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42 CES/CEV Comments and Evaluation:

An Environmental Assessment (EA) /Finding of No Significant Impact {FONSI) was completed in April 2004 for the proposed
construction of a new fitness center at Gunter. The proposed location for a new fitness center evaluated in the EA is the same
location that is now proposed for a new commissary (the proposed location for the fitness center has now been changed to the
eastern side of the base). The proposed location lies near North Turner Blvd., close to the Dickinson Drive entrance to Gunter,

Since the original EA was conducted, environmental conditions in this portion of Gunter have not changed significantly. An
AAFES gas station/shoppette and a new bowling center have been constructed nearby. These new additions have maintained and
enhanced the community and commercial land use in the area. The current commissary is adjacent to the proposed location, and
part of the existing commissary would be demolished after a new commissary is constructed, Nearby off-base land use remains
commercial and light industrial,

The Qutbrief Slides provided as a result of the Oct 2009 planning charrette summarize the different site configuration options that
have been considered in the initial planning process. The "No Action Alternative" would be no construction of a new facility,
leaving the eurrent commissary deficient in space and inadequate to support required line item volume.

In Nov 2009, Maxwell's environmental section, 42 CES/CEV, reviewcd the original EA to ensure its continued validity. Tmpacts to
air quality, water resources, land use, hazardous materials and waste, pollution prevention, cultural resources, biological resources,
geological resources, and utilities are expected to be similar to the impacts stated in the original EA. Impacts to transportation
were reevaluated, taking inlo account the Maxwell Air Force Base/Gunter Annex Traffic Study of September 2007. Two major
intersections close to the proposed site that were evaluated in the study are the intersection of Dickinson Drive and N Turner Blvd.,
and the intersection of N Turner Blvd. and the AAFES Shoppette. The traffic study concluded that both of these intersections
function at acceptable levels of service at all times, including the morning and ¢vening peak levels. The construction of the new
commissary may result in slight inereases in traffic at these intersections, but since the existing commissary already draws traffic
to this area, any increase is not expected to be significant. Any increase in traffic flow in this commerc¢ial area may be offset in the
future by a decrease in traffic once the fitness center is relocated to the eastern side of the base.

Based on CEV's review of the original EA, there are no additional adverse environmental impacts expected.




