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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The United States Air Force (Air Force) has prepared a Final Draft Environmental Assessment (EA), and Final Draft
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), for the replacement of an aging overhead electrical distribution line, Feeder
D1, on Vandenberg Air Force Base (AFB). These replacements are needed because existing conditions do not provide a
reliable power source required by Vandenberg AFB’s launch and range mission. As a result, many mission critical
facilities are vulnerable to interruption of the main power supply or catastrophic powerline failure, which could result in a
delay or cancellation of national defense missions. Resources analyzed in the Final Draft EA include air quality,
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and earth resources, land use and coastal zone resources, noise, public
health and safety, and water resources. The Final Draft EA and Final Draft FONSI conclude that there will be no
significant environmental impacts resulting from the Proposed Action.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The analyses of the affected environment and environmental consequences of implementing the Proposed Action
presented in the EA concluded that by implementing environmental protection measures as well as the standard
avoidance, minimization, monitoring, and reporting measures, Vandenberg AFB will comply with all terms and conditions
for implementation of the reasonable and prudent measures stipulated in the USFWS BO, and adhere to the conditions
stipulated in the SHPO concurrence letter. The Air Force concludes that no significant adverse effects will result to the
following resources as a result of the Proposed Action: air quality, greenhouse gases, geology and earth resources, land
use and coastal zone resources, noise, public health and safety, transportation, and water resources. In addition, the EA
concludes that the Proposed Action do not affect environmental justice, socioeconomics, public services and utilities, or
recreation. Vandenberg AFB will comply with the conditions stipulated in SHPO’s concurrence letter dated September
27, 2017 and the Memorandum of Agreement signed in August 2019.These conditions include the following: 1) installing
temporary exclusionary fencing, 2) requiring archaeological and Native American monitoring, 3) restricting vehicular
access within National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-eligible sites, 4) modifying pole removal techniques within
NRHP-eligible sitsites, 5) carrying out a program of controlled archaeological excavations for new poles located within an
Archaeologically Sensitive Area, and 6) adhering to 36 CFR 800.13 and Vandenberg AFB ICRMP. Analysis concludes
that the Proposed Action Alternative will not have a significant environmental impact either by itself or cumulatively with
other projects at Vandenberg AFB.
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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

No controversies have been identified.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
The following agencies have been consulted with or contacted on the subject project to date: US Fish and Wildlife
Service, California Coastal Commission, State Historic Preservation Officer, and Tribal Organizations.

