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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Marine Corps Base

Camp LeJeune, North Carolina 28542

From:
To:

SubJ:

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

Reforestation planting; plans for

NREAD/KCH/sm
ii010
2 9 SEP

(a) AC/S FAC. memo-FAC/MGL/hf. II015 of 22 Sep--1983

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

I. The subject planting plans for FY-8 are submitted for review
and comment as per the reference. Enclosure (I) shows Compartmen
locations. Individual planting sites with acreages are shown on
closure (2).

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

Copy to: (w/o encl)
CS

M. G. LILLEY
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SSISTANT CHIEF OITAFF, FACILITIES
UARTERS, MARINE CORPS BASE

DATE
TO:

BASE MAINT O DIR, FAMILY HOUSING

PUBLIC WORKS O DIR, UNACCOMPANIED PERS HSG

COMM-ELECT O BASE FIRE CHIEF

DIR., NAT. RESOURCES & ENV. AFFAIRS

ATTN:

1. Attache;I is forwarded for inf./action.

2. Pease initia, or comment, and return all

’ o
this office..

MCBCL 5216/21 (REV. 6-83)





UNITED STATES MARINE CC
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LF-JEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 28542

i010
4 Oct 1983

From:
-To:

Subj:

Ref

Assistant Chief of Staff, Training

Assistant Chief of Saff, Facilities

Reforestation Planting; plans for

(a) AC/S, Fac Itr NREAD/KCH/sm over ll010 dtd 29 Sep 1983

(b) CG, 2d MarDiv itr 5214 dtd 7 Jun 1982

84 have been reviewed and the following comments are provided:

2. By reference (hi the ommnding General, 2d MaPi-ne-_Di-vision

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 .he 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 have an effect in the

planting of seedlings in the K area.

4. For further information and coordination, our point of dontact

is Lieutenant Colonel K. ZITZ, Range.ontrol Officer, extension

5803/3065.

J. R. MCELRO Jr.

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





TRAINING FACI’LITES BRANCH
Marine Corps Base

Camp LeJeune, North Carolina 28542

TFAC/AR/ves
3900
28 January 1983

SECOND ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv lr 3/HWL/Eac 3900 dd 18 Jan

From: Base Training Facilities Officer
To: Base Foreser
Via: (I) Assisan Chief of Saff, TralnlnE

(2) Assisan Chief of Saff, Facilities

SubJ: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planing Regeneration Areas

I. Forwarded for appropriate action.

2. As noed in he basic correspondence, he planned regeneration
areas in he HA Area and LZ CONDOR Area (Verona Loop) wou-d
incompatible wih he acical raining planed for hese
locaions. is recommended ha alernae sies/gbffound f
he planings.





,.I
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS

MARINE CORP BASE

CAMP LJEUNE. NORTH CAROI.INA 28542

3900
28 Jan 1983

THIRD ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv Itr 31HWL/gac over 3900 did 18 Jan 83

From:
To:
Via:

Assistant Chief of Staff, Training
Base Forester
(I) Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planting Regeneration Areas

I. 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 d@iving
range and proposed drop zone request.





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

3/HWL/gac
3900
18 Jan 983

From:
To:

Commanding General
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} CG MCB CamLej ltr TFAC/ARB/ves over 1500 dtd 4 Jan 1983

{b} CG 2d MarDiv ltr 3:JDE:js over 1500 dtd 5 Nov 1982

1. 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 dSscussed in reference {a}.

By direLion

TRNG/MPS/eks
1500
20 Jan 1983

FIRST ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv itr 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 Platting Regeneration Areas

Forwarded for action.

By direction





UNITED STATES MARINE: CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LF-JEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 28542

TFAC/ARB/ves
1500
4 January 1983

From:
To:

Commanding General
Commanding General, 2d Marine Division, Camp LeJeune, North
Carolina 28542 (Attn: G-3 Trng)

SubJ: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planting Regeneration Areas

Ref: (a) CG 2d MarDiv Itr 3:JDE:Js over 1500 of 5 Nov 82
(5) Conference btw Mr. HARRISON (Base Forestry) and LtCol

BRUELLI (Base TFacO)

Encl: (i) Compartment 42 Mmp
(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 plantlng on expansion of

LZ CONDOR

I. Reference (a) forwarded a prlorltlzed llst of desired range
improvements and training area projects to support your training.

2. In the reference (5) conference, it was identified that several
planned Base Forestry regeneration plantings had potential conflicts
with the proposed utillzatlon of KA/HC/RD areas for Mechanized
Vehicle Driver Training (enclosures (I), (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 condernlng any conflict these may create
with envisioned trainln in these areas. A response by 21 January
1983 is requested.

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

Copy to:

C/S Facilities
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Enclosure (I)
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OI;NAV 6210/142 (Ray. 6-74) S/N 0107-LF.778-7110 IrtJ.S. GPO: 1111--703-100/140|





Marine Corps Base
amp LeJeune, North Carolina 28542

Date





lllO
FAC

Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps Base,
Camp LeJeune
Assistant Chief of Staff, Trainln and Operations

oi:

SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS FOR SS-85 AT DZ CONDOR

(a} CDR ISTCORPSSPTCMD Ft Brag 1.21135.Mar 85
(b) Site visit betwee capt Sherman, %VIII Airborne Corps

and Mr. Alexander, Faw MCS.,’ 4 Apr 85

(1) Sketch of DZ Condor Erea
-.

I. Support requirements as roqmested by reference (a} we
evaluated during reference (b). o significant envlroental
issues are Involve. Accoralnl, Base Maintenance Division
will provide the asslstane as icated on the encle.
Capt Sherman concurred n theseAproeents d pleted
coordination fo reIn surt It,s during the site
visit

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

Copy to:
EnvEngr

NREAD

J. G. FITZGERALD
By direction





SITI IMPROVEMENTS
DZ CONDOR

N

FUEL

LAUNDRY

RADE ROD,
REMOVE 2 TREES

DZ

GRADE
(200 ft sq.)

RPR ROAD
( 200 ft)

BUSHt’TtOG
( 500 ft. sq.)

GRADE ROAD,
INSTALL CULVERT

CONI30R

VERONA LOOP





6280
6 April 1983

Comsandlng General
Commandln Officer, 2d ?orce.Service Support Group (Rein),
Fleet arine Force, Atlantic, Camp Lejeune, NC 25542

Suj - Clearance-and Exanslon of DZ Condor"

Ref: (a) BO ll000.1k

(1) D, NREAD lt NRE&D/DDS/th 11000 dtd 12 Jan 2%83

1. Suje request of he basic correspondence has been evaluated

As indicated o the enclosure, the results of an on-slte rvleW
h this to n extremely oor site due to cleerin requirents,

steep slopes, and .Toblem soils. Further, extensive 5alntenance

will b,o-,require, to retain the slt in satisfacto1 ondltlon..

2. In order to ddEess these issues in =e proect plannln stae,
preparation of a .oEellnlnary environmental assessment in accordance
it the. refexenceust be nderaken. r further Infomatlon,
contact .q. Alexander, ext. 304.

Copy to
C, 2I azv (G-3T)

Blind Copy to:
AC/S, T=og (TFCO)
NRE&D

By dlr:tion





UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
2D FORCE SERVICE SUPPORT GROUP (REIN)

FLEET MARINE FORCE, ATLANTIC

CAMP i.EJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542
3T/JBH/car
1500
22 Nov 1982

FIRST ENDORSEMENT on CO, 2d Angiico l=r 3/WMG/kbp over 1500/5 did 8 Nov 82

From:
To:

.Commanding Officer
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp ejeune, Nor’th Carolina

285A2 A=tn: Facilities Officer)

Subj: Clearance and Expansion of DZ-CONDOR

I. Forwarded for evaluation of feasibility. If deemed feasible =hsc=o.=d
will prepare an environmental impact s=aaement if all other aspects are deemed

feasible.





Ub!TED STATES MARIN’E CORPS
2d Air and Naval Gunfire Liaison Company

Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

3/WMG/kbp
1500/5
8 Nov. 1982

From:
To:

Via:

Subj

Ref:

Commanding Officer
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp. Lejeune,
(A=tn: Training Facilities Officer)
Commanding Officer, .2d FSSG (AC/S Trng)

Clearance and Expansion of DZ Condor

Hqtrs MAC, Scott Air Force Pase !!I 62225, Assault
Zone Availability Report did 30 Aug !92 (.OTAL)

Encl: (I) Proposed Expansion of DZ Condor

I. Reference (a) indicated that DZ Bluebird is the only Drop
Zone on Camp Lejeune currently certified by the Air Force f=r
parachute operations. Due to the multiple’use o# Bluebird and
the small size of Camp Lejeune’s other drop zones (as compared

to Army and Air Force standards), it is anticipated that uture
support by Air Force aircraft for personnel drops will be further
curtailed. Te 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 recommeided that
DE Condor be expanded as outlined in enclosure (I). The size
recommended would be sufficient (by Air Force criterion) to

drop 28 personnel on one pass over the drop zone. With this

capability, i zs felt that future Air Force support could be
easily justified.

brush and dead wood
condition.

As a minimum, it is requested that DZ Condor be cleared of all
in order to upgrade its present poor

W./z. FEIND

Copy to
2d Force Recon Co
2d LSB





Firgure ’-. Proposed expansion of DZ Condor

Present size of DZ Condor

Reforested Areas
Proposed Expansion

I F..CLO ST.F (!)





NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS DIVISION
Mrine Corp Bmse

Camp Leieune, North Carolina 28542

NREAD/DDS/th
11000
12 Jan 1983

From: Director
TO: Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Proposed Drop Zone Condor

Ref: (a) BO 11000.IA

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

I. The subject project has been reviewed for the purpose o identifTing
any constraint having major impact on feasibility of the project described
in enclosure (1). The following considerations were identified.------ .-. Steep erode reas {shown on enosur’e ,,/ nu, =
clearing limits ad.justed to leave a buffer between clearing and streams.

Exposed soils in these areas will require stabilization with perennia rasses.

To level reas are generally made up of soils ;ith i]h ., , e
nd :,,i!! me relatively difficult to clea and maintain.

c. Approximately 2!2 acres of timber harvest will be required ne wil

take approximately 12 months to accomplish from the date tis

to clear the area.

2. It is recommended that the action sponsor proceed with creDaration of

Preliminary Environmental Assessment in accordance ,with the reerence.

//’ ,
vj. I. WSOTEN

















6280
6 pril 1983

SECOND ENDORSEMENT on CO, 2d &MGLICO Itr 3/WMG/kp 1500/5 did 8 Nov 82

Encl:

Commanding Oicr0 2d Force...Servic Support GrouD (Rein),
Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic, Camp Lejeune, NC 29542

Clearance-and Expansion of DZ Condor

(a) BO II0O0.1A
(i) D%r, NRE&D Itr NRE&D/9OS/t 11000 dtd 12 Jan 1983

I. 5Dject request of-the basic correspondence has been ewaluated
for the put.Dose of identfyin aJor constraints on te
As ndicaed o the enclosure, the results of an on-sie rvleW
-, this to be n extremely noor site due to c.learlnG ruireents,
steep slo.oes and .roblem soils. Put,her, extensive maintenance

will b-reired to retain he-sirloin a satisfactory

2. L ordar to ddress these issues in
preparation of a .reliminary enwlronmenal assessment in accordamce
with the refecemust be. deraken. cr further infoati,

CG, 2:! .’*m.rD2w (G-.ST)

J. T. RARBHALL
By direction

Blind Copy to:
AC/S, Trig (TFACO)
NREAD





UNITED STATES ARINE CC
2D FORCE SERVICE SUPPORT GROUP (REIN)

FLEET MARINE FORCE, ATLANTIC

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542

3T/JBH/ar
15OO
22 Nov 1982

FIRST ENDORSEMENT on CO, 2d Angiico l=r 3/WMG/kbp over 1500/5 did 8 Nov 82

From:
To:

ubj:

.Commanding Officer
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp ejeune, Nor’:h Carolina

285A2 A==n: Facilities Officer)

Clearance and Expansion of DZ-CONDOR

I. Forwarded for evaluation of feasibility. If deemed feasible ths=D.qmmnd

will prepare an environmen=l impac= s=a=ement; if all other aspects are deemed

feasible.





LrN!TED STATES MARl_WE CORPS
2d Air and Naval Gunfire Liaison Company

Fleet Marine Force,. Atlantic
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

3/WMG/kbp
1500/5
8 Nov, 1982

From:
To:

Via:

Commanding Officer
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp. Lejeune,
(Attn: Training Facilities Officer)
Commanding Officer, .2d FSSG (AC/S Trng)

Subj

Ref:

Clearance and Expansion of DZ Condor

(a) Hqtrs MAC, Scott Air Force Pase Ill 62225, Assault
Zone Availability Report did 30 Au o-=.. (NOTAL)

Encl: (I) Prooosed Expansion of DZ Condor

I. Reference (a) indicated that DZ Bluebird is the only Drop
Zone on Camp Lejeune currently certmed by the Air Force for
parachute operations, Due to the multiple use o# .!uebird and
the small size of Camp Lejeune’s other drop zones ,’.=_s comoared
to Army and Air Force standards), it is anticipated that uture
support by A_, Force aircraft for personnel_ droos will be further
curtailed. Te 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 recommeided that
DZ Condor be expanded as outlined in enclosure (I). The size
recommended would be sufficient (by Air Force criterion) to

drop 2 personnel on one pass over the drop zone. With this

capability, ic ls felt hat 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 o upgrade its present poor
condition.

W... FE!ND

Copy to
2d Force Recon Co
2d LSB





Present size of DZ Condor

Reforested Areas
Proposed Expansionr

I KWCLOr=IF (!)





NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS
Marine Cors Base

Camp Leieune, Noah Carolina 28542

DIVISION

NREAD/DDS/th
11000
12 Jan 1983

From: Director
TO: Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Proposed Drop Zone Condor

Ref: (a) BO IIO00.1A

Encl: (1) CO 2dFSSG Itr 3/WMG/rbp 1500/5 of 8 Nov 1982
(2) Erodble Areas, Z Condor

= oroect has boon reviewed fo the urose o4 identf’./inaI. The su........
any constraint having major ipact on feasibility of the project described
in enclosure !!). The following considerations were identified

a. Szee: erodim9 reas {ShOWn on enclosure ,,=/ ,Ou, :

:!erimg imits adjusted to leave a buffer between clearing and streams.
Exposed soils in these areas will require stabilization with perennial 3rasses.

_.. Te !eve re.s are general v made um of .:oils with xi,F ...,_ter ta.’:e_--,

=.rid wil e relativeil/ difficult to clea and maintain.

Ir_.c. Approximately 2!2 acres of timber harvest will be :?" : e wili
,r.m he date ti=ke pproximaely !2 months to accomplish =

to clear the area.

2. !t is recommended tha% the action ponsor proceed wit re,aratic

Preliminary Environmental Assessment in accordance with the

0. I. WOOTEN









NATURA!..RESOURCES AND I:ONMENTAL FFAIR$ BRANCH
Base Maihtenance Division

Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

From: Director, NREAB
To:
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Marine Corps Base

Camp LeJeune, North Carolina 28542

FAC/REA/el
6280/1

From:
To:

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

SubJ: Environmental Assessment (EA); L-5 Caliber .50 Machine

Gun Range

Ref: (a)" MCO 6280.5
(b) OPNAVINST 5090.1
(c) Mtg btwn LtCol Zitz and istLt Shapiro, TrngFac;

Mr. WoofeD, Mr. Sharps and Mr. Black, NREAD; and
Mr. Alexander, AC/S, Fac on 1 Dec 1983

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

1. Per references (a) and (), an EA is required for firing .50

caliber machine guns at the L-5 Range, since this project entails

a "new target range or range mission change which increases

environmental impact." During. reference (c), it was eted

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 is provided at enclosure (I) forvyour use as

the action sponsor in the event that this fring is required.

Enclosure (2) is provided as further explanatlon of the EA format’

2. The most significant impact of the L-5 Range proecZ is apparent-
ly the effects on timber production from.flring 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





DRAFT OUTLINE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT:
L-5 CALIBER .50 MACHINE GUN RANGE

A. Cover Sheet:

B. Summary:

C. Purpose and Need:

(Background); to what need ae we responding in establishing

a .50 caliber range? Why not use an existing range?

D Alternatives, ncluding 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. Existing Environment of the Proposed Action:

Refer to the Camp Lejene 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.

List simple, brief statements about land cover (forested) and

land use (impact/safetyfan); soil types; historical sites

(map); wildlife species (no__end. spec.)._

Public access mention that waters of Millstone and Muddy

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

major routes through area; open for hunting when range not

in use.

F. Environmental Consequences:

i. 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 protecfled; no

land disturbing activities are planned for this project which

would affect them.

2. 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 .(I)





Public Safety 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 *ange,
per Camp Lejeune Master Plan.

4. Environmental Effects of Alternatives including the

Proposed Action.

Alt. A: L-5 discussed in 2. above.

Alt. B:

Aft. C:

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

No Action no effects.

5. Energ Requirements probably no different impact for

either alternative.fAf

Irreversible or Irretrievable Commitment of Resources:

This range will permanently reduce the productivity of

portions of the area of forest production; in view of

requirement for military training, this commitment

is justified; mitigating measures are described belw.

Short-tem Use Verus 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.

these.
Means to mitigate Adverse Environmental Impacts des6ribe

Impacts

Clearing

Mitisation

Sediment Controls & Reseeding

Reduction of Productive
Forest

MCB For. Mgmt. Plan is optimizing
overall production

E[CLOSURE (I)





i0. Adverse Effects Which Cannot be Avoided.

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

List of Preparers:

Appendix: Not needed.

3 ENC.LOSURE (i)





./

OPNAVINST 5090.1

6 MAY 983
(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 specifying 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 Droduct)

frequently occasioned by a tardy review of a 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) TQ 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

stat.e and local requirements. Such cooperation could include

(a) joint planningprocesses

(b) joint envirohmental research and studies

(c) joint publ.ic 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) Where emergency circumstances make it necessary to

t@ke 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".

(8) Major claimants, designated and subordinate commands

are encouraged to tier their, environmental statements to

4-23





OPNAVINST 5090.1
MAY

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(j)

(b) Summary. "Each environmental impact statement

shall contain a summary which adequately and accurately
summarizes the statement." (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:

1 indication of whether the analysis is an

assessment or a raft 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 regTon (including stat.e and county, as applicable)
is particularly affected.

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

5 A list of alternatives considered.

6 A statement as to whether the action is

anticipated to hve 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 t the CEQ and the public (0p-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)
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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 ofman’s environment and the maintenance

and enhancement of long-term producti-vity, 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. (general.ly 40 CFR 1502.16) It shall include

discussions of:

1 Direct Effects And Their Significance,
i.e., an assessment of the positi.ve and negative effects of the

proposed action, as it affects both the national and/or
international environment. The attention given to different

factors will vary,according 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 Si@nificance.
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
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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

o any fixed time periods, but should be viewed in terms of the

environmentally significant consequences of the proposed action.

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

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. In 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 enviroqmental risk has been

reflected in the analysis.

I0 Any Probable Adverse Environmental Effects
Which Cannot be-voided 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 orderto 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

5200
20 Au, 1985 NREAD

Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Dlvlslon
Marine Corps Base, Camp LeJeune
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps Base,
Cp I,eJ eune

A
FY-86 SITE PEEPATION AND FOSTAON; PNS FOR ’’--a AC/S Training d Seraions Memo f IS Aug 1985 e 2"
(b) CO 2dMarDiv Memo 3900 3/D/gae of I .00 1982

i. 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 mechized training. The area
was initially proposed for reforestation in 1983, with site prep-
aration occurring in 1982 but reforestation plane were ccelled
because of a proposal to enlge the K-2 Impact Area. Ding

preparation of the FY-86 budget, we discussed the reforestation
with Lieutenant Colonel Cizerle of ge Control. A tat time

he saw no reason not to reforest %he area d it was included
for FY-86 reforestation plans.

2. Historically, mechanized training in refosted areas has not
been a problem because most dage associated with mechized
braining is confined to the area adjacent to major roads. The

TLZ Cardinal area has been prepared for reforestation and NEAD
would prefer to reforest it i FY-86, as seedlings have been or-

3. Reference () also points out that s mechenized infantry train-

in area in the HA, HB and HC reaa is being Initiated. Xf the

areas under study in refence (a) are the ee areas proposed
reference (b), there is significant merchantable timber
moved from the area. It Is esti%ed that the, value of the stand-

In merchantable timber would be approximately $35,000 end should

be harvested in dvance of trainin epmratlons. This would be a

sIznificant portion of the allowable ennuel timber harvest, and

dollars enerated would be a siifiet fincisl turn te both

the Marine Corps and slow County Sehool system

J. I. WOOTEN

Writer: P. E. Black, NREAD 5003
Typist: J. Cross 29Aug85









UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINm’ CORIJ BASI

CAMP LF.JEUN I=’, NORTH CAROLINA 28542

3900
22 Oct 1982

FIEST ENDORSEMENT on CG, 2d MarDiv ltr 3/RED/gac over 3900 did
14 Oct 82

From:
To:

Assistant Chief of Staff, TrainlnE
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

SubJ: Creation of a Tactical Movement Range

I. Forwarded for review and approval.

2. This requirement constitutes a refinement of prevlously proposed
and examined efforts in the HA/HC areas, but also includes portions
of the contiguous HD area. Personaleo_n_!8 October
1982 by_ Base ___T2acQ__/_e_ve_%als. S_hat_.o.r.ttonsDf _h_e..__..Bro._

b.|. t--have been reC.ently lumbere_d_t how.@.v__er c.onsIder-b=!e_.t.
\1 w,, 1t .’tand-----sa--i--d-o- "ce"r-ct-"-/dwuested

" a/ic__rs_p_ond_n_e. -rther disss.lons .between ,t,h.ls -,,
/" o-ed sp__9ors of the request indicate that the term cear-cu

as used in pare 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
ext. 5803.

this section fs LtCol BRUNELLI, TFac O,

By direction





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

3/PED/gac
3900
14 Oct 1982

From:
To

Commanding General
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune,
North Carolina 28542

Subj

Ref

Creation of a Tactical Movement Range

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

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

I. The reference identified the need to create a Tactical
Movement Range, and proposed that the PA and HC areas be used
for this purpose. Te 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 t_ and seeded
in grass of some type not to exceed two feet in height. The
three sites identified by circles and numbers require culvert
and engineer efforts.to either make existing tank trails
passable or to create a tank trail to support tactical move-
ments, The proposed tank trail runs to the north of Marines’
Road in an area of that road where tactical movements have caused
damage to the hard surface road in the last year on several
occasions. The new tank trail should give maneuver commanders
an approved roue to execute these movements and relieve the
pressure on Marine’s Road.

3. This Division stands ready within its capacity to assist in
the work to modify the HA and HC areas as indicated.

By direction
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1:2 $eetgu
_15 White Oak
14 Red Oak

i6 Beech

7 Sawtlmber
-B Poletimber

Saw and Pole Timber
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Poie Tier
Sawtimber

STAND CONDITION CLASS .3 Digits)

FIRST DIGIT

THIRD DIGIT
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Height 96 +
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORF
MARINE CORF BASE

CAMP I.E.JEUNE. NORTH CAROI.INA 28542

MEMORANDUM

TRNG/AWR/eks
1500
27 Jul 82

From:
To:

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

Subj:

Encl:

Various Staff Studies of 2d Marine DiviSion

(i) Staff Study dtd 16 Mar 82 Creation of a Tactical
Driving Range for Mechanized Units

(2) Staff Study -Ground Observation into G-IO and-K-2 Impact
Areas

(3)
j"

Point Paper dtd 26 Jul 82 Tank Gunnery Range Modification

i. Enclosures (i) through (3) are submitted for action and information
as deemed appropriate.

2. It is my understanding that. BGen SMITH, ADC, 2d Marine Division
will discuss enclosures (i) through (3),with CG at 1330, 28 Jul 1982.





STAFF STUDY"

colF of
DC/S, Re’adies’s
IstLt S. D. GLASS
16 March 1982

"SUBJECT

Creation of a Tactical Dri%r Range for Mechanized Uniis

copies

INTRODUCTION

The Marine Corps’ interest in Mechanized/Maneuver Warfare and possible commitment

to battlefields in Europe, Africa, or the F,ddle East wi3_l.require MAGTFs to
operate in areas with long distance (lOOOm to 5000m) fields of observation

and fire. Success and survival on these battlefields d/ul depend on a umi"
ability to maneuver across open terrain with a mi,tmum of casualties.

i. PROBLEM

There are presently no areas at Camp Lejeune with sufficietl large fields

of observation for mechanized units to gain adequate exp_erience in the tech-

niques of movement in open terrain. Dense stands of trees that cover most of

Camp Lejeune obscure IOng range fields of fire aud observation in areas other-

wise suitable for the above mentioned trainin@. Also regulations against

i erciall[_ valuable trees_rest_r’_zcts the

of arm_ore_vyehiQle__s _iu_a3_l__C_ Lej_e. tr"_aiin are_as.

2. ASS[PTIONS

05 a. That training is significautly important to alter some of the. natural

tree growth at Camp Lejeune.

b. That a suitable training ra can be .eveloped and s+.ill properly pre-

"serve the existing environment.

B- FACTS BFARI ON THE PROBLEM

a. There is no designated tactical driving range on board Camp Lejeune at
thiB time.

b. Training areas HA and HC would provide a suitable tactical driving range

if the trees were harvested or substantiallythinned.

c. The trees in training areas HA and HC could be harvested by civiliau

lumber and paper co:panies at a profit to the. government and no cost to the

Marine Corps. ..
d. The trees in these areas do not prgvide habitat for any .endan@ered

secies.

e. The wet lands, around Duck and Goose Cree= can be left intact.





4. DISCUSSION

a. Mechanized units require u opportunity to train frequently in the full

range of movement to contact and assault techniques while dealir with multiple

long range threats. There is no trainingarea on board Camp Lejeune which (as
presently vegetated) cau fulfill this requirement. -However, training areas HA

and HC can provide suitable area for mechanized unit trainin if the large stands

of piue are cleared or significantly thinned. These training areas offer both

rolling and flat terrain ith varyin degrees of trafficability. It is believed

that measures to prevent soil erosion and damage to level lands can be implement-

ed, and that lumber and paper companies, could remove the commerics_lly vsluable

timber -ith no threat to the environment or cost to the Ma."ne Corps.

b. Training areas HA and HC are "esil accessabl for both tracked and 4

wheeled vehicles." The. value of a tctic.l driving range in these training

areas is limited only by the imagination of the Marines that .use it.

c. The alterntlve to a tactical movsment rarge is to delay a significant

portion of unit’s mechanized warfare training until that unit deploys to

Ft Pickett, 29 Palms, or overseas. -However, these training operations do not
offer the frequemt and regular opportunity for va_id training offered by a

tctic.al movement ramge at Camp Lejeune.

d. A reazlir available tactical driving range also allows company level

units an opportunity to pursue their on training objecti.ves, rather than those

"of larger unit involved in a scheduled trainin exercise.

CONCL ’ ONS
That creating a tacticai movementdriving range in training areas HA and HC

would O’er the av-a,ble opportmity for mech’ized units to ain ex’per-

ience in importanwafare techniques.

6. ACTION ECOED,

That the enclosed Preliminary Environmental Assessment be submitted to tae

Base Environmental Ymrpct Revie Board requesting that training areas HA and

HC be converted into a tantical driving range.

STUART D. GLASS
IstLt USMC
STATISTICS" OFFICER

Concur Non-Con6ur

AC/S, G-3 Traiz

AC/S, G-3

Ac/s,’ -4
Chief of Staff

Co_ding General (Approved





’.;’"=’3 NARIN
FLEET MARIHE F.m.C’E

..N]H CA0LIblA 26542

Coz._uding General, r-_ne Cos Base, Camp Lejeuue

(2) If ts prosedire is not "-’’-"- =

not offer ess.ti open terrn tr forc levelored vecle d
mechzed it ts. is ccd reset vhicie conders d t
leers not eective develop the skis in the re of terrn
i such as movzment to contact d assat tecmques whi be essen-
ti forf sattlai’iids. Mechzed vecles ’ present z ast’icted to
trls dl zones. Gery, tr in edite reaction s,
lor fire direction nd mechzed 6uveri sfer the hi
restrictive .ded tr es at Ca. jee.

No permanent facilities are required; however hardened creek cross-

ig points)and sediment traps m be desirable.

(4) Long r_nge fields of obser-tion snd fire (greater than lO00m) can
be created and maintained throughout traininz res

__
and HC to offer the

eccssa-J training environment. The vegetation heigj.t mst no mo..re
o the% .knee high s/er the current large trees are harvested.

() These res would be used s a tactical dri-.Ln range for comp_am
levi armo’ed vehicle tuits and tactical ,movement for dismounted infant-j tLnits.

b. Consideration of Alternatives

(I) A!terrtives.. Keep_ e:cisti --eas as they are -nd. fncrezsa mechanized train-

i tme at 29 P3a/Ys aD.d Fort Pickatt. .: ..





I. 29 Pe3nus: A !are Z,trine Corps desert training
Ca!ifon%ia

e. Pio_kett: m Aj trainiru5 area with roiling
.inter_ittent ,..zoods in Southern Virginia.

......... 82e. % d =C e mere stab!e th e9 Ps 0r
[_P!oket bece these tr eas .e o= boemd C jee e access-

es I nd HC e not. e terr in trai es F1 d HC offer

3. Constructing hardened creek crossug points aud sediment traps.. Limiting the namber of traii.Z dens that tracked vehicles
use .training aree.s HA and HC to 15/month.

(3) Clean Air Act. Not app_icble. No significant discharge of air
:-:pollutants is axected.

(4) Coastal Zone M_uagement. There is no direct impact on beaches or
:_salt .marshes. /_lame:ittion of the erosion prevention measures suggested by
se ecology personnel prevent indirect damage which mit be caused by
sedimentation.

(5) Archaeological and Kistoric Preservation Act. There are no
sites of historic portance in trainA4 areas 4 and HC.





(8) #. o ’a!IS =-=,-’’

_e eqte protection of welds.

(I0)- Other Raztiens A?c,zb e rosed cgion does % involve

:--
__---: j .. ---_ :

::.: -:-: "-.

d e not
..._- ,,,_
Co Officer of Base- te.ce ncats that the prosed ctions

e -,/_thLn tb_constrnts f the Base s%er PI.

C





ST_F STUDY

Subject

Providing ground observation into the G-lO, and K-2 i_pact .areas by clearing

excess trees in the buffer zones and impact areas.

Introduction

The zrine Corps %[LI rely heavily upon its artille_j on agy modern battlefield.

Artery must be able to deliver effective fire q,uiPckly and acc,rately on rmmy

rapidly approaching, widely separated targets to adequately support mzlne units

on the modern battlefield. Omthe modern battlefield artille. ..ill. rely heavily

upon for%d observers moving through unfamiliar terrain to direct their fires.

Also, artillery batteries may be required to "shift trois" to engage a rapidly

approach_ip target far from their original targets.

i. Pr_oblem. For,,rardobservers must-C i a-fir=JOn the G-IO izpact

area from .ell kncm towers, on OPs marked on the map, rather thu a less

familiar position on the ground as they .muld in cow-bat. Aiso a aerial observer

is raaire for artillc" batte-ies to use the K- izact reas which l_its

opportunities for these batteries to "shift trails" and engage .idely separated

targets.

2. _Assuptions.

a. That the increased training opportties:are significant encuzh to

alter the G-!O and K-_ impact and buffer zones.

b. That these alterations can be accozplished ,thout an adverse affect

on the en,ironment.





a. Arbi]i.e, fire inbo the G’-IO and K-2 cap,not be observed from the ground

at %his tim.--,, due to dense st&nds of rees in "the buffer zones _nd impact area.

b. Base Ecolo_j ;ersorm--.i do not consider the G-IO and K-2 areas eco!oic-

aly se/.it!ve or as habitat for endangered species.

c. ne K-2 impact mea md buffer zone do not contain stay commercia/ly usable

timber in the opinion of Baze Forestr# personnel..

d. The G-IO impact area, the nothern bu/’fr zone bet.een OP-I and gua posl-

tion 9 and the southwest ccrner of th% G-IO buffer zone between OP-5 az the

Rsm.ge do no contain ccmercla/.ly usable trees in the opinion-of Base Forestry

perso_nel.

e. EOD personmel from SF& can effectively eep te G-10 "impact area and

buffer zone ].th the aid of mp.er from lOMb ..rines.

f.. E0D pesormel from lase .c.n effectivel sweep the K-2-ract m:ea d

th.bfer- zone south of Rges K-309 K-5 K- 7, d East-of k-2 dK-06.

g. Tty (30) M-82O ’dozers 8th Ezines d (on ve .ted bzsis)

om 2d Eineers e avble d have the capai to clete cle

eas of e G-IO npthern bfer zone in e Uecessy ot of tae.

M-830 to operate, d Eineeri stte is reqred prior to their

e in the proposed ciei
i." xcess trees in both_the K-2 d I0 eas c be efficient d"

sectie r.oved by !osves whle provi ale trni portity

for neer d other ts.. Perzoel fr lOth I.es eqped _th ioneer ge (chain sas, es,

etC.) c aent the or.entioned s.eps d c!e efforts.

k. vgtation .tn i0 of Nw ver c be le intact thout

i. The aoove .-,. -eas coat be c!ccd .au over

te to the degz,.e necess-.





On any no.lcu bttle z-e]:. the !.’.’.rize Corps :_21 de}en. heartily c.n its o---

I.ch of the eDfectiveues of our artllezj den.!s upon t.h- ability of fox.zard

observers to ra_Dikl- arid accz:ate!y cL1 in fire from a tu-.-.arked position in an

f,.i--._r ca. Alzo: arti:.er# batte_es ._l be clled upon to deliver effect-

ive fire upon zidely sel’,a::at:[ rapidly appr.oaching targets, Fod observers must

gain experience ca/li in fire. from the ground (dot from a toer marked on the ma_).

and artilej btteris :xast train in the tcch!ues of "Shifting trails, to eng-e
targets wldel" separated frum those originally eaged to be effective on the

modern battlefield. This trzhu_ can be conducted on the .K-2 mud the G-IO areas

if the excess trees in the areas outlined in pragra.mhs 3d, 3, 3k are cleared.

The persomhel, expertise and eqaipment to accomp_lish th task 0ithin a reasonable

amount of time are a%mllable at Camp Lejeune. BaSe EcoloJ ersonnel do not consider

te areas outlined in parsraphs 3d, 3", 3k to be eco!oo-ica!ly sensitiwe or habita+

To@ endangered species. BaseEcoloj prsormel beleive that no ecological d.amage

.i3_l rezult from this p{oject.so lor as the areas involved are not totally defoil-

iated. Base Forestry coniiders the timber iq the above mentioned areas to be of

no coercial v-lue, /

5- Conclusions

’nat clearing the excess trees . the ’areas outlined n paragraphs 3d, 3f and

3k "go 8/Io ground observation into the G-lO stud K-2 will significantly enhance

,the value o traini available to artille-i uts. at Cp_ .ee,mne rlthout" inter-

t.hz_e the environment of CarpferiP/ ._t/ the training of other units or

Le eune.

3





,6, Aticn .Re

That the e.uc".ozed Pre3_dr:," Euvirozmental Asse=ment be subtted to the Base

,ro,aut act R,svie;.; [k,d reqaest that the proofed cleg operation

be o,ted to proceed.

S. D. GLASS
First Lieutenant, US..C
Statistic-i Officer

A-prove<

(Approved)

Disapproved

(Disapproved)





1. It is rec..u2ste;l that .ss tree’: in the K-2 n G-!0 isact areas and

buffer zones be cleared, sufficiently to e_low gro,n observation into the

aforementioned i.cact u’eas.

a. _Agtion/Project Decr!,tiou

(..) e .ine Co. ._ re hea oh. effective tie

on mole battle field. e Cos ie" reires., trned fo.:d

obsezer to be effective the present d repld shii, tget rich en-.rqn-

merit. FoE.. observers g ee_ence in ci fre from ked

rapi roa gets, they t be roficient in he techques of "shii

(2)" !f the proposed clei (see site , Aen A) is not done, C

jee cnot offer fo. obseers a tae- reistic trni, enroent.

so, ti batteries lose a re or$" to develope the flbili- offer-

ed by mater of the tecques of "shiligg tras".

(3) "No peent facilities e recre.

() Trees other veg&tation ter t }:st heist must be s,ficient-

2e to ow gronl obseztion of K-2 ni I0 act eas. No ne, act

" @ (5) e proposea moifition of the K-2 - !0 act eas b,fer

zone .tod sp incree te effectiveness of the morro, tiey d CAS

traini already authorized for hose areas.

E.,,CLO,UP...





(!) A!ternativc-’-:

Iint-i.u .,,H =tno"= ar-as as they are stud increase trainir at

-- Ft. Pickett, 29 Pims Vieques Is!znd, ud Capo Tue!ada.Ft. Br.,

1. . Bg: r.= b&sa in Centr Eorthern Colin

t act -eas ich -e larger thn the O-!O.

e. . Picle: Atr base th one centr act

ea ich is ro the s=e size as the G-!0. ..
3- 9 Palm:: : a!arge i:’2rine Corps desert training are in

California rlth live fire aS/..o’e into all trainir areas.

4. Vieques Iland: as islsm.d training area in the Caribbean

rith a sma Fn penisular zp_act area.

5. Capo Tueld: traini area on Sardinia with a amall

mountinous pen’nsul for an impact area.

b. Zintain the G-IO em_d K-2 i..,%ct areas as they are

vegatation in e N-1 impact area ar.d buffer zone.

c, N.inta. e..stirg ’pact ea as s d create colete ne

(2) 29 Fs is the o.trea from C je’e the

om grod obsetion 0f ier "(fr ked position). However,

fete fo.d Sservers have :the oortZ to trn there due to the high cost of

shi trois but 10th ?,res ,ts cmu ov trn there bi-m de to the

cost, e I.2 is .staSle due to its yew ted size d depth, New act

eas corot be estabshed at C Lejee due to the l&ted ace avble.

c. Co!ice .th federal, state, loc enroent relations, mud
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G-!O stud K-2 bqact .a _ud btufer zone.

(2) ..hen Wc.’t,- Soil Erosion ro:des the only _rossib!lity of

water .wo!lut!bn. However... :Base En.’.rorenta! _eronnel believe that erosion :.,ill

be miniz’ul ,_nd within accet&b!e le’zels for the fc]_lo:.,r_ reasons:

(a) No c!e’i, ..I!" be done .ithin 100m bC _.’;ez Pzver.

(b) The aras that would be cleared _re not @rcsion _zrone. 7

(c)

for clearing.

(d)

salt marshes.

listel above.

There ./. be little, if any,. vehicle traz2ic in the area prc.oseT

Use of demlitions and/or pioneer gear a/los erj selective cut-

Clean Air Act. Ho si/nificaut discharge of air pollutants is exp_ecte.

Coastal Zone @.n,aement. There is r.o direst act on beaches or

No significan increase in erosicnis expected due-to the reasons

(5) Archaeolo-ical.. and H!stcricel =:.__ _._:o-- A_’-.-. There are no kno.m.

sites of historical importanc in t-K-2 and G-IO impact areas mud btu’fer zones.

(6) North andC_ro! Erosicn Sed--mntaticn Rer:./ations. Erosion and

sedimentation :.rlll sh; no significant increase due to the reascns listed in c(2)

above.

(7) Hazardous k’aterials and :’:aside Dis.cs.. The metal residue from

rounds authorized for use in the G-!O and K-2 i__.,act a_eas are nor.azardous.

.Theareas involved are alreaSy authorized iz;_act areas and b,’fer zones, and

are so mared. A this time,.the current state &ud federal regulations do not

appear applicable.

(8) Protection cf Wetlands ecu.e Order The conditions and

mestes listed in c(2) ill prolde ad&4ue proteczion for. wetlands inyolved.





any en-ro;mch regations ot those discussed above.

Se Appendix. B.

"d. How does the wrowo,[ action +/-..-m...zct cn cther Ease functions and

(].) A favorabL. ..,:ct. The K-2 and C--!O i-gact areas and buffer zones

are 8/Lready authorized for (;E.d restricted to) mortar, arti3-1er3r, and CAS train-

ing. AlsO, the roposed clexzir ,!l rovide an o_portuity for many units to

do some demolition trzinin.

(2) ConsSstancy it Base l.kste,r P__u. Discussion :.zith the Base

Training Facilities Officer indicated that constraints of the Base Nster

Plan are mt.

F. C. T..,-..S
By direction









PC U:’:T ^ ;’

St}bject: Tank G’.u"me:’< lan..,e Modification

FACTS

i. Presently, ar and TO: crews cannot perfor.. .!id live fire training o.r

zu., at Cnp Lejeule dueannul q-aalif!catici with ank mctutd weapon and "’""

to the lack of sufficient distance on available ranges.

2. Tile ranges availsbie fr tank gunnery (G-5, G-SA, G-6 and G-7) provide

for engagements of staticnazy and moving targets at aDproxLmately 12OO meter

or less. TO;’: cre. fire at --ta.roos, in the O-!0 fr.0m 02 l&2, however th,. are

-,., in the G-iO 2pact area.no moving targets to enoa

3- Amlual qualif. c..ticn for tank crews consists of ..--hooting.. Table VIT._

(see cnc!csure (2)), while TO:’,’ crews must succezsD.,]].y eu,..iage a mov-’.ng

target beyond 15OO meters. This qualification should be conducted for

.tank crews as a prion of deplo,ving/BLT’s crews .erved weu.IOnS evaluation,

Tan.ks Crews must Derform aimu..! qualification and .v.ch of their live

fire "training at .’oi Pickett and 29 PaLms.

. # combiniog the alread existing G-6 mud G=5/G-SA into one range

a].lowin fire into the N-I impact area (see the Site Map in enclosure (I)),

a vcry satisfactory tank and TOW live fire farce can be provided.,





bot novinc and b._z .t ranges out to .l-O.. l’r:’m sttio;:a,D"

er movir:g vehiel=.

7. The p:.’oposed modified r’z.g.: ;..’ill alio. tank -m.d TO].; crews to Dcrform

amual qu!ification and vaiid live fire t-aining a Cmp Lejeune. Iso,

this modified range "-ill fa.ilitate firiD TO;.s" from the :universal motunt,

aboard LVTs.

8. The creation of this rathe ill not reouire cnstruction of ahy err.anen

facilities. However:, telep:cne lines and pc.er cabls crossing the proposed

range fan must be bid.

9- There will be little or no threat to t!e environment of C.:p Le.jeune.

Base Ecoloo-V Personnel think that the G-6, G-5/G-5A aras are’not ec61ogica!ly

sensitive and no significt changes in the envirerment or use of the area

i0. North Carolina State Transportation ersonnel have verified that iar!ne

Cos Base is author!z)d to deo’ . 7 traffic .rhen the proposed

s n use. RhN 72 raffe e be easl rereued va an and Snes

rods.

. hs roos was dseuse ih he Bae ran Faees 0ffeer

who advised that this range modification is consistant with the present and

pibposed Iature Base t.!aster Plans.
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DISAPPROVED

DISAPPROVED

DISAPPROVED





n . o nz_

Yact Assem,nt of

Ref: (a) BO IIO00.!A

1. It is requested that the -5/-5. and 6- be combined into asigle

range providing for Tak TOW (both jeep and LVTmounted), .and LVT fire

into the N21 impact area. A PrelLminaJ EnviroPnental Lact

hereby submitted in accordance with reference (a).

A. Action/Froject DsoiytioE

(i) The significantarmorthreat that exists worldwide, and the

Marine Corps’ recent interest in Mechanized Warfare have placed. Tar-ks

and TOW’s in the vital role as the GTF’s prkmary Anti Ar.or Weapons

Systems.. rine Tank and TOW units will hv to engage threat armor acd

ly and effectively at long ranges (1500m or greater) as they will be out-

ntuWoered in almost any coneivible czat situation. Individual Tank mud TCW

crews mus rcceive frequent and effective training in afairing aid engaging

a variety of targets at long range to maintain the necessary level of prc-

ficiency for mission accoLplis.hment.. Also, tank crews must fire Table.Vili

for armual qualification (see enclosure (2)), hich involves engaging both

moving and stationary targetsout to 220(h whiie stationa- or on the move.

TOW crews must successfully engage a moving target beyond !50 meters for

annual o.ualification. The objective of this proposed ranze modification

is to provide a range for valid live .fire training of Tr2<, TOW crews

an’/ aunual qualification of Tank and TO’...; crews.





offer t:’u..’.’ly valid live .r’i:L-e trainirg for T.-:m].:, ’i’(:"l,,", ahq LVT c.’..’,’:.z:;. There

continue to se no rmc at Canp Lejeune on which Ta: and TOW cr.’,.:: can e2aal!fy

}rith Tamk mounted ,zea];ons md TOW’s. Tuk, TO’: ai:d I:[T crews ast undcrco vulid

tr.m,..o ud reg-_lar :5"c--lifi’.:atior: to maintain :::i’-m effectiveness cn e

modern b.tt!cfield.

(3) No permm.e:’t ftcilities ,.%re required; however the telephone and

power lines along II’.X 172 m.mt be put underground where they cross the pro-

posed modified range.

Consideration of Alternatives and Site Selection

(i) ternatives

Keep existing ang4s. as they are and increase live fire

training at 29 Pa]mm and Ft. Pickett.

I. 29. Plms: a large ,rine Corps desert training area

rith ruges alloing Tarks, TOW, and LVT’s to engage tar6ets out to the limit

of their maximum effective rsmge.

on the available rnges.. Ft. Pickett:

Also, all tank &unnery tables can be fired

anl2a. traLing base. in So.uthern Virginia

ith ranges a!ldng direct fire and oSevation out to 3000 meters and firing

up to Table VIII.
b. Maintain existing ranges as is and require Tank, TOW, and

LV crews to engage the targets on B:wn’s Islan@ for long range gurmery

training.

I. Broom’s Island is a sea barrier island in the Cmp Lejeune

N- impact area with a number of vehicle hulls arranged on g dune visible from

he G-7 and G-5/G-SA ra/ges.
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l,,.,.ntaln existinc rance as is a[ crc.te cnni_leteii

d. Extend the G-7.bach to 15’X 172.

(2) omb].nip the G-6 and G-5/G-SA ranzcs into one range is more

rlc,et becauses{itable .th increasin6 trainin at 29 }as an.l "t. " the

G-6 an’/ G-5/G-SA are accessible to my more units on a regular basis and

at a lower cost. -Bro.m’s Island is unsuitable as a Tan_k, TO:’4 and LVT live

fire range because it lacks movLng targets and it iS dif"icult or impossibl.=

to determine whether the targe has been hit. The few sites ailable for

a completely new tank gunnery range would require cleari la/-ge st-nds of

trees and cod be threat to the Camp Lejeune enviroment. Extendin the

G-7 range will not rovide a ram_e adequate for-firin Table 111, and .:ill

require completely clearing a larg4 stand of trees arotund th ecologicalv

sensitive Mills Creek area.

C. ,Com.piince :.rith Feder..l, State and Local nvircr_-..ental Eeu!atious

and Guidelines.

l) Endangered S.ecies Act. Base Envirormental persopmel have deter-

mined that the G-6 and G-9/G-A are located more than 200 meters from the near-

est Endangered Speiies habitat ,(a .opecker Colony) as required by law. he

propo$ed range modification has no apparent impact on any endsmered or threat-

ened species.

(2) Clean ter Act. ’Sil erosion is the only. possible significant

envirommental hazard. Base Envir6nmental personnel feel that the areas level

terrain and sandy soil result in a low erosion potential. Due to the approved

se of the area involved for llve fire of Tank-mounted weapons anATGM’s

as well as tracked vehicle movement, current regulations do not appee applic;zi.





,.cu \,JL.... Thcrc will be no chage(4) Coastal Zone V.u.cment

in the impact on sensitive coastal areas. The CZMA does not appear applic-

ab]c duc to the reasons listed in C(2) goove.

(5) Archae]ogical and Historical Preservation Act." There are no

knom sites of hizorical n.artance thin the G-6 sm.d G-5/G-5A ranges.

Also, the areas involved are approved live fire ranges nd have been subject

to previous distux’bance.. This regulation is not applicgole.

(6) North Carolina Erosion and SedLmcntation Reu!ations. Due to.

the reasons covered in C() it is detemned that this re=ulation doesn’t

apply to %he proposed range modification.

(7) llazardous aterials and Hazardous se Disposal. The residue

from ordnance authorized for use on the G-5/G-SAand G-6 ranges is not hazard-

ous. There. will be no change in the on going activities, or the ordnance author+/-z

for use on G-6 and G-5/G-SA ranges. For the reasons cited above, this regulation

should not applM.

(8) Protection of :e.tlands Executive Order 11990..For the reasons

dovered in C(2), this proposed ramie modification will not present a threat

to any wetlands. .
(9) .Sanitary l.ste and Refuse Disposal. The using unit will police

up and remove its own refuse. Mnimal amounts are expected.





’i’.i’’:L,, ,n h:._, lf2 must -e detoui’c,

while the p-’oposcd ran;;e "s in use. .North Caro3.a Transportation Department

persorme! have confizned

its charger to detour r..c on base whenever and wherever necessary.

(3_I) .P.erm./t }<e.:!r,_u!ent__.s. Kone.

(12) _Site ,hp. See Appendix A.

D. H_ow does the proposed, a(tion imp.act on other bae kunctions and

missions.

i. -The proposed rge modificationwill enhance, the training that

the G-6 and G-5/G-SA ranges were created to provide, witho effecti other

rsmes or restricted areas h;ever, .X 172 traffic, must be detoured via

Lyman and Sneads Ferry roads while the proposed modified are is in use.

2. Consistencz th the Base Wster Plan. This proposed .range.

modification s discussed with the Base Trainir Facilities Office.

The Training Facilities Officer indicated that this proposal is consistent

with present and proposed future Base lster Plans.

i
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I-EORANDUM
FAC/HF./hf
6280
22 Nov 1983

SUMMARY OF MEETING BETWEEN AC/S., TRAINING AND AC/S, FACILITIES
ON RANGE TRAINING PROJECTS

i. The following Persohnelre in attendance at a meeting held
on 18 November, 1400, Bldg 1 -.nference Room, to determine validity
and priority of projects liste in the enclosure.

Col McElroy, AC/S, Training
Col Li!!e,IAC/S, Filities
LCo! Weidner, Dep AC/S, Training
LtCol Zitz, Training Facilities Officer

Maj Barnetson, Fac Maint Mgt Officer
Mr. Bob Alexander, ,Env Engr

-Mr. Julian Wooten, ’Dir, NREAD
WO Walczyk, Range Maint Officer

2. The following projetts were reviewed and action is indicated.

a. .50 Caliber Machine Gun Range at Onslow North Tower: It was
agreed that this project has been completed.

b. MCES Bridge Training Site Relocation: Competed.

c. Duck Creek LZ: Completed.

d. Power Line to OP-2: Ccmpleted.

e. TWSEAS Field Training. Site: Completed.

f. Modify Airspace Restricted Areas 5306 D&E and Establish
Area 5306 F: Status was unknown. LtCol Zitz recalled that it was
sent to Cherry Pt and FAA. He will check on the status.

g. Create G-4A EOD Range: Status was unknown. WO Walczyk
thought that it was used. He agreed to drive down and check out with
Division to see if the project is completed or needed.

h. Soviet Defensive Fighting Position, Old G-2 Range: WO Walczyk
stated there are only remnants of a range that was there at one time
Nothing has been done. It was unknown as to who had that project.
LtCol Zitz will check with Division and see if it is still a valid
requirement.

i. Ellis Cove Bridge Site: Alex stated that the site had not
been used for bridge training in the last’year or year and a half.
It was approved by the Corps of Engineers. He didn’t know if they
still wanted it shown as an active site. It can be put in the Rgnge
SOP if Training so desires.

j. Assault Air Strip; LZ Falcon: LtCol Zitz is to check with
Division G-3 to see if it is still needed.

k. Bulk Fuel Field Skill Course, Old FAD: Action,completed.
LtCol Zitz stated it was still bein,g used.





i. TAFDS Field Training Site for 2d MAW at TLZ Bluebird:
Concern exists over the historical site there and at Jarrett’s Point.
WO Walczyk stated that the demolion bombing is getting closer and
closer. Project s completed except for-the problem about the
historical site. Col ,bille.i. to call Mr. Acock at HQMC and try
to expedite it. -,

m. TWSEAS Field Training Site: Completed.

n. Stream Crossing"Training Facility: Completed.

o. Combining G-5/G-5A and G-6 into Single Range: CG wanted
maximum troop ihvolvement but if they can’t keep up, Maintenance
would have to help. 2d FSSG said they would help, sarting 1 Januar
PEA has been completed. SJA did not believe that\we needed an

.Environmental Assessment that left the Base. A Soil Sdiment Plan
is being prepare. Plans and specs are to be madep for burying
the cable;’no milestones-will do by contract. Timber must be ident
that can be harvested. Need to get EOD to go out ad see if we hav
a dud problem. We are to the point that we have to ook at our
line. of sight and insure tanks can see the target. The monorail wi
not be used the way it was designed to be;i is 25’ \lower. Berms-

should have-that dne by 15 Feb LtCol Zitz will talto the Tank
Bn. Maj Barnetson stated that tanks couldn’t get in here. Traini
will get an answer for us on Monday, 21 Nov. LtCol Ztz is to also
get with Peter Black, Forestry, to show him what needs to be cleare
Projects entailed in the range:

(i)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Bury cable.
Build pits for pop-up targets
Lay out course for road
Build 20 or 30’ tower.
Range gates on Highway 172 (Facilities)
Telephone line extending back to safety platform.

Julian is to heck on getting a change order to the timber contrac
Col McElroy stated that he wanted this to stay in the field as much
as possible; e.g., he didn’t want it washing away or getting it too
good which would encourage rIP visiting: no ammo dump.

[fied

p. Tactical Driving Range, HA & HC: Pertained to tanks and AMTRACs
Julian stated that he had recommended they make a dry run in the Duck
"Creek area which has similar soils; they did and buried the tanks. /
Col McElroy questioned what was wrong with what we have now and /
said that he will research to see if they have changedtheir minds.
oi McElroy asked for a copyof the background material.)

q. 1,000 Yard Sniper Range: Col Lilley stated that he had ////
checked this out to see how we could get itdone faster; it "fell //
through the crack". Clearing is 99% done. Final inspection on the//
tower is Wednesday. //





r. MECHEX & Relocate G-4 to Rifle Range: xtent of project
demands HQMC approval. LtCol Zitz state that it was used one time
and dropp6d after Col Dietmyer.left and iS known as "Dietmyer’s Folly".
Col McElroy recommended leaing G-4 where it is, and eliminate
G-10. ’k

s. G-7 Tank Boresight Range Maintenance: WO Walczyk advised
there is a potential dud...hazard. Timber removal is necessary also.
Col Lilley asked LtCol Zitz and Maj Barnetson to check on G-7 at
the same time when they go out on ionday and develop a scope of
work (Training).

t. F-4 Range and F-12, concrete Target Pits: WO Walczyk
explained his rationalefor using iconcrete. The question was posed
as to whether or not treated tlmber coula be used instead of
concrete, considering the expensel/Involved. Mr.i Walczyk stated that
the timber gets shot u and decays rapidly, ais, concrete is
resistant to erosion. He felt he,could get it done as a troop
project. Col Lilley will get th;/materials issued and try to get
Maintenance to build the concret forms. Col McElroy agreed unless
they get to where they don’t hay# enough troops, then they will
come back to Facilities for assistance.

u. -12 Range: Needs clearing and needs some blade work.
Maj Barnetson will arrange for the blade work.

v. L-5 Live Fire and Maneuver Range: The soil is sandy and
if a trench is dug it will have to be line’d with. timber. The
expense invoiued will require that it be a minor construction project.
LtCol Zitz will talk to LtCol Anderson about it and see if it is
necessary.

LtCol Zitz stated they had started firing .50 calibers this morning.
Col Lilley informed him that he was in violation of the MCO and
had previously been told that a PEA was necessary and we needed to
harvest the timber before firing started.

w. K-304 Aerial Gunnery Range: The use of shellrock was
questioned. LtCol Zitz said Maintenance wanted to add on several
’nice to have’ items; that he had gone in with a bare-bones project
tocut trees.

x. Expand TLZ Bluebird: WO Walczyk explained that it was similar
to F-12; just push back vegetation. Maj Barnetson/LtCol Zitz are
to also look at this on Monday.

) y. Maintenance Clearing of TLZ Albatross: Group consensus
was that the area doesn’t exist; it is all overgrown. s
to check with Pete Black_and get the use of their drum chodper.

b/ z. Clearing TLZ Falcon: Same as above: take a look at.

-r.,:" ..,. ,-"-’;-:" -"." ;,-x -.L"?--.." .:e:,, -’--.--’.=’’





aa G-10 Vegetation Control: This project was inadvertently

left off the enclosure. Purpqse is to improve artillery observation:
develop feasibility study with PEA and contract documents. The

initial PEA was tabled pending selection of method of clearing:
Oc 83, CG, MCB reqested< sudy by LATDIV: site visit is set
fox 7-9 Dec 83. Alex stated at we are still waiting on a question
of cost.

bb. D-6 Indoor Range: Col Lilley stated that the project was

no validated during the last review by HQMC. The question had been

poed previously about the use of lead-free ammo but it was .not
feasible. Col Lilley suggested we try to get it validated as a

su )lemental project. LtCol Zitz felt that all was necessary was
th installation of two fans above the target area and build a false
wa]il so! that when firing is taking place, the fumes wquld be pulled
up and out. Col Lilley stated that he wanted to see NIOSH standards
woiked up. Col cElroy.questioned the priority of the project
coisidering other projects that are-heeded much worse.

cc. Clearing F-3 Right Flank: LtUlitz explained that they
ar shifting the fan by about 20: idn’t see any need to do blade

work; trees will be killed by bullets.

dd.’ DZ Condor: LtCol Zitz stated this was an ANGLICO project.
They want to get it certified as a drop zoneb the Air Force and as
it|is now the AF won’t certify; Bluebid___ the only certified drop

zone. iCol McElroy felt it should be a ’Sack brner" item and that

w should go to the Army and AF bases for u.htraining where they
aze aleady set up for it. He will check n it.

ee. F-18 Artillery Subcaliber Range: Tank crossing trails need

t be taken care of.

3 Projects deemed to have priority now are: G-5, Sniper Range and F-18.

4. LtCol Zitz stated that fill was needed at K-303 because of heavy
use. Also, he has initiated a letter on K-305 (another heavily used
lange) to move the range about 80 meters down from the present one.
lex stated there should be no environmental effects.

: Points of contact for each department were established to get
)rojects moving: Facilities Maj Barnetson/Col Lilley: and Training
LtCol Zitz, Lt Redmond or WO Walczyk. This is for establishing
direction only.

6. LtCol Zitz explained a need for standby power at OP-2. Col Lilley
suggested using a generator. Maj Barnetson will check on.

7. Col McElroy said that he would give Facilities the ptie of

the projects as they see it on things that have to be done an--d--should
be done by Monday or Tuesday.

8. The meeting adjourned at 1545.

HAZEL FOSTER
Copy to Recorder





SUMMARY OF
RANGE AND TRAINING FACILITIES PROJECTS AND PROPOSALS

NOVEMBER 1980 TO PRESENT

LOCATION/TITLE

MODIFY AIRSPACE RESTRICTED AREAS
5306 D&E AND ESTABLISH AREA
5306 F

".50 CALIBER MACHINE GUN RANGE
AT ONSLOW NORTH TOWER

PURPOSE

INCREASE CONTROL BY CG, MCB FOR
AIRSPACE REAS CLEARED FOR ARTILLERY
FIRING

ESTABLISII.FOR FIRING INTO THE OCEAN
TO AVOID NTERFERENCE WIIH AIV

CREATE G-4A EOD RANGE

SOVIET DEFENSIVE FIGHTING
POSITION, OLD G-2 RANGE

ELLIS COVE BRIDGE SITE

DEMOLITION RANGE, REQUIRED CLEARING
AND GRADIBG AN AREA 500’ IN
DIAMETER

STATE DISPLAY: TRENCH, TANK POSI-
TIONS, CP; NO LIVE FIRING OR
CLEARING INVOLVED

BRIDGE TRAINING SITE; TRNG SOP TO
BE AMENDED FOR PRECAUTIONS

MCES BRIDGE TRAINING SITE
RELOCATION

DUCK CREEK LZ

POWERLINE TO OP=2

ASSAULT AIR STRIP

MOVE TO CREELS POINT DUE TO. UEPH
PROJECT

CH-53 ASSIST IN BRIDGE TRAINING;
MINOR CLEARING

COMMERCIAL POI-IER SOURCE lO FSCC/
DASC WHICH WAS UNDER CONSTRUCTION

FIXED WING LZ, SIGNIF. LAND CLEARING

BUL-KFUEL-FIELD SKI.L-COURS-E
OLD FAD

--iE[D TRaINING-SITE; PIMPI!G WATER
FROM EXISTING WELL; BUILD BERMS

PROGRESS

UNKNOWN; EIR BOARD AGREED EA
WOULD BE NEEDED ll/80

ESTABLISIIED BY BOlllO2.1J;
USAGE IS 5 DAYS/18 MOS.;
EIR BOARD AGREED SINCE BROWNS
ISLAND EIS WAS UNDERAY ll/80

UNKNOWN; APPROVED BY EIR BOARD;
TO BE COHSIRUCTED BY,TROOP
TRAINING PROJECT

UNKOWN; APPROVED BY EIR BOARD
2D CBT ENR BN PROJECT 6/81

UNKNOWN APPROVAL BY EIR BOARD
PROVIDED COE PERMITS DBYAINED
8/81

COMPLETE.; COE APPROVED- 1/82

C@.IPLETE I/2

COMPLETE 4/82

EIR BOARD REVIEWED EA AND RECOM,
MENDED FORWARD TO C.IC NO ACTION
TAKEN 4/82

EIR BOARD APPROVED NO ACTION
TAKEN 4/82





TAFDS FIELD TRAINING ’SITE FOR
2D MAW AT TLZ BLUEBIRD

TWSEAS FIELD TRAINING SITE

STREAM CROSSING TRAINING
FACILITY, 2D RECON BN

COMBINING G-5/G-5A and.G-6
INTO SINGLE RANGE

TACTICAL DRIVING RANGE, HA&HC

lO00 YD SNIPER RANGE

MECHEX & RELOCATE G-4 TO RIFLE
RANGE

G-7 TANK BOESIGIIT RANGE
MAINTENANCE

F-4 RANGE

F-12 RANGE

L-5 LIVE FIRE AND MANUEVER.-
RANGE

CLEARING LEVELING, WATER POINT,
AM2 MATTING

SITE PREP FRO 70’x85’ CONCRET PAD
FOR VANS, BUILD PRIVY, ELECTRIC
POWER OMITTED

ROPE BRIDGE FACILITY NEAR RAPPELLI.G
TOWER; SITE PREP, 6 ELEC. POLES

TANK GUNNERY RANGE; BURIAL OF ELECT
POWER LINES; BUILD TRAFFIC GATES ON
NC 172; CLEARING; BUILD ONE TOWER

1800 ACRE TIMBER HARVEST WITH
VEGETATION CONTROL TO KNEE HEIGHT;
TRAFFICABILITY WAS UNCERTAIN

8 SNIPER POSITIONS, FIRING PLATFORM,
BURIAL OF UTILITY LINES, EXTENDING
TELEPHONE WERE I MINOR CONSTR PROJ

LIVE FIRE TRAINING COURSE REQUIRED
CLOSURE OF G-4 & MOVE DEMO PIT,
RIGGING &BRIDGING AND OTHER TRAIN-
ING

REBUILD 150’ OF BERM, REPLACE
DECAYED TRACK OF RAILWAY MOVING
TARGET SYSTEM

CONSTRUCT lO CONCRETE TARGET PITS;
3’x2.’x2’

CONSTRUCT 14 CONCRETE TARGET PITS;
CLEAR 200xlO0 YDS

CLEARING, ACCESS ROAD RE-BUIlD,
BERM, TRENCH

DEFERRED BY BOARD FOR REVIEW
BY AC/S, TRNG & MEETING WITH
NREAD TO RESOLVE PROBLEMS
NO ACTION TAKEN 8/82

APPROVED BY BOARD TROOP TRNG
PROJECT (?) 8/82

APPROVED BY BOARD NO ACTION
TAKEN 8/82

INITIAL PEA .IAS TABLED PENDING
.SELECTION OF HETHOD F CLEANING;
OCT 83 C, HCB REQUESTED STUDY
BY LANTDIV SITE VISIT SET FOR.
7-9 DEC 83 x
EIR BOARD TABLED-’NDINGTEST
RUN & STUBY OF A[TERNATIVE SITES
8/82

FIRING TOWER CONSTRUCTION NEARING
COIPLETION; OTHER ITEMS UNCERTAIN

/

REQUEST FOR MORE DETAILS ON
CLASSROOMS, ADMIN & BILLETING
REQUESTED OF DIV G-] NO RESPOI
TO DATE

FAC RESPONSE DUE

FAC RESPONSE DUE; USE OF SMAW WILL
AFFECT

SIZE OF POWER REQUIREMENTS NEEDS
TO BE DETERMINED; FAC RESPONSE DUE

CLEARING COMPLETED; PEA/EA REQUIRED
FOR .50 CAL FIRING; SEDIMENT CONTROL
PLAN TO BE DEVELOPED ’.IITH RE-SEEDING





,K-304 AERIAL GUNNERY RANGE

EXPAND TLZ BLUEBIRD

MAINTENANCE CLEARING OF TLZ
ALBATRISS

CLEARING TLZ FALCON

CLEARING F-3 RIGHT FLANK

D-6 INDOOR RANGE

DZ CONDOR

F-18 ARTY SUBCALIBER RANGE

.’CLEARING, PLACEMENT OF SlIELLROCK
FOR LANDING PAD

CLEARING 200x50 YDS ON NORTHERN
PERIMETER

CLEARING SMALL PINES IN AREA
200x450 YDS

AREA lOOxl50 YDS

AREA 200xlO00 M

INITIAL VENTILATION

ANGLICO UNIT DROP ZONE: INITIAL
SITE AT VERONA WAS REVlSED FOR
FALCON/GOOSE/GANDER; ENGINEERING
ESTIMATE REQUESTED; SCOPE OF AREA
WAS REDUCED DURING JOINT MEETING

INDIRECT FIRE SUPPORT COORDINATION

3

IPEA BEING WRITTEN BY TRNG

FAC RESPONSE DUE

FAC RESPONSE DUE

FAC RESPONSE DUE

FAC RESPONSE DUE

MINOR CONSTRUCTION PROJECT
LANNED FO FY-85; SHOULD BE
PUSHED TO Y-84

FAC RESPONSE DUE; WILL LIKELY
BE NEEDED

SITE PREP AND BERM COMPLETED;
NEEDS RE-SEEDING, TARGETS;
REVISED RANGE SOP, TANK CROSSING
ON SNEADS FERRY RD.; EST COMPLETION
DATE 1 MAR 84
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Marine Corps Base

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542 tN REPLY REFER TO:

RCTL/HBR/ves
5100
17 Feb 1 9B4

From:
To:

Via:

Range Control Officer
Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeun, North
Carolina 28542-
Assistant Chief of Staff, Training

Subj: Tracked Vehicle Operations Camp Lejeune, North Carolina
’\

I. On .16 February 1984, at 1330, a conference was held to discuss
the subject topic. The following personnel were in attendance:

LtCol J. BRINSON
LtCol R. NEAL
LtCol T. SADDLER
LtCol D. STEEL
Maj N. BAKER
Maj R. ELUK
Maj R. HUCK
Maj L. ROGERS
Capt H. AGRUE
Capt T. TANNER
IstLt K. FEIERBACHER
Mr. C. PETERSON
Mr. J. WOOTEN

6th Mar
5/I0.
2dAsltPhibBn
2d Mar
G-3 Trng
S-3 AAV Bn
6th Mar
5/I0
TkBn Rear
8th Mar-
2/4
NREAD, AC/S, Fac
NREAD, AC/S, Fac

2. The Range Control Officer, MCB, explained to those in
attendance the problem of tracked vehicles causing damage to
roadside right-of-ways and the necessity of using established
tank trails as well as complying with check in/out procedures
for entrance and transit of TA’s and MA’s.

3. The following conclusions by all in attendance were reached:

aL Tank trails at MCB, CLNC are in dire need of maintenance
and repair to the extent that most trails are unusable in wet
weather because of deep water (3-4 feet) and mud holes. Tanks
and LVT’s can negotiate these but SP’s and tactical wheeled
vehicles cannot.

b. There is a valid requirement for tracked vehicles to
maneuver through areas where no established tank trails exist,
for example, during a MCRES or other tactical exercises (Solid
Shield etc.).





-’"c. Tracked vehicles can maneuver anywhere they are required
to as long as they avoid endangered species areas and historical
sites.

d. In the future, care will be taken to avoid damaging the
environment and roadside right-of-ways when in transit from one
area to another, but it is understood that we must train for war like
we are going to fight in a war, .and if it necessitates going along an
existing hard-surface or improved road, it is the Commander’s
prerogative to do so.

e. Tracked vehicles and other units using TA’s/MA’s will check
in/out those areas by phone (3064) or radio "BLACKBURN" FM 38.60
(old squelch), this will ensure safety and give RangeControl positive
control over units in the field.

f. BO PlllO2.1J Para 206.12 was questioned. Mr. WOOTEN stated
that NREAD did not put that paragraph in the order. He further
stated there was no prohibition as far as NREAD was concerned, about
tracked vehicles k ocking over trees while training. The Range Control
Officer informed in attendance that the revision of the Base Order
does not have t estriction it has been deleted.

4. Overall, the
and discuss prob

Copy to:
CG, 2D MarDiv
AC/S, Fac
Ea Attendee

onference allowed everone to present their case
s openly.





UNITED STATES MARINE CORP
Training Facilities Division

Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542 iN REPLY REFER TO

RCTL/KWZ/ves
4720
19 October 1983

From
To

Range Control Officer
Base Maintenance Officer

Subj: Range Maintenance Requirements

Ref: (a) Meeting at Base Maintenance on 12 Oct 83

Encl: (i)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

L-5 Range Maintenance Requirements
Map of L-5
Sketch of Berm, L-5
Sketch of Trench, L-5
Ranges and TLZ’s East of Ne River
Range D-6
Expansion of TLZ Condor

i. In accordance with the discussions during reference (a), enclosures(i) through (7) are provided to assist in planning and conduct ofrange maintenance of these areas.

B. J. MOSES, ext 5211.
For further information, contact: CWO2 H. A. WALCZYK or MSgt

Copy to:
AC/S, Fac
AC/S, Trng





L-5 RANGE MAINTENANCE REQUIREMENTS

1. Clearing of brush and trees on range in area shown on enclosure (2).

2. An access road be constructed of all season material as shown on
enclosure (2).

3. The range area cleared be dressed up and seeded to prevent
erosion.

4. A firing berm being constructed adjacent to Tower #1 as shown on
enclosure (3).

5. A trench be excavated and dirt piled to the west side of trench
as shown in enclosure (4).

Enclosure (i)





LEGEND
[SYM IITEM
) CONTROL TOWER

A ’MAcH. GUN SIMOLTOR
ARTILLERY IMULATO
POP-UP TARGET

2O0

i100

REQ’D ,0

12
110
,1i

OBJECTIVi ANb 9; AREA
CONTROLLED BY TOWER NO.1

OI,EcTIVE :JAREA
CONTROLLED BY TOWER NO. 2





SKETCH OF BERM, L-5

Enclosure (3)





SKETCH OF SOVIET TRENCH L-5

Enclosure (4)





RANGES AND TLZ’S EAST OF NEW RIVER

a. F-12, Individual Fire Team and Squad Assault Range An
area of approximately 200 x 100 yds located down range and over-
grown by pine trees.

b. TLZ BLUEBIRD An area of approximately 200 x 50 yds
adjacent to the northern perimeter of the TLZ, plus two smaller
areas toward the center of the TLZ. They are sufficiently removed
from the historic site located in the area.

c. TLZ ALBATROSS Approximately half of the entire TLZ has to
be cleared from small pine trees overgrowing it. The boundary
of the TLZ is clearly defined by a perimeter road and large trees.
The area to be cleared is approximately 200 x 150 yds.

d. TLZ FALCON Densely overgrown area by pine grees that vary
in size from 10-15 ft located in the north side of the TLZ. The
size of the area to be cleared is approximately 150 x 100 yds.

e. F-3. Bull doze down trees on right flank of range 200 m x
1,000 m. Range Control will mark trees for this operation.

Enclosure (5)





RANGE D-6 (INDOOR PISTOL RANGE)

Work: Install 2 exhaust fans above target area or side walls.
CWO WALCZYK will coordinate.

Justification: To ensure lead fumes are properly evacuated.

Enclosure (6)
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EOD Sweep of mproved Road Through GA,
of BuffeE Zone, North of G-10 Impact Area.

DISCUSSION"

Portion

Inquiries with EOD on the feasibility’of a 50-100 meter wide sweep,

with the unimproved road as the axis, indicate a need for additional

personnel to conduct such a sweep. This sweep Qould result in an EOD

clearance of 50 surface clear and an unknown sub-surface clearance’
EOD indicates this cannot be done short term. (As in. August 1982).

As .a short term olution, consider clearing the iroad. & "shoulders"
only. Clear several selected, firing positions for AT weapons,
along the unimproved road. This will prevent a lengthy range
sweep yet allow unit to accomplish the bulk of the proposed
training. As a short term solution, require troops to remain
embarked w.hile traversing G-10, with the exception of the LAW/
DRAGON Gunners/A-Gunners at pre-selected sites.

Long term planning should ta-k EOD with providing figures
concerning the following:

i. Number of personnel required to conduct a sweep 100m

wide with road as axis.

2. Cost in dollars of such a sweep, including per diem/TAD
pay-for augmentees, travel pay etc.

3. Earliest time frame sucha sweep could be accomplished.

The costn -time ivolved in conjunction with such a sweep

may require tailoring prDposed training "to exclude extensive
preparations. G-10 would need to be secured to conduct sweep,
and remain secured until training was conducted, thereby

cDnsin valuble training space/time f I] Division units.

It should be noted that tracked veicles, use the proposed
route now.





Anti-Tank Fire into G-10 Impact Area. Anti-Tank Weapons

Defined as M-72 LAW, M-47 DRAGON, M-220-TO ssile.

Base regulations do not address the firing of AT weapons into

"G-10, with the exception of the TO’ missile from "OP-5 only.

M-72 LAW’s are currently fired at the G-9 ranqe, with the impact

area being a portion of the GA area Buffer Zone. M-72/M-47

firing into G-10 would involve dismounted troops establishing

firing positions on/near the unimproved road, or firinu the M247/

"M-220 from the universal Mount from atop a AAV. Depending on

the visibility of impact area or available tarqets, tis may or

may not be feasible. Proposed "Safety Zone" for operations into

G-10 is 100m wide. Backblast rea for M-72 is 40m deep by 25m

wide, M-47 is 50m deep by 75m wide.. This would ruire firing

before/after the maneuvering column% passes, or halting the

column and establishing firing points, with an adequate safety

fan’The M-220 TO. weapon system has a backblast area 75m deep by

100m wide, posing the same firing position/target problem .as the

M-72 and M-47. Range Control currently requires G-10 be "Cold"

when firing AT. missiles to eliminate the possibility of a break

in the wire command link by explo.ding ordnance, and causing, a

"Lost" round. -
RECO.EhU3ATION :

The establishment of firing .positions at pre-selected .sites along

the unimproved road should satisfy the needs of tis training

evolution." These sites could be selected at points offering good

visibility of the impact area and minimum EOD .ork. Clearly

.marked, cleared areas, would allow gunners to move off road to

acquire/shoot. Backblast areas for all weapons would require

the co+/-ug. be halted, with sufficient break between vehicles to

allow for applicable backblast safety area.

To prevent the lo.ss of an AT missile byindirect..fire inter-

ference, it is recommended that one of three proposals be adopted.

i. Providing that firing points are established, a "Gun-Target"

line for AT weapons could be coordinated with supporting batzery,

to ensu/.e artillery unit engaged targets/coordinates .that would

minimize the possibility of interference with AT missiles.

2. Unit .firing AT weapons coordinate with firing battery to

shoot "front door-back door" type missions, to prevent simultaneous

impact into G-10.

Check fire all units while AT weapons are firing into G-10.

Proposals are listed in order of esirability-





Small Arms Fife into G-10 Impact Area.
as .50 Cal Machine Gun, 0 chine Gun,
Grenade Launcher.

DISCUSSIOI:

Small Arms Defined
} Rifle, L03

Current range regulations do not address mall arms fire into
G-10. The .50 caliber range fan ill encompass an area from
north/south grid line 89 to north/south grid line 95, south to
east/west grid line 3 0. This is more __t//an_.adequate. for all_.sF.ll
arms.

The .1203 gre.nade launcher poses a problem in that it leaves
a "sensative", small, hard to see dud. These duds would present
a future hazard to EOD person.nel working for w.tever reason in
G-10o

RECO.,DATI0

Secure all training areas, landing zones, and .nn% positions
encompassed by the abave stated grid lines, %;ith the exception
of !arines road .from 890337 to OP-5 ad SneadsFerry road from
OP-5 to 890350. On the west side of G-10. Secure all traffic
from triangle outpost intersection south, and reroute traffic
along Lyman Road, Sneads Ferry Road, to r,!arines Road. Secure
Onslo% Beach Road to traffic during time firing is being
conducted into G-10.

Determine ith EOD personnel .what type rounds Could be fired
from the .20 .tho,t. creatin.g a threat to f,..ture EOD operations
in G-10,. and probably exclude HE.

F





DISCUSSION:

Machine Guns and tank main guns are cleared for fire on G-5 andG-7, Tank main guns on G-5A.
The firing of Anti-Tank weapons on these ranaes will requirespecial consideration for tower .guards and boat-rews in the eventof a "Lost" missile.
On G-5 range, HE rounds are to be fired at Browns Island only,beyond"maximum range of M-47 DPGON.
G-5 and C--5A cannot be hot concurrently.

___.Ther.e is a lack of adequate-targets within range of M203/M72launchers. Te short maximum range of these weapons could resultin damage to target moving sstems and also a "close-in" dudproblem on all ranges.
FAring wire command weapons over water could .possibly createa problem.

RECO;.DATION

To ensure safety for boat crews and t6wer guards, establishdefinitive azimuths of fire for Anti-Tank weapons. ExcludeM-72/M203 launches from fire on these ranges.
On G-5 range, fire TOW missiles only to ensure impact onBrown Island.
To. aqhieve.maximum use of G-5/C5A, coordinate- fires toclear head of column hot on G-5 as rear of’ column Goes coldon G-5A.
In the event a AT missile were" lost in the water, thoutdetonation, conduct" cursury search of general area by range boat.A check ’with TOW compan.y indicated a missile would almost

_c_er_t_ .a.’.n_!/f .sink,_ causi.n.no problem for boaters.





COP.L) CTS FOP,

1. ::aneuvcr through :.,r zon will rev.i*_e rac s:sce.r,.

Dracon fare into
dudn ,:..:e h:rd to
personnel doii:q futur s’: eens of the im,act ,--r:=a.

3 F-3 range presc.nt n< problem as envi:.!nc.d
fire from maneuver.,g LV’"s is consier;.:.en,
prob lena... G-7 rance re-ulatian: do nct ].o,,-: fo-. ;’"-u ....,,.n-:--" :.o_ ,"..5’

w_a,,ons. (currr.’.:t]y .. on-.Ce.r_a-’=ion., for f ri.---. AT ,-a"oz..._ at
all "C ranc-.s ’ *,:be !o .."-.ti.n o-Y. Boat Cre:.: a:r.! to’..’:’.r c.u;rds.
Str..ct guidelinns ’.-,’ou.!d ].ave to be set to allow for los nisr..it.::s
i: vicinity of

5 5-A does not curt:..’.’-< i,, !i’,’.:, for -’’,.. "-eeulatione ,:,,-- t:h_.t C-5 be -,.cv,--::c: wb’;l: :-. is :-:....-i’:.,
and ",,ice versa.

6, C-_ .de__nof c.urt:e::tl.;" allot: fo:.- T ,....,-’,-,-,r., ir,- v-P.d _t..,_----,..
G-5 can be active but not: both -3 ax, 5a.

could be secured only .long "enou,.h to allow .r-;,neuverinc, e!e;:ents
crossing time. Exit frcm Onslow f:each wou..d need to be =estric=-
8. C,’rren+iv c-]. ,r-s are te+-’, cbeo!:cd d-}rnc w

nre%,. u lost ..; ...,:’4,. r, [;. o, ,..........,,2...,. I q :-, ,’;::’;:crc b’.; I....../"":_0..’,"-..
fire How will tkCs eifect, a co.9ined uLoot?

4..





G-10 I:.?ACT AREA

’TEAPO":

.hl6A- Bible

i:203 40mn Grenade Lnclm

H7 2

N60 Mchine Gun

’,I911AI .45 Pistol

M47 Dragon

M20 TOni

M85 .50 Cal ’ac-ine Gun

M60E2 Coax .50 Cal MG

.[6 0D

60 Morta

81m9 F’ortar

105m How

155 Hovr

20 Cannon

2.75" FFAR

5" FFAR

[NIT DISTANCE

2800m

4O0m

250m

3800m

1650m

2070m

4400m

6800m

3800m

3800m

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

/

/

t





"9. TOW and D?ACOH into LT-3. leave ce across the
Inter Coastal Vater Ia[;. It -;.ill be necessery to retrieve these
wires in order to minivze subsequent hazard and notential
dPae to civilian chaft movin on the Vate::ay.

I0. It will be necessary to confirm the zero of tsnk main gun
prior to commencing liv fire of nain gun in "a mechanized mode.

ii. The safesZ secuence of trainino for all personnel will hc to
brief, then conduct a Sand Table Eercise, then conduct a zehearsal
of the actual mcvement with all hands without live ffre being
authorized, and finally to conduct the live fire movement. This
will probably ean dedicating cne day to each half of the proposed
live fire oechanized exercise.

12. The earliest dates ,:hen the elements of the 6th !:arines
would be available to participate would be the week of 30 Aucust
to 3 September. This is viewed as a pre-cAx training period by
the Regiment and would give much needed live fire opportunity
for elem.ents participating in tDis fall’s CAX’ s.

13. There is a need to be sensative to the existing facilities
at the G-4 range. If 50cal fires are to stay in the initial
phase o$- the exercise (G-10) then the buildings at G-4 will have
to be hardened on the north side. The buildings at G-4 are at
919327 and also fall within the safe distance for the ’[-60

machine-gun.

14. There is a to.:er at 901321 which is zithin both cal 50 and
7.62 safe distances. Determination will have to be made relating
to whether tills facility can withstand potential im.pac]s fron
these round,
15 The conductof the second phase of the live fire exercise will
necessitae the closing of the Inter Coastal [ate.zay for periods
of two to tee hours." This can be accomplished touqh a notice

,[ariners, ho.zeve, there is general feeling that there is a
need for additional control boats in the watem.;ay and a tight
handle on movement in tds area in order to ensure that no civilian
casualties to persons or property occur.

16. The conduct of the first phase of the live fire exercise (G-10)
will require the blocking of the bridge to }eep people and auto-
mobiles out of.the area south of the -iO %...’ithin the unsafe down
range distances." Essentially tbsmeans that those personnel on
the beach stay on the beach. Reconnaissance Bn has agreed that
this can be accomplished for their personnel, but a means -rill have
to be identified:to notify dependents and other individuals who are
making use of the ecreation facilities..of the fact that they are
going to be unable to leave during firing periods. Further from a
safety st..andpoint .either th.e Special Services Facility or Recon En
should guard range .control’s frequency in the event there is a require-
ment to conduct an a.ctual.medical, evacuation from that area.

1





"’17. .elitic contrul as .close to o:ould exist in a

combat environment .zili have to exist to exercise the Battalion
cor.and eleFoent. It would be nossible to conduct ts live fire
exercise in either phase in conjunction .:ith a fire support
coordination exercise, or as a portion of the m,ech-counter mech
pac[age, provided that the controllinc -attalion headquarters is

able to provide time sep’aration between these events and other
portions of ei.ther of those evolutions. It is not felt that this
live fire exercise can be. properly supervised as a concurrent
evolution .:ith the other portions of either of these training packages
going on as they are currently being cenducted. OP-2 Bunker
facility should be used in conjunction .:ith both phases of this
exerci se





PTT UZ YU’.’ RUE/ C.C (.$ 7.7

3:233Z HtR 79’

TO RUHH/CG FF? ."

UECL.F,/C FNFLNT
RU’.JF/CONC".,,,. EL TORO CA
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.
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ACTION INFO ’,INITIAL

BMO
ABMO
MAINT NCO
SAFETY CHMN
PROP
M&R
OPNS
ADMIN
TELE
UTIL
ENVIRON AFF
SECRETARY
F&A BRANCH

,f





ASSISTANT CHIEF OF F, FACILITIES
HEADQUARTERS, MARINE CORPS BASE

DATE 7/
TO:

SE MAINT

PUBLIC WORKS O

COMM-ELECT O

MOTOR TRANSPORT O

ATTN:

DIR, QUARTERS & HOUSING

DIE, BOQ/BSQ

BASE FIRE CHIEF

Attached is forwarded for action.

Please comment, and return all papers
to this office.

3. Your file copy.

"LET’S THINK OF A FEW REASONS
WHY IT CAN BE DONE"





Eef:

Base Maintenance Officer

MAIN/JIW/th
II000
12 Apr 1979

Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Civilian Encroachment on Military Trainin Areas

(a) CMC msg 30233Z Mar 79

I. Reference (a) has been. reviewed by Natural Resources
and Environmental-Affairs Division and it has been con-
cluded that only two environmental encroachment situations
exist; namely the Red-cockaded Woodpecker and the Atlantic
Loggerhead Sea Turtle.

B. W. ELSTON
Acting





Fro=

Subj

5420/2
PAC

Chairman, nvtronmental Enhacement/Zmpact Review oard

ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT/IMPACT REVIEW BOARD: MINUTES OF

14 AUGUST 1984

Ref:

Encl:

(a) BO 11015.2G

(1) Dir, NREA Itr 11000/4 NREAD of 23 Jul 84

(2) rOD Off itr 11000 rOD of 26 Jul 84

(3) USACOE ltr SAWCO-EP o 6 Aug 84
(4) PEA Improvement of K-2 Impact Area (Amended;)
(5} PEA 8th Engineer Support Battalion Parking Lot

i. In accordance with the reference, a meeting of the subject

Board took place at 1430, 14 August 1984, in the Conference Room

of Building I. The following personnel were in attendance:

Col S. G. Lilley, Ac/s, Fac
Col J. A.Spelcher, AC/S, Trng
LtCol K. Steen, 10th Mar

MaJ R. G. Duvall, 2d LAVBn
Capt D. Cerveny, 2d FSSG(G-4)
Capt M.’ D. Doman, OSJA
istLt S. D. Glass, BFac
IstLt B. Redmond. RgContrO
CWO-2 J. W. Howlngton, 8th Engr
MSgt D. L. Lecher, BEOD
Mr. R. E. Alexander, EnvEngr

Mr. F. Cone, A/BMaintO
Mr. C. D. Peterson, BWildlifeMgr

Mr. E. L. Rouse, PubWks
Mr. D. Sharpe, BEcologist
Mr. E. P. Smith, BSaf
Mr. J. Wooten, Dir, NREA

Chairman
Guest
Member(rep 2d MarDiv)
Guest
Member
Guest
Guest
Member
Guest
Guest
Advisor
Member
Advisor
Member
Advisor
Advisor
Advisor

2. Enclosures (I) and (2) were distributed for review by Board

members. The Preliminary Environmental Assessments (PEA) listed

in enclosures (4) and (5} were reviewed with disposition as

follows.

a. PEA Improvement of K-2 Impact Area. The proposed

project was ientied on an area map’.’ ’Nece’islty for the project

and proposed modifications were provided by LtCol Steen and

Lt Redmond. Clearing the impact area will enable tactlcal units

to gain maximum training on their weapons whereas now they are

handicapped by llmited vlsual observation. The project now

covers approximately 900-1,000 acres which is larger than the

project concurred with by the Environmental Board on 12 April

1984 and approved by the Commanding General. Consequently,





Subj: ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT/IMPACT REVIEW BOARD: MINUTES
14 AUGUST 1984

enclosure (4) containsan amended PEA to reflect the larger

project. The Board agreed to further amend enclosure (4) by

these minutes to state that a 200-foot wide strip woul be lft

undisturbed along the river shoreline to act as a screen for

explodlng ordnance, to ensure preservation of the river’s edge,

maintain the aesthetics along the river, and to reduce the poten-
tial of controversy. The option to later remove trees from this

strip will require another PEA and be handled as a separate

project. Additiohally, the buffer is to be extended along the

tributaries feeding into New River. The sale of timber was dis-

cussed and was.not considered an environmental issue, therefore

it will be settled separately. The followlng environmental issues

were discussed:

(i) Erosion Control: Permanent grasses will be estab-

lished to control erosion. Drainage ditches are planned to

enable future maintenance by controlled burning. The US. Army

Corps of Engineers representatives visited the base on 18 July

1984 to review the proposed clearing and drainage involved. By

enclosure (3) the Corps of Engineers advised the project can pro-
ceed because the planned drainage is covered under a nationwide

permit. Mr. Sharpe expressed concern for the effect that clear-

ing the area and felling trees will have on stormwater runoff.

Several miles of open ditches concerned him in that the ditches

going across are on fairly steep land and will erode, thereby

potentially discharging sediment into the sound. Further, he

stated approval of a Sediment Control Plan by the State of.North

Carolina was required. Capt-Doman stated he felt it was a matter

of interpretation; the Jurisdiction of the State Sediment Control

Act excludes uniquely military projects and there is no require-

ment for approval by the State for a Sedimentation Control Plan.

controversial. Col Speicher and Mr. Alexander disagreed. Capt

Doman’s legal opinion is the Endangered Species Act only requires

consultation when "critlcal habitat" of an endangered species is

affected. Because the Red-Cockaded Woodpecker habitat is outside

the project area and has not been designated as critical habitat,

the SJA advised the Base snot required to enter consultation.

(2) Endangered Species: The American Alligator is

present in Whitehurst Creek and a Red-Cockaded Woodpecker nesting

site has been found nearby on Range K-303, but outside boundaries

of this proposed project. Mr. Wooten stated his position is that

the presence of these endangered species requires formal consul-

tation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Mr. Wooten

further stated no mention was made in the PEA of other game ani-

mals in that area and predicted the issue would become

2
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(3) Archaeological: Mr. Wooten recommended the State
be consulted since the project area was shown as being part .of an
archaeologically sensitive area based on computer predictions
from a 1981 survey. The PEA states if evidence of historical
significance/interest is found, construction will be suspended
immediately pending further study.

Following a summation of issues by the Chairman, the Board agreed
with the conclusion of the PEA that the proposed improvementsfor
the K-2 Impact Area will not-result in significant environmental
impact provided the measures described herein are followed and a

200-foot strip, along the river shQreline is left undisturbed.
Further, the project is not considered controversi, thus, pre-
paration of an Environmental AssesSment. per MCO 628.5 is not
required. The Board recommended approval of enclosure (4) as
modified herein.

b. 8th Engineer SupDort Battalion Parking. Lot: Additional
parking space s urgently needed to store medium girder bridge
components. Most of the area to be cleared, adjacent to FC-816,
has oly small scrub trees but there is a possibility of letting
a contract o harvest the timber. The Board recommended approval-
of the project with the stipulation as many trees as possible be

left as a buffer zone for future construction in that area. The

project will not result in significant environmental impact, is

not considered controversial, and an Environmental Assessment is

not required. The Board recommended approval by the Commanding
General.

3. The following correction should be made to the Environmental
Board minutes of 6 August 1984. The cover sheet for enclosure
(I), Construction of Tracked Vehicle Trail from Rhodes Point to

TLZ Cardinal, gives the Natural Resources and Environmental
Affairs Division (NREAD) credit for preparation of the PEA,
which is incorrect. NREAD provided information for the PEA but

did not prepare it. Also, the cover sheet makes reference to MCO
PlI000.SA which has been superseded by MCO PI1000.8B.

4. The meeting adjourned at 1605. The mext meeting will be.held
at the call of the Chairman.

M. G. LILLEY
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AGENDA

ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT/IMPACT REVIEW BOARD
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, NC

I. Call to order

2 August 1984

II. Review of Preliminary Environmental Assessments (PEA)

Title Action Sponsor

A. Construction of Tracked vehicle Trail AC/S Trng
from Rhodes Point to TLZ Cardinal

O <E.

Construction of 8th Engineer Support 8th Engr
Battalion Parking Lot

An amended PEA. for Improvement of K72 AC/S Trng
Impact Area ,.,&r-
PEA for LZ Bluebird Repair / 8th Engr

PEA for LAV Crew Training 2d LAV Bn

PEA for Storage and Maintenance Facility 8th Engr

III. Comments by members

IV. Adjournment





UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division

Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, NothoCarolina 28542 INY REFER TO:

11000/3
NREAD
.27 July 1984

Frem:
To:

Director
Memorandum for the Record

Subj: MEETING/DISCUSSION of PEA

Ref: (a) Mtg btwn Col Lilley, AC/S FAC, and J. Wooten, NREAD0
at approximately 1730 hours on 23 July 1984

(b) NREAD itr 11000/4 NREAD of 23 July 1984
(c) Chairman, EIRB itr 5420/2 FAC of 18 July 1984

i. During reference (a), reference (b) was delivered to Col
Lilley and disCussed for approximately one hour. I expressed
to Col Lilley my displeasure of having been put under such a
tight time frame to respond to reference (c). Reference (c)
was received by NREAD on Friday, 20 July 1984. One NREAD
staff member worked on his own time during the weekend to
respond to reference (c). Col agreed NREA wasn’t allowed
adequate time to respond to reference (c) and stated he ad
told Mr. Elston, Deputy AC/S Facilities (who signed reference
(c) NREAD wasn’t given adequate time to respond to same.

2. I told Col Lilley I knew Mr. Alexander had the PEA’s and a
typed (final) cover lettter ready for signature early Tuesday
A.M. as I saw them. I told Col Lilley I knew Mr. Alexander
had at least one of the PEAs since mid-June 1984 and it could
have been sent much earlier.

3. I told Col Lilley many of the points raised by NEAD could
have and should have been addressed when the PEA was being
written. When asked, I told Col. Lilley, Mr. Alexander had not
discussed any of the PEAs with me and I essentially stated
he was negligent in reaching conclusions about wildlife and
natural resources without discussing with the most knowledge-
able personnel at Camp Lejeune (the NREAD staff).. Col Lilley agreed the K-2 Impact Area clearing and drainage
PEA was inaccurate as NREAD had provided new information
(alligators were present and receiving waters were primary
nursery areas). Mr. Alexander knew Red-Cockaded Woodpeckers
were in the area but that fact was not addressed in the PEA.
Col Lilley initiated action (a note to Ms. Foster) to cancel
the EIRB meeting and it was canceled Tuesday morning about 0800.

5. Col Lilley disagreed with NREAD statement that a state
approved sedimentation control plan was required and said
the base was complying with state requirements. He said
the state didn’t have jurisdication which was the reason for
his position. I told Col Lilley Executive Order 12088 directed
-MCB to comply with all federal, state and local environmental
regulations.





6. Col Lilley agreed that a state approved sedimentation
control plan for LAV/Hoffman Forest Training was required.
I told Col Lilley the PEA for LAV/Hoffman Forest was vague
and difficult to comment on but if the vehicles operated
during rainy-wet conditions, road damage and associated
erosion/sedimentation could impact on protected wetlands
and receiving streams (See 24 July 1984 update).

7. Col Lilley stated there were no known Archaeological
or Historical Resources in K-2. I told Col Lilley the
1981 Base Archaeological and Historical Report by Dr.
Loftfield showed portions of the K-2 to be cleared as being sensi-
itive and I recommended consultation with state Archiwes and
History personnel.

8. We discussed a recent Army Corps of Engineers
representative inspection of the K-2 .wetland drainage
proposal with Mr. Alexander and Lt Redmond accompanying
him. I asked Col Lilley if he had received my memo
advising him that Mr. Ken Jolly (NREAD) had received
a phone conversation from Mr. Earnie Jahnke) US Army
Corps of Engineers advising that he (Mr. Jahnke) had
consulted with the US Fish and Wildlife Service, Ashewille,
NC about RCWs in the K-2 project area and also about RCWs
in the G-10 impact area which was recently cleared by Base.
Mr. Gary Henry US Fish & Wildlife Service told
Mr. Jahnke he knew nothing about the K-2 clearing/drage
project and CW issue or about RCW habitat being cleared in
the G-10 impact area and requested a copy of correspdence
on the subject. Col Lilley indicated he had not received
my memo.

9. Col Lilley asked what would the impact on the primary
nursery area and I advised that water currently seeps or
runoff is slow and over a large area. The accelerate rate
of freshwater and sediment from ditches and clearing wegitation
would likely change the biology of Whitehurst Creek other
receiving waters.

i0. Col Lilley informed met that NC Archieves and Hi-ory
"personnel had been consulted about LZ Bluebird repair
project and that Mr. Alexander had been told the state would
come down and oversee grading but recently the state said they
wouldn’t agree to that approach.

ii. Col Lilley stated Mr. Sharpe’s comments in pararaphs
3 and 4 of supervisory ecologist letter 11000/5 NREAD f
23 July 1984 and my statement, paragraph 5 of NREAD letter
11000/4 NREAD of. 23 July 1984 was strong language. I Gold
Col Lilley I was aware but there was evidence that
supported our position. I told him I had received i-ormation





frm SJA that supported my statement. I reminded Col Lilley

oY NREAD’s written position that prior to any work beginning

in the G-10 Impact Area clearing pr6ject approved PEA of

30 April 1984 was inaccurate. It should be noted the G-10

impact area clearing PEA stated there would not be any drainage

of wetlands and there was no discussion with NREAD at any time or
ERB about drainage of protected wetlands the Army Corps of

Engineers addressed officially on 21 June 1984 and pertaining to

new tank trail on Jumping Run (made necessary by new G-3 Range)
Mr. Alexander stated there was no wetlands involved because there

was no. marsh which was an inaccurate conclusion.

12. It was at this time NREAD learned of ongoing drainage in

protected wetlands in G-10 which was stopped according to Col

Lilley by MajGen Fulham ,until Army Corps of Engineers inspected
the work. Again Mr. Bob Alexander said no wetlands were involoved.

After inspecting the Jump and Run tank trail site and ongoing drain-

age in the G-10 impact area on 12 June 1984, Mr, Jahnke told

Col Lilley the base had "fucked up" by not consulting with the

Corps of Engineers prior to the work beginning. Mr. Jahnke

advised Col Lilley that a problem had arisen between the two

agencies since Mr. Alexander had been coordinating with him.

Mr. Jahnke requested the presence of an NREAD representative
when he visited Camp Lejeune in the future. I left Col Lilley’s

office at approximately 1830 hours.

I. WOOTEN





  ooo/4
NREAD
23 July 1984

From:

To:

Director. Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs

Division. Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune
Assistant Chief of Staff Facilities, Marine Corps Base.
Camp Lejeune

Subj:

Ref:

Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board Meeting
Agenda for 24 July 1984: comments concerning

(a) AC/S FAC memo 5420/2 FAC of 18 July 1984

Encl (i) Comments on Proposed K-2 Impact Area/Drainage and
Clearing

(2) Comments on Tracked Vehicle Trail
(3) Comments on LAV Operations in Hoffman Forest
(4) Comments on LZ Bluebird Repair Project

i. Preliminary Environmental Assessments (PEA) furnished and

scheduled by the reference for review by the Environmental Impact
Review Board (EIRB) on 24 July 1984 have been reviewed and
discussed by members of the NREAD staff and comments/recommenda-
tions are provided as enclosures (i) (4). Although there are
some minor variations between Mr. Peterson and Mr. Sbarpe’s

comments our conclusion relative to the PEA’s are essentially the

same. Pertaining to K-2 Impact Area Clearing and Drainage

Project, the following issues are not addressed or are not
adequately addressed or there are inaccurate statements, i,e.:

a. There are endangered species (Red-Cockaded Woodpeckers
and American Alligators) in the propQse.roject area requiring
formal consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service,

b. Whitehurst Creek and "Mill Creek are classified by state

,as primary nursery area. These areas will probably be impacted

by the clearing and drainage of K-2 due to accelerated fresh-
water, flow,

c, The Base Archaeological and Slst6rical Survey of 1981
showed part of the K-2 area as being sensitive and it is

recommended consultation with the state Archives and History

personnel be completed before clearing and drainage work begins,

d. Drainage of K-2 area wetlands requires review by the Army

Corps of Engineers before work begins,





Subj Environmentl Enhancement Review .oard Meeting
Agenda fer 24 July 198- comments concerning

e. File a Federal Consistency Statement with the NC Office
of Coastal Manjement.

f. Submittal of a sedimentation control plan to the state

prior to beginning the work in the K-2.

g. In my opinion, outside agencies may consider the
project a major federal action because of impacts on endangered
species, wetlands, primary nursery areas and archaeological
and historical resources. In my opinion an Environmental
Assessment (EA) is required by Headquarters Marine Corps
because of both the environmental impact and the potential
for controversy.

2. The reference gives the Director, NREAD credit for preparing
the PEA for the construction of track vehicle trail from Rhodes
Point to TLZ Cardinal. NREAD provided information for the PEA
but did not prepare the document. It is this Division’s position
that a sedimentation control plan approved by the state is
required.

3. Pertaining to LAV operation in Hoffman Forest. NREAD is of
the opinion there will be conflict between LAY and general
public use of the area. Headquarters Marine Corps approved EA
is required. A state approved sedimentation control plan is
required.

4. Pertaining to LZ Bluebird repalrl it is recommended base
consult with the State Department of Archives nd History
pertaining to possible artifacts under the matting as well.
as adjacent areas. A state approved sedientaiton control
pln is required.

.\

5. Earlier this year I discussed conflicts that were arising
between the Environmental Engineer and me and my staff with

you. Also, I expressed concern about some of the comments I
was hearing from LtCol Cummings pertaining to NREAD matters
and how the base should handle the matter as related to

-management and consultation with off base personnel. Pertain-
ing to paragraphs 3 and 4 of Mr. Sharpe’s portion of enclosure
(i), I agree with Mr. Sharpes statement that the Environmental
Engineer and SJA have provided inaccurate information which
has the base in a potentially embarrassing position.

J. I, WOOTEN





11000/5
NREAD
23 July 1984

om:
To :

SubJ:

Ref:

Supervisory Ecologist
Director, Natural Resour.es and Environmental Affairs

Division

PROPOSED PROJECT TO CLEAR AND DRAIN THE K-2 IF2ACT AFEA

(a) Executive Order 11990
(b) NCAC Title 15, Chap , Sedimentation Control
(c) Endangered Species A of 1973 as Amended
(d) MC0 Pl1000.SB
(e) Chairman, EIKB Itr 520/2 FAC of 18 July

i. The subject project .has the following sinificznt environ-

ments/ impact:

a. Will cause accelerated rates of discharge of freshwater

and sediment to primary nursery areas (as identified by State

fisheries regulations).

b. AEteration of several types of wetlands specifically

protected by reference (a) by channelizatlon/drainage-

c. Affects the habitat of the endangered species, Dendro-

copus Boreais (Red-Cockaded Woodpecker).

d May affect the ndanered species Dionaea Musclpula

(Venus Fly Trap); several species of Sarracenia (Pitcher Plants),

and alliKator mississippiensis (American Alligator).

2. The subject proJec requires implementation of the following

procedural requirements:.

a. Filing of a Federal Consistency Determination with the

North Carolina Office of. Coastal Mana8ament.

b. Submittal of a Sdimentation Control Plan required by

reference (b)

c. Consultation wltUnlted States Fish and Wildlife Ser-

vice (USFWS) and North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission

as required by reference (c).

d. Submittal of anEnvironmental Assessment (EA) o Head-

quarters Marlne.Corps as required by reference (d).





SubJ PROPOSED PROJECT TO CLEAR AND DRAIN THE K-2 ItPACT AREA

3. The considerations listed in the foregoing are almost the same
as those pointed out by NEEAD durin the Envirommental review of
the recently completed G-10 Impact Area clearing project. At that

time the Environmental Engineer, AC/S Facilities and members of the

Staff Judge Advocate’s (SJA)office cooperated in refuting the NREAD
position. In my opinion, inaccurate information was provided by

the Envlrommental Engineer and SJA which resulted in possible vio-

lations of references (a), (b) and (c). It must be assumed that

the Environmental Engineer and SJA will take the same position on
the subject project. The approach used by the Environmental Engineer
and. SJA has, in my opinion, seriously harmed previously excellent
working relationships between the Base and both the USFWS and the
Wilmington District, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers.

4. It is recommended that K-2 Impact-Clearing and Drainage Project

PEA provided by reference (c) not be put before the Envlronental
Impact Review Board unless the board members are provided thorough

back.gound which includes all of NEEAD’s comments on both the E-2
and the G-10 project. "ne Board shouldalso be advised that the

Wilmington District U. S. Army Corps of Engineers has made the

USFWS aware that the areas of Red-Cockaded Woodpecker habitat in

the G-0 have been cleared and that habitat is also present in the

K-2 Impact Area.

D. D. SHARPE

Writer: D. D. Sharpe, NREAD 5003
Typist: J. Cross, 23Ju18, 5003





11000/2
NAD
24 July 1984

Base Forester
Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division

SubJ: PEA FOR IMPROVLNTS OF K-2 IMPACT AREA; C0-}FI ON

Eel’: (a) EODO Itr II000 EOD of II July 1984
(b) Mtg btwn AC/S FAC; DC/S FAC; ROICC/PWO; TFO; EODO;

EnvFngr; Dir NREAD, and AsstBase Forester on
17 uly 1984

I. The clearing of large acreage in the K-2 Impact Area as
addressed in reference (a) and discussed durin reference(b)
generated significant interest from some local timber procure-
ment persorme!. However, the possibility of metal contamination
in the timber, and hazardous ground conditions for harvesting
equipment and personnel has resulted in a greatly lowered level
of interest than would be expected from uncontaminated timber.

2. If maximum effort to clearcut an area of 1,000 acres is
undertaken by amaJor contractor, it is estimated that approxl-
tely two months would be needed to harvest the area under
the most ideal circumstances. Poor weather, suppressed timber
markets, equipment breakdown or accidents at the logging site
or at the mill would increase the time required for the comple-
tion of the Job.

3. Interest by some representatives has been high, while others
wanted more information, and others expressed no interest because-
of the possibility of metal contaminated timber and hazardous
ground conditions from unexploded.ordnance. Interest is noted
as follows:

-a. Federal Paper Woodlands Division Official copany
policy is to v61d metal ’otaminated timber.

b. Squires Timber Company -Procurement personnel indicate
.that they are interested n the proposed timber salva provided
that primary purchasers will accept the timber.

c.. Hinson Pulpwood- The company is interested in possible
timberalvage operations but is concerned about mill acceptance
or quotas interrupting the harvest.

d. Georgi Pacific The initial response to the proposed
salvage harvest was guarded; however, after further assessment





SubJ : PEA FOR INFROS OF K-2 IMPACT AF,EA; COM4ENTS-,,ON

by the company’s procurement personnel, this office was informed
that the compan felt it to be too risk.

e. Weyerhaeuser Compan The initial response solicited
from procurement personnel is that the company may be interested
in the proposed salvaEe. They will (h/tiber assess the potential
for utilization Of metal contaminated timber and contact this

office.

P. E. BLACK

Writer: P. E. Black, NREAD, 5003
Typist: J. Cross, 2Ju84 5003





Ii015/I
NREAD

July 1984

From: Base Wildlife Manager
To: Director, Natural Resouces and Environmental Affairs

Division
SubJ . Clearing E-2 Impact Area

Ref:. (a) Range Control Officer Itr II000 E0D of Ii July 198
(b) Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973

Encl: (I) North Carolina Fisheries’ Regulations

I. The mended preliminary environmental assessment contained in

reference (a) has been reviewed as requested. Five previously un-
known active cavity trees, of the endangered Red,Cockaded Woodpecker
have been located in the area which is proposed for clearing ac-
cording to the Environmental Engineer. This apparently indicates

that there is at least one colony of woodpeckers in the area. Any

major clearing operation in this area would create a "may affect"
situation requiring consultation with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife
Service in accordance with reference (b).

2. The endangered American Alligator occurs along Whitehurst Creek

which is in the area proposed for clearing. The alligator nests
above, the tidal zone well within the flre-line along the creek.

Clearing the area would.also create a "may affect" situation rela-

tive to the occurrence of alligators thereby requirlnE consultation.

3. Ritehurst Creek is a protected nursery area for young .finfish

and crustaceans as defined in the North Carolina Fisheries Regula-
tions for coastal waters_ as contained in enclosure (I). Draining

the wetlands of the area proposed for clearing into itehurst

Creek and channelizatlon, of .the creek would change the salinity

of the water. This would impact on the productivity of the creek

for saltwater fishes and crustaceans. Therefore, it is recomended
that the North Carolina Department of Natural Resources and Commun-

ity Development, Division of Commercial Fisheries, be contacted
.prior to initiating the clearing project.. The shorelines aiong Whltehurst Creek and New River proper
where the proposed clearing is planned is identified as a sensitive

area in the 1981 Archaeological and Historical Survey for Camp

LeJeune. It is recommended that Dr. Thomas Loftfield, principal
investigator-for the survey, be contacted for.expert.advice rela-

tive to protecting, archaeological and historical resources in the

Piosee area before initiating the clearing project. Additionally,

commended the North Carolina Division of Archives and History

also be conuted before clearing is initiated.

C. D. PETERSON
Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD 00B
Typist: J. Cross, 2SJule 5003





11000/5
NREAD
23 Jul 1984

From:
To:

Supervisory Ecologist
Director. Natural Resources and Environmental Division

Subj: CONSTRUCTION OF TRACKED VEHICLE TRAIL FROM RHODES POINT TO
TLZ CARDINAL: PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (PEA) OF

Ref : (a) Chairman, EIRB Itr 5420/2 FAC 18 Jul 1984
(b) SJA itr 5800 CLO 5 Jul 1984
(c) Director, NREAD ltr 5200 NREAD 20 Jun 1984
(d) Director, NREAD ltr 11000/5 NREAD 20 Jun 1984
(e) MCO.PII000.8B

i. The subject Preliminary Environmental Assessment (PEA) has been
reviewed per your request and the following comments are provided
It should be noted that current base guldelineswere not followed
in the PEA format.

2. The title page of the subject PEA as provided by reference (a)
is misleading. Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division
(NREAD) has not prepared a PEA of the subject action. The subject
document was not compiled by NREAD. NREAD comments incorporated
into the subject document address only the section of new trail
east of grid coordinates 802362.

3. Engineering support is recommended to design road bed, associated
ditches and culverts, and erosion control structures. It should be

noted that Staff Judge Advocate (SJA) opinion contained in reference
(b) conflict with paragraph 2 of reference (c). Ref (c) is incor-
porated into the subject PEA. It is my opinion that submital of

a sediment control plan for the subject project to the State as
discussed in reference (d) is required.

4. Provided that the sedimenatloncontrol requirements identified
in reference (c) are satisfied, this project appears to meet the

criteria contained in reference (e) for a categorically excluded
action (i.e. submittal of an EA to Headquartes Marine Corps is not
required).

D. D. SHARPE





11000/5
NREAD
23 Jul 1984

From
To

Supervisory Ecologist
Director. Natural Resource and Environmental Affairs

Division

Subj PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR LAV CREW TRAINING

IN HOFFMAN FOREST

Ref: (a) Chairman, Environmental Impact Review Board Itr 5420/2
Fac 18 Jul 1984

(b) BO II000.1B
(c) MCO PII000.8B

i. The Preliminary Environmental Assesment (PEA) provided by

reference (a) was prepared following current procedures in

reference (b). The description is adequate for initial review,

However, a map showing roads to be traveled should be incorporated

into environmental impact assessment document. The following

comments are provided relative to accuracy of section 5 of the

subject PEA.

a. Air Quality: Agree

b. Land Quality: There will be soll disturbance to the

forest roads even under excellent weather conditions, High

levels, of management and supervision of the operation will be

required. Has potential to be controversial if public access to

the forest is affected by road damage.

c. Groundwater Quality: Agree

d. Surface Water Quality: There will be some increase in

erosion/siltation (highly dependent on supervision and mainte-

nance). Sanitary waste dispo’sal needs to be addressed.

e. Natural Resources: Many areas of Roffman Forest are used

for fox hunting, This citizens group is highly active with strong

ties with state legislature, Any conflict with this g.roup should
)e addressed carefully and thoroughly. These hunters frequent

the area during the night time period proposed for LAV training.

Road damage could affect public access unless timely maintenance

provided. The area involve,, are public gamelands open to the

hunting public.

f. Socio-Economic Considerations: Off base persons and

property will be affected at levels which could be preceived
as significant by noise traffic impact and dust associated with

vehicle. Public controversy should be anticipated and sufficient

public education provided.





2. Section 3109 of reference (c) provides that training exercise
in nonmilitary land require preparation.of an environmental assess-
ment (EA). This section also requires EAs for projects likely
to cause public controversy. Section 3105.2 requires submittal
ef EA’s to Headquarters Marine Corps. It is recommended that this
course of action be followed for the subject action. Available
atternatives should be thoroughly explored.

D. D. SHARPE





11000/2
NEEAD
23 July 198

From:
To:

Base Wildlife Manager
Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division

SubJ: REVIEW OF PEA FOR LAV CREW TRAINING

Eel: (a) Chalr.an, EIRB Itr 520/2 FAC of 18 Jul 198

i. The reference has been re#iewed as requested relative to the

PEA for LAV Crew Training in the Hoffman Forest area of Onslow
County. Hoffnan Fores is an area which is extensively used by

the public for recreational hunting, fishing and trapping. There

is a tremendous amount of. deer hunting from October through
December each year, and-fox huntinE throughout the year.

2. Some of the land is leased for deer huntin by private clubs
and the remainder includes the Hoffman Oame Lands which areset
aside for public huntins. Both he deer and fox hunters have

strong ies with ember of %he North Carolina Legislature.

3. It is recommended that the North Carolina Wildlife Resources
Commission, Deparmen% of Natural Resources and CoauuniCy De-
velopment be contacted concerninE the proposed use of LAV Crew
Training in Hoffman Forest, since Chege will likely be conflicts

wih hunters in particular.

C. D. PETERSON

Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD, 23Om18
Typist: J. Cross, 23Chu8 5003





ll000/5
NPAD
23 July 198

To:
Base Wildlife Manager
Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division

SubJ : REVIEW PEA FOR LZ BLUEBIRD REPAIR

Ref (a) Chairman, EIRB itr 5420/2 FAC. of 18 Jul 198
(b) Volume I Archaeological and Historic Survey for MCB

I. In accordance with your request,.the PEA for LZ Bluebird re-
pair as contained in reference (a) has keen reviewed. There is
a possibility that a portion of Site ONv 138 contained in reference
(b) remains intact under the existing AM2 matting material. There-
fore it is recommended that the portion of the site be examined by
a qualified archaeologist before grading and filling is initiated.

2. Contact with the North Carolina Department of Archives and
History is additionally recomended before work on the proposed
project is initiated.

C. D. PETERSON

Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD, 5003
Typist: J. Cross,. 23J918, 5003





IITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORP BASE

CAMP LE,JEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542

FAC/REA/hf
5420/2
1 Nov 1983

From
To

Chairman, Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board
Distribution List

Subj: Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board; meeting of

Ref (a) BO II015.2G
(b) BO II000.1A
(c) BO lll02.1J

_Encl: (i) Draft BO ll000.1B.-.- ’ -(2)" roosed Changeto

i. In accordance with the provisions of reference (a), a meeting
of the subject Board is scheduled in the Conference Room of Building 1
at 0930, Wednesday, 9 November 1983. Advisors to the Board are
invited to attend the meeting.

2. The Board will review enclosure (I), which includes .recommended
revisions to the procedures for implementing the National Enviro-
mental Policy Act per reference (b). The p.roposed revisions will
clarify as well as expedite completion of preliminary environmental
assessments (PEA).

3. The Board will’also review enclosure (2), which is a recommended
addition to reference (c), the "Base Training SOP" incorporating
environmental precautions during routine training. By incorporating
these measures into reference (c) the environmental impacts will
have been addressed and limit the need for PEAs for routine training.

4. The Board will review the following PEAs and subsequent responses
by the Chairman and pro{de recommendations on environmental signifi-
cance to action sponsors.

a. Antenna Project at OP-2, 23 Feb 83

b. Use of AABFS during Solid Shield 83, 9 Mar 83

c. AVELEX 2-83, 29 Mar 83

Helipad Construction at Navy Hospital, 21 Apr 83

Use of Pisgah National Forest for Military Training, 2 May 83

f. Renovation of F-18 Range, 24 Jun 83
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1 Nov 1983

g. Reserve landing exercise Saber Slash, 28 Jun 83

.h. .Reconfiguration of Harrier Ski-Jump at TLZ Bluebird, 18 Jul 83

i. IHAWK Missile FIREX, 6 Sep 83

j. G-5 Tank Gunnery Range Improvement

Copies of the PEAs are available in the Facilities office for review
prior to the meeting.

5. Members and advisors knowing of other agenda items should notify
the Chairman at ext. 3034/2544 as soon as possible prior to the
meeting.

By direction

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

(Advisors)
----Dir, NREA

SupvEcologisk
BWildlifeMgr
BGameProtector
SAFD
SJA
DPDO
Ch, VetMedSvc,NavHosp
Ch, .Occup/PrevMed, NavHosp
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BO II000.1B
NREAD/DDS/th

BASE ORDER II000.1B

From: Commanding General
To: Distribution List

Subj: Environmental Considerations in Marine Corps Actions;
Camp Le jeune

Ref: (a) MCO PII000.8A
(b) MCO 6280.5
(c) BO 11015.2G
(d) BO Plll02.1J

.-._--E61:--(1)-Request for Envir.nmental Impact .Rgview: format and
procedures for submission of

i. Purpose. To revise procedures and responsibilities for environ-

mental planning and environmental impact assessme.nt, as required

to implement references (a) and (b).

2. Cancellation. BO II000.1A

3. Policy. It is the continuing policy of the Commanding General

that locally sponsored and/or approved actions shall be planned,

programmed and implemented with adequate consideration of the

action’s impact on the natural environment and shall provide

appropriate means and measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects

upon the quality of the environment.

4. Background.

a. The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires

federal agencies to use all practicable means and measures to con-

duct their respective missions in concert with the environment.

Reference (a) outlines the Marine Corps’ natural resources and

environmental management and protection program. Reference (b)

provides specific guidance for implementation of NEPA regulations.





BO II000.1B
Page 2

b. Reference (a) assigned responsibility for providing environ-

mental and natural resource management staff to Marine Corps Base.

Reference (c) established procedures for coordination of environ-

mental and natural resource enhancement and protection activities

by commands aboard the Camp Lejeune complex.

c. Previous procedures used aboard the installation for review

of projects/actions for environmental impact in accordance with

NEPA requirements have required local commanders to evaluate their

.-Lroposed actions, against numeruenvironmental requirements.

The revised procedures contained in this Order will reduce the work

required by commanders through the use of the environmental,

engineering and other technical personnel on the base staff.

However, commanders, unless otherwise provided herein,-have resppn-

sibility for initiating the environmental review procedures contained

in the enclosure prior to implementing any action subject to this

Order.

5. Definitions. Reference (b) defines commonly used terms relative

to NEPA required environmental impact assessment. The following"

terms are applicable the requirements placed on commanders by

this Order:

a. Action. An action includes, but is not limited to, the

following:

(i) Projects, programs and continuing actions including

the use and/or modification of real property.

(2) Policies, regulations, instructions, manuals or

major policy statements.
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(3) Recommendations or reports relating to legislation

including those for appropriation.

An action does not include routine, recurrent training activities

approved by AC/S Training in accordance with reference (d).

b. Action Sponsor. That individual or organization proposing

an action.

c. Preliminary Environmental Assessment (PEA). The initial,

internalDepartment of the Navy recorded process which identifies

_.-.d..ev.t. @ny impact oD...t-he .en,vironmentby. a propqed action.

The PEA document will consist of the enclosure plus a concise

summary of comments and findings resulting from the review of the

action in accordance with the review process described in attach-

ment (a) of the enclosure. Each-PEA document will contain a

statement (determination) regarding whether ornot further environ-

mental review is required by reference (b).

6. Responsibilities:.

a. Action Sponsor"s will:

(i)" Prepare and submit the enclosure for all actions under

their cognizance subjec4, to this Order.

(2) Implement environmental protection measures identified

-during the review of thei actions in accordance with this Order.

b. Assistant Chief of Staff, Training will:

(i) Ensure that requirements of this Order for submission

of the enclosure have been satisfied for all military training

actions aboard the Camp Lejeune Complex.

(2) Act as action sponsor for any action subject to this

Order related to the development, modification and maintenance of

military training facilities within the Camp Lejeune Complex
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(3) M)6itor the implementation Qf environmental.protec-

tion measures during trainin exercises and initiate action to

correct discrepancies related thereto.

(4) Revise and update reference (d) and other Base

training regulations, as required, to implement environmental

protection measures.

c. Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities will:

(i) Serve as chairman of the Base Environmental Impact

Review Boar established in accordance withreference (c).

(2) Unless otherwise specified, pr6vid$ a Command repre-

sentative to attend routine meetings of local, state and federal

land use and environmental regulatory boards, commissions, advisory

groups and agencies.

(3) Coordinate the review and processing of environmental

impact of actions subject to this Order and reference (b) and

prepare and maintain official files of PEA documentation.

(4) Coordinate the preparation and submission of environmental

assessments and other higher level environmental impact assessment

to HQMC in accordance wth reference (b).

(5) Except as provided in 6b(2) above, serve as action

sponsor for military construction projects and maintenance pro-

jects requiring HQMC approval.

(6) Monitor and provide technical assistance on environ-

mental matters related to the preparation and updating of Base

Master Plan.

(7) Monitor implementation of actions as required to

ensure environmental protection measures and considerations
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identified during implementation of this Order are properly carried

out.

(8) Assemble available information and conduct studies

and surveys required to provide action sponsors with data on soils,

air quality, water quality, land use planning, forestry manage-

ment, wildlife management, cultural and archaeological resources

and other matters related to environmental regulations.

7. Action. Commanders/Officers-in-Charg and other officials

-:-authorized to qarry out-acJ.ons..subject to. this Order Will:

a. Ensure that the review process outlied in the enclosure

has been completed prior to implementation of any non-emergency

action which could affect the quality of ’the envi#onment of the

United States.

b. Ensure that officials involved in he approval, funding,

design, construction or other phasesof implementation of the

action are made aware of the environmental considerations and

protection measures identified during the environmental impact

review process provided by this Order.

c. Notify this Command of any emergency action taken which

could affect the quality of the environment of the United States.

DISTRIBUTION:





REQUEST FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW; FORMAT AND PROCEDURES

FOR SUBMISSION OF

i. Action Sponsor:

2. Name, Address, Phone Number of Point of Contact:

3. Title and Brief Description of Proposed Action (state purpose,

when proposed action is to occur, and any proposed environmental

protection measures):

4. Location: Attach a Camp Lejeune Special Map (or equivalent

quality map) showing location of proposed action/project site(s).

Enclosure (i)





5. ’Potential Environmental Impact/Considerations: (See Note i)

a. Air Quality: Will there be any open burning associated

with the project/action? Will there be any new boilers,

incinerators or fuel storage tanks (larger than 1,000 gallons)

provided? Will there be any paint booths, solvent vats,

degreasers or other vapor producing industrial processes involved?

Will the project involve the use or disposal of asbestos?

Will project cause dust problems?

b. Land Quality: Will the action require use of significant

in level of soil disturbance/damage to vegetation? Will there

be one acre or more of land cleared/disturbed?

c. Groundwater Quality: Does the project involve use of

herbicides, insecticides or other pesticides in signifihant

amounts? Does the project involve insallation/use of septic

tanks, or any other onsite disposal of sanitary waste?

Will there be any wells dug or any excavations deeper than twenty

feet? Will there be any toxic or hazardous material/waste

requiring disposal used or generated at/by the project?

Will there be a net incease of solid waste caused byimplementing

the project/action? Will the project or action be carried

out within 200 feet of a drinking water supply well?

d. Surface Water Quality: Is the project located on or in a

water body or adjacent 100-year flood plain? Will the project

involve construction of drainage ditches/underground drains for

purposes of lowering water table? Will all wastewater be

connected to sanitary sewer? Will there be an increase in

erosion/siltation from soil disturbing activity? Will petro-

leum oil and lubricants be routinely stored or used at the site?

2





Will the project increase rates of surface/storm water runoff?

e. Natural Resources: Will there be a loss of forest land?

Will public access for hunting, boating, fishing, et be

restricted? Is there a change in land use from what is presently

shown in Base Master Plan? Will removal of existing vegeta-

tion be required? Are there any known effects on any

endangered species? Does the project involve the purchase or

sale of any real estate?

f. Socio-Economic Considerations: Will the project cause an

_---incre.as./drese in--on-or_off.bselmilitary populatio?

Wil there be any increased demand on a locai or state government

to provide services? Will there be any changes to traffic

flow and patterns on or off base? Will any noise, traffic,

dust, etc. be generated which may affect off base person-or prope;ty?

Is there any known controversy associated with the type of

project or action proposed? Are there any known historical

or archaeological sites affected by project/action?

NOTE I. Answer either "yes", "no" or "unknown". Answers should

be based on information available to the action sponsor at time of

submission to the base Environmental Impact Review Board. Do not

delay the submission of this request awaiting additional information.

Many environmental considerations need to be addressed in early

Enclosu.re (I





planning stages. If additional information becomes available

after submission, it should be forwarded to the EIRB.

Enclosure (I)





STEPS IN PROCESSING REQUESTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW

i. Action sponsor will complete request and forward via chain-of-

command to Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps

Base, Camp Lejeune. It is recommended that the correspondence

request be reviewed by the action sponsor’s command representative

to the base Environmental Impact Review Board (EIRB) prior to

submission to the EIRB. Base Order II015.2G pertains.

2. Acting as Chairman of the base EIRB the Assistant Chief of

Staff, Facilities will review the request and determine if formal

review of the proposed action is required to satisfy.requirements

of MCO 6280.5.

a. If AC/S Facilities determines that formal review is not

required, AC/S Facilities shall advise action sponsor of the

determination in writing and will identify any environmental

constraints, protection measures, etc., which must be addressed

during implementation of the proposed action.

b. If AC/S Facilities determines that formal review of the

proposed action is required the following steps will be taken:

(I) AC/S Facilities will determine which advisors of

the EIRB should review the action, and will send a copy of the

request to all members and appropriate advisors for review and

comment.

(2) When requested, members and advisors of the EIRB

shall review the proposed action and provide AC/S Facilities

with written comments on foreseen environmental impact and

recommendations for changes/modifications to the proposed action

to avoid or minimize adverse effects on the quality of the

environment.





(3) AC/S Facilities shall consolidate EIRB review comments

and recommendations and will assist action sponsor to incorporate

changes into proposed action.

(4) If no unresolved significant issues remain, AC/S

Facilities shall advise the action sponsor in writing that no

further review is required. The notification will identify any

environmental constraints protection measures, etc. which should

be addressed during implementation of the proposed action.

(5) If unresolved issues remain, AC/S Facilities shall

-convene-the EIRB in order o-determine.if an Environmental

Assessment shall be prepared and submitted to HQMC in accordance

with MCO 6280.5. The EIRB shall make a recommendation as to

who shall prepare the EA.

4. Whenthe environmental impact review process is completed,

the action sponsor will incorporate any requirements identified

therein, into the plans, specifications, guidelines, etc. for the

proposed action. Action Sponsors are advised that a favorable

recommendation/response from the EIRB does not constitute approval

to carry ot the action.

2
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i. References:

PROPOSED CHANGE TO BO PIIIQ2.1J

PPENDIX
ENVIRONMENTAL PRECAUTIONS

(a) Base Order II000.1A
(b) Base Order 11015.6
(c) Base Order II090.1B
(d) Base Order 6240.5

2. General [Reference (a)]

a. Water sources in the field areas will not be used to wash vehicles;

neither will liquid discharge or refuse disposal be permitted to drain into any

-water source. ..
b. All refueling points will be at least I00 feet-fromwater ources.
c. Foxholes, gun emplacements, etc., may be dug on Camp Lejeune, however,

the holes must be refilled and the area returned, as nearly as possible, to its

natural state upon completion of the exercise.

d. Use of the existing main roads and trails t the maximum extent feasible

will reduce vehicular damages to wildlife, soils and vegetation.

e. The red-cockaded woodpecker is an endangered species listed in the

Federal Register of Endangered Species and is protected at Camp Lejeune.

Reference (b) established guidelines and listed actions violating public law.

Additionally, the reference intifies restricted areas and buffer.zones.

3. Fire Prevention and Fire Fighting

a. The burning of debris in the field is strictly prohibited.

b. All units will organize fire fighting teams and vigorously implement

fire prevention measures.

c. Fire extinguishers will be available on all vehicles.

d. Fires will be reported by the fastest means to the Base Fire Department.

Call 3333 on-base or 451-3333 off-base.

4. Waste Disposal

a. Burying of debris in the field is strictly prohibited.





b. it is.a unit responsibility to collect the debris generated in the unit

area and haul it to the Base Landfill.

c. The following methods of disposal of waste water are required:

(I) Waste water from field mess operations will require a drainage

pit, except for Onslow Beach mess operations. On Onslow Beach, waste water will

be collected in a B2130 tank, fabric, 3000 gallon. Disposal will be accom-

plished by calling extension 3001/3002 for pumping of the tank by Base Maintenance.

Two tanks should be dedicated to Food Service waste water.

(2) Field shower waste water will require a drainage pit. Site

:arovaf of’shorfacilitiesis required prior to6tion Th-Marine

Corps Base Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division, ext. 5003/2195

will provide site approval.

5. Sanitary Waste

a. Human waste will be disposed of via the use of port-a-johns throughout

the duration of the exercise. For assistance or servicing of port-a-johns,

call AC/S Logistics, MCB, ext. 5962/5520.

b. Range control office will.provide guidance on the general locations

permissible for establishing field sanitation facilities in the training area.

6. SpillPrevention, Containment and Cleanaup

a. Prevention of oil and hazardous material spills and the resulting

environmental damage is the responsibility of all commanders.

b. Hoses, nozzles and connections will be checked frequently to avoid

leakage of fuel.

c. Refueler operators will stay with the vehicle during refueling operat.ions.

d. Tanker vehicles will be parked in such a manner as to avoid the

possibility of spilled fuel entering natural or manmade drainage systems.

e. In the event of a spill (more than one gallon):

(i) Call Base Fire Department--on-base, 3333, or off-base, 451-3333.





(2) Persons on- shall attempt to erect a san or earth dam around

the perimeter of the sp+/-ll.

(3) Keep unauthorized personnel out of the area.

(4) Provide personnel and equipment support for spill containment

and cleanup as requested by Base Spill Response Coordinator.

f. Cleanup:

(I) Cleanup will be accomplished hy personnel from unit having the spill.

(2) Cleanup procedures will be outl+/-ned by the Natural Resources and

Environmental Affairs Division.

g. Reference (c) shall be rev+/-ewed hy all units. Materials and equip-

ment for oil spill containment arelistedin the reference

7. Field Servicing of Vehicles

a. All waste petroleum products generated during the exercise will he

stored (55-gallon drums, etc.) and disposl instructions obtained from the

Hazardous Materials Disposal Coordinator of the Command.

b. The use of drip pans and ground clothes are required during oll

changing and fueling of equipment.

c. Cleaning solvents and cleaning agents are hazardous materials to the

environment. These materials will he stored in suitable containers and stored

until the end of the exercise. Disposal of these materials will he in accor-

dance with reference (d).

8. Protection of Wetlands

a. The operation of earth moving equipment within wetlands shall be avoided.

h. Spill of any material or liquid in wetlands regardless of quantity

will he reported immediately to the Base Natural Resources and Environmental

Affairs Division, ext. 5003.

9. Archaeological Sites

To be added by N.R.E.A.D.





i0.’ protection of Dunes at Onslow Beach

To be added by N.R.E.A.D.





Fro:
To:

Base Maintenance Officer
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

MAIN 1,3 IWIth
16475

SubJ

Ref:

Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board; meeting of

(a) AC/S FAC memo FAC/GF/hf 5420/3 of 4 Aug 1982
(b) AClS FAC memo of 27 aul 198Z
(c) BO 11000.IA
d) MCO 6280.5
e) BO 11015.6

1. As requested by refere,ces (a) and (b), the following comments are sul],ttted.
The PEAs for projects P-282, P-451, P-133, P-358, TAFDS Field Tralnlng Site
(Marine Corps Air Station (H), lew River) and TWSEAS Minor Construction Project
(2d Marine Division) were not forwarded to Base Maintenance Division for formal
revlew/coiaents which has been standing operating procedure for the ast
several years.

2. PEAs for projects identified in paragraph 2 |, ,and k of reference (b)
have been reviewed by Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs personnel
for consistency with references {c) and (d) and the following comments are
offered.

a. Combining the G-5/G-SA and G-6 Ranges Into a single range for Tank,
TOW and LVT firing (2d Marine Division) No apparent envlronmental problem
with the proposal if units abide by base red cockaded.woodpecker guidelines
cunta;ned la rei’er.nce (e). Becau’-: of po-l-le ;ubll contro..1.=.:sy suro,-.ipq
closing of Highway 172, the general public should be routinely made aware of
training schedules requiring the closing of Highway 172.

b. Providing ground observation tnto the G-IO and K-2 tmpact areas by
clearing excess trees in the buffer zone (2d Marine Division) The attIcbed
map indicated red cockaded oodpecker habitat (including cavity trees) ts.:
within the proposed clearing zone. Formal consultatton would be required,

(I) Large areas recommended for clearlng in the K-2 and G-IO are
protected wetlands. Cleartng and grading should be coordinated with the U. S.
Army Corps of Engineers.

(2) Use of chemicals for clearing and maintenance on this scale may
have adverse impact and posstble public controversy.

(3) Red cockaded oodpeckers, protected wetlands and the use of

chemicals to reove vegetatlon necessitate an environmental assessment whtch
requtres Headquarters Marine Corps concurrence under reference (d).





16475

Subj: Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board; meeting of

Division)
Creation of a Tactical Driving Range for Mechanized Units (2d Marine

(1) It is ettmated approximately 3,373 combined acres in the HA and.
HC areas of which approximately 1,800 acres are Identlfled in forestry manage-
ment as pine or pine hardwood forest. To conduct a timber harvest (thinning)
would tnvolve the removal of approxlmately 4 mtlllon board feet of pine saw-
timber and approximately 6,300 cords of pine pulpwood. A clearcut ttmber
harvest would |nvolve the removal of approximately twice as much ttmber pro-
ducts. Under. ideal timber market and logging conditions, removal of the wood
products would require several months. The current timber market is poor and
the outlook for the mxt several months is also poor. Area sawmill companies
are on a quota system with loggers operating only,two or three days per week.

(2) The HA and HC areas are classified as wet due to soll types. If
cleared and used as proposed, soil erosion and sedimentation will enter pro-
tected wetlands and state owned waters {t,e,, Duck Creek, Goose Creek and Ne
River). Engineering type structures to control sot] erosion will be required
as vegetative cover will not suffice. A coastal zone consistency statement
will have to be filed with the staee. Duck Creek, Goose Creek and Ne River
waters and adjoining marsh and wetlands are inhabited by the endangered
A..erican Alligator which will require consultation ,.the U. S. Fish and
Wlldllfe Service.

(3) The base Preflnal Archaeological and Historical Study of
Camp LeJeune identified four htstartc and one archaeological sites In the HC
and HA areas which are eligible for listing in the National Register. Three
additional sites are identified in the report as slgnlflcant enough to warrant
procectlon until further stuoy can be accompllsned by the base. Reference (d}
states, "any activity proposed which would affect historical or cultural sites
either now cited on the National Register of Historical Places or deemed
eligible for inclusion on the National ReglsterJ_u

/

R. F. CALTA






