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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
Introduction 

This volume contains comments received from federal, state, and local agencies, organizations, and the 
general public at the public meeting on May 10, 2007 for the BRAC 2005 and Transformation Actions at 
Fort Benning, GA Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and during the entire Draft EIS comment 
period which began on April 20, 2007 and closed on June 4, 2007.  In accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), public and agency comments were reviewed and substantive 
comments incorporated into this final EIS.   

Comment Response Process 

Comments on the Draft EIS were generated through written correspondence and oral testimony during the 
public comment period.  The following process was used for reviewing and responding to these 
comments: 

• All comment letters and oral testimony were reviewed carefully and assigned a unique number.  This 
number was also assigned to the commenter. 

• Within each comment letter or testimony, substantive comments were identified and bracketed.  
These bracketed comments were then reviewed by a resource specialist and provided a response.  
Three guidelines were used for determining substantive comments. 

1. The comment questioned the proposed action, alternatives, or other components of the 
proposal. 

2. The methodology of the analysis or results was questioned. 

3. The use, adequacy, and/or accuracy of data were questioned. 

• The individual bracketed comments were assigned a response code corresponding to a specific 
resource and arranged by commentor.  The responses to comments appear in the Response section of 
this volume.  Due to the similarity of many comments, some comments were assigned the same 
response. 

An alphabetical directory of commenter’s names, with their associated comment number, and page 
number where the commentor’s letter and/or testimony begins is also provided in this volume. 

Locating Your Comment  

The directory provides an alphabetical listing of commenter’s by last name.  After locating your name, 
note the number in the first column.  This number was assigned to your comment letter and is stamped on 
the upper right-hand corner of the letter or wherever space was provided. 

The comments are printed in numerical order and are organized into two sections—from the public and 
from the government and/or agency.  Public comment letters begin with 0001 and government/agency 
comments begin with 8000 (Table 1). 
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Table 1:  Comment Location 

Comment 
Number Last Name Page 

Number 

0001 Garrard C-1 
0002 Dasher C-2 
0003 Queen C-3 
0004 Lyde C-4 
0005 Ditchfield C-5 
0006 Prevatt C-8 
0007 Speaker 1 C-10 
0008 Speaker 2 C-12 
0009 McCuean C-18 
0010 Garrard C-26 
0011 Glitzenstein C-30 
0012 Garrard C-33 
0013 Hamlett C-38 
0014 Woodward C-39 
0015 Freeman C-40 
8001 Neubauer C-41 
8002 Jackson C-42 
8003 Holcomb C-43 
8004 Hogue C-52 
8005 Mueller C-54 
8006 Brown C-64 

 

 

Locating Responses to Comments 

All comments were given a response code; the resource categories and the associated response code are 
listed below.  All comments not requiring additional responses were given a “Thank You” (TY) response.  
Responses are found in the Response section of this volume (Table 2). 
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Table 2:  Resource Response Codes 
Resource Response Code 

Army A 
Air Quality AQ 
Biology B 
Cultural C 
DOPAA D 
General G 
Hazardous Waste/Toxic Materials Hz 
Noise N 
Land Use L 
Public Involvement PI 
Socioeconomics S 
Safety SF 
Soils SL 
Transportation T 
Thank You TY 
Utilities U 
Water W 
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RESPONSES 



 



Comment 
Number First Name Last Name

Specific 
Comment 
Number

Army Response

0001 Robert Garrard S-001
The data in the EIS are accurate and were based on readily-
available and industry-accepted data sources used at the time of 
the analysis.

0001 Robert Garrard S-003

Fort Benning considered using 2000 census data; however, to 
present more current housing price information, the website 
Trulia.com was used as a source.   Where possible, all of the 
ROI counties most recent housing sales, or houses currently on 
the market were shown, and the median was determined from 
these listings.

0001 Robert Garrard S-001 In Table 4.4-3 the 30,000 number includes enlisted barracks 
(unaccompanied housing) which account for 25,190.

0001 Robert Garrard S-002 Economic data was taken from USBLS, USBEA, Census 
Bureau.  These are all reliable sources of socioeconomic data.  

0002 Jesse Dasher A-001

Fort Benning has contract procedures for small business set 
asides that allow small business to compete for contracts.  For 
more information, please contact Fort Benning's Directorate of 
Contracting office.

0003 Tom Queen T-001 Fort Benning has no plans to reopen Moye Road at this time. 
Refer to Section 1.4.3.3.

0003 Tom Queen T-002 Fort Benning has no plans to reopen Moye Road at this time. 
Refer to Section 1.4.3.3.

0004 William Lyde N-001

Yes, the frequency of operations (averaged on a daily basis over 
the year), the time of day and night of these operations, and the 
type of caliber weapon used were all considered in the noise 
calculations (see Section 4.7 for the noise analysis and Appendix 
B for the types of weapons modeled).  The effects to adjacent 
communities were also analyzed and can be found in Sections 
4.7.2.2 and 4.7.2.3.  Minimizing potential noise impacts on 
communities adjacent to the Post was an important factor in 
location and orientation of the proposed ranges.

0005 Owen Ditchfield T-005

The facilities identified in Table D-1 are only those that are 
included as part of proposed action presented in the various 
action alternatives.  The trips identified in this table are those 
“new” trips that would be expected if those facilities were 
constructed; that is to say, those trips above and beyond those 
that are already occurring.  

0005 Owen Ditchfield S-004 Corrected.

0005 Owen Ditchfield G-001
Correction required to include the Ledger-Enquirer.  They were 
contacted and included in the distribution throughout the NEPA 
process.

0005 Owen Ditchfield S-005 Corrected.

0005 Owen Ditchfield S-008 Corrected.
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Comment 
Number First Name Last Name

Specific 
Comment 
Number

Army Response

0005 Owen Ditchfield S-007 Corrected.

0005 Owen Ditchfield S-006 Corrected.

0005 Owen Ditchfield S-009
The numbers were accurate in the EIS.  Racial demographics 
often add up to more than 100 percent because people may 
identify themselves with more than one race.  

0005 Owen Ditchfield T-003

Corrected to state that the main gate is located near the 
intersection of Benning Boulevard and Custer Road, with 
another access control point near Custer Road and South 
Lumpkin Road intersection.

0005 Owen Ditchfield T-004 Correction made to indicate one commercial airline, Delta 
Connection run by ASA.

0006 Victor Prevatt N-003

As presented in Section 4.7, the noise levels, on average, from 
large caliber weapons have been calculated using accepted 
modeling and including weapons use during the 24-hour time 
period over a year--both on existing and proposed ranges.

0006 Victor Prevatt D-001

The DMPRC EIS analyzed the Hastings Range as in operation 
for potential direct and indirect impacts; however, the DMPRC 
EIS cumulative impacts analysis considers Hastings Range being 
closed only temporarily for possible construction of a Digital 
Multi-Purpose Training Range (DMPTR) in that area.  There is 
no intention to stop training in the Hastings Range area in the 
near future.  The BRAC-Transformation DEIS studied updated 
plans in the cumulative actions (pages 4-293 to 4-296) to 
construct a DMPTR, an Infantry Platoon Battle Course (IPBC), 
and Convoy Live Fire Exercises (CLFX)  after 2014 in the 
Hastings Range area.  Figure 4.15-3 and Section 4.15.5.6 
evaluates and illustrates the anticipated noise levels under 
cumulative actions

0006 Victor Prevatt A-004

The decibels were modeled using the latest data associated with 
current and future weapon systems. The decibels do not change, 
they remain the same for each weapons system. However, the 
distance the sound travels is dependent on weather conditions, 
see Section 4.7 for further information. 

0006 Victor Prevatt N-002

Operations and associated noise at the Digital Multi-Purpose 
Range Complex (DMPRC) were evaluated in a separate EIS; 
please refer to that document for detailed noise studies regarding 
that range.  Operational noise was also included in the BRAC - 
Transformation DEIS studies, and the noise contours found in 
Figure 4.7-4 and in discussions on pages 4-100 through 4-102.  
There would be an increase in Zones LUPZ , II, and III contours 
in some areas.  While not anticipated to cause health issues, 
increase in Noise Zones II and III may create increased noise 
management issues.
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Comment 
Number First Name Last Name

Specific 
Comment 
Number

Army Response

0006 Victor Prevatt N-004

The DMPRC is currently under construction and operations at 
the DMPRC are expected to remain as depicted in the DMPRC 
EIS and associated record of decision.  Planning for BRAC-
Transformation ranges showed that tank training in the Hastings 
range area will continue to be needed to meet training 
requirements.   See also response to comment D-001. 

0007 Anonymous Speaker 1 D-005

A-20 ordnance dudded impact area cannot be accessed routinely 
due to safety concerns, so new ranges cannot be built within A-
20.  Rather than creating additional dudded impact areas on 
Post, the proposed action sites additional ranges to make use of 
existing dudded impact areas where possible.  The Alpha 20 
impact area is currently be used to a great extent (see Figure 4.14-
2) and would support a new Qualification Training Range.  
Therefore, the impact area was considered in establishing ranges. 
See also D-002 and D-002 responses.

0007 Anonymous Speaker 1 D-004

The Malone complex is already being utilized for range 
operations (see Figure 4.14-2) and would be used by the 
additional Army personnel expected under the proposed action.  
Additional ranges would conflict either with access, surface 
danger zones, or would preclude use of other ranges.  See also 
response to D-002.

0007 Anonymous Speaker 1 A-005 
All ranges are currently utilitzed and will continue to be used.  
See Section 2.4.3 and last paragraph in Section 3.2.1.1 for a 
disucssion on ranges.   

0007 Anonymous Speaker 1 D-002

As indicated in Sections 2.4.3 (proposed ranges), 3.2.1.1 
(alternatives consideration), and 4.14 (safety) the proposed 
Transformation action calls for more ranges than can be 
accommodated by Fort Benning on their existing ranges.

0007 Anonymous Speaker 1 D-003
Under federal regulation, the Army must consider the impacts on 
the RCW, a federally listed species.  See also response to 
comment D-002.

0007 Anonymous Speaker 1 PI-001
The forum of the public meeting was chosen to ensure that the 
time was convenient, the location was central, and everyone was 
given equal opportunity to comment.  

0008 Anonymous Speaker 2 A-007 See response to comment comment A-006.
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Comment 
Number First Name Last Name

Specific 
Comment 
Number

Army Response

0008 Anonymous Speaker 2 A-006

Extensive efforts were made to reduce adverse impacts on the 
community while planning to meet the mission requirements to 
train our Soldiers.  Implementation of the BRAC Law requires 
new facilities at Fort Benning, and this action is not related to 
the 1970s action describing acquisition of property in Marion 
County.   Analysis in this DEIS indicates the expected extent of 
the potential impacts due to the proposed action, including those 
near Hasting Range.  Most range improvements near Hastings 
Range are proposed for years 2014 or later (IPBC, DMPTR, and 
CLFX), as detailed in the cumulative analysis that presents a 
long-term and comprehensive view (see pages 4-293 to 4-296)  
Before those specific range improvements could be 
implemented, further NEPA analysis would be required, 
including the potential noise and other impacts on the nearby 
community.  

0008 Anonymous Speaker 2 N-005

The Army acknowledges that vegetation does not prevent the 
transmission of sound vibrations.  Weather conditions do impact 
the distance that sound travels.  See also response to comment N-
003.

0009 Tavia McCuean L-001 The Army has worked closely with the community to assist it 
with its planning. The EIS properly characterizes the impacts.

0009 Tavia McCuean A-014 Noted; however, the Army supports the mitigation measures 
identified. 

0009 Tavia McCuean B-004 Per mitigations Section 4.12.3, Fort Benning will monitor to 
determine effectiveness.

0009 Tavia McCuean A-009

Concur.  The Army applied siting criteria, see Section 3.2, to 
minimize impacts to sensitive species and habitat, without 
conflicting with the military mission.  Opportunities will be 
developed to continue to manage for RCWs.

0009 Tavia McCuean B-001

Agreed.  Thresholds used in BA and EIS were developed by the 
Army, in consultation with USFWS, using the best available 
science, with the understanding that unforeseen circumstances 
will become apparent and will be addressed during the RCW 
demographic and habitat monitoring.  

0009 Tavia McCuean B-005
Noted.  Fort Benning recognizes the importance of this plant 
association in the UEA and efforts will be made to reduce and/or 
avoid impacts within this UEA.  

0009 Tavia McCuean B-003

Fort Benning will make every attempt to design projects to avoid 
impacts.  The USFWS, during formal consultation process, will 
determine if this is a viable option or provide other alternatives.  
See Appendix F, Biological Assessment, Section 9.6 discussion 
of translocation.
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Comment 
Number First Name Last Name

Specific 
Comment 
Number

Army Response

0009 Tavia McCuean A-015

The Army sited the maneuver networks to minimize impacts to 
the natural environment.  A training plan is being developed to 
further define maneuver areas.  Topography and training 
requirements will dictate maneuver lanes.

0009 Tavia McCuean W-001

To address the magnitude of the construction and training that 
will occur in the Good Hope Area, an integrated erosion control 
system for watershed management is being developed to go 
above and beyond the BMPs established by the Georgia 
Department of Natural Resources. The Army will monitor Good 
Hope maneuver area and have mechanisms to maintain, repair 
and restore the landscape.

0009 Tavia McCuean A-013 The Army will consider the suggestion to work with partners.

0009 Tavia McCuean A-012

Fort Benning is currently in consultation with the USFWS to 
protect and preserve the relict trillium population.  The relict 
trillium endangered species management plan prescribes 
measures to minimize impacts to the species.  See also response 
to A 011

0009 Tavia McCuean A-011
The Army applied siting criteria, see Section 2.4.3 and Section 
3.2, to minimize impacts to sensitive species and habitat, without 
conflicting with the military mission.

0009 Tavia McCuean A-010 As needed, heavy use areas will be marked.  Monitoring will 
continue as currently practiced in the light maneuver areas. 

0009 Tavia McCuean B-002
Noted.  Connectivity of potential off-property habitat is not 
addressed in the EIS or BA  because it is too speculative at this 
point.  Opportunities may exist to establish future corridors.  

0009 Tavia McCuean A-008
Fort Benning will continue to explore the opportunities to work 
with TNC and other partners through ACUB and other programs 
to secure land interests.

0010 Robert Garrard S-010 See response to comment S-003.

0010 Robert Garrard S-012 Public services are addressed at the end of Section 4.4.1.4. 

0010 Robert Garrard A-016 While the NOI did not specifically identify all potential impacts, 
these were evaluated in the EIS.

0010 Robert Garrard S-011 See response to comment S-003.
0010 Robert Garrard S-013 See response to comment S-001.

0011 Jeff Glitzenstein A-011
The Army applied siting criteria, see Section 2.4.3 and Section 
3.2, to minimize impacts to sensitive species and habitat, without 
conflicting with the military mission.

0011 Jeff Glitzenstein B-003

Fort Benning will make every attempt to design projects to avoid 
impacts.   The USFWS, during formal consultation process, will 
determine if this is a viable option or provide other alternatives.  
See Appendix F, Biological Assessment, Section 9.6 discussion 
of translocation.

0011 Jeff Glitzenstein B-005 Adverse impacts would be minimized. Table ES-6 and Appendix 
G-1 revised.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District
Environmental Impact Statement - Fort Benning, GA
October 2007

Volume II:  Comments and Responses
R-5



Comment 
Number First Name Last Name

Specific 
Comment 
Number

Army Response

0011 Jeff Glitzenstein B-006

At the time of this comment a likely to adversely affect 
determination has not been made by the USFWS.  However, 
once the Biological Opinion has been rendered, Fort Benning 
will comply with the reasonable and prudent alternatives.

0012 Robert Garrard S-014

The 34 percent stated currently was determined using Bureau of 
Labor Statistics data, which include the total of persons 
employed in each ROI county (some of whom may work outside 
the ROI).  On the other hand, it appears that the commentor used 
Bureau of Economic Analysis data which include total number 
of employed in the ROI and would total 25 percent.  See Section 
4.4.1.1.

0012 Robert Garrard S-017
The 2005 salary information was used for consistency and 
comparison purposes in the EIS and include only base pay not 
total compensation.

0012 Robert Garrard S-010 See response to comment S-003.

0012 Robert Garrard S-015
Personnel breakdown data were revised and are shown in Table 
2.2-1.  These revised data were used as the basis for much of the 
revised socioeconomic anlaysis.

0012 Robert Garrard S-016
The demographics data presented are accurate. The data in the 
EIS are accurate and were based on readily-available and 
industry-accepted data sources used at the time of the analysis.

0012 Robert Garrard S-018 In Table 4.4-3, the word 'units' was removed from the title and 
column headings.

0013 Ronald Hamlett HZ-002

Extensive efforts were made to reduce adverse impacts on the 
community while planning to meet the mission requirements to 
train our Soldiers.  The Office of the Staff Judge Advocate, 
Claims Department, is the proper office to submit any claims for 
alleged damage to property caused by Army activities.

0014 John Woodward TY
Thank you for your comment during the public comment period 
for the Draft EIS.  Public and agency involvement is an 
important part of the NEPA process.

0015 Steve Freeman TY
Thank you for your comment during the public comment period 
for the Draft EIS.  Public and agency involvement is an 
important part of the NEPA process.

8001 John A. Neubauer TY
Thank you for your comment during the public comment period 
for the Draft EIS.  Public and agency involvement is an 
important part of the NEPA process.

8002 Barbara Jackson TY
Thank you for your comment during the public comment period 
for the Draft EIS.  Public and agency involvement is an 
important part of the NEPA process.

8003 Noel Holcomb A-023
 The hospital has undergone extensive renovations to remove 
hazardous substances.  Any future renovations would follow 
applicable federal, state and local regulations.
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8003 Noel Holcomb A-022

Revised to reflect that paint includes all coatings in Section 
4.9.1.2.  Fort Benning's Lead-based Management Plan which 
includes such things as lead-based paint, coatings and soils and 
risk assessments.  The plan also includes safety procedures for 
the workers who conduct this work.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-002 Neither of the proposed alternatives would impact Uchee Creek 
campground, therefore, this is not addressed in the EIS.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-010
Tires are already recycled and would continue to be recycled 
under Transformation, see Sections 4.6.1.6 and 4.6.2.2.  Solid 
waste section (4.6.2.2) revised to include tires. 

8003 Noel Holcomb A-020

Fort Benning is actively working to include 'green' language in 
construction contracts. Fort Benning is already using ultra-low 
sulfur diesel and is exploring the use of other alternative fuels in 
non-tactical vehicles.

8003 Noel Holcomb C-001

Georgia HPD was provided a copy of Appendix I which 
contained all known information on anticipated impacts to 
cultural resources.  Due to the sensitive nature of the information 
only the executive summary of the appendix was included in the 
DEIS.  Fort Benning will continue to use the Army Alternate 
Procedures (AAP) as defined in the Historic Properties 
Component of the Integrated Cultural Resources Management 
Plan to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act.  See Section 4.13.1.2 for details on the AAP.   

8003 Noel Holcomb HZ-001 Corrected.
8003 Noel Holcomb G-001 Corrected.

8003 Noel Holcomb AQ-003 Evaluation of impacts to the regional air quality is presented in 
Section 4.8.2.2.

8003 Noel Holcomb A-019

Per existing Army regulations, the existing Fort Benning waste 
management plan would be updated to reflect the 
Transformation actions.  Section 4.6.1.6 revised to reflect 
current construction contractors disposition of solid waste and 
construction waste under the LEED program.  Appendix G also 
includes construction contractor requirements for developing 
plans for managing solid waste.  Future construction contracts 
require LEED Silver compliance as stated in Chapter 3.2.2.1.  
This encourages contractors to examine opportunities to 
minimize solid waste and use environmentally-preferable 
materials.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-007 Corrected.

8003 Noel Holcomb HZ-002

A new hazardous materials/waste control center will be 
constructed as part of the Armor School complex.  Comments 
recommending more closely tracking management process and 
additional staff are noted.
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8003 Noel Holcomb W-002 No projects are proposed within 100 feet of the river, 4.10.2 
revised to reflect this.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-009 The existing MRF would not be closed until the new MRF 
construction complete and operational.

8003 Noel Holcomb AQ-001 Currently all criteria pollutants are in attainment, therefore 
mobile source emissions were not calculated.

8003 Noel Holcomb W-008 Noted. Requirements will be followed and are addressed in 
Section 4.10 and Appendix G.  See also response to W-005.

8003 Noel Holcomb W-006 See response to comment W-005.

8003 Noel Holcomb SF-001

See Figure 4.14-2 and Section 4.14.1.  Ranges are designed so 
ordnance is fired away from the installation boundary, and 
surface danger zones are contained completely within Fort 
Benning

8003 Noel Holcomb U-004

Corrected in Section 4.6.2.2 to be a total of 14,069 population 
increase for Transformation actions.  There would be only a 1.8 
mgd increase in water demand due to Transformation activities.  
Existing 30 mgd permitted water withdrawal capacity can 
accommodate this increase.

8003 Noel Holcomb W-003 Appendix G contains the mitigation and monitoring plan, which 
identifies mitigation measures for soil erosion.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-009 The existing MRF would not be closed until the new MRF 
construction complete and operational.

8003 Noel Holcomb A-027

Goals would likely be impacted, however, this plan is a living 
document and is currently being integrated into the MCOE 
BRAC Campaign plan which covers Transformation activities.   
The plan will be available once it has been completed.  As Fort 
Benning progresses with the Transformation actions, the EMS 
and Performance Track goals will be updated annually.

8003 Noel Holcomb HZ-004 See response to HZ-003.

8003 Noel Holcomb W-004

Fort Benning is currently implementing a PCB Management 
Plan. PCBs in fish tissue would continue to be monitored in 
accordance with the Fort Benning PCB Management Plan. The 
PCB Management Plan is available for review at the Fort 
Benning Environmental Management Division.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-011

That is correct.  As stated in the EIS, Section 4.6.2.2, the 
contractors would have the responsibility to dispose of waste. To 
clarify, it is anticipated that the  bulk of new construction would 
not require demolition of existing structures. As a result, it is 
anticipated that the proposed action would not result in 
substantial increase in construction and debris waste.

8003 Noel Holcomb HZ-003 Section 4.9.1.4 revised. 
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8003 Noel Holcomb A-017

The Army will encourage managers, where feasible, to 
participate in various strategies to reduce transit impacts.  
Revisions made to Section 4.5.1.1 and Appendix G to reflect 
TDM programs that could be applied under either Alternative A 
or B.   

8003 Noel Holcomb A-021
Noted.  Page 4-121 addresses asbestos and that the Army would 
follow all existing federal, state, and local permit and plan 
procedures.

8003 Noel Holcomb T-006 Traffic study recommendations have been adopted.  Section 
4.5.3 has been revised to reflect this change.

8003 Noel Holcomb A-024

Army Regulation 200-1 Chapter 9, states that all new buildings 
will be tested for radon before turning over to the Army.  As 
presented in 4.9.1.2, previous studies have shown that this area 
is not of the geological characteristics for radon emissions.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-008

The Salem, AL solid waste landfill is able to support increased 
volume of population; there is 10 million tons of capacity, over a 
life span of 75 years.  The EIS has been revised to reflect this 
information.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-006

CWW is responsible for managing sludge disposal, and at this 
time there are no land applications being considered at Fort 
Benning.  Section 4.6.1.2 corrected accordingly. As stated in 
4.6.2.2, the existing infrastructure on Post is sufficient to meet 
demand. Disposition of these facilities was addressed in the 
privatization EA, and the increase to capacity is addressed in 
4.6.2.2.  Consolidation is still expected to occur.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-003 CWW is currently permitted for 90 mgd.  Current consumption 
is 54 mgd; Section 4.6.2.2 revised to reflect this information.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-005 The existing facilities can support this increase in demand. 
Calculations in Section 4.6.1.2 and 4.6.2.2 corrected.

8003 Noel Holcomb U-001

CWW holds all the GA permits and is studying options to meet 
Fort Benning's increased potable water demand.  Use of the 
Upatoi Creek water intake facility may be necessary to 
accommodate that demand.  See Section 4.6.2.2.

8003 Noel Holcomb W-007 Concur.  

8003 Noel Holcomb SL-001 Noted.  Fort Benning will coordinate with Georgia to ensure 
compliance with all permits.

8003 Noel Holcomb W-005

TMDL plans are addressed but the approach in this EIS is 
explained in Section 4.10.1.1.  Acceptance dates can not be 
specified at this time.  Management practices and measures are 
found throughout 4.10 and 4.10.3 specifically.  Mitigation 
already required to minimize impacts under existing rules and 
regulations would be undertaken as presented.  The Army did 
not identify mitigation measures in this NEPA document since 
they are already addressed through existing plans and permitting 
processes.
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8003 Noel Holcomb AQ-002 Currently all HAPS do not exceed threshold levels, therefore 
mobile source emissions were not calculated.

8004 Heinz J. Mueller N-006

General location description is provided in the EIS and maps 
(Figure 4.7.1) are sufficient, see also Table 4.15-5. Updated 
Section 4.7.1 to indicate no ordnance-related noise complaints 
since September 11, 2001.

8004 Heinz J. Mueller N-007

Acquisition of properties in Zone II is not a feasible mitigation.  
A Joint Land Use Study is underway to study and recommend 
land use plans to limit incompatible land use around Fort 
Benning.

8004 Heinz J. Mueller N-008

Mitigation through installation of extra noise attenuating 
materials was considered but not adopted because new facility 
construction materials attenuate noise.  In addition, the Noise 
Control Act of 1972 (PL 92-574 1972) does not apply to military 
training.

8004 Gregory Hogue TY
Thank you for your comment during the public comment period 
for the Draft EIS.  Public and agency involvement is an 
important part of the NEPA process.

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-011
Refer to response comment AQ-001.  Trainees use existing 
Army transit modes such as buses specifically designated for 
training logistical support. 

8005 Heinz J. Mueller W-009 Agreed, 4.10.3 specifies use of modifications during the design 
process to avoid and minimize impacts.

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-009
Fort Benning only uses natural gas with the exception of back up 
generators at Martin Army Hospital.  All future boilers will be 
natural gas burning boilers.

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-005

Fort Benning is working on plans to use alternative fuels which 
would reduce emissions.  According to Georgia Rules for Air 
Quality Control, any new industrial processes will include 
pollution control technology to reduce emissions. 

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-012 See response to comments A-020 and AQ-008.  Also refer to 
Table 4.8-4 for reducing fugitive dust.

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-006 See response to comment A-020.

8005 Heinz J. Mueller App G-1
In accordance with AR 350-19, Sustainable Range Program, 
ITAM would continue based on available funding.  Appendix G 
also reiterates the environmental monitors.

8005 Heinz J. Mueller W-010
Wetlands will be mitigated in the same watershed as much as 
possible.  Wetlands will be mitigated under the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers Section 404 permitting process.

8005 Heinz J. Mueller W-011 Concur.  Section 4.10.3 and Appendix G 4.c and G 4.d 
specifically address mitigation measures and monitoring.   
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8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-008

Fort Benning currently uses ultra-low sulfur in all diesel.   There 
are no distributors of B-20 fuel in this area. Contractors with 
long term post-wide contracts who have offices on post are being 
encouraged to use their own alternative fuels and install tanks for 
those fuels in the lay down areas.  Fort Benning has been 
working with the Columbus Metropolitan area for over 2 years 
to implement measures to reduce PM2.5 emissions.

8005 Heinz J. Mueller App G-1 To clarify, Sections 4.1.2 and 4.1.3 describe ongoing programs 
that would continue. 

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-004 See response to comment AQ-003.

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-010 The model used in this EIS substituted conventional vehicle 
emission factors for the CA vehicles.

8005 Heinz Mueller AQ-007 Contractors must meet LEED silver level.  How they meet that 
standard is left to the discretion of the construction contractor.

8005 Heinz J. Mueller S-019
2000 Census block groups evaluated in environmental justice 
analysis and incorporated into respective affected environment 
and environmental consequences sections.

8006 Elizabeth Brown TY
Thank you for your comment during the public comment period 
for the Draft EIS.  Public and agency involvement is an 
important part of the NEPA process.
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