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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542 [

el _ ; g  NREAD/KCH/sm
; 11010 - %
2 9 SEP 1983

From: Assistant Chief of Staff, Facllitles
To: Assistant Chief of Staff, Training
Subj: Reforestation pl&nting; plans for .._ -
~ - "~ Ref: (2) AC/S FAC memo-FAC/MGL/hf 11015 of 22 Sep-1983—_

Encl: (1) Base Training map showing Compartment locatlons
(2) Compartment maps showing planting locations

& 1. The subject planting plans for FY-84 are submitted for review
e and comment as per the reference. Enclosure (1) shows Compartmend
g locations. Individual planting sites with acreages are shown on
gnclosure (2). : :

PR B RS

2. An early response is requested as seedlings for planting should
be ordered in October.

-

~ : " U:M. G. LILLEY
Copy to: (w/o encl) s L
% | CS
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\( SSISTANT CHIEF OQTAFF FACILITIES
EADQUARTERS, MARINE CORPS BASE
DATE /Q/WB
TO: 5
BASE MAINT O DIR, FAMILY HOUSING
PUBLIC WORKS O DIR, UNACCOMPANIED PERS HSG |
COMM-ELECT O BASE FIRE CHIEF

DIR., NAT..RESOURCES & ENV. AFFAIRS

r—

s, )

am— et e
M:,

TTN:

Attachez is forwarded for in /acttgn

sl ok

“LET'S THINK F A FEW REASONS
WHY IT CAN BE DON

o

MCBCL 5216/21 (REV. 6-83)
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% UNITED STATES MARINE C
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO
TRNG/RJW/ekd
; 11010
L 4 Oct 1983

Assistant Chief of Staff, Training
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Reforestation Planting; plans for

(a) AC/S, Fac ltr NREAD/KCH/sm over 11010 dtd 29 Sep 1983
(b) CG, 2d MarDiv 1tr 5214 dtd 7 Jun 1982

1. In accordance with reference (a), subject planting plans for FY-

84 have been reviewed and the following comments are provided:

© o —

2. By reference (b) the ‘Commanding General, 2d Marine-Division
requested that a Tactical Driving Range be developed in the HA and
HC training areas. If this request is to be acted upon, it would
not seem logical to plant seedlings in the HA or HC areas at this
time.

3. Tentative plans are also being made to enlarge the K-2 impact
area and buffer zone in K area. This may nhave an effect in the

planting of seedlings in the K area.

4. For further ihformation and coordination, our point of ¢ontact
is Lieutenant Colonel K. ZITZ, Range Control Officer, extension
5803/30?5.

s

7 ot

J. R. MCELROY, Jr.







TRAINING FACILITIES BRANCH
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

TFAC/ARB/ves
3900
28 January 1983

SECOND ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv ltr 3/HWL/gac 3900 dtd 18 Jan 83 .

From: Base Training Facilities Officer

To: Base Forester

Via: (1) Assistant Chief of Staff, Training
(2) Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planting Regeneration Areas
1. Forwarded for appropriate action.

2. As noted in the basic correspondence, the planned regeneration
areas in the HA Area and LZ CONDOR Area (Verona Loop) would—appes

incompatible with the tactical training planned for these
locations. It is recommended that alternate sifesbe,found

the plantings. / /

AT R. BRUNELLI Jr.







UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO

TRNG/MPS/kak

3900

28 Jan 1983

THIRD ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv 1ltr 3/HWL/gac over 3900 dtd 18 Jan 83
From: Assistant Chief of Staff, Training

702 Base Forester

Via: (1) Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planting Regeneration Areas

1. Forwarded for appropriate action.

2. It is requested that a review of the regeneration plan be com-
pleted in light of the Second Marine Division's tactical driving

range and proposed drop zone reques
" irection




D




UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS

2D MARINE DIVISION, FLEET MARINE FORCE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542

1 RAPLY REPERN TO
3/HWL/gac
3900
18 Jan 1983

From: Commanding General
To: Commanding General. Marine Corps Base. Camp Lejeune-
North Carolina 28542 {Attn: AC/S Training?}

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planting Regeneration Areas
Ref: {a} (G MCB CamLej 1ltr TFAC/ARB/ves over 1500 dtd 4 Jan 1983
{b} (G 2d MarDiv 1ltr 3:JDE:js over 1500 dtd 5 Nov 1982

L. In response to reference {a} and after review of reference

{b} it appears that the Base Forestry Plan is counter to the
interests and desires of this command as regards our proposed
Tactical Driving Range for mechanized units in the HA/HC/HD

areas. Additionally if the tactical driving range is approved

in this area the destruction of newly planted trees is inevitable.

2. The second proposal to reforest an area designated for a
proposed drop zone is also counter to the effort and additionally
could present a safety hazard for personnel and helicopters.

3. This command will continue to seek new. improved ranges and train-
ing areas and will assist within our capabilities to attain these
goals. It is specifically requested that reforestation not occur

in the three designated areas discussed in reference {a}.

;. 1. GERAGETY E

By direction

TRNG/MPS/eks
1500
20 Jan 1983
FIRST ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv 1ltr 3/HWL/gac 3900 dtd 18 Jan 83

From: Assistant Chief of Staff, Training
To.: Training Facilities Officer

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Plarting Regeneration Areas

1. Forwarded for action. :7
M. ﬁ;:EAaé

By direction
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP LEJEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO

TFAC/ARB/ves
1500
4 January 1983

From: Commanding General
To: Commanding General, 2d Marine Division, Camp Lejeune, North
Carolina 28542 (Attn: G-3 Trmng)

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planting Regeneration Areas
Ref: (a) CG 2d MarDiv ltr 3:JDE:js over 1500 of 5 Nov 82

(b) Conference btw Mr. HARRISON (Base Forestry) and LtCol
BRUNELLI (Base TFacO)

Encl: (1) Compartment 42 Map
(2) Compartment 43 Map :
(3) Map showing proposed planting in area considered for
HA/HC/HD Mech Driver Trng Range
(4) Compartment 28 Map
(5) Compartment 29 Map
(6) Map showing impact of proposed planting on expansion of

LZ CONDOR

1. Reference (a) forwarded a prioritized list of desired range
improvements and training area projects to support your training.

2. In the reference (b) conference, it was identified that several
planned Base Forestry regeneration plantings had potential conflicts
with the proposed utilization of HA/HC/HD areas for Mechanized
Vehicle Driver Training (enclosures (1), (2) and (3), and expansion
of LZ CONDOR (enclosures (4), (5) and (6).

3. It is requested that you review the proposed regeneration planting
areas and provide comments conderning any conflict these may create
with envisioned training in these areas. A response by 21 January
1983 is requested.

4, Point of Contact at this Command is LtCol BRUNELLI (BTFac0O) ext.
5803/3920.

Copy to:
C/S Facilities
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N

Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps Base,

Camp Lejeune
Assistant Chief of Staff, Training and Operations

SUPPORT REQUIREHENTS FOR S8S-85 AT DZ CONDOR

(a) CDR 1srconpssvrcun Ft Bragg 121135Z Mar 85
(b) Site visit between Capt Sherman, XVIII Airborne Corps
and Mr. Alexander, PAC, KCB CLNC 4 Apr 85 ;

(1) Sketch of DZ Condor Area

1. Support requirements as reqn.sted by reference (a) were
evaluated during reference (b). ‘No significant environmental
issues are involved. Accordingly, Base Maintenance Division
will provide the assistance as indicated on the enclosure.
Capt Sherman concurred in these improvements and completed
coordination for rolnininq support 1ton- durinq the site
visit.

2. The work has been scheduled for completion between
11-16 April 1985. POC this matter is Mr. Alexander, ext 3035,

J. G. PITZGERALD
By direction

Copy to:
EnvEngr
-3 NREAD
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SITQ IMPROVEMENTS ®

DZ CONDOR
SHWR , GRADE ROAD.
’e REMOVE 2 TREES
: GRADE
i FUEL, (200 ft5q.)
(s /‘/
[} 4
0 J RPR ROAD
k- g (200 ft)
\:\__,I,
o BUSHHOG
OO ( 500 ft. sq.)
L AUNDRY
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INSTALL CULVERT
E b s ‘:; % 4\
. DZ CONDOR
wooded & E ks
\ cleared

?

VERONA LOOP RD.
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PAC/REA/hE
6280
6 April 1983

SECOND ENDORSEMENT on CO, 2d ANGLICO ltr 3/WMG/kbp 1500/5 dtd 8 Nov 82

Prom: Commanding General

To: Comamanding Officer, 24 Porca. Service Support Group (Rein),
Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic, Camp Lejeune, NC 28542

Subi: Clearance-and Expansion of DZ Condor

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1A cu

Encl: (1) Dir, NREAD ltr NREAD/DDS/th 11000 dtd 12 Jan 1983

1. 3Subject regquest of the dasic correspondence has been evaluated
for the purpcse of identifying major constraints on the project.

As indicated on the enclosura, the results of an on-site review
ehaw this to be an extremely npoor site due to clearing requirements,
steep slopes, and problem soils, further, extensive maintenance
will ce regquired to retain the site-in a satisfactory condition.

2. 1In ordar to address these issues in the projesct planning stage,
preparation of a preliminary environmental assessnment in accordance
with the refereace muat be undertaken. Peor further information,
contact Mr. Alexander, axt., 3024.

Je T. MARSHALL
By direction

Copy to:
CG, 24 MarDiv (G-3T) NS

AC/S, Trng (TPACO)
NREAD

Blind Copy to: O?P\






, UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
2D FORCE SERVICE SUPPORT GROUP (REIN)
FLEET MARINE FORCE, ATLANTIC
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 N REPLY REFER TO
3T/JBH/car
1500
22 Nov 1982

FIRST ENDORSEMENT on CO, 2d Anglico ltr 3/WMG/kbp over 1500/5 dtd 8 Nov 82

From: Commanding Officer { :
To: Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina
28542 Attn: Facilities Officer)

Subj: Clearance and Expansion of DZ-CONDOR
1. Forwarded for evaluation of feasibility. If deemed feasible this:command

will prepare an environmental impact statement, if all other aspects are deemed
feasible.

y direction







UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
2d Air and Naval Gunfire Liaison Company
Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542
3/WMG/kbp
1500/5
8 Now. 1982

From: Commanding Officer

T Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp, Lejeune,
(Attn: Training Facilities Officer)

Via: Commanding Officer, 2d FSSG (AC/S Trng)

Subj: Clearance and Expansion of DZ Condor

Reff (a) Hqtrs MAC, Scott Air Force Rase TL1 62225, ‘Assault
Zone Availability Report dtd 30 Aug 1982 (MOTAL)

Encl: (1) Proposed Expansion of DZ Condor

1. Reference (a) indicated that NZ Bluebird is the only Mrop
Zone on Camp Lejeune currently certified by the Air Force for
parachute operations. Due to the multiple use of Bluebird and
the small size of Camp Lejeune's other drop zones (as compared

to Army and Air Force standards), it is anticinated that future
support by Air Force aircraft for personnel drops will be further
curtailed. The loss of this asset will greatly degrade the
training and readiness of 2d ANGLICO as well as the other jump
qualified units.

2. In order to alleviate this problem, it is recommerided that
DZ Condor be expanded as outlined in enclosure (1). The size
recommended would be sufficient (by Air Force criterion) to
drop 28 personnel on one pass over the drop zone. With this
capability, iiL i1s felt that future Air Force support could be
easily justified.

3. As a minimum, it is requested that DZ Condor be cleared of all
brush and dead wood in order to upgrade its present poor
condition.

Copy to:
2d Force Recon Co
24 .4.3B8






@ Present size of DZ Condor

@ Reforested Areas
@B Proposed FExpansion

& ENCLOSURF (1)
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i NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS DIVISION
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

NREAD/DDS/th
11000
12 Jan 1983

From: Director
To: Assistant Chief of Staff, Fa;i]itieg

Subj: Proposed Drop Zone Condor
Ref: (a) BO 11000.1A

Encl: (1) CO 2dFSSG 1tr 3/WMG/rbp 1500/5 of 8 Nov 1982
(2) Erodible Areas, "'Z Condor

1. The subject project has been reviewed for the purpose of identifying
any constraint having major impact on feasibility of the project described
in enclosure {(1). The following considerations were identified.

3. Steep erodidbie areas (snown on enclosure (2)) 3hoUTd De—addresss
clearing 1imits adjusted to leave a buffer between clearing and streams.
Exposed soils in these areas will require stabilization with perennial grasses.

4 A

B+ Ih

level areas are generally made up of soils with nigh wa
and will t 1

a 3!
1 pe relatively difficult to ciear and maintain.
c. Approximately 212 acres of timber harvest will be required ana willi
take approximately 12 months to accomplish from the date this off
to clear the area.

2 It is recommended that the action sponsor proceed with ore
Preliminary Environmental Assessment in accordance with the re

/ T :
174 h C‘J;}e/ <l
vJ. 1. WOOTEN
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Subj: Drop Zone Expansiom DZ's rwmm; M tu

Refls (a) QL. Washingtom DC. 022342Z New 82- . ---- o0

Secend 785G’ 0319112 Dec 82" WL T 'w,_,w'

2.; GO, 1D ANGLICO ltx /WG/kbp ever uﬁtfa:m
' Discussion btw TFaeO -(ﬂ; 24 MQEM”

2. As pravicusly discussed informally m rdm (a) . mm
DZ COHDOR does net appear to offex m bast selution te- the problem,
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PAC/REA/hf
6280
6 April 1983

SECOND ENDORSEMENT on CO, 2d ANGLICO ltr 3/WNG/kbp 1500/5 dtd 8 Nov 82

Prom: Commanding General
To: Cosmanding Officer, 2d Porca. Services Support CGroup (Rein),
Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic, Camp Lejeune, HNC 28542

Subj:r Clearance- and Expansion of DZ Condor ~
Ref: (a) BO 11000.1A

Encl: (1) Dir, NREAD 1ltr NREAD/DDS/th 11000 dtd 12 Jan 1983

1. Subject reguest of-the basic correspondence has been evaluated
for the purpcse of identifying major constraints on the project.

As indicated on the enclosura, the results of an on-site revisw
ehAw this to be an extresmely poor site due to clearing requirements,
stesep slopes, and problem soils., Purther, extenaive maintenance
will ce required to retain the site-in a2 satisfactory condition.

2. In ordar to address thase issues in the project planning stage,
creparation of a preliminary envircnmental asseasment in accordance
with the reference aust be undertaken. Pecr further information,
contact Mr. Alexander, axt. 2034,

Je T. MARSHALL
By direction

Copy to:
CG, 2d MarDiv (G-3T)

Blind Copy to:
AC/S, Trng (TPACO)
NREAD






. 5 UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS.
2D FORCE SERVICE SUPPORT GROUP (REIN)
FLEET MARINE FORCE, ATLANTIC
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO
: : 3T/JBH/car
1500
22 Nov 1982

FIRST ENDORSEMENT on CO, 2d Anglico ltr 3/WMG/kbp over 1500/5 dtd 8 Nov 82

From: Commanding Officer ; ? :
To: Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina
28542 Atctn: Facilitcies Officer)

Subj: Clearance and Expansion of DZ-CONDOR
1. Forwarded for evaluation of feasibility. I1f deemed feasible this:command

will prepare an environmental impact s:acement,if all octher aspects are deemed
feasible. :

~

By direction






UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
2d Air and Naval Gunfire Liaison Company
Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic
Camp Lejeune, '‘North Carclina 28542
3/WMG /kbp
1500/5
8 Now. 1982

From: Commanding Officer

To: . Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune,
(Attn: Training Facilities Officer)

Via: Commanding Officer, 2d FSSG (AC/S Trng)

Subj: Clearance and Expansion of DZ Condor
Ref: (a) Hqtrs MAC, Scott Air Force Rase I1l 62225, Assault
Zone Availability Report dtd 30 Aug 1882 (MOTAL)

Encl: (1) Proposed Exzpansion of DZ Condor

1. Reference (a) indicated that NZ Bluebird is the only Mrop
Zone on Camp Lejeune currently certified by the Air Force | { ol - B
parachute operations, Due to the multiple use of Rluebird and
the small size of Camp Lejeune's other drop zones {zs compared

to Army and Air Force standards), it is anticivated that future
support by Air Force aircraft for personnel drops will he further
curtailed. The loss of this asset will greatly degrade the
training and readiness of 2d ANGLICO as well as the other jump
qualified units.

2. In order to alleviate this problem, it is recommerided that
DZ Condor be expanded as outlined in enclosure (1). The size
recommended would be sufficient (by Air Force criterion) to
drop 28 personnel on one pass over the drop zone. With this
capability, iiL i1s felt that future Air Force support could be
easily justified. :

3. As a minimum, it is requested that DZ Condor be cleared of all
brush and dead wood in order to upgrade its present pooT
condition. ' :

Copy to:
2d Force Recon Co
2d LSB






-

@W Present size of DZ Conder

a8 Reforested Areas
B Proposed FExpansion

e FNCLOSTRF (1)
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: - NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL AF&RS DIVISION
Marine Corps Base

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

NREAD/DDS/th
11000
12 Jan 1983

From: Director

To: Assistant Chief of Staff, Fa;i]itieg
Subj: Proposed Drop Zone Condor

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1A

Encl: (1) CO ZdFSSG 1tr 3/WMG/rbp 1500/5 of 8 Nov 1982
(2) Erodible Areas, ['Z Condor

1. The subject project has been reviewed for the puroose of identifyving
any constraint wav1nc major 1mpact on feasibility of the project described

in enclosure (1), The following considerations were identif 1ec
5 7ok PSRRI e
z. Steep erndipie areas {SNOWN On eNCiOSUre iz, Shouie oe ¢é~rc77ﬂ,_ﬁud___ﬁ_‘__\
clearing 1imits adgusted to leave a buffer between ciearing and streams.
Exposed so1’s in these areas will reguire stabilization with perennial grasses.
S, The leye! sreas are generally made up of soils with nigh water tacles
ind will ne relatively difficuit to ciear and maintain.

£ ApproxwmateWJ 212 acres of timber harvest will be reaquired zapg willi
~proximately 12 months to accompiish from the date this ofFi X !
ar the area.

('DL\J

2. It is recommended that the action sponsor orocoed with' ores
Preliminary Environmental Assessment in accordance with the re

;A. 0// Cd 34.*'%'

“J. 1. WOOTEN
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NATURAL - RESOURCES AND QIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS BRANCH
Base Maintenance Diyjision
Marine Corps Base '
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

Date /- ?%7/

.

From: Director, NREAB
To:

AL PR T s
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS B
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

B\(
-0 FAC/REA/el
/A;Eélé‘/ifﬂ;zw 6280/1
/"”/g'g'é

From: Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities
Ta: Assistant Chief of Staff, Training

Subj: Environmental Assessment (EA); L-5 Caliber .50 Machine
Gun Range

Ref: (2) MCO 6280.5 '
(b) OPNAVINST 5090.1 A
(¢c) Mtg btwn LtCol Zitz and 1lstLt Shapiro, TrungFac;
Mr. Wooten, Mr. Sharpe and Mr. Black, NREAD; and
Mr. Alexander, AC/S, Fac on 1 Dec 1983

Encl: (1) Draft Outline for EA
(2) Excerpts from OPNAVINST 5090.1

1. Per references (a) and (b), an EA is required for firimg .50
caliber machine guns at the L-5 Range, since this project entails
2 "new target range or range mission change which increases
environmental impact." During reference (c), it was detrermwmined
that the decision on firing of .50 caliber machine guns was post-
poned pending further study of the training requirements. An.
outline of the EA ies provided at enclosure (1) foryour use =as

the action eponsor in the event that this firing is required.
Enclosure (2) is provided as further explanation of the EA format.

2. The most significant impact of the L-5 Range project is apparent-
ly the effects on timber production from firing the .50 caliber
machine gun. The EA should describe measures taken to reduce this
impact. Assistance in planning the project and preparing this por-
tion of the EA is available from the NREAD and this office.

3. The EA should be completed prior to use of the range for firing

.50 caliber machine guns. Point of contact for this matter is
Mr. Alexander, extensions 3034/3035.

M. G. LILLEY

Copy to:
NREAD

J







DRAFT OUTLINE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ASSE’SMENT:
L-5 CALIBER .50 MACHINE GUN RANGE

A. Cover Sheet:
B Summary:
C. Purpose and Need:

(Background); to what need are we responding in establishing
a .50 caliber ‘range? Why not use an existing range? -

D. Alternatives, Including the Proposed Action:

; \
- Suggest: a. Establish .50 caliber machine gun range at this
site - =

b. Another site(s)
c. No Action

- Site map of alternatives (use Camp Lejeune spec. map?)
E. ‘.Existdng Environment of the Proposed Action:

- Refer to the Camp Lejeune Long Range Natural Resources
Management Plan and the Camp Lejeune Master Plan as having
: ‘already described the existing environment (also the
candidate EIS for the Naval Regional Medical Center (1978))
for detailed information.

<)

2
g~
]

List simple, brief statgments about land cover (forested) and
V i land use (impact/safety=fan); soil types; historical sites

. M”ﬁdﬂ (map); wildlife species (no end. spec.).
1]

o Wﬂ - Public access mention that waters of Millstone and Muddy

( Creek are tidal streams and thus, are state owned; no

0 major routes through area; open for hunting when range not
in: use.

F. Environmental Consequences:

|

:

| 1. Direct and cover (forest - some will be cleared; forest
management is the biggest issue for this action - suggest that
NREAD assist you in this discussion.

Wildlife - no significant effects; RCW habitat will
not be affected.

Historical Sites - will continue to be protected; no
land disturbing activities are planned for this project which
would affect them.

22 Indirect - Public access remains unchanged; mention that
the control over the waters of Millstone and Muddy Creek will
continue as presently provided for public safety. These waters
will remain open when the range is not used.

|

ENCLOSURE (1)






%

- Public Sa?aty and Highway 17: Address this.

- State that no major indirect effects are anticipated.

»

Possible conflict with Land Use Plan.

- State that site conforms to areas use as a range,
per Camp Lejeune Master Plan.

4. Environmental Effects of Alternatives including the
Proposed Action. '

Pl A 1.-5 - discussed in 2. above. -

Alt. B: Another site - same size areas for safety fans,
larger impacts since totally new range required.

ALt B s No Action - no effects. . Vil

Energy Requirements - probably no different impact for

either alternative./tnr Er7/ca A7 ELan77vE)

P
.OM

e

6.

4

8-

9.
these.

Irreversible or Irretrievable Commitment of Resources:

- This range will permanently reduce the productivity of
portions of the area of forest production; in view oL -
requirement for military training, this commitment |
is justified; mitigating measures are described below.

Short-tem Use Versus Long-term Productivity:

- The discussion of the forest management issue should
be given here to indicate that we've done all we can
to develop the range while maximizing timber production;
some suggested areas are:
' showing how the areas are presently managed versus
future management

describing measures such as target location,

angle of firing, use of vegetation to absorb the
‘rounds, etc., which will reduce the forest acreage
affected by impact of bullets

Historical and Cultural Resources:

- Sites as located and previously described will not be
affected.

Means to mitigate Adverse Environmental Impacts - describe
Impacts Mitigation

Clearing Sediment Controls & Reseeding
Reduction of Productive MCB For. Mgmt. Plan is optimizing

Forest ° overall production

s ) EYCTOSURE (1)






10. Adverse Effects Which Cannot be Avoided. » |

- Loss of timber production and other, but stress
that these are manageable impacts. L

List "8of Preparers:

Appendix: Not needed.

3 ‘ ENCLOSURE " (1)






OPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

(4) EISs, like EAs, are frequently prepared by
contractors for the Navy. In order to obtain fair and unbiased
analyses, contractors must be selected in a manner avoiding any
conflict of interest. Therefore, contractors shall execute
disclosure statements spvecifying they have no financial or other
interest in the outcome of the project. FurtHermore, it is
essential that the contractor's efforts be closely monitored
throughout the contract .to not only produce an adequate '
assessment/statement, but also to avoid extensive, time-
consuming, costly revisions (to obtain an adequate product) .
frequently occasioned by a tardy review of 2 partially finished

product. Further, managers must be continuously involved as

technical support organizations freguently lack the detailed
chain of command knowledge necessary to guide contractor efforts.
(5) To eliminate duplication with state and local
procedures, and unless barred from doing so by some other law,
commands shall cooperate with state and local agencies to the
fullest extent possible to reduce duplication between NEPA and
state and local reguirements. Such cooperation could include

(a) joint planning processes
(b) joint envirobmentalnresearch and studies

(c) joint public hearings (except where otherwise
provided by statute) ;

(d) joint environmental assessments

(e) joint environmental statements, however, the
Navy must be accorded the position of lead agency or
coordinating agency.

(6) The major claimant, designated or subordinate
command may adopt another agency DEIS or FEIS or portion thereof
provided that the statement or portion thereof meets the
standards for an adequate statement.

(7) Wwhere emergency circumstances make it necessary to
take an action with significant environmental impact without
observing the provisions of these regulations, the responsible

“major claimant shall advise CNO (Op-45), who will facilitate

additional consultation with the CEQ about alternative
arrangements. "Advise" and"additional consultation" do not mean
"prior approval".

(&) Major claimants, designated and subordinate commands
are encouraged to tier their environmental statements to






P
|

OPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

5 A one paragraph abstract of the statement."
(40 CFR 1502.11)

6 The date by which comments must be received,
calculated in accordance with the procedures set out in
paragraph 4402 (d) and 4402 (3)

(b) Summary. "Each environmental impact statement
shall contain a summary which adeguately and accurately
summarizes the statemént."™ (40 CFR 1502.12) The summary
sheet (s) shall appear at the very beginning of the document
immediately after the cover sheet. The summary must provide the
following:

1l Indication of whether the analysis is an
assessment or a draft or final environmental statement.

2 The name of the action and whether it is
administrative or legislative.

3 A brief description of the action and what
geographical region (including state and county, as applicable)
is particularly affected. '~

4 A summa;y.of the environmental impact,
particularly adverse environmental effects, and major mitigating
actions required.

S & list. of alternatives considered.

6 A statement as to whether the action is
anticipated to have significant environmental impact or will be
environmentally controversial.

7 For draft statements, list all Federal, state
and local agencies from which comments have been requested. For
final statements, list all Federal, state and local agencies and
other sources from which written comments have been received.

_ 8 The date the draft and final statements were
made available to the CEQ and the public (Op-45 action).

The summary will normally not exceed fifteen pages.

(c) Purpose and Need. This section (which actually
begins the body of the basic document) "shall briefly specify
the underlying purpose and need (background) to which the Agency
(Navy) is responding in presenting the alternatives including
the proposed action." (40 CFR 1502.13)







. 3 : . '
.

OPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

however, the alternative of not proceeding with the project or
proposal must be evaluated. -

(e) Existing Environment of the Proposed Action.
"The statement shall succinctly describe the environment of the
area affected as it exists prior to a proposed-action, i.e., a
"baseline" description from which to compare the probable
impact, including other Federal activities in the area(s)
related to the proposed action and any reasonably anticipated
non-Federal activities which are similar to the proposed
action. The descriptions shall be no longer than necessary to

‘understand the effects of the proposed action. The

interrelationship and cumulative environmental impacts of the
proposed action and the aforementioned related activities shall
be presented in the analysis (statement). The amount of detail
provided in such descriptions should be commensurate with the
extent and impact of the action, and with the amount of
information required at the particular level of decision
making." (generally 40 CFR 1502.15)

(f) Environmental Consequences. This section forms
the scientific and analytic basis for the comparisons presented
under the alternatives section. The discussion will include the
environmental impacts of alternatives including the proposed
action, any adverse environmental impacts which cannot be
avoided should the proposal be implemented, the relationship
between short-term uses of man's environment and the maintenance
and enhancement of long-term productivity, and any irreversible
or irretrievable commitments of resources which would be ,
involved in the proposal should it be implemented. This section
should not duplicate the discussions in the alternatives
section. (generally 40 CFR 1502.16) It shall include
discussions of:

1 Direct Effects And Their Significance,
i.e., an assessment of the positive and negative effects of the
proposed action, as it affects both the national and/or
international environment. The attention given to different
factors will varylaccording to the nature, scale, and location
of proposed actions. Primary attention should be given in the

_ statement to a discussion of those factors most evidently

impacted by the proposed action.

: 2 Indirect Effects and Their Significance.
Secondary or indirect consequences for the environment should be
included in the analysis. Many major Federal actions,
especially those that involve construction (for example, new
installations, joint use of an installation, etc.), stimulate or
induce secondary effects, in the form of associated investments







: CPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

-

proposed action involves tradeoffs between short-term
environmental gains and the expense of long term losses or vice
versa should be presented. It should also contain a discussion
of the extent to which the proposed action forecloses future
options. In this context, short-term and long-term do not refer
to any fixed time periods, but should be viewed in terms of the
environmentally significant conseguences of the proposed action.

8 Urban Quality, Historic and Cultural
Resources, and the Design of the Built Environment, Including
the Re—use and Conservation Potential of Various Alternatives
and Mitigation Measures. (Self-explanatory).

\
9 Means to Mitigate Adverse Environmental
Impacts (if not previously discussed). Indicate the extent-to
which countervailing benefits could be realized by following
reasonable alternatives to the proposed action that would avoid
some or all of the adverse environmental effects. 1In this
connection, where appropriate and meaningful, and as dictated by

- the scope of the action addressed, cost benefit analyses of

proposed actions may be attached, or summaries thereof, to the
assessment or environmental statement. They should clearly
indicate the extent to which environmental risk has bheen
reflected in the analysis.

10 Any Probable Rdverse Environmental Effects
Which Cannot be Avoided Should Proposal be Implemented. This
should be a brief discussion summarizing in one place those
effects previously discussed that are adverse, not amenable to
mitigation, -and unavoidable under the proposed action." (40 CFR
1502.16)

(g) List of Preparers. Environmental statements are
to be prepared using an interdisciplinary approach which will
ensure the integrated use of the natural and social sciences and
the environmental design arts. In order to ensure that this
approach is undertaken, the statement "shall list the names,
together with their qualifications (expertise, experience,
professional disciplines) of the persons who were primarily
responsible for preparing the environmental impact statement or
significant background papers, including basic components of the
statement. Where possible the persons who are responsible for a
particular analysis, including analyses in background papers,
shall be identified. Normally the list will not exceed two
pages." (40 CFR 1502.17)

(h) Appendix. If the cognizant command prepares an
appendix to an EIS, the appendix shall:
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Ref:

- . L} U
 FY-86 SITE PREPARATION AND REFORESTATION; PLANS FOR PI Méé p}’

e f '
5200

29 Aug 1985 : NREAD

Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division,fl
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune ¢
pAssistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps Base, C/ Jg
Camp Lejeune ¢ [/
Al

/
%

(a) AC/S Training and Operations Memo of 13 Aug 1985 (s ﬂ F
(b) CG 2dMarDiv Memo 3900 3/RED/gac of 14 Oet 1982 (v

1. Reference (a) requests that no trees be planted in the two
areas near TLZ Cardinal during FY-86 because of needed evalua-
tion of the use of the areas for mechanized training. The area
was initially proposed for reforestation in 1983, with site prep-
aration ocecurring in 1982 but reforestation plans were cancelled
because of a proposal to enlarge the K-2 Impact Area. During
preparation of the FY-86 budget, we discussed the reforestation
with Lieutenant Colonel Cizerle of Range Control. At that time
he saw no reason not to reforest the area and it was included

for FY-86 reforestation plans.

2. Historically, mechanized training in reforested areas has not
been a problem because most damage associated with mechanized
training is confined to the area adjacent to major roads. The
TL7 Cardinal area has been prepared for reforestation and NREAD
would prefer to reforest it in FY-86, as seedlings have been or- '
dered. s 23 THEON L. g :
;w;ﬁﬁbﬁﬂ”'
3. Reference (a) also points out that a mechanized infantry train-
ing area in the HA, HB and HC areas 1is being initiated. If the
areas under study in reference (a) are the same areas proposed by
reference (b), there is significant merchantable timber to be re-
moved from the area. It is estimated that the value of the stand-
ing merchantable timber would be approximately $435,000 and should
be harvested in advance of training operations. This would be a
significant portion of the allowable annual timber harvest, and
dollars generated would be a significant financial return to both
the Marine Corps and Onslow County School system.

J. I. WOOTEN

writer: P. E. Black, NREAD 5003
Typist: J. Cross 29Aug8s

(
D
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' 4 UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LEJEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN'REPLY REFER TO

TFAC/ARB/ves
3900
22 Oct 1982

FIRST ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv 1ltr 3/RED/gac over 3900 dtd
14 Oct 82

From: Assistant Chief of Staff, Training
103 Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Creation of a Tactical Movement Range
1. Forwarded for review and approval.

2. This requirement constitutes a refinement of previously proposed
and examined efforts in the HA/HC areas, but also includes portions
of the contiguous HD area. Personal reconnaissance on 18 October
1%2%&&&1&994@%_48 _that some portions.of the NE part of
the area have been recently lumbered, however considerable timber
was_left standing in these sales; and not " -cut™ as requeste

the basic correspondence. Further discussions between this
o%fIce and sponsors of the request indicate that the term "clear-cut”
as used in para 2 of basic correspondence is meant to be interpreted
as "sufficient timber removed to permit reasonable movement by
tracked vehicles with Unit Commander able to maintain visual contact
with at least 5 other tracked vehicles".

2. Point of Contact for this section is LtCol BRUNELLI, TFac O,
ext. 5803.
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
2D MARINE DIVISION, FLEET MARINE FORCE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542

In m@PLY REPER.TO

3900

¥4 Ock 1982

From: Commanding General
To.: Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune,
North Carolina 28542

Subj: Creation of a Tactical Movement Range

Ref: (a) CG, 2d Marine Division ltr 501/SDG/jbf over 5214 dtd
2 Aug 1982

Encl: (1) Overlay of Proposed Area for Tree Removal

1. The reference identified the need to create a Tactical
Movement Range, and proposed that the HA and HC areas be used
for this purpose. The Base Environmental Board approved a test
of that area to determine trafficability prior to cutting the
existing stands of timber. A series of reconnaissance have
been conducted on foot, in wheeled vehicles, and in tracked
vehicles. The results of those efforts indicate that while
some of the area is unsuitable for this type of range, a
significant portion of the area does possess trafficability to
support both tanks and assault amphibians.

2. The attached overlay provides specific information relating
to the areas that should be clear cut of all timber and seeded
in grass of some type not to exceed two feet in height. The
three sites identifie<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>