-U regarding mitigation.
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Parcel 21/20; 1.26 acres of wetland buffer on the Grid Pascel; 19.2 scres of wetland buffer on
LRA Parcel ; and 1.14 acres of wetland buffer on LEA Pasce] 10 from cleasing.”™ As the DEIS
stases, (F5A would obtain a permit for wetlands and stream impacts from USACE under CWA
Sections 404 and 401, which would require fiull mitigation of impacts.

ErA appreciates effort to further avoid and minimize impacts to aquatie resources and
buffers as more detailed plans are developed. As G3A understands, the resources have important
functions in the ecosystem and for water quality. Compensatory mitigation is often not required
for buffers which are lost. Consideration of voluniary preservation of buffers, enhancement or
establishment of buffers to protect existing or replacement wetlands could be evaluated.

Liravoidable wetlands and stream impacts ander Altemnative 1 or 2 would be mitigated
via ome of more of the three proposed mitigation options: (1) purchase miligation credits from an
npproved wetlonds and stream mitigation bank within the Nottoway River watershed; (2) in lieu
fee payment to the Virginia Aquatic Resources Trust Fund managed by the Nature Conservancy;
anlfor (1) purchase of mitigation credits from the ARNG Maneuver Training Center Fort Pickett
located in the Army Compatible Use Buffer arca. EPA questions the third mitigation option and
requests additional information as to the bank to be used for purchasing mitigation credits. EPA
would like to emphasize that the mitigation shoald be located in the service area 10 replace lost
functions and values in the watershed. If GSA plans to use a bank, please show that the bank has
the pppropriate number and resounce type credits avallable.

Envtronmental Sustice

Page 3-83 sumes, “Environmental justice is achieved if minority and low-income
communities are not subjected to disproportionately high or adverse environmental effects. The
environmental justice analysis addresses the characteristics of race, ethnicity and low income
stalus for populations residing in arcas potentially affected by implementation of the Proposed
Action.” While it is true that a major part of the goal of Environmental Justice is to assuse that
minority andior bow-income populations are not exposed o disproportionately high or adverse
environmental impacts, it is ulso impont to recognize that thoss populations need to be
meaningfially imvolved in decision making, that these papulstions have access to information, are
able to participate in a timely and appropriste manner, and that ihelr commenis and concems ane
heard and given appropriate consideration during the process. The goal of the Environmental
Justice assessment is to nccurately identify the populations of potestial Environmental fustice
concern, and to use that information to determine if there may be any potentially
disproportionate or adverse impacts that may impact those populations. The nssessment is nlso
conducted to assure that populations of concem are able (o participate in an appropriate manner,
and that they are able to express their conserns, reccive information, and pasticipate in decision

making in a way that is mesningful and appropriate.

Chrined o 100% recycledibecyciable paper with 199% pens-consumer Ther and process chiseine free,
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F2-¥

GSA Response

F2-X

Impact avoidance and minimization measures incorporated into the development of
the alternatives include maintaining the 100-foot buffer along streams and wetlands
wherever feasible. This goal was noted in Sections 3.1.4.4, 4.1.4.1, and 4.1.4.2
Wetlands of the Draft EIS. Additional text has also been added to Sections 2.2.3.2,
2.2.3.3, 6.3, and Tables ES-2 and 6.15-1 of this Supplemental Draft EIS.

F2-Y

GSA would secure letters of availability of mitigation credits from all appropriate
mitigation banks during the Section 404/401 Joint Permit Application process.
Preliminary inquiries made to wetland mitigation banks in the service area indicated
that mitigation bank credits would be available for the project. Mitigation option (3)
was noted as a potential mitigation bank if it becomes available. Mitigation option (3)
has been revised in this Supplemental Draft EIS to clarify that the potential mitigation
bank in the Fort Pickett ACUB is “...under consideration by ARNG within the Nottoway
River watershed portion of the ACUB.”

F2-z

The environmental justice analysis has been conducted for the Draft and
Supplemental Draft EIS in accord with the noted principles. Extensive public outreach
has occurred in the area since September 2011. As noted in Section 1.5 of the Draft
and Supplemental Draft EIS, outreach to the community has been ongoing
throughout the EIS process and included a scoping meeting held in October 2011 and
a Draft EIS public information meeting held November 7, 2012. A public information
meeting will be held for the Supplemental Draft EIS on January 26, 2015. Information
about the proposed project and the details of all meetings held in Blackstone and
Nottoway County has been extensively reported in local media on a daily or weekly
basis and were easily accessible by minority and low-income people. Residents living
in proximity to the proposed explosive ranges, those who would be displaced by the
project, and the NAACP in Nottoway County were notified directly about
opportunities for involvement in the decision about the project (refer to Chapter 9
Draft EIS Distribution List). Representatives of the community have been
meaningfully involved throughout the process and have had numerous opportunities
to ask questions directly of GSA and DOS representatives. There were no impacts
identified that indicated the need for a more aggressive outreach program than has
already been undertaken. The overwhelming majority of the community has voiced
nothing but support for the proposed project. (continued on following page)
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The percentages of minority and low income populations in the counties in the study area
are above the state averages for minogity and low income populations in the state of Virginia
There neads to be some mention of this in the FELS, -

It would be helpful to show arcas of poentinl Environmental Justice concern on all maps
s0 that other reviewers and renders may be able 1o assess the proximity of the areas of potential
Environmental Justice concern as related to project activities and potentinl impacts. —

Whenever possible and appropriate, tables should present data comparisons for the xla!u:l
county and study area.

Are there or will there be any activities taking place in close proximily to minority and/or
low income populations in the shon or long term that may cumulatively or singularly expose
these at risk populations 1o potentially disproportionale or adverse impacts as related to

constrsction, truck traffie, fagitive dusts, loss of services, noise, vibration, ete.?

F2-DD

GSA references adherence to LEEIVLID procrices in Table 4 31, However, EPA r'.~pwuluﬂ F2EE

detailed information below for yowr consideration:

Leadership in Energy and Envi EED,

The LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environments] Design) Green Building Rating
System is a voluntary, consensus-based national standard for developing high-performance,
sustainable buildings. Members of the U5, Green Building Council representing all segments of
the building industry developed LEED and continue to contribute to its evolution. LEED
sandards ane currently available for;

Mew construction and major renovation profects (LEED-NC)
Existing building operations (LEELD-EB, Pilot version)
Commergial imeriors prajects -C1, Pilot version)
Care and shell projects (LEED-CS, Filol version)

LEED was created in order to define “green building™ by establishing a common standard
of measurement, promate integrated, whole-building design practices; recognize environmental
leadership in the building industry; stimulate green competition; raise consumer awarencss of
green building benefits; and transform the building markes.

LEED provides a complete framework for assessing building performance and meeting
sustainability goals. Based on well-founded scientific standards, LEED emphasizes state of the
an strotegics for sustainable site development, water savings, enengy efliciency, matenials,

'c!‘rﬁwd an [ 0% recycledrecyclable paper with 108% part-consumer fiber and process chlaniag free.
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GSA Response

F2-Z (continued from previous page) Residents and businesses that would be
relocated were visited by GSA representatives and would be provided all legally
available assistance during the relocation process. Also refer to Section 6.16
Other Management Actions. Through GSA's Urban Development/Good Neighbor
program and USEPA’s Community Assistance and Research expertise, GSA and
USEPA, in a joint effort with the town, county, Fort Pickett, and the Virginia
Economic Development Partnership, will assist Blackstone and Nottoway County
in preparing for FASTC-related economic effects. (refer to Tables ES-2 and 6.16-
1).

F2-AA

Section 3.2.5.2 of the Draft EIS and Supplemental Draft EIS indicates those
counties that have minority and low income populations greater than the state
average.

F2-BB
A figure showing Environmental Justice areas in proximity to project impacts has
been added to Section 4.2.5.1 Environmental Justice.

F2-CC

Section 3.2.5.2 and Tables 3.2-25 and 3.2-26 of the Draft EIS and Supplemental
Draft EIS do include data comparisons for the state, county, and study area for
minority and low income populations.

F2-DD

Additional discussion on proximity of Environmental Justice populations to
impacts has been added to Section 4.2.5.1 Environmental Justice. Section 5.4.9
on cumulative impacts has also been updated accordingly.

F2-EE
Comment noted; should the decision be made to implement the project, the
information provided would be considered during design.
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GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.

selection and indoor environmental quality. LEED recognizes achievements and promotes
expertise in green building through a comprehensive system offering project certification,
professional accreditation, training and practical resources. For more information, contact the
1.8, Green Building Council at the following web address:

http:/fwww.usgbe.org/leed/] in.asp.

Low Impact Development (L1D)

Federal agencies are required to reduce the impacts on watershed hydrology and aquatic
resources. This effort commonly referred to as low impact development (LID), implements
environmentally and economically beneficial landscape practices into landseape programs,
policies and practices by using a natural approach to land development and stormwater

o Federal agencies are required by Executive Order 13148 to incorporate the
principles put forth in a Guidance dated August 10, 1995, This Guidance is intended to promote
principles of “sustainable landscape design and t" which recognizes the

interconnection of natural resources, human resources, site design, building design, energy
management, water supply, waste prevention, and facility maintenance and operation.

It is important to incorporate LID efforts to mitigate the effects of development through
traditional stormwater management practices which have proven to not be entirely successful,
Traditional collection and conveyance systems, stormwater ponds and other stormwater facilities
do not replicate natural systems, which greatly slow water before it reaches streams, wetlands
and other waters. Development often times results in the loss of trees and other vegetation, the
compaction of soils by heavy equipment, and the creation of vast stretches of connected
impervious areas. These combined factors are extremely difficult to compensate for using
traditional practices. As a result, the following site design (goals) and planning practices can be
used to minimize stormwater impacts.

Goal: Minimize direct stormwater impacts to streams and wetlands to the maximum extent
practicable.
Practices:

1. Locate stormwater facilities outside of streams and wetlands;

2. maintain natural drainage routes on site;

3. preserve riparian buffers; and

4. distribute “Integrated Management Practices” (IMP) used in licu of centralized ponds.

Goal: Preserve the natural cover on as much of the site as possible, especially for areas located
on hydrologic soil groups (HSG) A and B.
Practices:
1. Utilize clustered development designs and preserve a significant portion of the site in a
natural state;

Crinted on 100% recycled/recyclable paper with 100% post-consumer fiber and process chiorine free.
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2. utilize “fingerprint” clearing by limiting the clearing and grading of forests and native
vegetation to the minimum area needed for the construction of the lots, the provision of
necessary access, and fire protection;

3. avoid impacts to wetlands to vegetated riparian buffers; and

4. preserve A and B Soils in natural cover.

Goal: Minimize the overall impervious cover.
Practices:

1. Utilize the minimum required width for streets and roads;

2. utilize street layouts that reduce the number of homes per unit length;

3. minimize cul-d 1i use doughnut cul-de-sacs, or use alternative turnarounds;

4, minimize excess parking space construction, utilize pervious pavers in low-use parking
areas;

5. utilize structured or shared parking;

6. reduce home setbacks and frontages;

7. where permitted, minimize sidewalk construction by utilizing sidewalks on one side only,
utilizing “Skinny” sidewalks, or substituting sidewalks with pervious trails through
common greenspace;

8. substitute pervious surfaces for impervious wherever possible;

9. where permitted, avoid the use of curb and gutter and utilize vegetated open swales,
preferably “engineered swales” with a permeable soil base; and

10. minimize compaction of the landscape and in areas where soils will be “disked” prior to
seeding, and amended with loam or sand to increase absorption capacity.

Goal: Locate infiltration practices on HSG A and B soils wherever possible. Thus, every effort

should be made to utilize areas with these soils for IMP that promote infiltration.

Goal:

Locate impervious areas on less permeable soils (HSG C and D). Placement of

impervious areas on lower permeability soils minimizes the potential loss of infiltration/recharge
capacity on the site.

Goal:

“Disconnect™ impervious areas. “Disconnecting” means having impervious cover drain

to pervious cover (i.e. downspouts draining to the yard, not the driveway). This decreases both
the runoff volume and Time of Concentration.

Goal: Increase the travel time of water off of the site (Time of Concentration).
Practices:
1. Flatten grades for stormwater conveyance to the minimum sufficient to allow positive
drainage;
2. increase the travel time in vegetated swales by using more circuitous flow routes, rougher
vegetation in swales, and check dams; and
3. utilize “engineered” swales in licu of pipes or hardened channels.

ﬁﬂm‘e\d‘ an 100% recycledirecyclable paper with 100% post-consumer fiber and process chlorine free.
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GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.
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No response necessary on this page.
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Goal: Utilize soil ement techniques to i soil absorption.
Practices:
1. Delineate soils on site for the preservation of infiltration capacity; and
2. require compacted soils in areas receiving sheetflow runoff (such as yards, downslope of

downspouts).

Goal: Revegetate all cleared and graded areas.

Goal: Use “engineered swales” for conveyance in lieu of curb and gutter wherevet possible.
Goal: Utilize level spreading of flow into natural open space.

For additional and more comprehensive LID information, please refer to the following web sites.

LID Manuals:
- http://www.epa.goviowow/nps/lid_hydr.pdf
- http:/fwww.epa.goviowow/nps/lid/lidnatl. pdf
- http://www. bmpdatabase.org
- http:/iwww.epa.gov/ednnrmrl/
- Combined Sewer Overflows Guidance for Monitoring and Modeling Document Type,

Published: 1/1/99 http://www.epa.govinpdes/pubs/chap05-sco.pdf
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United States Department of the Intenor

QFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
(e of Esvirommemsl Policy md Compliance

200 Chesame Snreel
Praladelpim, Permeyhomma 1910862904

December 7, 2012

BN
ER 12730

Mz, Abigail Low

35A Project Manager
IO Brh Street
Phuladelphog, PA 19107

Dizar Ms. Low,

The LS. Depariment of the Intemior has no commert on the Drali Ervironmental [mpact
Statemnent for the 17,5, Department of State (DOS), Burean of Diplomatic Security, Foreign
Allars Secunty Truming Center (FASTC) ot the Yirginia Army Mabional Guerd's Moneuver
Training Center ot Fort Pickett and Notteway County’s Picken Park in Noboway County,
Virginia

W appreciate the oppormanity to provide these commends

Smeerely,

i t&-“}'f —

Lindy Mebson
Regional Environmental Officer,

Custom House, Room 281 s

GSA Response

F3
Comment noted.
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPAHTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

RICHMOND DISTRICT
2430 P Forimst Dt
COLCILAL MEIGHTTS, WA T804
= WO Wirgisii gore
Gaegory A Whidley ot
e e

Movember 15, 3012

Abagail Low, Progect Manager

US, General Services Adminigration
20 N Bth Street

Fhiladelphia, PA 19107

RE: Foreign Affairs Security Training Center [FASTC) at Fort Pickett
Traffic Impact Analysis [TUA) Report dated 107812
Virginia Departmaent of Transportation |Department ) Commeents

Dear by, Lo

Ais part of & technical study associated wath an Emdronmaental Impact Statement, in determining 1he
impacts of the proposed FASTC development on the surmounding trandportstion system, developed was
the subject TIA, Submitted by the US General Services Administration (GS4] on October 22, 2012 for
Department cormment o that TIA prepared by Timamoens Groug,

in asticipation of issuange of the precedieg TIA formal comnmsenis, a maeting was held betasen the
Department ard repredsentstives Troem the GRA Timmond Group, Departieent of State (DOS] arsd
CardmaTEC on Nowember &, 2012 to disouss the prelimenary findings.  Summarizing the findings and
reting discussaon, soted below are the Department’s commants

The Departmaent has evalusted the TIA in accordance with §15.2-2222.1 of the Code of Virginia
arwdl the Virginia Traffic Impact Analysis Beguiations, 24 VAC 30-155 [also known as Chapter 527)
and finds that the report corfarms 1o the requirements of Chapter 527 in regard 1o the accuracy
of the methodologhes, assumptions and findings)/condasions presented in the analyiis,
Conidered in the eviiealion wene kmpacts to only those interséctions,roodways mainteined by
ihe Departmenl.

Project Detadts
Proposed is the establishment of a Diplomatic Security consolidated traindng cenfter by the G5A

ael D05 10 be located within and adgacent 1o the Fort Pickett National Guand Maneuver Training
Center (Fart Pickem) currently sotupied by the Virginia Army National Guard. The purpose of the

WE KEEP VIRGINLA MOVING

GSA Response

C1-A
Comment noted.
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M. Loy

Wby 15, 2002

Page 2 o

faclity ks to provide skills 1o Toreign affairs staff, Diplomatic Security agents, Foreign Services

6

officers and ather persannel,

The project construction timeling, training center allermatives and traffic generation are as

Fallows;

Training enter construction bs proposed in three phases,
completion dates are as fallows: Phase 1 - 2017, Phase 2 = 2018 and Phase 3 = J020 (husldow).

The repost analysis considers the completion years of each Phase 1 (2007} and Phase 3 200

Fhage 2 work will not result in any traffic merease a3 proposed are only site improvements,

Two build alvernatives are considened in each phase; Build Alternatiee 1 and 2. Impacts to study

intersections differ with each Build Alternative

e generated traffic at buldout i anticipated at 3,512 ADT: applicable to both Build

Alternatives 1and 2. The rumbser of employees/students is the same for bath

Access bo the Fort will be through two entrances/checkpaints: Main Gate [Route 750 Misary

Foad) ard the Wit Gate [Route £43 West Entrance Road)

Study Infersections

The Tollowing state maintained ThA report study areas were reviewed by the Department (study
intersections as numbered on report Fig 1-2)

Outside the Fort Fickett Reservation Boundary Limits:

1

Rowte 460 and Cox Road (Rt 460 Bus)

Within the Fort Pickett Reservation Boundary Limits:

L T

Cou Rpad (Rt 460 Bus) and Military Road (1 750)
Draneills R (Bt 40] and Military Road (Bt 750)
Milinary Rd [Fort) and Route TSE (Garnett Aveniss)
Warehouse 5t (Fart] and Rt 753 (West 107 51

Study oreas 4, 5, 7, 8, 10 and 11 o3 indicoted on the figure were not reviewed by the Department
75 bhey da not impact stehe mewatoimed roedways,fameeections.

Those phases and anticipated

C1-8

GSA Response

Ci1-B
Comment noted.
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Movember 15, 2012
Page 36

Current and No-Build Intersection Impacts

Existing and future traffic volumes without the proposed training center result in Bl state
maintained study intersections operating at an acceptable level of service (LOS) during the AM
and P peak hours, Noanberseclion improvements warranted

D017 (Fhase 1) Build Alternative 1 and 2 Intersection impacts —

Al state maintained study intersections will operate a1 an scoeplable LOS during the AN and PR
pak hours with the anticipated Phase 1 site generated traffic. However, turn laine improvements
in accondance with Depariment warrants ondy ane recommaended at three of the state maintaired
nbersectians.

1020 (Phase 2) Build Alternative 1 and I Intersection Impacts

Sate maintained infersections 1 and 3 are shown to experience an tnacoeptable LOS with Phase
3 wite generated traffic. To addross the unacceptable level serace, turm lane improsements and
Abersection signage/ Mathing beaosn alterations are recommended. Tuen lane improvements are
subsequently proposed at intersection 2 with the anticipated fraffic a5 Depariment wamants are
et —

Mitigation Measures —

The Department concurs with the study approach and conclugions on the report mitigation
marasures for the noted state masntained infersections:

& [ehersechion T - At 460 af Cox g, (Rt 460 Bus )
Phase 1 BE 460 WE LTL Taper extersion — 350" lane /200" taper
Phate 2 Rt 460 WE LT/ Taper exterdion = 5007 lane/ 200" taper
Rt 460 Bus NE Left: Thru consinuction= 300 lane /2007 taper
*  [rheveection 2 - Cox R (R0 460 Bus) ar Mavtory Rd. (Rr 750)
Phase | Rt 460 Bus WE LTL Taper consiraction = 200° lane/ 200 taper
Phase 2 Same Fhase 1 improvemenis
& [mfgrapction 3 - Darvils Rd (Rt 40) ar Milifary Bd, (Rt 758¢

Phase 1 Rt 40 £B RTL Taper extensicn — 200" lans 200" taper

€1-C

C1-b

C1-E

C1-F

GSA Response

C1-C
The traffic analysis has been updated in Section 4.2.6 and Appendix H of the
Supplemental Draft EIS.

Ci-D
The traffic analysis has been updated in Section 4.2.6 and Appendix H of the
Supplemental Draft EIS.

C1-E
The traffic analysis has been updated in Section 4.2.6 and Appendix H of the
Supplemental Draft EIS.

C1-F

Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) concurrence with the approach
and conclusions on mitigation measures noted. The traffic impact analysis has
been updated for Build Alternative 3 in Section 4.2.6 and Appendix H of the
Supplemental Draft EIS. Because of the reduction in employees traveling to
FASTC, there would no longer be adverse impacts to traffic capacity or
unacceptable LOS at intersections. Under Build Alternative 3 the turning lane
analysis determined that the additional project traffic would result in the existing
turning lane storage being less than VDOT design standards at one intersection
Option A and three intersections under Option B. To address VDOT turning lane
storage criteria, additional study by VDOT of potential turning lane
improvements would be warranted.

Regarding the implementation of improvements, should VDOT determine they
are warranted, GSA and DOS have no authority to fund or implement roadway
improvements outside property boundaries. Intersection improvements would
be under the jurisdiction of VDOT. Funding and implementation of improvements
would have to occur through the appropriate Commonwealth of Virginia
transportation organizations. Accordingly, state and/or local governments would
determine whether improvements identified would be implemented.
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Ris. Low
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Page dal 6
Phase 2 Rt &0 EB RTLTaper extendion — 2007 Lane/200° tapar
Rt TS0 MB LTL Taper extersion = 200° lane/200' taper
Rt 750 MB BT Taper extension — 200°

COrerall imtersaction - Stop control changes — switch from Rt 750
approaches to B 40 approaches

Orverall irtersection = Remose esisting red flathing beacon and replace

with a yellow and red flashing beacon

Overall Intersection = nstall “$op Ahead” signs on both approaches af

Rt 40
No improvements o warranted ot stote maintoned mderiections & ond £
VDOT Suggested Improvements

Thir Department offers the following suggestions, o further mitigate antcipated impacts, with
the noted intersection improvements as indicated abave,

*  labersection I - Bt 460 ot Cox Rl (R S60 Bus)

Phase 2 Bt 450 Bus MNB - Condtruction of a 20072000 AT Taper in assocation

with the warranted /proposed NB Left-Theu,

= infersection 3 - Darvils Rel [Rr 40) ot Military Rol (Rr 750)

Phase 2 Crerall Imersection - Construction of a round-about in lew of the

mitigation measures
Hoadway Abandanmant

Under the Build ARemathe proposals, construction of the training faclity would 1ake place ower
the existing State maintained routes of 754, 755 and 756, Prigr 1o eonstruction, the noted routes
are 1o b abandoned from the Secondary System of State Highways.

Abandonment would be considered under Code Section 33.1-151 whereby Nottoway County
initiates the protevs with the Deparbment, Atached is a flow chart identifying the abandorment
administrative steps imvoloed, Further direction on the process is available in the Suide for
Addirians eag Abandanments and Discontinuances found a1 the Tollowing link:

bt enwe wirginiadot copdhusinessingsdur g adddionsatandonmeniranddacestiniuances pdf

C1-F

C1-G

Cl-H

Ci-l

GSA Response

C1-F
(Response on previous page.)

C1-G
Suggestion noted. Also refer to Response C1-F.

C1-H
Suggestion noted. Also refer to Response C1-F.

C1-l

GSA appreciates the information provided with regard to roadway abandonment
and would ensure the necessary steps are taken to comply with this
requirement.
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Wowembser 15, 2012
Page 5ol &

Department Considerations

The Department advises the following items/impacts be considered in moving forward with
dewelopment of the FASTE facility and in undertaking the iligalion measures:

*  lmprovements Concurrend with Department WP 18954 = The Department i cunrentby
Imvestigating the possibility of incorporating the nbersection 1 twm lne improvemaents
idgntified n both the TIA mitigation measure [NB Left-Thru) and the Department sigpested
impravemnent (N8 RTL/ Taper) into the anticipated Rt 460/Rt 260 Bus ntersection work identified
on thi UPC propect. I incorporated, it Is antigipated that the work would be comglete priar 1o
2017,

*  Right-of-Way Acquisition = Miligation measure intersection improvements may warrant the
need bo stquire sdditional right-ofway to scoommodate turn lanes. Acquéring the sight-of-way
mury further require negotiations with private land owners possibly adding to the project cost
and impacting the schedule. Recommended b early research on the existing right-of-way
designation/dedicationfwidth 1o determine the extent of required acguisition,

C1-K

= VDOT Pevenitting Requirgments — A Land Use Permit issued by the Department is required for al
wark within the dtate maintained right-of-way, ncluding for the construction of socess to the
site from a state route, for the demolition/reconstruction of access points that that adjoin R
753 (W, 10™ 50.) and for any intersection improvement wark. & plan identifyng the propased
right-af-way waork shall be submitted for review approval prior to permit issuance.

Cl-L

*  Roodwoy Abandonment - This item could Impact the project schedule as training cemtér ]
CONSIFBCtion cannat proceed until the impacted state routes are abandoned, Recammended is
early coordination between the Department and Nottoway County on the process of
abandaning the roddways, since the abandonment proceds can take up to B months. Note that
the process can only proceed with Nolloway County BOS detesmination that either (1] “no
puhlic necessity exists for the continuance of the section of secondary road as a public road”

(i.e. lack of public wse) or (2) the safety and welfare of the public would be served best by
abandoning the section of rosd”,

C1-M

*  Access Maorogement — Although no new acceds points off of a state maintained route are
indicated in the TIA, be advited that should the curremt concept be revised ard a new atoess
proposed, the location of the access shall comply with spacing standands (between other
intersections) as outlined in the Departiment’s Access Management Regulations.

C1-M

*  Jpning = Not identified in the report is the current poning of the land which the nmprowements
are proposed.  Confimed at the November 8 meeting by Timmaons was that the property is
currenthy roned for it intended e

GSA Response

C1-J

GSA appreciates VDOT's efforts to incorporate the noted intersection
improvements at Route 460/Route 460 Business (Cox Road) into state project
UPC 18964.

C1-K
Comment noted. Refer to Response C1-F.

Ci-L
GSA would determine the need for a Land Use Permit for access to a state route
during project design, and would submit plans to VDOT, if required.

Ci-Mm

GSA appreciates the information provided with regard to the scheduling
requirements for roadway abandonment. The necessary steps would be taken to
comply with this requirement.

C1-N
Comment noted

Cc1-0
Comment noted. Zoning is discussed in Section 3.2.4 of the Draft and
Supplemental Draft EIS.
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Should you have any guestions on the comments, | can be reached at 804-863-4012,

As the project moves forward, I'll also be the main point of contact for all project related items that
entail Department involvement,

Please advise on the need for direction on the abandonment process, access to right-of-way records, or
any general assistance on transportation related items as the project moves forward.

Sincerely,

e

Brian Lokker, P.E
Area Land Use Engineer, South

Attachment — Abandonment Flow Chart
CC: J. Bernard (DOS)

5. Dunn (Timmons)

M. Goodman {GSA)

K. Hall (CardnoTEC)

GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Sarwet addrers- 61 Fast Main Strest, Rickmond, Vinginds 23119
Diggghas W, D Mailing address: PO, Box | D08, Richmard, Vieginia 23218 Darvid K Parpler
‘Secroiary of Nateni Rmcurcm Ol (R} 6AE-402 | ooy
e g virginia gov fem——
180 5 4
December 6, 2012
Ms. Ablgail Low
General Services Administration
20 N. 8" Strest

Philadelphia, PA 19107

RE: Draft Emdronmental Impact Statement: U.S, General Services Administration
Foraign Affalrs Training Center located in Nottoway County, DEQ 12-185F

Dear Ms. Low:

The Commermwealth of Virginia has completed its review of the draft environmeantal
impact statement (EIS) for the above-referenced project. The Department of
Environmental Quality (DEQ) Is respensible for coordinating Virginia's review of fadaral
envirgnmental documents prepared pursuant to the National Envirenmental Policy Act
and responding to appropriate federal officlals on behalf of the Commaonwealth. The
following agencies, localities and planning district commissions participated in this
reniaw:

Department of Environmental Quality

Department of Game and Inland Fisheries

Department of Consenation and Recraation

Department of Histaric Resources

Department of Health

Department of Forestry

Marine Resources Commission

Department of Aviation

Nettoway County

Prince Edward County

Lunenbaurg County

Crater Planning District Commission

Richmend Regional Planning District Commission

GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.
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GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.

Hl;i‘.:EIE Fi MT : Cantar

DEQ 121806 s

Page 2

The Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the Departmant of Mines
Minerals and Energy, Departmant of Transpartation, Commonwealth Regional
Commission, Southside Planning District Commission, Town of Blackstone, Amalia
County, Brunswick County, Chasterfield County, Dinwiddie County, Department of
Military AHfairs, Southside Virginia Community College, Socuthermn Piedmant Agricultural
Research and Extension Center, Conservation Management Institute and the
Department of State Police also were invited to comment.

PROJECT DESCRIFTION

Tha U.5. General Services Administration (GSA) submitted a draft EIS for the proposed
construction of the Foreign Affairs Security Training Center (FASTC) and assoclated
land acquisition in Nottoway County. The proposed project site is located on four
parcals of land within and adjacent to the Army National Guard Maneuver Training
Canter at Fort Pickett, which is operated by the Virginia Army National Guard. The fowr
parcals comprise approximately 1,502 acres. The FASTC would be a consalidated
training center for a rotating student population (primarily government employeas) of
&,000 to 10,000 annually. Approximately 850 to 1,070 employees would work at the
FASTC. Development would include classrooms, simulation labs, fitness center, driving
tracks, mock urban environmants, firdng and explosives ranges, administrative offices,
dormitarkes, dining hall and facilities for emergency medical response sonvices. The
FASTC is scheduled to be constructed in three phases from 2014 to 2017, 2016 to
2018, and 2018 to 2020. The draft EIS considers two build alternatives as well 85 a no
action alternative. According to the draft EIS, the major differences between Bulld
Alternative 1 and Build Altarnative 2 (Preferred Altemnative) are the locations of the Main
Campus, Mock Urban Environments, and three buildings of the High Speed Driving
Track Area. Build Alternative 2 would also require utilities infrastructure improvements.,

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

1. Subagueous Lands Management. The EIS (page 4-8) states that both bulld
alternatives would include stream crossings.

1{a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Virginia Marine Rescurces Commission (VMRC)
regulates encroachmants in, on or over state-owned subaqueous beds as well as tidal
watlands pursuant o Virginia Code § 28,2-1200 throwgh 1400,

The VMRC sanes as the clearinghouse for the Joint Permit Application (JPA) used by
tha:

+« LU.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers (Carps) for issuing permits pursuant to Section
404 of the Clean Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act;
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LLE. Genaral Services Acministration
Draft EIS Forsgn ANlairs Trainkng Caeter
DEQ 12-180F

Pags 3

« DEQ for issuance of a Virginia Water Protection (VWP) permit;

+ VMRAC for encroachments on or over stale-owned subagqueous beds as well as
tidal wetlands; and

« local wetlands board for impacts to wetlands.

The VMRC will distribute the completed JPA 1o the appropriate agencies. Each agency
will conduct its review and respond.

1(b) Agency Findings. VMRC states that any activities or construction within parennial
streams draining 5 square miles or greater would need 1o be reviewed for potantial
authorization from the VMRC. The submerged lands under thess waterways are
considered 1o be public, state-owned property, managed by VMRC. While VMRAC was A
unable to determine i there are to be any direct impacts to these jurisdictional lands, if
thare are proposad impacts, a Joint Parmit Application (JPA) would need to be
completed and submitted for VMRC's review and possible permil issuance through the
public interest review process, The following web address links to the JPA:
hitpwew.nao.usace. army.milPartala’3 1/docsreguiatonyRPS Pdocs/Revised_Standar
d_JPA_JULY2012_Filatve Form,.paf.

1{e) Requirement. If there are proposed impacts 1o state-owned subaqueous beds and
tidal wetlands as well as proposed stream crossings, a Joint Permit Application (JPA)
would nead to ba completed and submitted to VMRC.

C1B

1(d) Agency Recommendation. Cocrdinate with VMRC regarding applicable parmits c2.C
and the submission of a JPA.

2. Water Quality and Wetlands. The EIS (pages 4-5 to 4-11) states that impacts to
water resources are evaluated for both temporary construction and kong-term
operational phases. Wetlands and streams would be impacted by the implementation of
both build altermatives.

2(a) Agency Jurisdiction. Tha State Water Control Board promulgates Virginia's water
reguiations, covering a variety of permits fo include Virginia Pollutant Discharge
Elimination Systam Permit, Virginia Pollution Abatement Permit, Surface and
Groundwater Withdrawal Permit, and the Virginia Water Protection (VWP) Permit. The
VWP Parmit is a state parmit which governs wetlands, surface water and surface water
withdrawals/impoundments, It also serves as § 401 certification of the federal Clean
Water Act § 404 permits for dredge and fill activities in waters of the United States. The
VWP Parmit (VWPP) Program is under the Office of Wetlands and Water
Protection'Compliance within the DEQ Division of Water Quality Programs. In addition
to central office staff who review and issue VWP parmits for transportation and water

GSA Response

C2-A
A Joint Permit Application for wetland impacts would be submitted for VMRC’s
review.

C2-B
A Joint Permit Application for wetland impacts would be submitted for VMRC's
review.

Cc2-C
VMRC would be included in agency coordination regarding the Joint Permit
Application.
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withdrawal projects, the six DEQ regional offices perform permit application reviews and
issue parmits for the covared activitles.

2(b) Agency Comments. The DEQ Blue Ridge Regional Office (BRAQ) states that the |

draft EIS {page 4-8, Section 4.1.4.1 Wetlands) indicates that the GSA would have to
obtain a permit from the Corps for wetlands and stream impacts under Clean Water Act
Sections 404 and 401. The VWP Program states that GSA also needs o coordinate
these parmits with DEQ BRRO.

2(¢) Requirement.

+ I impacts to surface waters and wetlands are proposed, a VWP Permit from
DEQ may be required.

2(d) Agency Recommendations. Coordinate with the DEQ BRRO regarding
applicable parmits.

In general, DEQ recommends that impacts to surface waters, including wetlands, be
avolded to the maximum extent practicable and encourages the following construction
practices fo minimize impacts:

+ Operate machinery and construction vehicles outside of stream-beds and
wetlands; use synthetic mats when in-stream work is unavoidable.

« Preserve the top 12 inches of material removed from watlands for use as wetland
sead and root-stock in the excavated area.

« Design erosion and sadimentation controls in accondance with the most current
edition of the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook. These controls
should be in place prior to clearing and grading, and maintained in good working
order to minimize impacts to state waters. The controls should remain in place
until the area s stabilized.

+ Place heavy equipmant, located in temporarily impacted wetland areas, on mats,
geoctextile tabric, or use other suitable measures 1o minimize soll disturbance, 1o
the maximum extent practicable.

« Restore all temporarily disturbed wetland areas 1o pre-construction conditions
and plant or seed with appropriate wetlands vegetation in accordance with the
cover type (emergent, scrub-shrub or forested). The applicant should take all
appropriate measures to promote revegetation of these areas. Stabllization and
restoration efforts should occur immadiately after the temporary disturbance of
each wetland area instead of waiting until the entire project has been completed,

+ Place all matarials which are temporarily siockpiled in wetlands, designated for
usa for the immediate stabilization of wetlands, on mats or gectextile fabric in
order to prevent entry In state waters, These materials should be managed in a

C2-D

C1-E

C2-F

GSA Response

C2-D

GSA would coordinate with both the Army Corps of Engineers and the VDEQ Blue
Ridge Regional Office in obtaining permits.

C2-E
GSA would obtain all required permits.

C2-F

The alternatives development process and the build alternatives of this EIS have
incorporated existing roads and stream crossings where feasible. This wetland
impact avoidance measure would be carried through to the design process.
Additional opportunities for impact minimization and use of existing stream
crossings would be considered during project design. Sections 4.1.4.1 and 4.1.4.3
discuss avoidances and regulations that would be followed as well as mitigation
for wetland impacts.

All wetlands and streams on all proposed site parcels, including those within 50
feet of all project activities, were flagged during the 2011-2012 wetland
delineations.
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manner that prevents leachates from entering state waters and must be entirely
removed within thirty days following completicn of that construction activity. The
disturbed areas should ba returned 1o their original comtours, stabilized within
thirty days following removal of the stockpile, and restored to the original
vegetated state.

+ Flag or mark all non-impacted surface waters within the project or right-of-way
limits that are within 50 fieet of any clearing, grading or filling activities for the life
of the construction activity within that area. The project proponant should notify
all contractors that these marked areas are surface waters where no activities
are o ooour.

+ Employ measures to prevent spllls of fuels or lubricants into state waters.

3. Eroslon and Sediment and Stormwater Management Controls. The EIS (page 5-
15) states that erosion and sedimantation controls would be employed for all
construction projects as required by federal and state regulations.

3{a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR)
Division of Stormwater Management (DSM) administers the Vinginla Eroslon and
Sediment Control Law and Regulations (VESCLAR) and the Virginia Stormwaler
Management Law and Regulations (VSWMLAR).

3{b) Erosion and Sediment Control. According to DCR, the applicant and its
authorized agents conducting regulated land disturbing activities on private and public
lands in the state must comply with the VESCLAR and VSWMLAR, including coverage
under the ganeral parmit for stormwater discharge from construction activities, and
other applicable federal nonpoint source pollution mandates (e.g. Clean Water Act-
Section 313). Clearing and grading activities, installation of staging areas, parking lots,
roads, buildings, utilities, borrow areas, soil stockpiles, and related land-disturbance
activities that result in the land-disturbance of equal to or greater than 10,000 squane
feat would be regulated by VESCLAR. Accordingly, the applicant must prepare and
implement an ESC plan to ensure compliance with state law and regulations, The ESC
plan is submitted to the DCR regional office that serves the area where the project is
located for review for compliance. The applicant is ultimately responsible for achieving
project compliance through oversight of on-site contractors, regular field inspection,
prompt action against non-compliant sites, and other mechanisms consistent with
agency policy (Reference: VESCL §10.1-567).

3(c) Virginia Stormwater Management Program General Permit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Activities. According the DCR, the operalor or ownar
of construction activities invelving land-disturbing activities equal to or greater than 1

acre are required to register for coverage under the General Parmit for Discharges of

C2-F

C2-G

C2-H

GSA Response

C2-F
(Response provided on previous page.)

C2-G

All regulated land disturbance would be conducted in compliance with the
minimum standards outlined in the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control
Regulations; also refer to Section 4.1.3.1 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS.

C2-H

GSA would obtain all applicable permits and prepare all required plans, including
a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan; also refer to Section 4.1.4.1 of the Draft
and Supplemental Draft EIS.
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Stormwater from Construction Activities and develop a project-specific stormwater
poliution prevention plan (SWPPP).

« Construction activities requiring registration also includes the land-disturbance of
lass than one acre of total land area that is part of a larger common plan of
development or sale if the larger common plan of development will ultimately
disturb equal to or greater than cne acre.

« The SWPPP must be prepared prior to submission of the registration statement
for coverage undar the genaral parmit.

= The SWPPP must address water quality and quantity in accordance with the
Virginia Stormwater Management Program (VSMP) Permit Regulations.

Ganeral information and registration forms for the general parmit are available on
DCR's website at www.der. virginia.gowisol_and_waterindex.shiml

4. Air Pollution Control. The EIS (page 4-24) states that an air emissions analysis
indicates that construction and operational emissions would remain well below the
wuf-:al ificance thresholds and would not have a significant impact on the local or regional
alr quality.

C2-H

4(s) Agency Jurisdiction. DEQ's Alr Quality Division, on behalf of the State Air
Paoliution Control Board, is responsible for developing regulations that become Virginia's

Alr Poilution Control Law. DEQ is charged with carmying out mandates of the state law

and related regulations as well as Virginia's federal obligations under the Clean Air Act

as amended in 1990, The objective is to protect and enhance public health and quality

of life through control and mitigation of air pollution. The division ensures the safety and
quality of air in Virginia by monitoring and analyzing alr quality data, regulating sources

of air pollution, and working with local, state and lederal agencias to plan and implement
sirategies to protect Virginia's air quality. The appropriate regional office is directly
responsible for the issuance of necassary permits to construct and operate all stationarny
sources in the region as well as monitoring emissions from these sources for

compliance. As a part of this mandate, environmental impact reports of projects to be
underiaken in the state are also reviewed. In the case of cerain projects, additional
evaluation and demanstration must be made under the general conformity provisions of

state and federal law.

4(b) Ozone Attainment Area. The DEQ Air Division states that the proposed project is
located in an ozone attainment area. 2
4{c) Requirements.
d{c){l) Open Burning. If the project includes the burning of vegetative debris and/ar
demalition and construction material, this activity must meet the requirements under [l
SVACS-130 af seq. of tha regulations for open burning, and it may require a parmit. The

GSA Response

C2-H
(Response provided on previous page.)

C2-1
Comment noted. This status is reflected in Section 3.2.2.2 of the Draft and
Supplemental Draft EIS.

C2-)

GSA Facilities Standards for Public Buildings (P100) would require that 50% of
construction debris be recycled or reused. The remaining vegetative debris
and/or demolition and construction materials would be disposed of in
accordance with all laws and regulations. Open burning of construction debris
would not be conducted. Nottoway County does not have ordinances and
permitting requirements for open burning. This information has been added to
Section 4.2.2.1 Air Quality, Construction.
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ragulations provide for, but do not require, the local adoption of a model ordinance €2
conceming open buming. The responsible party should contact Nottoway County 1o
detarmine what kocal reguirements, if any, exist.

4(e){ii) Fugitive Dust. During construction, fugitive dust must be kept to & minimum by |
using control mathods outlined in 8VACS-50-80 ef seg. of the Regulations for the
Contral and Abatement of Alr Pollution. These precautions include, but are not Bmited
1o, the following:

+ Use, where possible, water or chemicals for dust control;

+ [Install and usa hoods, fans and fabric filters to enclose and vent the
handling of dusty matariaks;

= Cover cpen eguipment for conveying materials; and

+ Promptly remove spilled or tracked dirt or other materials from paved
streets and remove dried sediments resulting from soll arosion.

4{e)ii) Fuel-Burning Equipment. Fuel-buming equipment (boilers, genarators,
compressors, ate.) of any other air-pollution-emitting equipmant may be subject to c2-L
SVACSE-80, Articke 6, Permits for New and Modified sources. -

4{d) Agency Recommendation. Comact DEQ BRRO for information on roql.llramants_ C2-M
related to registration of fuel-burning equipment, as applicable.

5, Solid and Hazardous Waste Management. The EIR (page 4-7) indicates that
implementation of the proposed action would increase the use of petroleum products,
hazardous wasle and other materials. However, adherence to regulations and plans for
the transport and storage of hazardous waste, pesticidas and fertilizers would avoid or
minimize the potential for accidental releasa.

5{a) Agency Jurisdiction. Solid and hazardous wastes in Virginia are regulated by
DEQ, the Virginia Waste Management Board and the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA). They administer programs created by the federal Resource Conservation and
Recovary Act (RCRA), Comprahensive Environmental Response Compensation and
Liability Act (CERCLA), commanly called Superfund, and the Virginka Waste
Management Act. DEQ administers regulations established by the Virginka Waste
Management Board and reviews permit applications for complatenass and conformance
with faciity standards and financial assurance requirements. All Virginia localities are
required, under the Solid Waste Management Planning Regulations, to identify the
stratagies thay will follow on the management of thelr solid wastes to include items such
as facility siting, long-term (20-year) use, and alternative programs such as materials
recycling and compasting,

GSA Response

C2-)
(Response provided on previous page.)

C2-K

Section 4.2.2 discusses fugitive dust control. Additional language has been added
to the Supplemental Draft EIS to encompass additional measures that may be
employed.

C2-L

The proposed boilers are all less than 10,000,000 Btu/hr and therefore are
exempt from permitting regulations of the Commonwealth of Virginia for
stationary sources of air emissions. The emergency generators are exempt from
permitting regulations provided hours of operation are kept below 500 hours per
year. Refer to Section 4.2.2.

C2-M
Section 4.2.2 analyzes fuel-burning equipment relative to the requirements of
9VAC5-80.
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5(b) Agency Comments. The DEQ Division of Land Protection and Revitalization
(DLPR) (formerly known as the DEQ Waste Division) states that the EIS addresses
polential solid waste and/or hazardous waste issues and includes a thorough review of
potential environmental issues related 1o the parcels identified for developmant. The
report appears 1o indscate that DEQ's databases and DLPR files ware searched, and
indicates that DEQ offices had been contacted about possible ground comamination
concams. The DLPR staff has conducted a cursory review of its database files under
zip code 23824, including a Geographic Infarmation System database search (within a
0.5-mile radius) of the project site, and identified the information below. Comments
from the DEQ Federal Facilities Program are included. The sites identified are for

reference as their proximity 1o the subject site ane unknown.
RCRAMazardous Waste Facilities

+« BRAC Property Fort Pickett, 403 Military Road, Blacksione, VA 23824, 1D#
02137205931, Contact Francls Gilmore at 434-282-3317.

« Fort Pickett USARC AMSA Mo, 88, Bidg 564 Kemper Avenue, Blackstonae, Vi
23824, 1D VAROODO05553. Contact: Michele Brown at B04-233-8473.

»  MTC Fort Pickett, VAARNG-FM-E, Bldg 234, Blackstone, VA 23824, 1D#
VADSBE228350, Contact: David K. Shont at 434-2092-2144,

= VAARMNG-ARMORY-Blackstone, M. High Street, Blackstona, VA 23824, ID#
VADSE2677429, Contact Pamala W. Colaman at 434-298-5445,

« VIP & SU Southemn Piedment AES, Highway 40 East, Blackstone, VA 23824,
ID# 988224937, Contact: Jack Nunes at 540-231-8758.

CERCLA Site

« [Forn Pickett, Kemper Avenue, Blackstone, VA 23824. EPA ID 2210020705, Mot
NPL.

The following websitas may prove helpful in locating additicnal Information:

«  www.epa.govisuperfund/sitesicursites/indax.him
= wWiww.epa.govenvirahimlirerisreris_guerny_java.html

Formally Used Defense Sites

« COIVADOZE/VASTISFTTTO, Fort Picket Mil Resv, Blackstone
« COSVAD220/VASEIOF16T4, Fort Pickett A ARPT, Blackstons

C2-N

GSA Response

C2-N

Sections 3.2.11 and 4.2.11 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS are based on
comprehensive Phase | and Phase Il Environmental Site Assessments performed
for the proposed project land parcels. All potential sites of environmental
concern have been documented. Follow up investigations have been conducted
since the publication of the Draft EIS, and the results are included in this Sections
3.2.11 and 4.2.11 of the Supplemental Draft EIS.

Regarding the sites noted from VDEQ’s database, sites 0213720931 and
VAD988228359 are within Pickett Park northeast of LRA Parcel 9. Neither site
would be affected by the project. Site VARO0000553 is located adjacent to the
Grid parcel, which has recently been subject to soil and groundwater testing to
ensure activities associated with Site VARO0000553 have not affected soils or
groundwater conditions on the Grid Parcel (refer to Section 3.2.11 and 4.2.11).
Sites VAD982677429 and 988224937 are not located near any of the FASTC
parcels.
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The DEQY's Federal Faciliies Restoration Program reviewed this submittal and it appears
that the project will not impact any sites at Forl Pickett (Emvironmental Restoration
Program, Base Realignment and Closure, and Formerly Used Defensa Sites).

Solid Waste Facility

» SWP333 - U5, Army Fort Pickett, Closed Sanitary Landfill, Rives Road at 8
Streat, Blacksiona, VA 23824,

Petroleum Release Site

+ [D# 20112039 - Grant Residence, 39 Mapla Lane, Blackstone, VA 23824, Event
Date: 10/25/2010. Status: Closed.

S{c) Requirements.

S{c){i) Asbestos-Containing Materials and Lead-Based Paint. Al structures baing
demolished or removed should be checked for asbestos-containing matarials (ACM)
and lead-based paint (LBP) prior to demaolition. f ACM and LBP are found, in addition to
the federal waste-related regulations mentioned above, state regulations SVAC20-81-
B40 for ACM and SVAC20-60-261 for LBP must be followed,

S{c)(l) Soll and Waste Management. Any soil that is suspected of contamination or |
wastas that ara generated must be tested and disposed of in accordance with
applicable Federal, State, and local laws and regulations.

S{e)ii) Petroleum Storage Tanks. Conduct the removal, relocation or closure of any
regulated petroleum storage tanks — aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) or underground
slorage tank (USTs) — in accordance with the requirements of the Virginia Tank
Regulations 9YAC25-91-10 of s8q. for ASTs and SVAC25-580-10 et seq. for USTs.
RAeport the installation or use of any portable aboveground petroleum storage tank (=
860 gallons, SVAC 25-91-10 ef seq.) for more than 120 days the DEQ BRRO Petroleum

C2-N

C2-0

Ci-p

CI-0

Storage Tank Program.

5(d) Agency Recommendations.

« DEQ encourages all projects and faciities to implement pollution prevention
principlas, including:

o the reduction, reuse and recycling of all solid wastes generated; and
o the minimization and proper handling of ganerated hazardous wastes.

C2-R

GSA Response

C2-N
(Response provided on previous page.)

C2-0

As indicated in section 4.2.11.1, surveys would be conducted prior to demolition
and any disposal would be adhere to applicable state, federal, and local
requirements for protecting human health and safety and the environment.

Cc2-p

Procedures would be in place for safe handling, use, and disposal of existing or
introduced hazardous substances and waste during demolition, construction, and
operations. Also refer to Response C2-N.

Cc2-Q

Section 4.2.11.1 indicates that tanks would be removed and closed by a licensed
contractor in coordination with VDEQ. Additional investigations have been
conducted since publication of the Draft EIS to locate and characterize soil
conditions associated with undocumented USTs/ASTs to the extent feasible. The
results of these investigations are included in Section 4.2.11 of this Supplemental
Draft EIS. Contaminant levels are not anticipated to be high and would be
managed on a case by case basis in accordance with applicable federal, state, and
local regulations, if such locations are encountered during demolition activities. If
unregistered or unknown USTs are encountered during construction, they would
be removed and closed by a licensed contractor in coordination with VDEQ.

C2-R

Chapter 6 and Table 6.16-1 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS discuss
impact minimization and mitigation measures including pollution prevention and
hazardous materials/hazardous waste management (CERCLA, RCRA, Qil Pollution
Act, Pollution Prevention Act). The description of the Proposed Action (Section
2.1) addresses energy efficiency and reduction of waste, pollution, and
environmental impacts to achieve certification as LEED Silver buildings. Pollution
prevention principles are also incorporated into GSA Sustainable Design
Principles.
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« Contact the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for information
conceming Comprehensive Emdronmental Response, Compensation, and Liabilty | - p
Act (CERCLA) obligations at Fort Pickett's Main Post, including establish the
nature and extent of any known environmental contamination at or near Fort
Pickett, or other Areas of Concern (ACCs) which may be in close proximity to the
preposed praject.

6. Natural Heritage Resources. The EIS (pages 4-16 and 4-17) states that mitigation
for habstat lkoss would be implemented to the extent feasible.

6fa) Agency Jurisdiction.

Gla)i) Natural Heritage Resources. The mission of the DCR is to conserve Virginia's
natural and recreational resources. DCA supports a variety of environmantal programs
organized within seven divisions including the Division of Matural Heritage (DNH).
DNH's mission Is conserving Virginia's biodiversity through inventory, protection, and
stewardship. The Virginia Natural Area Presarves Act, 10.1-209 through 217 of the
Code of Virginia, was passed in 1989 and codified DCR's powers and duties related to
statewide biological inventory: maintaining a statewide database for conservation
planning and project review, land protection for the conservation of blodiversity, and the
protection and ecological management of natural heritage resources (the habitats of
rarg, threatened and endangered species, significant natural communities, geclogic
sites, and other natural features).

6{a)(ii) Threatened and Endangered Plant and Insect Specles. The Endangernad
Plant and Insect Specias Act of 1979, Chapter 39, §3.1-102- through 1030 of the Code
of Virginia, as amended, authorizes the Virginia Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services (VDACS) to consarve, protect and manage endangered species of
plants and insects. VDACS Virginia Endangerad Plant and Insect Species Program
parsonnel cooperates with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), DCR DNH and
other agencies and organizations on the recovery, protection or consenvation of listed
threatened or endangered species and designated plant and insect spacies that are
rare throughout their worldwide ranges. In those instances where recovery plans,
developed by FWS, are available, adherence to the order and tasks outlined In the
plans should be followed 1o the extent possible. VDACS has regulatory autharity to
censenve rare and endangered plant and insect species through the Virginia
Endangered Plant and Insect Species Act. Under a Memorandum of Agreement
astablished between the VDACS and DCR, DCA has the authority to repan for VDACS
on state-listed plant and insect spacies.
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6fb) Agency Findings. The DCR DNH searched its Biotics Data System for
occurrences of natural heritage resources from the project area. Natural heritage
resources are defined as the habitat of rare, threatened, or endangered plant and
animal species, unique or exemplary natural communities, and significant geologic
formations.

According to the information in DCR's files, the Fort Pickett Impact Area is within the
project vicinity. Consarvation sites are tools for reprasanting key areas of the landscape
that warrant further review for possible conservation action because of the natural
heritage resources and habitat they support. Conservation sites are polygons built
around one or more rare plant, animal, or natural community designed to include the
elameant and, where possible, its associated habitat, and buffer or other adjacent land
thought necessary for the element’s conservation. Conservation sites are given a
biodiversity significance ranking based on the rarity, quality, and number of slament
occurrencas they contain; on a scale of 1-5, 1 being most significant. Fort Pickett Impact
Area Conservation Site has been given a biodiversity significance ranking of B1, which
represents a site of outstanding significance. The natural heritage resource of concarm
at this site Is Michawux's sumac (Rhus michauxil, G2EIS1/LELT).

Michaux's sumac is a diceclous shrub that grows from 0.3 — 0.6 meter tall (NatureServe
2011). This plant occurs in sandy or rocky, open, hardwood-dominated forests and
savannas (Van Alstine and Smith, 1895), sometimes in association with circumnautral
soils. It is dependent upon some form of disturbance to maintain its open habitat
(MatureServe 2011). Periodic, naturally cccurring fires provided such disturbance
historically; howaver, today many of this plant's occurrences are in areas artificially
disturbed such as highway, powerine and railroad rights-ol-way, edges of cultivated
fialds, and other cleared lands. In Virginia, all but one of the known occurrences are
located within Fort Pickett in the southem Piedmont whare it is maintained by frequent
firgs. The major threats to Michauo's sumac include fire suppression and habitat
degradation (MatureServe 2011). The optimal survey time period for Michawux's sumac
is during the period of flowering / fruiting from June 1 = October 31 when the plant has
higher visibility, but the plant can be identified as long as the leaves are presant from
May 1 = October 31. Michaux's sumac is classified as endangered by the PWS and
listed as threatensd by the Virginla Department of Agriculture and Consumer Senvices

(VDALCS). —

6{c) State-listed Plant and Insect Species.

+ As identified in ltem 6(b), Michaux's sumac is classified as endangered by
VDACS. Due to the potantial for this site to support populations of Michaux's
sumac, DCR recommends an inventory for the resource in the study area. With
the survey results, DCA DNH can more accurately evaluate potential impacts lo

C2-5

GSA Response

Cc2-S

Section 3.1.5.3 of the Draft EIS identified Michaux’s sumac as a federally listed
species known to be present at Fort Pickett. All details about state and federal
threatened and endangered species were provided in correspondence to Ms.
Rene Hypes, Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR) Division
of Natural Heritage, dated July 16, 2012.

Section 3.1.5.3 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS indicates that the only
suitable habitat for Michaux’s sumac in the project area was on an existing power
line on LRA Parcel 10. GSA contracted with a USFWS approved botanist to
conduct a survey for Michaux’s sumac, and the plant was not found. The findings
of this survey were included in correspondence sent to DCR on July 16 2012
(refer to Appendix C of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS) and were included
in Section 3.1.5.3 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS. Refer to Appendix C
for the correspondence, which includes the Michaux’s sumac survey submitted to
USFWS and USFWS concurrence with GSA’s “no affect” determination with
regards to Michaux’s Sumac. LRA Parcel 10 is no longer included in the proposed
site for Build Alternative 3 in this Supplemental Draft EIS.

C2-T
Refer to Response C2-S.
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Page 12 Comment noted.
natural heritage resources and offer specilic protection recommendations for
mirimizing impacts to the documented resources. Survey results should be C2-V
coondinated with DCR DNH and PWS. Upon raview of the results, if it is Cz-T
determined the species is present, and there is a likelihood of a negative impact Refer to response C2-S.

on the species, DCR DNH will recommend coordination with VDACS 1o ensure
compliance with Virginia's Endangered Plant and Insect Species Act.

« VDACS did not respond to DEQ's request for comment. — c2-w
— Comment noted.
6{d) Natural Area Preserves. DCR found that there are no State Natural Area C2-U
Preserves under its jurisdiction in the project vicinity. —
C2-X
Agency Recommendations. DCR DNH has the following recommendations: .
o) T - Sections 4.1.4.3 and 6.3 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS note proposed
= Conduct inventory for Michawx's sumac in the study area. cav mitigation through wetland mitigation banks. Stormwater management ponds
+ Coordinate survey results with DCR DNH (and VDACS if directed by DCR DNH) e . . .
and FWS. are not part of the planned mitigation for wetland impacts. GSA will coordinate
= Coordinate with DHR DNH since its biologists are qualified and available to with Commonwealth of Virginia agencies regarding mitigation during the Joint

conduct invantories for rare, threatened, and andangered species and to discuss
arrangemaents for fiakd work. —

7. Fisherles and Wildiile Management. The EIS (page 4-17) states that impacts o
profected species would be minimized through regulatory compliance,

Permit Application process.

7(a) Jurlsdiction. The Depariment of Game and Inland Fisheres (DGIF), as the
Commonwaalth's wildlife and freshwater fish management agency, exercises
aenforcement and regulatory jurisdiction over wildlife and freshwater fish, including state-
or federally-listed endangered or threatened species, but excluding listed insects
(Virginia Code Title 29.1). DGIF is a consulting agency under the LS. Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (18 U.5.C. sactions 661 et seq.) and provides environmental analysis
of projacts or parmit applications coordinated through DEQ and several other state and
federal agencies. DGIF determines likely impacts upen fish and wildiife resources and
habitat, and recommends appropriate measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for

these impacts.

7{b) Agency Findings. According to DGIF's records, the state-listed threatened barking

tree frogs have been documented from the project area. However, DGIF belleves these |5
specimens were moved to this site in agricultural supplies and are not a native

population of the spacies. Therafore, DGIF has determined this project is not likely to

result in adverse impacts wpon this species,

7ic) Agency Comments. DGIF generally does not support proposals to mitigate 2%
watland impacts through the construction of stormwater management ponds or support
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the creation of in-stream stormwater management ponds. DGIF is willing to assist the 1%
GSA in developing a plan that includes open-space, wildlife habitat, and natural stream
channels which retain their wooded butfers. ]
7(d) Agency Recommendations. To minimize overall impacts to wildlife and natural N
resgurces, DGIF offers the following recommendations about developmant activities:

= Avoid and minimize impacts to undisturbed forest, wetlands, and straams to the
fullest extent practicable. Avoldance and minimization of impact may include
relocating stream channets as opposaed to filling or channelizing as well as using,
and incorporating into the development plan, a natural stream channel design
and wooded buffers.

» Maintain undisturbed wooded buffers of at least 100 feet in width around all on-
site wetlands and on both sides of all perennial and intermittant streams. czy

«  Maintain wooded lols to the fullest axtent possible.

« Dasign the stormwaler controls for this project to replicate and maintain the
hydrographic condition of the site prior o the change in landscape. This should
include, but not be limited to the following:

o using bioretention areas; and

o minimizing the use of curb and gutter in favor of grassed swales.
Bloretention areas (also called rain gardens) and grass swales are components
of Low Impact Development (LID). They are designed 1o capture stormwater
rundff as close to the source as possible and allow it to sbowly infiltrate into the
surrgunding soil. They banalit natural resources by fittering pollutants and
decreasing downstraam runoff wolumes,

* Adhere to a time-of-year restriction from March 15 1o August 15 of any year to
protect nesting resident and migratory songbirds.

+ Adhere o erosion and sediment controls during ground disturbancs,

7(e) Additional Information. DGIF maintains a database (hHp-fvals. ongfwis) of
wildlife locations, including threatened and endangered species, trout streams and
anadromous fish waters,

8. Forestry Resources. The EIS (page ES-9) stales that 500 to 525 acres of forasted
anga may be impacted by the proposed action.

8(a) Agency Jurisdiction. The mission of the Department of Forestry (DOF) is to
profect and devalop healthy, sustainable forest resources for Virginians. DOF was
astablished in 1914 to prevent and suppress forest fires and reforest bare lands, Since
the Department's inception, it has grown and evolved to encompass other pratection
and management duties including: pratecting Virginia's forests from wildfire, protecting

GSA Response

C2-X
(Response provided on previous page.)

Cc2-Y

Chapter 6 and Table 6.16-1 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS list impact
minimization and mitigation measures that would be incorporated into the
project, including many that are noted by Virginia Department of Game and
Inland Fisheries.

Extensive efforts have been made in the alternatives planning process (refer to
Chapter 2 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS) to minimize impacts where
feasible. A 100-foot buffer would be maintained around wetlands and streams
wherever feasible.
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Virginia's waters, managing and consarving Virginia's forests, managing state-owned
lands and nurseries, and managing regulated incentive programs for forest landowners,

8{b) Agency Finding. The DOF finds that this project will have a significant impact en

the forest resources of the Commonwealth from the removal of 525 acres of heavily Cc2-z

forestad land. This includas areas within identified project parcels LAA 10 and 21720
that have been determined to have a high forest conservation value (FCV) (4 out of
possible 5 ranking) employing the DOF InForest Geographic Infermation Systam
analysis and evaluation mathodology. Virginia has bean losing approximately 16,000
acras of forestland annually based on a 10-year average ending in 2010, and
urbanization and development reprasent the single biggest factor In the loss of this
forestland acreage. —_
8(c) Agency Recommendations. DOF recommends that GSA develop a forest
mitigation plan to suppart the Governor's goal fo consarve 400,000 acres of land by the
end of his administration and DOF policy objectives for limiting the rate and degree of
forestiand loss in the Commonwealth as the project moves farward. DOF welcomes
discussions with the Forelgn Affairs Security Training Center sponsors conceming
potential mitigation plan oplions for this project.

Thesa options could be structured 1o help meet DOF forest conservation objectives and C2-AM

complement Department of Defense (DOD) and DGIF species habitat considerations,
while simultaneously further enhancing forested national security buffars around
sensitive areas within the center's development foolprint. Given these objectives,
potential opportunities for mitigation include but are not limited to the following:

* LAA parcel 8, the Grid and 21/20: Design development footprints for each parcel
o maximize the amount of forested area between the sections to be developed
and the surmownding undeveloped forest,

o This suggestion is made to keap forast fragmentation to a minimum and to
support Dol and DGIF objectives that the value of the retained forest 1o
interior species is optimized. Of particular interast 1o DOF is the forast
block located on the westermmost portion of LRA Parcel 8 that is
considered In the EIS 1o be large encugh to have moderate value to forast
interior spacies and areas within 21/20 that have been determined o have
high FCV as determined by the DOF InForest evaluation program.

* LRA parcel 10: Submit additional information to DOF about the proposed
development footprint for review and comment.
o Thea EIS offars only general guidance on developmeant plans and LRA
parcel 10 contains high FCV areas. The forest conservation value of LRA
parcel 10 is considered high because it is a second growth mixed forest

GSA Response

Cc2-z

The Virginia Department of Forestry’s (DOF) determination of significant impact
to forest resources is noted. Reducing impacts to vegetation has been a primary
planning consideration in the development of the alternatives, and vegetation
would be re-planted where feasible to offset the impacts. Forest impacts have
been reduced with Build Alternative 3 as compared with the 2012 build
alternatives. Refer to Supplemental Draft EIS Sections 2.2.2.2, 4.1.5.3, and 6.4.1
and Tables ES-2 and 6.16-1 for forest impact avoidance, minimization, and
mitigation measures that would be incorporated into the design of the project to
reduce project impacts to forest and other vegetation communities.

C2-AA

GSA would consider additional forest mitigation contingent upon availability of
funding. There is no guarantee funding would be available to support the
suggested mitigation plan options, but during facility design GSA would
incorporate all practicable measures to reduce long term forest impacts and
implement mitigation to the extent feasible. Also refer to Response C2-Z.

Sections 4.1.4.3 and 6.3, and Table 6.16-1 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft
EIS discuss avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for the protection
of wetlands and streams on or adjacent to the project site parcels.
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C2-AA
U & P (Response provided on previous page.)
S v e T Cr
Page 15 C2-BB
that has been subject to very little previous development, it ks part of a c2.aa | Refer to Response C2-AA

larger configuous forest, and its western adge abuts a wetland area that
may have waler quality value for the adjacent residential areas. — C2-cC
s State to federal land conversiom: Consult with DOF regarding LRA parcel Sand | )
LRA parcel 10 (since these parcels will convert to federal land under the Cl-B8 Refer to Response C2-AA
preferred build alternative) on the outline of the parcel footprints as the project
proceeds through its various phases so forest mitigation efforts can be optimized. |
+ Buffar extension: Coordinate discussion with DOF and Fort Pickett T C2-DD
represantatives on the possibility of maending the current Army Compatible Use - -
Butfer north of Lunenburg County to provide additional protection for existing Refer to Response C2-AA
forest as wall as providing additional sacurity,

s Forast replacement: Under the prefermed build alternative option, 525 acres of C2-EE
heavily forested land will ba lost and DOF would like to see that loss mitigated. Comment noted.
Potential opportunities for mitigation include but are not limited to the following
recommeandations:

o Reforest and protect open federal lands within the Commonwealth of
Virginia to create forestlands. €200

o U.S. Army Fort Pickett, as the landiord installation for the proposed center,
could work with DOF or another Virginia consarvation agency or group o
crate a forest land conservation fund that would be used for the purchase
of conservation easements or property acquisitions of forastiands. These
purchases could be within the impacted area or statewide and would
ensure that the jorested lands are managed and retained as forest lands
in parpatuity.

9. Geologlc Resources.

Sfa) Agency Jurisdiction. The DMME, through its six divisions, regulates the mineral
industry, provides mineral research and offers advice on wise use of resources, The
Department's mission s to enhance the development and conservation of energy and
mineral resources in a safe and environmentally sound manner in order 1o support a
mare productive economy in Vinginia.

9(b) Agency Comments. The DMME did not respond to DEQ's request for comments, _| 2-EF

For information on geclogic resources, contact DMME (David Spears at
David. Spears @dmme. virginia.gov).
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10. Historic and Archaeological Resources. The EIS (page 4-22) states that GSA
will comply with Section 106 requirements.

10{a) Agency Jurisdiction. DHR conducts reviews of projects to detarmine thair effect
on historic structures or cultural resources under its jurisdiction. DHR, as the designated
State’s Historlc Praservation Office, ensures that federal actions comply with Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1962 (NHPA), as amended, and its
implementing regulation at 36 CFR Part 800. The NHPA requires federal agencies to
consider the effects of federal projects on properties that are listed or eligible for listing
on the Mational Register of Histaric Places. Section 106 also applies if there are any
federal involvamants, such as licenses, permits, approvals or funding. DHA also
provides comments to DEQ through the state environmental impact report review
Process.

10{b) Agency Finding. DHR states that it has been in consultation with the GSA
regarding this project. DHA's detailed comments submitted directly to the GSA are
attached for reference. A brief summary of the letter regarding Phase | and || Cultural
Resource Survays follows. DHR states that the architectural surveys meet DHR's Data
Sharing System Cuality Control Standards. DHR concurs with the GSA's consultant that
identified resources are not recommended as individually eligible for listing in the

Virginia Landmarks Register (VLA) or the Naticnal Register of Historie Places (NRHP). | ©2FF

However, one previously surveyed resource (Farley's) along Wast Entrance Road
should be considered potentially eligible. DHR also states that the archaeological
resounce repons submitted for review meet its requirements. However, DHA statas that
it doas not agrea with the consuftant that sufficlent research has been conductad in
cannaction with the isclated grave stone. DHR also requests additional information an
two identified archaeclogical sies. DHA concludes by stating that it does not plan to
comment on effects to historc proparties until it recelves additional information.

10{c) Agency Recommendation. DHA requests that the GSA continue to consult

directly with DHR pursuant to Section 108 of the National Historic Praservation Act (as 266

amended) and its implamanting regulations codified at 36 CFR Part 800 which require
federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic properties,

10{d) Requirement. Tha GSA must comply with Section 106 of the National Historic — £2-HH

Presarvation Act, as amended, and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR 800,
11. Public Water Supply. The EIS (pages 4-7 and 4-10) states that the build
alematives would use publicly supplied drinking water.

GSA Response

C2-FF

Additional research on the isolated grave stone and two identified archaeological
sites has been conducted and the updated Phase | and Phase Il Archaeological
Report and Addendum Phase Il Evaluation Report have been updated and
resubmitted to DHR. Section 4.2.1 and Appendices E and F of the Supplemental
Draft EIS have been updated to include the additional information and
correspondence.

C2-GG
GSA will continue consultation with DHR pursuant to section 106 of NHPA.

C2-HH
Section 4.2.1.3 indicates that compliance with Section 106 would take place and
that any mitigation measures would be determined through consultation.
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11{a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Virginia Departmant of Health (VDH) Office of
Drinking Water (ODW) reviews projects for the potential to impact public drinking water
spurces (groundwater wells, springs and surface water intakes). VDH administars both
federal and state laws govemning waterworks opaeration,

GSA Response

C2-1
Comment noted

C2-))

All applicable regulations concerning the water lines would be adhered to for the
proposed project. Town of Blackstone officials have been notified of the
predicted waters demands and have indicated that they have no concerns about

11(b) Agency Findings. VOH ODW finds that there are no apparent impacts to publlc_ the proposed demand. Also refer to Section 4.2.8 of the Draft and Supplemental
drinking waler sources due to this project. No groundwater wells are within a 1-mile Draft EIS.
radius. No surface water intakes are located within a 5-mile radius of the project site. e
The project does not fall within Zone 1 (up to § miles into the watershed). The project is
within Zone 2 (greater than 5 miles into the watershed) of one public surface water C2-KK
source but is outside of VDH's review area, . . T
— In the Supplemental Draft EIS, Section 3.2.8.1 has been revised to indicate the
11(c) Requirements. - Virginia Department of Health Office of Drinking Water permits the water
« Installation of new water lines and appurenances must comply with the state’s treatment plant.
waterwarks regulations. =
* Potantial impacts to public water distribution systems must ba verified by the
local utiity, according to VDH. _ C2-LL
1) Agency q_ nds cormee e S As noted in Sections 4.1.4.1, 4.1.4.3, 4.3.1, 5.4.4, and 6.3 of the Draft and
Recommendation. recom - .
3.2.8.1 under "Utilitia and lnfrmmwﬁ?mh;rvnmcr?m m,?g;fh:ﬁ{]: GD%E,‘B' ok Supplemental Draft EIS, LID methods would be utilized to the extent feasible,
under the requirements of the Safe Drinking Water Act and the provisions of the Virginia including but not limited to Sec 438 of the Energy Independence and Security Act,
Waterworks Regulations, permits the Town of Blackstone's Water Treatment Plant . .. s . o .
(Blackstons, Town of: Waterworks D #VA5135100), instead of DEQ. GSA sustainability guidelines, and LEED design criteria. Specific measures that
— would be incorporated into the design, including ultra-low flow fixtures, rain
11{e) Water Conservation Recommendations. DEQ recommends thal the GSA . . R L .
considers the following waler conservation measures to the extent practicable: collection, use of grey water, native plant species for non-irrigated landscaping,
Grounds shoul bo landscapad with hardy native plent epecies 1o \ and avoidance of permanent irrigation, have been added to Sections 4.2.8.3 and
as well a3 minimize the need to use fertiizers wppqm:ms ;5 Fonseme waler 6.12 and Tables ES-2 and 6.16-1 of the Supplemental Draft EIS.
+ Convert turf 1o low water-use landscaping such as drought resistant grass,
plants, shrubs and trees.
« Consider installing low-flow restrictors/aerators to faucets, Cau
+ Improve Irrigation practices by:
o upgrading with a sprinkler chock; watering at night, if possible, to reduce
evapotranspiration (lawns need anly 1 inch of water per week and do not
need to be waterad daily; over watering causes 85 percent of turf probloms);
o instaling a rain shutoff device; and
o collecting rainwater with a rain bucket or cistern system with drip lines.
+ Consider replacement of old equipmaent with new high-efficiency machines to
reduce waler usage by 30-50 percent per use.
+ Chack for and repair leaks during routing maintenance activitios.
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12, Sewage Systems.

12{a) Discharging Sewer System Regulations. DEQ has approval authority for most
discharging sewage collection systams and treatment works, except for single family
homae (less than 1,000 galion per day) systems. This authority is contained in the
Sewage Collection and Treatment (SCAT) Regulations (9VAC25-790 et
s8q.). Additional information Is avallable on the DEQ website at www.deg. virginia. gow’
Frograms/WalerWastewatorAssistance Training/ Wastewate irngeil gulations.a
spx. Construction of sanitary wastewater collection systems must comply with the
state's sewerage regulations.
12{b) Requirements.
+ Contact DEQ BRRO to ensure compliance with the SCAT Regulations, as C2-hM
applicabla.
+ Potential impacts to sanitary sewage collection systems must ba verified by the
local utility, according to VDH.

13. Aviation Impacts. According to the EIS, the proposed facility is near the Blackstone
Army Airfield/Alian C. Perkinson Municipal Airport (page 3-88).

13{a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Virginia Department of Aviation (DOAY) is a state
agancy that plans for the development of the state aviation system; promotes aviation;
grants aircraft and airports licenses; and provides financial and technical assistance to
cities, lowns, counties and other governmeantal subdivisions for the planning,
devalopmant, construction and operation of airports, and other aviation facilities.

13(b) Agency Finding. DOAv states that it does not object to the project. However, due
to the proxdmity of the proposed transmission lines that will be erected as part of this
project ko the Allen C. Perkinson/Blacksione Alrfield, GSA is required 1o submit a 7450
Form to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 1o determine if the proposal will
constitute a hazard to air navigation. If the FAA deems the proposed development to be
a hazard to air navigation, DOAV would not object to mitigation measures, such as
obstruction lights, provided there are no negative impacts 1o the approach minimums o
the airport and the measures will not result in the reduction of runway length,

13(c) Requirements.
« Take all efforts to limit the dust'glare generated from this project that could

potentially negatively impact aircraft operations,
* Submit 7460 Faorm to the FAA for review. —

C2-NN

C2-00

GSA Response

C2-MM

All applicable regulations concerning the sewer collection system would be
adhered to for the proposed project. Town of Blackstone officials have been
notified of the predicted sewer demands and have indicated that they have no
concerns about proposed demand. Sections 4.2.8.1 and 5.4.13 of the
Supplemental Draft EIS contain updated information about sewer capacity.

C2-NN
Form 7460 would be submitted to the FAA.

C2-00

Form 7460 would be submitted to the FAA. Noted requirements have been
added to Sections 4.2.4.1 and 6.8 and Tables ES-2 and 6.16-1 of the Supplemental
Draft EIS.
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14, Transportation Impacts. The EIS (page 4-83) indicales that there would be an
increase in traffic but road improvements would be implemeanted.

14{a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Virginla Deparment of Transponation (VDOT)
provides comments peraining to potential impacts to existing and future transportation
systems.

14(b) Agency Comments. VDOT did not respond to DEQ's request for commants. j (SEhe
15. Agricultural Lands. The EIS (pages 4-4 and 4-5) states that the bulkd alternatives

would impact 20 acres of prime farmland soils, but the impact would not be significant

based on site assessmant criteria and coordination with tha Natural Resources

Consanation Sarvice.

15(a) Agency Jurisdiction. The 2001 Virginia General Assembly established the Office
of Farmland Preservation within VDACS to help reduce the loss of agricultural land.

15(b) Agency Comments. VDACS did not respond to DEQ's request for mmmanlsj €300

15(c) Recommendation. Coordinate the proposed development with VDACS (Keith. | -5 qn
Tignor@vdacs. virginia. gov).

16. Pollution Prevention. DEQ advocates that principles of poliution prevention be
used in all construction projects as wall as in facility operations. Effective siting,
planning, and on-site Bast Management Practices (BMPs) will help to ensure that C2-55
emvironmental impacts are minimized. However, poliution preventicn techniques also
inciude decisions related to construction materials, design, and operational proceduras
that will facilitate the reduction of wastes at the source,

16(a) Recommendations. We have several poliution prevention recommendations that
may be helpful in constructing or operating this project:

+« Consider development of an effective Emvironmental Managemant System
(EMS). An affactive EMS will ensure that the proposed facility is committed to | -5 7
minimizing its emvirenmental impacts, setting emdironmental goals, and
achieving improvements in s environmental pefformance. DEQ offers EMS
development assistance and recognizes faciliies with effective Environmental
Management Systems through its Virginia Environmental Excellence
Program.

« Consider emvironmental attributes when purchasing materials. For example,
the extent of recycled material content, toxicity level, and amount of

GSA Response

C2-PP
VDOT submitted comments under a separate letter. Refer to comments and
responses C1-A through C1-P.

C2-QQ
Comment noted.

C2-RR
Comment noted.

C2-SS

Chapter 6 and Table 6.16-1 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS discuss
impact minimization and mitigation measures including pollution prevention The
description of the Proposed Action (Section 2.1) addresses energy efficiency and
reduction of waste, pollution, and environmental impacts to achieve certification
of LEED Silver buildings. Pollution prevention principles are also incorporated into
GSA Sustainable Design Principles.

C2-TT
Comment noted; also refer to response C2-SS.
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Page 20 Comment noted.
packaging should be considerad and can be specified in purchasing
contracts,

« Consider contractors’ commitment o the environment whan choosing
contractors. Specifications regarding raw materials and construction
practices can bo included in contract documents and requests for proposals. C2-TT

+ Choose sustainable materials and practices for building construction and
design.

+ Integrate pollution pravention technigues into the facility maintenance and
operation, to include invenicry control for centralized storage of hazardous
materials. Maintenance facilities should have sufficient and suitable space lo
allow for effective imventory control and preventive maintenance.

DEQ's Office of Pollution Prevention provides information and technical assistance
relating to pollution prevention techniques and EMS. If interested, pleasa contact DEQ
(Sharan Baxtar at 804-698-4344).

17. Reglonal and Local Comments. The Richmond Reglonal Commission, Crater
Planning District Commission, Commaonwealth Regional Commission, Southside
Planning District Commission, Nottoway County, Town of Blackstons, Amedla County,
Prince Edward County, Brunswick County, Chesterfield County, Dinwiddie County and
Lunenburg County were invited to comment.

17{a) Agency Jurisdiction. In accordance with the Code of Virginia, Section 15.2-
4207, planning district commissions encourage and facilitate local govermment
cooperation and state-local copperation in addressing, on a regional basis, problems of
greater than local significance. The cooperation resulting from this is intended to
facilitate the recognition and analysis of regional opportunities and take account of
regional influences in planning and implementing public policles and sendces. Planning
district commissions promote the orderly and efficient development of the physical,
social and economic alements of the districts by planning, and encouraging and
assisting localities to plan, for the future.

17(b) Comments. —

o Lunenburg County states that it supports the project.

o Prince Edward County has no comments.

o MNottoway County states that as this facility will be entirely contained within the
county, its Impacis are of special interest to its citizens and elected leaders. C-uu
Despite the size and complexity of the project, the county states that its review of
the EIS has not shown any potential impacts to be problematic for Nottoway
County. It also appears to have no negative impacts lo the surrounding area. The
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Board of Supervisors is unanimous in its support of the draft EIS and the project
as prasanted.
o The Crater Planning District Commission finds the proposal to be in full accord
with the commission’s environmental policy directives,
o The Richmond Regional Planning District Commission states that it defers
comments to other planning district commissions and localities since the project
site is outside of its boundary.

Commenwealth Regional Commission, Scuthside Planning District Commission, Town
of Blackstone, Amelia County, Brunswick County, Chesterfield County, and Dinwiddie
County did not respond to DEQ's request for comments.

REGULATORY AND COORDINATION NEEDS

1. Subaqueous Lands. The Virginia Marine Resources Commission (VMRC),

pursuant to Virginia Code § 28.2-1200 through 1400, regulates encroachments in, on or
over any state-owned bays, rivers, sireams or creeks throughout the Commonwealth.
For information on permits issued by the YMRAC and an submitting a JPA, contact the
VMRC Habitat Managament Division (Tony Watkinson at 757-247-2250 or

Tony. Watkinson @mre. virginia.gov). -

2, Water Quality. GSA should ensure compliance with tha Virginia Water Protection ]

C2-Uu

C2-Wv

(VWP) Program pursuant to Virginia Code §62.1-44.15:20 ef seq. and Virginia W

regulations SVAC25-210-10 ef seq. Contact DEQ BRRO (Kip Foster at
Kip. Foster@deq. virginia,gov) if Impacts to wetlands or streams are proposed to ensure
compliznce with the VWP Program. |

3. Air Quality Regulations. According to the DEQ Alr Division, the following
regulations may apply:

« OVACS-50-60 ef seq. of the regulations goveming fugitive dust.
+« OVACS-130 et seq. of the regulations govemning open burning.

For information on local requirements pertaining to open burning, contact Mottoway
County.

3(a) Fuel-burning Equipment. Contact DEQ BRRO (David Jed Brown at 434-582-
6210 or David. Brown @deq. virginia.gov) for patential requirements related to registration

C2-X%

of new equipment, as apgplicable, —

GSA Response

C2-uu
(Response provided on previous page.)

Cc2-vv
Refer to response C2-A.

Cc2-ww
Refer to response C2-D.

C2-XX
Refer to responses C2-J and C2-K.

C2-YY
Refer to response C2-L.
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4. Eroslon and Sediment Control and Stormwater Management. Refer to response C2-H.

4{a) Erosion and Sediment Control. If this project will disturb equal o or greater than

10,000 square feet on public or private lands, the proparty owner must submit a project- | C2.27 C2-BBB

specific lan and sedi i control o DCR Southern Piedmont Office . . .
(434) 2,;',.‘3;‘2 {mmm&?hm&mﬁéﬁﬁmﬁ 54“250_% §4W,:;L_m, Solid waste, hazardous waste, and hazardous materials would be managed in
40). - accordance with all applicable federal, state, and local regulations.

4{b) General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities, Fur_

prajects invalving land-disturbing activities equal to or greater than 1 acre, the owner or C2-CcC

cperator of construction acthvities are required to apply for registration coverage under

the Genaral Parmit lor Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activitios and ™ Refer to response C2-O.

develop a project-specific stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP
must address water quality and quantity in accordance with the Virginia Stormwater
Managemant Program (VSMP) Parmit Regulations. Specific quastions regarding the
Stormwater Management Program requirements should be directed to Holly Sepety with
DCA at (804) 225-2613 (Referance: VSWML §10.1-803.1 &f seq.; VSMP Parmit
Regulations §4VAC-50 et seq.). —

5. Solld Waste and Hazardous Substances. All solid waste, hazardous waste, and_
hazardous materials must be managed in accordance with all applicable fedaral, state,
and local environmental regulations,

Applicable state regulations may include:
» Virginia Waste Managament Act (Code of Virginia section 10.1-1400 af s8q.);
+ Virginia Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (VHWMR) (9VAC20-80);
+ \inginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (VSWMR) (9VAC20-81); and £2.BBE
. 'I.I'Irg::rﬂa Regulations for the Transportation of Hazardous Materials (SVAC20-
110).

Applicable federal regulations may include:

+ Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) (42 U.5.C. section 8901 &t
seq.), and the applicable regulations contained in Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations; and

« U.5. Department of Transportation Rules for Transportation of Hazardous
Materials, 4% CFR Parts 107, 171.1-172.558.

For additional information on waste management, contact DEQ BRRO (Aziz Farahmand
at 540-562-6872 or Aziz. Farahmand @deq.virginia.gov). |
5(a) Asbestos-Containing Material. It is the responsibility of the owner or oparator of | c3-c0r
a renovation or demolition acthvity, prior to the commencement of the renovation or

Appendix K — Comments and Responses K-49 January 2015




Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement for FASTC Nottoway County, Virginia

U5, G Sorvices Admie

DCira#t ERS Fomign Affain Training Canter
DEQ 12-109F

Paga 23

demalition, 1o tharoughly inspect the affected part of the facility where the cparation wil
occur for the presence of asbestos, including Calegory | and Category || nonfriable
asbestos-containing matarial (as applicable). Upon classification as friabée or non-

friable, all asbestos-containing material shall be disposed of in accordance with the
Virginia Sofid Wasle Management Regulations (8VAC20-81-640) and transportad in
accordance with the Virginia regulations governing Transportation of Hazardous
Materials (SVAC20-110-10 af seq.). Contact the DEQ Divislon of Land Protection and
Renvitalization (formerly the Waste Division) (Linda Richardsen at 804-698-4318) and the
Department of Labor and Industry (Ronakd L. Graham 804-371-0444) for additional
Infarmation. e
5(b) Lead-Based Paint. |f applicable, this project must comply with the U.S.

Department of Labor Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)

reguiations and with the Virginia Lead-Based Paint Activities Rules and Regulations.

For additional information regarding thase requiremants, contact the Department of
Professional and Qecupational Regulation (David Dick at A04-367-8588). _

S{e) Coordination.

« Contact the LS. Emdronmental Profection Agency (EPA) (Jerry Hoover, Regional
Project Manager, at 215-814-2077) for information concaming Comprahanshve
Emvironmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) obligations at
Fort Pickett's Main Post, including establish the nature and extent of any known
environmental contamination at or near Fort Pickatt, or other Areas of Concam
{AOCs) which may be in close proximity to the proposed project.

+ Conduct the removal, relocation or closure of any regulated petroleum storage
tanks - aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) or underground siorage tank (USTs)
—in accordance with the requirements of the Virginia Tank Regulations $VAC25-
91-10 et seq. for ASTs and SVAC25-580-10 ef seq. for USTs. Documentation
and / or questicns should be submitted to DEQ BAAD (David Miles at 540-562-
6741 or David. Miles @ deq. virginia. gov).

+ Raport the installation or use of any portable aboveground petraleum storage
tank (= 660 gallons, SVAC 25-81-10 ef seq.) for more than 120 days the DEQ
BRRO Petroleum Storage Tank Program (David Miles at 540-562-6741 or
Diarvic, Mites @ deg, virginia. gov.

6. Protected Species and Matural Herltage Resources.

= Coordinate survey results for Michaux's sumac with DCR DNH (Rene Hypes at
Rene. Hypes @dcr. virginia.gov or 804-371-2708) and FWS (Cindy Schulz al 804-

C2-CCC

C2-EEE

C2-FFF

693-6694 or cindy_schulz @ fws.gov).

GSA Response

C2-CCC
(Response provided on previous page.)

C2-DDD

Section 4.2.11.1 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS indicates that LBP would
be characterized, managed, transported, and disposed of according to applicable
state, federal, and local requirements for protecting human health and safety
and the environment.

C2-EEE
Refer to response C2-P and C2-R.

C2-FFF
Refer to response C2-T.
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+ Coordinate with DHR DNH (J. Christopher Ludwig, Natural Heritage Inventory Refer to response C2-GG.

Manager, at chris. lugwig & der.virginia.gov or 804-371-6208) since its biclogists
are quakfied and available to conduct inventories for rare, threatened, and

endangared species and to discuss arrangements for flakd work. C2-HHH

+ Coordinate with VDACS (Keith Tignor at 804-786-8038 or -
Kaith. Tignar @vdacs. virginia,gov) 1o ensure profection of state-listed plant Refer to response C2-AA.
species and compliance with state protected specias legislation. C2-FFF

« Contact the FWS (Cindy Schulz at B04-653-5684 or cindy_schulz @ fws.gov) 1o c2-11
ensure the protection of any federally-listed species and compliance with federal
protected species legislation. Refer to response C2-NN.

+ DGIF's database may be accessed at hifp-ivafiwis.ongfwis or by contacting
DGIF (Shirl Dvessler at 804-367-6913).

« Contact the DCR DNH (804-371-2708) for an update on natural heritage C2-)
information if a significant amount of time passes bafore the project is Refer to responses C2-JJ and C2-MM.

7. Historic and Archaeclogical Resources. Continue to coordinate with DHR (Andrea
Kampinen at Andrea.Kampinen @dhr. virginia. gov and Ethel Eaton at 804-482-5088 or C2-GGE
Ethel. Eaton @ dhr. virginia.gov) as required by Section 106 of the MNational Historic
Presarvation Act.

8. Forest Resources. Consider mitigation options regarding the loss of forest lands and

coordinate with DOF (Greg Evans, DOF Volumtary Mitigation Program Manager, at 434- L2-HHH
220-8020 or at Gregory. Evans @dof virginia.gov) regarding its mitigation
recommendations and request for additional information. —

9. Aviation Impacts. Coordinate with the FAA Alrport District Office (703-661-1354)
regarding Form 7460-1 to ensure compliance with federal regulations or guidelines, cz-
Contact DOAv (Scott Denny at Scott. Danny @ doav. virginia. gov or 804-236-3632) for
additional information and coordination as necessary. —

10. Waterworks and Sewerage Regulations.

« Al utility work invalving installation of new waterines and appurtenances must
comply with the Commonwealth's walerworks regulations and all applicable
standards of the locality.

« Polentlal impacts 1o public water distribution systems must be verified by the
local wtility, according to VDH. Contact VDH (Barry Matthews at el
Barry. Matthews @vdh. virginia.gov) for additional information.

= Contact DEQ BRRO (Kip Foster at 540-562-6782 or
Kip.Foster@deqg. virginia, gov) 1o ensure compliance with the Sewage Callection
and Treatrment (SCAT) Regulations, as applicabla,
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DEQ 12-189F
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Thank you for the opportunity to commaent on the draft EIS. Detailed comments of
reviewing agencies are attached for your review. If you have questions, please do not
hesitate to call me at (B04) 698-4325 or Julia Welman at (804) 598-4326.

Sincerely, \
Al Wwr—=
Ellie Irens, Program Manager
Environmental Impact Review

Enclosures

ec:  Dennis Morris, Crater PDC
Robart A, Crum, Richmond Regional PDC
Mary Hickman, Commonwealth Regional Council
Gail Moody, Southside PDC
James Stegmalker, Chesterfleld County
Wade Bartlatt, Prince Edward County
Tracy Gee, Lunenburg County
John M. Prosise, Nottoway County
Taylor Harvey, Amalia County
Charlatte T. Woalridga, Brunawick County
Kevin Massangill, Dinwiddie County
Philip Vannoorbeeck, Town of Blacksiona
Amy Ewing, DGIF
Kaith Tignor, VDACS
Rabbia Rhur, DCR
Barry Matthews, VOH
Steve Coe, DEQ DLPR
Kotur Narasimhan, DEQ DAPC
Mick Cholko, DEQ BRRO
Roger Kirchan, DHR
Jay Woodward, VMRC
Jim CromwelWChip Ray, VDOT
David Spears, DMME
Buck Kina, DOF
Greg Evans, DOF
Scott Denny, DOAY
Catton Puryear, Department of Military Affairs
Ronnie Rice, Department of State Police

GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.
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Diraft EXS Forsign Affairs Training Cantor
DEQ 12-185F

Page 26

John Cavan, Southside VA Community Collage
Carol Wilkinson, Southermn Piedmont Agricultural REC
Brian Murphy, Conservation Management Institute

GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.
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Weliman, Julla (DEQ)

Fram: Woodward, Jay (MAC)

Seni: Fricay, November 02, 2012 10:33 AM

To: Waellman, Julla (DEQ)

Subject: DEIS for Farign Atiam Security Training Coenter, Notioway Ceunty, Virginia (Octaber 2012)
lulia,

We have reviewed the subject dm:mm_md wauld like to provide the following comments:

Ay activities or construction within perennial streams draining 5 square miles or greater would need to reviewed for
potential authorization frem the Virginia Marine Resources Commission. The submerged kands under these waterways
are considered to be public, state-owned property and we are the agency who manages those submerged lands, While |
was unable to determine if there are to be any direct impacts to these jurisdictional lands, please be advised that if there
are propossd impacts, a Joint Permit Application would need 1o be completed and submitted to us for owr review and
possible permit issuance through our public interest review process, Here i 8 link to the application website:

..

Thank you for the cpportunity te comment and should you hawve any questions please feel free to contact me directly as
1 am the Environmental Engineer assigned to this area of the state.

lay Woodward

Environmaental Engineer

Habitat Management Dhishon

Wirginia Marine Resources Commission
[757) 247-8032 office

(757] 504-7009 mobile

Iy woodward @mirc.virgina gov
Website: www.mrc.virginia gov

GSA Response

C2-KKK
Refer to response C2-A.
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GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DIVISION OF AIR PROGRAM COORDINATION

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMENTS APPLICABLE TO AIR QUALITY

TO: Julia H. Wellman DEQ - OEIA PROJECT NUMBER: 12 — 188F
PROJECT TYPE: [ STATE EA [/ EIR X FEDERAL EA/EIS []5CC

[0 COMSISTENCY CERTIFICATION
PROJECT TITLE: FQREIGN AFFAIRS TRAINING CENTER

PROJECT SPONSOR: L, S, GENERAL SERVICE ADMINISTRATION
PROJECT LOCATION: [] OZONE ATTAINMENT AREA

REGULATORY REQUIREMENTSMAY BE APPLICABLETO: X CONSTRUCTION
O CPERATION

STATE AIR POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD REGULATIONS THAT MAY APPLY:
1 9 VAC 5-40-5200 C & 9 VAC 5-40-5220 E - STAGE |
B WVAC 5-40-5200 C & B VAC 5-40-5220 F - STAGE |l Vapor Recovery
B VAC 5-40-5490 et seq. — Asphalt Paving operations
X 9VAGC 5-130 et seq. — Open Burning
X 9VAC 5-50-60 et seq. Fugitive Dust Emissions
9 VAG 5-50-130 et seq. - Odorous Emissions; Appicable to,
9 VAC 5-50-160 et seq. — Standards of Performanca for Toadc Pollutants
9 VAC 5-50-400 Subparl_____, Standards of Performance for Mew Stationary Sources,
designates standards of parformance for the
8 VAC 5-80-1100 ef seq, of the regulations - Permits for Stationary Sources
8 VAT 5-80-1700 ot seq. Of the regulations = Major or Modified Sources located in
P50 areas. This rube may be applicable to the
8VAC 5-80-2000 ot seq. of the regulations - Mew and modified sources located in
non-attainment angas
12, [0 9WAC 5-80-B00 et saq, Of the regulations — Operating Permits and exempticns, This rule
may be applicable to

COMMENTS SPECIFIC TO THE PROJECT:

20 SHEnREN

=
O 00 Ooo

(s SaaZty

(Kotur 5. Narasimhan)
Office of Air Data Analysis DATE: November 9, 2012
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Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

Fram; Cholke, Michasl (DECQ)

Sent: ‘Waednasday, November 14, 2012 3:50 PM

To: Welman, Julia (DEQ)

Subject: 12-189F Foreign Alairs Security Training Center - Nofioway County/Fort Pickett

Only issue we saw was under 4.1.4.1 (page 4-8) "Wetlands":

Text states US General Services Administration would have to obtain a permit from USACE for
wetlands and stream impacts under CWA Sections 404 and 401. According to our VWP personC2-
(Mark Bushing), they also need to coordinate these permits with DEQ, not solely with Corps of |LLL
Engineers.

Michael F. Cholko

Pollution Response Coordinator / Environmental Impact Review Coordinator
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality

Blue Ridge Regional Office - Lynchburg

T705 Timberlake Road
Lynchburg, VA 24502
434-582-6136
434-582-5125 (fax)
mifcholko®deq, virginia, gov

GSA Response

C2-LLL
Refer to response C2-D.
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GSA Response

C2-MMM

ﬁDm Refer to response C2-N.

VIRGINIA, DEPARTMENT OF
EMVIROMMENTAL QUALITY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Tulia Wellman, DEQVEIR Environmental Program Planner
FROM: Steve Coe, Division of Land Protection & Revitalization Review Coordinator
DATE: Noversber 14, 2012
COPIES:  Sanjay Thirunagari, DLP&R Review Manager

E[R File

SUBJECT:  EIR - No. 12-185FS - Foreign Affairs Training Center Fort Pickeit, Notoway County, VA
13824 -DEQ Review

The Drivisicn of Land Protection & Revitslization has completed is review of the Environmental Impact
Report far the Foreign Affalrs Training Center Fom Pickeo, Noteway County, VA 23824, Project
description: acquisition of land and the develop of ac lidated Foreign Affairs Security Training
Center (FASTC) in Nottowny County.

‘We have the following comments concerning the waste issses associsted with this project

The repart submined for the EIR addnessed potential solid waste andfor hazardows waste Bsues, The report
indicates a thorough review of potential environmental issues related to the parcels identified for
development. The repont appears to indicate that DEQ)'s databases and DILFR files were scarched, and
indicates that DECQ offices had been contacted about possible ground contaminstion concerns. The DLFR
slaff has conducted a cursory review of its database files under zip code 23824 including a VEGIS database
search {within a 0.5 mile radius) of the project site and identified the information below. DEQ's Federal
Facilities Program was contacted for a review of this determinsion and staff comments are included in our
review, The sites identified are for reference as their proximity to the subject site is unknown.

RCRAHazardous Waste Facilities - fificen in zip code 23824, five in close proximity to tbe identified
parcels

11 BRAC Propenty For Picken, 403 Military Road, Blackstone, VA 23824, [DW 0213720931,
Contact: Francis Gilmore st 434-292-3317,

1) Fon Pickett USARC AMSA No. 88, Bldg 564 Kemper Avenue, Blackstione, VA 23824, ID#
WARDDOODSSS3, Contact: Michele Brown at 504-233-6473,

3 MTC Fort Pickett, VAARNG-FM-E, Bldg 234, Blackstone, VA 23824, [Da VADSREIIEI59,
Contset: David K. Shom at 434-292-2 144,

4) YAARNG-ARMORY-Blackstone, N. High Street, Blackstone, VA 23824, ID#
VADOE26T7429. Contact: Pamela W, Coleman at 434-298-6445,

5) VIP & SU Southern Piedmont AES, Highway 40 East, Blackstone, WA 23824, ID#
98R224937, Contact: Jack Nunes at 540-231-8758.

C2-MM
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GSA Response

C2-MMM
one (Response provided on previous page.)
Fart Pickett, Kemper Avenue, Blacksione, VA 23824, EFA [D 2210020705, Nog NPL. C2-NNN
The following websites may prove helpful in locating additional information for these identification Refer to Response C2-P.

numbers; hitpufhwww epa.govisuperfundisites’cursites/index kim or
hatpeliwww epa.govienyinimlirerisireris_query_java html.

ELIDs Sitgs - two
FUD5# FFID Property Name Locality INPR Hazards
Riesules _Found
CO3VADOIE  VASTWIFTTT0  Fort Picket Mil Resv  Blackstone, E N
CIVADRZ)  VASRMIFIGTE FiPickent A ARFT  Blackstone E * ¥

C2-MMM

The DEQ's Federal Facilities Restoration Program reviewed this submittal and it appears that the
project will not impact any sites at Fort Pickett (Environmental Restoration Program, Base
Realignment and Closure, and Formerly Used Defense Sites). If the project manager or engineer has
questions, they should contact Mr. Jerry Hoover, Regional Project Manager, at (215) 814-2077 for
information concerning Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA) obligations at Fort Fickett's Main Post. Mr. Hoover, or his designes, should be contacted
o establish the nature and extenit of any known eavironmental contamination af or near Fort Pickest, or
other Areas of Concern (AC(Cs) which may be in close proximity to the propased project.

Salid Waste Fcilities = one

in‘-’lggd—l U.S. Army Fort Pickett, Closed Sanitary Landfill, Rives Road at 9 Street, Blackstone,
A .

YRE Sites -nane
Eetrolenm Release Sites — one

ID# 20112039 - Grant Residence, 39 Maple Lane, Blackstone, VA 23824, Event Date:
V2572000, Status: Closed.

GENERAL COMMENTS

Any s0il that is suspected of contamination or wastes that are generated musst be tested and disposed of in

accordance with applicable Federal, State, and local laws and regulations. Some of the applicable stale laws

and regulations are: Virginia Waste Management Act, Code of Virginia Section 10,1-1400 ef seq.; Virginia

Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (VEEWME) (9VAC 20-60); Virginia Solid Waste Management | £2.MMN
Regulstions {VSWMR) (9% AC 20-81); Virginia Regulations for the Transporiation of Hazardous Materials

(SVAC 20-110). Some of the applicable Federal laws and regulations are: the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 ULS.C. Section 6901 & seq.. and the applicable regulations contained in Title 40
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GSA Response

of the Code of Federal Regulations; and the U.S. Department of Transportation Rules for mmiﬂrﬂ cannn | C2-NNN
e (Response provided on previous page.)

Also, all structunes being demolished/renovated removed should be checked for ashestos-containing
muaterials (ACM) and lead-based paint (LBF) prior to demolition. If ACM or LBP are found, in addition to C2-000 C2-000
the federal waste-relsted regulsisons mentioned above, State regulatians 9V AC 20-80-640 for ACM and
GVALC 20-60-261 for LEP must be followed. The local DEQ office contact for questions is Mr, Kyle Refer to Response C2-0.
Winter at (B04) 527-5052. —

Flease note that any contaminated media which is generated from the facility project site is the C2-PPP
responsibility of the subject site facility which must ensure that contaminsied media undergoes proper C2-Pop . X
mtnagement, stocage, trestment, and disposal in accordance with the abeve noted State Regulations. : Sections 4.2.11.1 and 6.15 of the Draft and Supplemental Draft EIS discuss

Questions regarding the proper management of salid andfor hazardous wasts as well as dredge spails should . ) .
cetcd s r i MMM measures for the storage, handling, and disposal of hazardous materials.

be directed to the DEQ's Piedmont Regional Office (hitp: virgini

Eollution Preveption - Reass - Recveling
— C2-Qaq

Please nobe (hat DECQ) encourages all construction projects and facilities 1o implement pollution prevention
principles, including the reduction, rewse, and recycling of all solid wastcs generaicd. All genemtionof  |c2-000 | Refer to response C2-SS.
hazardous wasies should be minimized and handled appropriately.

If you have any questions or need further information, please contact Steve Coe at (B04) G98-4029.
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GSA Response
C2-RRR
) Refer to response C2-S.
Douglas W, Domenesch Daevid A bofiniscd
Secrciary of Naturs! Rewaonses Diirecior

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND RECREATION
30 Crowrmor Soren
Rochmoed, Virgisla II219-2010

{B04) TES-GTIL
MEMORANDUN
DATE: Movember 14, 20012
To: Julia Wellman, DEQ
FROM: Robena Rbur, Environmental Impact Review Coorndinator

SUBJECT: DEQ 12-185F, Foreign Affairs Training Center, Fort Pickett
Division of ] Heri

The Department of Comservation and Recreation's Division of Natural Heritage (DCR) has searched its
Bictics Data System for occurrences of natural beritage resources from the area outlined on the submitted
map. Natural heritage resources are defined as the habitst of rare, threatened, or endangered plans and
animal species, unique or exemplary natural communities, and significant peologic formations.

According 1o the information we have cuamently in our files, the Fort Piekett Impact Area is within the
project vicinity. Conservation sites are tools for representing key areas of the Inndscape that warrant
fuunber review for possible conservation action because of the natural beritage resowrocs and habitat they
supporl. Comservalion sites are polygons built around one or more rare plant, animal, or natuml
community designed to include the element and, where podsible, its associated habitat, and buffer or other
adjscent land thought necessary for the clement’s conservation. Conservation sites are given a
biodiversity significance ranking based on the rarity, guality, and rumber of element occumences they
contain; on & scale of 1-5, | being most significant. Fort Pickett Impact Area Conservation Site has been
given a biodiversity significance ranking of BI, which represents a site of outstanding significance. The
majural heritage resource of concern at this site is:

Rheax michawsii Michaux's sumac GRGISILELT
Michaux"s sumac is 4 dicccious shrub that grows from 0.3 = 0.6 m tall (MatureServe 20113, This plant
occurs in sandy or rocky, open, handwood-dominated forests and savannas (Van Alstine and Smith,
19935}, sometimes in associstion with circumneutral soils. [t is dependent upon some form of disturbance
0 maintain its open habitar (NatureServe 2011} Periodic, natumily occumring fires provided such
disturbance historically; however, today many of this plant’s occurrences are in areas artificially disturbed | C2-RRR
stch as highway, powerline and railroad rights-of-way, edges of cultivated fickds, and other clexred lands,
In Virginka, all but one of the known occwrences are located within Fort Picken in tbe southern Piedmont
where it s maintsined by frequent fires. The major threats to Michaux's sumac include fire suppression
and habitar degradation (NatureServe 2011). The optimal survey time period for Michaux's sumse is

Stere Parks » Stermwarer Management * Nafwral Herltage  Outdoor Reerearion Planaiug
Dam Safety and Floodplain Mamagesens » Land Contervation
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GSA Response
C2-RRR
. ) ) (Response provided on previous page.)
during the period of flowering / fruiting from Juse | - October 31 when the plant has higher visshility, hl.ljﬂ RRR
the plast can be identified as long as the leaves are present from May | - October 31,
Please note that this species ks currenily classified as endangered by the United States Fish and Wildlife C2-555
Service (USFWS) and listed as threatened by the Virginia Department of Agriculture and Comsumer Refer to Response C2-T.
Services (VDACS),
Due 1o the potential for this site to support populations of Michaux's sumac, DCR recommends & | C2-TTT
imventory for the resource in the stady area. With the survey resuls we can mare accurately evaluate
potential impacts 1o natural beritage resources and offer specific proection recommendations for Comment noted.
minimizing impacts to the documented resources.
DCR-Division of Natueral Heritage biologists are qualified and available to conduct inventories for rare, C2-UUU

threatened, and endangered species. Please contact J. Christopher Ludwig, Namral Heritage Investory
Manager, st chrisludwig @rder virginiagoy or 804-371-6206 to discuss amangements for field work, A 2-558
list af other individuals who are qualifisd to conduct inventories may be obtained from the USFWS.

Refer to responses C2-G and C2-H.

Under a Memorandum of Agreement established between the VDACS and the DCR, DCR represents
VDACS in comments regarding potential impacts on state-listed threatened and endangered plant and
insect species. Survey resubts should be coordinated with DCR-DNH and USFWS. Upon review of the
results, if it is determined the species is present, and there is a likelibood of a negative impact on the
species, DCR-DNH will recommend coordination with VDACS to ensure compliance with Virginia's
Endangered Flant and Insect Species Act.

There are no Stae Namral Area Preserves under DCR's jurisdiction in the project vicinity. JezrrT

New and updated information is continually added o Biotics. Please contact DR for an update on this
nataral heritage information if a significant amount of time passes before it is wilized.

The Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDOIF) maintains a datsbase of wildlife
locations, including threatened and endangered species, trout streams, and anadromous fish watess that
may contain information not documented in this letter. Their datsbase may be accessed from
hetgetivalwis.org/fwis’ or contact Gladys Cason (804-367-0909 or Gladys.Cason @ dgif. virginia.gov).

Division of §

Swemwater Management: —_
The applicant and their authorized agents conducting regulated land distarbing activities on private and
public lands in the staie muast comply with the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Law and
Regulations (VESCLAR), Virginia Stormwater Management Law and Regulations including coverage
under the genernl permit for stormwater discharge from construction activities, and other applicable
federal monpoint source pollution mandates (e.g. Clean Water Act-Section 313, Federal Consistency
usder the Coastal Zone Management Act), Clearing and grading activities, installstion of staging areas, | 2. yuy
parking lots, roads, buildings, utilities, borrow areas, sofl stockpiles, and related land-disturbance
activities that result in the land-distusbance of equal to or greater than 10,000 square feet would be
regulated by YESCL&R. Accordingly, the applicant must prepare and implement erosion and sediment
contrel (ESC) plam to ensure compliance with stale law and regulations. The applicant is ultimately
responsible for achieving project compliance through oversight of on site contractors, regulsr field
mspection, prompd action against non-compliant sites, and other mechanisms condistent with agency
policy. [Reference: VESCL §10.1-567;).
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GSA Response

C2-vvwv
Refer to responses C2-H.

The operator or owner of constrsction activities mvolving land disturbing activities equal to or greater
than ame acre are required o register for coverage under the General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater
frem Construction Activities and develop a project specific stormwater pollution prevention plan
(SWPPF). Construction activities requiring registration also includes the land-disturbance of less than
one acre of total land area that is part of a larger common plan of development or sale if the larger | C2-VWVY
common plan of development will ultimaiely disnarb equal 1o or greater than one acre, The SWFPPP must
be prepared prior to submission of the registration statement for covernge under the general permin and
the SWFPP must address water quality and quantity in sccordance with the Virginia Stormwater
Management Program (VSMP) Permit Regulations. General information and registration forms for the
Gieneral Permit are available on DCR's website at

$10.1-503.1 et seq.; VEMP Permit Regularions

AR, CRCT W T 1 TR0 S gris o X
[Reference: Virginia Stormwater Management
FAVAC-50 e1 seq.)

The remaining DCR divisions have no comments regarding the scope of this project. Thank you for the
Opporiunity b cOmMMmEnt.

©C: Kim Smith, USFWS

Literature Cited

MNatureServe. 2011, NatureServe Explorer: An online encyclopedia of life [web application]. Version 7.1.
NatureServe, Arlington, Virginia. Available hitpeifwwwonatureserveorglexploner. (Accessed: November
9, 2011).

Van Alstine, NE. and TL. Smith. 1995, Distribution of Rhus mickawei of Fort Pickett, Virginia.
Nataral Heritage Technical Repont 95-15, Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation, Division
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of Manwral Heritage, Richmond, VA. Unpublished repon submitted 1o the U5, Army. October 1995, 65
e

GSA Response
No response necessary on this page.
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Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

Fram: E\rmg Amy (DEIF)

Sent: rday, Movember 16, 2012 12:42 PM

To: Wnl'nul Julia (DEQ)

Ca: Cason, Gladys [DGIF); nhreview (DCR)

Sublect: ESSLogh 33324_12-180F _Forsign ANairs Training Center at F1. Pickelt

W have renviewed the subject project that proposas 10 consiruct a iraining center on approximasely 1500 acres on FL.
Pichatt in Notioway County, VA,

Agcording to our records, state Threatened barking treefrogs have been documented from the project area. Howaver,
baligve these spacimens to have been moved to this s in agriculivral suppbos and nol o be & native population ol the
species. Therelore, wi have delermined this projoct is not likely 10 result in adverse Impacts upon this species.

Insect species andfor ather Natural Hertage coordination spoecies. Thenefore, we recommend coordinabion with VDCR-
DNH regarding the profection of these resources.

This prajisc |8 locabed within 2 mies of a documanted oocurrence of a state or Tederal threatened of endanganed plant or ]

T minkmize overall impacts to wildie and our natural rescurces, we offer the following commenis about development
aciivites: We recommend that the applicant avold and minkmizg impacts 1o undisturbed forest, wettands, and sireams 10
thvr fullest mxtent practicable, Avcidance and minimization of impact may include relocating stream channels &s opposed
to Tiling or channeiizing as well a3 using, and incorporating ino the developmant plan, a natursl stream channel design
and wooded buffers. We recommaend maintaining undisturbed naturally vegetated buffers of at least 100 feet in width
around all on-site wetlands and on both sides of all perenndal and ineminent streama. W recommand maintaning
woaded lots o the fullest axtent possible. W generally do not support propasals 1o mitigale wetland impacts through the
construction of stormwater management ponds, nor do we suppoet the creation of in-siream stormwaber m

pands. We are willing to asalst he applicant in developing a plan tal includes opan-space, wikdile habiat, and natural
siream channels which retain their wooded bufiers.

W recommend thal the stormwaler conirols for this prepect be designed 1o replicate and maintain the hydrographic
condition of the site prior to the change in landscape. This should include, but not be limged to, utilizing

areas, and minimizing the use of curb and gutter in favor of grassed swales. Bioretention areas (also called rain gardens)
and grass swaks are companants of Low Impact Development (LID). Thoy are designed 1o capture stommwater runol! as
closa lo the source as possible and allow it 1o slowly infiltrate into the suounding sol. They benel® natural resources by
fitering pollutants and decreasing downstream runalf volumes.

W recommand that all iree removal and ground clearing adhere to a time of year restriction protective of resident and
migratory songbird nesting from March 15 through August 15 of any year.

We recommend adharenca o arasion and sediment conlrols during praund disturbance.
Thanks, Amy

Amy Ewing | Environmental Jervioss Blologlst | VDGIF - Richmand HQ | 4010 Waest Broad jt. Richmend, VA
23330 | B04-36T-220 | weww, dgif.virginla.gow

(o)
WY

C2-
MK

C2-

GSA Response

C2-WwWw
Comment noted.

C2-XXX

Refer to Response C2-T.

C2-YYY
Refer to response C2-Y.
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

gk VTN + (S04} TIE-3E24
g Department of Aviation A% H04) o693

5702 Gulfirrecm Road
Richmeond, Virginin 27250-2427

Mavember 14, 2012

s Julis Weliman

Department of Emdronmental Quality
Office of Environmental Impact Aeview
624 East Maln Streat, Sketh Floor
Richmend, Vinginla 23219

RE: GSA Forelgn Affairs Training Center, Nottoway County Virginla, DEQ Project # 12-189F
Drear Mis. Wellman:

The Virginia Department of Avistion has reviewed the information included in the link to the praject
provided In Ms. Fulcher's October 26, 2012 e-mail. Based on our review, stafT has the following
COMMEnts.

prelicliie dite]

1, TheVirginla Department of Avation does nat object to the project. However, due to the
jproodenivy of the proposed transmission Bnes that will be erected as part of this project to the
Allen C. Perkinson /Blackstone Alrfield, the project spansor Is requined to submit a 7480 form to
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA] to determing If the proposed development would
constitute a hazard to sir navigation. If the FAA deems the proposed development to be hazerd
to alf navigation, the Department would not chjset to mitigation measures, such as obstriction
lights, provided there are no negative impacts to the approach minlmums to the alrpart and the
measures will not result in the reduction of rurmay length.

2. Al effars should be taken by the project sponsce to limit the dust/glne penerated from this
project that could potentially negatively impact aircralt operatiors.

¥ you have any questions regarding these comments please contact me at (B04) 236-3632.

L001 DOAVAT JEATLLEA AT DA Cormrmaeviy 13- LESE

C2-IIZ

C2-Adna

GSA Response

C2-z22z

Refer to Response C2-NN.

C2-AAAA

Refer to Response C2-00.
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GSA Response

C2-BBBB

Wellman, Julla (DEQ)
Refer to Response C2-GG.

From: Kampinen, Andrea (DHR)

Sent: Wisdnesday, November 14, 2012 3:15 PM
To: Weliman, Juia (DEQ)

Ce: Denna Andraws (3PCME)

Subject: Fosrmign Atfairs Training Center, Nottoway County, DHR File Mo, 2012-1921

DHR has been in consultation with the GSA regarding this project. We request that the

GSA continue to consult directly with DHR pursuant to Section 106 of the National c2
Historic Preservation Act (as amended) and its implementing regulations codified at 36  |5886
CFR Part 800 which require Federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertaki

on historic properties.

Andrea Kampinen

Archiectural Historian, Office of Review and Compliance
Virginia Departmem of Historke Resources

280 Kermingion Avenue

Richmond, WA 23221

(Bid) 4026084

Fax: (B4} 357-1391
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‘Waellman, Julia (DEQ)

From: Kampinen, Andrea (DHR)

Sent: Waednesday, Novembor 29, 2012 2:38 PM

Tao: Donna Andraws (3PCMC)

Ce: khulis @ achp,gov; Susan Smoad (susan.o.smead @ us.army.md);
Gallagher. Therosa @ spamall.epa.gov; Wellman, Julla (DEQ)

Subject: FASTC, Nottoway Ca,, VA - DHFI ita Mo, 2010-1921/DEQ#12-189F

Dear Ms, Andrews,

Please see the attached better for the above referenced project. A hard copy will not follow so please print the
attachment for your records. Should you have amy additbonal information, | can be reached at the phone number or
emall address listed below,

Raegards,

Andrea Eampinen

Lithaer Al =
Tanzpd

Andres Kampinen

Architectaral Historias, Office of Review and Compliazce
Virginla Depastenenst of Historh: Rescurces

2801 Kensisgton Avenoe

Richmond, VA 23221

(BO4) 452-6084

Fax: (B04) 367-2391

GSA Response

No response necessary on this page.
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GSA Response

No response necessary on this page.

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

el ronr Department of Historic Resources e

ety of Manual Besaries
2801 Kensington Avenue, Richmond, Virginia 23221

Tel: (e} W23
Fas (B6] 3710910
OO [804) 72384
wwe dhe g gy

Mowember 28, 2012

Donna Andrews

LS. General Services Administration, Mid-Atlantic Region

The Strawbridge's Building

20 Morth Eighth Street

Philadelphia, PA 19107 - 3191

Re: Land Acquisition and Development a1 Fort Picket! by the Department of State Foreign Affairs
Secusity Training Center — Phase [ and 1T Cualtural Resource Surveys, revisions and addendums
Motiowsy County, Virginia
DHR File No. 2010-1921

Dear Ms, Andrews,

On Ocioher 2, 2012, the Virginks Department of Historke Resounces (DHR) received additional
information regarding the above-referenced project for cur review and commeni pursasnt 1o Section 106
of the Nattonal Historic Preservation Act of 1966, s amended. DHR undersiands that the LS. General
Services Administration (GSA) and the Department of Staie (DOS) are propasing to acquire and develop
several parcels of land for & Foreign Security AfTairs Trining Center (FASTC) s Fom Picken, Monowsy
County, Virginia. The FASTC will provide treining for  variety of law enforcement and
disciplines managed by the DOS Bureaw of Diplomatic Security, The project is pantially funded throwgh
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA}, et GSA will m:lﬂdw’-
responsibilities under Section 106,

Following GSA’s initiation of Section 106 consultation in October 2011, DHR understands that the
property being sought for the facility has fusther changed in configuration. At this time, three parcels
within Fort Pickett are under consideration: Local Rewse Autharity (LRA) Parcel 9, 750 acres; LRA,
Parcel 10, 135 acres; and Pancel 21720, 660 acres. Four additional parcels, 80 acres in total, are also being
considered for additional space, if needed: Grid Parcel, 70 acres; range 8 Classroom ROS, 5 acres; Parcel
10 Acoess Rowd; and Officer’s Club Parking Lot. The most recent Cultuml Resowrce Survey reparts
submiited 1o cur office not only address DHR's comments from our July 2, 2012 letter, but also address
comments from other consulting parties, and account for the additional four parcels under consideration.
The two Build Allersatives being evaluated in the EIS incorp these updeted parcel configurations.

Architectural Resources

Wiz have received for review the revised report, Phave I Architectural Survey and Evaluation for the
Propased Foreign Affates Security Training Center, Notteway Cownty, Firginia, prepared by Cardno TEC
in Seprember 2012; and the new report, Drafl Addendum Phare If Architectral Survey for Additional

Audriinatialive Srivion Capatal Regen Cifies Tadewier e ‘Wowem Haogsen Cfficr Monhem Region {5
1 Courihinsic Ave 2mi A TS O Conarioss Wy B I L RA5T Mbuin Sureen
Pctersburg. WA 21005 Richmond. WA 21311 T Fawr Saler, VA 1415) P Box 319
Tel (S0d) B61-0d 1E Tl {80} J67-2323 Menegiant Mewi, Y 23603 T {34i1) b7 5488 Strphaw City, ¥ 23850
Fan (804} BA2-6 198 Fa (B0} B3 3000 Tol: [P5T) 8- 2007 Py {340} BTt Tk 43401 B 7009

Fas (7575 886 T804 s |3 58-I
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Page 2
Mervember 28, 2012
[HR File Mo, 2010-1521

Parcels af the Propased Foreign Affairs Security Training Center, Nottoway County, Firginia, prepared

by Cardro TEC on Sepiember 24, 2012, We are pleased to repont that the survey forms met our Data 20000

Sharing System (DS5) Quality Control Standards on November 14, 2012,

As you know, the Fort Pickett Historic District (DHR [D#067-0110) was recommended as not eligible for]
listing in the Virginia Landmaris Register (VLR) or the National Reglster of Historic Places (NRHF) by
our staff in October 20010, The Phae If Archirectural Swrvey (also known as DHR's Recoanalssance
Level Survey) identified five (3) resources within LRA Parcel's % and 10 (DHR IDE0GT-0110-0417,
C1E, 0419, 0420, and 067-5034), and DHR still concurs with the consuliant's recommendation that the
e mof e ded individually eligible for listing in the VLR/NRHP. There were no
respurces identified within Parcel 2120, Furthermare, we fieel the resources along Military Road and
West Entrance Road have been adequately accounted for of this time. The one previously surveyed
respunce along West Entrance Road, Farley®s (DHR ID#067-0153) showld be considered posentially
eligible for the purposes of this project. 1

Thee Dragft Addendum Report identified 44 previously surveyed architecturnl resowrces within'adjscent o
e GRID Parcel; two (2) newly recorded resounces within/adjacent the Range 8 Classroom ROS parcel;
anid B0 previously surveyed or newly identified resources within‘adjacent the Parcel 10 Access Rioad or
the: Officers Club Parking Lot DHR concurs with the consultant that the two nesources within the Range
8 Classroom ROS parcel (DHR IDW067-0110-042 1 and 0422) are not eligible. No further survey work is
recommended for these four additional parcels. 1

Archacclogical Resources

‘Wi have received for review three archacological reports, Phare f drchaeslogical Swrvey and Phase IT
Evalwarton fisr the Froposed Foreign Affairs Security Tratning Center, Notteway County, Firgimia,
revised, prepared by Kimberly M. Sehestyen, M.A., of al, ufMuMlnS-apumbumu Dt
Addendum Phase | Survey for Addinional Parcels of the Proposed Foreign Affairs Security Training
Center, Nottoeray Caunty, Firgimia prepared by Kimberly M. Sebestyen, M.A. of Cardno Tech in August
2012; Draft Addendum Phase [T Evaluatton for the Proposed Forelgn Affaies Secirity Training Center,
Sites AANTOIIT and 44NTO218, Noticway Coundy, Firginde prepared by Kimberly M. Sebestyen, M.A
and David Jerkins, M_A. of Cardno Tech in September 2012, We are pleased to inform you that the
reparts meel the federal Secretary of the Interior's Standardy and (Fuldelines for Archeology and Hinori:
FPreservation (48 FR 44T16-44742, September 1583) and our state Guidelines for Conducring Crulruna!
mwhW{m.!ﬂ”}“m:newmmnﬂfmudﬂﬂhmhﬂmﬁ

Phase I Archaeological Survey and Phase If Evalustion for the Proposed Forelgn Affairs Security
Training Center, Notloway County, Firginia

It Iimmmmndumru been revised to address the comments made in our letter of July
2, 2012, as well as those of other corsulling parties. We appreciate your willingness to conduct perallel
imvestigations on Site 44NTOX20 if additional investigation is warmanted a1 Site 44NTO215. We
understand, however, that no additional survey a1 these sites is planned at the present time as the tank trail
rowne has been revised to avoid both sives. —

The repaort also includes the results of additional Jucted on Site S4NTO04S, The revised
hwmﬂcmm&mﬁhnummmmlmmﬁﬂlhmuuﬂhﬁmmow
Depariment's Maticnal Reglsier Evaluation Commities met on October 25, 2012, to consider the

eligibility of Site 44NTO045, Based upon the additional documentation provided, the committee finds

C2-DDDD

C2-EEEE

C2-FFFF

(2-GGGEG

C2-HHHH

[Petenbucy. VA 1100 Hichmaored, ¥4 21171
Tl (B34) Bdotr 1 b Tl ) 531323
Faa (B3d) BE1-5 18 Far {#04) W3- YH01

Tidewater e gion (e
VA0 ooy Wty
T™ Pt

Mew g Mewi, VA 23608

Tl [T47) Eb-2877
Fam {7571 E8E- THO4

S i Lt

Salers, VA 14151
Tel (5407 JA0-3448
Farg: {107} J00- 3l

Pepribarn Regoa (iTioe
5T Mais Spert

POk B 519

Sarphrs Uy, VA 12833
Tl {340 1583009

P 5401 8- T3

GSA Response

C2-Cccc

Comment noted.

C2-DDDD

Comment noted.

C2-EEEE

Comment noted.

C2-FFFF

Comment noted.

C2-GGGG
Comment noted

C2-HHH

Comment noted.
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Movember 18, 2012
DHR Fike Mo, 2018-1921

that Site 44NTO045 does not meet the Nathonal Regisier criterin, As such, we concur with the C3-HHHH
consubiant’s recommendation that ne further aschasological investigations are warrasted a1 this sie._|

I regret to inform you, however, that we do not agres that sufficient rescarch has boen condwsted in
connection with the isolated graove stone. 'While we can agree that the sone ts not likely 10 be in sitw,
given the weight of the stomes, they do not seem lkely 1o have been deposived at any considerable
distance from the, a5 yet, unidentified burisl place, The isswe is the siones suggest that the unmarked | C2.0001
grave in the wicinity may be affecied by future activities. We will reiternte that the grave sione does
contain the neme Smith. To avoid potential delays from post review discovery of the grave, we
recommend conducting background research to identify the comership of the Smith gravestons with
adjacent property. As family cemeteries are common in Virginia, dependent on the resulis of the
research, stripping of the area 1o locate grave shafis may be warranted, .

Draft Addendom Fhase [ Survey for Addivonal Parcels af the Froposed Foreign Affairs Securiy Trataing
Center, Nottoway County, Firginig

Mo intact archasological levels or feabares were identified during the survey, The level of effoet c2-11
documented in the report was sufficient to identify archasological resources, if any were present. Based
upon the nesults of the sarvey, we concur with the « ant's rec lation that no further
archasological investigations ane warranted on the four additional parcels surveyed,

Dvayft Addencham Phase If Evalvation far the Propesed Foreign Afairs Security Traiming Center, Sites |
FANTUZ0T and 44NTO21E, Nottoway Counly, Firginia

This report presents the results of the Phase [ evaluation of twa historic period sives identified during the
Phase | survey for the FASTC project. The srchacological subcommittee of cur Department’s Natioral |~y
Register Evaluation Commitiee met on Octaber 25, 2012, to corsider the eligibility of Sites 44NT0207
and 44NTO218. [ regret to infoem you that the committes finds that the repon does ot represent a level
of effort sufficient 1o evalume these sites. The scale of the map of Shie 44NT207 provided in Figure 6
(page 12) makes it difficult 1o distinguish positive from negative shovel tests. For this reason it is not
clear how the site boundaries were determined. In some cases it appears that positive shovel tests, for
examnple, M1+ 108, were not bracketed with additional shavel tests. -

Muoreover, additional background research is needed to develop o more thorough historic comtext.
Research on the ownership of the property appears 1o be limited 1o historic maps. 'We cannot agree that
the namber of properties incorporated into Fort Pickest preclude deed and tax record research that would | C2-LLLL
mmmmmmmmmemmmmmompmum|m
Apparently a 1944 map of the propertics encompassed by Fort Pickeft exists which shows the owner's
name and size of the property; deed research could proceed back from that owner, _
The Commitiee expressed similar concerns with respect to Site 44MTO218, Positive shovel tests appear
1o have been excavated outside of the site boundary as depicted on Figure 22 (page 47). In the
conchusions section i ks stared tha “although portions of the southeastem area of the site have been C2-MMMM
disherbed due to structure demolition andfor military activities, the Former stnactures associated with this
site appear to be outside of the site boundary as well as the APE.™ It is nat clear 1o us how the site is
defined If structures associated with the site are pot included within the site boundaries. Evalustion of 2
site requines that its nature and extent be determined. -

Wi book forwand o receiving more detailed information about Sites 44NTO207 and 44NT02 18, including
a more thorough historie context a3 well as defensible boundary definition. At this time, we are not

Adre:fesfraiive Srnm Cepuisl Regon Office Tidesuder Rrgion CHiflce Wi Regian CHflor Foriiam Begea CHTlor
1% Coerihoune A ve. 2801 Eesengion & NS Ol Corthasne Way 381 Kime L F357 Ma St
Prieribarg. WA 21805 Richssaral YA T1121 T Floie Salem, WA MISY PO Bex 319
Tel [0 D575 15 Tiell (B0] 3672323 Mrwport Niwi, WA T08 Tel (5400 JET-5843 Sacphern City, VA XSS
Fan: (B 861-6196 Fae g8 B8 -2000 Tl (TET) WR-2807 s B0 JAT-5HE Tl (5400 Be-T0T%

Fam {7371 B5-2 000 [Fiia 1540 B58-300 )

GSA Response

C2-HHHH
(Response provided on previous page.)

c2-1n
Refer to Response C2-FF

C2-1)))
Comment noted.

C2-KKKK
Refer to Response C2-FF

C2-LLLL
Refer to Response C2-FF

C2-MMMM
Refer to Response C2-FF
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MNovermber 15, 2012
DHR Fille Mo, 2010-1921

commenting on effects 1o hisioric propenties until we receive your determination of effects &8 you state in
your betier.

For questions regarding anchaealogy, please contact Ethel Eaton at (B04) 482-6088 ar

cthed eniondidhe vinginia gov. For sarchitectural questions and ary other questions, please contact me a1
(804) 452-6084, or via crnail at i virging .

s figpian

Andrea Kempinen
Architecturl Historian, Office of Review and Compliance

Ce: Kirsten Brinker Kulis, ACHP
Susan Smead, Virginia Army National Guasrd - Fort Picketi
Theresa Gallagher, EPA

Julia Wellman, VDEQ
Admisiatrases Servaes Capical Fagioa Office Tidewater Rigion CHThia Wisiem Regen Cifice e
10 Conarihiae 2901 Kermingion Ave 415 OM Counbenie Wy 962 Kirme Lare 3457 Mais Steert
Petirsbarg, VA 15803 Rachmand, VA 21221 2* Floar Salem, ¥ 34153 PO o £19
Tel {B04] BE2-£416 Tel (W4} J7-2023 Nwport Nows, VA IMOS  Tel £330) J7-44) Seqphems City. VA 22693
P (M) 33415 Fax: (904} -2 Tel: (797 $36-3807 Faac (5400 175446 Tel {340 B68- 3009

[Faa [757) BRb-108 Face 3400} B8 10N

GSA Response

No response necessary on this page.
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GSA Response

C2-NNNN
Refer to response C2-AA.

Carl E. Garrisen 10
Suns Frrie

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEFPARTMENT OF FORESTRY
M) Natural Rescurces Drive, Suite 800
Charlottesville VA 22503
434.977.6555 ~ Fax: 4341962369
www.dof virginin.gov

November 29, 2012

Ms, Julia H. Wellman
Department of Envirommental Quality
Office of Environmestal Impact Rieview
625 East Miain Sirect, Sixth Floor
Richmond, VA 23219

Diear Mz, Wellman:

Per your request o the Virginia Department of Forestry (DOF) for isput on the proposed construction of
the Foreign Affuirs Training Facility (FATC) at Forl Pickett, DEQ) project Number §2-189F, by the
General Services Administration, below is our response.

The DOF firds that this project will have a significan impact on the forest resources of the
Commonwealth from the remaval of 515 acres of heavily forested land. This includes areas within
identified projoct pascels LRA 10 and 21/20 that have been determined 1o have a high forest conservation
value [FCV] (4 out of possible 5 ranking). This determination was made using the web-hased application
InFOREST (hetpetfinforest.frec.vt.edu’ ). Therefiore, the DOF necommiends that a forest mitigation plan be
pat in place o both support the Governor's goal to coaserve 400,000 scnes of Land by the end of his
administration and DOF palicy objectives for limdting the rate and degree of fonesiland loss in the
Commomwealth as the project moves forward, This plan would be developed in 8 way that identifies
opportunities for Department of Defense (Do) to address their environmental concerns alse. The DOF
would welcome discussions with the FATC sponsors conceming potential mitigation plan options for this

podyect. C2-NNNN
These options could be stnactured to help meet DOF forest conservation objectives snd complement Dol
aril DMGIF species babitat ¢ sderations, while simud ly further enhancing forested naticnal

security buffers arcund sensitive areas within the FATC's development footprint. Given these ohjectives,
poteniial oppartunities for mitigation include but are not limited to the following:

1. LEA parced 9, the Grid snd 21/20: DOF recommends that the develapment of the foatprings for
each parcel be desigred to maximize the amount of forested area between the sections to be
developed and the surrvunding undeveloped forest. This suggestion is made to keep forest
fragmentation 1o &8 minimum and 1o suppon DoD and DGIF objectives that the value of the
retained forest to imericr species is optimized, OF particular interest 1o DOF is the forest block.
located on the westemmost pontion of LRA Parcel 9 that is considensd in the DEIS 1o be large
enough to have modemte value to forest interior speches and areas within 21720 that have been
determined 1o have high forest corservation value[FCV] a5 determined by the InFOREST
application.

Missicn: We Protect and Develop Healthy, Sustainable Forest Resources for Virginians,
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2, LRA parcel 10: The Depanment of Forestry would like 1o better undersiand what the proposed
development footpring will be before it can offer specific comments. The DEIS offers only very
general guidence on development plars and LRA parcel 10 comains high FCV areas. The forest
conservation value of LRA parcel 10 is considered high because it is & second growth mixed
fomest that has been subject to very litle previous development, it is part of a larger contiguous
forest, and its western edge abuts a wetland area that may have waser quality value for the

adjacent residential areas. -

3. Sate to federal land conversion: Since LEA parcel @ and LRA parcel 10 will convent to federsl
land undser the FATC s proposed prefemed build option, The Department would welcome the
opporunity to consult with federal represenilatives on the outline of the parcel footprints as the
praject procesds through its various phases so fonest mitigation efforts can be optimized.

4. Buffer extension: The Department of Forestry would also like to discuss with Fr, Pickett
representatives the possibility of extending the cament ACUB buffer north of Lunenburg Coungy
1o provide additional protection for existing forest as well s providing additional security for the

FATC. —

5. Forest replacement: Virginia has been losing approximately I&Mmuffwnﬂmctmwlr_

based on a 10 year average ending in 2000, Urbanization and development represent the single
biggest factor in the lass of this foressland acreage. Under the FATC preferred build option, 525
acres of heavily forested land will be lost and the DOF would like to see that loss mitigated.
Potentlal opportanities for mitigation include but are not limited o the follawing
recommendat] ons:

a)} Project sponsors could reforest and protect open federal lunds within the Commonwealth of
Virginia 1o create forestlands,

B} U8 Army Fort Pickest as the landlond imstallation for the propesed FATC, could work with
the DOF or another Virginia conservation agency or group to create a forest land
corsenvation fund that would be used for the purchase or donation of conservation casements,
reforestation, or property scquisition of forestlands. These sctivities could be within ihe
impacted area or statewide and would ensure that the forested lands are managed and rexained

as forest lands in perpetuity. —_—

Thank you for the opportunity 1o comment.

Simeerely,

sl

Gregory C. Evans

‘Violuntary Mitigation Program Manager
VA Department of Forestry

900 Matural Resources Drive, Suite 800
Charlotteswille, VA 22003
4342209020

©g: B. Kling

C2-MNNN

C2-0000

C2-PPPP

C2-0000

GSA Response

C2-NNNN
(Response provided on previous page.)

C2-0000
Refer to Response C2-BB.

C2-PPP
Refer to Response C2-CC.

C2-QQQQ
Refer to Response C2-DD.
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Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

From: Foragren, Diedre (VDH)

Sent: T . Rovambar 13, 2012 2:41 PM

To: Wedman, Julla (DEC)

Subject; [12-1B0F) EIS: Foraign AMairs Tralning Center
DEQ Project # 12-189F

Name: Foreign Affairs Training Center

Sponsor: 1. 5. General Services Training Center
Location: Mottoway Clounty

Please note an error in Chapter 3.2.8.1 of this Draft EIS, under “Utilities and Infrastructure/Potable Water"”,
The report £ays that the Town of Blackstone's Water Treatment Plant is permitted by DEQ. This is in error.
The withdrawal from the river is permitted by DEQ; howewver, the public water reatment plant {Blackstone,
Town of, Waterworks ID #VA5135100) is permitted through the primacy agency, the Virginla Department of
Health - Office of Drinking Water, under the requirements of the Safe Drinking Water Act and the provisions of
the Virginia Warerworks Regulations. —

VDH -~ Office of Drinking Water has reviewed DEQ Project Number 12-189F. Below are our comments as
they relate o proximity to public drinking water sources (groundwater wells, springs and surface water
intakes). Potential impacts to public water distribution systems or sanitary sewage collection systems must be
wverified by the local utility.

No groundwater wells are within a 1 mile radivs of the project site,
No surface water intakes are located within a 5§ mile radius of the project site.

Project does not fall within Zone 1 (up to 5 miles into the watershed). Project falls within Zone 2 (greater than §
miles into the watershed) of one public surface water source, but is cutside of our review area,

C2-

There are no apparent impacts to public drinking water sources due to this project.

Please don't hesitate to contact Barry E. Matthews (804.864.7515; Barry Matthews @wdh. virginia gov) or
myself should you have any questions.

Diedre Forsgren

Oifice Services Spedialist

VIRGIMNIA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
Cffice of Drinking Water, Room 6Z2-A
109 Governar Street

Richmond. VA 23219

Phong: [804) BE4-7241

email: diedre.fongrenMvdhvirginia.gov

RRARR

5585

GSA Response

C2-RRRR
Refer to comment C2-KK.

C2-SSSS
Comment noted.
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GSA Response
OFFICE OF 2-TTTT
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS c
SUPERVISORS MOTTOWAY COUNTY ADMINSTRATOR Comment noted.
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\mpact eview

Virginia Department of Environmental Quality
Office of Environmental Impact Review

629 E. Mein Street 6% Floor

Richmond, Virginia 23219

Attention: Julia Wellman

Dear Ms. Wellman,

All members of the Nottoway County Board of Supervisors have received and reviewed the draft |

Environmental lmpact Statement for the proposed Uniled States Department of State’s Foreign

Affairs Security Training Center.

As this facility will be entirely contained within our county, its impacts are of special interest 1o
its citizens and their elected leaders. Despite the size and complexity of the project, our review
of the document has not shown any petential impacts to be problematic for Nottoway County. It

also appears neither to hold any negative impacts to the surrounding aren.

The Board of Supervisors is unanimous in its support of the draft EIS document and the

described project as presented in it

Respestfully,
%xf},ﬂu_

< Juck 1 Green
Chairman, Nottoway County Board of Supervisors

C2-TTT
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GSA Response
“p-.afd Ra, C2-UuuU
5 rf'-]'?{"-% Comment Noted.
I %
Plannling blstrict Commlsslon Metropolitan Planning crganization
Tomsn of
Aghland
Counblss of
Charies Gty
Crosigrmeir MEMORANDUM
Fonchipnd
Hitewar
FMaonon
K Kaant
ﬂ::m TO: Julia H. Wellman
Rickmond Department of Environmental Quality
Aodartd cum 4 FROM: Barbara V., Jacocks, AICP
Principal Planner
DATE: Nowvember 14, 2012
SUBJECT: Y (L

FProject Title: Foreign Affairs Training Center
CCN: YALZ-1114-3172-015-00135

The REPDC recerved a request for comment cosceming this propesal on Ociober 26, 2012,
RRPDC seaff sent the request to staff of plapning district member locelities on October 30, 2012
ifi order to solici? cormmeents fo mchade in & commneent lefier, Any documents sssocinied with the
request were made available to locality staff. Response comments from localicy staff were
requested oa of before close af business Movoember 12, 2012,

RRPDC did mot receive comments from locality stadl,

RERFDC staff has reviewed the Draft Enviroamental Impact Sisement.  Since consinaction of the

proposed project will occur outside of the RRFDC boundary and no RRFDC localities have |C2-LLUL
oxpressed comcems, RRPDC siaff defer to comments submitied by Planning District
Commissions and other jurisdiclions closer to the project site,

Signature | Pl Fnie W
Barbara V', Jacocks, AICP
Principal Planner

BVIisgs

8211 Forest Ml Avanue, Suite 200 « Richmond, Virginia 23235 « Telophone: (504) 323-2033 « Faoc (804) 323-2028
wwwLrichmaondnegional, cig

Appendix K — Comments and Responses K-76

January 2015




Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement for FASTC Nottoway County, Virginia

Wellman, Julla (DEG)

From: Mark Bittner [mbittner @ cratempds.ong)

Saent: Tuesday, Ociober 30, 2012 10:00 AM

To: ‘Weliman, Julia (DEC)

Ce: ‘Denrits Moris'

Subjsct: GSA: Foreign Afiairs Tradning Cenber, Notioway County, VA, DEQ #12.185F
Dear M3, Wellman:

Thank you for submitting the G5A: Foreign Alfairs Training Center, Nottoway County, VA for review (DEQ # 12-189F).

Based upon the Crater Comméssion's staff review, we find the proposal to be in full accord with the Crater H.;nmnﬂ LAY

District Commission's environmental policy directives.
‘We ook forward to implementation of the proposal.
Sinceraly,

Mark Bittner

S Mark lﬂttr.mr
E::d iy B i T perdeay
CPDC oqse1-1666 w237

mittrer raterde.ong

GSA Response

C2-VVVV
Comment Noted.
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GSA Response

C2-wwww

Wellman, Julla Q
Comment Noted.

From: Wade Bartlatt [whartiett @ oo, prince-edward vaus]
Sant: ‘Wednasday, December 05, 2012 525 PM

Te: Wallman, Julta (DEC)

Subject: RE: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW RECQUEST

Prince Edwarnd County has no comments. Thanks hrtsima C2-WWWw

From: Weliman, Julla (DEQ)

Sant: Wednesday, December 05, 2012 11:53 AM

Tai Wade Bartiett

Subject: RE: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW REQUEST

| did not recehve comments from Prince Edward, 5o | am just double checking that you all déd not submit comments.

<hdia Waliman

Emvironmental Impact Review Coordinator
irginia Depariment of Emdronmental Cualty
Office of Environmaenial impact Review

PO Box 1105

Sent: Wednesday, Odﬂhf!- Zﬁ 1233 . ———
To: Wellman, Juia (DEQ)
Subject: RE: ENVIROCNMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW REQUEST

Thank you

From: Welkman, Julla (DEQ) [maila:

Sant: Wednesday, October 31, 2002 9:22 AM

Tat Wade Bartlett

Subject: RE: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW REQUEST

Hi bAr. Bartlett,

It Is up to the discretion of the county and board as to what is reviewed. The draft EIS discusses reglonal impacts that |
thought may be of interest to nearby counties.

if you can get back to me with comments by November 20, | would appreciate it.
Thank you.

Regards, Julia

SJulia Wallman

Emvironmental Impact Revies Coondinalor

Virginia Depastment of Environmental Cuay

Ofica of Envircnmantal Impact Aeview
PO Box 1105
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Wellman, Julla

From: Tracy Gow [igoe & lunenburgva.ne(]
Sank: Thursday, Decembaer 06, 2012 1:18 PM
To: Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

Subject: RE: NEW PROJECT GSA 12-189F

Lusnenburg County is in favor of the project and mailed a Letter of Suppors | hope that it has been filed ﬂhwﬂ L2
Comments.

Trocy M. Gee

Couenty Administrator

Lanenberrg County Administration
11413 Courthouse Road
Lunenburg, VA 23052

Vinicw; 434-606-2142
Fox: 434-000-1708

Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2012 12:04 PM
To: Tigror, Keith (VDACS); Ray, Alfred C. (VDOT); Cromwell, James R, (VDOT); Spears, David (DMME);

odirkige@braswicken com; ahfipyBltownofblackstonia.com; lavie.harvieRameliecva, com;

exhvard va,us; Massenglll, kevin k w; [geeSlunenbyrgea, net; wilkiBvtedy; mupbvbeBnedy; Rice, Ronald (VSP);
cotton, purvear Bys, aryvamd

Subject: RE; NEW PROJECT GSA 12-183F

Regarding the project referenced below, if you plan to comment, please email me your comments ASAP today. Thank
o,

Julfa Wediman

Ernvironmenial impact Review Coordinator
Virginia Departmant of Eméonmental Chuality
Otfice of Environmental impact Fevies

PO Bax 11058

Richmand, VA 23218

Phona: (804) 658-4326

Fax: (BO4) 658-4318

E-mall; Julia Weliman @ deg virginla gov
From: Fulcher, Valere [DEQ)

Sent: Friday, October 26, 2012 2:10 PM

To: Cason, Gladys (DGIF); Tignor, Keith (VDACS); Rhwr, Robble (DCR); otwreview (VDH); Coe, Stephen (DEQ);
Harasimhan, Kotur (DEQ); Chalko, Michael (DEGY; Rary, Alfred C. (VDOT); Cromwedl, James R. (VDOT); Watidnsan, Tany
(MRC); Kirchen, Roger (DHR); Spears, David [DMME]; Kiine, Everette (DOF); mhickman @virginlasheartiand on;

GSA Response

C2-XXXX
Comment Noted.
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EECI THPO comments regarding the Department of State FASTC - Draft EIS
Maotification and Public Meating

Tyler B, Howe <tylehowei@nc-cherokes.com® Men, Ocr 29, 2012 at 205 PM
T “lasteardeiZgsa goy” <fasle mfodd gsa, go>
Ceo! Ruszell Tewnsend <RussallTi@nc-cherokeas corms

To wistrm it may concerem

The Castem Rand of Chero
rmatenals proy
Pickoell, Blackstoane, Mokl

horiginal Leeritory of thee

& indiane Trilbal Historic Preservation Office (EBC THPO) has reviewed the
proposed Draft Environantal Impact Statement for Planning Acivitias st Fort
y County, Wirginta Mottaway Courdy, Wirginie, i< oulside B beacitional
ok o people, A5 sach, the ERC O wishies bo dieder tiis Federal
undertaking to those federally recognized indian Mations whose traditional sboriging! territory falls
within the expected Ares for Potenti s Cffect,

Pleace do nol becitabe o oonbed me should you bave additione] guestiong

Simcerely

Tyler B, Howe
Tribiel Histore Prisgereabion Spe alic

Ezstem Band of Cherokes indlans

From: Riesasll Tonrearal

Sent: Friday, October 2, 2012 11:50 AM

Tz Tyler B, How

Subject: P Departmant of State FASTO - Draft B15 Matificaton and Pubic Mesting

T1:4

GSA Response

T1-A
Comment noted.
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~HH-H-=
HAUDENOSAUNEE

TUSCARORA NATION
s MT. HOPE ROAD — VIA: LEWISTON, NEW YORK

Botober 3%, 2012

Abkgail Low

Project Executive

U.5. General Service Admimistratlion
Corregpondence Symbol 3IPAC

The Strawbridge Building

20 Rorth Eighth Btreet
Philadelphia, PA 12107-3191

Dear Ms. Low:

The Tuscarora Nation wish te inform you that they are

unable to attend the mesting to be held November 7, 2012 at
at the Blackstone Conference 4 Retreat Center in Blackstone,

14002

GSA Response

T2-A

A paper copy of the Draft EIS was delivered to the Tuscarora Nation on
November 21, 2012. A paper copy of the Supplemental Draft EIS was
sent on January 9, 2014.

Virginila on the EIS. The Hation request at written copy be T2-A
sent to the Wation for review and thus we can sond a written
comment
¥Your cooperation in regards to this request will be great 1y
appreciated. i
ONEH!
pa” rj’ 2 I/Xr/ér i~
chief Leo R. Henry, Clerk
Tuscarora Hation
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GSA Response

HOMND DF SUPERVECSS Lt M) ST TSI
11413 Comrthouse Rl

Lummubiurg. WA TIRE3 LZ_A
Comment noted.

T i e CHAMNLLR
Formeart Bamsmngren, VACH-CHALRILAK

Tracy M. Gss
Coomarity Sukerinduts sl

Movernber 8, 2012

Ms. Abigail Low
Project Manager

1. 5. General Services Administration
20N 5* Strest

Philadelphia, PA 19107

RE: Letter of Support

Dear Ms. Low, .

The Lunenburg County Boand of Supervisors is glad to submit this better of support for the
possible location of the United States, Department of State, Foreign Affairs Security Training Center in
Nottioway County, Virginia. As a neighboring county to the location being considered, we hope to enjoy
some of the positive economic impact such a facility will provide; & variety of jobs for our citizens and
nmewcomers alike, increasod need of services, increased retadl business, and the possibility of new
businesses developing We foresee that the development of this facility will resch far beyond its footpring
in many ways, the economic impact, increased knowledge of our communities, trainees that may retum
88 tourists, and increased educational benefits that may be offered locally. L1-A

We understand that this has been & long and involved process and that thus far your findings have
been very positive. W book forward to &n approval of the Notteway County location sometime in
Spring 2013,

Agzin, Lunenburg County is in full support of the location of FASTC on the Fon Pickett and
edjoining properties. If we can be of any help, or provide information, pleass do not hesitate to call on
us, Thank you for all of your efforts in this project.

e

Sincerely,

—
] -
H_.#‘?’&p#%,__\_‘_\‘
T. Wayne Hoover

Chairman
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS SECURITY TRAINING CENTER

[FasTC]

Comment Form
FASTC Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The U5, Gereral Services Adminisiration [GSA) has prepared a Draft Erviro impact Statement
{E15} for the propased U5, Department of State FASTC in Nottoway County. The Draft EIS is available a1
local fvraries and on the project websie: wwwostate.gov/recovery/faste. Please submit your
comments on the Draft EI5 no later than December 10, 2012 by:

. Filling cut this form and dropging It in the comment box at the public meeting

] Taling 1o owr stenographer who can record your comments at the public meeting

@ submisting comments electronically via email to: FASTC Info@gsa.gov

@ Madling your comment farm to: Ms. Ablgall Law, G54 Project Manager, 20 N Bth Street,

Philadelphia, FA 19107

Please pravide comments no later than December 10, 2012 to ensure they are considered during
preparation of the Final EIS,

Please Mobe: The Inlormation and comments provided ane pubished in the Final EBS and become part of the
administratie record assoclated with this proposed action.

Plegie check here i you would MOT Uke to be on the Email/malling list

Fipose check bere if you woald like your name and Emadiimeding odaress kepd prbvate [Le., not
publichad Ia the Fral EI5 documents)

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY AND LEGIBLY

vame: /1 Lltgne ggr;"c/‘ = &JWA

Organization/Atfiliation: /e K lew b dapmlz i A e ini s
EmailfMailing Addressoid e e J.J «""%P" Cdm f 22, .&HJCT?
City, State, Zip Code: /2 ...ru’ .2..5'?!2

Commenis:

GSA Response

L2-A

Comment noted.

. - e rf - rr‘- Fi ' s u_ﬁ
mm 7 i
i il 2 o
N q [t vl Bkl e mone Epace)
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS SECURITY TRAINING CENTER

[FASTC]

Comment Form
FASTC Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The LS, General Services Adminkstration [G5A] has prepared & Draft Environmental bmpact Statement
(EIS) for the proposed LS. Department of State FASTC in Nottoway County. The Draft EIS |s avallabde at
local Kbearies and on the project website! www.state.gov/recoveryffaste. Phease submin youwr
commeents on the Draft EIS no Later than December 10, 2012 by:

1] Filling out this form and dropgping it in the comment box at the public meeting
a8 Talking to cur stenographer who can record your comments at the public meeting
L] Submitting comments ebectronically via email to: FASTC.info@gsa.gov

ﬂ Mailing your comment form to: M3, Abigail Low, GSA Project Manager, 20 N 8th Street,
Philsdelphia, PA 19107

Flease provide commants ro later than December 10, 2012 to ensure they are considered during
preparation of the Final EIS.

Phease Mote: The information and comments provided are published in the Final EIS and become pan of the
administrative record assoclated with this proposed action,
Please check here If you would MOT like fo be on the Emailfmaiing st i
Pleie check bere if you would ke powr name end Email/mailing address kept private (Le., ot
published in the Fimal 5 documents)

FLEASE PRINT CLEARLY AND LEGIBLY

Date;

Organization,Affil
Emiailf Mailing Address: (Yl i P A
City, State, Zip Code: A‘L,é- e M 2Teas

7
Comments: E (%v?é {/ff‘.}/;/)f'-;ff-nr_.,?{_ {..-’4-4 .ér:’&]{{ e

GSA Response

L3-A
Comment noted.

L3-A
rd
! = 7,/{/:7?,_
= £y A
1 (U vinds i B moee ipace]
Appendix K- Comments and Responses K-86 January 2015




Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement for FASTC Nottoway County, Virginia

FOREIGM AFFAIRS SECURITY TRAINING CENTER

[FASTC]

Comment Form
FASTC Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The U5, General Services Administration (G5A] has prepared a Draft Ervironmental Impact Statement
(E15]) for the proposed ULS. Department of State FASTC In Nottoway County. The Draft EIS Is available at
local libraries and on the project website: www.state.gov)/recoveryffastc. Please submit your
commients an the Draft E15 no later than December 10, 2002 by:

D Filling out this form and dropping It in the comment box at the public meeting

] Talking to our stenographer who can record your comments at the public mesting

[ 1] Submitting comments ebectronically via emall to: FASTC. Info@@gsagov

ﬂ Mailing your comment form to: Ms. Abigadl Low, GSA Project Manager, 20N Sth Street,
Philadelphia, PA 19107

Please provide comments no later than December 10, 2012 to ersure they are considered during
preparation of the Final E15.

Flease Note: The information and comments provided are published in the Final EI5 and become pan of the
administrative record assoclsted with this proposed artion,
Pleaze check here If you would NOT Bke to be on the Emollmailing ks

Pleae check here if you would ke pow name mod Emolymailing oddress kept private (Le., mot
published dn the Final EF documents)

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY AND LEGIBLY

GSA Response

L4-A
Comment noted.

Mame: P.f1_| /L'!I-"ﬁ‘li'.\ﬂl.-.l:. i Date: _ L'I.f'__f' I-']
Organization/adfiliation: __{ oe nes frsn Termwes  of  (wreee
Emall{Mailing Address: = [ e -5 Fog.x E'-’_:;MA TR ) [l T, v
City, State, Zip Code: & rewe A 2373 ¢
Comments: _ | [« Tones  of  Crews  suel s 2 TR was
ot My En e  obadd Phos  oes pose . Saa, e
Jeafe  urnearsl Fe o fons by i pecrial  Puetupesdas | WA
sars B iy il o Forg ayalve o Aapd  fy  geea F(r-.-.z—.\ Eﬁa S
S tbeerag | L gpen P -
T —.
1 (Ll rviria gidh for ey s,plc-\el_l
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS SECURITY TRAINING CENTER
[FASTC]

Comment Form
FASTC Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The U.5. General Services Administration (GSA) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement |
(E1s) for the proposed U.S. Department of State FASTC In Nottoway County. The Draft EIS is available at |
local librarles and on the project website: www.state.gov/recovery/fastc. Please submit your

comments on the Draft EIS no later than December 10, 2012 by:
0 Filling out this form and dropping it In the comment box at the public meeting
e Talking to our stenographer who can record your comments at the public meeting
® Submitting comments electronically via email to: FASTC.Info@gsa.gov |

@ Mailing your comment form to: Ms. Abigail Low, GSA Project Manager, 20 N 8th Street,
Philadelphia, PA 19107

Please provide comments no later than December 10, 2012 to ensure they are considered during
preparation of the Final EIS.

Please Note: The Infi on and ¢ provided are publist
administrative record associated with this proposed action,

1 in the Final EIS and become part of the

Please check here if you would NOT like to be on the Email/mailing fist

Please check here If you would like your name and Email/malling address kept private (L., not
published in the Final EIS documents)

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY AND LEGIBLY

Nome: _LaFayeT e Dickens Date: /=712
omanlzatiomi:ﬂrtation: Downtpy BLALKST ONE INC,
Emall/Mailing Address: M:magctr*@?c[ou.'q‘f‘é;u.1Hack;sfoﬂe.0ﬁ_r
City, State, Zip Code: Blackstone V4 A3

127 W. dread ST

c My main emphasis |5 i the avea of economie c{evdoﬂmm'é
Ab sveh ¥ am coriovs to know how BlacRstsne can position
itself to pe more tompetifive or attractive 1o those wiho
will be working at the facilily, I1 seems ke the ELS jndicates
et Chederfield Covnty 1's j;osHio.-ﬁeJ t benefit wiore —than i
Notoway with “almodt no take n the facility and quafuhjye i
no_investmerd or neqaliVe wmpacks. Whed can we’ best 0Ffer

o3e_who train at the Facllity versus Those who will work theve.
Whida will we need MosT "l’b(?'}fe,?ai’a -For'.?

L5-A |

" (Use reverse side for more space)

GSA Response

L5-A

Through GSA's Urban Development/Good Neighbor program and
USEPA’s Community Assistance and Research expertise, GSA and
USEPA, in a joint effort with the town, county, Fort Pickett, and the
Virginia Economic Development Partnership, will assist Blackstone and
Nottoway County in preparing for FASTC-related economic effects.
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CITY OF EMPORIA

Degember 10, 2012

Ms. Abigail Low

Progect Manager

. 5, Gieneral Services Admintstration
20N 8 Sireet

Philadelphin, FA 19107

RE: Letter of Support
Dear Ms, Low:

The City of Emporia s glad to subsmit this better of support for the possable location of the
United Stmies, Department of Staie. Foreign Affairs Security Training Center in
Nottoway County, Virginia. As a participating locality within the Virginia Growth
Alliance regional esconamic development organization abong with Nottoway County and
other peighboring jurisdiclions, we hope 1o enjoy some of the positive cconomic impact
such a Dncility will provide: o vardety of jobs for owr citizens and newcomers alike,
increased need of services, Increased retail business, and the possibality of new businesses
developing. We foresee thot the development of this facility will reach far beyond its
footprint in many ways; the economic impact, increased knowledge of our communities,
trainces that may return as tourists, and incrcased educational benefits that may bhe
aiTered locally,

LB-A

We understand that this has been a long end invalved process and that thus far your
findings have been very positive. 'We look forward to an approval of the Notiowsay
Coumty location sometime in Spring 2003,

Again, the City of Empona is in full support of the location of FASTC on the Fort Pickertt

and adjeining properties. If we can be of any help, or provide informetion, please do not
hesitate to call on us, Thank you for all of yvour efforts in this projeet.

A 7
i

" City Mo

ger

PO UBOX 510, 201 SOUTH MARM 5T, EMPORIA, WA 23847 TELEFHONE: [434) 834 3332 FAX: [434) 634 000
Winil Ouer Woedana . www. Ol @mpona, V.Ul

L6-A
Comment noted.
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INDIVIDUALS
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sbbott@ac!. com
October 28, 2012, 11:35:05 AM EDT
o: Jowifgsa. gov
=Subject:® “FastC EIS Proposal®

Ms. Low,

A guidk review of the EIS suggests that the program is under utilizing the
ar2s to house prospective training candidates. At full cperation,
estimated to be the yeer 2020, thers would be 450 students residing on-site
while attending the program with 250 students residing in hotels, offsite,
while attending the program. Using,525.00 per night, per person, yields a
cost of 38,250 per night or 331,250 per week for those residing off-site.
per night, per person, is an extremely low estimate for any hotel
eater Fort Pidiet sares so the potential savings is substantial

initial cost of constructing three additional 20-parscn units
on-site. Housing sll trainess on-site eliminates the nesds for
supplemsantal transportaticn and other assccisted per-diem costs.

The EIS suggests an estimated employment level of 1070 when in full
operation. Phase cne was broken down to 248 slready filled and 285 filled
lgcally. Phase 2 is to add 228 employess and Phase 2 is to add 308
employsss. |s there 8 breskdown of Phasse 2 and Fhase 2 85 to the numbser
that would be hired “locally™ and those hired outside the local area?

Thank you, in advance, for your time. | trust you and the team are safe
from the cument weather pattern headed in your direction.

Respectfully,

Sonny Abbo

11-4

1-B

GSA Response

11-A

Dormitories are no longer included in the Proposed Action and all
overnight accommodations would be in local/regional motels/hotels.
Refer to Supplemental Draft EIS Section 4.2.5.1 and Appendix J for the
updated analysis.

11-B

Potential local hires by phase may be determined by subtracting the
number of transfer employees (refer to Table 4.2-10) from the total
full time equivalent employment, including direct jobs generated by
spending = 783 total (Table 4.2-9). Refer to Supplemental Draft EIS
Section 4.2.5.1 and Appendix J for the updated analysis.
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Marvember 12, 2012
s Abigail Low

GEA Projoct Menager

0N E* Sereet

Philadelphia, PA 10107

R FASTC Draft Envi | kmpact 8
Proposed LS. Deparement of Stete FSTC in MNotoway County

Doemr Ms. Larw

1 sopport FASTC! 1 believe the facilities thoold be tetally contained within the peographic boundariss
uuilined i the Envirenmenial Impact Stedy or what s commanly ksowa s Picket Park snd Forl
Picket Milltary Base. The current and future Depariment of State employoes, thase highly skilked (former
millitary) snd others schocted 10 serve in the canploy of the Governmesa need the privacy, sechsion, and
lmvited public socess the Milisary Hase offers. These persoonel mre the face of the United States of America
in foreign tands, all aroumd the world, ssd the Puse offiers 2 addizionz] modicum of secarity during their
sy,

My concemns nevodve sound the most effective or productive oe of Tax Dollars in deliversng an sulcome
theat will et the noods of the Department of Stale and provide an ongoing positive impact on hocal
COOROONes. —

-

GSA Response
11-C
Comment noted

11-D

An average of 600 students would be on-site on an average training
day. Training schedules and the number of trainees on-site in a given
week would vary, as would the number of hotel-motel nights required.
Refer to Supplemental Draft EIS Section 4.2.5.1 Economic Impacts and
Appendix J Economic and Fiscal Impacts Technical Studies for updates
to the economic impact analysis for Build Alternative 3. The estimate
of hotel room nights is a best estimate used for planning purposes; the
actual number may vary.

11-E

Please refer to Response 11-A

11-F

Dormitories are no longer included in the Proposed Action. Refer to

M s d concemns are: . .
,_rET;‘HM_MM‘IWM_,_ﬂmm-,,mmmw Supplemental Draft EIS Section 4.2.5.1 and Appendix J for the updated
amgnufing the facilin? i -
o A — 1.0 analysis. Please also refer to Response 11-A.
*  Trainieg renging from 5 days o 112 days. Without 2 breakdown it & impossdble o understand why e
wse of local Feowcl-Mictcls are rogained. The simplisthe use of etk cesmod be an effective ool in 11-G
determining this mvower, Ten thousand professionals tmined over 50 weeks equates to 200 per week in -
ST P A SO, = Refer to Supplemental Draft EIS Section 4.2.5.1 and Appendix J for the
& “'mmm'mm mnw“ Wmmmg‘:ﬂﬁ;ﬂmﬂ:ﬁm’w - updated analysis. Revenue to Nottoway County was generated by the
112,500 room nighis). IMPLAN model using the following inputs, which would stimulate local
*  Docssents cetling purchase of 200+ hotel room nights per night for sach year from 2020 and beyood. . .
= tax collections: personal expenditures, local FASTC contract
Py s e il meca oo st o bl axkditonal cu-cite deemibvacios expenditures  (non-payroll expenditures), and visiting trainee
’ gjmﬂrmﬂﬁma“:ﬁffﬂﬁ’: hssisihondbg 2ol bmmipnnt-3lll Lol expenditures. Personal expenditures are derived from operational
sy 38,700 5q. £l #0-room dormitory 81 $125 per sq. fi = $4,837.500. A rolative payrolls and are based on a measure of Personal Consumption
Quic mvostment. — . . .. .
Expenditures as provided by the Government Printing Office. Contract
rperion in 20202
4 ihie b arhier q §1.7 millios economiy fmpact sach and oy wear gt o 4 . . . . . .
o A dlapmopandonnin mostber of peajeciod emplerent (prafaskissis cariarty wihia the employ of e expenditures are associated with spending in categories such as
it A e vehicle and track maintenance, food services, off-site lodging,
*  Thase hited locally may come from outside Nesuwway Cousty and herefore reside putside Notiowsy -G technology maintenance, and utilities. Trainee expenditures include
Conmuy.
The fucility will have an on-site cafeteria. Local sateries will not see significant foct raffle, moming, incidentals, gifts and other miscellaneous purchases calculated based
ARy OF fight . . .
+  Smidests will be bused 1o the facility miting travel aff-site. on the estimated time trainees would be expected to be free to
R i frequent local business. All expenditure categories are provided in the
Approach to Analysis section of the Economic and Fiscal Impact Studies
Technical Report provided in Appendix J of the Supplemental Draft EIS.
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*  The fcility will hivrs a fitness cester,

*  Lecal schools mre not over ded, in M i -or Ch ki Cowsty. Easly, middle or high scheal
mﬂumm-mmmﬂnmmbemmnmmqu

*  Blackstone, Crewe and Brasrkovitle do not bave & movie theater,

. mmmmufmmxlﬂmmm“meWwﬁth
number of schood aged childees can be considered minimal,
Thoss then e hired from the bocs] workfires with children are already “in the school system.” snd
their economic impact b the variance form current to the Incremental increase cassed by thelr new
eenp by,

. :uozul;mwnpmjuwﬁlnqupupulnhmfmlkiﬂ]l}fdﬂwbuhfmdxﬂulllhhkmﬁr

* Az esironm number of traimees will remmin oe-sise over woekends (not tainisg) and might ventise off
the FASTC site. This poiensial positive econamic impact might be off-act by the sdverse impact on the
operetion on-uie o FASTC (especinlly food service).

*  Those that are fortunaie 1o gain eployment or service contracts, in support of FASTC will generate 8
pesliive coonomic Empact b the area.

The [ocal wes is Bortunste %o bave the Forelgn Af¥iin Security Training Center in our
approciate the opportmicy in redace 1o writing my concerms Mhﬂ!kﬂhﬁmmﬂhﬂkwu

responacs in the final package. —
Again, | support FASTC!

Respectfially, f_1l

el

(Sommy)
2149 Little Creek Road
Crowe, Winginia 23030
4A-TT.TAEE
Emal ot

11-G

GSA Response
11-G
(Response provided on previous page.)
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CIHHILR RLCORD NEWS <sawsdlic ou oo Comz Fri Cict

o FAST g & infiiges

GSA Response

12-A
Comment noted.
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GSA Response
In Re: Foreign Affairs Security Training Center in Mottoway County, Virginis 13-A
Public Meeting for the Diraft Environmental Impact Statenvent November 7, 2012
B Comment noted.
1 PROCEEDIMNGS
2
3 MR. DUNCAMSON: You're just golng to love |
1 it here. And FASTC is a perfect fit. It's a
3 military town. We love Pickett. And we love all
1 the noise that comes with Pickett; the planes and
7 the tanks and the 50 cal guns. We love it. It's i34
B just what we do here,
9 And FASTC, we're not even golng to hear
10 your pistols and your squealing tires. You don't
11 naed to worry about that. What you need to do is
12 get busy and come on in.
13 MES. HASBROUCK: I've bean attending all -
14 these meetings from the beginning, and I continue
153 te fully support the project. And I'm looking
16 forward to the impact it's going to have on our
17 community.
18
19 [Hearing concluded, 8:30 p.m.)
1 L
22
23
24
25
{434) 975-5400 Cavalier Reporting & Videography {434) 293-3300
www.cavalierreporting.com productionggcavalier-reperting com
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GSA Response
FOREIGN AFFAIRS SECURITY TRAINING CENTER 14-A
[FASTC] 2N locn Comment noted.

Comment Form
FASTC Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The L5, General Services Administration (G5A) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS} for the proposed U5, Department of State FASTC in Nottoway County. The Draft EIS is available at
local libraries and on the project website: www.state.govfrecovery/fastc, Please submit your
comments on the Draft EIS no later than December 10, 2012 by:

@ Filling out this form and dropping it in the comment box at the public mieeting

@ Talking 1o our stenographer wha can record your comments at the public meeting

L] Submitting comments ebectronically via email to: FASTC. infof@gsa.gov

L ] Mailing your comment form to: Ms, Abigail Low, GSA Project Manager, 20 N 8th Street,
Philadelphia, PA 19107

Please previde comments no later than December 10, 2012 to ensure they are consldered during
preparation of the Final EIS.

Please Note: The information and comments provided ane publshed in the Final EIS and become part of the
administrathee record associated with this propased action.
Please check here if you waw'd NOT iike to be on the Emaifmailing lsf
Please check here if you wawld We your mome and Emaimailing oddress kept privare [i.e., not
published in the Fing! 15 documents) o

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY AND LEGIELY

Name: o) (:_IL-J&MLH‘ Date: I"iil 1 L\‘L
Ouganization/Affiliation:

Email/Malling Address: _—+ L v S @ hoL , Coam, Ay Towsm, WE
City, State, Zip Code: S — Cwb, =gy
= i

Comments: '\Bﬁ\\\k AtTenreTon N Goilwe 1 TR
oy Tloga. o, Bowet o N LEn et H-A
R R el = '?’t:.:. A T B0 VS

[Uice reversa iy for morp space]
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Comment page repeated to maintain alphabetical order. GSA Response
15-A
In He: Foreiga Affain Security Training Center in Nottoway County, Vieginia
Public Meeting for the Draft Envirennsental Inpact Statemens Movember 7, 2012 Comment noted
Page 3

1 PROCEEDIMNGSS

2

3 MR. DUHNCAHSON: You're just golng to lowve

1 it here. And FASTC is8 a perfect Fit. It's a

] military town. We love Pickett. And we love all

3 the noise that comes with Pickett; the planes and

T the tanks and the 50 cal guns. We lova it. It'a

B just what we do here.

9 And FASTC, we're not even geing to hear

10 your pistols and your squealing tires. You don't

11 need to worry aboubt that. What you need to do is

12 get busy and come on in.

13 MS. HASBROUCK: I've been attending all

14 these meetings from the beginning, and I continue

15 to fully support the project. And I'm looking 15-A
16 farward to the impact it's going to hawve on our

17 community.

18

1§ |Hearing ceoncluded, B8:30 p.m.)

20

=1 = s ow o w W

22

23

24

25
{434 5755400 Cavalier Reparting & Videography (A3} 2933300
www.cavalirreporting.com preductiongicavalier-reporting.com
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PUBLIC COMMENT ON FEDERAL REGISTER Fwd: why is the us govt spending out tax doliars

on new buildings when so many buildings are vacant? and cheap to rent?

Jean public sfpargubikc1iigmal come Sun, Qct 28, 012 at 517 A
Tec FASTE INF OG5 4. i, préssdani@whiehouse gov, spadkerboshnesTimal hause. gov

Ce infa@huleapirty cep, INFOREeramalasmleagpity. &g, NCOLEMANZSEcomecas.nm

TAAPAYERS THNK THEY SHOULD RENT CR LSE OFEN FACILTIES AT A MLITARY FORT
MALLEIHE 08 THIS FACILIT A WAL THE DRNE ‘WO SPENT LIKE DEUNKEN 548
RECENTLY WE KEED 11 aTs THES 15 NOT RECESSARY IN THES GPEND
PUBLIC RECORD. JEAN PUBLIC

E-E MO NEED TO ELALD AND SPEND
ONFERENCE IN CALIFORNLA [£-2" 1
THES COMMENT £ FOR THE

[Pedeeal Reglstes Woluws 77, Wuaber 208 (Poiday, Ocuches 28, EDIXE]
[MoEseea]

[Pages BS3EL-AL3IET]

From the Fedszal Pegiscer mitns wi
[TR Bs Hos 3012-35L20]

a che Goversment Frincipg Office [wwwr. gpe. gov]

GEHERAL FERVICEE ADHTHITTRATICN

[MoEice-R0S=-201E-0L; Docket B, Z0i2-0002

: Eegesner 23]

Eazice of fublic Eeerirg for the Drafec Emvirormenzel Inpact
Tratement for the Focelign AEfelis Becucity Treiming Center in Msttowey
Conmney, Vi

AGEHCY; Thated Scates Gensral Sacvices AdminiprIasion,
ACTIOR: Hoviee.
[[Tage G5303]]

HIMMARE! Putsuant to Eye Cowsdll oo Envitdnmsntel Quality §CEQ)

tRuliaLy irp Ehe procedugal provisions of Ehe NaEioeal

5. General Secvicer

d 8 Drafc Enyicoeaencal
unsental Protection hpeucy
(ETA). G3A apeseics ae 1. epastuest
of Stave [DOF1, 0,3 6f Enganesca, EFA, acd Natiomal Guacd
Buzema, The Dzafc KIS wes poepaced to svaluscs cthe ssricorssncal
impacts of Fite soquisition and developsent of the D6J, Faresu of
Biplemstic Becusivy, FPerelgn Affaits Becarivy Tia: Ceztes  [FAITC)
ot the ViEginie hier Sutlonkd Buacd®s Beeuiet T
FickeLt and Kottoway © v'e FLEkert Faik in Mo
Hxginia, The prejsce

dasaibad informacion on the FASTE progeas is svailsbie se r. ETATE. gEv  TRcaURTT S PAACE
LTEL Comment daper The public way JubNLT comaents za the Dratr EIE

ng & AS=day public revicd and Somsent pec tnning doteles 8,
\th pablieatlon of This
IRACPacTLenE for EUbRItEING €

GSA Response

16-A

Diplomatic Security hard skills training is currently conducted at up to
11 different geographically dispersed leased and contracted facilities
nationwide. A May 2008 report to Congress identified the need for a
consolidated facility that would improve training efficiency and
provide priority access to training venues that meet current facility
standards.

Through an extensive site selection process, GSA and DOS have
explored possible options for the use of existing government facilities.
This process determined that the Fort Pickett/Nottoway County site
was the only suitable location for FASTC. This determination was
reaffirmed in 2013 by two independent federal government panels.
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