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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
542C;3

Memomndum patE: 11 Jul 1979

FROM : Assistant Chief of Staff, Fecilities, Marine Corps Base,
Camp Lejeune, N. C. 28542

TO : Faeilities Branch, HQMC (Code LFF-2) (Attn: Mr. Ball)

i —

suBj : Candidate Environmental Impact Statement (CEIS)

Eucl: (1) CEIS for Armor/Mechanized-Iufantry Iraining Area, Second
Marine Division of Jul 1979

1. Bnclosure (1) was received from the 2d Marine Division today. An advance
copy is forwarded, as requested.

2. The CELS is being staifed for comments/advisory opinions preceding the
BCE Environmental Impace Review Board's latest actionm.

Je L. MC LAUGHLIN
By direction

Copy to:

~——> kiaint0

R U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OF FICE: 1969=393-707/5-126






. UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Marine Corps Air Station

o /it

(Helicopter)
New Rivor, Jacksonville
FORLE A 3 AR 5 92 2 23545
204 :PPA;chm
11000

15 Jun 1979
Commanding Ofﬁm
Commandant of the Marine Corp: (Code m-z). wurs, 8.8,

Comsanding Gemeral, Marine Corps Base, Cl‘tp Lejeune, 8, C, 28542
(AC/3 FPaeilities) e ; .

Environmental Impact Assessment for Nen-Appropriated Fed
Construction Project P-308, Bowling Cemter Additien

(s) CG 403 CLNC Ltr PHD:CHB:mtm um dtd 11 say 1979
(b) B0 11000.1 w/Ch 1 -

@) Bubjan ammx xqua m.mnt ‘

1. In accordance with referemces (a) and (p), enclosurs (1) is hewrewith
-submitted im support of subject projoct. :

| Z. If any additional iaformation is uqnh-d. please contact w.m mm,
S-4, HCAS(H), New River, telephone 455-6506/6518, or Yaj Sth, wlv "
s.rﬂces Qfficer, mm), New Rim, telephone 4&5-6704 A ,

P. F, ANGLE
By direction

j:a MCB, CLEG (MAINT)
SpecServOff, HCAS(H), NR
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY |

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

BOWLING CENTER ADDITION, P-308
(Project Title)

UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
|
{
|
|

MARINE CORPS ATIR STATION (HELICOPTER), NEW RIVER

JACKSONVILLE, N. C. 28545
(Military Installation)

12 June 1979
(Date)

Prepared by: Approved by:

PETER F. ANGLE

LTCOL, MCAS(H), NR, S-4

Facilities, MCAS(H), NR Assistant Chief of Staff,
Facilities, MCB, CLNC







ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Submitting DoD Component: Department of the Navy

Installation: MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (HELICOPTER, NEW RIVER,
h JACKSONVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28545
Project Title: p-308, Bowling Center Addition

Date of Submission: 14 June 1979

1. Introduction

a. Project Description: An addition to the existing building, AS-205,
Bowling Center, to increase the number of bowling lanes available for use by
MCAS (H), New River patrons. The addition will be compatible with the existing
building in architecture and design. It will provide mechanical ventilation,
lighting, heating and cooling, insulated build-up roof, and metal deck on steel
joists., The necessary utilities will be connected and additional parking spaces
will be constructed as required.

b. Existing Site Characteristics: The project will be an addition to an
existing building, AS-205, Bowling Center, located on Curtis Road adjacent to
AS-204. The existing area is developed to the west, south and north with a
parking lot, baseball field, and Curtis Road. To the east is open, flat land
which is undeveloped. The soil condition is indicated on the Master Plan for
this Activity as being good.

2. Relationship of Proposed Action to Land Use Plans, Policies and
Controls for the Affected Area:

Conforms No Plans Conflicts
With For Area With
a. Land Use Plans S
b. Clear Air Control X
c¢. Federal Water Pollution 2

Control Act






-
. 3.. 1he proba!]e Impact of the Proposed Action on the Environment:

a. Assessment of the positive and negative effects of the proposed
action as it affects both the national and/or the international environment.
The potentially significant effect of this action is that it:

(1) *w=/will not cause emissions into the atmosphere of toxic
or hazardous substances or significant amounts of other pollutants. It
will/will not significantly reduce the amount of poliution in the atmosphere?

(2) Waddo/will not cause the creation of excessive noise, when
considering the proximity and likely effects of the noise on humans or
wildlife?

(3) M=t /will not introduce toxic or hazardous substances or
significant amounts of chemicals, organic substances or solid wastes into
bodies of water, on land or otherwise effect water or soil quality?

(4) #H¥/will not significantly alter the rate of sediment deposit
or temperature of a body of water?

(5) WHH7will not require the use of non-renewable energy
sources, e.g., fossil fuels, etc., in apparently excessive or dispro-
portionate amounts?

(6) Wak/will not result in a significant destruction of vegeta-
tion, wild or marine life?

(7) Wad/will not affect, beneficially or adversely, other forms of
1ife or the ecosystems of which they are a part?

(8) Widd/will not result in contamination or deterioration of food
or food sources?

(9) W4¥r/will not affect population density and congestion?

(10) Wwill not cause a major change in Tandscape, extensive
clearing, paving or excavation?

(11) #4will not affect, beneficially or adversely, neighborhood
character (aesthetic qualities) and zoning?

(12) W44+1/will not alter area hydrologic properties?
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b. The proposed action will have a potentially signjficant effect
on the following:

ITEM Favorable Adverse No Effect

Traffic X
Community Facilities X
Schools X

Waste Treatment Facilities

Utilities X
Land Management X
Solid Waste Disposal X
Area Appearance X

Other (See Attachment )

4. Alternatives to the Proposed Action

X There is no feasible alternative.

Only feasible alternative is to take no action. The effects
of this alternative are discussed in Attachment

Various alternatives and their effects are discussed in
Attachment ‘

5. Any Probable Adverse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided
Should The Proposal Be Implemented

No adverse effects on the environment are anticipated.

Probable adverse effects are discussed in Attachment

6. Relationship Between Local Short-Term Uses of the Environment and the
Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-Term Productivity

No change in short-term use.







.

No change in the maintenance and/or enhancement of long-term
productivity.
X Adverse effects on the environment will occur only during the

construction period and these will/will not create permanent or
long-lasting adverse effects.

The proposed action will enhance the short-term use of resources by:

Abating existing or potential pollution.

Enhancing the area appearance.

Reducing utility requirements

Improvements in operational efficiency.

. Improvements in habitability of existing
facilities.
Other:
A Long-term productivity will be enhanced by:

X Abating existing or potential pollution. (Dust)'

Reducing utility requirements.

X Improvement in operational efficiency.

Other:

7. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which Would Be
Involved in the Proposed Action Should [t Be Implemented

A No significant irreversible or irretrievable commitment of
resources.
No destruction of identified archeological sites or sites having
possible historic or - rchitectural interests.

X No effect on known endangered species of wildlife.







\ l

X No significant change in land use.

Potentially significant irreversible or irretrievable com-
mitments or resources are discussed in Attachment .

Other: -~

8. Considerations That Offset the Adverse Environmental Effects

a. This course of action as compared to adverse environmental
effects of alternatives (Section 4) are discussed in Attachment

b. Cost benefit analysis of proposed action is Attachment

9. Summary
X

It is concluded that the proposed action will have no sig-
nificant adverse effects on the environment.

X There has not been, ror is there currently, any known contro-
versy concerning the proposed action.

Based on this assessment, it is concluded that an Environmental

Impact Statement must be preparad prior to implementation of the

proposed action.







~ ASSISTANT CHIEF QTAFF, FACILITIES
HEADQUARTERS, MARINE CORPS BASE

) patE._ 29408 14

TO:

léﬁSE MAINT é:] DIR, QUARTERS & HOUSING
PUBLIC WORKS O DIK, BOQ/BSQ

COMM-ELECT 0O BASE FIRE CHIEF

MOTOR TRANSPORT O

ATTN: NREW

@ Attached is forwarded action.

AﬁZ) Please initial, or comment, and return all papers
to this office.

3. Your file copy.

“LET'S THINK OF A FEW REASONS
WHY IT CAN BE DONE”
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To:

-~ Via:

Subj:
Ref:

anl:

1. In accordance with deferchass (a) and (b), emclosure (1} is herewitn
- submitted in support of subject project.

2, if any additienal information is reguired, please contact LtCol ANGLE,
S<4, MCAS(H), New River, telephone 455-6506/6518, or the $-3 Officer,

- New River for aeﬂu 2F120 CH-SSE Operatiomal Flight mun
(=) PONECON btwa Betty J. BLAKE, Fac, tmsot). MR, ané shjm' msscu

UNITED TES MARINE CORPS
Marin rps Alr Station ’
(Helicopter)
New River, Jacksonville
North Carolina 28545

204;:PFA:chm
11600
10 Nay 1873

Comandiag Officer
Commandant of the Marine Corps (codo }.FF-Z), Hudqmruu, U, 8,
Marine Corps, Washingten, . C. 20380

General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejoume, N. C. 28542
(AC/S Paeilities)

Envireonpental Impact Assessment for Exigent Minor Comstruction
Project P-412, Addition to Flight Simulator Buildiag, mm,

LEF-1, HQMC, of 18 Apr 1979
(b) 80 116001 w/Ch 1

(1) Subject Enﬂmmm Impact Assessment

b!:AS(H), New River, telephone 485-6311/6312,

P. P ANGLE e ot e ‘
By direction

- Lopy to:
G6, ¥CB, CLNC (PWO)
7,66, HCB, CLNC (MAINT)
~ 8-3 Off, MCAS(H), AR






DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

P-412, Addition to Flight Simulator Building, MCAS(H), New
River for Device 2F120 CH-53E
(Project Title)

MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (HELICOPTER), NEW RIVER

JACKSONVILLE, N. C. 28545
(Military Installation)

8 May 1979
(Date)

Prepared by:
PETER F. ANGLE

Approved by:
R. H. HUCKABY

S-4 Officer Assistant Chief of Staff, Fac111t1es
PETER F. ANGLE R. H. HUCKABY
Facilities, MCAS(H), NR Assistant Chief of Staff,

Facilities, MCB, CLNC
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

st

Submitting DoD Component: Department of the Navy

Installation: MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (HELICOPTER, NEW RIVER,
JACKSONVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28545

Project Title: P-412, Addition to Flight Simulator Building

' Date of Submission: 8 May 1979

1. Introduction

a. Project Description: An addition to the existing building AS-320 tg
provide adequate housing for a CH-53E Operational Flight Trainer, Device 2F120,
to be installed in July 1980 at MCAS(H), New River. The addition will be compati-
ble with the existing building in architecture and design. It will provide ‘
mechanical ventilation, lighting, heating, and cooling, insulated build-up roof,
and metal deck on steel joists. The necessary utilities will be connected and

‘additional parking spaces will be constructed as required.

b. Existing Site.Characteristics: The project will be an addition to an
existing building, AS-320, Flight Simulator Building, located on McAvoy Street

adjacent to AS-312. The existing area is developed to the south of AS-320 with
_parking lots and another training building, AS-312. To the east and north is s

4y

open flat land which is undeveloped. The soil condition is indicated on the
Master Plan: for this Activity as being good. :

/2.. Relationship of Proposed Action to Land Use Plans, Policies and
Controls for the Affected Area:

Conforms No Plans Conflicts

With For Area With .
a. land Use Plans X
b. Clear Air Control X
c. Federal Water Pollution X

Control Act






3. The probable Impact of the Proposed Action on the Envirofment:

a. Assessment of the pasitive and negative effects of the pfdpoSed
action as it affects both the national and/or the international environment.
The potentially significant effect of this action is that it:

(1)¢ﬁ44/wi11 not cause emissions into the atmosphere of toxic
or hazardous Substances or significant amounts of other poHlufants. It
jﬁFLl/will not significantly reduce the amount of pollution in the atmosphere?

| (2) Wit7will not cause the creation of excessive noise, when

~considering the proximity and likely effects of the noise on humans or
~wildlife?

(3) ¥4+/will not introduce toxic or hazardous substances or v

significant amounts of chemicals, organic substances or solid wastes into

- bodies of water, on land or otherwise effect water or soil quality?

(4) Wite/will not significantly alter the rate of sediment deoos1t
or temperature of a body of water?

e, : (5) Wak*/will not require the use of non-renewable energy
sources, e.g., fossil fuels, etc., in apparently excessive or dispro-
_ portionate amounts?

(6) H#++7w111 not result in a significant destruction of vegeta-
t1on, wild or marine 1ife?

W

(7) Mdd*/will not affect, beneficially or adversely, other forms of
life or the ecosystems of which they are a part?

: (8) Wi=+/will not result in contamination or deterioration of food
or food sources?

(9) #i=/will not affect population density and congestion?

(10) Wi-/will not cause a major change in landscape, extensiye
clearing, paving or excavation?

(11) W /will not affect, benef1c1a1sy or adversely, ne1ghborhood
character (aesthetic qualities) and zoning?

(12) #4¥++/will not alter area hydrologic properties?
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b. The proposed action will have a potentially signjficant effect

on the following: : et

ITEM ' Favorable Adverse No Effect

Traffic O X
X

Community Facilities

Schools X

Waste Treatment Facilities X
Utilities X
, Land Management X
Solid Waste Disposal - X
Area Appearaﬁce X
 Other (See Attachment . )

4, Alternatives to the Proposed Action
e

There is no feasible alternative.

- Only feasible alternative is to take no action. The effects
of this alternative are discussed in Attachment

Various alternatives and their effects are discussed in ’
Attachment hy -

5. Any Probable Adverse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided

Should The Proposal Be Implemented

No adverse effects on the environment are anticipated.

Probabie adverse effects are discussed in Attachment

rd

6. Relationship Between Local Short-Term Uses of the Environment and the

Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-Term Productivity

No change in short-term use.
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No change in the maintenance and/or ephancement of long-term o

: productivity.

X Adverse effects on the environment will occur only during the
construction period and these will/will not create permanent or
long-lasting adverse effects.

The proposed action will enhance the short-term use of resources by:

Abating existing or potential pollution.
Enhancing the area appearance.

: 4} Reducing utility requirements

' Improvements in operational efficiency.

; Improvements in habitability of existing
facilities.
Other:
o
X1  Long-term productivity will be enhanced by:
x Abating existing or potential pollution. (Dust)'
Reducing utility requirements.
2 Improvement in operational efficiency.
Other:

7. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which WOu1d Be
Invoived 1n the Proposed Acticn Should It Be Impiemented

X No significant irreversible or irretrievable commitment of
resources.

X No destruction of identified aruheo]oqxca] sites or s1fes hav1ng
' possible historic or ‘rchitectural interests. )

X No effect on known endangered species of wildlife.







No significant change in land use.

Potentially significant irreversible or irretrievable com-
mitments or resources are discussad in Attachment i

Other: ”

8. Considerations That Offset the Adverée Environmental Effects N/A

a. This course of action as comparad to adverse environmental ia
-effects of alternatives (Section 4) are discussed in Attachment ;

b. Cost benefit analysis of proposed action is Attachment :

9. Summary

It is concluded that the proposed action will have no sig-
nificant adverse effects on the environment.

X There has not been, reor s there currentiy, any known contro-
versy concerning the proposed action.

Based on this assessment, it is concluded that an Environmental
Impact Statement must he preparad prior to implementation of the
proposed action.






BASE MAINTENANCE DEPARTMENT
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

MAIN/JIW/th
6240/2
22 May 1979

SR \TY

From: Base Maintenance Officer
To: Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilitiles

Subj: Environmental Impact Assessment for Exigent Minor
Construetion Project P-1412, Addition to Flight ;
Simulator Building, MCAS(H), New River for Device -
2F120 CH-53E Operational Flight Trainer: comments
concerning

1. Subject environmental impact assessment has been reviewed
and 1t is recommended that the Environmental Impact Review
Board of ially process same.

~

T. R. BAISLEY






: ‘ MAIN/JIV/th

6240/2 |
15 May 1979 k3
A

Base Meintenance Officer

L
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities f

Addition-Enlisted Club-French Creek Area and Militery
Construction Project P-183, Environmental Impact Assessments;

comments concerning

1. .Subject environmental impact asgsessments have been reviewed
and it is recommended that the Environmental Impact Review Board

officially process same,

T. R. BAISLEY
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PWD :CWB rmtm
11000
MAY 11879

Prom: Commanding General
To:s Cormanding Officer, Marine Corps Air Station {Helicopter),
New River, Jackscnville, North Carolina

Subj: Environmental Impact Assessment, request for
Refs {a) EO 1i00C.1
Encl: (1) Enviroymental Jopact Assessment (sample)

1. It is recuested that an envirommental impact assessment (EIA)

be prepared in a”xrdan;a with reference (a) for MNCON Construction
Project P-308, bDowling Center, and returned no later than 1 July 1979
for review by th_ aniromnental Inmpact Review Board. A sample EIA is
attached as enclosure {l).

2. 1If there are cuestions or you reguire further assistance, please
contact Mr. Wooten, Hatural Resources and Envirommental Affairs Division,
Base Maintenance, on extension 5003.

C. 4. rack
By direction

Copy to: (w/o encl)
AC/S FAC

M ¢
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PWD :CWB :mmm
11000

MAY 11 879

From: Commanding General
To: Commanding General, 2D Force Service Support Group

Subj: Envirommental Impact Assesswent; request for

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1

Encl: (1) Envivormental Impact Assesswent (Sample)

1. It is requested that an environmental impact assessment (EIA) be
prepared in accordance with reference (a) for MCON Construction Project
P-031, Battalion Headquarters, French x Area, and returned no later
than 1 July 1979 for review by the Environmental Impact Review Board.
A sample EIA is attached as enclosure (1). =

2. If there are questions or you require further assistance, please
contact Mr. Wooten, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs

. Divisfon, Base Maintenance, on extension 5003.

C. A. TACK ..
3y direction

%g hﬁ : (/0 Encl)
s racC
-
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 PWD:CWB rouum
11000
- MAY 1.1 B79
From: Commanding General '
To: Ming Gmu.. soooad mm Divhim\
Subj: 'xnvimm Imc: Mmmt. request for

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1

 Enels (1) Em ﬂmxmmum (sample)

Ai IthWMtMMWM (BIA)
be prepared in accordance with reference (a) for MCON Construction
Project P-625, Bachelor Enlisted Quarters, and returned no later
tmxauxynnm:munymmmmmw&.
A sample EIA is attached as enclosure (1).

24 uuuomqwuu-ormrmmfum:usm please
contact Mr. Wooten, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division, Base Maintenance, on uumtnn 5003.

C.-A. TADK
: 2 By direction
Copy to: (w/o encl)
AC/S FAC
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PWD : CWB s ;umm
11000
way 1.1 879
From:; Commanding General '
To: c_lndlng Gmu, soaond mm D:Lvhi.on
Subj: Envirommental Impact Assessment, request for
Ref:  (a) BO 11000.1 ‘ :
Encl: (1) M Input Assessment (Sample)

.l. It is requested that an envirommental impact assessment (EIA)

be prepared in accordance with reference (a) for MCON Construction
Project P-624, Bachelor Enlisted Quarters, and returned no later
than 1 July 1979 for review by the Envirommental Impact Review Boaxd.
A sample EIA is attached as enclosure (1).

2. Htm.ﬁomwmmfmmuum. please
contact Mr. Wooten, Natural Resources and Environmental Aua.tr-
Division, Base Maintenance, on extension 5003. :

C. A. TACK
By direction

Copy to: (w/o encl) : e : » N
AC/S FAC ‘ ; : ',
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From: camaading General e
To: Camnnding Genexal, Sacond mrim Divis:l.on

Subj:  Environmental Imut MM, request for
lqlr (a) BO 11000.1
- Encl: (1) mm Impact Assessment (Mh)

1. Iturmsudthttmmmulinpntumt (m)
be prepared in accordance with reference (a) for MCON Construction
Project P-525, Auto Organizational Shop, Hadnot Point Area, and
returned no later than 1 July 1979 for review by the Envirommental
Impact Board. A sample EIA is attached as enclosure (1). »

2. If there are questions or you require further assistance, please
contact Mr. Wooten, Natural Resources and Envirommental Affairs Divh:lm,
Bm&htm,mmm '

C. A. TACK
By ‘direction

: Copy to: (w/o éemncl)
AC/S FAC

*-)""
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' PWD:CWB:mtm
11000
;e MAY 11 %879
Froms Qo-And.tnq General _ )
To1 co-lnding General, Second Marine Division [( VVL"’7

Subj: Envirommental Impact Assessment, request for
CRefi (a) BO2IGOGL . '
Encli (1) Sivtraeital I-p.ct m M

p X ztummtnmwulmmmm

be prepared in accordance with reference (a) for MCON Construction
Project P-527, Electronic/Communications Maintenance Shop, and returned
mhthlMyWD!urwinby&ommwm
Board. An-phmuatmh.dummou). :

2 uthu.mwuumwm:mmfmmm.pmn 5
contact My, Wooten, Natural Resources and Envirommental Affairs Division,
mw,mmsoos.‘

. c' ‘Ao TABK '
to: (w/e encl) By dirertion
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_BASE MAINTENANCE DEPARTMENT
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

MAIN/JIW/th
6240/2

A 1 A oanT
JAN 1.6 1979

From: Base Maintenance Officer
To: Assistant Chief of Staff, TFacilities

Subj: 'Joint‘Exércise Solid Shield 79, Envirommental Impact Assessment
(88-79 EIA); comments concerniag °

Ref: (a) FoneCon btwn Mr. Charles Hollis, Us Army Corps of Engineers,
3 and Mr. Julian Wooten, Base Maintenance Dept, on 10 Jan 79

. ¥ Subject document has been reviawed and the following counents
are offered:

a. Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina is involved in
formal consultation with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service concerning
a possible training conflict with red-cockaded woodpeckers (Denrocopos
borealis) and the Atlantic Loggerhead sea turtles (Caretta caretta).
When biologieal opinions and recommendations concerning the woodpeckers
and sea turtles are received from the U. 8, Fish and Wildlife Service,
apprépriate precautions and/or restrictions relative to endangered
species found at Camp Lejeune will be provided. -~

b. A portable pier system co extend into the Atlantic Ocean is
planned for Onslow Beach, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina. During reference
(a) 1t was learned that an Army Corps of Engineers "letter" permit
‘authorizing the piler and piling is required. Upon compketion of the
‘tfhin!ng exercise the entire structure and piling must be removed,

2. It is suggested that the subject aasessnent be processed by the
Environmental Impact Review Board.

- J. KOVACH
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
- - MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP LEJEUNET NORTH CAROLINA 28542

IN REPLY REFER TO

EAG Jin i nke
542073
37 dan 1979
Goamsniing General g 5
:::‘. M:‘ in Catet, ¥. 5. Atlestic Fleat, Horfelk, Virgimis 23511 (x37)

Subj: Jeist Exersise Solld Shield 79, Baviromental Lepact Assessmeet
‘ (ss-79 E1A); comsents conceruing '

' i FopeCon Btwm Er. Chevies Holile :nmmnafw.
s '(‘)ma&. axmw.muﬁwmummn

{. The subject docement bes bees reviswed sad the follewiag cesments ave
eifered: : ‘

. Base ie joune, Horth Csrelimas, i3 invelved ia
im'tmmi:‘utez‘ﬁn ;l:.: $. Tish and Wildiife Service conmcevniug
s pessibie training confiict with ved-seckaded wowipeckers (Jonrotopos
 poreslis) 4nd the Atlentic Loggerhesd ses turties {Csretts caretta).
snd sos turtles axs reseived fvem the U. 5. Fiek amd Wildlife Sewvide,
spproprists pracavtions sad/or rastrictions xeletive (o sadsagered speaies
{ousd et Gesp Lejeupe wiil be previded. i Y g

b. & pertable pler system to satesd iste the Atlsatic Scean is
pleaned fer Caslow Beesh, Caup iLsjeuse, Eorsa Mu:l. Oustu refevence
{8}, it was losgned that as Assy Corps #f Suginsers "lettar” permit
acthorizing the pler and piling is vequized. Bpon completion of Lae
treining exexcise the entive strysture snd plling dusl be rma._

T B, BALSLEY
By direstiosn

6, Miflsst
GOMCABEAST
“.“w
GG, 4th WAB
6o, 24 PISG.

Blind copy to:
AC/S, Trng
BMaintO
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.- % BASE MAINTENAZgRCE DEPARTMENT
Marine rps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

2_/27/7?

From: Asgistant Maintenance Officer
To: ‘

/
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OPNAV 5216/144 (REV. 6-70) ' ‘

S/N 0107-LF-778-8099
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

MemOTdndum DATE: 26 Feb 1979

FROM

TO

SUBJ

Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division
Base Maintenance Officer

Trip Report

1. Purpose of Trip: To attend EIS Conference
2. Duration 22-23 Feb 1979

3. Key Persons Contacted on Trip:

a. Mr. Sheppard Moore, EPA
b. Mr. James Holdaway, EPA
c. Mr. George Moein, EPA

d. MS. Sara Turnipseed, EPA
e. Mr. E. I. Heinen, EPA

4. Topics of Discussion were:

a. Implementating the CEQ Regulations

b. Wetlands

c. Air Issues

d. EIS Review Procedures

e. Environmental Impacts of Cultural Practices on Natural
Ecosystems

5. Narrative Summary: The conference was held to familiarize major
federal and state activities in Region IV with the new National Environ-
mental Policy Act requlations which become effective in July 1979. It
was determined that an EIS for Camp Lejeune is required by law. One
environmental consultant . estimated from $400,000 to $500,000 to prepare
a statement for Camp Lejeune.

6. It is recommended that a meeting between SJAO and Base Maintenance
be arranged to determine a course of action.

7. It is also recommended that HQMC be advised of the legal requirement
for a base EIS and ask for quidance.

%L[Z@ J. [L\e;éf:)

JULIAN I. WOOTEN






_NATURAE‘RﬂSOURCES AND EN NMENTAL AFFAIRS DIVISION
BASE MAINT E DEPARTMENT
MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP IRJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 285)2

25 Gnd 79

From: Director, NREA Division

Tos g/\A O
swsr g lfuehed)

T/M /,Wu e /ZWMQ 74
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' .UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS ‘ PN

Marine Corps Air Station
/ 7 (Helicopter)

New River, Jacksonville
North Carolina 28545

204:8JB:cbm
110060
16 Apr:1979

From: Commanding Officer
To: Commanding Genmeral, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N, C. 28542
(AC/S Facilities)

Subj: Environmental Impact Assessment for Military Comstruction Prgject
P-183, Combat Vehicle Maintenance Facility MCAS(H), New River FY 79

Ref:  (a) FONECON btwn Betty J. Blake (Fac, MCAS(H), NR) and Bill Barnes
(PubWks, MCB, CLNC) of 5 Mar 1579
(b) BO 11000.1 w/Ch 1

Enel: (1) Subject Enyironmental Impact Assessment

i. Im accerdahce with references (a) and (b), enclosure (1) is herewith
submitted in support of subject project. :

2. - If any additional information is required, please contact Assistant
Facilities Officer, S-4, MCAS(H), New River, telephone 455-6506/6518,
or S-4 Officer, Detachment “A", MWSG-27, telephone 455-6665/6603.

P, F. ANGLE
By direction

Copy to:

CG, MCB, CLNC (PWO)
G, MCB, CLNC (Maint)
CO, Det "A, MWSG-27

















































BASE MAINTENANCE DEPARTMENT
- Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

MAIN/JIW/th
6240/2
23 Apr 1979

From: Base Maintenance Officer
To: Public Works Officer

Subj: Euviromenta‘l Impact Assessment (EIA) for MCON Project P-410,
Alternate Access Route

Ref: ia; PHO memo PWO:CWB:mmm P-410 dtd 16 Apr 79
b) B0 11000.1

1. Reference (a) regquested the Base Maintenance Ofﬂeer be tasked with
preparation of an EIA for subject project. This Department non-concurs
this request for the following reasons. - o , :

a. Reference (b) establishes requirements and procedures for
actions that may impact on the environment. Assessments are reviewed
by the Environmental Impact Review Board (EIRB) €o determine the
sig?iﬂcance of projects and the need for Mgher level procedural
actions. .

b. Paragraph 5 of reference (b) places responsibility for EIA
preparation with the action sponsor. Environmental assessments are
requ:mn :o be a part of the plann'lng process that leads to a project
comm -

¢. This Department serves on the EIRB and provides technicn
assistance to action sponsors. To task this Department with EIA prepara-
tion for projects not sponsored by this Department violates established
requlations and renders inoperative the EIRB function which 1s the
Commanding General's principal means of insuring compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

d. The décision ang process for the alternate access route
‘project occurred between the Public Works Department and Naval Facilities
Engimring Cmnd.

e. This Department is not staffed to devote the extensive manhours
necessary to develop EIA's.

2. It is the view of this Department that the Public Works Department

is the action sponsor as this Department had no involvement in the project
formulation.

T. R. BAISLEY

Copy to:
AC/S Fac
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Building 1005,

Marine Corps Base

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

From: Public Works Officer
To: Base Maintenance Officer

Subj: Environmental Impact Assessment; request for

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1

Encl: (1) Environmental Impact Assessment (sample)

In reply refer to

PWD : CWB :mmm
P-410
16 April 1979

1. Request that an Environmental Impact Assessment be prepared in
accordance with reference (a) for MCON project P-410, Alternate Access
Route, and forwarded to the Public Works Officer, via the Chairman,

Environmental Impact Review Board.

2. This assessment is required not later than 27 April 1979. Format
and instructions are attached as enclosure (1).

Copy to:
AC/S, Fac

(With Encl)

0. A. TACK
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

(Project Title)

MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542
; (MiTitary Installation)

(Date)

Prepared by: Approved by:

(Title) T{Chairman, Environmental Impact
Review Board)

— = 7 “(Instaliation Commander or
Representative)

oL (T






. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSW‘

Submitting DoD Component: Department of the Navy

Installation: Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C. 28542

Project Title:

Date of Submission:

1. Introduction

a. Project Description

2. Relationship of Proposed Action to Land Use Plans, Policies and
Controls for the Affected Area:

Conforms No Plans Conflicts
With For Area With

a. Land Use Plans

b. Clear Air Control

c. Federal Water Pollution
Control Act
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. 3. The probable Imp. of the Proposed Action on t&vironment:

a. Assessment of the positive and negative effects of the proposed
action as it affects both the national and/or the international environment.
The potentially significant effect of this action is that it:

(1) Will/will not cause emissions into the atmosphere of toxic
or hazardous substances or significant amounts of other pollutants. It
will/will not significantly reduce the amount of pollution in the atmosphere?

(2) Will/will not cause the creation of excessive noise, when
considering the proximity and likely effects of the noise on humans or
wildlife? |

(3) Will/will not introduce toxic or hazardous substances or
significant amounts of chemicals, organic substances or solid wastes into
bodies of water, on land or otherwise effect water or soil quality?

(4) Will/will not significantly alter the rate of sediment deposit
or temperature of a body of water? |

(5) Will/will not require the use of non-renewable energy
sources, e.g., fossil fuels, etc., in apparently excessive or dispro-
portionate amounts?

(6) Will/wifl not result in a significant destruction of vegeta-
tion, wild or marine life?

(7) Will/will not affect, beneficially or adversely, other forms of
life or the ecosystems of which they are a part?

(8) Will/will not result in contamination or deterioration of food
or food sources?

(9) Will/will .not affect population density and congestion?

(10) Wil1/will not cause a major change in landscape, extensive
clearing, paving or excavation?

(11) Wil1/will not affect, beneficially or adversely, neighborhood
character (aesthetic qualities) and zoning?

(12) Will/will not alter area hydrologic properties?

o .
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b. The proposed action will have a potentially significant effect
on the following:

ITEM | Favorable Adverse No Effect

Traffic

Community Facilities

Schools

Waste Treatment Facilities

Utilities

Land Management

Solid W>~*= Dispos~?

Area Appearance

Other (See Attachment .. )

4. Alternatives to the Proposed Action

There is no feasible alternative.

Only feasible alternative is to take no action. The effects
of this alternative are discussed in Attachment

Various alternatives and their effects are discussed in
Attachment

5. Any Probable Adverse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided
ShouTd The Proposal Be Implemented

No adverse effects on the environment are anticipated.

Probable adverse effects are discussed in Attachment

6. Relationship Between Local Short-Term Uses of the Environment and the
Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-lerm Productivity

No change in short-term use.







AT — -

No change in the maintenance and/or enhancement of Tong-term
productivity.

Adverse effects on the environment will occur only during the
construction period and these will/will not create permanent or
long-lasting adverse effects.

The proposed action will enhance the short-term use of resources by:

Abating existing or potential pollution.

Enhancing the area appearance.

Reducing utility requirements

Improvements in operational efficiency.

Improvements in habitability of existing
facilities.

Other:

Long-term productivity will be enhanced by:

Abatihg existing or potential pollution. (Dust)

Réducing utility requirements.

Improvement in operational efficiency.

' Other:

7. TIrreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which Would Be
Involved in the Proposed Action Should It Be Implemented

No significant irreversible or irretrievable commitment of
resources.

No destruction of identified archeological sites or sites having
possible historic or architectural interests.

No effect on known endangered species of wildlife.
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No significant change in land use.

Potentially significant irreversible or irretrievable com-
mitments or resources are discussed in Attachment

Other:-

8. Considerations That Offset the Adverse Environmental Effects

a. This course of action as compared to adverse environmental
effects of alternatives (Section 4) are discussed in Attachment

b. Cost benefit analysis of proposed action is Attachment

9. Summar

TR
s It is cu.ciuded tna. che prupused accion will lave no sig-
nificant adverse effects on the environment.

There has not been, nor is there currently, any known contro-
versy concerning the proposed action.

Based on this assessment, it is concluded that an Environmental
Impact Statement must be prepared prior to implementation of the
proposed action.

SEER—— e







| NAVAL MESSAGE Tt B { .
OPNAV FORM 2110/28 (REV. 3-69) S/N-0107- ke 31601 PR ¢ ey
. RELEASED BY DRAFTED BY . PHONE EXT NR PAGE PAGES
J. 1. WOOTER 5003
DATE TOR/TOD ROUTED BY CHECKED BY ‘ oF '
19 JAARY 1979
e T DATEITINE GIgr. PRECE- FLASH IMMEDIATE PRIORITY ROUTINE
DENCE :
ACTION X
INFO '

TO  ONC WASHINGTOM OC

UNCLAS/ /50628077

£30V IROMMENTAL 1MPACT STATEMENTS (E1S): EPA MTG

CMC FOR LFF-2

A. OIC MSG 1214302 JAN 79 .
1. AS REQUESTED BY REF (A), MARINE CORPS BASE, CAWP LEJENE, IS SENDING TvO

REPS, MAJ JOMN JANESA, SIA, AND SR. JULIAN WOOTEN, BASE MAINT DEPT, TO SUBJECT
MTG ON 22-23 FEORUARY 1979.

DISTRIBUTION:

(1)

UNCLASSIFIED

DATE/ TIME GROUP







BASE, MAINTENANCE DEPARTMENT
~ Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

MAIN/JTIW/th
6240/2
17 Jan 1979

From: Base Maintenance Officer
Tp: Assistant Chief of Staff Facilities

Subj: Environmental Impact Assessn-nt/Candidate Envitonnental Impact
Statement (EIA/CEIS)

Ref: (a) AC/S Fac mtg btwm SJA, PWO and BMO on 6 Dec 73
(b) National Envirommental Policy Act (NEPA)
(c) MCO P11000.8A :
{d) B0 11000.1

1. As a result of recent developments associated with the pipeline
project at Courthouse Bay and during discussions, reference (a), it
became evident that new and stronger emphasis should be placed on
compliance with references (b), (c) and (d).

2. To prevent future recurrence of situations similar to the pipeliune
and more serious events, it is recommended that the ETA/CEIS preparation
and review process be implencnted completely.

3. Aceordingly, it is recomnmended that the contents and procedures
relative to envirommental considerations addressed in references (a)
and (b) be considered standard operating procedures for all proposed and
ongo%ng actions meeting eriteria cstablished by references (b), (c)

d)

B. W. ELSTON
By direction
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