FILE FOLDER

DESCRIPTION ON TAB:

C ool Vinalvion o Sedy

T o Ny dKVr\qigh W ¢ ac?r'UIT?GS

ﬁ)/F%S r ¥ : 4

[1 Outside/inside of actual folder did not contain hand
written information

w Outside/inside of actual folder did contain hand

written information
*Scanned as next image

Confidential Records Management, Inc.
New Bern, NC

1-888-622-4425

9/08



AEBTECTS

AANCES TA TN

AY-BEF FE

VA

Py

TZZ Con/bor

Ll ANSron/ oOr

N
N
S
3
N
\S
9
\
o

N
X
N
X
N
N
3
R
Q
X

£

L A HC

AN G
S5 NMI/SE . ATATELIAL

C. EAN. EAKY, FEUV/IER/S BOALD

+

RREAE

%
O
[y

0

..
e
X



TAB PLACEMENT HERE

DESCRIPTION:

BeSore srodion

JZ/ Tab page did not contain hand written information

[] Tab page contained hand written information
*Scanned as next image

Confidential Records Management, Inc.
New Bern, NC

1-888-622-4425

9/08



f hr ol = & ; | . ® TR AR

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

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

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

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

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

PR B RS

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

-

~ : " U:M. G. LILLEY
Copy to: (w/o encl) s L
% | CS







Z3

ovep Fiss

Crer F2ap
- Corec

——— = Srano Downisey

€

——

\Za Al A S

LALT TR T .
E7E &35
E77






FTOHE

- ——

: Jw =23 MAf&/
_TIPLOVED Lol )y

e _z.'::e..;.x:.ﬁo:!...sf* ERAT e P e —
=t S P e T ;a;w .-:m':«x-:‘*
3 ,,: ~r w < -I...
e D TR AR )*'* :
TR T e T e g 'jﬂim"} q
Ty B, - N Vs s i G el
: SN i ok toa Foer i g

—
Tt _—aw <
"’“W" ooy a‘_% “m.,,

wm
"'-Q—‘b < mea.:’:‘«'} ,s.:‘f %-_’,}W—.&y ;
5 *«:;-"34“- ey e ‘“‘“"" e




>~ a




: ,JUFWJZ—

\( SSISTANT CHIEF OQTAFF FACILITIES
EADQUARTERS, MARINE CORPS BASE
DATE /Q/WB
TO: 5
BASE MAINT O DIR, FAMILY HOUSING
PUBLIC WORKS O DIR, UNACCOMPANIED PERS HSG |
COMM-ELECT O BASE FIRE CHIEF

DIR., NAT..RESOURCES & ENV. AFFAIRS

r—

s, )

am— et e
M:,

TTN:

Attachez is forwarded for in /acttgn

sl ok

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

o

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

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

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

Reforestation Planting; plans for

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

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

84 have been reviewed and the following comments are provided:

© o —

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

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

planting of seedlings in the K area.

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

s

7 ot

J. R. MCELROY, Jr.







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

TFAC/ARB/ves
3900
28 January 1983

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

From: Base Training Facilities Officer

To: Base Forester

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

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

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

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

the plantings. / /

AT R. BRUNELLI Jr.







UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO

TRNG/MPS/kak

3900

28 Jan 1983

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

702 Base Forester

Via: (1) Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Planting Regeneration Areas

1. Forwarded for appropriate action.

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

range and proposed drop zone reques
" irection




D




UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS

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

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

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

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

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

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

areas. Additionally if the tactical driving range is approved

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

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

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

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

;. 1. GERAGETY E

By direction

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

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

Subj: Review of Base Forestry Plan for Plarting Regeneration Areas

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

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

TFAC/ARB/ves
1500
4 January 1983

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

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

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

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

LZ CONDOR

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

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

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

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

Copy to:
C/S Facilities
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N

Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps Base,

Camp Lejeune
Assistant Chief of Staff, Training and Operations

SUPPORT REQUIREHENTS FOR S8S-85 AT DZ CONDOR

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

(1) Sketch of DZ Condor Area

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

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

J. G. PITZGERALD
By direction

Copy to:
EnvEngr
-3 NREAD
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SITQ IMPROVEMENTS ®

DZ CONDOR
SHWR , GRADE ROAD.
’e REMOVE 2 TREES
: GRADE
i FUEL, (200 ft5q.)
(s /‘/
[} 4
0 J RPR ROAD
k- g (200 ft)
\:\__,I,
o BUSHHOG
OO ( 500 ft. sq.)
L AUNDRY
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INSTALL CULVERT
E b s ‘:; % 4\
. DZ CONDOR
wooded & E ks
\ cleared
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VERONA LOOP RD.
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PAC/REA/hE
6280
6 April 1983

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

Prom: Commanding General

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

Subi: Clearance-and Expansion of DZ Condor

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1A cu

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

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

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

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

Je T. MARSHALL
By direction

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

AC/S, Trng (TPACO)
NREAD

Blind Copy to: O?P\






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

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

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

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

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

y direction







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

From: Commanding Officer

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

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

Subj: Clearance and Expansion of DZ Condor

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

Encl: (1) Proposed Expansion of DZ Condor

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

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

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

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

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






@ Present size of DZ Condor

@ Reforested Areas
@B Proposed FExpansion

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

NREAD/DDS/th
11000
12 Jan 1983

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

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

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

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

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

4 A

B+ Ih

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Je T. MARSHALL
By direction

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

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






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

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

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

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

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

~

By direction






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

From: Commanding Officer

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

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

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

Encl: (1) Proposed Exzpansion of DZ Condor

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

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

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

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

Copy to:
2d Force Recon Co
2d LSB






-

@W Present size of DZ Conder

a8 Reforested Areas
B Proposed FExpansion

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

Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542

NREAD/DDS/th
11000
12 Jan 1983

From: Director

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

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1A

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

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

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

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

('DL\J

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

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

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

Date /- ?%7/

.

From: Director, NREAB
To:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

M. G. LILLEY

Copy to:
NREAD

J







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

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

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

D. Alternatives, Including the Proposed Action:

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

b. Another site(s)
c. No Action

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

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

<)

2
g~
]

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

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

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

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

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

F. Environmental Consequences:

|

:

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

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

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

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

|

ENCLOSURE (1)






%

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

- State that no major indirect effects are anticipated.

»

Possible conflict with Land Use Plan.

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

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

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

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

ALt B s No Action - no effects. . Vil

Energy Requirements - probably no different impact for

either alternative./tnr Er7/ca A7 ELan77vE)

P
.OM

e

6.

4

8-

9.
these.

Irreversible or Irretrievable Commitment of Resources:

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

Short-tem Use Versus Long-term Productivity:

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

describing measures such as target location,

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

Historical and Cultural Resources:

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

Means to mitigate Adverse Environmental Impacts - describe
Impacts Mitigation

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

Forest ° overall production

s ) EYCTOSURE (1)






10. Adverse Effects Which Cannot be Avoided. » |

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

List "8of Preparers:

Appendix: Not needed.

3 ‘ ENCLOSURE " (1)






OPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

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

product. Further, managers must be continuously involved as

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

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

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

(d) joint environmental assessments

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

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

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

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

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

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






P
|

OPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

S & list. of alternatives considered.

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

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

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

The summary will normally not exceed fifteen pages.

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







. 3 : . '
.

OPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

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

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

‘understand the effects of the proposed action. The

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

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

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

_ statement to a discussion of those factors most evidently

impacted by the proposed action.

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







: CPNAVINST 5090.1
2 6 MAY 1983

-

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

e f '
5200

29 Aug 1985 : NREAD

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

/
%

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

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

for FY-86 reforestation plans.

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

J. I. WOOTEN

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

(
D
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' 4 UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE

CAMP LEJEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN'REPLY REFER TO

TFAC/ARB/ves
3900
22 Oct 1982

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

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

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

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

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

2. Point of Contact for this section is LtCol BRUNELLI, TFac O,
ext. 5803.

f,4[,/ 19‘ )
(‘/"’ ot'\ l({qlo,ﬁlb
ﬁfé&fl‘“"o p 3 o \Q\CO 7 sams
é’tt ‘1.4 Mﬂ,ﬁﬁ W“\J By direction
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
2D MARINE DIVISION, FLEET MARINE FORCE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542

In m@PLY REPER.TO

3900

¥4 Ock 1982

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

Subj: Creation of a Tactical Movement Range

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

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

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

2. The attached overlay provides specific information relating
to the areas that should be clear cut of all timber and seeded
in grass of some type not to exceed two feet in height. The
three sites 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 route 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

3/RED/gac







30

Chmp Le}cm Special Map

13 50,000






4 ‘.
< .
.——‘ i . .

FBoPose0 fopunrs OBSERVATION Toamme ACES

Esrimared MHeReErceE Iwevecves ‘
61 92 To7hc /?c.efs ,z;Jcc. @ DINC- /ﬂﬂlc 734::..
8/5 ferES [eecnTnser FvE, FInE Heor HeO.
&e77 [femss ITw KBceN Pauos E7rc.

EsrmATED MECCHANTRBLE tbeums
3094 MIBF  [INE SAVTImMEBER
Ze!l oS FPIvE R._puoop
204 MEF  HEOWD SAwTImEel
430 <D5 Heowy  Faer







.
. . . .
@ -

SPER 2 ’ V4%, S
102 o s\ I0i8t: B7S]
L s

res| b acres

Jeltees

(E;h(zs f‘an /,25—450 03!7 250/65

botdre i g 52 of.il?’\ Tivd 37 4% 208 36 sz
; ‘ {
o6 1 25710 |73e0 | 47 ,/?;'/&, T Sl e

1A 15 Fhraned 2725 107 0/7 %i %7 59 327 I8 /’0
d1on thinned 5 = 2 o | |

Iy (76 e\ o)\ P \ g9 95 33—

C- S 2 = B0 & M‘/‘u\ %9 20 Mo | 34
stz = B o \etn e | DAMA. D e /

stdew /> | 2oy a\s3e ,"7’» | %2 ma\ o — 15
SMl.z = ¥ o] 6/7 ‘/w B M T
Shi/s /25 2| 5 |

C-25 29 3‘545;\2/‘/& | ”/ﬂ 3’%48@0 46 '%

5#/23 225 ‘i 7 a ‘3I9 ”/?5 27 40 17 ) 7
sdllz 2 1% « | oo | Io/ﬁ?\}f?zo ZJ."’,,fY_
gt 4 25 =10 a |omee | T %9 43 20 — b
Stds > 2a |05 Fho\dent 8= T 701
stle s “lgal /il?. - Tho| %z 3 4 4

5441‘2. -:sq.tqzlsl; 8/

/Mk Trei| e, BR  Class
202%a~Ymi  haedwod 900 | 49
A5 a - K m ,om&/{ro(af/ T 369
2.0%- | m/ /o/'oa o) Tho| 2P







- \\\\ .\\,/'
-\ 781
31-\\ (Alv
W\ \
t A
A\
aued\\\ - A
28 \\ //‘K/
9
River Light SPARRO
k FI R 15t
e e
oo 2
Sl e
\ 22 & -~ Ay 0
»/ng\. LONE dsec 15ft “43” _ Jg%\

1) D
N1 p Do 28
NIPERR
!gv Riv 32
2

b ¢ o]
k i@ 15t '42",’ o

(i«

5
7

= Spoil Are

3

\ b
: M7 28
ubm T3

e

Dol &%

Qv

o L_-,

28

Uiy

NL S Duck Crgek
C ~ A
1 \ a 2

r~ Creelg Poin 3
/Jbb’) = ek 2







HANJZED  UNITS

% %pﬁbrﬂérlcﬁa DRIVING RANGE < Fok ; 2 : L

830 360

: l\ltg)fﬂosé

- Yo ae a.nn'rm
Fv-83

AREA AFPEETED
— 4 ‘B¢ PRoPOSAL







S A7 “E A XY 357/
% 4 % 4 120000 Lébs
o 2748 745 cos LOE3

4 Boo FS20000 & o2
7. oo TNV ED

Fr o AP CILT”




2""/1/:;4,(5*/




\\ 29,:0:. EEGj» /4
= v HRD
s~ i 5

CZMMWTZM@MT§4¢
2queDd FAoADd

D127 RoAD
Ceses k

——— e = = SO
BouNoACY

A2 OcH. §
o'?.,ama

L / I\

I N S3co ¢ o300 \ SO

‘, ﬁ;.:oo 17 \“\ B % \\ 5»?,\\

Ny PToR / BR3Sey  EEER) o= TN
| 4 6







ot - Mslos ¥

Ok . slosrl
‘ ol - - //.////
{ oy = pond
‘ cf - ;//;cr/
i - 4 N - z o/ 2 -~
A (2 - Toweet bvve

17~ ke sl

w - Aed o0/
9w - )'r»y/ o
% — {ee ek

Al e
i;ﬁ:? Sv e
Aiycolle meowy

y ]
Conrmaernsensr 43

e
PavED FoOAD
== Drer Aoao

o (el
———————— Srano Bownotey

_Znr v O CHAINS
fpooLe 7

SALT RO T
E73

877 “‘“

o o
, A’f{” : ooo Jb'
172.9” 2 a0 b
hl ’l"

b







-

I % C' OAPPAE T ATEAS T

: “/ B Sono
\ = Drer Ao
R SranD Bpunoaey
2L \
fob f{;h N\ Cesex STanD /QC/?EHG—E
\:\\\ /,ro/ 0u¢r37{77}/\\ / Q?; cb”‘
P 2. | 7
/2 - Gt i . 2"‘
! }%‘%{i \ L = 20cu/m5 _-g 9 / /77 eaé‘“
_‘\ G- \ Aus.,1977 y | 182 ”"daﬂ
i / R EAL 5|7 kel s
J _“______,vf’r_\ o 7 'eéﬁql
ot i 7 8 R s
\ g/
\, 6 '16
9 | 20 '?'p,f”“
10| /6F e
1/ |87 ¢
geh
\ % 7% ke ’%{/"J‘}\ dLVL /é{ /30 ?:ﬁa
T T, 5 L P LIl e /5 ‘//% ;eﬁ""
e /o | B
P AW
/g/uas D 5

tota! - 082

S—O/2

Pomtsfoen L35 26
o300, BPF 5347

o 22 e B e, S s . 5 S L T S A - .







Pine

C1 Llongleaf
02 Stash -
05 Loblolly
C4 Pine .
~ G5 Shortleaf
- €6 Cypress

O In Regeneration

il Pcorly Siccked
2 Aceguately Stocked
13 Cverstocked

! Sparce High Quaiity

2 Sperce Low Quality
3 High Quality
4 Llow Quality

Mature -
immature

3
6

7 Sawtimter
-8B Poletimber

®SPARCE -

Poie Timber

-t

Sawtimber

LS oy R X e Sl S e sy el S e Pabiin et St 5 s Tt

.,};i' .,fOOOd Nén-ForesTed

9_55w and Fole Timber

e A 56 A

& T o T e R e

EOREST. TYPE CODES. (4 Digits)

 .§]€_ e J:f,' ~ Hardwoods

»'Tl.ff*iff;ill Poplar;fj
oo 12 Sweetgum-

.Y 14 Red Oak
17 Maple

- 200 Filler - .

STAND CONDITION CLASS {3 Digits)

.. FIRST DIGIT

SECOND DIGIT . - o

THiRD DIGIT

!
)

30
.30
40

14
4

..g

Helght
Helght
Helcht

, O oo
P I i T

.7 13 White Oek

SRR S

TR RR S T L 8 Sarul 08iGis 1 an
:_5Zf{,F_r'?;'— 3775y 16 Beech '

36-651
€6-551
g6 +

L2+ 18 Blackgumyiiiz s
19-Mise i ok

{4y

{ PREEA R
v SR ATE UPR RS 1 By K i
£ s i
i n :
Jiidy IRV i )
» ' I B i Wy .
¥ el N R

PR 35 by G 2
| A i [ s TR T Sl h
o i RIS TRT

f L
e

-:fuuwn'qmm' 13 By
il e Al h H

: A oy .

s‘m.‘

o

AN AR | 8 T o

Dl

i

myny

it

3
“i
5

A

LB

LV}

Santaris i s
(e L

¥




2 Call
/\.f' Gm

77;/5 ?’ﬂ
/Y p"/ @"egf .
/M ¢ Fomge
W A &=
A Much C/ear‘lv\

306 éé




Pine

C1 Longleaf.
02 Slash -
05 icblolly
C4 Pine -
~ G5 Shortleaf
- €6 Cypress

" 0 In Regeneration

il Pcoriy Siccked
12 Aceguately Stocked
13 Cverstocked

-e

Sparce High Quatity
Sparce Low Quality
High Quality

low Qualilty

B N -

lature -
immature

oW

b | Sawtimber |
B Poletimber ~
S Szw and Fole Timber

%SPARCE

H T Lot
Poiz Timter

Sawtimber

i S S A R s Pt St A 4 L T e 55 St Rt TG

FOREST. TYPE COCES (4 Digits)
Jozsn Hardwoods
mag S RARTE) |
o el 12.Sweetqum:s
wWhite Cak -

Scrub Cak

Blackgum:. o . o
, Misc:- . -
. 0000 Non-Forested = -
ST AT 00 FiFer maly

STAND CONDITION CLASS ¢3 Digits) - -

. FIRST DIGIT

ARG W8 T 1P TR L,

Moy

VIR LR S S S

7 :

A 3 1
i ; i i}

THiRD DIGIT

g

N !
J.Md i X

Wkt b e TS

F
Pt b

T
Ty vi

{
']

W B
ODOoOa
A g

I T R P
e

. Mo

T i
b 2




)




Ton Hzrriroeg

% ‘{/:4 ! A& /)/»ee.f‘

L PRore . s : 2//fp/1ﬁ.z Z/e;/ ;)’7] Qe be 5 A /{c
Foo %rw»/f? 2reds — Aoy love Zc of Yhir s
e M"‘¢4¢,~[i (4 /«4 or e M‘/ l{tb;/ol—- :

2. F24% dcpes 1)1. @0m/ekf@enf, 'l 49; /@eep,
m;rﬂs/ 7/4/" a: ZZII;”/cl*, )’e/e — 3///»2»#{7-
e s Z'éha / ) 40'?7/#;:2/4* e /%e/-é’ry
s ot En /;1‘2/6" ma/zz'/c e (fzzén{?/
{ﬂae B ZJ'/(//A: e W 5 C/)/ﬂ‘/h¢ /0///

F. Fised on fle 47/4//@ mar.[//’/»y/ 225 ﬁa/aaeex
for e enliie stes woufdlophormetess

bF mitliin BIRLETE dnd Goe by flue fol fivord .

Iou;/c /{{rfe [7‘2*0! {“’ é’,/éeh cel 7% e

}K, pres Qe cr/\/c/uo/z' AL A rlcirinicd 52 n0l,

///ue regemer Lisn sl nds. /;// 7 }‘.’/Zf"b“’,‘°; ele.

S , G
4. %e;—c Q te Fro ' QArezs AP / #o Zéle //f('/‘?—

]6'- e/eaffﬁ’{zénc‘y |

> i A2 S g éam[/)-.:c?( laié'tff&k()j wou/ /7 4
Cel  Sunl (‘{c Mercé‘znﬁ,é/c rr7.2 ?(ﬁré,c/ 7/
&%/ek o Zzeizd/ A'Jaa// 4&%@ 3/0 &/g dxlzﬁfec/ 3
07( Lt SFome oFher  ppadn er, (/’?eo—l ere
”'24 ?0//‘0/ 741' /th{ é/e.u».z‘y/_ﬁ le-?(
Ae “hnee 4.7;4’//}‘/6“'{}&&1/14'

& are m;}é?‘. Se 0//)//[”:«/8/ il M&,t_?..%)" |
7%;»:4‘[% " o mafeué/, at ke/eéy%vzzf;'ze,,
! a,,?é{ 2‘(& le;v/e!\ bcorlie f"{u&X1q‘q%
Sown —rmasl f%/éﬁf ope F tuse Fecu
e ras
/04 a /mé Vrfem . |
g e can Jud 2 svelible  Vimber
PRI, PV | IR Py a/ee,a-,-._g,c/ A,eCe)‘,fdy
e jc.?/ ){'»-;A/e/« b/ toees 7/&1—» /&‘ICC .
Yo adver)ise AT - G - X Keor ﬁo/g‘cff :
ﬂ'ﬂ“/{ rece fo fe a(e,fe”&( :

(d e }:' .



5o Our mesl teeen? filey Srovsk”

c.//?/-f };f}.f;« A I BT
/ 7. o0 ed. /pfp.o/

C’am/z./ £ 4 éf- o0 M8~
/A 72" ed. %f%«/o&a/




- . X
¢ X

- 0 £z Lpicl Y

/ _ﬂe iyf;(;r _Fone )(;r % é‘/é fn',/.?czz Pre>
(/.,2‘4&,.@ /oréaay : acf rnel ey /ono/ &
~/ and 4//?/4 //wen* e Zro2
’%a/mﬂ Vs ww/// h-:& &fvze resef 7~ .
| 2. f/ /.’"’ L/ yh/'/é'?// Xéal( Z‘f‘ee; o”@/
e i
&2146;» f/ @Xéo«. C/O/At/- 22411—:/ M»}Z/ 431)4/( .
T Cdén /e c/"‘ﬁafﬂﬁ Z‘(tblut‘)/ /h, //d J’/&/e Qrcd

e L i e othen M st At
3. 7he //Zw¢i 2t Fos/xz/ /;f Yo /»f’;r.n-// /040/2(

}0*@ /c/ec?/t‘hf Fotrepr ST [Lase . TZ e o,

17 bzonced /lecaé/f (o Sezroms W e A

faswi ey () 20l B o)

> s 35 : ;i
/" /lzzlffaz(c, /0/({" Zz’ ﬁ/’l«e( /Zf)[f /7«?/4/7 lfirg MRScsees
2 {aci/éf//'of a7 m:ayomc-vf in  Pufler Zenes.






\
* <« &
. : ; ‘
v ) .

Ao Cé)//;y an/éal X -V d’)(./kew fve

Ll polemors Confl- &£ #F
//n‘e oy o 8r~ 5 7 o2 sésiesdl
Jine 4 o8l edr y /< 3 =

bol/Ac. di=wdt 2o eds) Be. —————m—

/9////’;‘/ E— = 2 S0 i///}c “e sapce’?

 a
Jé X 2
- X 223" > i awe
<7, v ,
b e /\/ . zc/rd’ = 7({((}/Jf
PR~ atBh 222
, i

/@00 /I(n,ezle;-f 53 WJ'7 aé Z.JF'” o ¢t A?en.p—/
i) o /45 /Afg‘f






UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO

TRNG/AWR/eks
1500
27 Jul 82

i 5
.
& ¥
\

MEMORANDUM

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

Subj: Various Staff Studies of 2d Marine Division

Encl: (1)¥ Staff Study dtd 16 Mar 82 - Creation of a Tactical
v Driving Range for Mechanized Units
(2)7 .Staff Study = Ground Observation into G-10 and K-2 Impact
./ Areas o ]
(3) Point Paper dtd 26 Jul 82 - Tank Gunnery Range Modification -

1. Enclosures (1) 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 (1) through (3) with CG at 1330, 28 Jul 1982.

%J:W{RUE?TE, Jr. /; _

Jell ol 48 /4014/ ﬂf/?/?—/ V4
'; /VB&JI7)?‘/A4vX;r f:* eanz/4IV/oh,
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Copy no. of copies
DC/S, Rcadiness
. 1stLt S. D. GIASS

16 March 1982

‘SUBJECT

e e

Creation of a Tactical Driving Range for Mechanized Units

INTRODUCTION

The Marine Corps®! interest in Mechanized/Maneuver Warfare and possible commitment
to battlefields in Europe, Africa, or the Middle East will.require MAGIFs to

operate in areas with long distance (1000m to 5000m) fields of observation

and five. ' Success and survival on these battlefields will depend on a unit's
abilicy to maneuver across open terrain with a minimum of casualties.

1. ‘PROBLEM

There are presently no areas at Camp Lejeune with sufficiently large fields
of observation for mechanized units to gain adequate experience in the tech-
niques of movement in open terrain. Dense stands of trees that cover most of
Camp Lejeune obscure long range fields of fire and observation in areas other-
wise suitable for the above mentioned training. Also, regulations against

domaging any commercially valusble trees, restricts the ‘tactical employment
of axmored vehicles in all Camp Lejeune training areas. ;

2., ASSUMPTIONS

a. That training is significantly important to alter séme of the natural
tree growth at Camp Lejeune. :

7 . Tha’ a suitcble training arza can te developed and still properly pife-
serve the existing enviromnment.

3. FACTS BEARING ON THE PROBLEM

a. There is no designated tactical driving range on board Camp Lejeune atb
this time.

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

" 1P the trees were harvested or substantially-thinned.

¢c. The trees in trainingb areas HA and HC could be harvésted by civilian
lumber and paper companies at a profit to the govermment and no cost to the
Marine Corps.

d. The trees in these areas do not provide habitat for any -endangered
species. A A

e. The wet lands around Duck and Goose Creeckc can be left in:t.‘a.ct.

 ENCUOSURE (1)






.y g

. . .

4., DISCUSSION

a. Mechanized units require an opportunity to train frequently in the full
range of movement to contact and assault techniques while dealing with multiple
long range threats. There is no training area on board Camp Lejeune which (as
presently vegetated) can fulfill this requirement. -However, training areas HA
and HC can provide a suitable area for mechanized wunit training if the large stands
of pine are cleared or significantly thinned. These training areas offer both
rolling and flat terrain with varying degrees of trafficability. It ic 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 commerically valuable

‘tinber with no threat to the enviromment or cost to the Marine Corps.

b. Training areas HA and HC are easily accessable for both tracked and s it e
wheeled vehicles. The value of a tactical driving range in these training S e
areas is limited only by the imagination of the Marines that use it. AR

¢. The alternative to a tactical movement rarge is to delay' a significant : |
portion of a unit's mechanized warfare training until that unit deploys to B
Ft Pickett, 29 Palms, or overseas. - However, these training operations do not |

_offer the frequest and regular opportunity for valid training offered by a

tactical movement range at Camp Lejeune. :

d. A readily availsble tactical driving range also allows company level
units an opportunity to pursue their own training objectives, rather than those

" of & larger unit involved 1n a scheduled training exercise.

5. CONCLUSIONS

That creating a tactical movemen‘b/ driving range in tréining a'.rea.s HA and HC
would offer the maximum available opportunity for mechanized units to gain exper-
ience in importany warfare techniques. ; :

6. ACTION RECOMMENDED

That the enclosed Preliminary Environmental Assessment be submitted to the |
Base Environmental Impact Review Board requesting that training areas HA and |
HC be converted into a tactical driving range. | : » ;

. . / ‘
\

STUART D. GLASS s,

1stLt . USMC §

- STATISTICS OFFICER |

Concur Noxi-CQnéur

AC/S, G-3 Training

AC/s, G=3

: ? I . »
Ac/s,’ G-4 %_/
Chief of Staff '

Commanding General (Ap'pz'O'fed,V’7

:

(Disapproved)







UMITED ST ATES MARINE CORFP

Subj: Tactical Driving Ranze: submission of Pralimirzry Environmental Iipact
<

20 MARINE DIVEUCN, FILEET MARINE FORCE
CAMP LZd=iiv E, nORTH CAROLINA 25342 P RO AL |
3 T 501 /206G /dr] i
B2l |
7 June 1882 |

.

Troms  (ormonding Gemeral .
ROs Commanding General, Marins Corps Base, Carp Lejeune ‘
\
\
|

Cem o

Ref: (a) BO 11000.1A

2

1. It i3 reguested thdt a Tecticel Mameuwrer Driving Range be developed in the. - 5 |
HA end HC training areas. A preliminary Environmental Impact Assessment is i j
hereby submitted in accordance widi raference (&Y. & By el

8. Action/Project Descrivtion

(1) The Marine Corps is increasingly interested in preparing for mech- at

arized warfare in Europe, Africa and the Middle East. On these battlelfields the

MAGTT may have to meneuver across generally open terrain (fields of observation

and fire generally sxcesding 10CCz) sgainst threat’ forces emmloying direet fire
weapons effective out to 5000m. Armored vehicle and meckanized infantry unit

leaders must be able to move their units across open terrain without urnacceptable
casualties. The objective of esteblishing a tactical driving range is to provide

an arez in which company level unit leaders-can develope the necessary skills te

success™ully maneuver over open terrain. ¢ ; L SR

(2) - If this proposed driving range is not esteblished Camp Lejeuns can
not offer essential open terrain training for company level-armored vehicle and :
mechanized infantry units. This cculd result in vehicle commenders and unit :
leéders not effectively developing their skills in the full range of terrain
driving such as movement to contact and assavlt techniques which may be essen-
tial for future pattleiields. Mechanized venlicles av: presently resteicted to
trails ard landing zones. Generally, trainins in immediate reaction drills,
long rarge Fire direction and mechanized maneuw ring suffer in the highly

restrictive wcoded training areas at Camp Lejeune.

W\
) :
\'/ ing points and sedimen‘l? treps may be desirable.

(4) Long range fields of cbservation and fire (greater then 1000m) can
be created and maintained throughout training areas HA and HC to offer the
necessary training enviromment. The vegetation height must be kept to ro more

\x}'\ than knee high after the current large trees are harvested.

-

-

. (3 TheseAareas would be used é.s a tactical driving range for compax'w' R
level armored vehicle units and tactical movement for dismounted infantry units.

b. Consideration of Alternatives

(1) Alternatives,

LAl G-

5. Keep existing areas 25 they are and increase mechanized trein-

(3) No permanent facilities are required; Lowever hardened creek créss- :
ing tims at 29 Palms and Fore Pickatt.
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California. . : : &
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- < s
T Pi iz tt becauss vhese training areas ars on boerd Camp Lejeune and are accsss- -
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T°s t'f‘a.n.ning schedule. “a:.m.ng areas na and OC are prefereble to tz‘au%
areas i3, HF, 5, IZ and IA because the cther training arsas have more fzaturs-
"~ less terrain w‘h:.ch limits vital training in tacticel driving. Also, training .

—areas HB, HE, iF, IE, IA are endangered species habitat areas while training
‘areas HA and HC are not. The terrain in training areas HA and HC offer ths

--;..ost valuablz czo “N;t"‘"' tr for tactical ’cerr:;n irivieg.

Zzzizo Yo Cowllance with federal, state, and local envirommental regulations
::‘:':_';‘_;.»;: and guidelines.
‘:U:-“ o (l) Eraangerea Svecies Act. There a:-:gvf_nqv.eﬁda.ngered specles in train-

-

ing areas HA and RC. d
pevieciels _::— _(2)__ Clzan Water Ac{:. The only possibility of water pollution stems
=from soll erosion. Base ecology personnel have suggested several metho&s to
__;preVent sail erosion. These 1nclu.de-

:_.t, —:"."_‘T'- - Tf: ; l.- Growing cover vegatation as the trees are haz"restsd;

-

it 2. Leaving a 100m m.de barrier of trees standing around the creek
s estuaries. : -

3. Constructing hardened creek crossing points and sediment traps.

T e 4., Iimiting the nembnr of training days that tracked vehicles may
use training aress HA and HC to 15/month.

——h (3) Clean Air Act. Not appllca.ble. No significant diécharge of air
polluan’cs is expected. '

“(4) Coastal Zone Management, There is no direct impact on beaches or
»salt marshes. Implementation of the erosion preveation measures suqcested by

Rage ecology personnel w:.ll prevent indirect damaga wh:.ch night be caused by
sedune.;tatn.on.

(5) Archaecolosical snd Historic Preservation Act, There are no known
sites of historical importance in training areas HA a.nd HC.

(6) North Cerolina Zrosion & Se ..J_”er‘uut* on Regqulations. Erosion and
sedimenfation can be maintained at normal levels by the use of methods mentioned:

"in C(2) 'adove
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\\J

%o .police Uup ana ISmove

Not applicable.. :

ous Materials and Waste Dis sposal,

The provision to
area snould pro-

Sanitsars Tiacte and Refuse Dimeciii. The using uwald will e rejulred
e SES om Lrasin. . Jhaie Seontd ars
. :
(10)  Other Regulations Applicsble, The progosed action does not involvs
3 e

ey env:\_ror.m=“ta..L ragulaticns otner ta

.t ———

iczb
nan

TnoSe Alscusscd &cove.

_ 2 oy + - - G it ;
+ Ragiremenvs. Lone : sy ;

....-—-—

m .‘-' e
s

. - (12) Site 2p. See troiningmreas s LR g0
Hou c’.oes uhe 1, cposed. c.c’cion :uxrpa.c’c on otha.’ Ba.se f‘u:nct.. ns ‘..:; miszicus.

Q..

—— -

and

_—(2) CO’lSls‘béY"C'r‘m'bb Bage Master

Cormanding Officer of 3Base Mz
ars r uh;.n the consv*a._nvs of‘ the BaS°

sy g &

—— TG
-——a .

- (1) ~-No L*'nact. ke,
are *mt coversd oy ery reng

2

nin ing a.r=as Fa e.r;d H f'ortaa... no res‘cmcueu arazs
fa.n -

:’r

Pl e_n.-—lm.tlal discussion '.-dth the

mintenance indicates that the proposed modn.fn.c'Jﬁ"_or*s
M...s’cer Ple.n. e
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Subjecf
Providing ground observation into the G-10, and K-2 irpact areas by clearing

excess trees in the buffer zones and impact areas.

Introduction

The Marine Corps will rely heavily upon its artillery on Qny ﬁodern baftlefield.
Artillery must be able to deliver effective fire quickly and accurately on many :
rapidly approaching, widely seﬁarated targets to adequately suprort Marinebunits
on fhe nodern 5attlefield. Onﬁthe modern battlefield artillery will rely heavily His
upon forwvard oﬁservers moving through unfanmiliaxr térrain to direct their fires.
Also, artiilery batteries may be required to "éhift tr;ils" to engage a raridly
"avproaching target far from their §rigiﬁal targets.‘. i

. I Proﬁlem. Forward'obser§ers must call in artillery fire on the G-10 iwract
area from well knowm towers, on OPs marked on the map, rather tkhan a less

familiar position on the ground as they would in combat. Also, an aerial cbserver
is reguired for artillery batteries to nse the K-2 irmact sreas whnich limits
oﬁportunities for these battéries to "shift trails" and épgage widely separated

targets.

2. Assumptions

é. That the increased training opportunitiesﬂére significant encugh to
alter the G-10 and K-2 impact and buffer zones.

b. That these alterations can be accomplished without an adversé effect

[

on the envirommernt. ; -






. A 2
2 .

T as ,3, Facts Doaring o*!v e provlen

a. Arsiliery fire :lnt.;o the G-10 and K-2 cannot be observéé from the ground
at this tinz due to dense. stands of ‘.'.rees: in the buffer zones and impact area.
b. Rase Ecolozy rerscnrzl do ;mt‘ conzider the G-10 and K-2 areas ecologic-
aly sensitive or as hahitat for enda:igered speéies. :
¢. The K-2 impact area and buffer zone do not contain any -commercially usable
ti.mbe:; in the opinion of Basge Forestry pz_arsonne],.. e |
d. The G-10 imjaa::t a.r.eé, rth_e nothern buticr zone between OP-1 and gun posi- 4 |
tion #9 and the .soulthwest ccrner of th@,.G-lo buffer zone between'of-5 and the G-4
Range do noi".' c;éntain ccu:mércia.'lly usabJ:e trees in the opinion of Base Forestry
personnel. . . : 17 :
e. EdD personnel from FSSG can effeétively sweep the G-10 impact area and 5.
buffer zone with the aid of manpower from 10th Marines. ' . l
f.. EOD personnel from Ease..ca.n effectj.ve],y sw;reep the X-2- impact area and ;
‘the buffer zone south of Rangés K-309, K-315 , k=317, and East -of K-402 and K-L05. 4.__ﬁ_-,~___.j
g. Thirty (30) M—8é30 Bullciozers from 8th Ergineers and L (on very limited basis) i
"from 2d Engineers are a.va:i.lable and ha.xfe the .capability to completely clear large
areas of.the G-10 nothern buffe;:' zone :Ln the hecessa.r& a:rr;ount of time.
'h. The use of 4-8230 Bulldozers :7&11 dost roughly $18.00 to $20.00/hour/
M-8230 to operate, and a full Enginee:é'ing I}:stima.‘ce is. required prior to their . \
use in the proposed ciearing area. |
~ ek Exc'ess trees in boi’ch-the K-2 and G-10 areas can be ‘efz‘iciently and
selectively removed by exploséi.ves vhile providiné a valuable training opportunity
for engineer énd other u.nits.; : i 5 ' i 3
Je Pers;onnel from 10th I:Eari;zes equiped with fioneer gea.:c (chain saws, axes,

ett.) can ausment the aforementioned st-\zaeps and clearing efforts.
k. A1l vegatation within 1000m of New River cen be left intact without
‘hindoring grcux:ﬁ. obs:r.'a.'l-:ioz‘. into the K2 irpact area.
1. "The above mentioncd a.r-::\;::_ can be clcared gradually _o*rér 2 long pericd of

time to the degree necessary. ; : .






e
.

L. -Discussien - .

On any rolrrn battle “WJ z, the ire Corps will derend heavily upon its artillery.

Much ol the ei‘-fectiver.es.) of our artillery detenis upon the ability of forward

observers to rapidly aad sccwrately call in fire from an wrrarked position in an

unferilizr arca. Alszo, ariillery batteries will e '*allel wopen to ‘Geliver effect-

T e

ive fire upon videly serax atnc rapidly approaching targets. Foward observers must

gain experience calling in fire from the ground (riot frem a tower marked on thne mep).

and artillery batter i. s must train in t‘ne tcehnigues of nlft:\.ng tra.:l.ls" to enzase

targets widel,y; separated frorn those originally engaged to be :mlly effective on tne

modern be.ttleif;i;eid. This triining can be conducted on the.K-2 and the G-10. axeas

if the exces;s trees in the areas ott]inﬁed‘in paragrazhs 3&, 3}‘, 3k are cleared.

The personnesl, expertise and ecfaipment to acco:rpl:}sh the. taék within a reasonable
unt of time are available at Canmp Le,jeune. Baé_e Ecology p_ersonhel do not consiier

the a.rea.s outlined in pa.ragraphs 34, 3: 3 3k to be -ecologically sensitive or habits®

for enaanoe“ed species. Base Ecologf personnel bel ive that no ecologlcal darase

will resul® frccm this project.so 1orw as the areas 1rrrol"e:l are not 'cota.lly defo*"

jated. Ba.se Forestry considers the timber in the above mentioned areas to be of

no cormercial value. . / .

3 ¥ > 7 53k . /

5. Conclusions ; /’ Pz
¢ i

That clearing the excess trees in the a.ree.s outlined in paragraphs 3d, 3f and

3k to allow ground observation :?.n‘bo the G-lO and K-2 will significantly enhance

;th'e value of training vailabie to arti]_'].ery uvnits at Camp 'I_-eje'.me vithout inter-
fering with the training of o}:her units or threatening the enviromment of Camp

Lejeune. . | R :
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+ 6. Acticn Recormnd _

That the encloied Prelinnincry- Envirormental Assecment be subnitted to the Base

Environmentel Trmact Raview Joard reqaesting That the proposed clearing operation

be allowed to proceed.

.

f : S. D, GLASS
' First Lieutenant, USMC
Statisticzl Officer

Arpirovec. - - Disapproved
AC/S, G-3 Training IR
AC/S, G-3 .. : :
AC/s, G-k A A

iof. 6 Staff

° Comnanding General (Approved) (Diszpproved)
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1. It iz reguastel that exciass trees in the K-2 233 G-10 Impact areas and
puffer nmcnes ce cleared sufficiently to allow growni observation into the

aforementioned irmpact areas. . 5

“a. Letion/Froject leseription

() The Marine Corps will rely heavily ugon.effective artillery support
on any moiern battle field. Mé::‘ine Corps artillery requires'. will trained foﬁ-: 3
o'b_serl.'ers' to be ef-ect:.ve in the grese*rc day repidly sh:.fting, target rich envir c::-§“
ment. :a.rd observers mu;-.. gam experience in call ng in fire from an un,..a..'
position on- ’che grou.xd (not % wel_ marked tower 0“- in the ai r) to be co::r*lete’*"
effective. Also, for a.r’c:...lery' unlts to ef“ect:.vel,f engage many widely separated

rapidl;r approaching “argets, they must be proficient in “the techniques of "shifting

. trails" and repidly engagirz wiaelir serarately té.rgets,

(2) If the proposed clearing (see site map, Ap?eridiic A) is not done, Cexp

Lejeune camnot offer forward cbservers 2 truely rezlistic tra:.*u.né enviror:z:.-‘-v.

Also, artillery batteries lose a rare orrortunity to develove the flexibility ofler-

ed by mastering of the techniques of "ghiftinig treils".
(3) No permanent facilities are recw‘.red.
: , A
(%) Trees and other vera.ta’clo*l ta.ller M.eight must be sufricientliy”

thimmed to allow ground. observation of h-2 and G-10 moact areas. No new irmpact arsas

are net_a‘ ed. . i

° (5) The 'oroposed modi ication of the ¥-2 and G-10 impact areas and buffer

zone would smply :anrease tqe effectivenass of t--._ mortar, artillery and CAS

training already authorized for ;‘chose areas.

ENCLOSURE (1)
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Y b.: Cc:tr:.d::z'zftl:n,.,i. ddternatives

(1) AKlternatives

£. Maintolin oxisting earzas as they are and increase training at

Ft. Brazg, Ft. Pickett, 23 Prlms, Vieques Island, and Capo Tuelada.

1. T%. Biegg: an fvry traizing base in Central Northern Carolin
with irpact areas which are larger than the C-10. :

2. Ft. Piclett: an Army »training' base with one centré.l irpact
area which is roughly the sa:.‘.é size as "he G=-10. . | \.

> > . 3. 29 Palme: e;, larzge lMarine Corps desert tra.inlng area in

7

California wrbh live Zire a:L owet lmzo a.ll traininrg areas.

4, Vieques Islend: as 1slard training a.ea. in the Caribbean

with a smell 2% 25 km perisular imwpzct erea.
P 5. Capo Tuelads: & training area on Sardinia with a small

mountinous ;peni’nsula for an ..nmact area.

t

b. Maintain the G-10 and K-2 irpact areas as they are and thin tke

e e e

ou.tzan:a_on in the N-1 impact area and buf“ev' zone.

- Ia.lnta.:.n existing irmact aree as is and create a co'npletely new
" ' i ,
impact area. - : : i ;

(2) 29 Falms is the only training g.reé. away from Camp Lejeune the
allows ground observation of artillery (fro;n en unmarked position). However,

few forwvard observers have tae ovcor“'* ty to train there due to the high cost oI

mounting a training OP at 29 Palns. Ft. Bragg offers an opportunn.ty to
shift trails but 10th Marines units can only train +here bi-armually due to the
cost. The I-I-ll is unsuitoble due to its very limited size and depth. New irract

areas conrot be esteblished et Camp Lejeune due to the limited space available.

‘¢, Cormoliance with federa,‘!.. state, ond- loc2l envirommental regulations and

p'uldnline Se

v

. C(2) 3 nlancerod Crecies Aos. There are no endangered species in the

2 :
ENCLOSURE (1)






" @-10 and K-2 iicpneh .‘-'.'L end buffer zone. .

- ' (2)  Clean Wat:cr fes. Soil Erosion providss the cnly'possibility of

water prollution. However, 3ase Environmental rersonnel beli ve that erosion will

m

be minirial end within accepieble levzls for the fcllowing reasons:

. (a) To clearing will be done within 1000m ©of liew River..

(b) The ar=as that would be cleared are not ércsion Trone. 7

.

(¢) There will be little, if any,. vehicle traffic in the area prcrossd

for clearing. : :

i
S
.“

(d) Use of denolltlons and/or pioneer gear alloms very selective cut-

* ting.

(3) Clean Air Act. Ilo sménlficant discharge of air pollutants is expscied.

(4) Coastal Zone Mznagement. There is no diredt irract on beaches or

salt marshes. No significart increase ir erosicn is expected due to the reasons
listed above. °

(5) Archeaeolosical and Historicel Dressr-aticn Zos. There are no known

sites of historical 1mportarce in the K-2 and G—lO impact areas and‘bulxer zZones.

(6) North Carolina Erosicn 2nd Sedim:zntztion Pe-ulstions. FErosion ard

sedimentation will show no sigrificant: inersase due to the reascns listed in c(2)

/ [t
above. j
I

(7) Hazardous laterials and Waste Disrossl, The retal residue from

rounds authorlzed for use 1n the G-10 and K-2 imcvact areas are nonhazardous.

Thecareas involved are alreaiy authorized irpact areas and burfer zones, an

‘8

are so marked. At this time, the current state and federal regulations do not

appear applicable.

° =

(8) Protection cf Wetlands. Executive Orier 11630, The conditions ard

measures listed in c(2) will provide adsguese rotection for.any wetlands invelved.

(9) Sanitary Waste znd Refuse Disrocol, The using unit will yolice bye

]

and rerove 1ts ovm refuse and FOD will hanlle =

- - ' B
RCLCSuRE (1






»

(10) Other Qﬁj.‘l'l.ﬁia).";s irylds

any enviro: menbal regulalions o

(11) Pormit Roguirsaenss.

r than those discussed above.

-
wone.

(12) sSite Map. Sez Appendix B.

‘d. How does the proroszad w‘tﬂo._ iwmact on

.0 tr‘sed action does not involva

cther BPase functions and missicns.

(1) A favorable immact, The

K-2 and G-10 irpract areas and buffer zones

are already authorized for (ard restricted to) mortar, artillery, and CAS train-

ing. Also, the proﬁosed cleaiir:; will provide an opportunity for many units to

do some demolition tralm.ng.

(2) Consist\.nf‘y wit1 Base Master Plan. Discussion t-zith'the‘Baée-

Training Facilities Qfficer indicated tha’é constraints of the Base Master .

Plan are met.

Fo Co IE'IIS
By directicn

ENCLOSUERE

(1
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quject; Tank Gunne:y Range Modification
FACTS

1. Presently, tank and TOW creuc "'nnot perforn volid live fire training or

annual qualificaticu with sznk ncu3u~d weapon~ and TOws at Camp Lejeune due ; =
N

to the lack of sufficiznt listance on available ranges.

2. The ranges avallabie for tank gunnery (G-%, G-54, G-6 and G-T) provide

for engagemenss of statiocrary and moving targets at avpr uxlratelj 1200 meters .

L

or less. TOW crews firc at tar”*ts in the ;—10 from 02 -1&2, ho" ver there ar=z

Lo moving targets to engage in the G-10 impact area. .

3. Annusl qnullfﬂ,uticn fcr tank crews consists of shooting Table VIIT
(see enclesurs (2)), while TOY crews must successfullv enzage & noving
target beyond 1500 meters. This quallflcatlon should be conducted for

tank crews as a portion of depLOyingéBLTfs crews served wespoins evalunatlion.

i
4’ .

L. Tanks crews rust nerform annual qualification and much of their live

fire training at Fort Pickett hna 29 ralms.

5. By combining the already existing G-6 and G-5/G-5A into one range

allowinz fire into the N-1 impact area (see the Site Map in enclosure (1)),

‘a very satisfactory tank and TOW live fire range can be yrov1d d.

v
\






6. Tris grcgosed mozlsdcalion widl atinw genks, TCH, ari i1¥T's to engage

me

voth noving and ~u1L4\u;;3 targets et ranges out to 2100~ from stacionary
cr movirg vehiclec.

7. The proposed modiled rarge will allow tank and 707 crews to perform

annual qualification and valid live fire training a* Camp Leaeun-. Also,

this modified range will faiilitate firing TOWs from the;universal mounts

. % £ i . . 2 =5

éboard LVTs.

8. The creation of this raige vill not regquire ccnstruction of any p°r.a"e"* : =

fac111ti 5. However, telepacne lines and power'cablés crossing the Trorosed

range fan nmust be buricd.

. «

9. There will be little or no threat to the environment of Caup Lejeune.

Base Ecolovv Personnel thlnk that the G-6, G- /u-rﬂ areas are not ecologically

sensitive and no significant changes in the envircnment or use of the area

ave plamned. ,-’

[

- R - ;

]
i
1‘

&

‘ / ; >
10. North Carolina State Transportation personnel have verified that larine
Corps Base is autherized to deftour HWY 172 traffic when the proposed range
. 1 F

is in use. HWY 172 traffic can be easily rerouted via Lyman and Sreads

roads. :
|
I
i

11. This proposal was discussed with the Base Tréihing Facilities Officer - -

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

proposed future Base Master Plans.






Tan% and TOY crewe ruct partieipate in frequent and effective live fire

ATV
QSU*'J-.- A

* 4

treiriny and qualificaticn to maintain the neecssary level of proficicrcey.
-

Presently. thorough effective training and qualification must wait for deploy-
ments to Fert Ficiatt or'2d ?a.r; due to the luz: of a satiafa:tcrf FPREESIEE
Cam@hlejeune. By combining the G-6 and G-S/G—SA a satisfactory range can

be provided without expgn51ve congtrnctlon, lengthly clearing operations, or
damage to the env1ronment.' It 1§ recommended that.the attached Preliminary
Environmental Assecment be forwarded to t;e Base En"1ronmental Impact Teview
Board requesting: that the G-6 and G-5/G- 5A ranges be converted into one live

fire range for Tanks, TOW, and LVT's.

/ e \
R 7
e ‘,L;;_” . /‘/- {@

5. D. GIASS
3 1stLt USMC
Readiness
| APPROVED _ DISAPPROVED
G-3T
APPROVED S DISAFPROVED
G-3
APPROVED DISAPPROVED
G-4
APPROVED L DISAPPROVED
kan |
APPROVED okl DISAPPROVED







PRET.CORARY. PVERQENTAL TADACT 2850 0T

cubiect: Ranze mo?ifisaotion; ;utmission of Freltningry Fanvirormental
Impact Assezment of

Ref: (a) BO 1100Q.1A

i i It is requested that t&e G- 5/G-9A and G- E be comblncu into a single

range providing for Tank. TOW (both jeep and LVT mounted), and IVT fire

1rto the N-1 impact area. A frelimindiy Envir’nmentéi Irmpact Assesment is

hereby submltted in accoidance vlth ‘reference (a)

A. Action/Project Desarivtion

(1) The significant<armor‘threa£ that exists worlidwide, and the
Marine Corps' recent interest in Mechanized warfare have placed Tanks
and TOW's in the vital role as the MAGTF's primary Anti Armor teapons

Systems. Marine Tank and TCW units will !

ey

ave to engage threat armor rapid-

ly and effectlvely at long ranges (1500m or greater) as they will be out- ~
numbered 1n &LﬂOSt any concelvable Qovbat situation. Individual Tank and
crevis must receive frequent and effectlve training in agu inv and engaging

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

ficiency for mission aécomplishment._ Also, ank crews must fire Table -VIII
for annual qualification (see enclosure (2)), whlch involves engaging both
moving and stationary tarﬁcts out to 22001 while statlonavv or‘on the move.
TOW crews must successfully engage a moving targgt beyond 1500 meters for
annual qualification. The objective of this proposed range modi:ication-

is to provnde a range for valid live flre training of Tank, TOW crews

and annual qualification of Tank and TOW crews.
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. offer truzly valid live Tire trainirg for Tanl, TOW, and LVT creus. here will

continue to pe no ranzc atv Camp Lejeune on which  Tenk and TOW crews can cualify

with Tank mounted weapons and TOW's. Tank, TO¥ and IVT crews muct underzo valiid

trdining ond regular gualillcation to maintain maxiier ellectiveicss cn tre

degy -

modern beitlefield.
(3) No permanent fuciliﬁies are requirei; however the telephone and

power lines along HWY 172 mast be put underground where they cross the pro-

posed modified range.

B. Cecnsideraticn of Alﬁernatives and Site Selection

(1) Alternatives
a. Keep existing ranges as they aré ;ﬁd increasc li?e fire
training at 29 Palms and Ft. Pickett. o
: 1. 29 Palms: a large Marine Corps desert tfainiﬁg area
with ranges allowing Tanks, fow, and ILVT's to.engage targets out to the limit

of their maximm effective range. Also, all tank Zunnery tables can be fired

!

on the availablé ranges. 3 i

BTV / ; : : A
2. Ft. Pickett: an Army training base in Scuthern Virginia

with ranzes éllowing direct fire and observation out to 3000 meters and firing

=

up to Table VIII.
| b. Maintain existing ranges as is and require Ténk, TOW, and
IVT crewe to engégé the targéts on Brown‘s'Island for long rangé gunnery
training. |
1. Brown's Island is a sea barrier.island-in the Camp Lejeune
N-1 impact area with a number of vehicle hulié a;ranged oﬁ a dune visible from

the G-7 and G-5/G-5A ranges.






c. luintain cxisting rances as is and crcate w completeliy

new range.
d. Bytend the G-T -back to 1IWY 17L. : A i
(2) Cor"bnnlno the G-6 and G-)/ﬂ-SA ranges iht;.one rznse is more .
sﬁitable‘than increasing training at 29 Felms and I't. Piékett because ihe
G-6 and G-S/G-SA are acccssible to many more units on a régular basis arnd
at & lower cost. Brown s Island is unsuitable as a ;ank O W, and LVT livé
fire range because it lacks mov1ng targets and lt is dllecult or 1mp0351ol- :
to antermine whether the target h“s been hlt.‘ The few sites avallable for
a com pletely new tank gunnery range vould require clearing large stands of ; P L o

trees and could be a threat to the Canp Lejeune envirorment. FExtending the

-. -

G-7 range will not provide a range adeouate for- firing Table V*LI, and will
require completely clearing a large standAof trees around the ecologically

sensitive Mills Creek area.

C. Compliance with Federal, State and Locel “nvircrmental

and Guidelinés{

(1) Endangered Svecies Act. Base Environmental personnrel have deter-

mined that the G-6 and G-5/G-5A are located more than 200 meters from the rear-

est Endangered Species hebitat (a Woodpecker Colony) as required by law. Tk

proposed range modification has no apparent impact on any endargered or threzt-.
i ’

ened species. % g .
!
’

(2) Clean vater Act. Soil erosion is the only possible significant

envirommental hazard. Base Envirommental personnel feel that the areas level A

# ‘

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

use of the area involved for live fire of Tank-mounted weapons and ATGM's ‘

-

as well as tracked vehlcle movement, current regulations do not appear applicaslis.

R
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(4) Coastal Zone lanagement Act (cz14A). There will be no change

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

able due to tie reasons listed in C(2) zbove.

|
\
i
(5) Archaelosical and Historical Preservation Act., There are no
known sites of historical impartance within the G-6 and G-5/G-5A ranges.

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

to previous disturbance. This regulation is not applicable.

(6) North Carolina Erosion and Sedimentation Rezvlations. Due to

the reasons covered in C(2) it is determined that this rezulation doesn't

apply to the proposed range modification.

(7) Hazardous Materials and Hazardous waste Disposal. The residue

from ordnance authorized for use on the G-5/G—5A,and G-6 ianges is not hazard-
ous. There will be no change in the on going activities, or the ordnance guthorized
© . for use on G-6 and G-5/G-5A ranges. For the reasons cited above, this regulation

should not apply.
(8) Protection of Wetlands Executive Order 11990. For the reasons

¢overed in C(2), this proposed range modification will not present a threat

to any wetlands.

(9) .Sanitary Waste and Refuse Disposal. The using unit will police

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






T s

(10) Ubher Reprtivurons arpticuhle. Trali'ie on HiY 172 must oce detoured

while the proposed range Ig in use. North Carolina Trarsportation Department

personnel have confirmed that Marine Corps Base Camp Léjeure is authorized by

o e

its charter to detour trafliic on base whenever and wherever necessary.

(11) Permit Zequirexents. None.

(12) site Map. Sew= Appendix A.

D. How does the pronosid action impact on other base functions and
missions. ' »
1. 'Tpe proposed rarg2 modification will enhance, the training that
the G-6 and G-5/G-SA ranges were created to provide, without effecting other s
ranges or restricted areas Lowever, HWY 172 traffic.must be detoured via

.Iwman and Sneads Ferry roads while the proposed modified range is in use.

2. Consistency with the Base Master Plan. This proposed range

modification was discussed with the Base Training Facilities Officer.
The Training Facilities Officer indicated that this proposal is consistent

with present and proposed future Base Master Plans.
3 ' I.' 3
5 frag
: : / JAMES L. COCFER
| 55
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MEMORANDUM 6280
22 Nov 1983

SUMMARY OF MEETING BETWEEN AC/S, TRAINING AND AC/S, FACILITIES
ON RANGE TRAINING PROJECTS 2
1. The following persohnel‘wefe in attendance at a meeting held

on 18 November, 1400, Bldg 1 Gonference Room, to determine validity
and priority of projects listed in the enclosure.

Col1 ‘MeElroy, AC/S, Training

Col Lilley,-AC/S, Facilities

LtCol 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 projects 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.

Area 5306 ¥: Status was unknown. LtCol Z2itz 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.

f Modify Airspace Restricted Areas 5306 D&E and Establish
|
\

~

h. Soviet Defensive Fighting Position, 0ld 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 2itz will check with Division and see if it is still a valid
reqguirement.

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 Range

SOP if Training so desires.

j. Assault Air Strip; LZ Falcon: LtCol Zitz is to check with
Division G-3 to see 1f it is still needed.

k. Bulk Fuel Field Skill Course, 0ld FAD: Action, K completed.
LtCol Zitz stated it was still being used.
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1. 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 demolition bombing is getting closer and
closer. Project is completed except for the problem about the
historical site. Col.Lilleyx is. to call Mr. Acock at HQMC and try
to expedite it. : '\K. '

\
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 involvement but if they can't keep up, Maintenance
would have to help. 2d FSSG said they would help starting 1 January.
PEA has been completed. SJA did not believe that\we needed an
Environmental Assessment that left the Base. A So;l Sediment Plan ;
is being prepared. Plans and specs are to be made up for burying ;
the cable:; no milestone~-will do by contract. Timber must be identified
that can be harvested. Need to get EOD to go out and see if we have
a dud problem. We are to the point that we have to look at our
line. of sight and insure tanks can see the target. The monorail will h
not bhe used the way it was designed to be; it is 25' Y\lower. Berms—L?!\
should have that done by 15 Feb. LtCol Zitz will talk to the Tank f\

;
|

\l

Bn. Maj Barnetson stated that tanks couldn't get in there. Trainin
will get an answer for us on Monday, 21 Nov. LtCol 2Z2itz is to also| .
get with Peter Black,' Forestry, to show him what needs to be clearef. |
Projects entailed in the range: 4

Bury cable.

Build pits for pop-up targets
Lay out course for road

Build 20 or 30' tower. ;
Range gates on Highway 172 (Facilities) i
Telephone line extending back to safety platférm.

|
.

P e e R e )
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Julian is to check on getting a change order to the timber contract.
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 1t o0
good which would encourage VIP visiting; no ammo dump.

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 guestioned what was wrong with what we have now and :
said that he will research to see if they have changed their minds.
(Col McElroy asked for a copy of the background material.)

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







. | = . 0;

r. MECHEX & Relocate G-4 to Rifle Range: Extent of project
demands HQMC approval. LtCol Zitz stated that it was used one time
and dropped after Col Dietmyer.left and is known as "Dietmyer's Folly".
Col McElroy recommendéd leé%lng G-4 where it is, and eliminate
G-10. AN

\\

s. CG-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 onlhonday and develop a scope of
work (Training). ‘

t. F-4 Range and F-12, Concrete Target Pits: WO Walczyk
explained his rationale for u51ng|concrete. The guestion was posed
as to whether or not treated timber could be used instead of
concrete, considering the expensellnvolved. Mr. Walczyk stated that
the tlmber gets shot up and decayﬁ rapidly, als&, concrete is

resistant to erosion. He felt he//could get it done as a troop
project. Col Lilley will get the/ materials issued and try to get
Maintenance to build the concretel forms. Col McElroy agreed unless
they get to where they don't havg encugh troops, then they will
come back to Facilities for assistance.

!

u. E-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 lined with. timber. The
expense involved 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 RAerial Gunnery Range: The use of shellrock was : |
guestioned. LtCol Zitz said Maintenance wanted to add on several ; ﬂ

'nice to have' items; that he had gone in with a bare-bones project
to cut trees.

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

AT -
gwﬁ- y. Maintenance Clearing of TLZ Albatross: Group consensus
pﬂg was that the area doesn't exist; it is all overgrown. Training is
M' to check with Pete Black and get the use of their drum chopper.
"
'Z"Z{ﬂb”{ z. Clearing TLZ Falcon: Same as above; take a look at.
¢ :
'Apqugj : !
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| aa. G-10 Vegetation Control: This project was inadvertently
left off the enclosure. Purpose is to improve artillery observation;
dedelop feasibility study with PEA and contract documents. The
initial PEA was tabled pending selection of method of clearing;
Ooctf - 83, CG, MCB requested & study by LANTDIV; site visit is set
fony 7-9 Dec 83. Alex stated éh@t we are still waiting on a question
of-lcost. v '

bb. D-6 Indoor Range: Col Lilley stated that the project was
nof validated during the last review by HQMC. The question had been
poded previously about the use of lead-free ammo but it was not
fedsible. Col Lilley suggested we try to get it validated as a
sugplemental project. LtCol Zitz felt that all was necessary was
the installation of two fans above the target area and build a false
wall so that when firing is taking place, the fumes would be pulled
up|/and out. Col Lilley stated that he wanted to see NIOSH standards
worked up. Col NcElroy .questioned the priority of the project
cohsidering other projects that are needed much worse.

cc. Clearing F-3 Right Flank: LtCoI~2Zitz explained that they
arp shifting the fan by about 20°; didn't see any need to do blade
wolrk; 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 zong/b§ the Air Force and as
it] is now the AF won't certify; Bluebird—is the only certified drop
zone. \Col McElroy felt it should be a "pack burner" item and that
wel should go to the Army and AF bases for_;pe training where they
arfe already set up for it. He will check on it.

ee. F-18 Artillery Subcaliber Range: Tank crossing trails need -
be taken care of.

ot

=

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

. LtCol Zitz stated that fill was needed at K-303 because of heavy
se. Also, he has initiated a letter on K-305 (another heavily used
ange) 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
projects 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. ¥

the projects as they see it on things that have to be done and should

///// 7. Col McElroy said that he would give Facilities the prioritieé of
be done by Monday or Tuesday.

8. The meeting adjourned at 1545.
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SUMMARY OF
~ RANGE AND TRAINING FACILITIES PROJECTS AND PROPOSALS
NOVEMBER 1980 TO PRESENT

Y B

-}5:‘ LOCATION/TITLE PURPOSE
?' MODIFY AIRSPACE RESTRICTED AREAS INCREASE CONTROL BY CG, MCB FOR
i 5306 D&E AND ESTABLISH AREA AIRSPACE AREAS CLEARED FOR ARTILLERY
43: 5306 F FIRING
L, p/’i50 CALIBER MACHINE GUN RANGE ESTABLISH-FOR FIRING INTO THE OCEAN
g AT ONSLOW NORTH TOWER TO AVOID INTERFERENCE WITH AIWW
§ =
5 CREATE G-4A EOD RANGE DEMOLITION RAMNGE, REQUIRED CLEARING
X o 3 AND GRADING AN AREA 500" IN
:?f DIAMETER
:J - SOVIET DEFENSIVE FIGHTING STATE DISPLAY: TRENCH, TANK POSI-
i POSITION, OLD G-2 RANGE TIONS, CP; NO LIVE FIRING OR
e 9 CLEARING INVOLVED
'&E ELLIS COVE BRIDGE SITE ; BRIDGE TRAINING SITE; TRNG SOP TO
£ | BE AMENDED FOR PRECAUTIOMNS
4
‘) MCES BRIDGE TRAINING SITE MOVE TO CREELS POINT DUE TG€. UtPH
: RELOCATION PROJECT
{W DUCK CREEK LZ CH-53 ASSIST IN BRIDGE TRAINING:

e MINOR CLEARING
Lo POWERLINE TO OP-2 COMMERCIAL POMER SOURCE T0 FSCC/

N DASC WHICH WAS UNDER CONSTRUCTION
V%ﬁ ASSAULT AIR STRIP FIXED WING LZ, SIGNIF. LAND- CLEARING
e G b
£ e T L

"+"“—__‘BUtK FUEL—FIELD SVILL COURSE—-'W--N"mFIE[D TRAINING SITE; PUMPING WATER

'

¥ OLD FAD

FROM EXISTING WELL; BUILD BERMS

1

1
|
|
PROGRESS ' l

UNKNOWN; EIR BOARD AGREED EA .
WOULD BE NEEDED - 11/80 |

ESTABLISHED BY BO 11102.1J; ‘
USAGE IS 5 DAYS/18 MOS.;

EIR BOARD AGREED SINCE BROWNS

ISLAND EIS WAS UNDERWAY - 11/80

UNKNOWN; APPROVED BY EIR BOARD;
TO BE CONSTRUCTED BY#TROOP
TRAINING PROJECT fﬂfl/so

UNKOWN APPROVED BY EIR BOARD
2D CBT EMR BN PROJECT - 6/81

UNKNOWN - APPROVAL BY EIR BOARD
PROVIDED COE PERMITS OBTAINED -
8/81

COMPLETE; COE APPROVED - 1/82
COMPLETE - 1/82
COMPLETE - 4/82

\
EIR BOARD REVIEWED EA AND RECOM~
MENDED FORWARD TO CMC - NO ACTION
TAKEN - 4/82 P

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
1000 YD SNIPER RANGE

MECHEX & RELOCATE G-4 TO RIFLE
RANGE .

G-7 TANK BORESIGHT 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 RAPPELLING
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 IN 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 10 CONCRETE TARGET PITS;
Ly v

CONSTRUCT 14 CONCRETE TARGET PITS;
CLEAR 200x100 YDS

" CLEARING, ACCESS ROAD RE-BUILD,

BERM, TRENCH
2

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 '
miriaL pea s TasLe penorne <@
SELECTION OF METHOD DF CLEANING; o

OCT 83 - CG, MCB REQUESTED STUDY

BY LANTDIV: SITE VISIT SET FOR . ‘
7-9 DEC 83 3 1
EIR BOARD TABLED-PENDING TEST ‘
RUN & STUDY OF ALTERNATIVE SITES -

8/82

FIRING TOWER CONSTRUCTION NEARING
COMPLETION; OTHER ITEMS/UNCERTAIN'

/

REQUEST FOR MORE DETAILS ON
CLASSROOMS, ADMIN & BILLETING ?
REQUESTED OF DIV G-1 - NO RESPONS
TO DATE

FAC RESPONSE DUE

FAC RESPONSE DUE; USE OF SMAW WILL
AFFECT :

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

NG COMPLETED; PEA/EA REQUIRED
EBEASéd CAL FIRING; SEDIMENT CONTROL

PLAN TO BE DEVELOPED WITH RE-SEEDING







\
o
4

1

N 12

AT

2
£, W

O

Pt a2

T
'

'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 b

F-18 ARTY SUBCALIBER RANGE

. 'CLEARING, PLACEMENT OF SHELLROCK

FOR LANDING PAD

CLEARING 200x50 YDS ON NORTHERN
PERIMETER

CLEARING SMALL PINES IN AREA
200x450 YDS

AREA = 100x150 YDS

AREA

200x1000 M
INITIAL VENTILATION

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

INDIRECT FIRE SUPPORT COORDINATION

'PEA BEING WRITTEN BY TRNG
FAC RESPONSE DUE

FAC RESPONSE DUE

!

FAC RESPONSE DUE
FAC RESPONSE DUE

MINOR CONSTRUCTION PROJECT ®
PLANNED FOR FY-85; SHOULD BE
PUSHED TO FY-84

FAC RESPONSE DUE; EA 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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. UNITED STATES MARINE cohp‘a 25-&
Range Control C W —_— ok \/
Marine Corps Base '
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO:
RCTL/HBR/ves
5100
17 Feb 1984
From: Range Control Officer
s S Commanding General, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeuné, North

Carolina 28542-

Via: Assistant Chief of Staff, Training

SubjE Tracked Vehic]e\Operations - Camp Lejeune, North Carolina

\

1. 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

1stlLt K. FEIERBACHER
Mr. £y PETERSON

Mr. J. WOOTEN

6th Mar

5/10:
2dAs1tPhibBn

2d Mar

G-3 Trng

S-3 AAV Bn

6th Mar

5/10

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:

a. 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 spec1es areas and historical
s1tes

_ 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

(o1d squelch), this will ensure safety and give Range Control positive
control over units in the field.

f. BO P11102.1J 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 kpocking over trees while training. The Range Control
0fficer informed 1 in attendance that the revision of the Base Order
does not have t estriction - it has been deleted.

4, Overall, the fLonference allowed everone to present their case
and discuss probVems openly.

Copy to:

CG, 2D MarDiv
AC/S, Fac

Ea Attendee
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. 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: Range Confrol Officer

To: Base Maintenance Officer
Subj: Range Maintenance Requirements
Ref: (a) Meeting at Base Maintenance on 12 Oct 83
Bnecl: (1) L-5 Range Maintenance Requirements
(2) Map of L-5 }
(3) Sketch of Berm, L-5
(4) Sketch of Trench, L-5
(5) Ranges and TLZ's East of New River
(6) Range D-6 ~

(7) Expansion of TLZ Condor ;
1. 1In accordance with the discussions during reference (a), enclosures

(1) through (7) are provided to assist in planning and conduct of
range maintenance of these areas.

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

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

a4







» -

L-5 RANGE MAINTENANCE REQUIREMENTS

Ya 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 #l1 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 (1)
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SKETCH OF BERM, L-5
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Enclosure (3)






SKETCH OF SOVIET TRENCH, L-5
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Enclosure (4)
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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)
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RANGE D-6 (INDOCR 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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i-ri:m; EOD Sweep of g.mproved Road Through GA,.B Poftion
of Buffer Zone, North of G-10 Impact Area.
: u ) ey et o

K

DISCUSSION:

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 would 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).

RECOMMENDATION:

As a short term solution, consider cléaring the road & "shoulders”

only. Clear several selected, firing positions for AT weapons, o

~ 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 while traversing G-10, with the exception of the LAW/

DRAGON Cunners/A-Gunners at pre-selected sites. :
Long term nlanning should task EOD with providing figures ;

concerning the following: ;

1. Number of personnel required to conduct a sweep 100m
wide with road as &k 8., : ‘ .

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

3. Earliest time frame such a sweep could be accomplished. o

The cost and time involved in conjunction with such a sweep
may require tailoring proposed training to exclude extensive
preparations. G-10 would need to be secured to conduct sweep,
and remain secured until training was conducted, thereby
cocnsuming valuzkle training space/time of all Division units.

It should be noted that tracked vehicles: use the proposed
route now. . :
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* /1TEM: Anti-Tank Fire into G-10 Impact Area. Anti-Tank Weapons

4 " pefined as M-72 LAW, M-47 DRAGON, M-220 TOW Missile.

by — ——— & T

DISCUSSION:

‘Base regulations do not address the firing of AT weapons into

G-10, with the exception of the TOW missile from ‘0P-5 only.

M-72 LAW's are currently fired at the G-9 range, 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 firing the M-47/

M-220 from the Universal Mount from atop an AAV. Depending on

the visibility of impact area or available tarcets, this may or

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

G-10 is 100m wide. Backblast area for M-72 is 40m deep by 25m
wide, M~47 is 50m deep by 75m wide. . This would reguire firing

before/after the maneuvering column passes, or halting the

zolumn and establishing firing points, with an adegquate safety

an. v -

The M-220 TOYW 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-1C be "eoid”
when firing AT missiles to eliminate the possibility of a break
in the wire command link by exploding ordnance, and causing. a
*Lost" round. ; : ety e

. RECOMMENDATION: ; A B

. The establishment of firing positions at pre-selected sites along
the unimproved road should satisfy the needs of this training
" evolution.’ These sites could be selected at points offering good
visibility of the impact area and minimun EOD work. Clearly
marked, cleared areas, would allow cunners to move off road to
acquire/shoot. Backblast areas for all weapons would require
tne coiumn be halted, with sufficient break bhetween vehicles to
allow for applicable backblast safety area. Xe
To prevent the loss of an AT missile by indirect fire inter-
 ference, it is recommended that one of three proposals be adopted.

4 1. Providing that firing points are established, a "Gun-Target”
iine for AT weapons could be coordinated with supporting battery,
to ensure artillery unit engaged targets/coordinates.that would
minimize the possibility of interference with AT nissiles.

2. Unit.firing AT weapons coordinate with firing battery to
shoot "front door-back door" type missions, to prevent simultaneous
impact into G-10. ;

3. Check fire all units whiie AT weapons are firing into G-10.
Proposals are listed in order of desirability.

~C
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'”,’ ITEM: Snall Arms Fire into G-10 Impact Area. Small Arms Defined
/' T as .50 Ccal Machine Gun, NGO Machlne Gun, Mlé Rifle, M203

Grenade Launcher.

'\ DISCUSSION:

Current range regulations do not address small arms fire into
G-10. The .50 caliber range fan will encompass an area from
north/south grid line 89 to north/south grid line 95, south to
east/west grid llne 30.- This is more than adequate for all small
arms.
The 11203 grenade launcher poses a problem in that it leaves
| a "sensative", small, hard to see dud. These duds would present
| . ~a future hazard to EOD personnel working for whatever reason in

G-10.

RECOIMMENDATION :

Secure all training areas, landing zones, and gun vpositions
encompassed by the abave stated grid lines, with the exception

" . of Marines road from 890337 to OP-5 and Sneads Ferry road fromn
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 Marines Road. Secure
Onslow Beach Road to traffic during time firing is being
conducted into G-10.

Determine with EOD personnel what type rounds could be fired

from the M202 withont creating a th_nat ‘to future EOD operations

in GnlO, and probably exclude HE.

el
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4v/ITEM: Anti-Tan}:/Sn‘L Arms Weapons Fire into ‘7, G-5A and G-5
~ Ranges. ‘ o * :

DISCUSSION:

Machine Guns and tank main quns are cleared for fire on G-5 and
G-7, Tank main guns on G-5A.

The firing of Anti-Tank weapons on these ranges will require
special consideration for tower -guards and boat .crews in the event
of a "Lost" missile. :

- On G-5 range, EE rounds are to be fired at Browns Island only,
beyond maximum range of M-47 DRAGON.

G-5 and G~5A cannot be hot concurrently.

' ____There is a lack of adequate targets within range of M203/M72
launchers. The short maximum range of these wveapons could result
in damage to target moving systems and also a "close-in" dud
problem on all ranges. -

Firing wire command weapons over water could possibly create
a problem. : :

'RECOMMENDATION :

To ensure safety for boat crews and tower gquards, establish
definitive azimuths of fire for Anti-Tank weapons. Exclude
M-72/1M203 launches from fire on these ranges.
~ On G-5 range, fire TOW missiles only to ensure impact on

Brown Island. : A ,
A To achieve maximum use of G-5/G-5A, coordinate fires to
clear head of column hot on G-5 as rear of column goes cold

on G-5A. ¢ ‘

In the event a AT missile were lost in the water, without

detonation, conduct cursiry search of general area by range boat.
A check 'with TOW company indicated a missile would alpoge - -

ﬁggggaiglz_sink,_causinq‘nq problem for boaters.
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e -

GC-10 IXPACT AREA

WEAPON 20 e DISTANCE
M16A1 Rifle | 2800m
— 1203 40mm Crenade Lnclr e F ' 4CCm
M72 LAY 250n
160 Machine Gun ; o : . 3800m
| M191121 .45 Pistol 1650m <
M47 Dragon : : . 2070m
M220 TOV 4400m
v M85 .50 Cal Machine Gun . - 6300m
160E2 Coax .50 Cal MG ) 3800m
: MDD . 5 o iy , : : 3800m
‘ 6 Orm Mortar | : ' . . N/A -
| 81lmm Mortar N/A
! 105mn How ‘ ' : ' - N/A
155mm Hdﬁ _ ‘ S CoN/A
20mm Cann‘?on 28, Fee o e ’ N/A
2.75" FrAR i T { : N/A
5" FFAR ‘ | { N/A

|
|
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0. TOW and DRACOMN .J.'ecl into LT-3.leave t‘;‘.ei’ire across the
Inter Coastal Vater Way. It will be necessary to retrieve these
wires in order to minirmize subsequent hezard and potential
darace to civilian craft moving on the Vaterway.

10. It will be necessary to confirm the zero of tank main gun
prior to commencing liveé fire of main gun in a mechanized rode.

11. The safest secuence of trairine for all personnel will kc o
brief, then ccnduct a Sand Table Exercise, then conduct a rehearsal
of the actual mcvement with 2all hands witlout live fire beincg
authorized, and finally to conduct the live fire movement. This
will probakly mean deélcatlnq cne cay to each half of the proposed
live fire rechanized exercisec. :

12. The earliest dates when the elements of the 6th Marines
would be available to participate would be the week of 30 Aucust .
to 3 Sentemker. This is viewed as a pre-CAX training period by
the Regiment and would give much needed live fire opportunity
for elerents participating in this 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 of the exercise (G-10) then the buildings at G-4 will have
to be hariened on the north side. The buildings at CG-4 are at
919327 and also fall within the safe distance for the 14-60

. -y
machine-gun.
14. There is a tower at 901321 which is within both cal 50 and
7.62 safe distances. Dectermination will have to be made relati
to whether this facility can withstand potential 1rpac;s fron
o e /ac?’/o»w

these roun & Tower. Cocl wet bo meinmed vres

T ¥ //awZ/ , el fe 3 )ﬁf; “Pocw 4 /oc; vo
15. The conductof the second phase of the live fire exercise will
necessitate the closing of the Inter Coastal Waterway for periods
of two to three hours.” This can be accomplished throuch a motice

iariners, however, there is a general feeling that there is a

need for additional control boats in the waterway and a tight
handle on movement in this 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 keep people and auto-
mobiles out of the area south of the CG-1C within the unsafe down
range distances.' Essentially this means that those personnel on

the beach stay on the beach. Reconnaissance Bn has agreed tlhat

this can be accorplished for their personnel, but a means will have
to be identified to notify derendents and other individuals who are
maPing use of the recreation facilities of the fact that they are
going to be unable to leave during firing periods. Further from a
safety standpoint .either the cpec1al Services Facility or Recon BEn
should guard range .control's frequency in the event there is a regquire-
ment to conduct an actual medical evacuation from that area. :







‘*17. Realistic tact.al contrcl as-close to w‘x. vould exist in a

combat environment will have to exist to exercise the Battalion
cormand elerent. It would be possible to conduct this live fire
exercise in either nhase in conjunction with a fire support
coordination exercisc, or as a portion of the mech-counter mech
packace, provided that the controllinc Battalion hcadquarters is
able to provide time ceoaratlon between these events and other
portions of either of those evolutions. It is not felt that this
live fire erercise can be properly suvervised as a concurrent
evolution with the other portions of either of these training packages
coing on as they are currently being conducted. OP- 2 Bunker
fac111ty should be used in conjunction with both phases of this

exercise
i
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ASSISTANT CHIEF OF QFF FACILITIES
HEADQUARTERS, MARIWE CORPS BASE

DATE 77 o/l

TO:
EASE MAINT a DIR, QUARTERS & HOUSING
PUBLIC WORKS O DIK, BOQ/BSQ

COMM-ELECT O BASE FIRE CHIEF

MOTOR TRANSPORT O

ATTN:

CE’ Attached is forwarded for imsesaction.

STH Lo AT LS

Please mrriv=ppei===ge comment, and return all papers
to this office.

L eme s Yo23432 My
due AsAP. Ui 24MD....:.

3. Your file copy.

ke

“LET'S THINK OF A FEW REASONS
WHY IT CAN BE DONE”
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) : ' 11000

12 Apr 1979

~——

Base Maintenance Officer Q

B

_

Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Civilian Encroachment on Military Traihing Areas
(a) CMC msg 3023437 Mar 79

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

B. W. ELSTON
Acting
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From: Chairman, Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board

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

Ref: (a) BO 11015.2G

Encl: (1) Dir, NREA ltr 11000/4 NREAD of 23 Jul 84
(2) BOD Off ltr 11000 EOD of 26 Jul 84
(3) USACOE ltr SAWCO-EP of 6 Aug 84 : !
(4) PEA - Improvement of K-2 Impact Area (Amended)
(5) PEA - 8th Engineer Support Battalion Parking Lot

1. 1In accordance with the reference, a meeting of the subject
Board took place at 1430, 14 August 1984, in the Conference Room
of Building 1. The following personnel were in attendance:

Col M. G. Lilley, AC/S, Pac’ Chairman

Col J. A. Speicher, AC/S, Trng Guest

LtCol K. Steen, 10th Mar : Member (rep 2d MarDiv)
Maj R. G. Duvall, 24 LAVBn Guest :
Capt D. Cerveny, 2d FSSG(G-4) Member

Capt M. D. Doman, OSJA Guest

latLt 8. D. Glass, BFac Guest

1stLt B. Redmond, RgControO Member

CWo-2 J. W. Howington, 8th Engr Guest

MSgt D. L. Lecher, BEOD Guest

Mr. R. E. Alexander, EnvEngr Advisor

Mr. P. Cone, A/BMaintO Member

Mr. C. D. Peterson, BWildlifeMgr Advisor

Mr. E. L. Rouse, PubWks Member

Mr. D. Sharpe, BEcologist Advisor

Mr. E. P. Smith, Bsaf Advisor

Mr. J. Wooten, Dir, NREA Advisor

2. Enclosures (1) 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 ldentified on an area map. Necessity for the project
and proposed modifications were provided by LtCol Steen and _
Lt Redmond. Clearing the impact area will enable tactical units
to gain maximum training on their weapons whereas now they are
handicapped by limited visual 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,

W
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Subj: ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT/IMPACT REVIEW BOARD; MINUTES OF.
14 AUGUST 1984

enclosure (4) contains an 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 would be left
undisturbed along the river shoreline to act as a screen for
exploding 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. Additionally, 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 following environmental issues

were discussed: ) : -

(1) Erosion Control: Permanent grasses will be estab-
lished to control erosion. Drainage ditches are planned to
enable future maintenance by controlled burning. The U:S. 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.

(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. Pish 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
controversial. Col Speicher and Mr. Alexander disagreed. Capt
Doman's legal opinion is the Endangered Species Act only requires
consultation when "critical habitat” of an endangered species 18
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 Is not required to enter consultation.







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

(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 improvements for
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 shoreline is left undisturbed.
Further, the project is not considered controversial, 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 Support Battalion Parking Lot: Additional
parking space 1s urgently needed to store medium girder bridge
components. Most of the area to be cleared, adjacent to FC-816,
has only small scrub trees but there is a possibility of letting

a contract to 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 correéction should be made to the Environmental
Board minutes of 6 August 1984, The cover sheet for enclosure
(1), 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
P11000.8A which has been superseded by MCO P11000.8B.

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

M. G. LILLEY

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

DISTRIBUTION:
(Members ) (Advisors) .
Rep, 2d MarDiv(G-4) Dir, NREA
Rep, 2d FSSG(G-4) BEcologist
Rep, 6th MAB(G-4) BWildlifeMgr
Rep, MCAS(H),NR(S-4) BGameProtector
TFACO SAFD
BMO SJA
PWO DPDO

Ch,VetMedsSvc

Ch,Occup/PrevMed

- APPROVED DISAPPROVED

CHIEF OF STAFF'S ACTION:

K-2 Impact Area

8th EngrSptBn Parking Lot
COMMANDING GENERAL'S ACTION:

K-2 Impact Area

| 1]

8th EngrSptBn Parking Lot

Drafters: H. Foster/B. Alexander/Col Lilley
Typist:  -H. Foster, RAC







A GENUDA
ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT/IMPACT REVIEW BOARD -
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, NC
- - = 2 August 1984
I Call o order

II. Review of Preliminary Environmental Assessments (PEA)

Title : Action Sponsor

OK A. Construction of Trackedivehicle Trail AC/S Trng
from Rhodes Point to TLZ Cardinal :

#B. Construction of 8th Engineer Support 8th Engr
Battalion Parking Lot
L
o
¥c. An amended PEA for Improvement of K-2 " AC/S Trng

Impact Area /V”
yﬂﬁﬁ aY
0KD. PEA for LZ Bluebird Repalr,ﬂt Aﬂ' 8th Engr
pKE. PEA for LAV Crew Training  2d LAV Bn

#¥F. PEA for Storage and Maintenance Facility 8th Engr
III. Comments by members

IV. Adjournment

-
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North-Carolina 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO:
o 11000/3
NREAD
‘27 July 1984

From: Director
PO Memorandum for the Record

Subj: MEETING/DISCUSSION of PEA

Ref: (a) Mtg btwn Col Lilley, AC/S FAC, and J. Wooten, NREAD,
at approximately 1730 hours on 23 July 1984
(b) NREAD 1ltr 11000/4 NREAD of 23 July 1984
(c) Chairman, EIRB ltr 5420/2 FAC of 18 July 1984

1. 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 had
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 NREAD 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).

4. 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 wague
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 Archives 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 accompanyimng
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/draimnage
project and RCW issue or about RCW habitat being cleared in
the G-10 impact area and requested a copy of correspomdence
on the subject. Col Lilley indicated he had not receiwved
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 accelerated rate

of freshwater and sediment from ditches and clearing wegitation
would likely change the biology of Whitehurst Creek amd other

. receiving waters.

10. Col Lilley informed met that NC Archieves and History
‘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.

11. Col Lilley stated Mr. Sharpe's comments in paragraphs

3 and 4 of supervisory ecologist letter 11000/5 NREAD of

23 July 1984 and my statement, paragraph 5 of NREAD letter
11000/4 NREAD of. 23 July 1984 was strong language. I told

Col Lilley I was aware but there was evidence that

supported our position. I told him I had received information







frem SJA that supported my statement. I reminded Col Lilley

of NREAD's written position that prior to any work beginning

in the G-10 Impact Area clearing project 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
EIRB 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.

f. Wt

. WOOTEN







11G00/4
NREAD
23 July 1984

Prom: Director. Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division. Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune
To: Assistant Chief of Staff Facilities, Marine Corps Ease.
- Cemp Lejeune

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

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

Encl: (1) Comments on Proposed K-2 Impact Area/Drainage and
Clearing

Comments on Tracked Vehicle Trail :

Comments on LAV Operations in Hoffman Forest

(
(
( Comments on LZ Bluebird Repair Project

S W
Nt Nt st

1. Preliminary Environmental Assessments (PEA) furnished and
scheduled by the reference for review by the Environmental Impact
Review Ecard (EIRB) on 24 July 1984 have been reviewed and
discussed by members of the NREAD staff and comments/recommenda-
tions are provided as enclosures (1) - (4). Although there are
some minor variations between Mr. Peterson and Mr. Sharpe's .
comments our conclusion relative to the PEA's are essentizlly the
szme. 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, i1.e.t

a. There are endangered species (Red-Cockaded Woodpeckers
"and American Alligators) in the proposed.oroject 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 Historical 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.






Sukj: Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board@ Meeting
Agenda for 24 July 1$84: comments concerning

e. File 3 Federal Consistency Statement with the NC Office
cf Coastal Management.

£. 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 K-2
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 reguired by Headguarters 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
reguired. : as )

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

4. Pertaining to LZ Bluebird repair, it is recommended base -
consult with the State Department of Archives and History
pertaining to possible artifacts under the matting. as well:
as adjacent areas. A state approved sedimentaiton control
plan is reguired.

o\
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
(1), I agree with Mr. Sharpe‘s 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

Prom: Supervisory Ecologist
To: Director, Natural Resources and Environmenteal Affairs
Division

Subj: PROPOSED PROJECT TO CLEAR AND DRAIN THE X-2 IMPACT AREA

Ref: (a) Executive Order 11990 '
(b) NCAC Title 15, Chap 4, Sedimentation Control
(c) Endangered Species Act of 1973 as Amended
(d4) MCO P11000.8B S g
(e) Chairman, EIRB ltr 5420/2 FAC of 18 July 1564

1. The subject project has the following significant environ-
mental impact: .

a. Will cause accelerated rates of discharge of freshwater
and sediment to primary nursery areas (as identified by State
fisheries regulations). i

: b. Alteration of several types of wetlands specifically
protected by reference (a) by channelization/drainage.

e. Affects the habitat of the endangered specles, Dendro-
copus Boreais (Red-Cockaded Woodpecker).

(Venus Ply Trap); several species of Sarracenia (Pitcher Plants),
and alligator mississippiensis (American Alligator).

4. May affect the éhdangered species Dlonaea Muscipula

2. The subject project requires implementation of the following
procedural requirements: .

a., Filing of 2 Federal Consistency Determination with the
North Carolina Office of Coastal Management.

b. Subrittal of a Sedimentation Control Plan required by

reference (b).

c. Consultation with United States Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice (USFWS) and North Carolina W4ldlife Resources Commission
as required by reference ().

d. Submittal of an Environmental Assessment (EA) to Head-
guarters Marine Corps as required by reference (d).

F=WTRE & A






Subj: PROPOSED PROJECT TO CLEAR AND DRAIN TEE K-2 IMPACT AREA

3. The considerations listed in the foregoing are almost the same
as those pointed out by NREAD during the Environmental review of
the recently completed G-10 Impact Area clearing project. At that
tirme the Environmental Engineer, AC/S Facilities and members of the
Staff Judge Advocate's (SJA) office cooperated in refuting the NREAD
position. In my opinlon, inaccurate information was provided by
the Environmental 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
end-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.

L. It is recommended that K-2 Impact Clearing and Prainasge Project
PEA provided by reference (¢) not be put before the Environmental
Impact Review Board unless the board members are provided thorough
background vhich includes all of NREAD's comments on both the K-2
and the G-10 project. The Board should also 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-310 have been cleared and that habitat 4is also present in the
K-2 Impact Area. ,

_ D. D. SHARPE

. Writer: D. D. Sharpe, NREAD 5003
Typist: J. Cross, 23Jul84, 5003
2






11000/2
NREAD

From: DBase PForester
To: Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division

-

Subj: PEA FOR IMPROVEMENTS OF K-2 IMPACT AREA; COMMENTS ON

Ref: (a) EODO 1tr 11000 EOD of 11 July 1984

(b) Mtg btwn AC/S FAC; DAC/S FAC; ROICC/PWO; TFO; EODO;

EnvEngr; Dir NREAD, and AsstBase Forester on
S 1T 001y 1984 2 ;

1. The clearing of large acreage in the K-2 Impact Area as
addressed in reference (2) and discussed cduring reference (b)
generated significant interest from some local timber procure-
ment personnel. 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 raximum effort to clearcut an area of 1,000 acres is
undertaken by a major contractor, it is estimated that approxi-
mately two months would be needed to harvest the area under

the most ideal circumstances. Poor weather, suppressed timber
parkets, equipment breakdown or accidents at the logging site
or at the mill would increase the time required for the comple-
tion of the Jjob.

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 frorm unexploded ordnance. Interest 1s noted
as follows: :

a, Federal Paper Woodlands Division - Cfficial company
policy 1s to avold metal contaminated timber.

b. Squires Timber qugaqy - Procurement personnel indicate
that they are interested in the proposed timber salvage provided
that primary purchasers will accept the timber.

¢. . Einson Pulpwood-; The cormpany is interested im possibdle
timber salvage operations but is concerned about mill acceptance
or quotas interrupting the harvest.

o 'Georgié Pacific - The initial response to the proposed
salvage harvest was guarded; however, after further assessment

Vi






Subj: PEA FOR IMPROVEMENTS OF K-2 IMPACT AREA; COMMENTS--ON

by the company's procurement personnel, this office was informed
that the company felt it to be too risky. '

e. Veyerhacuser Company - The initial response solicited
from procurement personnel is that the company may be interested
in the proposed salvage. They wlll further 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, 2LJu84 - 5003 _ - 7o







11015/1A
HREAD
L 23 July 1984
Prom: Base Wildlife Manager
To: Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affalrs

Division -
Subj: Clearing X-2 Impact Area

Ref:. (a) Range Control Officer ltr 11000 EOD of 11 July 1984
(b) Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 13573
\

EFnel: (1) North Carolina Fisheries' Regulations

1. The amended preliminary environmental assessment contained in
reference (a) has been revieved as requested. Five previously un-
¥nown active cavity trees of the endangered Red-Cockaded VWoodpecker
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
rajor clearing operation in this arez 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
¥hich is in the area proposed for clearing. The alligator nests
above the tidal zone well within the fire-line along the creek.
Clearing the area would also create a "mgy affect"” situation rela-
tive to the occurrence of alligators thereby requiring consultation.

3. Whitehurst 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 (1). Draining
the wetlands of the area proposed for clearing into ¥hitehurst
Creek and channelization 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 recommended
that the North Carolina Department of Natural Resources and Commrun-
ity Development, Division of Cormercial Fisheries, be contacted
" prior to initiating the clearing project. :

4. The shorelines along Whitehurst Creek and New River proper
where the proposed clearing is planned 1is 1dentified as a sensitive
area in the 1981 Archaeological and Historical Survey for Camp
Lejeune. It is recommended that Dr. Thomas Loftfield, prinecipal
investigator for the survey, be contacted for expert advice rela-
tive to protecting archaeological and historical resocurces in the

proposed area before initiating the clearing project. Additionally,
it is recommended@ the North Carolina Division of Archives and History

also be consnited before clearing is initiated.

% _ C. D. PETERSON
Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD - 5003
Typist: J. Cross, 23Jul84 - 5003
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11000/5
NREAD
23 Jul 1984
Frcm: Supervisory Ecologist
To: 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 1ltr 5420/2 FAC 18 Jul 1984
L {b) SJa ltr 5800 CLO S Jul 15984
(c) Director, NREAD ltr 5200 NREAD 20 Jun 1984
{d) Director, NREAD ltr 11000/5 NREAD 20 Jun 1984
(e) MCO.P11000.8B

1. The subject Preliminary Environmental Assessment (PEA) has been
reviewed per your reguest and the following comments are provided
It should be noted that current base guidelines were 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 submittal of

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

4. Provided that the sedimentation control reguirements 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 1584
From: Supervisory Ecologist
To: 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 ltr 5420/2
' Fac 18 Jul 1984 2
(b) BO 11000.1B '
(c) MCO P11000.8B

1. 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 S of the
subject PEA.

a. Air Quality: Agree

b. Land Quality: There will be soil 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 disposal needs to be addressed.

; e. Natural Resources: Many areas of Boffman Forest are used
for fox hunting. This citizens group is highly active with strong
ties with state legislature. Any conflict with this group should
be 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 involved are public gamelands open to the
hunting public.

£. 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 EA's for projects likely

to cause public controversy. Section 3105.2 requires submittal

of 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
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11000/2

NREAD
23 July 198%

Prom: Base Wildlife Manager
To: ‘Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division

Subj: REVIEW OF PEA POR LAV CREW TRAINING
Ref: (a) Chairman, EIRB ltr 5420/2 FAC of 18 Jul 1984

1. The reference has been reviewed as requested relative to the
PEA for LAV Crew Training in the Hoffman Forest area of Onslow
County. FHoffman Forest is an area which 1s extensively used by
the public. for recreational hunting, fishing and trapping. There
ig 8 tremendous amount of. deer hunting from October through
December each year, and fox hunting throughout the year.

2. Some of the land is leased for deer hunting by private clubs
and the remainder includes the Hoffman Game Lands which are set
aside for public hunting. Both the deer and fox hunters have
strong ties with members of the North Carolina Legislature.

3. It is recommended that the North Carolina Wildlife Resources
Commission, Department of Natural Resources and Comrmunity De-
velopment be contacted concerning the proposed use of LAV Crew
Training in Hoffman Forest, since there will likely be conflicts .
with hunters in particular.

C. D. PETERSON

Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD, 23@c@8l
Typist: J. Cross, 23Gad 84 5003







11000/5
NREAD
23 July 1984

From: Base Wildlife Manager
To? Directer, Natursl Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division

-

Subj: REVIEW PEA FOR LZ BLUEBIRD REPAIR

Ref: (2) Chairman, EIRB 1ltr 5420/2 FAC of 18 Jul 1984
(b) Volume I Archaeologicel and Historic Survey for MCB

1. In accordance with your request, the PEA for LZ Bluebird re-
pair as contained in reference (a) has been reviewed. There 1s

a possibility that a portion of Site ONY 138 contained in reference
(b) remains intact under the existing AM2 matting material. There-
fore it it recommended that the portion of the site be examined by
a qualified archaeologist before grading and £1lling 1s initiated.

2. Contact with the North Carolina Department of Archives and

History 4s adcditionally recommended before work on the proposed
project is initiated.

C. D. PETERSCN

Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD, 5003 ’
Typist: J. Cross, 23Jul84, 5003







!NITED STATES MARINE CORPS .
MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO

FAC/REA/hf
5420/2
1 Nov 1983

From: Chairman, Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board
Po:s Distribution List

Subj: Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board; meeting of
Ref: (a). BO.11015.2G

(b) BO 11000.1A
(c) BO11102.143

~Bpecl: (1) :‘Draft BO 11000.1B:

= - 7(2) " Proposed Change” to BO 11102 lJ 4 s
1. 1In 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 (1), which includes .recommended
revisions to the procedures for implementing the National Environ-
mental Policy Act per reference (b). The proposed 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 rev1ew the following PEAs and subsequent responses
by the Chairman and prov1de 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

¢'. AVELEX 2-83, 29 Mar 83

d. Helipad Construction at Navy Hospital, 21 Apr 83

J e. Use of Pisgah National Forest for Military Training, 2 May 83

f. Renovation of F-18 Range, 24 Jun 83
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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 p0551b1e prior to the

meeting.

DISTRIBUTION:
(Members)

Rep, 2d MarDiv (G-4)
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Rep, MCAS(H), NR (S-4)
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SJA
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Ch, VetMedSvc,NavHosp

M. G. LILLEY
By direction
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BASE ORDER 11000.1B

From: Commanding General
Tois Distribution List

Subj: Environmental Considerations in Marine Corps Actions;
i Camp Lejeune

Ref : (a) MCO P11000.8A
(b) MCO 6280.5
(c) BO 11015.2G
(d) BO P11102.1J

“-Encl: - (1) Request for Environmental Impact.Rgview;_fofmat and
procedures for submission of - ot =

1. Purpose. To revise procedures and responsibilities for environ-
mental planning and environmental impact assessment, as required
to implement references (a) and (b).

2. Cancellation..- BO 11000.1A

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 Environmehtal Policy Act (NEPA) requires
federal agencies to use all practicabie 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.

Cppbraoint.g l §
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b. Referenée (a) assigned responsibility for providing environ-
menial and natural resource ﬁanagement 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

- .proposed actions. against numérous environmental requirements.

o ST

The revised procedures contained in this Ordér 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 respon-
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 to.-the requirements placed on commanders by
this Order:
a. Action. An action includes, but is not limited to, the
'followiﬁg:

(1) 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 (4).

b. Action Sponsor. That individual or organization proposing

an action.

c. Preliminary Environmental Assessment (PEA). The initial,

internal’ Department of ‘the Navy recorded process which identifies

_--.and evaluates any impact on the environment: by a proposed action.

The PEA document will consist of £he enclosure pius 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 or not further environ-

mental review is required by reference (b).

6. Responsibilities.

a. Action Sponsor's will:

(1) Prepare and submit the enclosure for all actions under
their cognizance subjeci to this Order. -

(2) Implement environmental protection measures identified

‘during the review of their actions in accordance with this Order.

b. Assistant Chief of Staff, Training will:

(1) Ensure that requirements of this Order for submission
of the enclosure have been Satisfied for all military training
actions aboard the Camp Lejeune Complex.A

(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) Mbonitor the implementation of environmental protec-
tion measures during training 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:

(1) Serve as chairman of the Base Environmental Impact

- Review Board established in accordance with reference (c).

(2) Unless otherwiée speéified; prdvidéla 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 wjith reference (b). X

(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 proyide 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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‘ identifiedAduring 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. CommandersVOfficers—in—Charga and other officials
,;épthqp};gq_tg_qarry out- actions. sukiect tq_ﬁh%s Order will:

a. Ensure that the review précess 6utlihed‘in thé-enclosure
has been completed prior to implementation of any non-emergency
action which could affect the Juality oﬁjthe environment of the
United States. a

B b. Ensure that officials involved in the approval, funding,
design, construction or other phases of implementation of the
action are made aware of the environmental considerations and
protection measures identified during the énvironmental impact
‘review process provided by this Order.

c. Notify this Comgpand 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 '

1. 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):

a= =

4. Location: Attach a Camp Lejeune Special Map (or equivalent

quality map) showing location of proposed action/project site(s).

Enclosure (1)







‘out within 200 feet of a drinking water supply well?

5. 'Potential Environmental Impact/Considerations: (See Note 1)

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

-amount of -earthen fill material? - - - Will-there be .an increase

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 significant
amounts? Rk Doeé the projedt involve installation/use of septic
tanks, or any other onsite disposal of sanitafy 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 incyease of solid waste caused by implementing

the project/action? Will the project or action be carried

d. Surface Water Quality: Is the project located on or in a

water body or adjacent 100-year flood plain? Will the projecf

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 o0il and lubricants be routinely stored or used at the site?
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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, etc be

1

‘ restricted? _ Is there a change in land use from what is presently

shown in Baée 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

_s_-_-increase/decrease in -on-or .off .base military population?

Will there be any'increased demané on a local 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 property?
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 1. 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

Enclosqrengi .






planning stages. If additional information becomes available

after submission, it should be forwarded to the EIRB.

Enclosure (1)






STEPS IN PROCESSING REQUESTS FOR.ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW
1. 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 11015.2G 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. il e

. 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 préposed action.

b. If AC/S Facilities determines that formal review of the

proposed action is required; the following steps will be taken:

1) -RCLS Facilitieé will determine which advisors gf
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/modificafions 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 recomhéndations 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 “FE unresoived issues remain, AC/S Facilities shall
;j;ggnveqeiphe»EIRBAin order to*determine:if_anﬁ?nvironmental
Assessment shall be prepared and Submitfed to HbMC in_accordance
with MCO 6280.5. The EIRB shall make a recommendation as to
who shall prepare the EA.

4, When the environmental impact review process is completed,

the action sponsof 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 out the action.

aw T o

Attachment (A)







PROPOSED CHANGE TO BO P11102.1J

APPENDIX
ENVIRONMENTAL PRECAUTIONS

|
|
1. References: (a) Base Order 11000.1A
(b) Base Order 11015.6
(c) Base Order 11090.1B
(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

P L -3

_ -water source.

- e =
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b. All refueliﬁg points will be at léast 100 feet;f¥oﬁ'watér ‘sources.

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.
J - d. Use of the existing main roads and trails to 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 Spehies and is protected at Camp Lejeune.
Reference (b) established guidelines and listed actions violating public law.
Additionally, the reference identifies restricted areas and buffer zomes.

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.






s ot

- »
ﬁ. It is .a unit responsibility to collect the debris generated in the unit
area and haul it to the Base Landfill.
c. Thg following methods of disposal of waste water are required:
(1) 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 dedicateq to Food Service waste water.

(2) Field shower waste water will require a drainage pit. Site
oyl foF shooer. faseiiting s reusinad Rrlor b0 Goeriilomis  Thalasie
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 §ia the use of pbrt—a—johné throughout
the duration of the exercise. bFor assistance or se;vicing of port-a-johnms,
call AC/S Logistics, MCB, ext. 5962/5520.

b. Range control office will provide guidance on the general locations
permissible foF establishing field sanitation facilities in the training area.

6. Spill Prevention, Containment and Clean-up

aw 2%,

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 operations.
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):

(1) Call Base Fire Department--on-base, 3333, or off-base, 451-3333.







(2) Persons on-s!!e shall attempt to erect a san! or earth dam around

the perimeter of the spill.
(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:
(1) Cleanup will be accomplished by personnel from unit having the spill.
(2) Cleanup procedures will be outlined by the Natural Resources and
Environmental Affairs Division.

_ 8. Reference (c) shall be reviewed by all units. Materials and equip-

ment for oil spill containment are listed in the reference:

7. Field Servicing of Vehicles

a. All waste petroleum products generated during the exercise will be

~ stored (55-gallon drums, etc.) and disposal instructions obtained from the
- Hazardous Materials Disposal Coordinator of the Command.

b. The use of drip pans and ground clothes are required during oil
changing and fueling of equipment. )

c. Cleaning solvents and cleaning agents are hazardous materials to the
environment. These materials will'be stored in suitable containers and étored'
until the end of the exercise;- Disposal of these materials will bi in accor-
dance with reference (d).

8. Protection of Wetlands

'a. The operation of earth moving equipment within wetlands shall be avoided.
b. Spill of any material or liquid in wetlands regardless of quantity
will be reported immediately to thé Base Natural Resources and Environmental
Affairs Division, ext. 5003.

9. Archaeological Sites

- To be added by N.R.E.A.D. -







10. - Protection of Dunes at Onslow Beach

- To be added by N.R.E.A.D. -

-l 3 ™.
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From: Base Maintenance Officer
To: Assistant Chiaf of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board; meeting of

Ref: (a) AC/S FAC memo FAC/JGF/hf 5320/3 of 4 Aug 1982
(b) AC/S FAC memo of 27 Jul 1982
(c) B0 11000.1A
id) MCO 6280.5
e) BO 11015.6

1. As requested by references {a) and (b), the following comments are submitted.
The PEAs for projects P-282, P-451, P-133, P-358, TAFDS Field Training Site
(Marine Corps Air Station (H), lew River) and TWSEAS Minor Construction Project
{2d Marine Division) were not forwarded to Base Maintemance Division for formal
review/comments which has been standing operating procedure for the past

saveral years. :

2. PEAs for projects identified in paragraph 2 1, j.and k of reference {b)
have been raviewed by Matural Resources and Envirommental Affairs personnel
for consistency with references {c) and (d) and the following comments are
offered.

a. Combining the G-5/G-5A and G-6 Ranges into a single range for Tank,
TOM and LVT firing (2d Marine Division) - No apparent environmental problem
with the proposal if units abide by base red cockaded woodpecker guidelines
conia’ined {n referance (e). Bezauss of pociitle public controversy surrovnding
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 into the G-10 and K-2 impact areas by
clearing excess tress in the buffer zone (24 Marine Division) - The attached
map fndfcated red cockaded woodpecker habitat (including cavity trees) dsz
within the proposed clearing zone. Formal consultation would be required.

(1) Large areas recommended for clearing in the K-2 and G-10 are

protected wetlands, Clearing and grading should be coordinated with the U. S.

Army Corps of Engineers.

(2) Use of chemicals for clearing and maintenance en this scale may
have adverse impact and possible public controversy.

{3) Red cockadedruoodpeckers, protected wetlands and the use of
chemicals to remove vegetation necessitate an environmental assessment which
requires Headquarters Marine Corps concurrence under reference (d).
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Subj: Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board;'meeting of

c. Creation of a Tactical Driving Range for Mechanized Units (2d Marine e
- Division) e :

(1) 1t is estimated approximately 3,373 combined acres in the HA and e
HC areas of which approximately 1,800 acres are fdentified in forestry manage- = -

ment as pine or pine hardwood forest. To conduct a timber harvest (thinning) = |

would involve the removal of approximately 4% million board feet of pine saw- -
timber and approximately 6,3C0 cords of pine pulpwood. A clearcut timber

harvest would involve the removal of approximately twice as much timber 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 thernext 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 soil types. If
cleared and used as proposed, soil erosion and sedimentation will enter pro-
tected wetlands and state owned waters (i.e., Duck Creek, Goose Creek and New
River). Engineering type structures to control soil erosion will be required
as vegetative cover will not suffice. A coastal zone consistency statement
will have to be filed with the stagde. Duck Creek, Goose Creek and New River
waters and adjoining marsh and wetlands are inhabited by the endangered
American Alligator which will require consultation dséh the U, S, Fish and
Wildlife Service. ik

(3) The base Prefinal Archaeological and Historical Study of
Camp Lejeune identified four histsric and one archaeological sites in the HC
and HA areas which are eligible for 1isting in the National Register., Three
additional sites are identified in the report as significant enough to warrant
protection until furtner study can be accomplisned by the base. Raference (d)
states, "any activity proposed which would affect historical or cultural sites
either now cited on the National Register of Historical Places or deemed B
eligible for inclusion on the National Register Zoqucive an £L7uﬁéxc7bnw4ulﬁl
GsSessrrasd, _7
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