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SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

LEAD AGENCY: Department of the Army, U.S. Training and Doctrine Command
TITLE OF PROPOSED ACTION: Disposal and Reuse of Fort Ord, CA
AFFECTED JURISDICTIONS: State of California, Monterey County, Cities of Marina and Seaside

PREPARER: Colonel John N. Reese, EN, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District, 1325 J Street,
Sacramento, California 95814-2922

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL.: Major General Joe N. Ballard, General Staff, Chief of Staff, U.S. Army Training and
Doctrine Command; Major General Frank L. Miller, General Staff, Assistant Chief of Staff for Installation Management,
Department of the Army

APPROVED BY: Mr. Raymond J. Fatz, Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Environment, Safety, and
Occupational Health)

ABSTRACT: Fort Ord, California, was closed as an active Army installation by mandate of the Defense Base Closure
and Realignment Act of 1990 (1990 Base Closure Act), Public Law 101-510. A final environmental impact statement
(EIS) and record of decision (ROD) were completed in 1993, in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act,
to support the Army's action of disposing of excess land at the former Fort Ord. Simultaneously, the Army established
an approximately 1,400-acre Presidio of Monterey (POM) Annex on former Fort Ord lands. Since completion of the EIS
and issuance of the ROD, the Amy has determined that its needs at the annex can be accommodated on approximately
800 acres. The Army's action analyzed by this supplemental EIS is the continued disposal of Fort Ord lands.

The No-Action Alternative and alternatives to disposal of excess land at Fort Ord and development of a POM Annex were
considered in detail in the 1993 EIS. This supplemental EIS, therefore, does not reconsider the environmental impacts
of alternatives to these ongoing Army actions. The Army does not have a preference regarding the reuse of Fort Ord
excess lands, nor does it have the ability to maintain direct control of the ultimate use of any property disposed. The
altematives analysis focuses on the secondary or indirect impacts of three additional reuse scenarios for former Fort Ord
lands. The 1993 EIS considered a wide range of potential reuses through six reuse scenarios. However, none of these
scenarnios reflected the adopted reuse plan of the local communities surrounding Fort Ord. A final Fort Ord Base Reuse
Plan was adopted by the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA) on December 12, 1894. This plan is analyzed as reuse
Altemative 7 in this supplemental EIS. A slightly modified version of this altemative is analyzed as Revised Altemative 7.
One additional reuse scenario, reflecting land use changes received through the EIS scoping process and initial
indication of real estate screening requests, is also considered as reuse Alternative 8.

The difference between the disposal impacts for the newly excessed lands and those described in the final EIS are
minor, and many of the impacts wili be fully mitigated through the measures included in the 1993 NEPA ROD. The
primary effect of disposing of the newly excessed lands is the change from federal ownership to ownership by another
public or private entity, which would result in the loss of federal protection and maintenance of various natural resources.
The Amy has developed and is implementing a multi-species habitat management plan to insure the long-term viability
of federally protected species. The secondary action of reuse under Alternative 7, Revised Alternative 7, and
Alternative 8 would result in an overall reduction in the level of development compared to that anticipated in the
Army's 1993 ROD. Some increase in adverse impacts to biological resources may occur. Alternative 7, Revised
Alternative 7; and Alternative 8 result in substantially the same effects, except that golf course proposals in Revised
Altemative 7 and Alternative 8 have slightly greater effects on water supply, and Altematives 7 and 8 would have greater
effects on sensitive biological resources. Because Revised Alternative 7 contains a substantially lower potential for
producing jobs on former Fort Ord, its buildout would generate less traffic and lower traffic-related air emissions and
noise when compared to Altematives 7 and 8.

REVIEW DEADLINE: End of the public review period will be 30 days from the date this document was published. Send
comments to: Mr. Bob Verkade (ATTN: CESPK-ED), U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento, District, 1325 J
Street, Sacramento, CA 95814-2922.
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mcludmg cpnference center educatlon, rehablhtatlon servnces cultural oenter retreat,‘, resrdentlalvj k
administrative headquarters church child.care, agnculture office, storage, hrghway nght—of—way. training, -
creatlon -vehicle maintenance, museum, pubhc health services, hostel; .concert facility, -and 0o rnumty;j;‘ “
ervices.uses, are Jikely to ocelirin some of the newly excessed lands. (refer to Append:x | for-a.complete
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Table ES 1. Companson of Alternatlve 7, Rewsed Altematlve 7, and A|ternatrve 8
‘ and the Reuse Scenario Contained in the 1993 NEPA ROD
‘ : by Key Resource Areas T ‘
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. Ona cumulatlve basrs when compared to the baseline before closure Altematlve 7 would rntensrfy
the jobslhousmg imbalance that exists in Monterey County by ‘supporting. more jobs.than can be ' - :

l accommodated by the proposed number of housing units. The alternative also would increase the demand ,

. for community medical services. ‘Cumulative increases.in demand for wastewater water supply, and storm L
“-drajnage infrastructure would be substantial. Unless new water sources are developed water supply demand. .
' ~? ~would mtensrfy a shortt'all between available supply and antlclpated demand Thei increase in demand has e
- the. potentlal ‘to exacerbate a seawater intrusion: problem along the. Monterey Bay' coastllne The traffic ..
generated at’ burldout combined with other regional increases, ‘would require:a consrderable increase in RS
- roadways in both north-south and east—west directions. Constructlon of this: lnfrastructure as; planned in: the‘ W ‘

- 'FORA Final Base Reuse Plan (December 1994) would have adverse effects on, biological. resources‘
espemalty where transportatron comdors brsect naturat resource management areas and habltat corridors
rdentlfied in the February 1994 HMP : S e r : N

e Revrsed Alternatlve 7 ln the draft Supplemental EIS Rewsed Alternatlve 7 lncluded only*
5 modlf catrons to the. orlglnal Alternatlve T associated with’ blologlcal resource mltlgatlon ThlS reVIsed
e altematrve has been expanded to: keep pace with the changlng concepts of retise. ‘associated with: the. FORA, =

1998 for: srecently, excessed lands; land uses' requnred in the Draft Revised HMP; land uses for- remaining areas,
“as proposed in‘the Draft. FORA F’o?t ‘Ord Reuse Plan: (March 1996) relocatlon of. the resort hotel from the
Hayes ‘housing: area to- the ‘adjacent golf courses parcel; and utrlrty easements needed for- transfer of utllrty
e :,systems See Appendlx Diora descrrptlon of the Dratt Revrsed HMP and the brologlcal resource mrtrgatlon‘
cont rned in thls atternatlve S AR : : ' :

RA e ﬁ"l"he ronmental effects ‘of'Revrsed Alternatlve 7 would vary slrghtly from those of Alternatlve 7.
, Rewsed ATtematlve 7 would support a burldout populatlon of 45,000, .with- 15 000 dwelllng unrts (as:with:.
e Altematrve %

i trafﬁc-related arr»emussrons ‘and noise. Addltlonal development adjacent to the'inland ranges would~

. base reuse planning effort-and the latest requests for PBCs received by the. Army Revlsed Alternative 7 now * | L
. includes’land uses' establrshed through propetty transfers or MOA for property transfers already. completed:.v___". ST ey
‘. by the. Army, land ises proposed through federal, state, local, and McKmney Act: screenrng completed inApril. ] ‘

‘some addrtlonal on-campus housmg of university students:is: antlclpated) The fotal: number of |
)s.that woul upported by the plan is ‘estimated to be 38,800 {(Table ES-1).- ~With' its slightly hrgher:;.:';”,]“ .
o ousrng and: populatlon' totels Revrsed Altematrve 7-would-be expected to generate slrghtly higher demand} S0 R
for-public: health -and safety services than would Altematve 7. However ‘with the lower employment numbers, « * | S
Revised" Alternatlve 7'wolld: generate tewer vehicle trips in‘the area. This reduction also would’ decreasey

" ‘potential for exposure to ordnance and-explosives (OE). Water-demand would increase slightly and site ’runoff‘f'i S

:ofspecific areas from the Natural Resources Management Area would remove habltat
: corporatlon of the Dra ‘,,Revrsed HMP -into trl‘ls alternative also reduces: lmpacts assocrated ‘with th
proposed - road” network and “habitat. encroachment in the, coastal .zone : compared 'to. ‘Alternative -
sApproxrmately 6 300 acres of, habrtat would be removed under Revrsed Alternatlve 7 however less habitat
ppo ng:specral—status specres would be removed RESCTRE I : ,

pecrﬁc parcels that were recerved through the scoprng process for the Supplemental ElS.f‘ _ :
Altemative 8 rncludes early indications of; requests for the newa exoessed Iands recerved dunng scopmg The A

:would,be greater Urban;development adjacent to the, proposed expressway in the. ‘southwestern: portron of - L

early indication of screening’ requests reflécted in Alternative 8 were received early in the Supplemental’ EIS: |

" entities.-Alternative 8 supports an-ultimate populatron of 45,000 at Fort: Ord, with 15, 000 dwellrng units’ and -
employment of 48 100 (On-campus student housrng assumptlons are the same as those ofAlternatrve _7*)

-preparation-process.and do not refiéct official requests received by the-Army from federal; state; and local .~ |- 2

lmplementatlon of Altematrve 8 (rncludrng the proposed roadway network)fwould‘_'result in |
envrronmental impacts substantlally the: same as those under Altematlve7 The only distinct drfferences ocour” - '

' 'f"'-"f as -a-result ‘of the additional- proposed goif courses’ and, related resrdentral development substltuted in '

"c &
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Altematlve 8 for llght rndustrral and unrversrty research area proposed in. Altematlve 7 These dlfferences pose : . o : L
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