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This responds o your leffer of March 30, 1879, requesting reinitiztion
of concultetion on the impacts of exisiing use pattarns of the Mechan-

ized Infeniry Trzining Arezon Czmp Lejeuns mMarine Corps Bes2 on “he
Eacangered rec-cocreded woodpecker. A biological cpinion on +the use of
+his a2rez wzs issued by our Regional Dnrec.or in Atlante, Georgia, on
Februery |, 1679. A copy ot thaet opinion is 2 pert of “he adminisire-
+ive record for This consulietion. “This ccrrespongence serves 2s an
amendmant to The Februery | opinion znd, itherefore, should be. read in
canUﬂc.nﬂn thh that earlier opanlon.

By letter of nprnl 2, 1979, | agreed to reinitiete conSLlTa.lo* 2t +the
h-s,.n:.on O++ice level and ap“OluneC a Service consulfation tzam. Your.
letter of Ayrnl 3, 1979, scknowledged our reinitiation of consul¥eficn
and eppointed is. Mery Hargare? Goodwin. as y0ur +ezm leader. OCOn April
24, 25, 2nd .26, 1979, meetings were conduciec ai Cemp LPJPunP by The
conSLl?a:lon Teems, 1nclud|ng +he Commanding Cenerzls cf “he CEP“
Léjeune Mzrine Corps Bazse 2nd the Second Marine Dnvas:on zn¢ members of
their respective ste tts.

~

Field invesfiga;i:ns conducted by +the teams revezied +het red-ccckaded
woodpecker hatitet was being zdversely impacted ty tThe training activ-
j+iez previousiy described in paragraph 4 of the rebruzry |, 1979,
copininn ke 6et. (1) cutting of pine Trees ior tarriceces, e7c.; (2)
mechzniczl: CBmage 1o pines by vehicles; (3) mortality of pines, includ-
.ing cavity Trees, jrom roct dazmace oY Heavy +racked venhicles; (&)
girclinrg of px”es by sttechment.of communi ication wires, etc.; (3) scil
¢disturtance from Cic "2 foxhcles, gerbage pivs, trenches, efc.; (&)
suil 2ng plan~w d:=‘ur0ance by heavy Trackec vehicles +raversing generzal
torest zrezs oft of established roads zn¢ frzils; (7) destroyec or
removaes signs d delinzaTing designzted areas 3anc; (2) fire demas e 4rem
r.:g‘.‘r"e,-./e‘ ’ .
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found thzt continued use of +he Mechanized
tevels is |ikely to result in the complete
habitat.

accidental fires. |t wes
Training Ares at existing
destruction of +he forest
During the course of the consultetion, the team reviewed The literature -
on The red-cockaded woocpecker and discussed the bird's biology and the .
- Training activities on Camp Lejeune with red-cockaded woodpecker Recovery
" Team members znd other a2uthorities: knowledgeable of this species. The-
administrative record for this consultztion is maintzined in the Office
of Endangered Species, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servnce, Suite 500, 1000
N. Glebe noad ArlanTOn, Virginia.

The red-cockaded woodpecker's habitat is meture southern -pine forests
contzining some frees having red heart disease. Red heart disease does
nct begin to occur neturglly until the ftrees are "over meture," 2%
epproxxmafely 60 To 80 yeers-of-zge. Because much of The privzte timber
lands in The South 2re intensively managed for pu!p wood production and
_+he a2mount of saw timber crown is decreasnng repidly, liTtle suitable
red-cockadec woodpecker hzbitat remains on these privete lznds. Private
Timber forests usually are on 2 40 Yo. .60-year rotavion, which will even-
tually (perhaps by 2010) result in the nearly cemplete eradication of
this woddpecker on such leands. Only the pine forests manzgad by Federeal
end some Stzte zgencies can be expected to mazintain 2 longer Timber
rotation that may preserve forests attractive fc the rec-cockeded wood-
pecker. In the lest deczdé no documentstion of The esteS! ishment of
eny new woocpecker colony hes been found anywhere in the range of +he -
species. With the ant LClpefed loss of 21l privete--forest ‘hebitat for
This woodpecker, and the lack ot expansion into now "over mature" |
fc.es.s, the outlook for the red-cockaded woodpecker is poor. These
hebitats found in highway rlchTs—o‘-way, parks, refuges, czme management
- erees, pudblic forests, a2nc, 2s in +this cease, m:llTary nns.allanlons mav.
save this species from ext 1ncT|on. :

Public forest lands aﬂninis*ered by the Fores+ Service ang +the Depart
ments of Defense znd Interior now contzin stznds of mature frees anc
will ulTnma‘ely comprise The mejority of forested lands with suitable
red-cockaded woocpecker habitet. However, current Timber practices on
These lands are recucing the numbers of mature pine frees upon which the
red-cockaded woocpecker cepernds. The cumulative effects ©f 2ztions on
both privete and public forest lands are adversely affeciing the species
7o such en exient that the loss of the colonies found in +he Mechanized
Trzining Area is likely To jeopardize the continued exisience of the
species. Therefore, it is my biological opinion that the present
activities conducted within the Mechanized Trzining Arez 2re likely Yo
jecpardize the continued existence of the recd-cockaded woocdpecker;
however, 2 prudent an¢ reasonable a2lternative is avanlable which would
‘avoid such jeopardy.
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A review by The Merine Ccrps of +he two alternztives offered in the
February |, 1979, opinion indiceted That neither was zcceptable to the
training requirements of The Marine Corps. In +their review of the firs+
al<erna*ive (an alternative ares for the mschanized trzining) The Marine
Corps indiceted thet The selection of an alternative site is not prac-
+ical hecause of the need for contiguous uninterrupted travel ot troops,
-vehicles, and equipment between The ocezn landing beaches and the
Mechanized Training Area. Due fo the configuretion of the land at Camp
-Lejeune and The existing land use (e.¢., orcnance impect zreas) tThere
are ro al+ternative sites which meet the specific training recuirements
zssociated with both mechenized ftraining and beach assaults. g
The Marine Corps felt that the guidelines presented in the second
2iternative (modity use and management within present fraining area)
“would effectively eliminate Their use of The Mechznized Training Area.
ln-cepth discussidns resulted in 2 betver understanding of trzining
zctivities and the types of actions which need To be conducted in The
Mechenized Training Area. Because this arez is essential for meeving-
+he +rzining reguirements at Cemp Lejeune ang contains nin2 kntwn
woogpecker colonies (plus fwo ofhers on +he periphery) The Service's
consultztion team considered:alternziive use pzTierns for ths Mechanized
Training Area that woulc allow training aciivities which would be comneT~
ible wiTh The conservation of The woodpecker. Although this wa2s the
infended purpese of the second alternative cescrited in the Febdbrvary | -
opinion, discussions wiTh Marine Corps perscnnel at Czmp Lejeune
revealed that there was some confusion and misunderstending of The,
FeSruary | guicelines. These in-depth discussions provided 2 betier
understanding for all. ot Lo | |
I+ is my opinion thet it the guidelines for use of The Mechanized ;
Training Area, enumerzted in alternative 2 of the Service's Regional
Qffice opinion of Februzry I, 1579, are deleted and repleced with The
following guidelines, the likelihood ot jeopardy woulc be eliminated.
The conclusion (i.e., jeoparcy 7o the species) of The February !
biological opinion will remzin 2s wrivven. '

. The foliowing restrictions an¢ prohibitions apply enly +o the
merked bounczries of red-cockzded woodpecker byffer zones. (200-foot
rzdius zround each. cavity tree) en¢ support stands:

a. Restrict 2!l vehicle use to designeted rozds and trezils

(any new Trails shall be designated by the Ease Natura! Resources
Division in consulfation with the Bese Training Department and
chall be consistent with the conservetion ot The red-cockacad

woodpecker) with the following exceptions: commenc Tracked vehicles
~——
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may utilize & single, predesignated, ingress/egress route to each
. preselected command post site in red-cockadec woodpecker suppory

stands, 2nd wheeled vehicles mey be used in the immediete vicinity
of the bivouac and preselecied commend sites in reg-cockaded
woodpecker support stands. All vehicles operating wiThin the
support stands are prohibiTed f{rom causing desiruction or
injury to free rocots or bark. NoO vehicles shall be zllowed
2 2t zny time within the buffer zones excep? for bonz Tide
emercencies (fire or injurec perscnnel) or on trails zlreacy
designated as of April 26, 1979.
“’5. Prohibit indiscriminate cutting or desiruction of woody
vegetation. Only vegetation Thad has been specificzlly marked
for cutting pithin 2 support steand mey be cut for camouflage
meterial, wood fires, barricades, etc. Such tress will be
marked in advence only by The £zse Neturzl Resources personnel
and in 2 menner consistent with the conservation of +the woodpecker.
| Should a2c¢ditional wosdy materizl be neeces, 7 will be obtainec
L 1 outside the bounczries of the support siancs of The viechanized
| Trzining Arez anc brought info™these arees for use.
| ;

K i

c. .Prohibit any excevating or dioging +hat would result in The
destruction of wooc. vegetetion, including camage to rooct sysiems.-
Troops should be encouraged fo vtilize existing fox holes,_?ﬁspches,

.. ete, T
2. Probibit the establishment of command posts and bivouacs in any
buffer zones. i e : £

> - : ‘ o
3. Prohitit *he firing of artillery within 200 meters of 8 red-cockzacsd
woodpecker cavity tree. . e

v

4. Incresse the prescribed burning progrem in the Mechanized Training
Area 1o recuce the potfential for wildfires.

5. lnitiate 2 program fo at leasv annuzlly survey the Mechanized
Training Area ang remove wires that are girdling frees.
: _ i

§. Utilize other arees on The Eezse outside +he Mechanized Treining Arsz
ior more of the rcutine trzining by field unifs no¥ recuiring the
scecific feztures (e.c., lancing -zones, Comba™ Town) and Trecked vehicies
in +he Mechanized Training Area.

9. The Mechznized Treining Ares will be inspected 2t periodic intervzls
by +he U.S. Fish znd Wildlife Service. Recommendations will then o2
r=cz zs to The effectiveness of the 3ase cuicelines and resulations.
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; +he above guidel ines, we suggest The¥ +he following actions should be
‘taken at Camp Lejeune:

‘ o
| B TE N
54
Inspéctions will cefermine if significenT viclaTions have occurred and
Insure +hat proper actions have baen taken 7o -correct eny violations.
Included in these inspections would be an annuzl color infrared zerieal
photo of the Mechanized Training Area. This photograph is To be pro-
vided by the Marine Corps 27 2 ccale suiteble to detect The death of
Individual large trees (over | foot DBH).

.

in order to greatly facilitate the imp!emen#afion'and effectiveness of

A. An informa?ion/education program should be Initiates and mainfained'

+o effect a change of atyifude among 21l personnel vtilizing Camp
Lejeune concerning naturel resources mznagement, in general, and vhe
Endangered red-cickaded woodpeckar, in particular. ' ;

.

B. A responsibility and accountebil ity program should be developed at

all levels to insure Thet the use of The liechznized Training Area’is

compatible witn The meintenance of “The red-cockzded woodpecker buffer

zones and supporT stends. -

C. Base regulations and guidefinééashOUrd be prepared which are brought
+6 the zttention of 2!l personnel usihg Cemp Lejeune &nd these should bte
effectively enforced. : '

D. The Bzse should 2lso develop 2 monitoring program o insure that
the protective measures instituted from This opinion are having The
desired effect of maintaining the suppori stands and buffer zones

2s viable hebitet for the woodpecker. - ” :

In summery, | would like fo point out that the major +hrust of the
February opinion has not been changed. There is an imperative need To
protect the habitat of the red-cockaded woodpecker 2nd provice ample
‘replacement vegetetion for +he future needs of +the bird. This can” best

. be accomplishec by the implementation of appropriate Base regulations

incorporzting The zbove 'guicel ines end, mOST importantly, The stringent
enforcement of these reguletions. Implementation of +he reculations
will not only provice proTection tor the red-cockaded woodpecksar, but
will a21so insure that the naturel vegetation cover is mzintained for The
continued training needs of the Marine Corps. f

| would like to thank you, your Special Assistant, and the Commanding
Gererzls and their respective statfs of the Camp Lejeune Marine Corgs
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szse and Th2 cacond Farine Division sor cooperaiing with my consulfetion
+ezm an¢ for The genuing interest. shown in nature! rosources m2nzgement
and The Endangered Species Prograa. Your 2ssistence mace this con=
suitaiion nroceed vary emocthly and cuccessful ly.

Should this action, 2S5 nov planned, pe modified or altered OTF should
new species be |isted Thet maY pe affected, YOU muet reinitiaie
censulfation.

Sincerely yours,

. Fzrodd J. 0'ConmoT
Acting

Director

ce: CG, Cem?p Le juene MCB-*

- CG, Secong Mzrine Division
Regicns 2, 4, znd 5 k" ;-
Mr. Jim Baker, Jackscnvi\\e area Cffice
Mr. Wencell Neal, Ja;kscﬁ'Area Office

-
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" Brigadier General -D. B. Barker : ; , ot R ,q.:;.u
U.S. Marine Corps SRy b s it il WA
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qus Ietter 15 1ntended to cTar1ﬁy one po1nt in the Blolog1ca1

Opinion rendered by letter dated April 3, 1979, regard1ng the .

ef vrects of the fore stny nanagenent program at Camp LeJeune on

the endangered red-cockaded woodpecker. The sentence beg1nn1ng

on line three of page three shou?d pbe changed by 1nsert1ng the

—

viord "regenerat1on“ between'ihn words no cutt1ng."‘ Other typas

tof cutt1ngs nocessany for management, such as th1nn1ngs, sa1vage

' GLC.s shou1d not be d1scont1nued

S1ncere1y yours, |

5?9 <

; surn™ Regional Director ”
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. ‘i
Wnited States Depdrtment of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE '
7. 0. 30X 95057
ATLAMTA, GEORGIA 30347 —
HEREy 2 AN : E
ST Q) L e
: Eoo
Srigadier General D. B. Barker L
U. S. Marine Corps o
Harine Corps Basz2 e
Camp Lajeuna, North Carolina 28542 :
Cear General Zarrer: \ §
é
This letter presents the Biologicgl Opinion of tha Fish and Wildlife ?
Szryvice rejative to the effecis of the forestry managemeni program at :
Camp Lejeuns on the endangerad red-cockade wocdpecker {Picoidas - 4
borealis). It is in raspons2 to thea request dated September 13, :
1978, Tor Tormal consultating pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered {
Snecias Act of 1973. A Siclogical -Lpinion concerning the lMachamizad: H
Infantry Training Area and the ﬁed~~rr»adﬂﬂ vocdpacker pozuiation :
within the training area was rendered Fébruary 1, 1979. A field
inspection of tha Browns Island Impact Area was conducted rebruary s
27, 1979; and an opinicr regarding the effects of Marine Corps Training 3
activities cn Camp lLejeune's beaches upon the threatensd loggerkead :
furtle will be finalized shortly. - '
This Biological Opinion is basad upon field inspactions and asscciated
meetings and discussicns with Ba se personnal on Decenbpr 11-12, 1978, :
and January 11-12, 1979; raview of the Camp Lejeune MNatural Ressurce E
.-Hanagenent Plan and Habitat ”anagement Guidalines Tcr the Red-Cockaded
Yoodpackar; review of the draft Red-Cockaded Woodpecker Recovary Plan
and othar periinent 11teragure; and communications with researchers
and managers currently working with the species. Also, a review of
the draft Biological Cpinion at the March 22, 1979, meeting {attendee :
1ist enclosed) aL Camp Lejeune indicatad no 003 ctions to the findings 1
¢ this opinicn. It was also indicated by the Basz Forester thaz e
implamentation of the opinion would cause vary little disruptioa of I
the 7orest managament activitiss on the Base. An adminisirative ¥
racord is availabie in the Asheville Area Office
After reyiew of the findings by Fish and Wildlife perseonnal in the
Ashaville Arza Office, it is ocur 3iological Opinion that the present <
forestry management program at Camp Lejesune is likely o jz2o0pardize .
the continued sxistance of the red-cockadad weodpecker uniess one of
12 roasonahta aad prudent alternatives is implemented. The invormation
supporting.tnis opinion folluws.
ol 3
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nezd. Hean cavity tree ages range from 72 to
4 :

e are two closely related reasonab
t vwould remove jeopardy to the spec]
ogrem at Camp Lejeune.
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1.  Extend rotations for all pine to. 100 years. .
2. Extend rotations for iobicily pine to 30 years ard for longleaf
and pond pine to 100 years.
The différence between these aiternatives is rotation for loblelly
tin2, the most common pine speciss on famp Lejeuna. At present, pine
* . 3 8 R e, |
sczcies are regulated as a group on Camp Lajeune, and tnis wouid
raquire implemeniation of-aiternative one. However, regu]a*101 of
1551011y separately would permit implementation of alterrafive tuo.
I+ is pecognizad in the aliernatives presentad that stands younger
than rotatien ag2 must be cut io achieva & baiance of age ciasses.
‘owiaver, this cutting must occur in the age classes containing more
acraage than nacessary o achisve balance; i.e., predominantly ages
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30 o 57 on Camp Lajauna. At presant only 2,551 acres arz oldar than

30 vears and thus considerad suitable for mesting shelter requiremant serroes7se
0f thesred-cockadad woodpeckar. Thorefore, thare snouid be notutting
n z2ge classes above 60 until 40 percent of the acreage oa 102-year
rotations and/or 25 percent of the accreage on 80-year rotations are

80 yzars old or o!d_., Soma stands must be carried past rotation age

in order to achieve a balance of aga classes and provide habitat for

the red-cockaded voodpecker

i‘anagament by one of the alisrnatives eliminates the nezd for the
ideatification of JPDO”L stands on the ground and thus simpiifies
managemant. This applies to Camp Lejeune with the exception of the
viachanized Infantry 1ra1n1ng Area. Because of the psiential of
tramandous adverse impact bn tne overall ecolcgy and habitat of th
rad-cockaded woauceckar by suce training activities, support stands

and the inherent restricticons addressed in the Bvoloa1fa1 Sp nion of
reoruary 1, 1979, are stil F nzcessary in the Tra1n1ng Area.

port stands per s2 are not necassary,

Howayer, even though marked sup

the alternatives must include the provision that colenizs are not
isclated by cutting cn-all sides but are always connected to a

minimum of 209 acres of contiguous pihv and/or pine-hard=ood stands

23 vears old or older. !o mors than one-third of ;gg~"9msaru ents or
one-zthivd of the sunvort stand 7o the Fechanized Infantry Tr “"”‘-3
Arza, should b2 in_0-20 v2ar age classes at any time. 10 preveit
maicr disruptinons to homz rangas, regensration stand -sizes immadiately
surrounding colony sites snsuld not. exceed 50 acres, and oU acres is
drafaradie.

bitat Managzment Guidalines for the Red-Cockaded

Ha
pecier needs some other ravisions as discussed with MNatural

3

Rzs0trces parsionne The huffer zones, as well as the colony sites,
shc;]d ha rcstr-r.cd rom rcad construction. Tha colonies and buifer
zones should be prescrlued burned at 2- to 3-year intervals, instead
of 5-year intervals. To the oxtent feasible with available manpower
and funds, the support stands in the Mechanized Infantry Training
Areaz and the aeﬂ?ral pine habitat elsewhere should also be prescribed
burnad’at 2- to 3-year intervals.

Al<hough several management concepts for the species were carefully
evaiuatad, including U“ea,ut Camp Lejeune guidelines, present dratt

recovery plan guice lines, and U. S. Forest Service existing and
prosesed quidelinas, the alternatives presented are the most certain
of ali concepts to ensure the conservation of the rad-cockaded wocdpeckar.

is agreed in discussions witn dase Matural Resources parsonnel, we
svriuatad othor atternatives basad on meditications of the pre;-nteﬂ
altarnatives that wounid exclude certain acreage from long votations
sitzre habitat is marginal ard/or unoccupiad and not halisved to be
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Mary Margaret Goodwin

Harold W. Benson
fAlex B. Montgomery
Gary Henry
B, Gen."E.
B. Gen, D.
B. Gen. H.
o« s B
Col. J. R.
Gol. d. R.
Maj. J. A. Janega
Coil. J. R, Baisley
Julian Wooten
Charles D. Peterson
Yenncth €. Harrison
Capt. F. N. Kibler
Lt: Cols H. o H. Grosz
Lt. Col. R. D. Boles
dendell fleal

Warren T. Parker
William Hickling
James M. Kearns, Jdr.
Robart Cooke

Bill Ellston

B. Barker
S. Aitken
Sardo
Fridell
Motelewski

C. Cheatham

srdui

L T e R L TR

B L TP P

vAsst, Div. Cdr.

RAMCIH @ A

BE R E P Rty

ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT CONFERENCE
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina
March 22, 1979

Spac. Asst. to DUSN for the Environ.

Asst. Reg. Dir.--Fed. Assistance, US FMS
Sr. Staff Spec.~--Endang. Species, US FUS

Sec. 7 Team leader, US FUS
Dir. Fac., & Svc.
CG, MCB A
~d Marine Division

AC/S G-3, 2d Marine Division

AC/S Trpg., lCB

SJA, MCB

0ffide of tha SJA

Base Maint. 0

Base Maint.

Mildlife Mgr., Base Maint.

Base Forester, Base Maint.

Asst. G-3 T.41g., 2d Marine Division
Trng. 0, 2d iHarine Division

Trng., Facil. O

Sec. 7 Team Leader, US FYS

Endang. Species Coordinator, US FYS
Area Manaqger, US FUWS

HQMC, Environ. Prog. ligr.

Endang. Species Specialist, US. FUS

Deputy, Eavironmenta1

The Pentaqen, 4L725,
Yachinaton, B. C.

“Atlanta, Georgia

Atlanta. Georgia
Asheville, N. C.
HQMC :
Camp Lejeune
Camp Lejeune
Camp lLejeune
Camp Lzjeune
Camp Lejeune
Camp Lejeunc
Camp Leieunc
Camp Lejeune
Camnp Lejeune
Camp Leieuns
Camp Lejeuns
Camp Lejeune
Camip Lejrime
Jackson, ississippi
Ashevilie, R.C.
Ashevilig, Ha C.
Washingten, L. C.
Atlanta, CGeorgia
Camp Lejoune






" . Camp Le jeune, korz.h Carchna 23:42

il worx. g W1Lh the so°c1as

. exi 5t1ng activities within »ae Mechanized Intantry **a1w1ug Ars

~ 2ttzchment of. communication wnrea, etc.; (5) seil disturbance *ron

- disturbance by heavy tracked vehicles traver "rq generzl .arcst

- zreas off of established reads and trails; (7) dos e
- remocved signs de‘1n;a»1no ge s1gnatcd 2reas and; (€) Tire d-ua rrea

.cockeded wocdpecker Th.s onuniow 15 bascd Lp01 tbe fo Iouuug
L.ccn51d°ra»10ns.A i BT . iy Bas s e

er Generzl D..B Bar&er
vine Corps “-]-. rﬂ'

”=r1 e Co ps Base . = .-

b;a. Cenera1 Sarker..-

S

This Jetter presents the B}alogxcai Opwnxor o. the Fish and U1Td11.e
Sarvice relative to the effects of mechanized infantry travnwng in.

the Camp lLejeune Mechanized Infentry Training Arez upon the end ange'cd
- red-cockeded woodpacker (ri“oxdas borezlis).- Vour{]e ter to-- 3 =F
Regional Director Black, deated Seo.enber 13, ‘1678, ‘21s0 ruques. 8 ot =
. comsulteiion on the bzse's management p1ans for the,rad-ccckadeﬁﬁi; ,?vgg
“yocdpacker and sez turtles.  Jhe Biclogicel Opinions cn these two FT ;%%5;
‘base-wide management programsiwill be Haﬂdied separately aad w111 ,-gﬁg
follow 2t & lster date. - 2 {“;:‘. L A,;L s ;E,m‘ > 1'555
Thvs E1a.o>.cg1 vanion is bcsed upcn"ze?d 1nspect1ous znd ussuc:=t; Hp e “%%
meetings and ciscussions with base p;rsoune] op Dzcesber 11 and 12, 1973 &
and January 11 aad 12, 1979, review of Fish and ¥ild1iTe Service & - 5 ]
¥iles on past informal. consultation concern7ng the ar._,,*ev** _cfff'”
. the Draft Red-Cockaded Moodpecker Racovéry Plan and other partinent.
“Titerature, and informal COEHU“?CthO _ww-h rsse “che s currenbly -

Fak g caieful reyiew of h' Q1ra.nJ, bv Fish and Wildiie o
1n the Ashaville Area Orfice, jt is our B1olog1~g1 Goinicn thu

are likely to Jeopa-dxze ‘the continued existence of the red-:

F‘e]d inspections revealﬁd a cocmenuabae u graw 1n locaging,-; e
maerking, and cesignating red-cock ceced. woodoocke” coionies, buffé*‘;ji
zores, -and suppor:t stends within the ¥ nanized Infantry sr.an1nq_g'f
Arcq. However, the follcewing adverse 1m0-c~s rere found within @
cesignated red-cockaded wocd-pecker ‘hzbitat: (1) cutting of- pz
trees for barricedes, etc.; (2) mechanical daP ce to pines hy
vahicles; (3) mortality of pines, including cavity trees, From -
root dzrzge by heavy tracked vehicles; (4) girdling of pines by

dicgzing foxholes, garb;ge pite, trenches, etc.; (6) soil and plant

t*ov"d or -

¥
(3







i ) - e ———— : et b B S0 " G R o S R e L St Ty e STy e S <,

’ ' A ; y % i B 3 - i 08 PR .
£ ,;\ s - é{ Pt 58 I . 5l : ,3:%
s _ . =5
7 mcdidental firae¢. — Those impEcls are theuaht to 2 result of £=
| Yeck of krowledge and/or enforcement of current regu Nations and o B
poof conservaiion sttitudes reganding endcagered spacies, e;pbc*a;.y =
‘red-cockaded WOGdpaCHErs. . : *
Tne impacts observed have the effect of cestruction of the habitat
: of +he red-cockaded wocdpecker, including existing .esting1and :
roosting cavity trees, Tuture replec t cavity trees, 2 ané Toragl ing

"trees. Other effects are more subti
. gradually being changed "to-a type not beneTi

“occarring and- is detrimental to reproduciive activities. ’ In.fact, - f“”

woodpecker colonies,. buifer zones and support -stands of (2) gil.,
“vehicle use except on established designated rozds -and trails |

- Rescurces Division perscnnei) (b) cutting or destruction cf ?OQQJ}

.carbabe p.»s ]a/ ng underground communication Tines; or o‘.neP

"sites and buffer zones, from March 1 through July 3k {This

'dur1rg Lh1s time per1od.) P & P n

but °“u*1|y important. The.'
whole ecology of the area is being atiected, 2 the habitzt is.

cia1 to the red-
rd itself is a1so

¢

wls -

cockaded woodpecker. Disturbence to.the b
some of the activities a*e considered harrassment, which is 11~1ud=d
under the definition of "take” in Section 3(14) and s prohibitald f.-j
by Section S{a2) (1) (b).of tne E d“nggraa Species Act of_1973,_.' T
(Pub]1c Law 93-208). - R S R e e

There are two 10en»1.1ed ren50ﬁab e “and p.u ernt &lterna ‘iveS'tﬁ‘t
would eliminate jeopardy to the soecves. One 2lternative is to-

sclect another site for 2 Mechanized Infentry raining Arez gba;~ B
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United States Department of the Interior
., FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

ENDANGERED SPECIES FIELD OFFICE
PLATEAU BUILDING, ROOM A-5
50 SOUTH FRENCH BROAD AVENUE
ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801
February 3, 1984

Major General D. J. Fulham
Camanding General

" United States Marine Corps

Marine Corps Base

Camp Lejeune, North Carollna 28542

RE: 4-2-78-384
Dear General Fulham:

This letter is our report to you regarding our fifth periodic inspection of
‘the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area on Camp Lejeune regarding the
effects of training activities on the endangered red-cockaded woodpecker
(Picoides borealis) as specified in the Biological Opinion of June 12,

1979. The inspection was conducted by Gary Henry and John Fridell on
December 13, 1983. Before. the field inspection, Mr. Henry met with Colonel
M. G. Lilley, Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities; Lieutenent Colonel J. G.
Fitzgerald, Assistant to Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities; Julian
Wooten, Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division; and
Charles Peterson, Wildlife Management Supervisor. Following this meeting
Mr. Henry reviewed Final and Preliminary Violation Reports since his last
 visit of July 19, 1983, and, based upon this review, proceeded in the

inspection of the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area and other areas,
accampanied by Mr. Wooten and Mr. Peterson. At the end of the inspection, a
. debriefing was held with Lieutenant Colonel Fitzgerald, Mr. Wooten, and Mr.
Peterson. Mr. Henry followed up the visit with a phone call to Colonel
Lilley on December 21, 1983, to review the inspection, discuss the
procedures to be followed, and to request certain information to be
forwarded by January 1, 1984. The information reguested included a response
to and information referenced in our September 20, 1983, letter, as well as
Final Violation Reports fram Number 12-83 to the present and the Preliminary
Violation Reports concerning TLZ Penguin (three in total). A response to
our September 20, 1983, letter was received January 16, 1984. This letter
indicated that the Violation Reports since June 1983 would be sent under
separate cover; no reference was made to the Preliminary Violation Reports
concerning TLZ Penguin. To date we have not received the Violation Reports
since June 1983 or the PrelJ.mmary Violation Reports concerning TLZ Penguin.
There was some indication in the telephone conversation with Colonel Lilley
of a reluctance to send the Preliminary Violation Reports concerning TLZ
Penguin. This concerns me a great deal in light of the open and cooperative
relationship that has existed between our agencies.







Our' meeting prior to the inspection uncovered some disappointment with our

. September 20, 1983, letter in that it was perceived as overly critical. I

assure you it was not intended as antagonistic but simply an attempt to be
completely open in our relationship and lay all our cards on the table
instead of diluting our viewpoints or positions by soft-soaping them or not
bringing them to your attention at all. Nothing can be accomplished unless
positions are clearly stated so everyone is aware of the same information.
We will continue to be frank in our communication, and we hope you will
accept it as constructive criticism in the cooperative spirit in which it
was intended. '

Inspection of the Mechanized Infantry Training Area did not reveal any
significant violations in that area since our previous visit. There were
apparently five violations completed by being signed off on at the Base
since our last visit. These five, of course, include 12-83, which we did
consider significant, but it had occurred prior to our July 1983 visit and
was addressed in our September 20, 1983, letter. However, we did review
Preliminary Violation Reports concerning activities in red-cockaded
woodpecker habitat near TLZ Penguin that were significant and which we
inspected. 1In fact, the impact from these activities on red-cockaded
woodpecker habitat is the most severe of any activities we have observed
since the Biological Opinion of June 12, 1979. The first Preliminary
Violation Report concerning TLZ Penguin involved the act of establishing a
command post without approval and designation by the Natural Resources
Division. The other two preliminary violations concerning the site are
quite disturbing in that they concerned actual damage to the habitat by
utilization of the area as a command post, thus ignoring the initial
Preliminary Violation Report which pointed out the non-conformance to Base

Orders in using the site as™a command post. Adverse activities which

occurred in the area included cutting of pine trees, digging and excavation
which damaged pine root systems, and damage from climbing pine trees and
stringing wire, which may result in girdling or meking the tree more
susceptible to disease or insect damage.

An explanation of the i‘elationship between the Base Order 11015.6 and the
Biological Opinion is needed. The Biological Opinion of June 12, 1979,

‘pertained only to the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area because the

activities occurring there were the only training activities identified by
Camp Iejeune in their request for formal consultation. However, in issuing
a Base Order to implement the Biological Opinion, it was decided to have the’
Base Order cover all red-cockaded woodpecker habitat. The reasoning behind
this decision was that adherence to the provisions in the Base Order an all
red-cockaded woodpecker habitat would eliminate the necessity for initiating
formal consultation on training activities in other areas. This was a wise
decision. However, when the Base Order is ignored on areas outside the

Tank /Mechanized Infantry Training Area, a violation of Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act occurs because the activities represent a "may
affect" situation regarding the red-cockaded woodpecker for which formal
consultation has not been requested. This is a serious matter that we are

N






much concerned about and are forwarding it to higher administrative levels
for review and possible action.

In a positive wvein, we were very pleased with the attempts to address some
of the past violations in the Mechanized Infantry Training Area and our
concerns regarding the violations. The barricades installed at areas of
past violations to prevent continuing misuse and the proposed new signs with
more direct language regarding prohibited activities in red-cockaded
woodpecker habitat are highly commendable. 1In fact, the different
perceptions regarding our September 20, 1983, letter as being overly'
critical may be a result of timing in that violations were observed in our
last inspection but we were not aware of forthcoming efforts, such as
barricades and new signs, to address some of these violations and our
resulting concerns. i
We continue to be concerned with the follow-up and actions taken on
violations as indicated in our September 20, 1983, letter. The Biological
Opinion provides for periodic inspection by the U.S. Fish and wildlife
-Service, and this task has 'been assigned to this office. The Opinion states
that "Inspections will determine if significant violations have occurred and
-ensure that proper actions have been taken to correct any violations." We
cannot possibly determine if proper actions have been taken when we cannot
obtain information as to what a'c’:tions‘ were taken., Therefore, this is the
second issue that we are elevating to higher administrative levels for
review and action. Until obligations to provide information on actions
taken are fulfilled, we cannot fulfill our obligations to ensure that proper
actions are taken on vioiations, and, therefore, inspections by our office
are limited in effectiveness and will be eliminated or relegated to low
priority. - ’ .

Discussions with Base personnel resulted in identification of some items in
the Biological Opinion and the resulting Base Order that need modification
or clarification. One item is the prohibition against cutting of woody
vegetation. This seems overly restrictive and should be revised to prohibit
cutting of pine of any size from seedling to maturity. The red-cockaded
woodpecker is largely dependent on pine for shelter and food. Cutting of
other species of woody vegetation may actually be beneficial in that the
species prefers open understories. A second item is the prohibition against
excavating or digging that would result in destruction of woody vegetation,
including damage to root systems. This also seems too restrictive in that
it virtually eliminates all digging because root systems of some species of
plant are almost certain to be encountered. It should be revised to
prohibit excavation or digging that would result in destruction of pine
trees of any size, including damage to root systems. 1In this regard, it
should also indicate that root systems of pine trees generally encampass the
area immediately beneath the crown. Therefore, digging outside of the crown
of pine trees that also does not destroy or injure small seedling pines
would not be detrimental. These two items for proposed change will be
forwarded to the Washington Office, which rendered the Biological Opinion of
June 12, \1979, for review and action.







‘Items concerning the Base Order that we are requesting Camp Iejeune to
address are as follows. . The authorization for movement/introduction of
wheeled vehicles in the contiguous habitat needs to be revised to authorize
this activity only in the immediate vicinity of bivouac and preselected
command posts as per the Biological Opmlon The Base Order lists eight
actions that violate guidelines for managing red-cockaded woodpeckers and
their habitat. One of the eight actions listed was "Damagmg pines,
including cavity trees, by climbing trees to implace wire, tree top
antennas, etc." However, the prohibited actions set forth in the Base Order
do not address this item. We request that this oversight be corrected.

We appreciate the cooperation of Base personnel in carrying out the
inspections. Response concerning proposed revision of the Base Order and
request for Final and Preliminary Violation Reports addressed in this letter
are requested. We will advise you concerning any actions taken on the items
forwarded to higher administrative levels for review and action.

Sincerely,

NS

Warren T. Parker
Field Supervisor

xt
.-Director, FWS, Washington, ‘bC (AFA/CES)
Regional Director, FWS, Atlanta, GA (ARD-FA/SE)
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

ENDANGERED SPECIES FIELD OFFICE
PLATEAU BUILDING, ROOM A-5
50 SOUTH FRENCH BROAD AVENUE
ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801

September 20, 1983

Major General D. J. Fulham
Commanding General

United States Marine Corps
Marine Corps Base :

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

ATTENTION: Colonel T. M. Stokes, Jr., Chief of Staff
_Dear General Fulham:

RE: 4-2-78-384 %
This pertains to Mr. Gary Henry's visit:to Camp Lejeune of July 18 and 19,
1983, at the Base's request, to discuss the Biological Opinion rendered
June 12, 1979, regarding the endangered red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides
borealis) within the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area. Mr. Henry also
inspected the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area, as specified in the
B+ological Opinion, accompanied by Julian Wooten, Director, Natural
Resources and Environmental Affairs Division, and Charles Peterson, Wildlife
Management Supervisor. While there, Mr. Henry requested copies of violation
reports and received these reports for 1982 on July 27, 1983. Mr. Henry
later (August 5, 1983) requested violation reports for 1981, and these were
received September 7, 1983. In addition, Mr. Henry observed a recent
violation (12-83) that was not included in the reports received. This was a
serious violation that involved extensive excavation of approximately 20
foxholes in contiguous habitat next to a colony site and buffer zone. This
etter will also serve as our report on our fourth periodic inspection of
the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area.

Mr. Henry met with Colonel Stokes; Colonel J. T. Marshall, Assistant Chief
of Staff, Facilities; Mr. Wooten; and Mr. Peterson. Discussions regarding
the Biological Opinion centered around the perceived need of the Marine
Corps Base to modify the restrictions regarding training. Mr. Henry
explained the consultation process, the history of this particular
consultation, and the options available to the Marine Corps to pursue in
regard to proposed modifications of the restrictions imposed in the
Biological Opinion. Most of this was covered in a letter to Lieutenant
Colonel R. F. Calta, Base Maintenance Officer, on September 30, 1982, in
response to an earlier request along these same lines and will not be
repeated here. The only thing not discussed in the September 30, 1982,
letter was the National Security Exemption provided for by Section 7(j) of

" the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, which was the option

recommended for pursual by the Marine Corps Base. This exemption requires a







finding by the Secretary of Defense that such exemption is necessary for
“reasons of national security. If.such a finding is made, an exemption is
granted by the Endangered Species Committee. If such a finding is not made,
the Marine Corps Base still has the option of pursuing an exemption through
the regular process based on irresolvable conflicts. This exemption
application is filed with the Secretary of the Interior within 90 days after
the completion of the consultation. However, in this case, the 90-day
deadline may possibly be waived if the Marine Corps Base can show that it
made an effort to implement the opinion, but has:found it unworkable. If a
- waiver cannot be granted, we can pursue a reinitiation of consultation based
on new information provided by the Marine Corps Base, which was not :
considered in the original consultation. This reinitiation will establish a
new 90-day deadline for an exemption application.

In regard to the inspection of the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area,
we would reiterate what was stated in past inspections regarding a general
improvement in comparison to conditions existing at the time of the
consultation in 1979. However, in terms of violations, a stabilization at
about two violations per month beginning in 1981 seems evident, following an
initial improvement to only one violation per month in 1980. Our inspection
report on January 27, 1982, reviewed this information through 1981. The
violation reports sent to us for 1982 and 1983 show 19 violations in 1982
(1.6 per month) and 11 in 1983 through June (1.8 per month). Incidentally,
violation reports 15-82 and 17-82 were missing from the information sent us.
A memo and photos for violation 17-82 was sent but they were attached to a
second copy of violation report 16-82. Violation report 15-82 was missing
in its entirety. We would appreciate receipt of these missing reports to
complete our files. As mentioned in our last inspection report of

danuary 27, 1982, we are concerned with this trend of initial reduction in
violations and temporary stabilization at about one per month and then an
increase and secondary stabilization at about two per month. This indicates
some complacency after initial improvement, and you should consider attempts
to remove this complacency. In this regard, I would like to recommend that
violation reports be sent us as they occur, instead of us obtaining them at
the time of inspection. This will allow us to stay closer attuned to what
is going on and perhaps offer suggestions and/or alert you to possible
problems at an early stage before they multiply into larger problems. It
will also provide us information before inspections so that we can perhaps
be more specific in our inspections in hopes of helping you pinpoint and
solve potential problems.

Also of concern to us is the number of serious violations now occurring in
comparison to those of 1980 and 1981. Instead of just infringement by
tracked vehicles into contiguous habitat or other minor violations, many of
the violations were within the colony sites and buffer zones (violation
reports 4-82, 7-82, 16-82, 19-82, 1-83, 3-83, 4-83, and 7-83) and/or were
substantial in nature such as extensive excavations for foxholes, etc.
(violation reports 2-82, 8-83, 9-83, and 12-83) or obviously deliberate,
premeditated violations (14-82). This also reflects a complacency or lack
of adequate disciplinary actions as a deterrent and indicates a need for
improvement. Indeed, if the regulations and education-information program
were working as desired, a continued reduction in number and seriousness of
violations would be evident.






As pointed out in past inspection reports, the follow-up and actions taken
on violations seem to be lacking or inadequate as a deterrent to prevent
future violations. The violation reports for 1982 and 1983 do not reference
corrective actions taken, and in the past, information received on actions
taken on violations were not specific or, when specific, actions were
informative or educational in nature. As indicated in our last inspection
report, disciplinary action seems warranted in many cases, and especially
where actions were deliberate violations such as violation 14-82. 1 realize
that it may be difficult at times to determine the exact person or persons

- responsible for violations when the violations are found after the fact.
However, many of the violations were obviously found at the time they were
occurring as evidenced by the photos (violation reports 3-82, 5-82, 6-83,
and 11-83). In these cases, it should be a simple matter to assign
responsibility and take disciplinary action. Such disciplinary action would
likely be a deterrent to future violations as the word spread that
violations were not being tolerated. We are stjll desirous of obtaining
information regard1ng actions taken on violationsw. Our inspection report of
January 1980, specifically requested a response in this regard from the
Commanding General of the 2nd Marine Division. We received no response to
-this request and, to date, have no indication that disciplinary action has
ever been taken in regard to any of the 91 violations occurring to date. 1In
our opinion, we can expect no further improvement in reduction in number or
seriousness of violations until the Marine Corps takes the matter seriously
enough to discipline violators when the violations are serious and/or
deliberate.

We appreciate the cooperat1on extended us in these matters. If we can be of
further help, p]ease advise.=

Sincerely yours,

b0 R

Warren T. Parker
Field Supervisor
Endangered Species Field Office

oe:
Director, FwS Washington, DC (AFA/OES)
Regional D1rector FWS, Atlanta, GA (ARD-FA/SE)






United Sl(a(es Department of the In( rior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
PLATEAU BUILDING, ROOM A5 ¢
50 SOUTH FRENCH BROAD AVENUE
ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801

September 30, 1982

RF. calta,

Ligutenant Colonel, U.S. Marine Corps _ 27
Base Maintenance Officer > i e
United States Marine Corps : : e s
Marine Corps Base :

Cemp Lejeune, NC 28542 ‘'

- Re: 4-2-78-384 -

Dear Co]one] Calta:

This responds to your correspondence of July 27, 1982. Mr. Gary Henry

visited Camp Lejeune on August 24 -.25, 1982, at which time he reviewed the

proposed changes and discussed them with Base personnel. The areas of

concern were reviewed on site by Mr. Henry, accompanied by yourself;

Lieutenant Colonel A. R. Brunelli, Jr., Training Officer; Julian I. Wooten,

Director of the Department of Natural Resources; and Charies D. Peterson,

Wild1ife Manager. A debriefing was-held on August 25, 1982, _that included P
Colonel J. T. Marshall, Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, as well as the

personnel involved in the field inspection. This letter will summarize the

results of these discussions. s
The primary concern involved the June 18, 1979, Biological Opinion regarding
the Mechanized Infantry Training Area and the habitat boundaries established
£, rel-cockaded woodpeckers within the training area. The original
consultation regarding the area was conducted by this office and an opinion
rendered February 1, 1979. Consultation was then reinitiated and a
consultation team appointed to conduct the consultation. This team was
composed of Washington Office personnel and Regional Fish and Wildlife
Service personnel from outside this office. As a result, this consultation-
probably received a more thorough review by several individuals with
different perspectives then most consultations. The concerns expressed

. Rugust 24-26, 1982,. were thoroughly considered during the previous

consultation. There is no new knowledge regarding the biology of the _ |
red-cockaded that would justify changes in the boundaries established for .
support stands. In reality, the boundaries designated are not sufficient by |
themselves to support the present colonies. The Recovery Pian for the

species recommends 200-acre support stands based on average home ranges of

the species. Obviously, the clans in the Mechanized Infantry Training Area

are utilizing more habitat than is present in the designated support stands.

However, it was thought that if the habitat within the designated boundaries

could be protected and managed as per the June 18, 1979, Biological Opinion,

jmpacts from training and other activities on other habitat utilized by

these birds could be tolerated without an overall adverse impact to the

species. Therefore, we cannot support relocation of support. stand '
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boundaries at present since no data not considered in the original
consultation has come to light to justify reinitiation of consultation on
this basis. Therefore, this response is intended as part of continuing
discussions and dialog regarding the Biological Opinion of June 18, 1979,
eand its,implementation and is not intended as a separate consultation or a
reinitiation of formal consultation.

An example of new data that could be a basis for reinitiation of
consultation would be home range information which indicates that habitat
within the designated support stands is not utilized by the birds. Of
course, such studies require considerable expenditure of time and money in

- terms -of manpower and may result in a determination that other areas not now

designated as support stands should be so designated. Another example of
new data providing a basis for reinitiation of consultation would be data
showing abandonment of known colonies and the absence of other cavities in
surrounding habitat within'foraging range (2/3 mile) of the species. Of
course, significant abandonment of colonies could indicate that measures now
provided are not adequate to maintain and protect the species.

This brings us to the otheF'topic for discussion regarding eliminating
boundaries, and thus, restrictions, around abandoned colonies. . We reviewed
three colonies thought to be abandoned, one of which was in the Mechanized

* Infantry Training Area, north of TLZ Hawk. Although the cavity trees in

this colony were abandoned, birds wére observed. feeding in the area of the
abandoned cavities. There are three colonies of birds to the east just
across Sneads Ferry Road from the site. It seems that the birds have
shifted their colony site to the east of Sneads Ferry Road but are
maintaining the area within the Mechanized Infantry Training=Area as
foraging habitat. In fact, parts of the support stand may be used by the
three different clans. Therefore, boundaries should stay-intact for the
support stand within the Mechanized Infantry Training Area because it is
foraging habitat for 1-3 clans and it and the support stand around the
colony east of Sneads Ferry Road do not provide sufficient habitat for three
colonies of birds. .The other two seemingly abandoned colonies are a.
difrerent matter as they are isolated from other known colonies. The colony

. at Verona is in 1oblolly pine with a dense understory that has been reduced

by recent cutting. Although the cavity trees are inactive, it is possible
that the birds are using other unknown cavity trees in the vicimity. The
area should be searched thoroughly within 2/3 mile of the colony for other
cavity trees and the colony should be visited several times to assure that
the trees have been permanently abandoned. It is possible for an active
tree to become inactive over a period of a few weeks and then be reactivated
a few weeks later. If the above measures are taken and no active cavity
trees or birds are observed over a period of three years, the site should be
dropped as a colony site and support stand. Discussions at Camp Lejeune
centered around five years of observation for assurance of abandonment but
contact with knowledgeable people regarding this recommendation indicates
three years as sufficient.

The last site is west of TLZ Owl. No activity has been opserved for five
years or more and Base Nature Resource personnel are confident Fhat other
cavity trees are not present in the vicinity. Therefore, the site should be

-dropped as a colony site and support stand.

- r———-







It W2s ment1oned in our d1scuss1ons that training needs may be intensified
in the future in terms of quantity (increases in number of troops training
in the area) and equipment (new, faster tanks). If this intensity of
training materializes, a basis for reinitiation of consultation may result.
Reinitietion of formal consultation should be requested if one of the three
following provisions are met: (1) new information reveals impacts of the
identified activity (training) that may affect listed species in 2 manner or
to an extent not previously considered, (2) the identified activity is
subsequently modified in a manner not cons1dered in the biological opinion
or (3) a new species or critical habitat is listed that may be affected by
"the identified activity. However, it does not seem likely that more
intensive training of the same type would justify reinitiation of i
consultation. Although it would be new information, the impacts to the
species would be the same as previously considered and the modification of
the activity is only an 1ntens1ty of the same type of training, not
modification of the manner in which the training occurs and impacts the
species. Although we do sympathize with your concern in meeting both the
needs of the red-cockaded woodpecker and of training troops, the
consultation process is cohcerned first and foremost with the needs of the
species. We do attempt to arrive at alternatives that do both but if it
cannot be done, or if the a1ternatives are not considered viable by the
Federal agency, an exemption process is provided to rule on 1irresolvable
conflicts. If you feel that this sTtuation exists regarding the June 18,
1979, Bialogical Opinion for the Mechanized Infantry Training Area, I
recommend that you pursue the exemption route. The process was provided
because a need was anticipated and it should be utilized where applicable.

If meeting time requirements for qualifying for an exemption.presents a AR itk 3

problem, we will be glad to.work with you to alleviate the problem.

I appreciate the cooperation extended us in this matter and the interest and
concern in providing for endangered species on the Base. If we can be of
further help or if you have additional questions on this matter, p]ease
contact us.

Sincerely yours,

200 e

Warren T. Parker
Field Supervisor
Endangered Species
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of your staff and kr. Jullan Wooien, Watural Resources end Invironmental Affairs,
ce Divisign, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune,
¢ consultation relative to red gockaded
ary trainlng abosrd base
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ullcwiu“ more- realistiz training without significant {mpsct on
Addlzionally, vne woodpecker eite no longer appears to be active
rhus che possibilicy of elfininating restriczions. ;

woodpeckers

We look forward to consulting with you in this matter at your carliest pcssible
1f additional information is deslircd, please contact Hre Wooien

(r75) 676~-50C3/2195.
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woodpecker

Sincerely,

Re ¥» CALTA
Colonel, U. S, Harine Corps
Base Maintenance Cfficer

By direction of the Commanding General
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.= United States Department of the In<téri()r

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
PLATEAU BUILDING, ROOM A-5
50 SOUTH FRENCH BROAD AVENUE
ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801

March 11, 1982

Major General C. G. Cooper
. Commanding General

- U.S. Marine Corps

- Camp Lejeune, NC 28542

Re: 4-2-78-F-384
Dear General Cooper:

This letter is our report te you regarding our third periodic inspection of
the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training Area on Camp Lejeune as specified in
the Biological Opinion of June 12, 1979, regarding the endangered :
‘red-cockaded woodpecker and the effects of training activities upon the
species. This is a follow-up to our letter of December 22, 1981, requesting
violation reports, which were forwarded January 6, 1982. This inspection
was conducted by Warren Parker and Gary.Henry, accompanied by Julian Wooten,
Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division, and Charles
Peterson, Wildlife Management Supervisor.

As stated in our December 22, 1981, letter, we were very pleased with the
obvious improvement regarding indiscriminate destruction of habitat in the
area. This improvement is evident by simply traversing the area by vehicle
and comparing present habitat destruction with that habitat destruction so
apparent during and immediately following the formal consultation concluded
June 12, 1979. It has been two years since our last inspection. This lapse
of time has allowed the habitat to recover somewhat from past impacts.

Actual documentation of this recovery is difficult to obtain. One source of
documentation is the violation reports. Our first inspection following
rendering of the Biological Opinion revealed 16 violations during a
three-month period, averaging over five violations per month. In our second
inspection four months later, only four violations had been recorded since
the first inspection, an average of one per month. Review of the violation
reports sent us for 1980 and 1981 showed 16 violations in 1980, 1.25 per
month; and 25 in 1981, 2 per month. This upward trend of violations in 1981
ijs of some concern to us. While we realize that other things are involved
and that an evaluation based strictly on numbers is not entirely
appropriate, it is one indication that possibly there is a need for
additional measures or more attention to present measures for reducing or
eliminating habitat destruction. '

In referencing specific violations, we have attached a copy of Violation

Report #18-81." Violation 18-81 is viewed as a case that demonstrates a lack
of concern on the part of user personnel because the commanding officer

* ignored the knowledge given to him that certain areas were restricted and

instructed his men to enter the restricted areas anyway. oy

——







The actions taken on violations were usua]]y not specific and only
‘referenced the fact that corrective action was taken. In those cases
offering more specifics, the actions taken were of a informative and
educational nature only and no cases of disciplinary action were ebvieus.
We did not receive the response and/or action taken on violatiens 5 through
9 and 23 through 26 for 1981,

In summary, an improvement regarding indiscriminate habitat destruction in
the Tank/Mechanized Infantry Training area is visually obvious. However, a

- recent trend of increasing violations, although minor in nature, is a matter
that should be given some thought in terms of the possible need for :
additional measures or more attention to present measures to reduce habitat
destruction.

We appreciate the cooperation extended us in this inspection. If we can be
of further help in this or other matters, please let us know.

Sincerely yours,

A

~ .Carrell L. Ryan
Acting Area Manager

ce?
Regional Director, FWS, Atlanta, GA (ARD-FA/SE)
Director, FWS, Washington, DG (AFA/OES)
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Tracked vehicle entry resulting in damage to woody vegetatwn tree root systems and .. i...

Report No. 16-8 T
VlOeATIO\S TO REVISED BIOLOGI(, * OP!NION FOR THE RED-COCKADED \:{"‘ODPECKER :
CL $1015/1 L Ttk

SUMMARY OF lNSTHUCTIONS Base assessment of violation on the revised biological opinion conducted on 23 April 1979.
Record violations existing in” either contiguous habitat or buffer zone areas or both as necessary. Record obsarvations in
apprepriate column listed below for violations that are occurnng or have occurred.

CBSERVER(S) :
C. D. Peterson, Sam F. Poole, NREAB and Pfc R. Woods, Range Maintenance

DATE TIME GRID COORDINATES

13 August 1981 . 1330-1600 : 888321,888314, 887311, 885301

CESCRIPTION OF LOCATICN
Combat Town and TLZ Dodo Areas

BUFFER ZONE AREA

DESCRIPTION OF VIOLATION

e

soils.
. N

DISTANCE NEAREST CAVITY - | DISTANCE TO BUFFER ZONE BOUNDARY NO. VEHICLES INVOLVED
4 vards. 1 yard to 65 yards unknown
USMC = AND TACTICAL MARKING OF VEHICLES UNIT INVOLVED
unknown - R ok Bravo Co. 2d Tank Battalion, 2dMARDIV
OFFICER-IN-CHARGE NCOIC NO. TREES DAMAGED
Unknown Unknown : 77
WESE CFFICERS OR NCOIC AWARE OF VIOLATION ¥ DIAMETER OF TREES TREE SPECYES

C YEs O NO unknown i gt to 16" Pine
V/AS TRZPE OTHER DAMAGE TO < |SIZE OF AREA WHERE OTHER DAMAGES EXIST
SHAUSS YJ YES ONQ PLANTS YJYES ONO soILS R YES ODNO | 4 yards X 934 yards 1

° CONTIGUOUS HABITAT AREZA

DESCS:'FTION CF VIOLATICN
Tracked vehicle entry resu1t1ng indamage to woody vegetatmn, tree root systems and-

soils. Cutting pines for camouflage material.

DiSTANCEZ FROM NEAREST CONTIGUOUS BOUNDARY | ; NO VEHICLES INVOLVED
1 yard to 34 yards -~ ;- 5 " s TN - s O
USMC-AND TACTICAL MARKING OF VEHICLES UNIT It"/OLVED . =y

502865, 502820, 502835 : Bravo Co. ,2d Tank Bn, 2d MARDIV
OFFICEA-IN-CHARGE : : e T e T i .- ...|NO.TREESDAMAGED _
2nd' Lt. J. F. Lynn ; SSGt M.’Ha]donado i B B Sl
WERS OFFICERS OR NCOIC AWARE OF VIOLATION . DIAMETER OF TREES TREE SPECIES

v X YES O NO 1" to. 14" Pine

WAS THERE DAMAGE TO SIZE OF AREA WHERE OTHER DAMAGES EXIST

SHAUBS L0 YES ONO PLANTS YJ YES ONO SOILS R YES ONO 4 yards X 1707 yards

OTHER PERTINENT INFOSRMATION
The 1ast weekly inspection of the above areas was conducted on 6 August 1981 and the

listed violations have occurred since that time. The above listed unit was the only

unit assigned to the areas according to Base Range Training Facilities. Twenty-seven

N

pine saplings vere cuf down -for camouflage material by unknown personnel. 2Zmd Lt. Lynn

stated‘ to the inspector "that he was unaware that his .tank unit was in violation."

Al v/

FOR OFFICIAL U £ ONLY
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\ _FHEZRPERTINENT INFORMATION CONTINUED N
S5gt Maldanado stated to the inspector that he"knew the sites were restricted and had

mentioned th1s to Lt." Lynn'but that Lt. Lynn -instructed him to enter within the marked .

boundary anyway »

FOR O‘-'

"T"i
(emiby
_,",_.n

L O;J‘ ‘

‘1






',\\\ United ( ates Department of the { erior
» FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

“R)/] PLATEAU BUILDING, ROOM A-5

50 SOUTH FRENCH BROAD AVENUE
ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801

December 22, 1981

Major General C. G. Cooper
. Commanding General

U.S. Marine Corps

. Camp Lejeune, NC 28542

Re: 4-2-78-F-384
Dear General Cooper:

Perconnel from this office {Warren‘'Parker and Gary Henry) of the Fish and
Wildlife Service conducted a periodic inspection of the Tank/Mechanized
Infantry Training Area on December 15, 1981, as specified in the Biological
Opinion of June 12, 1979, regarding the red-cockaded woodpecker and the
effects of training activities upon the species. They were accompanied by
Julian Wooten, Director, NaturaIARegbprces and Environmental Affairs
Division and Charles Peterson, Wildlife-Management Supervisor, in this third
periodic inspection. We were very pleased with the obvicus improvement
regarding indiscriminate destruction of habitat in the area. Very few
violations were noted and these were minor in nature. However, in order to
completely evaluate and document this improvement and to complete our files
ort this action, we éequest that we be sent copes of violation reports and
responses of the 2 Marine Division regarding the violations for. the
calendar years 1980 and.1981. Our prior inspections included receipt of
violation reports through November, 1979. Review of these reports and
actions taken will permit us to document improvements, which will be
recognized in a letter to you addressing the inspection, and will follow our
receipt of the requested documents.

The visit to Camp Lejeune by our personnel also included review and
discussions regarding the Biological Opinion rendered December 10, 1981
(4-2-81-198), regarding the effects of Marine Corps training activities on
the brown pelican and American alligator and the effects of establishment
and use of a new range (Onslow Beach North Tower Machine Gun Range) on the
loggerhead and green sea turtles. In addition to personnel already
mentioned, these discussions included Colonel J. R. Fridell, Chief of Staff;
Colonel F. H. Mount, Base Maintenance Officer; and Lieutenant Colonel E. M.
Asanovich, Training Facilities Officer. These discussions resulted in a
thorough understanding and agreement concerning the Opinion. Our personnel
also discussed with Wooten, Peterson, and Danny Sharpe, Ecologist, the
consultation with National Marine Fisheries Services regarding effects of
firing live ammunition into the ocean upon sea turtles and whales. Advice
was provided regarding consultation procedures and requirements.

As always, our contact with Base personnel was most enjoyable. Ve express,
again, our appreciation for the cooperation cPd hospitality extended and







-

/

con?inue to view Camp Lejeune as an exemplary example of cooperation and
‘'multiple use management on military installations.

Sincerely yours,

Warren T. Parker
Acting Area Manager

(ofes :
Director, FWS, Washington, DC (OES)

Regional Director, FWS, Atlanta, GA (ARD-FA/SE)
Project Leader, FWS, Raleigh, NC
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-Bfigddier General D. B. Barker - ";  B - _ : Eoo

Tight of our earlier inspection of August 14-15,

~ travel within a colony site, thus impacting cavity trees utilized for

~some vere so extensive that they could have been broken down into
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United States Department of the Interior
. FISH AND WILDPLIFE SERVICE

ROOM 279, FEDERAL BUILDING
ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801

January 4, 1980

U.S. Marine Corps
Marine. Corps Base \
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

Dear Ceneral Barker: :

This letter is our report to you regarding our second inspection of the
Hechanized Infantry Training Area on Camp Lejeune as specified in the
Biological Opinion of June 12, 1979, regarding red-cockaded woodpecker
and the effects of training activities upon the species. The area was :
inspected on December 11, 1979, by Mr. Gary Henry, accompanied by Lieutenant e
Colonel W. J. Feind, Training Facilities Officer; Charles Peterson, e
kildlife Management Supervisor; and Danny Sharpe, Ecologist. We believed
that an inspection at this time was appropriate so that remaining problems
could be cetected and soiutions discussed at an early date for our

mutual benefit and/or to documént the positive results of your efforts

to date.

We are p]easéd with the results of the inspection when considered in
1979, and prior visits
during the consultation conducted dur1ng the past year.

The indiscriminate destruction of habitat evident in prior visits was
not as evident in this inspection. The only new violation found during
the inspection was minor and concerned a tank trap which extended into a
marked support stand, thus damaging roots of several pine trees. Review
of violation reports since our last inspection revealed three other
violations in a four-month period. Two of these were minor violations
involving cut trees, establishment of a command post and tracked vehicle

roosting and/or nesting by the red-cockaded wioodpecker by damage to
vegetation, soils, and root systems of cavity trees.

In comparison, cur review of violation reports during our August inspection
revealed 16 violations in a period of about three months from May 22,

1979, to August 16, 1979. Many of these 16 violations were very serious

in temms of impact upon the habitat of the red-cockaded woodpecker and

several separate violations of varying nature.







e

Aithough we do not know how much of this decrease in violations is due

to a decrease in training activities during the last four months, we
believe this comparison documents improvement in the awareness, concern
and attention given to the red-cockaded woodpecker in training activities.
We believe this is a direct result of the program outlined in the Biological
~Opinion and our inspection report of August 23, 1979, and most importantly,
the implementation of positive actions by the Marine Corps Base. The
personnel involved are all to be commended for their efforts. We wish

to especially recognize for commendation Lieutenant Colonel Feind. His
attitude, interest in the problem and the species involved, personal
involvement with on-the-ground activities, and his efforts in informing
users of the situation and their responsibilities and monitoring use of
the area are exemplary.

‘More positive efforts by the users of the area and follow-up on the
violations are still matters_of concern for us, as discussed in the

fifth paragraph of our last inspection report. Wiﬁg a copy of this
report, we request the Commanding General of the 2"~ Marine Division
advise us of the actions taken concerning the violations that have been
reported to date, a total of 20. . If disciplinary actions were taken,
what was the nature of the reprimands? . We feel strongly that further
improvement will only come with disciplinary actions taken against those
responsible for use of the area. : «

- As discussed with base personnel and with your concurrence, we would.
like to handie the periodic inspections called for in the Biological
Opiiiion on an irregular basis as need or occasion arises, as was the
situation with this inspection. When we are in the vicinity of Camp
Lejuene, we wouid like to drop in to visit with your personnel, and
review the Mechanized Infantry Training Area at that time. This would
be more cost-efficient and less time consuming and would maintain :
continuous rapport and contact between our agencies. We could contact
the Base Maintenance Officer, or other designated personnel, in advance .
of our visit by telephone and, if agreed, dispense with the need for a
formal letter of notification. s

' P

In summary, we believe that this inspection and the opportunity to

- discuss the results with your personnel and report them to you will
prove beneficial to both agencies and to the red-cockaded woodpecker.
You and your command.are to-be commended for efforts made to maintain
and protect red-cockaded woodpecker habitat while carrying out your
training obligations. However, the Second Marine Division and other
users must take a more positive approach in use of the area, if habitat
deterioration is to be stopped. We appreciate the hospitality and
cooperation and look forward to future cooperative endeavors.

Sincerely yours,

Warren T. Parker
Acting Area Manager
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.  August 28, 1¢97¢

Brigadier General D. B. Barker

U.S. Marine Corps

Mirine Corps Base

Camp Lejeune, Horth Carolina 28542

Dear General Barker:

his letter is our report-to you regarding firdirga of an 1nfurn
status review of red-cociaded woodpecker Ha)wr t on the Camp Lejeune
recervation. This field review was conducted during the P~r1od AUOUST
14-15, 1979. The assistance pro«1o;d by your staff aursng this visit is
very much appreciated.

S

‘hs you are aware, the area of most coneern to us is the techanized
infontry Troining Area.  He were disturbed to find red-cockadesd wood-

packar nabitat L0 D@ substantlal 1y degragec glong SEvVera! 07 ihe ks Ll ¥
rtank roacs ,;F7lfLJhx£uLunLJL_~i This conciusion 1s based o our.findings
of habitat quality six monihs ago. Obvious heavy tracked vzhicle usage

~within protected buffered areas, and in come ceses 1mmed|atelv adjacent

to cavity trees was the most freguently observed proble These vehicles
are not staying within designated tank trails. Within one protected
buffer area, four large pine trees nad been recently felled, two by
chain sawing and two had evidently been pushed over by heavy equipment.
Cne cf the trees sewed still had a restricted area metal sign attached.
Other problems observed incliuded the recent digging of foxholes within

. pratected buffered zones, leaving barbed wire fastened to tress witnin

these areas, and the taking down of signs designating protected habitat.

We found the protectpd buffer zones and cavity trees to be well marked.
In fact, these sreas are now so well marked that violations would have
vd'be classified as delibgrate. The education program recently iniciated
by your staff is to be commen ed especially endangered species articles
in the base newspaper. A review of the June 7, 1979, Base Order 11015.6,
Red-cockaded Woodpecker Protection Program/iHeasures is adeaquate, and i7
impicmented would substantially provide for the mazintenance of birds
within the mechanized training area.

As discussed with you and Colonel Fridell, it is our jpinion that your

cennand is taking adequete measures to not only clearly designate proizooed

endangered, species habitat, but is also attenptiwq to cdu;ate trhe user
C':: mand at Canp LPJPun the 2nd Harine Uivision. e perceive too

i_,tn""‘,"[h oliiems __]1 thg: mecnanized trad hn 10 area to e a breagdiy Rl 1
//’./,c et —Ze ¢z PR ( ;’ZL

/(/,/_{[6{ ra% ,_/,A e /7/24(,‘45&;/ /}/‘1 e ?/;’/‘7(

/

T e R Gt e .{Q..-«.., i Wi e s sl

3 e -
R S g TS Oy







".—‘. < _ ! ( : - .

Znd Diyvision Command, probably at the Cempany level down. To assist in
“7s reqard, it 15 recommended that a 10-minute color slide preseatation
be developed and reviewed by all troops that are scheduled to use the
mechanized training area. In addition, the designation of one officer
or non-commissioned officer from each cempany to be exposed in- epiix to
the noed for red-cockaded woodpecker proteciion might prove beneficial.
This individual may provide the needed catalyst in averting violations
in future training missions.

The above mentioned actions and recommendaticns will Tikely lead fo-a :
Jong . term solution. We are very concerned, however, that significant o
deciines in red-cockaded woodpeckers will occur if violations are not s
curbed in the near future. Violations should be pursued and those
responsible disciplined in a positive.manner. Until such actions are
realicticslly taken Dy thase with command responsibility.in the 2ng
Division, we cannot be optimistic regarding this particular endangered
‘species within the mechanized training area.

To better define populatien status and trends of the red-cockaded woodpecker
in the training area, it is suggested that consideration to be given to

- a survey of these birds. This matter will be pursued with researchers

at North Carolina State University to determine their capabilities,
including the possibility that thex can fund such an endeavor.

There was some discussion about transﬁTant3ng these birds to areas of
Tow dehsity. Research io date strongly indicates that such an eviort
would likely lead to the death of birds moved.

~In summary, it is felt that this field review, and the opportuniiy %o
discuss the issues with you will prove beneficial. It is our firm
belief that training exercises within the area of concern can be" continued
and remaining colonies of red-cockaded woodpeckers maintained if the
recommendations discussed in this letter are vigorously pursued. This
will only be accomplished, howaver, when the 2nd Division undertzies a
realistic _eriort o police its acticns when operating within the mechanized
inTantry training area. :

L, S

Sincerely yours,

el ' . &"3>6L@1£;:j[j QAEQQQ”“}

Warren T. Parker
Acting Area Manager
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- 2 MAR 1984

Mr. ¥Warren T. Parker

Field Supervisor

US Fish and ¥ildlife Service
Plateau Building Room A-5

50 South French Broad Avenue
~Asheville, North Carolina 28801

i 2

Dear Mr. Parker? <

This is in response to your 3 February 1984 reguest for
additicnal Red-Cockaded Woodpecker habitat information. Accord-
ingly, violation reports numbers 12-83 through 22-83 are
forwarded as enclosure {(1). The most current Red-Cockaded
¥oodpecker habitat violation reporis 1-84 and 2-8¢ are also
forwarded as enclesure (2).

‘Y€ additional information is desired, please contact Mr. Julian
Wooten, Director, Natural: Resources and Environmental Affairs
pivision, assistant Chict tnft, Facilities, at FTS i

’2sinc§rely,

¢ ﬁ. G. LILLEY :
: Colonel, U, 8. Marine Corps :
Assistant Chief of Staff, FPacilities
By diroction ot the Conuandinq Geucral

" Encl: (1) vtolation Raports 12-83 ‘through 22-83 Pt A
: i) 71olation Reports 1-84 ‘and 2-84 A o

676-8003. . riimatie, e s an e B o

-~ b - . - . RETURN TO NREAD
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LDy ' UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
AN, 3 MARINE ZORPS BASE
W E-;— CAMP LEJEUNE: NORTH CAROLINA- 28542 ; SE o Ll
5 FAC/MGL/hf
6280/ 7
18 JaN 1984

Mr. Warren T. Parker, Field Supervisor
Endangered Species Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Plateau Building, Room A-5

50 South French Broad Avenue
_Asheville, NC 28801

Dear Mr. Parker: \
This letter responds to your 20 September 1983 inspection report
on the effects of Marine Corps training at Camp Lejeune on the
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker,, ;

As requested, violation report 15-82 and the supplemental sheet
for violation report 17-82 are forwarded as enclosures (1) and
(2), respectively. Pertaining to digging of foxholes (report
12-83); it has been the practice:. of the Base to send violation
reports on an annual basis.  Repor% 12-83 would have been included
in the next group of reporté/sent to youn

Marine Corps Base is continuing to work closely with tenant com-
mands in an effort to prgvent recurrence of violations in marked
Red-Cockaded Woodpecker habitat. Barricades have’ been installed
where violations have occurred to more clearly delineate the '
boundary of marked areas. Enclosure (3) shows such an area. The
Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division (NREAD) has
begun installing signs to prevent entry into marked areas by tracked
vehicles. A total of 200 signs were received by the Division on
6 January 1984: 300 more are on order. “These signs will be placed
in selected areas with already existing endangered species signs
(see enclosure (4)). An information sheet has been prepared and
will be given by Range Control to units reguesting training areas
near or in the woodpecker sites. The information §peet will also

be ‘used by the NREAD in their education program (s¥e enclosure (5)).
Enclosure (6) shows Mr. Charles Peterson as he teaches a class to
the 24 Tank Battalion on 6 January 1984. 1In addition, when training
objectives can be egually met in alternative areas, training units
are encouraged not to use the marked areas. Mr. Henry requested

b ,,'."‘
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FAC/MGL/h£
5280/7

copies of.violatibn reports since, June 1583 during his last wvisit.
They will be forwarded tc you under separate cover. Marine Corps
Base will forward violation revmorts in the future as theyv occur.

Sincerely,

M. G, LILLEY
Colcnel, U.S. Marine Cornas.
Assistant L.:s‘ gf: Stafe, Pacilities

By direction of the Commanding Genara.

Bncl: (1) Violation Report 13-3Z
(2) Supplemental Sheet for 17-82 1 (29
(3) Photo of Barticades — P E(
(4) Photo of Signs - CA£VLéu,‘ka{ °p 7o—L &
(5) Information Sheet /)7
(6) Photo of Cn-Site Training
Blind’ Copy tos:- = A
NREAD

o







Fronm:
To;

Subj:
Ref-

Encl:

UIRJCTPIEh
11015

SEP 0 2 1982

Dase Comwander

Cosranding Ceneral, 2d Marine Uiv{sfon; F4F, Camp Lefeuns, Xorth
Carolina 23032 : :

Cnvirencents1/Protection Rersures: Supelesentary Rapart/Photos:

ia) €S ¥ Cerled meg 1818452 fug &2 (Report Ko, 15-82)
£) 62 _11015.6 A - ot

(1) Supplesentary Yiclation Rsgort Ko, 15-22

1, Reference (2) was the result of fnspectior of trainfng areas fn accordasce
with refarcnce {b), The enclcsure contafns datafls and rhotes to supplement
reference (a). | & 2

eCC:
SJA
FAC

TRAG ~

~ R, F. CALTA
By. directien

2.

Y A & S i &






- Violation Report #15 82

. ( : :
‘VIOLAT!O.NS TO REVISED BIOLOGICA PlNlON FOR THE RED—COCKAD:D Vt‘\ DPECKER
MC3CL 1 1015/1

— e ——
— —

SUMMARY OF INSTRUCTIONS: Base assessment of violation on the revised biological opinion conducted on 26 April 1978,
Record violations existing in either contiguous habitat or buffer zone areas or both as necessary. Record observations i m
apsropriate column listed below for violations that are occurring or have occurred.

OSSERVER(S)

C. D. Peterson, Wildlife Manager Natural Resources & Environmental Affa1rs Branch (NREAB)
CATE : TIME GRID COORDINATES

13 Aug 1982 1330-1630 884323, 886323, 874301

DESTRIPTION OF LOCATION i . Gy, A
TLZ Dove - Combat Town : : ek kS Sl g Sop e

: BUFFER ZONE AREA
DESCRIPTION OF VIOLATION R R
Tracked vehicle eotry into buffer zone resultimin damage to mature pine tree tree root

syste:ns, destroymg two pme saphngs 24 pine seed'hngs at grld 884323

DISTANCE NEAREST CAVITY ~ | DISTANCE TO BUFFER zone BOUNDARY ot . .. . _Ino.vemicissinvoveD | -
£5.38%. -« A ft : s i R v oo D
| USkC # AND TACTICAL MARKING OF VEHlQES 3 ; T » UNIT INVOLVED : it ol
Unknown - = , 2d. Assau]t Amphib'lous BattaHon :
OFFRCER-N-CHARGE . .. . o AR NODIC: oo 53 s Bl 5 NO.TREES DAMAGED - . .. ¢
Unknown ey bt Unknown- o5 5 3 3 Tt
WERE OFFICERS OR NCOIC AWARE OF v:oumou . .. . . .|DIAMETER OF TREES - TREESPECIES &= . 1o
o res .Q NO ° Unknown : 2" to 4" o Lonq1eaf, Tob'lg'l'l!
WAS THERE OTHER DAMAGE TO : SIZE OF AREA WHERE OTHER DAMAGES EXIST .
| sS=auBS cXYes ONO. PLANTS CXYES O NO son.s X¥ves .o Nno 39 yards x 4 yards s ate s o Sl o8 S ;_-
oA i PR ) coemeuous HABITAT AREA ‘ :
DESCRIFTION os vvoumon 3 s y ‘ : e
New trail estabhshed by tracked vehicles through contiguous hab1tat without gr'ior anorova
of NREAB. Excavation of three new '*foxho'les R (S e T S B '."«"'
DISTANCE FROM NEAREST CONTIGUOUS BOUNDARY * . . . -~ .. .. "IN, vemcLes INOLVED
LSUC'AND TACTICALMARKING OF VEHICLES | 4_'"_'_ _ UNIT INVOLYED . -.' i ’ ¥ .',’.-;‘
Unknown X N 2 Assau'lt Amnh1bious Batta]fon b Dt
OFRCERN-CHARGE .__ . . . _ _|ncoic Wiy = . . |NO.TREESDAMAGED . . - .-~
Unknown ) Ay _Unknown st St Sl et e
WERE OFFICERS ORNCOIC AWAREOF VIOLATION - "* ° |DIAMETEROF TREES Tneeseec;es i T
a O _YES g _No Unknown - g T Rt h*. . - - Longleaf -
WAS THERE DAMAGE TO - SIZEOFAREAWHEREOIHEBDAMAGESEMST £ il ot : __.,
SHRUSS. C(YES ONO PLANTS CXYES ONO SOILS x:ves a No 75 yards X 4 yards R s e e gt
Damje in contiguous habitat 1s 'Iocated at qr-rds 874301 886323 = ;_ : ___‘-

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION :
The -above training areas were assigned ‘to 2d Tank Batta‘Hon on the above date accorditLq_

. ~.

to Base Range Tra1mng Facﬂities who advised that 1/6 and 2/6 were a'lso 1n the above -

traimn_g area. Except for excavatfon of the new foxho'les all damages weee caused by

arztr'acﬁ. According to 2d Tank Battalion, the 2d Assault Amphibious Batte: -*n was the

only Amphibious Batta'lion = the area where the ab_qve vfo'l_ati_ons Occurred,'“__..;n_. :

By ST
-’ < Sl " .
.. - - . K . .. . . % AT T Com ik My
’ g o . " 3 e, s . " . L PP LS . . - e v Jw.my 5 Ba
. 3 . 3 2 . . A te s R )
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MCSCL 11015/1 .

VfOLATIONS TO REVISED BIOLOGICA{. ' ‘INION JR THE RED-COCKADED WO\( 2ECKER

SUMMARY OF INSTRUCTIONS: _ Base assessment of violation on the revised biological opinion conducted on 26 April 1878.
Record violations existing in either contiguous habitat or butfer_zone areds or both as necessary. Record observations in
appropriate column listed below for violations that are oeccurrinz or have occurred.

OBSERVER(S). Tl

Poole, Sam F., NREAD, and Sgt Brumlev, J. A.. Range Maintenance
DATE : TIME GRID.COORDINATES

7-12-83 0935—0943 884302
DESCRIPTION OF LOCATION

TLZ Dove

BUFFER ZONE AREA

DESCRIPTION OF VIOLATION

DISTANCE NEAREST CAVITY

-
-

DISTANCE TO BUFFER ZONE BOUNDARY

NO. VEHICLES INVOLVED

USMC # AND TACTICAL MARKING OF VEHICLES

UNIT INVOLVED

OFFICER-IN-CHARGE . NCOIC

NO. TREES DAMAGED

WERE OFFICERS OR NCOIC AWARE OF VIOLATION
O 'YES- QO NO 0

DIAMETER OF TREES

TREE SPECIES

WAS THERE OTHER DAMAGE TO

SIZE OF AREA WHERE OTHER DAMAGES EXIST

SKRUBS D YES D NO PLANTS DYES ONO SOILS DO YES D NO

CONTIGUOUS HABITAT AREA

DESCRIFPTION OF VIOLATION

Exmvatlon of 20 foxholes in contlzpous habitat., resulting in damage to trees, tree

. oot svstems. woody vegetation, plants and d:.st't.zrbance of soils.

DISTANCE FROM NEAREST CONTIGUOUS BOUNDARY

NO. VERICLES INVOLVED
none’

4 2 %
- usSMC : E/&Edricncu. MARKING OF VEHICLES

UNIT INVOLVED T.TMA Co.

3rd Battalion,

None 4th Marines, 2nd Marine Division
OFFICER-IN-CHARGE NCOIC NO. TREES DAMAGED
. ———t - B F o
Unknown Sgt. Bell, J. L 32
WERE OFFICERS OR NCOIC AWARE OF VIOLATION DIAMETER OF TREES | TREE SPECIES
D YES X NO g8 - 18" Pine

WAS THERE DAMAGE TO
SHRUBS {3 YES D NO PLANTS {3 YES DNO SOILS &2 YES O NO

One acre

SIZE OF AREA WHERE OTHER DAMAGES EXIST

- ..
-

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION

The above violation occurred since 6 July 1983 and before 12 July 1983.
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B3 .OLRTIONS TO REVISED BlOLOGlCAL
MCBCL 11C15/1 . .

INION FOR THE RED-COCKADED WO

T

0

2ECKER

ICIAL USH

INLY

LT

SUMMARY OF INSTF\UC 1 IONS: ' Base assessment of vuolation on the revised biological opinion conducted on 26 April 1979,

Record violations existing in either contiguous habitat or buffer zone areas or both as necessary Record observations in
appropriate column listed below for violations that are occurring ar have occurred.

' OBSERVER(S)
Sem.F. Poole, NREAD and LCPL Kiloatrick T. L. Range Naintenance
DATE ¥ TIME GRID COORDINATES
22582 .| 0930-0945 ; 884323
DESCRIPTION OF LCCATION G s
Combat Town
Al BUFFER ZONE AREA
DESCRIPTION OF VIOLATION
DISTANCE NEAREST CAVITY DISTANCE TO BUFFER ZONE BOUNDARY NO. VEHICLES INVOLVED
% > ) 4 %
USMC & AND TACTICAL MARKING OF VEHICLES UNIT INVOLVED

OFFICER-IN-CHARGE NCOIC

NO. TREES DAMAGED

WERE OFFICERS OR NCOIC AWARE OF VIOLATION
D YES O NO

" |DIAMETER OF TREES

TREE SPECIES

WAS THERE OTHER DAMAGE TO
| SHRUBS O YES DO NO PLANTS O YES DNO SOILS O YES ONO

SIZE OF AREA WHERE OTHER DAMAGES EXIST

-

CONTIGUOUS HABITAT AREA . A

= DESCRIFTION OF VIOLATION

wocdy vegatation, plants, disturbance of. soils, and damage to 70 seedlings.

Tracked vehicle entry into a contiguous habitat area: resulting in damage to tree root systen

MARDT

DISTANCE FROM NEAREST CONTIGUOUS BOUNDARY NO. VEHICLES INVOLVED --
I L 2-Assault Amphibious
USMC # AND TACTICAL MARKING OF VEHICLES UNIT INVOLVED vericies :

. Unknown 4 ond Assault Amphibicus Vehicle Britalion, 2d |
OFFICER-IN-CHARGE ~INcoic ; ' 4 NO. TREES DAmAGED
Unknown Unknown. 34
. 'WERE OFFICERS OR NCOIC AWARE OF VIOLATION . DIAMETER OF TREES TREE SPECIES ,
0O YES O NO Unknown w.28" 8 : Pine
WAS THERE DAMAGE 10 SIZE OF AREA WHERE OTHER DAMAGES EXIST
SHAUBS (Y YES ONO PLANTS RYES ONO SOILS XD YES D NO 4 yds X 121 yds

R ——

OTHER PERTINENT lNFORMATlON

The above violation 6ccurred between 8-17-82 and 8-25-82, and the vﬁit

involved was the 2nd ‘Assault Amphiblous Vehicle Battalion according-to

Range Training racilities.

70 pine seedlings were damaged by tracked

vehicles. .

r:mj hmmm
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THE RED-COCKALED WOODPECKER-~-

: AN ENDANGERED SPECIES

‘The Red-Cockaded Woopecker which is found at Camp Lejeune was
listed as an endangered species in 1970. It has the same protection
given the better-known Bald Eagle and Whooping Crane. Unlike other
woodpeckers, the Red-Cockaded Woodpecker roosts and nests in the
cavities of living pine trees. The bird needs older .pine trees for
its cavities, and extensive pine forests tc meet its foraging require-
ments. Marine Corps Base has completed formal consultation with the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and has implemented a program designed
to protect the Red-Cockaded Woodpecker and its habitat, as required
bv Federal law. The focus of the program is to protect the trees,
root systems, soils and surrounding habitat of the woodpecker. All
krnown Red-Cockaded Woodpecker habitat, buffsr zone and contiguous
habitat areas have been well-marked on Marire Corps Base. The buffer
zones where the woodpecker. colonies are located are marked with two
bands of white paint. The contiguous habkitat which contains support
stands are marked with one band of white paint and signs worded as
follows: "Restric+ed Area Endangered Species Site." While training
within a marked area is not of itself a prohibited activity, care
must be taken to insure protection of the habitat. The actions
listed in paragrarhc a and b below are -authorized activities. Refrain-
ing from the activities listed in paragraph c below will insure
minimum impact to support stands and prevent a violation of Publlc
Law 93-205, Endangered Spec1es Mt o 12713 i

~“a. Activities authorlzed'ln areas marked by a single white
band arez =

£1) Movement/introducfion of wheeled vehicles.

(2) Establishment of command posts at sites approved/
designated by Natural Resources Division, extension 5003 or 2385,

(3) Establishment of bivouacs.

\ (4) Judicious digging/excavation which does not cause

‘root damage.
L:_ (5) Use of tracked vehicles on existing/designated trails.

(6) LVTC-7 entry into command post sites which have been
predesignated. :

' b. Activities authorized in areas marked by double white bands -
i /
are: :

(19 Unrestrlcted movement by foot troops.
il ST A Lo
(2) Tracked and wheeled vehlcle operations on establlshed/
designated trails.

'(3) Blank small arms firing. .

T







'

S.. sActivities prohlblted in all marked Red-Cockaded Woodpecker
habitat areas:

(1) Cutting of pine trées for field fortifications.
(2) Damaging pines in'any way N¢LH a motor vehicle.

(3) Killing pines, including cavity trees, by root damage
from tracked vehicles. '

(4) Qifqing of pines by the attachment of communicaticn

=
i
"
(1Y

(5) Disturbing soil by digging fieid fortifications and

)1TS .

t
ty
fu
7]

0O

(6) Disturbing. soil and plants by tracked vehicles traversing
general forest habitat areas away from established roads and trails.

v (7) Destroying and removing signs that delineate restricted
areagis ot ‘ o

=

(8) Damaging pines,inclﬁainé‘cavity trees, by climbing trees

to emplace wire, tree-top antennas, etc.

in Base Order 11015.6 ES

Addlt’onal Red- Cockaded/Woodp§j§94/ﬁanagement information'is available

/

iy
T
| 358
-
£
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U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
.Plateau Building, Room A-5
" 50 South Prench Broad Avenue :
-Asheville, North Carolina 28801

Dear Sirs \

On 25 July 1983, photographs and violation reports relative to
endangered Red-Cockaded Woodpecker protection measures on Marine
Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, were forwarded to your agency, at

the request of Mr. Gary Henry during his visit on 18 and 19

July 1983. The reports provided were those which had occurred
since his visit to Camp Lejeune in December 1982.

In accordance with as Angust 1983 telephone conversation between
Mr. Julian Wooten of this office and Mr. Henry of your agency,
enclosed are violation reports and photographs for the period
January - 31 Decenmber 1982. T

If additional informatiaon is needed, please contact Mr. J. I.

Wooten, Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs

,Division, Assistant Chiefsof Btnff”nracilities at (FTS) 676-5003/
“"2083. PR ey X : Vg

AL Bincerely,

B i e e g . O, LILERY . oo e
. ' 2 Colonel, U. S. Marine Corps
Assistant Chief of Staff, Pacilities
By direction of the Commanding General
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o . NREAD/CDP/dAr
11015

JUL 2 5 1983

Te S Fish and Vildlife Service
Plsteau Building, Rocm A-5

50 Souvth French Broad Avenue
Asheville, North Carolina 28801

Dear Sir:

Mre Cary ienry visited Marine Corps Base, Camp Le jeune, Xorth Carclina

en 18-19 July, 1983 to discuss the endangered red-cockaded woodpecker
protection messures relative to militsry treining and the biologleal :%él
opinicn, .Yhile here, Mr. Henry requested copies and photographs of
violation reports which had occurred sgince his last visit in December,&&
19&-&-. - $

P

Viclatfier reports and photographs sre enclosed and forwerded as
requested by Mr., Henry.

~ Sincerely,
N .\..\\~

" G e T MARSHAL

7 fﬁhclosutés

i Colonal. Ue S« Marine Corps
- Assistant Chief of Staff, FAcilities . -
By ditaetionxat the Conuanding General e

B RS T IR N F A A8 TR S AR
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JUL 2 7 1082
Hre William i:klivg
Asheville Area Oftice
Te Se Fish &nd Wildiife Service
Flazezu Building
Scuth French Broad Avenue
Asheville, Worth larclina 18801
boay Sir:
: ‘ \
in aczordance with a phone zonversation on 21 July 1982 berween dr. Gary lenry
¢f your scaff and kr. Julian Woozen, Hatural Resources and Environmental Aftairs,
Base Maintenance Divisign, Marine Corps Ease, Camp Lojeune, this letter {5 to
request infermal cousclzaticn relative to red cockaded woodpecker managomant

zrd military training abosrd base

Natural Rescurzes personnrel desire to dissuss the preseént red cockaded woudpesher
habitat boundarics eszablished by the Blolegzical Cpinion issued on 18 June 1979
by vour agency wnder the Indangered Species Act of 1973. There appesrs to be
several boundery limes in the Hechaniesd Intantry Trailning Ares thaz couvld be

" relecated to allew for track wehicle movement otf established trails, thereby
slloving nmore realiscic” training without significant {mpact on the red coeckaded
woodpeckers Addiiicnally, one woodpecker site no longer appears to be active
thus the possibilizy of elfminating restric lons. :

We look forward to :onsul:ing vieh you {n this matter a: your carliest peasible
convenience. If additional information s desired, please contact Hr. Wootien
(r75) 676—5003/2195.

Sincerely,

Re ¥, CALTA
Lieutenant: Solonel, U. S. Herine Corps
Base Maintenance Dfficer
By direction of the Commanding General

BCC:
AC/S Facilities
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Unitod States Department of the Interior
F{eh and HW1ldl1fe Service

Plateau Building, Room A-5

50 South French Broad Avenue

Asheville, North Carolina 28n 1

Dear ¥r, Parker,

This §s in response to your letter of 22 December 19“1 requesting copies
of violatfon reports and responses relative to weekly inspections of red-
cockaded woodpecker habitat conducted 1920-1981 at Marine Corps Base,
Camp Lejeune, torth Carolina. Enclosures (1) and {2) contain the subject =
reports with responses as reguested for inspections conducted during 1920

and 1921 respectively. =

1f additional information is desired, please contact ¥r. J. 1. Hooten,
Natural Resources and Environnental Affairs Branch, Base Maintenance,
telephone FTS 676-5003, o o

Sincerely,

X P, MILLICE, Jri
Colonel, U, B, Me.rine Gorps
uAssista.nt ‘Chief of Staff, Facilities =Et
% By direction of the Cimmahding General







Unitea otates Department of the interior
' + FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
PLATEAU BUILDING, ROOM A-5
50 SOUTH FRENCH BROAD AVENUE
ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801

December 22, 1981

Major General C. G. Cooper
. Commanding General

U.S. Marine Corps

- Camp Lejeune, NC 28542

Re: 4-2-78-F-384
Dear General Cooper:

Personnel from this office {Warren ‘Parker and Gary Henry) of the Fish and
Wildlife Service conducted a periodic inspection of the Tank/Mechanized
Infantry Training Area on December 15, 1981, as specified in the Biological
‘Opinion of June 12, 1979, regarding the red-cockaded woodpecker and the
effects of training activities upon the species. They were accompanied by
Julian Wooten, Director, Natural Reébgrces and Environmental Affairs
Division and Charles Peterson, Wildlife -Management Supervisor, in this third
periodic inspection. We were very pleased with the obvious improvement
regarding indiscriminate destruction of habitat in the area. Very few
violations were noted and these were minor in nature. However, in order to
completely evaluate and document this improvement and to complete our files
on this action, we aequest that we be sent copes of violation reports and
responses of the 2" Marine Division regarding the violations for the
calendar years 1980 and 1981. Our prior inspections included receipt of
violation reports through November, 1979. Review of these reports and
actions taken will permit us to document improvements, which will be
recognized in a letter to you addressing the inspection, and will follow our
receipt of the requested documents. ; Yo

The visit to Camp Lejeune by our personnel also included review and
discussions regarding the Biological Opinion rendered December 10, 1981
(4-2-81-198), regarding the effects of Marine Corps training activities on
the brown pelican and American alligator and the effects of establishment
and use of a new range (Onslow Beach North Tower Machine Gun Range) on the
loggerhead and green sea turtles. In addition to personnel already
mentioned, these discussions included Colonel J. R. Fridell, Chief of Staff;
Colonel F. H. Mount, Base Maintenance Officer; and Lieutenant Colonel E. M.
Asanovich, Training Facilities Officer. These discussions resulted in a
thorough understanding and agreement concerning the Opinion. Our personnel
also discussed with Wooten, Peterson, and Danny Sharpe, Ecologist, the
consultation with National Marine Fisheries Services regarding effects of
firing live ammunition into the ocean upon sea turtles and whales. Advice
was provided regarding consultation procedures and requirements.

As always, our contaét with Base personnel was most enjoyable. We express,
again, our appreciation for the cooperation and hospitality extended and






continue to view Camp Lejeune as an exemplary example of cooperation and
-multiple use management on military installations.

Sincerely yours,

bt

Warren T. Parker
Acting Area Manager

cc:
Director, FWS, Washington, DC (OES)

Regional Director, FWS, Atlanta, GA (ARD-FA/SE)
Project Leader, FWS, Raleigh, NC

ad






Unitedgtates-'l)cpnrtmcnt ()t‘--thcﬁtcrie-r
: FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
ENDANGERFED SPECIES FIELD STATION
100 OTIS STREET, l'(()OM 224
-« ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28801

March 15, 1984

Colonel Ralph A. Luther i : ;
Director of Engineering and Housing g
Headquarters XVIII Airborne Corps and Ft. Bragg
Fort Bragg, North Carolina 28307

7 R

Re: 4-2-84-198 2

Attached is the final biological opinion regarding the effects of developing
a "Multiple Purpose Range Complex" at Fort Bragg on the endangered
red—-cockaded woodpecker. Response to the draft opinion was received from
Fart Bragg March 13, 1984. The only changes of any consequence are changing
the number of abandoned colonies to be renovated from all to 6-10 and
changing the number of years post-treatiknt data is needed regarding the
study of impacts on the colonies within the proposed range from three to
five. Current on-going studies to determine impacts on colonies from habitat
disturbances are only starting to get meaningful data after three years;
therefore, five years post-treatment study is recommended.

In addition, for your convenience, we have attached proposed study plans ‘for
the conservation recommendations made. These study plans have been developed
through contact with knowledgeable personnel regarding the speecies and
represent the best efforts to secure meaningful data.

we aippreciate the cooperation of both you and your staff in this
-consultation. If you desire furthet discussion of the opinion and/or an
on-site visit as follow-up, please advise this office.

Scotch® 7664 “Post-it” Routing-Request Pad e.rely .
ROUTING - REQUEST . l
Please / i ) ) ‘ A
¢ Spececfe~— :
E] e b - 4 o en T. Parker
HANDLE - d Supervisor
D APPROVE y ZZ/ P
and -
- /? b ,—/
[ ] ForwarD f‘ﬁ},l—/‘}/y/a_. L LA
L] return Dy, po— e~

77 7

D KEEP OR DISCARD
D REVIEW WITH ME

/‘f _,' ',.l“ ’ -
Date_l_/!_j_ From =







Uni-te(gtntes Department of-the ﬁtcrim‘ =
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE .
ENDANGERED SPECIES FIELD STATION
100 OTIS STREET, l_{()()M 224
-« ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 28301

March 15, 1984

Colonel Ralph A. Luther . _ ;
Director of Engineering and Housing =
Headquarters XVIII Airborne Corps and Ft. Bragg
Fort Bragg, North Carolina 28307

Re: 4-2-84-198 4
Attached is the final biological opininn regarding the effects of developing
a "Multiple Purpose Range Camplex" at Fort Bragg on the endangered
red-cockaded woodpecker. Response to the draft opinion was received fraom
Fort Bragg March 13, 1984. The only changes of any consequence are changing
the number of abandoned colonies to be renovated from all to 6-10 and
changing the number of years post-treatment data is needed regarding the
study of impacts on the colonies within the proposed range fram three to
five. Current on-going studies o determine impacts on colonies from habitat
disturbances are only starting to get meaningful data after three years;
therefore, five years post-treatment study is recammended. -

In addition, for your convenience, we have attached proposed study plans ‘for
the conservation recaommendations made. These study plans have been developed
through contact with knowledgeable personnel regarding the speecies and
represent the best efforts to secure meaningful data.

We aippreciate the cooperation of both you and your staff in this
.consultation. If you desire further discussion of the opinion and/or an
on-site visit as follow-up, please advise this office.

Sincerely,
1 -
' {

HETEAN

warrven T. Parker
Field Supervisor

TR






- United®

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

ENDANGERED SPECIES FIELD STATION
100 OTIS STREFT, ROOM 221
ASHEVILLE. NORTII CAROLINA 25501

March 15, 1984

Colonel Ralph A. Luther

Director of Engineering and Housing
Headquarters XVIII Airborne Corps and Fort Bragg
Fort Bragg, North Carclina 28307

Re: 4-2-84-198

Dear Colonel Luther:

A. Introduction

ates Department of the fnterior-—— — -

This letter presents the biological opinion of the Fish and Wildlife
Service regarding the effects of developing a "Multiple Purpose Range
Camplex" at Fort Bragg, Cumberland County, North Carolina, on the

endangered red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis).

It responds to -

your letter of September 23, 1983, received in this Office October 13,
1983, requesting a field survey of the proposed "Multiple Purpose Range
Camplex" and initiation of formal consultation. This letter only addresses
the consultation requirements of Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species
Act of 1973, as amended, and does not address the requirements of other
environmental statutes such as the National Environmental Policy Act or the

Fish _énd Wildlife Coordination Act. .

B. Project Description

The multipurpose training range, to be constructed in the Coleman
Danger/Impact Area, is a live fire range containing 330 hard wire
camputer-operated targets within a 1,000 X 4,600 meter box. The range will
\WTREIMNS he capable of accomplishing all training tasks of a rifle campany, a combat
support campany, and a tank platoon. The incorporation of these weapons
systems on one range reduces the total number of separate ranges required
Thus, this range
represents an effort to provide the nccessary training within a very
. limited land area available to the Base. The area involved contains- 1,200
acres with approximately 532 acres of it being suitable foraging and/or

to support live fire training on Fort Bragg by five.

nesting habitat for the red-cockadad woodpecker.

C. Consultation History

This consultation was initiated by a Septembér 23, 1983, letter to Mr.
James W. Pulliam, Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. This
letter requested a-field survey of the proposed "Multiple Purpose Range
Camplex" and rendering of a biological opinion. This letter was responded
to on October 7, 1983, and at that time referred to the Asheville, North
Carolina, Endangerad Species Field Station for handling.

The Asheville






Review of the proposed lines of (irc indicates that three colonies
encampassing six active cavity trees, one active start and one inactive

. start will not be directly impacted by firing or necessary removal of trees

for firing lanes. The other three colonies (two in the Biological
Assessment) will be directly impacted. It is ostimated that with current
proposed firing lanes and target placements, six aclive cavity trees, four
inactive starts and one inactive cavity tree may be impacted. An
additional two active cavity trees, three inactive cavity trees, two
inactive starts and one relict within these colonies are not likely to be
directly impacted by firing or necessary removal of trees for firing lanes.
Four relict trees and two inactive start trees are not within assumed
colony sites and only one of the relicts is likely to be Jost.

-

"

The exact impact likely to occur as a result of the proposed action is
difficult to ascertain, especially at this point in time. Discussions with
Joe Alderman, G-3 Range Contrcl, on January 17 indicated that evaluation of
alternatives concerning movancnt of t.argets to thmate or reduce impacts
to red-cockaded woodpeckers to the minimum are ongmng. This is certainly
encouraging and should be continucd until the .altetnative having the least
impact upon the species is determined and implemented. Also, sane trees in
the direct line of fire may not nexd to be ranoved hecause trajectories are
such that the trees are not a mroblem. At the maximum, three colonies of
woodpeckers, with an estimated eight birds, miy be lost as a result of this
proposed action. On a base with 227 known colonies and an estimated 273
total colonies, based on present known colonies derived from 83 percent of
the habitat, three colonies is only one percent of the estimated

population. ,
Biological Opinion

Therefore, it is the Biological Opinicn of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service that the proposed construction of a "Multiple Purpose Range
Camplex" on the Coleman Danger/Tmpact Areca and its cummulative impacts are
not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the red-cockaded
woodpecker. This opinion is based on [ield. inspections and meetings with
Fort Bragg personnel on January 16-17, 1984; review of the Biological
Assessment and other literature and data provided by Fort Bragg; review of
the Red—cockaded Woodpecker Recovery Plan' approved August 24, 1979, and the
draft revised Recovery Plan currently being completed; and contacts with
individuals possessing knowladge of the species and/or the area involved.

Conservation Recammendations '

Although the proposed action is cons ndprnd non-jeopardy, it likely will
result in loss of habitat, and directly or indirectly, loss of colonies and
the included individual birds. “The IFish and Wildlife Service and

tin encies are implamenting actions in attompts to _recover the
species to the point provisions of the Endangered Species Act are no
Ionger necessary and the soecios can be delisted. Obviously, we can not
Tecover the species unless w: tiacain. current populations and expand these







populations to a recovery level. ‘Mherelore, any luss is undesirable and,

when they occur, we should attempt to make the nost of the situation by

minimizing the impacts as much as possible, gaining information that will

help us understand the bird's ecology and tolerances so that we are more |
knowledgeable in evaluating future impacts on the species, and offsetting
the losses by gains elsewhere when possible. Therefore, we offer the |
following conservation recommendations for your consideration and hopeful |
implementation: ' |

1. Clearing of pine trees for range construction should be minimized to the
maximum extent possible. Inherent in this is the evaluation of every
conceivable alternative for target location tG eliminate or reduce impacts
to the red-cockaded woodpecker fram necessary clearing of foraging and/or
nesting habitat. As a matter of priority, an alternative resulting in:
removal of non-cavity trees is preferable over an alternative resulting in
removal of cavity trees and ramoval of inactive cavity trees is preferable
to removal of active cavity trees. |

2. To possibly offset losses occurring as a result of the proposed range,
Base personnel should renovate 6-10 abandoned colony sites on the Base by
actively managing them to reduce or eliminate adverse habitat conditions

-and enhance desirable habitat conditions. This may result in reoccupation

of these sites and an increase in colonies that will equal or exceed the

‘loss fram the proposed action. ‘Included in this is understory removal and

control in colony sites, prescriiad barning of colony sites on a regular |
basis and raking around cavity trocs prior to proscribed burning. A study

.proposal is attached to this opinion.

3. There is a paucity of information regarding tolerance.of the
red-cockaded woodpecker to disturbances and habitat losses and
manipulatations and the species' belavior and adjustments to such impacts.
The proposed action presents an opportunity to shed some light on these
subjects. Therefore, we recommend that a study be conducted on the six
colonies present in the area (proposed study plan attached). This study
should include two years of jre-trcatment data on clan camposition,

- reproduction, hame range and movanents and five years post-treatment data

on the same subjects. This will hopefully result in documentation of the
species' reaction to such impacts and a better understanding of the impacts
of such disturbances on the species and its maintenance and recovery.
Permits will be required to conduct this study.

'Incidental Take

The 1982 amendments to the fuidangorad Sprecies Acl requires addressing of

" incidental taking expected from proposed actions [or which formal

consultation is being conducted. Lhe amount of incidental take that is
possible and would not be a violation of the "taking" prohibitions of

Sections 4(d) and 9 of the Act is estimated at eight birds. The impact
upon the species is the direct loss of three colonies of birds and the

‘resulting adverse impact and delay in recovering the species.






Reasonable and prudent measures that are considered necessary to minimize
such impact are those actions specilied in Conservation Recomnendations 1
and 2. Implementation of these measures should be initiated upon reciept
_of this Biological Opinion and will terminate when a final decision is made
on location of targets and trees needing removal for Recammendation 1 and
when the five-year renovation study is campleted for Recamnendation 2. Any
dead or injured red-cockaded woodpeckers should be reported immediately to
this office and to James R. Bailey, Senior Resident Agent; U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service; P.O. Box 1188; Raleigh, N.C. 27602; telephone
919/755-4786. Dead birds can be frozen. Further instructions for handling
and disposal will be forthcoming fran this office upon notification that a
dead or injured bird has 1_\ueen obtained. ; ~

=
- - =

In order to monitor the impacts of individual take, you mst submit an
annual report to be filed no later than March 31 for the preceding calendar
year ending December 31, to this office. This report should reference the
action, the consultation number, and’ summarize the progress as well as
listing the data, location, circumstances surrounding any taking of the
red-cockaded woodpecker, and the disposition of individual birds. Of
particular importance and to inclikdad in the report, is the date the
recommendations are iuplemented and ‘the date, circumstances, and any other
pertinent information regarding any reoccupation of renovated, abandoned
colony sites.

If, during the course of the action the amounl or extent of incidental
taking, as specified herein, is #xconded, fornal consultation must be
reinitiated. In the interim, development of ‘the -action may continue unless
the Fish and Wildlife Service determines that the impact of any additional
taking would cause a significant adverse impact on the species and provides

written findings supporting that determination.

If you wish to discuss further the conservation recomnendattions contained
in the Biological Opinion, please advise this office. This consultation
will conclude when we receive written notification from you stating your
final decision of the proposed action and implementation of the
conservation recomnendations. ‘ .

We appreciate the assistance of Fort Bragg personnel in this consultation
and look forward to continuai coopct ation between our agencies.

sincerely,

warren T. Parker
i Field Supérvisor
Regional Director, FWs, Atlanta, Ga. (AFA/SE)
Director, FWS, Washingten, D.C.

Ron Bailey, SRA, Raleigh, N.C.
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Proposed Study Plan
to 2
Monitor Impacts of Removal of Cavity ‘I'recs and Foraging
Habitat on the Red-Cockaded Woodpecker

Introduction

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, has proposed developing a multipurpose
training range, to be construct«ad in the Coleman Danger/Impact Area
in Cumberland County. The construction of such a range would reduce
the total number of separate ranyes required to support live fire
training on Fort Bt\'agg and is, thus, an effort to provide the

- necessary training within severe land availability constraints. The
area involved contains 1,200 acres with approximately 532 acres of
it being desirable foraging and/or nesting/roosting habitat for the
red-cockaded woodpecker. :

Fort Bragg initiated formal consultation pursuant to Section 7 of
the Endangered species Act of 1973, as amended, on November 4, 1983,
by submitting a biological asscssment to the FWS. As a result of
the consultation, a conservation recammendation to study the impacts
of the proposed action on the red-cockaded woodpecker was included
in the Biological Opinion renderad March 15, 1984.

Possible direct impacts to red-cockaded woodpeckers fran the
proposed action include reduction in foraging and/or potential
nesting/roosting habitat and loss of active cavity trees by removal
of trees and/or mortality of trees from activities occurring on the
area, noise disturbance from proposed activities and possibly even
the direct killing of individuals. The cffects of such impacts may
be manifested by mortality of individuals, reduced rgproduction,
abandonment of current home ranges, or shifting of current home
ranges.

An estimated six colonies of ral-cockaded woodpeckers occur in the
area and a January 17, 1984 Lree status check identified 14 active
cavity trees, four inactive cavity trees, five relict cavity trees,
one active start tree and nine inactive start trees, for a total of
33 cavity trees in all. 1t is «stimated that three colonies
encaompassing six active cavity tvees, one active start tree and one
inactive start tree will not be directly impacted by loss of
nesting/roosting habitat (cavity trees). The other three colonies
will likely be impacted by loss of nesting/roosting habitat. With
current proposed firing lanes and target placements, it is estimated
that these three colonies miy losc six of eight active cavity trees,
one of four inactive cavity trees, and four of six inactive start
trees. One relict trec within one colony will not be impacted.
Four relict trees and two inactive start trees are not within
assumed colony sites and only one of these relicts is likely to be
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lost. All of the colonies may be impacted by loss of foraging
habitat.

Currently, there is a paucity of information regarding tolerance of
the red-cockaded woodpecker to disturbance and habitat losses and
manipulations and the species' behavior and adjustments to such
impacts. The development of the proposed multipurpose training
range presents an opportunity to shed same light on these subjects.
This study is proposed to avail curselves of this opportunity.

d)jectiv&é

The objectives of this study are to determine changps in clan
camposition, rep,roductlon and ;xssx&ly home range, in relation to
reductions in nesting/roosting and -fofaging habitat of the
red—cockaded woodpecker within the proposed multipurpose training
range at Fort Bragg. '

roach z \

Determining hame ranges and foraging habitat- is time consuming and

expensive. Therefore, it was determined that indirect measures of
available habitat would be more cost effective. Prior to removal of
any trees, the present stands will be characterized and mapped by
forest cover type, condition class, age by l0-year age classes and
basal area. Acreage of pine and pine-hardwood stands over 30 years
of age will be summed for an ostimate of available foraging habitat.
Acreage of pine and pine-hardwonxl stands over 60 years of age will
be summed for an estimate of available nesting/roosting habitat.
Pine and pine-hardwood stands in adjacent areas within 2,000 feet of
the assumed colonies within the area to be developed for the range
will be included to arrive at a more reasonable estimate of foraging
habitat for those colonias on the border of the area.

A modified hame range study will L2 conducted by sampling a couple
of days per quarter (seasonally) to get some idea of habitats
utilized.

-

The amount of available tforaging and nesting/roosting habitat after
range development and resulting tree removal will be determined and
percent reductions calculated.

Cavity tree status will kx: d:tormined by visiting all trees on a
biannual basis, once in late fall after leaf fall and once in spring
prior to breeding season, and recording status. All trees present
now and in the future will b mpyed. : ¢

Birds within the study area (b clans) will be banded with standard
FWS numbered bands and color ibnnds.






Beginning April 30, all active trees will be visited weekly until
nest trees are 'Iocated Once located, these trees will be climbed

weekly until fledging, using ladders, mirrors and drop lights to
count eggs and nestlings. Clan camposition will be determined by
counting the number of adults observed in the vicinity of the nest
during weekly visits. ‘The number of youny fledged will be
determined which, basically, will be considerad the number of
feathered young observed during the last 10 days of the nesting
period. However, there may be some difficulty in determining the
‘number of fledglings in a cavity, as they grow older. Therefore, an -
additional check of fledgling success and the number of adults in
the clan will be made within onc weck (3 or 4 days, if possible)
following fledging’ by following the clan during foraging activities
-and counting and “identifying adults and fledglings. Clan
camposition and reproduction data will be obtained for two yt.ars
before treatment and for five years following treatment.’

Shifting of hame ranges and/or territories is expected to occur.
Therefore, in order to document such shifting and to obtain survival
data, nearby (adjacent to, but not included\in the range area)
colonies will be censusai annually during the.winter to determine
clan composition and to identify marked birds from the colonies
impacted by the range construction. This can be done by evening
colony checks as birds are coming to roost, by imorning checks as the
birds leave the colonies [or ifeading and/or traversing the area
until clans are locatoed by vocalizations and then following them
until data is obtained.

Annual reports will be preparad and, at the end of the f[ive-year

study, the results will be analyzed and a final report prepared.

The final report will include data interpretation, recammendations

for future studies, and rccamended management implications and é
application. A copy of annual reports and the final report will be

provided to the Asheville, N.C., Endangered Species Office of the

Fish and wildlife Service. -

Sunmaxy of Tasks

1. Determine stand characterists and map stands before any
vegetation manipulation.

2. Determine available foraging habitat.

3.  Determine available nesting. troosting habitat.

7/

4. Determine individual trae status biannually.

5. Band an—d color=mark birds.

6. Locate nest trees annually.
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7. Determine clan camposition annually.

8. Determine number of eggs laid and hatched annually.

9. Determine number of young Lledged annually.

10. Post-fledgling census of adults and fledglings

11. Modified howe range stuldy to determine arcas used

12. Annual census of adjacent colonies

13. Determine amount agd percentage of available foraging and iz

nqsting/roostin'g habitat -removed.

14. Prepare anngal and final reports.






III.

Proposal for
Renovation of -Abandoned Rod—-Cockaded. Woodpecker Colony Sites

Purpose: To provide suitable nesting/roosting habitat for red-cockaded
woodpeckers for recruitment of new colonies or shifting of present
colonies by vegetation manipulation in the immediate vicinity of
abandoned red-cockaded colony sites.

Justification: Most abandoned red-cockaded woodpecker colony sites are

" believed to have been abandoned because of the lack of vegetation control

in the immediate vicinity of thc cavities. The encroaching vegetation -

“may cbstruct easy access to the cavity by red-cockaded woodpeckers and/or

-increase interspecific.competition by providing habitat conditions
uitable to other species. ' -
Approach: Abandoned red-cockaded woodpecker sites on Fort Bragg, North
Carolina will be located. Six to ten of these sites, 10 to 25 acres in
size, within 1,900 to 2,400 feet of active colonies, if possible, will be
selected for intensive renovation. The colony site (cavity trees and
buffer) will be centered within the 10-25 acre.arca when possible.
Overstory and midstory stand conditions before and after treatment will
be determined by prism, i.e., size and number of stems per acre by
species and spacing between stams. All hardwood stems within the area
will be removed or injected. This will be followed by a prescribed burn
one year after treatment for ranoval of hardwoads and at three year
intervals therecafter. The ramaining pine overstory will be thinned to a
20-25 foot spacing between trees. 'The stands will be checked four times
per year for red-cockaded woodpecker activity for five years. A final
report will be prepared to include a summary of the results,
recommendations for further rescarch and recomendations for management
application of results. A copy of this report will be provided to the
Asheville Endangered Species Office in Asheville, North Carolina.

If possible, some of the stands selected should be within 1,900-2,400
feet of the active colonies within the proposed multipurpose training
range to be developed in the ‘Colaman -Danger/Impact Area.






HiSTbRY OF PROTECTION OF RED—COCKADED WOODPECKER ABOARD CAMP LEJEUNE

The red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoldes Boarealis) was placed on the
National List of Endangered Species in 1969. Conservation efforts
by Camp Lejeune began in 1968. Original efforts were limited to
mapping, marking and protection of cavity/nesting trees, but with
official designation, conservation efforts were expanded to include
maintenance and protection of colony sites and habitat.

These first efforts gradually resulted in the marking of cavity/
hesting trees at colony sites and the posting of metal signs. These
efforts were deemed sufficient to protect the species, including
.colony sites in the MIT area, based on the level of training ac-
tivities which then existed in that area. Since approximately 1948
the area had been used for a variety of training scenarios with
varicus roads, trails and firing positions being well established
and well marked very ‘early on. These activities increased signif-
icantly starting in 1952 when the Combat Town complex was completed.
Since that time the types of training remained basically unchanged
until 1975, with the level of training fluctuating with operational
requirements.

In 1975 establishment of the MIT area was proposed. Because the
species' presence in the area was known, a careful environmental
review was conducted prior to the designation of the area for mech-
anized infantry training. It was noted that limits to be applied to
training would result in minimal interference with the species and

~1ts habitat.

It was also noted in 1975 that the proposed MIT area comprised a total

of 3,251 acres with a topography of longleaf pine ridges-interspersed

with swamp and bay-pocosin areas. There are four managed fish ponds

. which still exist in the area, and there are 334 acres of old-age
longleaf pine which contain 30 percent of the Camp Lejeune population

of the red-cockaded woodpecker. : :

Since it was recognized that unlimited utilization of the MIT area by
mechanized infantry could result in eventual destruction of the area,
reasonable limits were imposed to insure protection of the species and
its habitat and still provide for realistic and meaningful training.
These limits included prohibitions against bivouacking in colony sites,
any type of digging or. trenching in the marked habitat areas, and im-
proved marking of the colony sites coupled with increased surveillance
of habitat areas.

These efforts were further augmented by issuing guidelines to using
units which prohibited any activities in the MIT area that would re-
sult in alteration or degradation of the species' habitat, a prohib-
ition against damage to vegetation larger than sapling size, and
restriction of all vehicles to existing roads and trails.

The next significant step occurred in April 1977 when technical as-
sistance was sought from the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service in







.eQalhating the problems connected with the MIT area. Three gspecific

recommendations were made by the Service, all of which were implem-
ented by Camp Lejeune starting in May 1977.

a. Camp Lejeune began the maintenance of at least 100 acres of
contiguous forest, including the colony site and support stands, that
were L0 years of age or older. This requirement was to provide
the species with replacement cavity trees and additional feeding and
roosting areas.

b. Tanks, heavy machinery and other major disturbances were pro-
hibited within 400 feet of any nest tree during the species' nesting
and brood rearing period, March through July. Nesting trees were.
already well marked.

¢. Increased enforcement and supervision of these new requirements
was initiated.

Y

"As part of its overall efforts, Camp Lejeune identified the species'’

sites throughout the base and began an extensive relabeling of the
sites within the MIT area. All sites within the MIT area are now
marked by 12" x 12" metal: signs, along the outer boundaries of con-
tiguous habitat, clearly indicating the presence of the endangered
species and the prohibition against disturbing its 'hadbitat.  '‘Buffer
zone signs posted around cavity trees depict the colony site so that
even the-most casual onlooker could recognize the nesting area of
the species if sighted. : :

Meanwhile plans were initiated to mark all the other sites of the
species on the rest of €amp Lejeune in a similar manner. In addi-
tion, on-site inspections throughout the base, but especially the MIT
area,.were greatly increased. ' ;

On September 13, 1978, formal consultation with the U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service was requested. The consultation was received on
1 February 1979 and has prompted this submission. The specific
guidelines imposed by the Service included the following:

a. Prohibition of all majér training activities in the MIT area
from March through July, including prohibition from firing from Gun .
Position 21, which is within the MIT area, and from Gun Positions 3,

6 and 10, which are located near other species sites at 9242, 9038

and 9537, respectively. :

b. Prohibition from normal field training activities within the
marked areas including cutting or destruction of woody vegetation,
digging of foxholes, trenches and garbage pits, laying underground
communication lines or any activity significantly disturbing the -
soil, and bivouacking within the areas. '

Re-initiation of formal consultation was requested by the Deputy
Under Secretary of the Navy on 30 March 1979. An amended biologi-
cal opinion was issued by the Fish and Wildlife Service on 12 June
1979 which Marine Corps Base began implementing.






A Base Order was implemented on 7 June 1979 setting forth regulations
and establishing responsibilities. to-ensure conservation of the red-
cockaded woodpecker. The order established weekly inspection inter-
vals for improved monitoring of the MIT area. Specific regulations
are as follows:

a. Within the contiguous habitats of the red-cockaded woodpecker
(marked by one white stripe painted on trees and signs stating "Re-
stricted Area Endangered Species"):

PROHIBITED ACTIVITIES

(1) Movement/introduction of tracked vehicles expect on exist-
_ing/designated trails. The establishment of any new trails must be
approved by Base Natural Resources Department (NRD) prior to use.

(2) Artillery ffring (gun positions) within 200 meters of a
cavity tree. \ 4,

(3) Cutting of woody vegetafion except in areas designated
by NRD. ? :

AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES

(1) Movement/introduction of wheeled vehicles.

.(2) Establishment of command posts at sites approved/desig-
nated by NRD.

(3) Establishment of binuacs.

(4) Judicious digging/excavation which doeé not cause root
damage. .

(5) Use of tracked vehicles on existing/designated trails.

: (6) LVIC-7 entry into command post sites which have been pre-
designated.

(7) Designation of new traills after approval of NRD.
. b.. Within the red-cockaded woodpécker colony buffer zdne
(marked by two white stripes painted on trees and signs depicting
a woodpecker and stating "Endangered Species Buffer Zone"):

PROHIBITED ACTIVITIES

(1) Tracked and wheeled vehicle movement/operations except
on established/designated trails.

(2) Establishment of bivouacs.
(3) Establishment of CP's.

(4) Digging/excavation.







(5) Cutting woody vegetation.
(6) Artillery firing (gun positions).

AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES'

(1) Unrestricted movement by foot troops.

(2) Tracked and wheeled ﬁehicle operations on established/
designated trails. ron

(3) Blank small arms firing.

The 2d Marine Division drafted a Candidate Environmental Impact
Statement (CEIS) and staffed it to Natural Resources and Environmental
Affairs Division. (NREAD) in July 1979. : Problems with the draft copy
‘(CEIS) were surfaced by NREAD and efforts were made to make neces-
sary changes with a representative of 2d Marine Division. Changes

‘to the draft copy (CEIS) were made on 27 July 1979 with the work

being completed within four working hours due to the submission
deadline. The CEIS was considered lacking in both scope and con-
text. :

The Environmental Impact Review Board (EIRB) met on 27 July 1979 for
the purpose of reviewing the draft copy (CEIS). The EIRB concurred

with the -draft CEIS which the Commanding General, Marine Corps Base,
submitted to Marine Corps Headquarters in Washington, D. C.

On 14-15 August 1979 representatives from the Fish and Wildlife
Service visited the base for the purpose of inspecting woodpecker
habitat in the MIT area. The inspection team met with the Command-
ing General, Marine Corps Base, and the Commanding General, 24 Marine
Division, prior to thelr inspection. After the inspection, team mem-
bers met with the Commanding General, Training and Facilities staff
sections for a debrief. During the debrief the Fish and Wildlife
Service representatives requested. copies of the biological opinion
and subsequent base regulations and violation reports involving
woodpecker habitat. . &

The Commanding General, Marine Corps Base asked the USFWS represent-
atives the possibility of initlating a research study to determine
-the status of the Base red-cockaded woodpecker population and any
possible adverse impacts to the species. The discussion which fol-
lowed generated actlon for planning.é possible study whereby the
-Marine Corps would transfer funds to the USFWS for the research.

On 18 September 1979, the Reglonal Director, Southeast Region, USFWS
through the Director of Real Property and Natural Resources DOD, re-
quested assistance from all military installations for a range-wide
red-cockaded woodpecker survey. The Special Assistant for the En-

vironment, Deputy Under Secretary of the Navy replied that the Navy
and Marine Corps would support the survey but any funding would have
to fall in line with other priorities. North Carolina State Univer-
sity, Department of Zoology submitted the proposed research study to






the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Marine Corps Base for re-
view. Marine Corps Base requested funds for the study in its
Program Objective Management (POM) submission for FY-80 which has
been submitted annually since that time. The originator of the pro-
posed study presented a request to the Special Assistant for the
Environment, Under Secretary of the Navy's Office in early June 1981
requesting assistance in implementing the study. A copy of the re-
sponse to the request was provided to the Commanding General, Marine
Corps Base, by the Commandant, USMC requesting review and comments.

A response was submitted by the CG, MCB on 17 July 1981 noting that
(1) weekly inspections of red-cockaded woodpecker habitat were being
conducted in compliance with the biological opinionj (2) that the

. USFWS was presently conducting ‘a range-wide survey to determine the
population status on base and other areas of the southeast and {3),
there was no legal requirement for conducting the proposed study and
recommended it be disapproved. Subsequently, Marine Corps Base de-
cided against participating with USFWS in the range-wide red-cockaded
woodpecker survey. Fort Stewart, Georgia and Camp Lejeune are the
only federal activities having red-cockaded woodpeckers in the
country that did not participate. .

Marine Corps Base requested the USFWS on 27 July 1982 to review the
biological opinion relative to the habitat boundaries established for
red-cockaded woodpeckers in the training areas. A representative
visited the Base on 2U4-25 August 1982 at which time he revlewed pro-
posed changes and discussed them with Base Maintenance Officer, LTCol
Calta, AC/S Facilities, COL Marshall, J. I. Wooten and C. D. Peterson,
NREAD. 3

The USFWS concluded that there is no new knowledge-regarding the bio-
logy of the bird that would justify changes in boundaries established .
for support stands as.they were then marked. In reality, his con-
_clusion was that the designated boundaries .are not sufficient by
themselves to support the present colonies. "The Recovery Plan for the
species recommends 200-acre support stands based on home ranges of the
.species. Therefore, the USFWS could not support relocation of support
stand boundaries at present. One and possibly two colony support
stands which are apparently abandoned will be dropped as colony sites
in compliance with guidelines contained in"the USFWS letter -to CG, MCB
on 30 September 1982. One colony site was in LC area. The other
site was in the MB area of the base. :

A periodic inspection of the tank/mechanized training area regarding
the effects of training activities on the red-cockaded woodpecker was
conducted by Mr. Gary Henry and Mr. John Fridel on 13 December 1983.
The representatives observed a violation to BO 11015.6 of marked ‘
woodpecker habitat at TLZ Penguin. Mr. Henry considered the damage
from training at TLZ Penguin as a serious violation of Section 7 of
the Endangered Species Act. :

Procedures for conducting weekly inspections of Red-Cockaded Wood-
pecker habitat in the tank/mechanized training area were changed on
20 January 1984. Assistant Chief of Staff, Training personnel be-
‘gan conducting weekly inspections on that date assisted by personnel







" Trom NREAD, Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities. Violations are
forwarded to the Training Facilitiés' Officer for continued action.
Marine Corps Base was notified by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
on 3 February 1984 that the situation at TLZ Penguin was a serious
matter they were concerned about. Also, that they were forwarding
it to higher administrative levels for review.






