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Memorandum DATE:

FAG;J|:mk

5420i3
Jut 1979

FROM

TO

sUBJ

Camp Lejeune, N. C. 28542

acllttes Branch, (Gode .F-2) ttn: Hr. 11)

Ldate nvnl ct Statmnt

rt Dvtston o 3u1 1979

1. nclosure (1) was received ro the 2d lrine Ovison oday. An admnce
copy s ortmrded as requested.

ttC Knvroumona lmpsce Ieve Soard’e 18es a(C)on.

Copy to:

By dtroct:on

’U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1969--393-707/S-126





UNITED STATES fINE CORPS
Ma’ine Co,ops Air Statio

(Hlicopter)
New Eider, Jacksonville





DEPARTMENT OF’ THI< NAVY

UNITED STATES MARINE: COHPS

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACt ASSESSMENT

BOWLING CENTER ADDITION, P-308
(PPoject TJ t.le)

MARINE CORPS AIR STATION (HELICOPTER), NEW RIVER

JACKSONVIEI,E N. C. 28545
(Military Instal Jargon)

12 June 1979
Da [:. e

Prepared by: Apl)r()vcd by"

PETER F. ANGLE
LTCOL, MCAS(H), NR, S-4

Facilities, MCA.S(ll), NIR A.’].; St ,:t’lt: ChiI()f of Staff,
I,’,-(" tJ (I: s MCB, CLNC





ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Submittin DoD Component" Department of the Navy

Installation:

Project Title:

MARINE; CORPS AT[ STATION (Itl;;L]COPTER, NEW RIVER,
JACKSONVIE[,t’;, NOH’I’t (_.’.AI(II[/ 2’,8545

P-308, Bowling Center Addition

Date of Submission: 14 June 1979

I. 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(II), 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. Existin Site Characteristics: The project will be an addition to an
cxistng 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 ndicated on the Master Plan for
this Activity as being good.

2. Relationship of Pr.od Action to Land Use Plans, Policies and

Control s "for the Aff-6-t--T
Conforms No Plans Conflicts

a. Land Use Plans

b. Clear Air Control

c. Federal Water Pollution
Control Act

With For Area With





3. The prob Impact f the ,"t-o;I;Cqed A:LLi 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 enviranment.
he potentially significdnt eliect of this action is that it:

(l) #@-l-/w,ill 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)-i.i.l.1#will not cause the creation of excessive noise, when
considering the proximity and likely effects of the noise on humans or
wildlife?

(3)-Wi-l-$/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)W’i’l’l-/will not significantly alter the rate of sediment deposit
or temperature of a body of water?

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

(6) W4-1-/will not result in a significant destruction of vegeta-
tion, wild or marine life?

(7) W4-l-l’/will not affect, beneficially or adversely, other forms of
life or the ecosystems of which they are a part?

(8) W4-1-/will not result in contamination or deterioration of food
or food sources?

(9)M-l’f/will not affect population density and congestion?

(I0) #-IYwill not cause a major change in landscape, extensive
clearing, paving or excavation?

(ll)-l’/will not affect, beneficially or adversely, neighborhood
character (aesthetic qualities) and zoning?

(12)-W-l-l’/will not alter area hydrologic properties?





bo
on the following:

The proposed action will ave a potentially significant effect

ITEM

Traffic

Community Facil ities

School s

Waste Treatment Facilities

Uti I i’ties

Land Management

Solid Waste Disposal

Area Appearance

Favorable Adverse No Effect

Other (See Attachment

4. Alternatives to the Proposed Action

There is no feasible alternative.

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

The effects

Various alternatives and their effects are discussed in
Attachment

5. Any Probable Adverse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided
Should The Proposal e 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 Lon_-Term Productivity_

No change in short-term use.





No change in the maintenance and/or enhancement of long-term
product v ty.

Adverse effects or th(. cmviro,ment will :,.cur only during the
construction period and these will/will not create permanent or
|ong-]asting adverse effect.s.

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:

[] Abating existing or potential pollution.

E] Reducing utility requirements.

Fl Improvement in operational efficiency.

[ Other:

(Dust)

7. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments oF Resources Which Would Be
Invold 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 rchitectural interests.

No effect on known endangered species of wildlife.

4





.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 (%ection 4) are di3cussed in Attachment

b. Cost b..nefit anal.ysi of pr,%::,, .:(Titan is ,,ttachment

9. Summ_r_oL

It is concluded that tk: ",.olo.,e4 ,:1, i11 h,;ve no sig-
nificant adverse effects; on he mvirnnmnnt.

There has not: I:ee, r s ,.;,, ,; t!r ’:’a’:.lv ,ny nown contro-
versy concerning the prGpose.d action,.

Based on this asse_.:ment, it is comcluded that an Environmental
Impact Statement musL be prepared prior to implementation of the
proposed action.





TO:

ASSISTANT CHIEF STAFF, FACILITIES
HEADQUARTERS, t-RINE CORPS BASE

DATE OIV

ASE MAINT O
PUBLIC WORKS O

COMM-ELECT O

MOTOR TRANSPORT

ATTN: .
DIR, QUARTERS & HOUSING

DIR, BOQ/BSQ

BASE FIRE CHIEF

Attached is forwarded action.

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"





U N C L a S S T F T E n

PT OOq} 1.2/1726Z

p.r,E (IP_ PtIlqrSf;Gt.q.9 II;CLAS
B; USFt,; SFqVIC r LTR OF fl MAY 79

IHA1 1HE EXrPCIS, AS PROPOSE] ILL NO1 C.AU}. bIGIFICANI
ENVIRO’E:IL I.’PC1. 1HIS I)EIERINATIOI ]SAEU ON EXPERIENCE
ITH PN’EVTOI5 IYPF EXFRISES IN SIr-IILAk LOCAS IHE COt.IMENIb

RECEIVED O 1HE DRAF EIat AIVD FULL IPPLEENI,ION OF THE IIlIGATION
frA-SUIES eof!llEO IN SVCIION VIlI OF SUBdECIEIAt AS LL
APPLICabLE H’SI INSIeLLAIION EVIROFENTAL RLAIIOS BY ALCON.
2. BY EF e IHF U.S. FISH ANI WILDLIFE SEREICE#

AS PROPOSED, IS tOI LIKELY TO JEOPAR[IIZE IHEOIINUED EXIIEMCE

OPIInJ 1 .E;l POIP ()N IHE SUR,JECT EIA ANUFTULL It’IPLEENiAIION OF

AP.PLICRIE nl IrSIALI.AIIO KE{;ULAIIOIvS eNDIROCEOURES FOIl IHE

A. C3YPO.ENT COP:AIOERS PPOINI AN rNVIIPIENTAL OFFlEER FOR
THEIR FOKCES, lO OIEvF IHE EXERCISE fI) COI)IAIE EFO}ICLENI OF
HITIGTIA; KFASURrSIHASF RI{HULAI TOTeS WIIH AIR.UC. AHLE HOWl

PAGE O *.1|Cl"(k!;Gqfl?,v UI.,CI. AS

RO LIT I HE





OUTTNE
PTOOq30 PAGE U2

,g. FNVIPONK-NI^L OFFICES PROVIDE PI)E-IXERCISE "LESONS

LEAR,’JED" EP()(?I 0I I,FORCEIEXI OF MIII{AI’-IA.SURES

CICLANT (N3/Y Y 15 .JUN 7. INCLUDE RECB.AIIONS FOR FUIURE

EXERC ISES.
C. EgUR ALL pRIICIPATI’G PERSONTIRE AWARE OF AND AIIUNO

TO, THE ’TlI[;IION VaSUKES I)[LIEATED IV@Ia AND APPLICHLE

HOST ISI[LATI.O DIRCIIVES-
BT
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UNITEDTES ARINE CORPS
Mainp AiA Station

New Rive’, 0acsonville
North Carolina 28545

204: PFA:cl





DEPARTN1ENT OF THE NAVY

UNITED STATES MARINE COHPS

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. 2855
(Military Installation)

8 May 1979
(Date)

PPepaPed by:
PETER F. ANGLE
S-4 Officer

PETER F. ANGLE
Facilities, MCAS(H), NR

AppPoved by:
R. H. HUCKABY
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

R. H. HUCKABY
Assistant Chief of Staff,
Facilities, MCB, CLNC





’TENVIRONS,lENTO- i,IPACT ASESS4_N

Submitting DoD Component: Department of the Navy

Installation: MARINE CORPS AIR STATLTON (HELICOPTER, NEW RIVER,
JACKSONVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 285%5

,oject Title: P-412, Addition to glizht Simulator BuildinZ

Dateof Submission: 8 May 1979

I. Introduction

a. Project Description: Am addition to the existing building AS-320 t
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 buildup 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 McAvoF 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 ,.
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
Conforms No Plans Conflicts

a. Land Use Plans

b. Clear Air Control

c. Federal Water Pollution
Control Act

With For Area With

.l





,_tion on the Enviroment3 The probable Impact .he roDosed

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

(I)-W/wII not cause emissions into the atmospher o oxic
or hazardous Substances or significant amounts of other pollu;ants. It
M-l/will not significantly reduce the amount of pollution in the atmosphere?

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

(3) WC-l-@/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 not significantly alter the rate of sediment deposit
or temperature of a body of water?

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

{6) W-l-l’/will not result in a significant destruction of vegeta-
tion, wild or marine ife?

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

(8) W/will not result in contamination or deterioration of food
or food surces?

(9)#-l,/will not affect population density and congestion?

(I0) -l-IYwill not cause a major change in landscape, extensive
clearing, paving or excavation?

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

(12) M-l/will not alter area hydrologic properties?

2





on the fol 1 owing
The proposed action vill have a potentially significant effect

ITEM

Traffic

Community Facilities

Schools

Waste Treatment Facilities

Utilities

Land Management

Solid Waste Disposal

Area Appearance

Favorable Adverse No Effect

Other (See Attachment__)

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
Should’ The Proposal Be Im’plmented

-’ 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
Maine’nance and Enhancement of Long-Term Productivity

No change in short-term use.





No change in the maintenance and/or ehanc,enent of longLterm.
produc ti vi ty.

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 enhancea by:

[] Abating existing or potential pollution.

Reducing utility requirements.

] Improvement in operational efficiency.

[] Other:

(Dust)

l, Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which Would Be
Invo]v’ed 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 -rchitectural interests.

No effect on known epmangered pecies of wildlife.

4





No significant chan/e in land use.

.Potentially significa., irreversibI6 or irretrievable corn-
mitmets or resources are discussed in Attachme,t

Other

8, Considerations That Offset the Adverse Environmental Effects N/A

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

b. Cost b.nefit analysis of pr,_,poed action is Attac,hment

9. Summary

It is concluded that the F’.ropoced action will have no sig-
nificant adverse effects on .hL environment.

There has not bee;, re, r s t!err., curentiy, any known contro-
versy conce#ning the prop,sed action.

Based on this assessment, it is cacluded hat an Environmenta
Impact Statement must he pre,)aed prior Co implementation of the
proposed action.





BASE MAINTENANCE DEPARTMENT
Marine Corps Base

Camp LeJeune, North Caro21na 2S52

MAINIJIWlth
62012
22 May 1979

Base Maintenance Ofioer
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Sub3: Environmental,Impact Assessment for Exigent Minor
Construction Project P-I2, Addition to Fliht
Simulator Building, MCAS(H), New River for Device
2F120 CH-53E Operational Flight Trainer comments
concerning

I. Subject environmental impact assessment has been reviewed
and it-is recommended that the Environmental Impact eview
Board ofl-ially process same.

T. R. BAISLEY





62ho/2
May 1979

Base Maintenance Officer

Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Addition-Enlisted Club-French Creek Area and Military

Construction Project P-183, Environmental mpact Assessments
coents concerning

i. Subject environmental impact assessments have been reviewed

and it is recommended that the Environmental Impact Review Board

officially rocess same.

T. R. BAISLEY





Coman.di Zic,ar, 14arine Corps Air Statlo

W River, Jackoville, lrth Carolina

$s Envlronueal Iiact Assessment, request fOE

Refs (a) BO !i000.i

, It iS requ.c,te. thgt an enviromnental assessment (EIA)

prepared in a::ordanue with reference (a} for ON

PrOjeCt P-308, o,,!ing Center, and returned o later than I July 1979

foe review by tha iviroenal Impact Review Board. A

atta as enclosure (I).

2. IE there a.-. qUestlons oz you require furthez assistxe please

(MMtaot Mr. Wooten, Natural Rsources and Envirnnmetal Affalzm Division,

Base Mtenance, on extension 5003.

(w/o encl)

By direction
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J EvtrmetA1 Impact

Ref: (a) PO 11000.1

(nc1 (1) nvtromental lac sessmnt (Sple)

I. %t IS requested

tln 1 ly; 1979
A sle (ZA ts atc

2. If t m qutt or y ui mts, plse
n.,ml
ston, etne, on emton 53.

CORY In: (WO Eric1 )





HAY 1.1 ’1’979

(a) aO 1100o.1

5003.

C. A. TOK
By direction





ooo

2. :r..f s:hero ak’e or you requLz treber

D:Lvaon, lasso 14aLn on ezt4mmJ.mt 5003.

C:at Sma (v/o enoZ)
a:/s ssv::

C. A. TACK
By direction













!arine Corlm Base
Camp Leune, North Carolina 28542

SubJ: Joint Exercise Solid Shield 79, Envttenal Ipet Assessment
(SS-79 EIA); conts concernu

Ref: (a) YoueCon bryn Hr. Charles ollis, US Ary Corps of Engineers,
and Hr. Julian gooten, Base Maintenance Dept, .on 10 Jan 79

I. Subject document has been revwed ,and. the folloing eesments
are ofered:

a. arne Corps Base, Cap Jeune, orth Carolina is
formal consultation lth the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service concerning
s possible training conflict with red-cockaded voodpockers (Denroeopos
borelis) and the Atlantic Loggerhead se turtles (Caretta
Wen biological opinions and recomendations concerning theoodpsckers
and sea turtles are received fro the U. S. Fish and gtldlife Service,
apprdprtate precautionsand/or restriction relative to endangered
species found at Cmep LeJeune rill be provided.

b. A portable pier system to extend into the Atlantic Oeean is

plane for Onslov .Beach, Camp LeJeune, orth Carolina. During regerence
(a) it as leatne that an Corps Of Enineer
authorinK the pier and pilK s required. Upon eopketioa of the

train exerse, the ent"lre structure and plinK ust be removed.

2. It t8 suggested that the subject assesssmn be processed by the
Envlronental Tpact RevlBeard.

-j. :OVAC 





UNITED STATES MARINE ..CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542

Blind copy o:
AC/S, Trng

.BlIntO





BASE MAINTENICE DEPARTMENT
Marinerps Base

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

From: As/istant Maintenance Officer
To:
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5216/t44 (RE;V. 6.70)

S/ OJO7-LF’778-8099

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

Memorandum DATE: 26 Feb 1979

FROM Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division

TO Base Maintenance Officer

SUB] TPIp 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, ErA
b. Mr. James Holdaway, ErA
c. Mr. George Moein, ErA
d. MS. Sara Turnipseed, ErA
e. Mr. E. I. Heinen, ErA

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 regulations which become effective in July 1979. It
was determined that an EIS for Camp LeJeune is required by law. One
envlronmental 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 guidance.

v JULIAN I. WOOTEN





NATUA-SOURCES AND ENNMENTAL AFFAIRS DIVISION
BASE MAINE DEPARTMENT

F&RINE CORPS BASE
CAMP I.,JEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28512.

From: Director, NREA Division
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UNITED STATES JRINE COPPS
Marine Corps Air Station

(Helicopter)
New River, Jacksonville
North Carolina 28545

204:J:cbm
Ii000
I Az’I97

Prom CommmInS Oftlor
To: CG11, Marine Corps Bas, Camp LJmme, . C. 28542

(AC/S Pailitis)

P-185, Combs Vhicle ainenanco Faclli) S(H), Nw River FY 9

Ca) INCON btm Betty J. Blake (Fac, :/(H), N) and bill
(PubWks, 4C, CLC) e 5 ar 1979

o) BO 11000.1 w/Cb 1

2. If any additional inforaation is require, please contact

4 Officer,

Copy to:
CG, CB, CLC (PW0)

/CC, MCe, CC iat)
, t "A", -27

P. F. ANGLE
By dir-tioa
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BASE HA]CE DEPAmlqEHT
Marine Corps Base

Camp LeJeune, North Caro|tna 28542

Base Matntonance Offtcer
Publtc krks Officer

624012
23 Apt 1979

Subj." Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for MCOH Prolect P-410,
Altarata Access Route

Ref:

1. Reference (a) requested the Base Ma|ntenance Offtcer be tasked w|th

preparation of an EIA for sMlect proect. This Department nolConCurs
vlth thts reqmst for the .f11evlng reasons.

a. Reference (b) establishes requtraments and procedures for
actions that my tmact on the environment. Assessments are ray|erred

by the Envtromental Impact Revle Board (EIRB) ’0 detemtne the
significance of projects and the need for higher level procedure1
actlons,

b. Paragraph S of reference (b) pleces responsibility for EIA
preparation vtth the act|o sponsor. Envtromental assessments are
required to be a part of the planning process that leads to a project
cumttmmt.

c. This Departmnt serves on the EXRB and provtdes technical
assistance to actton sponsors. To task thts Depament vlth EXA prepars-
tton for proJects not sponsored by thts Department vtolatas established
regulations and renders tnopertttve the EIRB functton htch ts the
Comnandtng Genoral’s principal means ot’ tnsurtng compliance wtth the
Nattonal Envtromontal Pol|c3 Act (NPA).

d. The dectston maktng process for the alternato access route
project occurred betueen the Public Works Departaent and Naval Facilities
Ent.eert.g Colmnd.

e. Thts Department ,.Is not staffed to devote the extanstve manhours
necessar to develop EIA’s.

2. It ts the vtew of thts Department that the Publlc orks Department
ts the action sponsor as thts Department had no Involvement tn the project
fomulatton.

Copy to:
AC/$ Fac

T. R. BAISLEY
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Building 1005, Marine Corps Base

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542 In reply refer to

PWD:CWB:mmm
P-410
16 April 1979

From: Public Works Officer
To: Base Maintenance Officer

Subj: Environmental Impact Assessment; request for

Ref: (a) BO II000oi

Encl: (I) Environmental Impact Assessment (sample)

I. 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 (I).

Copy to: (With Encl)
AC/S, Fac





DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

(Project Title)

MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542
(Military Installtion)

(Date)

Prepared by: Approved by:

(Title) (’Chairman, Environmental "Impact
Review Board)

--(Installation Commander or
Representative)





ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESS

Submitting DoD Component: Department of the Navy

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

Project Title:

Date of Submission:

I. Introduction

a. Project Description

28542

2. Relationship of Proposed Action to Land Use Plans, Policies and

Controls for the Affected Area:
Conforms No Plans Conflicts

a. Land Use Plans

b. Clear Air Control

c. Federal Water Pollution
Control Act

With For Area With





,3. The probable Im of the Proposed Action on thl nvironment

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/will 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 whichthey 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?

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

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

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





b. The propose.l action will have a potentially significant effect

on the following:

ITEM Favorable Adverse_. No Effect

Traffic ,l [] F-I
Community Facilities [] ’l F--
Schools [ F"l m-1
Waste Treatment Facilities []
Util iiH.es F-] F"l
Land Management []]] F’l F’-I
Solid W’ Dispo F’l l F"l
Area Appearance Fl F’l F"l
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

Should The Proposal Be Implemente’d

F- No adverse effects on the environment are anticipated.

F-l 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.
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No change in the maintenance and/or enhancement of long-term
producti vi ty.

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 oF 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 nhanced by:

[] Abating existing or potential pollution.

F’l Reducing utility requirements.

l Improvement in operational efficiency,

[] Other:

(Dust)

7. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which Would Be

Invold 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 pecies 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. Sugary.

It is cu.,cded tia he pfued ace,on will ie no
nificant adverse effects on the environment.

sig-

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.
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larne Corps ase
Cp Le]eune, North Caroltrm 252

62ao/2
17 Jan 1979

]seqalntnsnce Offlcar
Assistant Chlef of Staff,

SubJ: Ewrrmntal.pact Assesmaent/CandidaCe Envlronental
Statement

(a) AC/S Fac mtg btn SJA, I0 and BO on 6 Dec 78
(b) National Envlromental Pollcy Act (hPA)
(c) MCO PIlOOO.SA
(d) BO 11000.1

I. A a result of recent developmeuts aociated vtth the pipeline
project at Courthouse Bay and during discussions, reference (a), it

bece event that na and stronger ephasis should be placed on

copliancewth references b), (c) and (d).

2. To prevent guture recurrence of situations similar to the pipeline
anymore serious events, it is recoended that the EA/CEIS preparation
and review process be ipltsd completely.

3. Accordnly, it is recoeended that the contents and procedures
relative to envirormental cousderations addressed in reereuces (a)
and (b) be considered standard operating procedures for all proposed and
ongoing actions meeting criteria established by references (b), (c)
and (d).

B. W.
By directon




