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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI) 
FOR THE PROPOSED BASE UPGRADES 

AT ROLAND R. WRIGHT AIR NATIONAL GUARD BASE 
UTAH AIR NATIONAL GUARD 

SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 
 

The National Guard Bureau (NGB) has prepared this Environmental Assessment (EA) to 
evaluate potential consequences to the human and natural environment associated with 
upgrading facilities for the 151st Air Refueling Wing (151 ARW) at the Roland R. Wright 
Air National Guard Base located at the Salt Lake International Airport, Salt Lake City, 
Utah. NGB prepared this EA pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
of 1969 (42 United States Code 4321 et seq.), the Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR 1500-
1508), and United States Air Force Environmental Impact Analysis Process (32 CFR 989 
et seq.).  
   
PURPOSE/NEED 
 
The purpose of this federal action is to provide the 151 ARW with new and properly 
upgraded, sized, and configured facilities that are needed to effectively accomplish its 
mission, meet force protection standards, and improve environmental efficiency of 
operations.   
 
The Proposed Action rectifies identified space deficiencies, excess and unused buildings, 
lack of adequate and outdated/obsolete facilities, addresses Anti-terrorism/Force 
Protection (AT/FP) concerns, and improves environmental sustainability in support of 
mission essential capabilities. That is, the 151 ARW needs to implement the Proposed 
Action to fully support existing mission critical functions. 
 
DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 
 
# Project Title/#/Year Alternative 1 Preferred Alternative 
1 Demolish Salty Guard Inn, 

Building (Bldg.) 1522/ 
USEB152003/2019 
 

Repair building to 
bring up to current 
codes. Would 
need to include 
hazardous 
material 
abatement and 
structural 
improvements. 
Base has no use 
for the building 
and is already 

Demolish Salty Guard 
Inn (Bldg. 1522). 
 
Plant grass in 
demolished area. 
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over its total 
authorized square 
footage. 

2 Indoor Small Arms Range 
(SAR)/USEB199061/2020 

No other location 
is available onsite 
for a new outdoor 
range.  

Demolish old 43,000 
Square Feet (SF) 
outdoor SAR. 
 
Construct a new 10,500 
SF indoor small arms 
range located on current 
outdoor SAR property. 
 

3 Construct 109th Air Control 
Squadron (ACS) Radar 
Maintenance Facility/ 
USEB172008/2021 

No other 
alternative 
identified. 

Demolish existing Radar 
Maintenance Facility 
(Bldg. 150) and repair 
existing training area and 
parking, radar pad, and 
pavements. 
 
Construct a new facility 
to house the Radar 
Maintenance offices and 
shops. 
 

4 Construct Global AirCrew 
Strategic Network Terminal 
(ASNT) Facility/ 
USEB172009/2023 
 

No alternatives 
due to space 
inefficiencies and 
Strategic Nuclear 
security. 

Construct Global ASNT 
Facilities. 
 
Renovate interior of 
existing command post 
facility and construct an 
equipment pad on an 
asphalt pavement. 
 

5 Replace Main Gate at Northeast 
Corner of the Base/ 
USEB119013/2024 

Upgrade existing 
Entry Control 
Facility (ECF) 
security features 
in accordance 
with Security 
Facility Services 
(SFS) 
recommendations. 

Demolish existing gate 
facility and pavements. 
 
Construct a new main 
gate facility on northeast 
corner of the base with a 
new guardhouse facility, 
overhead cover, a 
vehicle search area, and 
vehicle queue area to 
minimize backed up 
traffic on 2200 W. 
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Demolish existing 
buildings 120,123, 403 - 
410, 412, and 415 
(warehouse facilities) to 
clear space for new gate. 
 

6 Construct Maintenance Hangar & 
Shops/ 
USEB059303/2025 

No other 
alternative 
identified. 
 

Demolish Hangar 3 and 
construct a maintenance 
hangar and shops and 
an apron. 
 

7 KC-135 Fuel Cell/Corrosion 
Control Hangar/ 
USEB059310/2025 

Renovate existing 
Hangar 19. 

Demolish Hangar 19 and 
plant area with turf grass. 
 
Construct a fuel 
cell/corrosion control 
hangar facility. 
 

8 Squad Ops Bldg. 40/ 
USEB179001/2025 

Renovate current 
building and add 
crew rest area; 
however, this will 
not resolve the 
airfield waiver. 

Demolish existing 
Squadron Ops Facility 
(Bldg. 40). 
 
Construct a new 
Squadron Ops Facility, 
including crew readiness 
facilities. 
 

9 Consolidate Logistics Readiness 
Squadron (LRS) 
Warehouse/Replace Base 
Supply Warehouse 
USEB109067/USEB109067/2030 
 
 

Renovate 
building; however, 
space efficiency 
will continue to 
hinder operations. 

Demolish existing 
buildings. 
 
Construct new 
consolidated LRS facility 
to include a warehouse, 
administration, and shed. 
 

10 Repair Jet Fuel Complex/DLA 
Hydrant System/ 
USEB20132450/2021 

No other 
alternative 
identified. 

Replace all existing 
fiberglass reinforced 
plastic (FRP) hydrant 
fueling system piping 
and corresponding 
fueling pits. 
 
Extend the fueling 
system and eliminate 
one hydrant pit. 
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11 Construct Munitions Complex/ 
USEB182002/2021 
 

No other 
alternative 
identified. 

Construct a new 
concrete slab and extend 
utilities to support new 
prefabricated munitions 
storage facilities. 
 
Demolish existing 
munitions shop facility 
(Bldg. 111) and storage 
(Bldg. 110) and construct 
replacement. 
 
Relocate both new 
facilities to maximize 
explosive safety 
distances.  
 
Construct new fence line 
and gates. 

12 Construct Military Service 
Station/USEB202002/2021 
 

Replace tanks in 
same location with 
above ground 
service station. 
Demolish existing 
service station 
and underground 
lines. 
 

Demolish existing fuel 
tanks, underground 
piping, Oil/Water 
Separator, awnings, and 
service station (Bldg. 
2208, 2214, 2212). 
Construct new tanks, 
awning, aboveground 
piping, road, and service 
station. 
 

 
The No Action Alternative is required by 40 CFR 1502.14(d). Under the No Action 
Alternative, the construction, renovation, and demolition projects will not occur. This will 
not meet the 151 ARW’s needs; however, it is carried forward for analysis per CEQ 
regulations and as a baseline for comparing the other alternatives.  
 
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND CONSEQUENCES 
 
Per CEQ regulations (40 CFR 1500), federal agencies may focus their NEPA analysis on 
those resource areas that could be affected and omit discussions of resource areas that 
would not be affected by a Proposed Action (40 CFR 1501.7[a][3]). It was determined that 
the following resources did not warrant further consideration because there would be no 
impacts: 1) safety, 2) land use, 3) water resources, 4) biological resources, 5) 
transportation and traffic circulation, 6) visual resources, and 7) cultural resources. The 
following resources were further analyzed for potential impacts. 
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Air Quality. Under the Proposed Action, no significant impacts to air quality would occur. 
Dust and combustion emissions from construction-related activities would create short-
term air emissions; however, implementation of standard dust minimization practices 
would serve to reduce the amount of dust generated during construction. 
 
Noise. Under the Proposed Action, no significant impact to noise receptors would occur. 
Construction-related noise would have minor, temporary effects on the noise environment 
in the vicinity of the Proposed Action area. Given the type of construction activities (e.g., 
sporadic, during daytime hours, short-term, etc.), no significant impacts would occur. 
There are no long-term significant impacts to noise receptors under the Proposed Action. 
The following best management practices (BMP) would be implemented to ensure any 
unforeseen potential adverse impacts are minimized: limitations on work hours to avoid 
early morning, evening/night, and weekend work which would disturb nearby 
homeowners. Therefore, the Proposed Action would have no significant impacts to noise 
receptors. 
 
Geological Resources. Under the Proposed Action construction activities would include 
soil disturbance, through either demolition or ground clearing for construction preparation. 
BMPs such as erosion controls and prompt stabilization of open earthwork would be 
implemented to minimize erosion. In addition, soil disturbance activities would be short-
term and temporary. There are no long-term significant impacts to geological resources 
under the Proposed Action. Therefore, the Proposed Action would have no significant 
impacts to geological resources. 
 
Socioeconomics. Under the Proposed Action, there would be a short-term beneficial 
impact to socioeconomics. The potential addition of a new mission and the 
implementation of construction projects will bring an opportunity for local jobs, including 
both skilled and unskilled (general labor) construction and related work.  
 
Hazardous Materials and Wastes, Solid Waste, other Contaminants. Under the 
Proposed Action, new construction, repair, and relocation activities would be expected to 
temporarily increase the usage of hazardous materials and petroleum products on Base. 
Demolition activities would be expected to temporarily increase the volumes of hazardous 
and solid wastes generated. However, the use, handling, storage, and disposal of these 
products and wastes would continue to be accomplished in accordance with applicable 
U.S. Air Force, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and State of Utah regulations and 
within the existing processes found in the Base Hazardous Waste Management Plan 
(2009), Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure Plan (2018), Asbestos 
Management Plan (2006), and other environmental plans and permits. Proposed 
demolition of facilities would generate significant quantities of nonhazardous industrial 
waste and construction and demolition debris. The amount would be handled as 
described in the Integrated Solid Waste Management Plan, utilizing available landfill 
capacity over time, and would not adversely affect the surrounding area.   
 
Implementation of the Proposed Action is not expected to release contaminants into the 
environment, expose the public to significant amounts of hazardous material, or hinder 
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ongoing cleanup processes. All contractors performing construction activities at the 151 
ARW will be responsible for following ground safety regulations and conducting 
construction activities in a manner that does not pose any risk to its workers or Base 
personnel. Risks are further mitigated by requiring construction contractors to develop an 
accidental spill prevention and response plan for all hazardous materials that may be 
used onsite, develop a solid and hazardous materials and waste management plan prior 
to starting work, and comply with all applicable local, regional, state, and Federal laws, 
policies, and regulations regarding the transportation, storage, handling, management, 
and disposal of hazardous materials and wastes. Under the Proposed Action, the 151 
ARW would continue to fulfill the same mission and operate/maintain the same aircraft. 
In the long term, the amount of hazardous materials, wastes, and petroleum products 
would remain the same. Therefore, the Proposed Action would have no significant 
impacts to hazardous materials and wastes, solid wastes, or other contaminants. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
NEPA, 40 CFR §§1500-1508, and 32 CFR 989 require public review of the EA before 
approval of the FONSI and implementation of the Proposed Action. A Notice of Availability 
for public review of the Draft EA was published in the Salt Lake Tribune on March 21, 
2021. Comments received from agencies and the public will be addressed and 
incorporated, as appropriate, into the Final EA. Public comments will be in Appendix A of 
the Final EA. 
 
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
 
After careful review of the potential impacts of this Proposed Action as assessed in the 
Environmental Assessment, Utah Air National Guard, 151st Air Refueling Wing, Salt Lake 
International Airport, Salt Lake, Utah, I have concluded that the action’s implementation 
would not have a significant impact on the quality of the human or natural environment or 
generate significant controversy by itself or considering cumulative impacts. Accordingly, 
the requirements of NEPA, the CEQ regulations, and 32 CFR 989, et. seq. have been 
fulfilled, and an Environmental Impact Statement is not necessary and will not be 
prepared. 
 
 
 
 
 
________________________________    ________________ 
MARC V. HEWETT, P.E., GS-15, DAF    Date 
Chief, Asset Management Division        
  
 


