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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
2d Marine Division. Fleet Marine Force

Camp tejeune, North Carolina 28542-5500 IN REPLY REFER TO

3400
G-3/106B-7ENPME

91. SEP 1987
Commanding General, 2d Marine Division, F, Camp Lejeune
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune

Subj ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIVE MEASURES

Ref: (a) CG, MCB CamLej itr 11015 Trng/Ops of 4 Jun 87
(RCW Bio Opinion Rpt No 9-87)

(b) CG MZB CamLej Itr 11015 Trng/Ops of 8 Jul 87
(RCW Bio Opinion Rpt No 14-87)

Encl (I) CG, MCB CamLej itr 5420/2 FAC of 9 May 86
(2) Natural Resources Environmental Activity (NREA) RCW

Habitat Areas Map

i. Reference (a) reported the alleged permanent destruction to
portions of the Red Cockaded Woodpecker (RCW) Habitat vicinity GC
876409 by the knocking down of trees and the cutting of a road.
Reference (b) alleges a second and separate violation in the same
area by the /=+ion of a 6 x 8 yard drainage sump along the road
vicinity GC ncident occurred during the same time
frame and ir =refore, the two reports will be
addressed h.
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dispute. Data available to this command x,,_’---- e area
where the planned Anti-Terrorist Driving Course was
falls outside of the RCW Habitat. Enclosures (i) and (2) pertain.

(2) Enclosures (i) and (2) denote a road segment from GC
877411, approximately 200 meters from the vertex of the two roads
bordering the habitat. That road (trail) was overgrown with
vegetation and trees over the past 15-20 years. According to our
surveying data and the enclosures, that road is outside the RCW in
the ETA. The road/trail segment was selected for the general trace
of the Anti-Terrorist Driving Course.
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91 SEP 1987
Commanding General, 2d Marine Division, FF, Camp Lejeune
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune

Subj ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIVE MEASURES

Ref (a) CG, MB CamLej itr 11015 Trng/Ops of 4 Jun 87
(RCW Bio Opinion Rpt No 9-87)

(b) CG M2B CamLej Itr 11015 Trng/Ops of 8 Jul 87
(RCW Bio Opinion Rpt No 14-87)

Encl: (I) CG, MCB CamLej itr 5420/2 FAC of 9 May 86
(2) Natural Resources Environmental Activity (NREA) RCW

Habitat Areas Map

I. Reference (a) reported the alleged pan,anent destruction to
portions of the Red Cockaded Woodpecker (RCW) Habitat vicinity GC
876409 by the knocking down of trees and the cutting of a road.
Reference (b) alleges a second and separate violation in the same
area by the creation of a 6 x 8 yard drainage sump along the road
vicinity GC 877405. Both incidents occurred during the same time
frame and involve the same unit. Therefore, the two reports will be
addressed herein.

a. RCW Biological Opinion Report Number 14-87. The excavation
of the drainage sump outlined in the report was completed by Air Det
NMC-62 which was hosted by 2d Combat Engineer Battalion.
k.ponsiDility is accepted fo the anac sump excavation, ft was
done without permission. However, it was done to allevia{e the road
flooding condition that caused vehicles to bypass that particular
road segment by entering the edge of the Habitat. No permanent
damage was done to the Habitat. Measures will be taken to ensure
that such road repair efforts will be better coordinated with
NREA/Range Control.

b. RCW Biological Opinion Report Number 9-87. Based on an
investigation of this incident, the below facts and conanents are
provided.

(i) The area where the alleged violation occurred is under
dispute. Data available to this command indicate that the area
where the planned Anti-Terrorist Driving Course was constructed
falls outside of the RCW Habitat. Enclosures (i) and (2) pertain.

(2) Enclosures (i) and (2) denote a road segment from GC
877411, approximately 200 meters from the vertex of the two roads
bordering the habitat. That road (trail) was overgrown with
vegetation and trees over the past 15-20 years. According to our
surveying data and the enclosures, that road is outside the RCW in
the ETA. The road/trail segment was selected for the general trace
of the Anti-Terrorist Driving Course.





(3) The Habitat border matter is a point’of contention.

Efforts to resolve the matter informally have been unsuccessful.
This command remains prepared to assist in any actions necessary to
re-survey the area or other efforts necessary to ensure that maps
available to tenant commands reflect the actual boundaries of RCW
Habitats aboard MB Camp Lejeune.

(4) Based on available data, no permanent destruction
occurred. Three trees were knocked down along the trace of the

road. The log posts used to construct the watch towers were from

stockpiles set aside for ETA construction projects from the

authorized clearing of the power line/waterline right-of-way for
the ETA.

(5) Regardless of the resolution of the RCW Habitat
boundary issue vicinity GC 877410, an alternate site will be

selected for the Anti-Terrorist Driving Course.

2. As a result of the analysis of training and RCW Habitat issues,
the following recommendations are made:

a. That the MB Camp Lejeune RCW Habitat map and actual
habitat border markings be updated. There appear to be differences
at several locations. Differences also exist in RCW Habitat within
the proposed mechanized movement course in the I and H areas. For

the present, the borders of the RCW Habitat in the ETA area should
be reconciled with available map products of the area. Tenant
units must be capable of operating from maps that truly reflect

environmental restrictions on troop and equipment movement.

b. That this command assist in the above effort in any way
possible.

c. That an approximate ten-meter buffer zone should be created
between roads that currently Lorder a habitat and the actual
border. This would preclude violations of the habitat at the sites
at Camp Lejeune where entry from the road/trail into the wooded
area may occur, e.g., bypass of poorly trafficable road segments;
or, when tactical units try to escape detection from air

attack/observation by quickly entering a wooded area which may be

an RCW Habitat.

3. In summary I feel that the alleged violations identified were
the result of misunderstanding and erroneous information rather
than wanton disregard on the part of the personnel/units involved.
The importance of adherence to all environmental protection
measures has been and will continue to be emphasized by all members

of this command.
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
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Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542-5001 INRYRTO:

5420/2
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Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune

Subj,:

Encl:

MINUES OF ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT/IMPACT REVIEW BOARD

(i) Proposed Borrow Pit Near MCAS,NR, ROICC, JAXNC Area
(2) Verona Area Bivouac Site, 2dMarDiv
(3) Relocation of G-4 Training Area, 2d MarDiv

i. Subject board was convened at 0900, 8 April 1986 in the

Conference Room of Building 1 for the purpose of reviewing and

acting on the preliminary environmental assessments (PEA)

contained in enclosures (I) through (3). The following indi-

viduals were present:

Col R. A. Tiebout
LtCol M. J. Dineen; TFACO
LtCol W. M. Rice, BMaintO
LtCol J. A. Marapotf; DivEngr
GySgt A. Dent, 2d FSSG
Mr. R. E. Alexander EnvEngr
Mr. E. G. Jones,J_r., PubWks_

Mr. F. E. Acosta,.<CAS, NR
Mr. D. D. Sharpe, NREAD
Mr. John Cotton, OICC/ROIC

Chairman
Member
Member
Member
Member
Advisor
Member
Member
Advisor
Guest

2. The PEAs were discussed as follows:

a. Proposed Borrow Pit. Mr. Cotton explained that the haul

road would require some upgrading and lengthening. The road will

not have any effect on the proposed MCAS access road or the

existing drainage ditch paralleling any of the revegetated areas..
The borrow pit has tentatively been scheduled on the P-404,
Maintenance Hangar, MCAS, NR contract. The Board agreed there is

no significant environmental impact or controversy associated
with the project, provided the State approves the sediment

control plan submitted 27 March 86.

b. Verona Area Bivouac Site. The project would basically b
the reestablishment of an existi--ng bivouac site. There would.be
no clearing or earthwork required for site preparation. The

grease trap is operational for messing facilities and shower
wastewater disposal will be accomplished by soakage trench.
LtCol Marapoti was tasked to look into sanitary waste alterna-
tives. No significant environmental impact or controversy was
associated with the project.

c. Relocation of G-4.Trainin Area. The relocation is

needed due to propod expansion of0 impact area into the.
existing G-4 area. The first phase of the relocation includes
establishing classrooms, head facilities, and engineer training
ranges. There is no. anticipated adverse effect on the adjacent





Subj: MINUTES OF ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT/IMPACT REVIEW BOARD

Red-cock-odpecker habitat that is located near the area.

The potential impact of this project on future improvements to

Piney Green Road was also discussed. No restrictions on the

Piney Green Road are anticipated. No significant environmental

impact or controversy was associated with the project.

2. The meeting adjourned at 1100. Next meeting will be at the

call of the Chairman.

R. A. TIEBOUT

CS: Concur 8 MAY86 Nonconcur

CG: Approved / Disapproved

DISTRIBUTION:
(Members)
Rep, 2d MarDiv (G-4)
Rep, 2d FSSG (G-4)
Rep, 6th MAB (G-4)
Rep, MCAS, NR (S-4)
TFACO
BMO
PWO

(Advisors) (w/o encl)
Dir, NREA
SupvEcologist
BWildlifeMgr
BGameProt, PMO
SAFD

JA
DRMO
Ch, VetMedSvc, NavHosp
Ch, Occup/PrevMed, NavHosp





UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Marine Corps Base

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT/ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT REVIEW BOARD

PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (PEA)

SUBJ: RELOCATION OF G-4.TRAINING AREA

In accordance with Base Orders IIO00.1B and II015.2G, the subject

action has been reviewed by the Marine Corps Base Environmental

Impac Review Board.

BOARD ACTION

X The board agreed tere appears to be no significant

environmental impact or controversy assoclatedwith
this project.

The Board agreed there appears to be no significant
environmental impact or controversy associated with

the project provided:

The Board agreed there is potential environmental
impact with the project and recommends the
following:

Copy to:

Action Sponsor
PEA File
EnvEngr
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2. Location: A=tach a Ca=D Lejeune Special MaD (or equivalent quality map showinglocatlon cf proposed actlonlproJect slte(s).

." Potential Envlronmental ImpactlConslderatlons: (See Note i)

a. Air 0uality: WIll there be any open burnlnE associated witaction? ,/ Wlll there he ......... h the proJectl-,, uF, inclneraors or fuel stops tanks(larger ha-,000 gallons) provided? .2o i11 th--- -
b. Land 0ual1y: WIll the action reaulre use of Sigh’ill,ant amount of earthenfill material? o Will there be an Inrea=e level o e =c -.o vegetation? o Will cheer be one ace o moe, or lan clsed/disuFbed? j
c. GoundwateF Oualltv: Does the posc involve use of hsS!cldes, insecticidesc other pesticides in significant amoun=? o Poe :he pr:ec: involve.:ion/use of speotle tan, o av other o-33nosa o sa. 9

any oxe hazardous maal?waste euiin dlsosal be use o eneFae by theoeet? Will thee-be a ne increase of sol waste.caused bythe oeion? Will hFoee o action be carried out within 00 feetof a dFinkin water well?

d. Surface Wate Ouallty: Is the oeet located o o in a wate bodyadjacent lO0-yea/loo lan? Will the Foect involve construction of

wazwae.e_onncted to sanitary sewer? o Will-thee be a e.
anu be rouinely oed or used a he sie? t1 the project increase ratesot surtaeelstorm water run-oft?

e. _Natural Resources: here be a loss o Forest landO o w ,,
an zanu use roffi wa Is presently sho . s=.. w.---- .I :i

e -x .uw. xzecs on any enaangeeospeeles? Does he poec he purchase o sale of any eal estate?
f. Soelo-Economl6 Consldeatlons: WI11 the poect cause an Increase/decreaseIn on of off.ace miliaFy population? o Will thee be any increased demanc ona local or state 8ovenmeDt to provide seylees o Will thee be any changes totaffle flow and patterns on o o/fase? ny nols, tFafic, dust, etc.,be gneated which may affect off-base persons o popety? o Is ee any knowncontroversy associated with the type of pFoect o actlon proposed? .o Asany historical o achaeoloical sies affected by PoSect/action?

NOTE i. Answer either "yes", "no" cr "unknown". Answers should be based on informa-:ion available to the action sponsor at time of submission to the Base EnvironmentalImpact Review Board. Do not delay the submission o this request aaltlng additionalinformation. Many environmental con:ideratlons need to bs adresse in early plannlnstages. If additional information become= availabl after submlssioh it should beorwarded to the EI.
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