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PC001-1

PC001-2

PC001
PC001-1

A copy of the Airport Layout Plan has been included in the EIS
as Appendix K. 

Reference to the Airport Layout Plan (Appendix K) has been
added to the text of the EIS in Sections 4.1.1.1, Aviation Land
Use Planning, 4.6 Air Quality, and 4.6.4 General Conformity
Analysis.

PC001-2

Text in the EIS has been updated in Section 4.6 to indicate that
the Navy's analysis shows that project emissions for
Alternative 1 do not exceed de minimis levels, and therefore,
are presumed to conform to the State Implementation Plan
(SIP), and no General Conformity determination for purposes
of approving the Airport Layout Plan would be required.

The Navy determined that General Conformity requirements
shall not apply to federal actions that involve the transfer of
ownership, interests, and titles in land, facilities, and real and
personal properties, regardless of the form or method of
transfer [40 CFR 93.153(c)(2)(xiv)].
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PC002-1

PC002-1
Continued

PC002
PC002-1

Text and quantitative data for indirect impacts have been
added to the EIS in Sections 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 - Socioeconomics
under Alternatives 1 and 2, respectively.  This new analysis
assesses the potential indirect, off-base impacts specific to
employment.  Employment was viewed as the primary driver
for this analysis due to job creation proposed on-base.  The
summary contained in Sections 4.2.1.3 and 4.2.2.3, as well as
Appendix N, outlines the methodology for analyzing indirect
impacts.  Specifically, text has been added in the following
sections: 4.2; 4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.3; 4.2.2.1; and 4.2.2.3.

Using the results from the change in indirect, off-base
employment impacts, and as outlined in Sections 4.2.1.1;
4.2.2.1; and Appendix N, it is assumed that there would not be
any significant change in the population and housing beyond
what is already analyzed and presented in the EIS under direct
impacts.  The current civilian labor force, projected population
growth rate over the next 20 years, the number of housing
vacancies and the proportion of workers who commute to the
area all combine to reduce the effect on of the potential
off-base employment growth on population and housing within
the Brunswick LMA.

The change in indirect, off-base employment was incorporated
into the transportation analysis, which is provided in Sections
4.4.2, 4.4.3, and 4.4.4 - Transportation under Alternatives 1
and 2, respectively.  It was determined that even if the
population of the study area (Brunswick LMA) does not
increase significantly due to the change in off-base
employment, there would still be an increase in the number of
vehicle trips associated with the jobs that would  be created. 
This methodology is included in Appendix N (subsection N-4).

In addition, the technical memo outlining the changes in the
transportation analysis from the DEIS to the FEIS is provided
in Appendix D, along with revised tables that incorporate the
indirect, off-base employment impacts.

Discussions with EPA concluded that the indirect impact
analysis could be added to the FEIS rather than issuing a
revised DEIS.  Adding indirect impacts to the analysis did not
change the impact conclusions in the DEIS. 

PC002-1 cont'd

A
-7



PC002-1
Continued

PC002-2

PC002-3

PC002-4

PC002-5

PC002
PC002-1 cont'd

PC002-2

Transportation analysis for Alternatives 1 and 2 with and
without the Route 1 Connector have been added to the EIS in
Sections 4.4.2.2; 4.4.2.3; 4.4.3.2; and 4.4.3.3; and are also
outlined in the technical memo and table revisions provided in
Appendix D. 

PC002-3

Extension of the Downeaster train service from Portland to
Brunswick has been added to the Cumulative Impact Analysis,
in Section 5.2.3.

PC002-4

A jurisdictional determination (JD) has not been conducted for
these wetlands.  A wetland delineation survey will need to be
completed as part of future redevelopment.  Text clarifying the
need for a full wetland delineation has been added to the EIS
in Sections 4.11.1.4 and 4.11.2.4.

PC002-5

The requirements outlined in Section 438 of EISA would not
apply to this action based upon the act of transferring NAS
Brunswick out of federal ownership.  However, text was added
to the EIS in Sections 4.8.1.3 and 4.8.2.3 under the bolded title
"Section 438 of the Energy Independence and Security Act of
2007."  This states that it is expected that redevelopment
would follow MRRA's "Community Design Guidelines
Summary" and thus would incorporate low-impact
development, smart growth principles, and best management
practices that would parallel the requirements outlined in
Section 438 of EISA.
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PC002-5
Continued

PC002-6

PC002-7

PC002-8

PC002
PC002-5 cont'd

PC002-6

Text in Section 3.5.4.1 has been updated to state the final
ROD for the Eastern Plume was completed in February 1998.

PC002-7

Text has been updated in the EIS in Sections 4.6.1.1; 4.6.1.2;
4.6.2.1; and 4.6.2.2 to reflect the comment.

It is MRRA's vision, as outlined in their "Community Design
Guidelines Summary" that the redevelopment of the installation
will incorporate sustainable and energy conservation elements
to its overall design. As a part of this effort, guidelines for the
control of emissions and energy efficiency related to
construction can be implemented.

PC002-8

Text has been added in the EIS in Sections 4.6.1.1; 4.6.1.2;
4.6.2.1; and 4.6.2.2 to recommend the implementation of
emission control and energy efficiency guidelines by the
MRRA.

It is MRRA's vision, as outlined in their "Community Design
Guidelines Summary" that the redevelopment of the installation
will incorporate sustainable and energy conservation elements
to its overall design. As a part of this effort, guidelines for the
control of emissions and energy efficiency related to
construction can be implemented.
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
408 Atlantic Avenue – Room 142 

Boston, Massachusetts  02210-3334 
 
 
 

           June 22, 2010 
 
9043.1 
ER 10/447 
 
David Drozd, Director 
BRAC Program Management Office Northeast 
Department of the Navy 
4911 Broad Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19112 
 
RE: COMMENTS 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Brunswick Naval Air 
Station, Disposal and Reuse, Implementation, Brunswick, Maine  

 
Dear Mr. Drozd: 
 
The U.S. Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for the Brunswick Naval Air Station, Disposal and Reuse, Implementation, 
Brunswick, Maine.  The Department has no comment on the DEIS. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this DEIS.  Please contact me at (617) 
223-8565 if I can be of assistance. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 

 
Andrew L. Raddant  
Regional Environmental Officer 

 
 

PC003-1

PC003
PC003-1

Thank you for your comment.
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PC004-1

PC004-2

PC004
PC004-1

Two significant vernal pools addressed in the comment were
added to Figure 3.12-3.  Text was updated to reflect changes
in the Executive Summary (ES.6 under bolded heading
"Biological Resources" and subheading "Significant Wildlife
Habitat" and under the bolded heading of "Vernal Pools" and
Sections 3.12.4; 4.12.1.4; and 4.12.2.4.

PC004-2

Additional wetland areas, as identified and provided by
the Maine Army National Guard, were added to Figure 3.11-3. 
Text in the EIS was not modified as these wetlands occur in
parcel to be transferred to Department of the Army.  Impacts to
these wetlands have been assessed under the NEPA process
by the Department of the Army.  A Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) for the Environmental Assessment for the
Maine Army National Guard and Maine Corps Readiness
Centers, Brunswick, Maine, was signed on July 19, 2010. 

A
-11



STATE OF MAINE 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


16 STATE HOUSE STATION 


AUGUSTA, MAINE 


04333-0016 


DAVIDA. COLE JOHN ELIAS BALDACCI 
COMMISSIONERGOVERNOR 

June 28, 2010 

Department of the Navy 

BRAC Program Management Office Northeast 

Director, David Drozd 

Attn: Brunswick EIS 

4911 Broad Street 

Philadelphia, PA 19112 

Fax: (215) 897-4902 

david.drozd@navy.mil 


Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal and Reuse of Naval Air Station 
Brunswick. Maine 

Dear Mr. Drozd, 

The Maine Department ofTransportation (MaineDOT) appreciates the opportunity to provide 
formal comments on the Department ofthe Navy's Draft Environmental bnpact Statement for the 
Disposal and Reuse of Naval Air Station Brunswick, Maine (DEIS-NASB). Considering the significance 
of the proposed disposal and reuse of the Naval Air Station and concerns for the potential impacts that 
would be imposed on the State of Maine, the citizens of Brunswick, Topsham and Mid-Coast Maine I 
respectfully submit the following comments that in accordance with CFR 771.130(a)(2) the DEIS-NASB 
requires the preparation of a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS). 

1. 	 Following the November 14, 2008 Interagency Meeting MaineDOT provided comments on the 
Scoping activities for the Department of the Navy's Environmental Impact Statement Brunswick. 
(Christopher A. Mann to Director David Drozd, November 24, 2008) The 2008 letter requested 
clarification of the Navy's statement the EIS will "quantify existing off-base traffic volumes, project 
future traffic conditions, and identify potential impacts", as well as, analyze\quantify proposed off­
base and on-base transportation improvement projects identified in the Brunswick Naval Air Station 
Reuse Master Plan". A response was not received. 

2. 	 The DEIS-NASB lacks existing and future origin/destination data for traffic entering and leaving 
NASB. This data is critical for undertaking the analysis and identifying mitigation requirements 
associated for the off-base transportation network serving the NASB infrastructure. 

3. 	 Page 4-68 Table 4.4-1, page 4-69, pag3e 4-71 Figure 4.4.2 and page 4-81, Table 4.4-8 the DEIS­
NASB identifies required transportation network mitigation that is crucial to the success of the 
redevelopment ofNASB as the responsibility of others, , i.e. "Navy plays no role and has no 
responsibility in the environmental review, planning, design, or construction of highways or rail 
infrastructure. " 

• 	 The DEIS-NASB lacks analysis of each alternative with and without the proposed 
transportation improvements (the connector road and interchange to U.S. Route 1). This 
analysis is required to identify how ea~emative will function under each scenario. 

0\ 
~ v 

PRINTfDON RECYCLED PAPER 

THE MAINE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION IS AN AFFIRMATIVE ACTION· EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 

PC005-1

PC005-2

PC005-3

PC005-4

PC005
PC005-1

Responses to scoping letters are not normally provided in the
NEPA process. These letters serve to focus the content of the
DEIS.  A traffic study was conducted to address traffic
concerns.  Based on comments on the DEIS, enhancements to
the transportation section were included in the FEIS, Section
4.4.

PC005-2

A copy of the Traffic Impact Study is included in Appendix D. 
A description of the trip assignment methodology is provided
on page 21 of the Traffic Impact Study.

PC005-3

The Navy action is disposal of the property.  The MRRA is
responsible for implementation of the Reuse Plan. 
Recommended mitigation measures for Alternatives 1 and 2
and the No-Action Alternative are included in Sections 4.4.2.4;
4.4.3.4; and 4.4.4.4.  Some traffic mitigation projects, as
identified in the EIS, would be required based on either current
conditions or projected growth in the town without the
redevelopment of the installation.  Other projects may need to
be implemented by the developer in consultation with
MaineDOT and the town as traffic conditions warrant during
development of the former installation.

PC005-4

The traffic analysis added under Alternative 1 (Sections 4.4.2.2
and 4.4.2.3) and Alternative 2 (Sections 4.4.3.2 and 4.4.3.3),
presents data for the scenario where the Route 1 Connector is
not built.  It should be noted however, the adjacent road
network cannot feasibly handle the forcasted traffic, even with
significant improvements.  Significant deficiencies and gridlock
are identified if the project is not constructed in the early
phases of redevelopment.  Without implementation of the
Route 1 Connector there would be significant impacts on
intersection's level of service (LOS).  Some intersections would
be in gridlock by 2026, under Alternative 1, and 2021, under
Alternative 2.

A
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Maine Department ofTransportation comments on the DEIS for the Disposal and Reuse ofNaval Air Station 
Brunswick, Maine 

• 	 The DEIS-NASB lacks an implementation plan for the assumed roadway mitigation, as well 
as a funding commitment from external entities. Unfunded mitigation requirements will 
compromise the ability of the NASB redevelopment to succeed and leaves a significant 
financial burden on the Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority, the towns of 
Brunswick and Topsham and the citizens ofMaine; the DEIS-NASB needs to include a 
qualitative and quantitative analysis of all identified required mitigation.[40 C.F.R. 
1502.16(h) and 1508.20 (c) and (e)] 

4. 	 CEQ regulations require EISs to evaluate growth-inducing changes from proposed developments. As 
written the DEIS-NASB does not fully comply with CEQ requirements 1502.16, 1508.7, 1508.8, 
1508.25 (a) & (c) and 1508.27 the need to clearly analyze the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts 
of all affected resources. The DEIS-NASB does not analyze the full impacts from base redevelopment 
on the external transportation infrastructure and the potential for residential or commercial 
development outside the base that may be stimulated by the NASB redevelopment. 

• 	 Page 4-70 states the "Full build-out of Alternative 1 [the preferred alternative] would add a 
projected 6,473 vehicle trips to the existing network of roads near NAS Brunswick" an 
increase of 5,217 vehicles over the existing condition generated by NAS Brunswick (pages 4­
70 to 71). The DEIS-NASB primarily focuses on the transportation impacts to the internal 
and boundary roadway network; while excluding assessment of the potential of significant 
impact to the same off-base resources. The State of Maine considers this a "fatal flaw" as off­
base traffic congestion will be critical factors in the success or failure of the NASB 
redevelopment. 

• 	 Page 4-81, AP-2 Recommended Mitigation discussion states beyond 2016 the adjacent road 
network will be "unable to handle the traffic project" from implementation of the Preferred 
Alternative without providing the analysis of the significance of the impact. The potential 
impact could affect the redevelopment of the NASB to attract the required level of off-base 
traffic to be successful. 

5. 	 Page 4-70 states integrating NASB transportation network will "likely improve overall traffic flow" 
without justification or backup data for this statement. The citizens of Maine request the opportunity 
to review the quantitative analysis that supports the Navy's assessment of traffic flow. 

6. 	 Page 4-71, Table 4.4-2 identifies six (6) new NASB access/egress points and states the majority of 
traffic is projected to use the U.S. Route 1 Connector. The off-base transportation network at Route 1 
and Cook's Corner is already congested and lacks significant foreseeable funding to provide 
improvements. The DEIS-NASB lacks a quantitative traffic analysis of the impacts to the off-base 
transportation network, therefore the State of Maine is requesting a quantitative analysis of the 
impacts of the new access points in a SDEIS, prior to a final decision on the Preferred Alternative. 

7. 	 Page 4-77, Table 4.4-7 Intersection Level-of-Service. The Navy must provide further explanation as 
to why the identified 5 year improvements (2016 improvement requirements) are required for 
intersections with an existing (2008) LOS of A to D. MaineDOT often uses level of service D as 
desirable peak-hour condition, we know there are many cases where you can't build your way out of 
a level of service E. Left turns from a driveway or side street onto a heavily traveled route will often 
never get out of level of service E or F. 

8. 	 Page 4-78 Section 4.4.2.4 states that traffic conditions will be worse than projected without the 
proposed mitigation without including a quantitative analysis of potential future conditions. 

9. 	 Page 4-78 for a full disclosure NEPA document the Navy needs to provide an analysis of pedestrian 
and alternative modes requirements for the redeveloped NASB. 
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PC005-5

PC005-6

PC005-7

PC005-8

PC005-9

PC005-10

PC005-11

PC005-12

PC005-13

PC005
PC005-5

The Navy action is disposal of the property.  The MRRA is
responsible for implementation of the Reuse Plan. 
Recommended mitigation measures for Alternatives 1 and 2
and the No-Action Alternative are included in Sections 4.4.2.4;
4.4.3.4; and 4.4.4.4.  Some traffic mitigation projects, as
identified in the EIS, would be required based on either current
conditions or projected growth in the town without the
redevelopment of the installation.  Other projects may need to
be implemented by the developer in consultation with
MaineDOT and the town as traffic conditions warrant during
development of the former installation.

PC005-6

The change in indirect, off-base employment has been
incorporated into the transportation analysis, provided in
Sections 4.4.2; 4.4.3; and 4.4.4.

PC005-7

Indirect impacts on the surrounding off-base transportation
network are discussed in Sections 4.4.2; 4.4.3; and 4.4.4.  A
copy of the Traffic Impact Study is included in Appendix D.  A
description of the trip assignment methodology is provided on
page 21 of the Traffic Impact Study.

PC005-8

Transportation analyses for Alternatives 1 and 2 with and
without the proposed Route 1 Connector have been added in
Sections 4.4.2.2; 4.4.2.3; 4.4.3.2; and 4.4.3.3.

PC005-9

The Traffic Impact Study is provided in Appendix D.

PC005-10

A
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The Cooks Corner intersection was included for analysis in the
Traffic Impact Study with the assumption that the US Route 1
Connector would be constructed after the five-year scenario. 
The study has been updated to include the analysis of the
without improvement scenario and failing levels of service at
affected intersections over time.  The Traffic Impact Study is
provided in Appendix D.

The rating provided by US EPA on this DEIS (EC-2)
recommends that "...identified additional information, data,
analyses, or discussion should be included in the final EIS."  A
Supplemental DEIS is not required by EPA.

PC005-11

Table 4.4-7 provides LOS for the overall intersections for the
purpose of NEPA impact assessment. LOS for individual
movements was not calculated.  MaineDOT typically  requires
mitigation for any individual movement falling below LOS D, if
possible.  Although LOS D may sometimes be acceptable for
peak-hour conditions, the queue length created by a particular
movement may begin to impact other critical movements,
requiring the need for mitigation.

PC005-12

Transportation analyses for Alternatives 1 and 2 with and
without the proposed Route 1 Connector have been added in
Sections 4.4.2.2; 4.4.2.3; 4.4.3.2; and 4.4.3.3. 

PC005-13

A copy of the Traffic Impact Study is provided in Appendix D
and includes the assumptions for alternative modes of
transportation which were applied to the analysis. 
Recommendations for bicycle, pedestrian, and bus
accommodations have been added to Section 4.4.2.5.

PC005PC005-10
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Maine Department of Transportation comments on the DEIS for the Disposal and Reuse ofNaval Air Station 
Brunswick, Maine 

10. Chapter 5, Cumulative Impact Assessment: The following analysis must be provided to complete 
documentation of the transportation network cumulative impacts: analyze and identify the breadth of 
the transportation problems that will occur as a result of implementing a build alternative; analyze the 
impacts ofoff-base transportation network mitigation; analyze how future off-base land use changes 
may impact the transportation network and how the required mitigation will maintain the off-base 
transportation network at an acceptable LOS. 

11. Page 6-4, states that implementation of either build alternative would "increase total weekday traffic 
near the installation" and there will be "No significant impact" on the LOS "assuming 
implementation of appropriate mitigation". To provide a complete NEPA document the Navy must 
analyze the potential impacts ofthe alternatives without the assumption of others providing the 
assumed unfunded traffic mitigation. 

12. Document Corrections: 
Pages 4-76 footnote 2; 4-96 table 4.4-18 footnote 2 delete the statement: "The State of Maine 
Department ofTransportation is currently planning to improve the Bath Road and Maine Street rotary 
intersection. Since the final design and in [sic] unknown, future traffic conditions cannot be projected 
(Gorrill-Palmer 2009)." Correction: In 2004 MaineDOT received a project request for improvement 
of the Maine Street at Bath Road intersection, as of June 24, 2010 that request has not received 
planning or construction funding in a MaineDOT Capital Improvement Plan. (Source: MaineDOT 
ProjEx database, PSN 27546, Brunswick, Maine Street at Bath Road.) 

MaineDOT requests that the Navy prepare a SDEIS to provide a complete disclosure ofthe potential 
impacts to the off-base transportation and land use resources. Following that, there should be an 
opportunity for public comment prior to the preparation of the Final Environmental Impact Statement and 
the Record of Decision. I look forward to your response. 

Bureau ofTransportation Systems Planning 
Maine Department of Transportation 

cc. John Baldacci, Governor 
David A. Cole, MaineDOT Commissioner 
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PC005-14

PC005-15

PC005-16

PC005-17

PC005
PC005-14

Cumulative impacts on transportation are included in Section
5.  Indirect impacts on transportation have been added to the
EIS in Sections 4.4.2 and 4.4.3 for Alternative 1 and Alternative
2, respectively, as well as in the Section 5.3.4 -Cumulative
Impacts on Transportation.  In addition, local planning efforts
are underway to identify means to reduce traffic impacts. 
MaineDOT has commissioned a separate Transportation Study
from Vanasse Hangen Brustlin (VHB) to analyze the
transportation impacts associated with the redevelopment of
NAS Brunswick.  The Gateway 1 Corridor Final Plan, similarly
considers traffic mitigation measures, including the proposed
Route 1 Connector.  MaineDOT study by VHB will include an
in-depth review of the Route 1 Connector.

PC005-15

Transportation analyses for Alternatives 1 and 2 with and
without the proposed Route 1 Connector have been added in
Sections 4.4.2.2; 4.4.2.3; 4.4.3.2; and 4.4.3.3.

PC005-16

Text of footnote 2 on Table 4.4-18 has been updated with the
correction as noted in the comment.  The reference
"MaineDOT 2010" has been added to Section 8, References.

PC005-17

The rating provided by US EPA on this DEIS (EC-2),
recommends that "...identified additional information, data,
analyses, or discussion should be included in the final EIS." A
Supplemental DEIS is not required by EPA.  The guidance
referenced in the comment refers to Federal Highway
Administration projects.

A
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From: Stancampiano, Robin  
To: Drozd, David CIV OASN (EI&E), BRAC PMO NE  
Cc:  
Sent: Wed Jun 09 15:54:57 2010 
Subject: MPHC# 2196-08 DEIS Disposal and Reuse of NAS Brunswick, ME  

MPHC# 2196-08 DEIS Disposal and Reuse of NAS Brunswick, ME  

David-  

In response to your recent request, our office has reviewed the information received May 
6 and 24, 2010 to continue consultation on the above referenced undertaking in accor-
dance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended 
(NHPA).   

Our office has reviewed the DEIS and concurs with the Navy's comments in the cultural 
resources sections.  Regarding archaeological resources, legally binding restrictions in 
deeds per section 4.9.4. (page 4-156) are acceptable to our office for mitigation meas-
ures.  We have been reviewing and commenting on the architectural survey drafts from 
your consultant. 

We look forward to continuing consultation with the Navy on this project.  

Robin Stancampiano  
--Review & Compliance Coordinator  
--Certified Local Government Coordinator  
Maine Historic Preservation Commission  
55 Capitol Street  
65 State House Station  
Augusta, ME 04333  

  
 

http://www.maine.gov/mhpc  
   

PC006-1

PC006
PC006-1

Thank you for your comment.

A
-16



PC007

A
-17



PC007-1

PC007-2

PC007
PC007-1

The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change any of the land use districts approved in the
Reuse Master Plan.

As stated in Section 4.12.1.3 ("State-listed Threatened and
Endangered Species") and elsewhere in the EIS, any party
proposing development or other land disturbance in districts
containing Sandplain Grassland habitat would be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances

PC007-2

The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change any of the land use districts approved in the
Reuse Master Plan.

As stated in Section 4.12.1.1, the East Brunswick Radio
Transmitter Site is designated an Open
Space/Recreation/Natural Area land use district.  As further
stated in Section 4.12.1.3 ("State-listed Species of Special
Concern"), the MDIFW and MNAP would need to review and
approve any development plans that involve impacts to the
Sandplain Grassland habitat due to potentially significant
impacts on state-listed species of special concern.  

A
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PC007-3

PC007
PC007-3

The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change the Reuse Master Plan.

As stated in Section 4.12.1.3 ("State-listed Threatened and
Endangered Species") and elsewhere in the EIS, any party
proposing development or other land disturbance in districts
containing Sandplain Grassland habitat would be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances.
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PC007-4

PC007
PC007-4

The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change any of the land use districts approved in the
Reuse Master Plan.

Section 4.12.1.3 of the EIS has been revised to include
additional discussion of potential impacts to grasshopper
sparrow breeding areas.

As stated in Section 4.12.1.3 ("State-listed Threatened and
Endangered Species") and elsewhere in the EIS, any party
proposing development or other land disturbance in districts
containing Sandplain Grassland habitat would be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances.
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PC007-4
Continued

PC007-5

PC007-6

PC007-7

PC007-8

PC007
PC007-4 cont'd

PC007-5

Discussion of Calamagrostis cinnoides has been added to
Section 3.12.3 in Table 3.12-3.

PC007-6

For the purposes of this EIS, vegetation communities on NAS
Brunswick and its outlying properties have been classified in
accordance with the Natural Landscapes of Maine (Gawler and
Cutko 2004).  The communities were identified based on a
review of existing data and current aerial photography and a
reconnaissance-level field survey.  A detailed description of the
ecological communities at NAS Brunswick is presented in the
Ecological Communities and Wetland Resources Report
(Appendix F).  Results of the report are summarized in Section
3.12.1.

The ecological communities mapped in the EIS are intended
for planning purposes. Any party proposing development or
other land disturbance in ecological districts will be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances. 

PC007-7

Field surveys were designed to collect enough information
sufficient for the purpose of a NEPA impact assessment and
were not intended to be a comprehensive inventory of the
installation. 

MNAP is welcome to conduct a more detailed comprehensive
survey at the installation and should coordinate their visits with
Kari Moore, NAVFAC PWD-ME Environmental and/or Lisa Joy,
NAVFAC PWD-ME Environmental.

PC007-8

Thank you for your comment.
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PC007-8
Continued

PC007-9

PC007-10

PC007-11

PC007-12

PC007
PC007-8 cont'd

Please see Sections 4.12.1.1 and 4.12.2.1 for a discussion on
the areas conserved on the installation under Alternatives 1
and 2, respectively. 

Any party proposing development or other land disturbances in
areas not included in these conservation districts will be
required to consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the
appropriate permits and clearances.

PC007-9

Sections 3.12.1; 4.12.1.1 and 4.12.2.1 of the EIS have been
revised to include statements that MNAP has not verified the
occurrence of the Pitch Pine-Heath Barren community and
Carex siccata, respectively, at NAS Brunswick.

PC007-10

The Executive Summary, Section ES.6, under bolded heading
"Biological Resources", has been revised to emphasize the
importance of Sandplain Grassland habitat to several rare,
threatened, and endangered species.

PC007-11

The Executive Summary, Section ES.6, under bolded heading
"Biological Resources" and subheading, "Wildlife" and
"Threatened and Endangered Species", has been revised to
include additional discussion of potential impacts to
grasshopper sparrow, and state consultation requirements for
any future development in Sandplain Grassland habitat.  

PC007-12

Text has been added to Executive Summary, Section ES.6,
under bolded heading "Biological Resources" and subheading
"Significant Wildlife Habitat" summarizing impacts to
threatened and endangered species habitat, vernal pools, deer
wintering area, and waterfowl and wading bird habitat.
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PC007-13

PC007-14

PC007-15

PC007-16

PC007-17

PC007-18

PC007
PC007-13

The EIS has been revised to address MDIFW comments
regarding potential direct and cumulative impacts to
grasshopper sparrow habitat (see Sections ES.6 under bolded
heading "Biological Resources", ES.7; 4.12.1.3; and 5.3.7).

PC007-14

The EIS has been revised to address MDIFW comments
regarding potential direct and cumulative impacts to
grasshopper sparrow habitat (see Sections ES.6 under bolded
heading "Biological Resources"; ES.7; 4.12.1.3; and 5.3.7). 

PC007-15

Section 3.12.2 has been updated to include these surveys and
collaborative efforts.

PC007-16

Under the bolded heading "Bald and Golden Eagle Protection
Act" in Sections 3.12.3 and 4.12.1.3 of the EIS, text has been
revised to include discussion of these bald eagle nests.  

PC007-17

Section 3.12.3 and Table 3.12-3 of the EIS have been revised
to include discussion of these State Special Concern species.

PC007-18

Section 3.12.2.1 of the EIS has been revised to include the
correct state designation of Nelson's and saltmarsh
sharp-tailed sparrows.
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PC007-19

PC007-20

PC007-21

PC007-22

PC007-23

PC007-24

PC007
PC007-19

During base operations, the Navy implemented an adaptive
BASH management program to control wildlife populations
around the airfield, thereby reducing the risks of bird/animal
strikes with aircraft.  Following transfer of the installation, it is
expected that the airfield operator will consult with MDIFW
prior to any habitat management and/or wildlife control
activities that take place in Sandplain Grassland habitat around
the airfield.  No change in the EIS required.

PC007-20

Section 3.12.3 and Table 3.12-3 of the EIS have been revised
to include discussion of rare and grassland bird species at the
East Brunswick Radio Transmitter Site. 

PC007-21

Section 3.12.3 of the EIS has been revised based on the
updated list of special concern species published by MDIFW.

PC007-22

Section 3.12.3, under bolded heading of "Bald and Golden
Eagle Protection Act" and Section 3.12.4, under bolded
heading of "Vernal Pools", of the EIS have been revised to
include the locations of the bald eagle nest and vernal pools. 

PC007-23

Changes to address MDIFW and MNAP comments were made
throughout the document for Alternative 1 and Alternative 2,
where applicable.

PC007-24

Under the bolded heading of "NAS Brunswick", Sections
4.12.1.1 and 4.12.2.1 of the EIS have been updated to clarify
that
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PC007-24
Continued

PC007-25

PC007-26

PC007-27

PC007-28

PC007-29

PC007
PC007-24 cont'd

the Pitch-Pine Heath Barren Community is critically imperiled,
and that MNAP and MDIFW should be consulted regarding
disturbances to this critically imperiled community.

PC007-25

As stated in the EIS (see Figures 4.1-2 and 4.1-7 for
Alternatives 1 and 2, respectively), the East Brunswick Radio
Transmitter Site is designated an open
space/recreation/natural area land use district.  Any party
proposing development or other land disturbance in districts
containing Sandplain Grassland habitat would be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances.

PC007-26

Section 4.12.1.2 of the EIS has been revised to address
potential direct population losses of wildlife species from
removal of habitat.

PC007-27

The Navy concurs with MDIFW that future civilian airport
operators should coordinate with MDIFW for conservation of
state-listed grassland species. 

PC007-28

The Navy concurs with MDIFW that future civilian airport
operators should coordinate with MDIFW when developing and
implementing Wildlife Hazard Management Plans. 

PC007-29

Information regarding the nest on the Androscoggin River was
added to Section 4.12.1.3 under bolded heading "Bald and
Golden Eagle Protection Act".
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PC007-30

PC007-31

PC007-32

PC007
PC007-30

Under the bolded heading of "Vernal Pools", Sections 4.12.1.4
and 4.12.2.4 of the EIS have been updated to include
additional information on vernal pool protection standards. 

PC007-31

Section 5.3.7.2 - Biological Resources, Cumulative Impact
Analysis, of the EIS was updated to indicate that impacts to
these habitats from future development could have significant
cumulative impacts. 

In addition, text in the EIS was updated throughout Sections
4.12.1 and 4.12.2 to further define the potential impacts to
these habitats.

PC007-32

Section 5.3.7 under bolded heading of "Vegetation" of the EIS
was revised to include discussion of potentially significant
cumulative impacts to grasshopper sparrows.

As stated in other comment responses, the Reuse Master Plan
was produced and adopted in September 2007 by the BLRA
Board of Directors.  The Navy analyzed the land use districts in
the approved Reuse Master Plan.  It is outside of the authority
of the Navy and scope of this EIS to change any of the land
use districts approved in the Reuse Master Plan.

As further stated in Section 5.3.7 under bolded heading of
"Vegetation", any party proposing development or other land
disturbance in districts containing Sandplain Grassland habitat
would be required to consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to
receive the appropriate permits and clearances.
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PC007-33

PC007-34

PC007-35

PC007
PC007-33

Paragraph was stating the acreage potentially affected and the
acreage that would remain in its natural state under Alternative
1 and Alternative 2; it was not meant to imply the losses could
be offset by maintaining areas in their natural state.

Text was changed in Section 6 .2 under bold heading
"Biological Resources" and subheading "Vegetation" to read: 
"1,060 acres would remain in its natural state" rather than
"would be preserved".  In addition, impacts to the critically
imperiled Sandplain Grassland habitat and state-listed
endangered grasshopper sparrow were reiterated.

PC007-34

As stated in other comment responses, the Reuse Master Plan
was produced and adopted in September 2007 by the BLRA
Board of Directors.  The Navy analyzed the land use districts in
the approved Reuse Master Plan.  It is outside of the authority
of the Navy and scope of this EIS to change any of the land
use districts approved in the Reuse Master Plan.

As stated in Section 4.12.1.3 ("State-listed Threatened and
Endangered Species") and elsewhere in the EIS, any party
proposing development or other land disturbance in districts
containing Sandplain Grassland habitat would be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances.

PC007-35

a) Best management practices for airfield management are
consistent with grassland bird habitat management; however,
the Navy cannot dictate how the future airfield would be
maintained.  Airfield operator would be expected to comply
with applicable local, state and federal regulations for airfield
management.

b) The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change any of the land use districts or allowed uses
within the districts approved in the Reuse Master Plan.
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c) The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change any of the land use districts or allowed uses
within the districts approved in the Reuse Master Plan.

d) For the purposes of this EIS, vegetation communities on
NAS Brunswick and its outlying properties have been classified
in accordance with the Natural Landscapes of Maine (Gawler
and Cutko 2004).  The communities were identified based on a
review of existing data and current aerial photography and a
reconnaissance-level field survey.  A detailed description of the
ecological communities at NAS Brunswick is presented in the
Ecological Communities and Wetland Resources Report
(Appendix F).  Results of the report are summarized in Section
3.12.1.

The ecological communities mapped in the EIS are intended
for planning purposes, any party proposing development or
other land disturbance in these districts will be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances.

PC007

A
-29



PC007-35
Continued

PC007-36

PC007-37

PC007-38

PC007
PC007-35 cont'd

PC007-36

Under Alternative 1, the saltmarsh community and associated
forested buffers along Harpswell Cove would be preserved
within the Natural Areas district.   The Mere Brook area is
within the Natural Areas, Education/Natural Areas, and Open
Space/Recreation districts.  Some development would occur
within the Education Area but would avoid impacts to Mere
Brook to the extent possible.  Planned recreational facilities
would likely avoid direct impacts to Mere Brook.  Once plans
are prepared, the developer would be required to consult with
state agencies to obtain any required permits.

PC007-37

Calamagrostis cinnoides, a state species of special concern,
has been documented in the red maple-sensitive fern swamp
southwest of the runway.  Under Alternative 1, individuals of
this species could be impacted as it occurs within the proposed
Aviation-related Business district.  Any party proposing
development or other land disturbance in the red
maple-sensitive fern swamp would be required to consult with
the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate permits and
clearances.

Carex vestita could be impacted under Alternative 1.  Best
management practices for airfield management are consistent
with grassland habitat management; however, the Navy cannot
dictate how the future airfield would be maintained.  Airfield
operator would be expected to comply with applicable local,
state and federal regulations for airfield management.

PC007-38

The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change any of the land use districts approved in the
Reuse Master Plan.  However, the Navy understands the
desire to protect this significant habitat. 
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As stated in the EIS (see Figures 4.1-2 and 4.1-7), the East
Brunswick Radio Transmitter Site is designated an Open
Space/Recreation/Natural Area land use district.  Any party
proposing development or other land disturbance in districts
containing Sandplain Grassland habitat would be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances. 

PC007

A
-31



PC007-38
Continued

PC007-39

PC007-40

PC007-41

PC007-42

PC007
PC007-38 cont'd

PC007-39

As stated in the EIS (see Section 2.3.2), Alternative 2 proposes
a high-density scenario.  The Sandplain Grassland natural
community is primarily located within the Natural Areas,
Education, and Business and Technology Industries land use
districts.

The Navy understands the desire to protect this significant
habitat.  Any party proposing development or other land
disturbance in these districts will be required to consult with the
MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate permits and
clearances.

PC007-40

Under Alternative 2, the saltmarsh community and associated
forested buffers along Harpswell Cove would be preserved
within the Natural Areas district.   The Mere Brook area is
within the Natural Areas and Education districts.  Some
development would occur within the Education Area but would
avoid impacts to Mere Brook to the extent possible.  Once
plans are prepared, the developer would be required to consult
with state agencies to obtain any required permits.

 

PC007-41

Calamagrostis cinnoides, a state species of special concern,
has been documented in the red maple-sensitive fern swamp
southwest of the runway.  Individuals could also be impacted
under Alternative 2, as the species occurs within the proposed
Residential district.  Although this species is not protected by
law, it could be protected as part of wetland permitting
requirements.  Any party proposing development or other land
disturbance in these districts will be required to consult with the
MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate permits and
clearances.
 
Carex vestita could be impacted under Alternative 2.  The
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Navy understands the desire to protect this significant habitat. 
Text has been added to EIS stating "any party proposing
development or other land disturbance in these districts will be
required to consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the
appropriate permits and clearances."

PC007-42

The Navy understands the desire to protect this significant
habitat. 

As stated in the EIS (see Figures 4.1-2 and 4.1-7), the East
Brunswick Radio Transmitter Site is designated an Open
Space/Recreation/Natural Area land use district.  Any party
proposing development or other land disturbance in districts
containing Sandplain Grassland habitat would be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances.

PC007
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PC007-43

PC007-44

PC007-45

PC007
PC007-43

Under the No-Action Alternative, the grassland surrounding the
airfield would not be maintained as part of the BASH program. 
However, the grounds around the airfield would be maintained
according to the guidelines in The Department of the Navy
Base Realignment and Closure Implementation Guidance
(DoN 2007).  According to these guidelines, the area around
the airfield should "be maintained to the minimum extent
necessary to protect against fire and erosion, and to assure
proper forest and wildlife management where applicable."  The
guidelines require that the grass around the airfield be mowed
at least once annually to a height no shorter than 8 inches and
no longer than 12 inches.  Mowing will not be conducted
between May 1 and August 15 to protect nesting birds.  This
language was added to Section 4.12.3.1 of the EIS.

PC007-44

Thank you for your comment.

PC007-45

Calamagrostis cinnoides, a state species of special concern,
has been documented in the red maple-sensitive fern swamp
southwest of the runway.  Under Alternative 1, individuals of
this species could be impacted t as it occurs within the
proposed Aviation-related Business district. Individuals could
also be impacted under Alternative 2, as the species occurs
within the proposed Residential district.  Any party proposing
development or other land disturbance in these districts will be
required to consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the
appropriate permits and clearances.

Carex vestita could be impacted under Alternative 2.  The
Navy understands the desire to protect this significant habitat. 
Text added to EIS stating "any party proposing development or
other land disturbance in these districts will be required to
consult with the MDIFW and MNAP to receive the appropriate
permits and clearances."

Under the No-Action Alternative Carex vestita would be
maintained through annual mowing of the grassland
surrounding the airfield according to The Department of the
Navy Base Realignment and Closure Implementation
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Guidance (DoN 2007).  Information regarding mowing under
the No-Action Alternative was added to Section 4.12.3.1.

PC007
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PC008-1

PC008-2

PC008-3

PC008-4

PC008
PC008-1

The text in the EIS has been updated in Section 3.1.2 and
Section 4.1.1.1 to reflect the new Town of Brunswick Zoning
Ordinance from July 20, 2009.  A global search was also
completed for all Town of Brunswick Zoning Ordinance
references and the data were verified to be in the most recent
amendment of the zoning ordinance.

PC008-2

Figure 4.1-4 has been updated to incorporate the comments.
Identifier B and C were updated to reflect the Conservation and
Education aspect of the PBC.  Identifier M was updated to
include recreation uses as well as conservation.

PC008-3

Text in Section 4.1.1.1 under the bolded heading "Aviation
Land Use Planning", bolded point number 2, has been updated
to reflect the assumption that the Town will amend the existing
Flight Path Overlay Zone. This letter from the town
encompassing DEIS comments was used as a reference to
this assumption. 

PC008-4

The EIS analyzes land use districts as outlined in the adopted
Reuse Plan with no specific development plans.  Text has
been added to the "Approved Public Benefit Conveyances"
discussion and throughout Sections 4.1.1.1; 4.1.1.2; 4.1.2.1;
and 4.1.2.2 to indicate the potential for tourism.
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PC008-4
Continued
PC008-5

PC008-6

PC008-7

PC008-8

PC008-9

PC008-10

PC008-11

PC008-12

PC008
PC008-4 cont'd

PC008-5

Text in the EIS in Section 4.2.1.3 under bolded heading
"Employment Projections Based Upon Alternative 1", has been
updated to clarify that the Renski and Reilly study did not
analyze the redevelopment of the installation.

PC008-6

The Gateway 1 Corridor Study has been added to the EIS in
Section 3.1.2.  The Gateway 1 study area shows a direct
connection between the site and Route 1.  A direct connector
from the site to Route 1 was presented in the Reuse Master
Plan and in the Traffic Impact Study. 

Amtrak service will begin within five years and access the
Maine Street Station development in downtown Brunswick,
which has the potential to influence traffic in the area. There
will be two trains per day at the Maine Street Station, and
based on the Traffic Impact Study, there will be little impact on
commuter volumes as the Amtrak is an intercity and not a
commuter train.

PC008-7

Text in the EIS in Sections 3.4.5 and under bolded bullet
"On-Site Transit Service" in Sections 4.4.2.5 and 4.4.3.5 has
been updated to reflect this new public transit bus service.

PC008-8

Text in the EIS has been updated under the bolded bullet of
"Provision of Bicycling Amenities" in Sections 4.4.2.5
(Alternative 1) and 4.4.3.5 (Alternative 2) to reflect this
comment, using "should" instead of "could" in reference to
pedestrian and bicycle amenities and the Town
Comprehensive Plan.
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PC008-9

Text was added to Section 4.8.1.3 that any party proposing
development of the property will be required to implement
storm water management practices in accordance with local
and state regulations.  In addition, text was added that the
town of Brunswick would encourage any party proposing
development to prepare a storm water watershed management
plan.  Text was added to Sections 4.8.1.3 and 4.8.2.3 to
identify the mitigation requirements for development within the
watersheds of designated Urban Impaired Streams.

PC008-10

Text in the EIS in Sections 4.12.1 and 5.3.7 has been updated
to reflect this comment, using "would" instead of "may"
wherever the change is applicable. 

PC008-11

The Navy will not have jurisdiction over how the natural
communities within the 1,060 acre proposed natural area
district will be managed following transfer of the property.  The
following text was added to Section 4.12.1.1: "Future land
owners would be expected to comply with applicable local,
state, and federal regulations and should consult with the
MNAP and MDIFW regarding appropriate management of
these natural communities, especially as it applies to
threatened and endangered species."

PC008-12

Under bolded heading of NAS Brunswick, Section 4.12.1.2 has
been updated with specific mitigation techniques for the golf
course to reduce storm water impacts to Picnic Pond and its
tributaries. Best Management Practices specific to the
development of the golf course under Alternative 1 are outlined
in Section 4.12.1.2.

In the Deer Wintering Areas subsection of 4.12.1.4, it already
stated that the wildlife habitat would be avoided to the
maximum extent practicable, but the language has now been

PC008
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strengthened.  The developer will be required to comply with
Maine NRPA and applicable storm water regulations.

The source data for plant species utilized in this EIS were from
MNAP.  These species were not in the data sets provided by
MNAP.

MDIFW and MNAP were the primary sources for T&E species
information.  The presence of the state-endangered Mountain
Honeysuckle was not included in the data layers provided.

PC008
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PC008-12
Continued
PC008-13

PC008-14

PC008-15

PC008-16

PC008-17

PC008-18

PC008-19

PC008-20

PC008-21

PC008
PC008-12 cont'd

PC008-13

Added to Section 4.12.1.3 under bolded heading of
"State-Listed Threatened and Endangered Species" that
MDIFW may request additional surveys for grasshopper
sparrow and upland sandpiper prior to any activities which may
impact their habitat.

PC008-14

The Vernal Pool Survey has been included in the EIS as
Appendix H.  The Navy conducted a vernal pool survey in
order to assess potential future impacts to these resources
from redevelopment of NAS Brunswick under Alternatives 1
and 2.  Field verification of vernal pool boundaries and
classifications were not requested from MDIFW because the
surveys were completed for planning level purposes only.  As
stated in Section 4.12.1.4 under the bolded heading of "Vernal
Pools", of the EIS, future developers would be required to
consult with MDIFW to receive verification of vernal pool
boundaries and classifications to minimize development impact
on vernal pools or their regulated buffers. 

Text has been updated in the EIS in the "Vernal Pools"
subsection of  Sections 3.12.4 and 4.12.1.4 to clarify the
purposes of the vernal pool study and to call out Appendix H.

PC008-15

Impacts to the Pitch Pine-Heath Barren community were not
addressed under the state-listed threatened and endangered
habitat section because this community at NAS Brunswick has
not been identified as supporting any state-listed threatened or
endangered species.  Instead, impacts to this critically
imperiled community were discussed under the vegetation
section (Sections 4.12.1.1 and 4.12.2.1)

PC008-16
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Text of the EIS has been revised in Section 5.3.7 under bolded
subsection "Vernal Pools" to correctly display that 15
significant vernal pools are within the development district and
13 significant vernal pools are located within natural areas.

EIS text has been updated to clarify the difference between
vernal pools and significant vernal pools (Section 4.12.1.4,
under subsection "Vernal Pools") to address comment
regarding "location of other 18 pools".  Vernal pools and
significant vernal pools are of different designations.  The 28
described is not a subset of the 46 but an entirely separate set
of pools.  As part of the public comment process, the Navy has
since learned the location of two more significant vernal pools
making the total on the NAS Brunswick property 30 significant
vernal pools (Brandt 2010).  Therefore, there are 76 "pools" on
the installation property: 46 of which are vernal pools and 30 of
which are significant vernal pools.

Information on required buffers around significant vernal pools
has been added to the "Vernal Pools" subsection of the EIS
within Sections 4.12.1.4 and 4.12.2.4. 

PC008-17

Transportation analyses for Alternatives 1 and 2 with and
without the proposed Route 1 Connector have been added in
Sections 4.4.2.2; 4.4.2.3; 4.4.3.2; and 4.4.3.3.

PC008-18

Section 4.4.1 has been updated to describe the final design of
this project, and the final design has been considered in the
traffic analyses for each alternative.

PC008-19

The updated traffic analysis (see Appendix D) incorporates the
new traffic pattern on Gurnet Road (one thru lane northbound
and a center two-way left-turn lane). 

PC008-20

PC008PC008-16

A
-43



Text has been added to Tables 4.4-2 and 4.4-9 to denote the
rural residential character of these roads.  Although these
roads would provide access to the installation (AP-5 and
AP-6), the majority of people would access the installation at
AP1-AP4 in the northern portion of the installation or AP-7 and
AP-8 on the western side.  The increase in vehicles would be
an impact on the rural residential character of Coombs Road
and Purinton Road, however, they have the capacity to
accommodate the additional traffic. 

PC008-21

At the time of the DEIS, the design for this location was not
finalized.  Since then, Maine DOT worked with a consultant to
determine a final improvement plan for the Maine Street
Rotary.  This plan, which ultimately resulted in small changes
to the existing roadway configuration, is included in the
analysis presented in the FEIS as intersection I-9.  This
intersection was designed based on the build volumes for
Maine Street Station, as opposed to the long-term
development and growth potential in and around downtown
Brunswick.

PC008PC008-20
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PC008-21
Continued

PC008-22

PC008-23

PC008
PC008-21 cont'd

PC008-22

Text was added to Section 4.8.1.3 that any party proposing
development of the property will be required to implement
storm water management practices in accordance with local
and state regulations.  In addition, text was added that the
town of Brunswick would encourage any party proposing
development to prepare a storm water watershed management
plan.  Text was added to Sections 4.8.1.3 and 4.8.2.3 to
identify the mitigation requirements for development within the
watersheds of designated Urban Impaired Streams.

PC008-23

Analysis of deer wintering areas was added to cumulative
impacts section (Section 5.3.7, Deer Wintering Habitat).
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PC009-1

PC009-2

PC009
PC009-1

MDIFW and MNAP have indicated that loss of up 25 acres of
the critically imperiled Sandplain Grassland community could
have a significant impact on the state-listed endangered
grasshopper sparrow.  The Reuse Master Plan was produced
and adopted in September 2007 by the BLRA Board of
Directors.  The Navy analyzed the land use districts in the
approved Reuse Master Plan.  It is outside of the authority of
the Navy and scope of this EIS to change any of the land use
districts approved in the Reuse Master Plan.  However, as
stated in the EIS the Navy acknowledges that potential
construction could have significant impacts on the Sandplain
Grassland community and grasshopper sparrow.  Future
developers will need to consult with MDIFW and MNAP
regarding this critically imperiled habitat.

PC009-2

MDIFW and MNAP have indicated that loss of 65 acres of the
critically imperiled Sandplain Grassland community under
Alternative 2 could have a significant impact on the state-listed
endangered grasshopper sparrow.  As stated in the EIS, the
Navy acknowledges that potential construction could have
significant impacts on the Sandplain Grassland community and
grasshopper sparrow.  Future developers will need to consult
with MDIFW and MNAP regarding this critically imperiled
habitat.

A
-46



PC009-3

PC009-4

PC009-5

PC009-6

PC009
PC009-3

The text in Section 5.3.7 under bolded subheadings of
"Vegetation", "Wildlife" and "Threatened and Endangered
Species", was modified to acknowledge that there will be a
significant cumulative impact on the state-listed endangered
grasshopper sparrow through loss of the critically imperiled
Sandplain Grassland habitat.  Language was also added
documenting that the Sandplain Grassland habitat at NAS
Brunswick in one of only four sites in the state where
grasshopper sparrows breed.

PC009-4

Section 3.12.3 and Table 3.12-3 were updated using the most
recent list of state species of special concern.  In addition,
impacts to state species of special concern were added to
Sections 4.12.1.3 and 4.12.2.3, as well as the cumulative
impacts Section 5.3.7.

PC009-5

Impacts to state species of special concern were added to
Sections 4.12.1.3 and 4.12.2.3.  Under Alternative 1, the
saltmarsh community and associated forested buffers along
Harpswell Cove would be preserved within the Natural Areas
district.   The Mere Brook area is within the Natural Areas,
Education/Natural Areas, and Open Space/Recreation
districts.  Some development would occur within the Education
Area but would avoid impacts to Mere Brook to the extent
possible.  Planned recreational facilities would likely avoid
direct impacts to Mere Brook.  Once plans are prepared, the
developer would be required to consult with state agencies to
obtain any required permits.

Impacts to saltmash sharp-tailed sparrow and Nelson's
sharp-tailed sparrow would be minor under Alternative 2.  The
saltmarsh community and associated forested buffers along
Harpswell Cove would be preserved within the Natural Areas
district.   The Mere Brook area is within the Natural Areas and
Education districts.  Some development would occur within the
Education Area but would avoid impacts to Mere Brook to the
extent possible.  Once plans are prepared, the developer
would be required to consult with state agencies to obtain any
required permits.
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PC009-6

The Reuse Master Plan was produced and adopted in
September 2007 by the BLRA Board of Directors.  The Navy
analyzed the land use districts in the approved Reuse Master
Plan.  It is outside of the authority of the Navy and scope of this
EIS to change any of the land use districts approved in the
Reuse Master Plan.

Text added to Sections 4.12.1.1 and 4.12.1.3 of the EIS stating
that any party proposing development or other land
disturbance in [Sandplain Grassland and Pitch Pine
Communities] would be required to consult with the MDIFW
and MNAP to receive the appropriate permits and clearances.

PC009
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Verrill DanaLLP 

Attorneys at Law 	 ONE PORTLAND SQUARE

JAMES T. KILBRETH PORTLAND, MAINE 04112·0586 
jkilbreth@verrilldana.com 

207·774·4000. FAX 207·774·7499Direct: 207-253-4600 
www.verrilldana.com 

June 28, 2010 

David Drozd, Director 
Department of the Navy 
BRAC Program Management Office Northeast 
4911 Broad Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19112 

Re: 	 Comments of Bowdoin College on Draft EIS for the 

Disposal and Reuse of Brunswick Naval Air Station 


Dear Mr. Drodz: 

These comments on the draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DE IS") prepared in 
connection with the proposeddisposal and reuse of the Brunswic.k: Naval Air Station ("BNAS") 
are submitted on behalf of Bowdoin College. The College's' review has focused on the areas to 
be conveyed to the College pursuant to the public benefit conveyances approved in the Reuse 
Plan and by the Department of Education. Particularly since the DEIS reviews environmental 
conditions from a broad rather than detailed field perspective, the College accordingly reserves 
the right to submit additional comments and to participate in future consideration of all 
environmental issues being addressed on the Base as more detailed information about the 
environmental conditions and proposed cleanup emerge. 

That said, the College believes there are some important issues requiring further 
consideration at this time. These include (1) the proper "clear zone" or "runway protection 
zone" necessary for airport reuse, which has become a concern in light of recent FAA comments 
that suggest that it may wish to expand one of these zones beyond the 1,000 foot butfer aiready 
established and in a manner that would potentially foreclose the College's development of a 6­
acre parcel along Bath Road, which is to be conveyed to the College pursuant to the Reuse Plan, 
the Department of Education, and the recently-adopted Town of Brunswick Zoning Ordinance 
amendments; (2) the need for additional access points, including at least one identified in 
Alternative 2; (3) the need to provide additional noise evaluations on non-airport districts; (4) 
clarification of the scope and extent of wetlands on the west side of the Base; and (5) the scope 
and extent ofthe pitch pine community. 

I.. 	 Airport Use 
'"".,..- ' 

. 

The DEIS evaluates two alternatives: the prefe~ed alt~~ati:ve adopted in the Re~se Plin, 
which includes an airport, and a second alternative that does not include airport use. Both the 

Portland • Augusta • Boston • Hartford • Washington, D.C. 

PC010-1

PC010
PC010-1

The EIS examines the land use districts outlined in the Reuse
Plan. Expanding the runway protection zones by the FAA falls
outside of the scope of this EIS.
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David Drozd, Director 
June 28, 2010 
Page 2 

Reuse Plan and the recently adopted Town of Brunswick zoning ordinance amendments make 
clear that the "clear zone" at the north end of the runways to be created as part of airport 
redevelopment does not extend beyond a straight line approximately 1,000 feet running parallel 
to the runways on the west. Recently the FAA apparently has asked for an expanded "clear 
zone" or "runway protection zone" beyond the 1,000 foot buffer that, if granted, would 
effectively eliminate the use of one of the parcels to be given to the College, as approved in the 
Reuse Plan, by the United States Department of Education, and in the Town's Zoning Ordinance. 
While the College is not opposed to the airport use, the final EIS should make clear that the 
"clear zone" or "runway protection zone" should not be expanded to foreclose College use of 
this 6-acre parcel.. 

2. Access Points 

The final EIS needs to consider at least one additional access point: at the Northwest 
comer of the Base at the end of Pine Street to access the 6 acre parcel to be conveyed to the 
College. It should also consider whether for purposes of permitting access to the Coast Guard 
and FAA sites, Access Point 8 as identified in Alternative 2 should also be included in 
Alternative 1. That access point would allow much more direct access to these sites, particularly 
in light of the conversion of the perimeter road to an emergency vehicle access/foot and bike 
path. 

3. Noise 

The DEIS states that "[a]s modeled, all DNL noise contors above 65 dBA are located 
within the Airport Operations Land Use district; none ofthe projected 65 dBA noise exposures 
are located outside of the installation boundary or within any other land use district on the 
installation." (4-129). 

The EIS needs to evaluate noise impacts on the other land use districts, particularly the 
education and education/natural resource districts. Noise levels above 50 dBA, particularly at 
night, could pose a significant problem for certain types of potential development and need to be 
assessed. Although the State and local noise requirements may not apply, their limitations are 
based on significant experience in assessing noise levels at residences, within 500' of residences, 
and at property lines. These noise levels should at least be considered in the evaluation of the 
noise impacts from airport operations. 

4. Wetlands 

The identification ofthe scope and nature of the wetlands on the west side of the Base 
seems to rely on old data and to require substantial additional field work. The ultimate 
determination of the presence of wetlands, their functions and values (including vernal pools) 
will playa significant role in determining which property is ultimately conveyed to the College 
and which property is conveyed to the Town, since under the Reuse Plan 170 developable acres 
are to be conveyed to the College. 

PC010-1
Continued

PC010-2

PC010-3

PC010-4

PC010
PC010-1 cont'd

PC010-2

The on-base roadways identified under Alternatives 1 and 2
show only "major roadways" proposed under each
development scenario.  There will also be a network of
secondary roadways that would allow access to various areas
of the former installation; however, until the final design is
determined, all roadways (and access points) are proposed
and subject to alteration as needed.

Text has been added to Sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.2 to clarify that
the proposed roadway improvements and access points under
Alternative 1 and 2 may be refined during the design process.

PC010-3

Text has been added to Section 4.7.1.2 under bolded
subsection "Future Noise Exposure Contours" to summarize
the Town of Brunswick noise standards as listed in the Town of
Brunswick Zoning Ordinance (2009a).  The noise associated
with future aircraft operation is in compliance with the zoning
standards.  With proper siting and sound attenuation
techniques, it is not expected that there would be any
restrictions on construction of buildings in the surrounding land
use districts.

PC010-4

The wetland analysis utilized historical wetland information
from Navy documents and NWI databases.  This information
was mapped and then spot-checked in the field.  The wetland
types and extent presented in the EIS utilizes the best
information available and that satisfies the requirements under
NEPA. 

Text has been added to Section 4.11.1.4 to clarify that
additional wetland delineation studies would need to be
performed for development design and permitting.
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David Drozd, Director 
June 28, 2010 
Page 3 

5. 	 Pitch Pine - Heath Barren 

The DEIS states that approximately 5 acres of the critically imperiled Pitch Pine-Heath 
Barren community could be impacted in the education land use district located in the 
northwestern portion of BNAS adjacent to Bath Road. Although some historic mapping depicts 
this 5 acre area as a component of a larger Pitch Pine-Heath Barren community, there is a lack of 
sub-canopy species that is consistently present with this rare community type. Also, the small 
size, fragmented nature, evident level of alteration and disturbance and general absence of 
exemplary characteristics in this 5 acre area renders this as unlikely to be a candidate of an S 1 
natural community. The EIS should note that on-site consultation with the Maine Natural Areas 
Program is needed to evaluate the full extent of the Pitch Pine-Heath Barren community in the 
education land use district and determine if the community is present where impacts might occur. 

Thank you for your consideration·ofthese comments. 

JT~ 
cc: 	 Barry Mills, President 

Gary Brown 
Steve Levesque 
Catherine Longley 

Very truly yours, 

PC010-5

PC010
PC010-5

Text has been added in Sections 4.12.1.1 and 4.12.1.2
clarifying that on-site consultation with the Maine Natural Areas
Program (MNAP) would be needed to evaluate the presence
and/or extent of the Pitch Pine-Heath Barren community in the
education land use district
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The BLRA Master Plan was approved and adopted as the
Reuse Master Plan analyzed in this EIS.  The purpose of the
EIS is to analyze the proposed development under Alternative
1 (Reuse Plan) and Alternative 2.

A
-59



PC012-1

PC012-2

PC012-3

PC012
PC012-1

The land will be conveyed to the Town of Brunswick through a
Public Benefit Conveyance so the town will not have to pay for
the land from the Navy.  This effort is described in the EIS in
Section 4.1.1.1 under the bolded subsection "Approved Public
Benefit Conveyances".

PC012-2

There are currently no plans to bulldoze any homes on the
former installation.

PC012-3

The EIS analyzes land use districts as outlined in the adopted
Reuse Plan. The area identified as passive recreation could
potentially be used for gardens.  MRRA is coordinating the
reuse.
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10 Garden Street 
Bath, ME 04530 
June 19, 2010 

Dept. of the Navy 
Base Realignment & Closure Program Management Office 
4911 South Broad Street, 
Phila. PA 19112-1303 

Subject: Public comments on the May 2010 {draft) EIS for NASB 

I recommend changes as follows: 

1. Under "Water Resources" it should be noted that "Vernal Pools" need to be 

identified in a zoning ordinance to achieve protective status. 


2. Add a section on Storm water management. 

There is a need to discuss whether the existing NPDES permit can be extended for 

aircraft operation or whether a new one should be promulgated for Development 

Alternative I. 

Related to storm water management and (NPDES) permitting is the Picnic Ponds. 

(According to Navy testimony at RAB meetings, they are storm water retention 

ponds, so it is misleading to identify them as "Picnic Ponds.) 

These impoundments inhibit fish passage and that should be part of an EIS. 

According to a former Brunswick Marine warden, the feeder stream near Purington 

Road was a prime smelt fishery, and the retention pond system was the probable 

cause of its demise. The EIS should identify this resource and the environmental 

benefits of fish passage restoration. 


3.Revise Section 3.5 
This section discusses the environmental contamination issues. To insure a full 
understanding of its significance it must be complete and up-to-date. It appears 
that the information is significantly outdated and contains significant 
omissions. Issues that need to be clarified are: 

A. 	 No remediation plan has been proposed for Site 12 and no ROD exists. 
B. 	 There are potential sites identified by the public that have not been 

listed. 
C. 	 Site 9 has not been fully remediated and the Navy is currently 

evaluating further action. 
D. 	 Further remediation is needed for ground petroleum contamination under 

section 5.4.2 • Such contamination has not been currently defined but 
there is evidence of its presence in one retention pond. (AS a matter 
of interest one photo included in the report shows an "oil boom" .) 

E. 	There needs to be a section on the current status of the GWETS. 

4. Section 3.7 (Noise) 

No noise data is provided for areas remote from the base property. As a resident 

living 3 miles away, I can certify that noise transmission on damp evenings is 

present, particularly from idling airplane engines. 


5. Appendix G. Regarding wetlands vs. High Water Table areas. 

The maps do not designate "high water table' areas such as the area adjacent to 

Enterprise Drive. This information should be added because it is essenti~l to 

determine future suitability for development. 


PC013-1

PC013-2

PC013-3

PC013-4

PC013-5

PC013-6
PC013-7
PC013-8

PC013-9

PC013-10

PC013-11

PC013-12

PC013
PC013-1

Vernal pools are regulated and protected at the state level by
MEDEP. Vernal pools are not included within the natural
resource area layer in the Town of Brunswick Zoning. 

PC013-2

Text in the EIS has been added to Sections 4.8.1.3 and 4.11 to
clarify the requirements of the NPDES Permit.  NPDES permits
cannot be transferred, therefore; MRRA would need to apply
for a new permit upon receipt of the base property.

PC013-3

Although it may be misleading, Picnic Ponds is the proper
name for these features on the installation. 

In addition, the text in the EIS indicates in Section 3.8.3 that
Picnic Ponds are one of three "natural drainage systems [that]
have been altered by the construction of retention ponds that
holds and treats storm water." 

PC013-4

Text was added to Section 4.8.1.3 that any party proposing
development of the property will be required to implement
storm water management practices in accordance with local
and state regulations.  In addition, the town of Brunswick would
encourage any party proposing development to prepare a
storm water watershed management plan.  The storm water
watershed management plan will describe measures to control
the volume and quality of storm water runoff in a manner
consistent with MEDEP storm water management policy.  The
plan could include measures to mitigate other impacts as
identified by the town (e.g., restricted passage for fish due to
construction and operation of storm water infrastructure). 

Text was added to the EIS in Section 4.12.2.2 to discuss the
benefit to aquatic organisms due to restoration of Mere Brook
under Alternative 2.
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PC013-5

Thank you for your comment.  Information in the EIS was
developed using 2008 as the baseline. It has been noted in the
EIS that the Environmental Restoration Program at NAS
Brunswick is a continuous program.  For more detailed
information on the program the reader can visit the web page
dedicated to the Environmental Restoration efforts at NAS
Brunswick here: http://nasbrunswick.navy-env.com/index.htm. 
The program also upholds an administrative record which can
be accessed at the Curtis Memorial Library. This text has been
added to the EIS in the introductory parts of Sections 3.5 and
4.5.

PC013-6

The text of the EIS does not indicate that there is a remediation
plan or ROD for Site 12.  Site 12 is "under investigation" and
the Navy is working with the EPA and MEDEP to determine the
appropriate next steps for further evaluation of this site.

PC013-7

The Navy is committed to fulfilling its environmental
responsibilities as required by law, even AFTER the base
closes.

PC013-8

The text of the EIS indicates that Site 9 has had soil removed
and "investigations are underway and long-term monitoring
and institutional controls are in place."

PC013-9

The Navy is committed to fulfilling its environmental
responsibilities as required by law, even AFTER the base
closes.

PC013-10

PC013
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Thank you for your comment.  For the purposes of this EIS,
2008 was utilized as the baseline year for analysis.  This
GWETS program is an on-going effort between the Navy,
Maine DEP, and the U.S. EPA.  For the current status or
updates on this program, the reader can refer to the
Environmental Restoration Program website,
http://nasbrunswick.navy-env.com/index.htm, or the program's
administrative record which can be accessed at the Curtis
Memorial Library.  This text has been added to the EIS in the
introductory parts of Sections 3.5 and 4.5.

PC013-11

Noise levels were modeled in accordance with FAA standards.
The noise analysis does not indicate that there would be
significant noise leaving the air operations land use district (on
a 24-hour average level). 

PC013-12

Appendix G is the Wetland Functional Assessment dated June
2009 and does not include an examination of high water
tables.  The functional assessment's purpose is to use a
descriptive approach to evaluate wetland functions and values
for the Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit Program.

Added text to indicate that groundwater depths range from just
below the surface to 20 to 30 feet below the surface to
Sections 3.11.2 and 4.11.1.2

PC013PC013-10
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PC014
PC014-1

Thank you for your comment.  This comment is outside of the
scope of the EIS.
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I appreciate the very large investment and resources that were devoted to the reuse plan 
for the Naval Air Station.  It is a unique opportunity for the community to gain 
enormously valuable resources, and the objective is to do the right thing so that future 
generations will be able to enjoy this property as well as those of us who intend to do so 
over the 20-year site development period. 
 
In reviewing all of the available information in the report as well as reading the 
supplemental correspondence, I applaud preferred Alternative 1 as combining the most 
intelligent and beneficial features of all of the discussed plans.  The continuation of the 
airfield is crucial to the long-term growth of the community, and the adjacent commercial 
space will be a magnet for future development.  The recreational and other dedicated 
areas will also be welcome additions to the community. Increasing the value of all of the 
properties in the town. 
 
All of the persons involved in iterating this plan and carrying it forward through the many 
regulatory steps are to be highly commended. 
 
       Sincerely yours, 
 
 
 
 
         C. Forbes Dewey, Jr. 
         189 Allen Point Road 
          Harpswell, ME 04079 

PC015-1

PC015
PC015-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Scott Jacqmin, P.O. Box 952, Brunswick, ME 04011 

Email: ksasindemand@yahoo.com 

 

Public Hearing Comments 

RE: Draft EIS, NAS Brunswick, Brunswick Maine 

17 June 2010 

As a private citizen with significant experience in the field of Workforce Development, I am a proponent 
of actions that effectively and efficiently promote economic development and job creation.  Therefore, I 
strongly support the Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority (MRRA) plans for transfer of NASB by 
the Department of the Navy (DoN) to MRRA for reuse.  MRRA proposes Alternative 1 (preferred 
alternative), which maintains airport operations and aviation-related businesses.  This alternative 
supports business and technology industries and educational facilities.  This is consistent with the 
Governor’s target to develop high-wage and high-growth business sectors – namely aviation, advanced 
technology, and transportation.  It is also consistent with the Brunswick Naval Air Station Master Reuse 
Plan.   

With respect to Alternative 1, the projected build-out over 20 years will facilitate managed growth of 
highly desirable businesses and industries.  This adds significantly to the region’s ability to generate 
revenue, create sustainable employment, and fuel the area economy well into the 21st

Collaborative partners, (Economic Development entities at municipal, regional, and state levels; 
Chambers of Commerce; Post-Secondary Educational interests, Workforce Development, etc.) agree 
upon and support the statement that Maine is a ‘great place to live, work, and play.’  Alternative 1 
makes generous allowance to preserve 1570 acres of NASB as recreational/open spaces and natural 
areas.  This use of space assures alignment with the prevailing attitude that Maine has been, and will 
continue to be, a great place to raise families.  Green space allows for passive experience of flora and 
fauna, while preserving wetlands for wildlife habitat.  Recreational space assures places for children, 
adults, and families to play.  New and growing families require affordable housing, and alternative 1 

 century.  Much of 
the infrastructure is already in place, with the largest hangar (Hangar 5) being of recent construction.  
The twin 8,000-foot runways have been maintained in excellent condition.  Together, they attract 
interest from flagship tenants whom would support hundreds of jobs upon locating to the property. 

Securing industry compatible with facility use is a key concern to long-term successful redevelopment of 
NASB.  In place, and complimented by the Public Benefit Conveyance of space to the University of Maine 
and Southern Maine Community College (included in the Master Reuse Plan), they would in turn attract 
a variety of businesses engaged in research and manufacture of products valued in a global economy.  
Alternative 1 also promotes the expansion of existing road and rail transportation, providing a 
distribution network for goods manufactured on site.  Rail transportation will serve freight and 
passenger service, connecting people and goods to other clusters within the state.  This encourages 
growth of a regional economy in the coastal corridor that supports more than half of Maine’s population 
and employment.  

PC016-1

PC016
PC016-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Scott Jacqmin, P.O. Box 952, Brunswick, ME 04011 

Email: ksasindemand@yahoo.com 

includes 215 units in the Brunswick area.  These units, in addition to the housing not owned by the DoN, 
will enable renters and home buyers to have options available for occupancy, while minimizing a glut of 
unoccupied housing that will result from each of the other two proposed alternatives.  

Should either of the remaining alternatives be selected, significant detrimental impact to the region’s 
economy could likely affect long-term outcome of the property.  Alternative 2 negates airport 
operations, thus making it difficult to attract business and technology sufficient to substantive economic 
development.  This would translate to reduced job creation, while greatly increasing the residential 
district.  This creates a ripple effect in surrounding communities, already concerned over a high vacancy 
rate resulting from departure of active duty personnel and their families as they have rotated to other 
duty stations.  It also presents a potential degradation of existing natural environment, either through 
overuse of that space by people (assuming the 400 housing units proposed are occupied), and/or an 
unmanageable expense of preservation of natural space due to decreased revenues from business 
tenants. 

The No-Action Alternative, being retained by the U.S. government in caretaker status, maintains a long-
term void in the regional economy by eliminating the ability to utilize the very space that has been a 
major revenue generator in the area for nearly 6 decades.  The environmental impact is less predictable; 
the only certainty is that there would be no indirect benefit of natural space to the region; it would be 
gated off from passive interaction.       

Alternative 1 is well planned and articulated, providing a preferred future of manageable, sustainable 
growth of industries, jobs, and workforce.  MRRA has been visionary in their plans for reuse of NASB; the 
attention to detail is apparent in the proposal and its match with the Brunswick Naval Air Station Master 
Reuse Plan.  In view of obligations to NEPA regulations, and with respect to their objectives, I advocate 
that alternative 1 is the most sound of alternatives presented.  

* * *  

Items 1-5 of the Public Hearing Comment Sheet are as follows: 

1. Scott Jacqmin 

2. P.O. Box 952, Brunswick, ME 04011 

3. ksasindemand@yahoo.com 

4. I would like to be on the mailing list 

5. I do not need to have my name and address kept private. 

PC016
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From:   
To: Drozd, David CIV OASN (EI&E), BRAC PMO NE  
Sent: Fri Jun 25 08:54:29 2010 
Subject: Comments on Draft EIS for BNAS  

Dear Mr. Drozd, 
 
In looking over the Executive Summary for the draft EIS, I noted two mistakes: 
 
(1)   Page xi, line 13.  Methane is incorrectly described as NH3, which is ammonia. 
 
(2)  Page ix, lines 3-4.  "The Town of Brunswick and the Brunswick LMA do not have a significant 
minority or low-income population."  With respect to a low-income population, this statement is 
both laughable and regrettable.  A brief examination of the extensive programs carried out by the 
Mid-Coast Hunger Prevention Program as well as local United Way activities should set the re-
cord straight. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kermit Smyth 
23 Juniper Road 
Brunswick, ME 04011 
 

PC017-1

PC017-2

PC017
PC017-1

Text in the EIS has been updated in the Executive Summary
(ES.6, bolded subsection "Air Quality") to reflect this comment,
Methane = CH4.  The rest of the document was rechecked to
make sure that this comment wasn't reflected in any other
section.

PC017-2

It has been noted that there are pockets of low-income
populations within both the town of Brunswick and the
Brunswick LMA.  However, these pockets do not constitute an
Environmental Justice community as defined by EPA.   In
addition, there are no specific impacts on general health or
quality of life that would adversely or disproportionately impact
the surrounding population.  Therefore it was determined that
no disproportionate adverse environmental justice effects
would be associated with the implementation of any of the
Alternatives.

Text has been added in the EIS in the Executive Summary
(ES.6, bolded subsection Environmental Justice) and Sections
4.2.1.6 (Alternative 1), 4.2.2.6 (Alternative 2), and 4.2.3.6
(No-Action Alternative) to clarify. 
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