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v Submitting DoD Component: Departmant ot the Navy

Installation: Marine Corps Base,

Project Title:

Date of Submission:

1. Introduction

a.

2. Relationship of Propo
Contyols for the Affected A

Project Description

1
t

rsed Act
oa:

Land Use Plans
Clear Air Control

Federal Yater Pollution
Control Act

(2]

on to Land Use Plans, Palicias and

: Conforms
With

X

v e st

X

NO P] dne,
For Arca

-Conflicts
With

£

Rl
=
b







coy

3. The w’_._JE" mpact of the Proposed fg:c_i_g:‘n the Environment:

: A
a. Assessment of the positive and negative effects of the proposed
action 3s it affects both thz naticral and/or the international environment.

The potentizlly significant effect cof this action is that ijt:

(1) gt/will not cause cmissions into the atmosphere of toxic
or hazardous substances or sicnificant amounts of other poliutants. It
will/will not significantly reduce the amount. of pollution in the atmosphere?
{2) ¥x%R/will not cause the creation of excessive noise, when
considering the proximity and iikely effects of the noise on humans or
wildlife?

(3) WP /will not introduce toxic or hazardous substances or
significant amounts.of chemicels, crganic substances of solid wastes into
bodies of water, on land or otierwise effect water or soil quality?

(4) gﬂiﬁ/wiil not significantly alter the rate of sediment deposit
or temperature of a body of water?

(5) whikk/will not require the use of non-renewable eneray
sources, e.g., tassil fuels. etc., in apnarently excessive or dispro-

~

portionate amounts?

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

(7) ®idiywill not affect, beneficially or adversely, other forms of
life or the ecosystens of whicn they are a part?

(8) giblywill not resuit in contamination or detericration cf food
or food sources?
\
{9) AW will not affect population density and congestion?
(T0) b /vill not cause a major change in landscape, extensive
clearing, paving or excavation?

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

(12) ¥ /will not alter area hydrolcgic properties?
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b. Thkz propased action will have a potentially sianificant effect
on the following: .

ae”

ITEM R | _ Favorable Adverse No Effect
Traffic X
Community Facilities X
Schools “ X
Waste Treatment Facilities -
Utilities X
Land Management X
Solid Waste Disposal X
Area Appearance X '{-—
Other (See Attachment )
4. Alternatives to the Proposed Action
X There is v feasible alternative.

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

; : : & ik 1 it
Varicus aliernatives-and their effects are discussed in
Attachment .

5. Any Probable Adverse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided
Should The Proposai Ge :plemented

X No adverse effects on the environment are anticipated.

Probable averse effects are discussed in Attachment

6. Relationship Betweer Local Shert-Term Uses of the Environment and the

Maintenancz.and Enhancesent of Long-Term Proguctivity

+ 2

Noy change 7in short-term use.
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No change in the maintenarce and/or enhancement of long-term
praductivity. i

Bdverse effects on the environment will occur only during the

construction period and these wili/wiil not create permanent or
_long-lasting adverse effects.

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

'x

e d

X

e

Abating existing or potential pollution.
Enhancing the area appearance.
Reducing utility requireméhts
Improvements in operational efficiency.

Improvements in habitability of existing
facilities.

Other:

Long-term productivity will be enhanced by:

Abating existinc or potential poliution.
Reducing utility requirements.
Improvement in operational efficiency.

€ .

Other:

7. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Pesources Which Would Be

Involved in the Proposed Action Should It Be Impiemented

resources.

No significant irreversible or irretrievable commitment of

X No effect on known endangered species of wildlife.

No destruction of identified archeological sites or sites having
possible historic or architectural interests.
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X .‘éo,c*.if‘icant change in land use. ‘

Potentially significant irreversible or irretrievable com-

mitments or resources ar=2 discussed in Attachment

Other: t{

Considerations That Offset the Adverse Environmental Effects

a. This course of action as compared to adverse environmental

effects of alternatives (Section 4) are discussed in Attachment

b. Cost benefit analysis of propcsed action is Attachment

9. Summary -
X It is concluded that the oronosed action will have no sig-

nificant adverse effects cn the environment.

X There has not been, nor is there currently,-any known contro-

“versy concerning the pronosed action.

Based on this assessment, it is cenel

1uded that an Envivonmental
Impact Statement-must be prepared prior to impiementation of the
propcsed action.







