. UNITED STATES MARINE coap.
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 28542 _ IN REFLY REFER TO

FAC/REA/nh
6280/1

1 6 MAR 1984

From Commanding General
To Distribution List
Subj Proposed Clearlng within K-2 Impact Area and K-211
40mm Grenade Range
Ref : (a) BO 11000.1A
(b} -BO"110)5.26
(c) CG ltr FAC/REA/nh 6280/1 dtd 9 Mar 84
!Eael v (1) “ RgCtrlO ltr RCTL/HéR/vés over 11000 dtd 36 Jan 84 w/end
(2) AC/S Trng ltr RCTL/HBR/irh 11000 dtd 8 Mar 84
1. Recuest that the enclosures be reviewed in accordance with

references (a) and (b). These enclosures will be reviewed for
appropriate environmental considerations at the 21 March 1984
meeting of the Environmental Impact Review Board.

2.  Point of contact for this review is Mr. Bob Alexander,
ext 3034/3035.

M. G. LILLEY
By direction

DISTRIBUTION:

(Members) - (Advisors)
Rep, 2d MarDiv (G-4) Dir, NREA

Rep, 24 FSSG (G-4) SupvEcologist
Rep, 6th MAB (G-4) BWildlifeMgr
Rep, MCAS(H), NR (S-4) BGameProtector
TFACO . SAFD

BMO SJA
" PWO DPDO

Ch, VetMedSvc, NavHosp
Ch, Occup/PrevMed, NavHosp






UNITED STATES MARINE con!
MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO
; TRNG/RJIW/ekd
11000
31 Jan 1984

FIRST ENDORSEMENT on RgCtrlO ltr RCTL/HBR/ves over 11000 dtd
30 Jan 1984

From: Assistant Chief of Staff’, ' Trainang
Lo Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities

Subj: Improvement of 40MM Grenade Range K-211: request for

1. Forwarded, recommending approval on a priority basis.

: o
pe 4,)@%@@\)
3/ J. WEIDNER
By direction






. UNITED STATES MARINE COR@E
MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REPLY REFER TO

-

11000

RCTL/HBR/ves

30 January 1984

From: Range Control Officer
Tojs Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities
Via: Assistant Chief of Staff, Trdiningd;wwf'ﬁk//.

Subj: Improvement of 40MM Grenade Range K-21ll; request for
Ref: (a) MCO 3570.1A
Encl:

(1) Map Showing Range
(2) Preliminary Environmental Assessment (PEA)

i Introduction of the MK-19, 40MM gun system has established a
regquirement for Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina
to provide a live fire training range for use of this weapon
system in the Verona Loop area. Range K-211 is currently used
for 40MM grenade firing with the M-203 grenade launcher. In
accordance with reference (a), and in order to meet the training
requirements of tenant commands at Camp Lejeune, it is requested
that Range K-211 be expanded to accommodate the MK-19 gun system.
The Commanding General has been briefed on this range expansion
and has given his tacit approval.

2k The total area to be cleared is shown in enclosure (1), has
no economic value and will have no significant environmental
impact. Because the maximum effective range of the M-203, 40MM

system is 400 meters, no dud grenades have been found past 500
meters. An EOD sweep of the area to be cléeared of vegetation, as

shown in enclosure (1), has not 1located any dud ordnance.
Clearing of trees could be accomplished by heavy equipment from
Base Maintenance. EOD support will be provided for all down
range construction work. Enclosure (2) is the Preliminary
Environmental Assessment (PEA) for the proposed range improve-
ment. ;

. ot Point of contact is: MSgt MOSES, Range Maintenance Chief,
phone ext 5211/3542. :
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PRELIMENARY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESS

NT
FOR

K-211 M203/MK-19 40MM GRENADE RANGE

1. Enclosures. Map showing proposed range.

2.- .Purpose and Need. The purpose of this proposed action is to
provide the Marine Corps Base (MCB), Camp Lejeune, North Carolina
with a range in the Verona Loop Area to teach grenade launcher
firing techniques and to ©prepare grenadiers for combat
situations. It can handle the M-203 grenade launcher, M-79
grenade launcher, MK-19 40MM machine gun, and all types of rifle
grenades and launchers. ; :

3. Project Description. The project consists of clearing trees
and brush as indicated in the enclosure and landscaping of the
range to establish permanent grasses for erosion control and to
facilitate maintenance.

4. Site Selection. The site is located on enclosure (1). The
lotation is currently part of the surface danger area for the K-2
Impact Area. The site was selected because the terrain allows
for visability at ranges up to 2200 meters.

5. Range Characteristics

a. Number of Firing Positions - 6

b. Firing Line Width - 30 meters

C. Target Area Width - 150 meters at 400 meters from the
firing line expanding out to 300 meters at 2200 meters from the
firing line.

d. Minimum Range Depth - 2200 meters

e. Firing Point Configuration - Concrete cinder block wall.
il Target configuration - Static personnel and material
targets.

6. Compliance with Environmental Requirements

a. Air Quality: No emmissions are anticipated

~ b. Land Quality.: Errosion control measures will be included
in the project design. Construction- management will provide
preventive measures to contain all sediment on site. Reseeding
of disturbed areas and vegetative cover on the cleared area will
be accomplished within 30 days of completion of construction.

C s Clean Water Act: No discharge of wastes to surface
waters will occur during range development or subsequent use.

d. National Historic Preservation Act: No significant
cultural resources are located on the project site.

Enclosure (2)







®

e. Executive Qrder 11:990 Protection O'F Wetlands:
disturbance of wetlands will be avpided during clearing and
earthmoving.

i Endangered Species Act:' The impact of this project on
the habitat of any endangered species has been determined to be
negligible. This statement is based on the determination that no
endangered species are known to live in the area to be affected
by clearing and earthwork. '

7. Conclusion. The proposed improvements for the K-211 Grenade
Launcher Range will not result in significant environmental
impact provided the measures described herein are followed.
Further, the project 1is not considered controversial, thus,
preparation of an Environmental Assessment per Marine Corps Order
6280.5 is not required.
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UNITED STATES MARINE COR
MARINE CORPS BASE
CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 28542 IN REFLY REFER TO

- RCTL/HBR/irh
11000
8 March 1984

: Range Control Officer
Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities
Assistant Chief of Staff, Training/}¢uﬂyf
(14 fi‘;’

j: Improvement of K-2 Impact Area; réquest for-
(a) MCO 3570.1Aa

(1) Map Showing Range
(2) Preliminary Environmental Assessment (PEA)

1. Introduction of the M198, 155mm gun system and improved
ammuniticn for the 60mm and 8lmm gun system has established

a requirement for Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina
to provide a live fire training range for use of these weapon sys-
tems in the Verona Loop Area. Range K-211 is currently used for
40mm grenade firing with the M203 grenade launcher and is sched-
uled for refurbishment to accommodate the MK-19, 40mm gun system.
Range K-303 and K-305 are used for the 60mm, 8lmm gun system,

and Dragon Missile system. In accordance with reference (a),

and in order to meet the training requirements of tenant commands
at Camp Lejeune, it is reguested that Range K-303 and K-305 be ex-
panded as shown in enclosure (1).

2. The total area to be cleared is shown in enclosure (1) and
will have no significant environmental impact. An EOD sweep of
the area to be cleared of vegetation will be conducted prior to
the commencement of clearance operations. An EOD survey of the
area to be cleared of vegetation, as shown in enclosure (1) has
not located any dud ordnance. GClearing of trees could be -accom-
plished by heavy equipment. EOD support will be provided for
all down range construction work. Enclosure (2) is the Prelim-
inary Environmental Assessment (PEA) for the proposed range im-
provement.

‘3. Point of contact is: MSgt Moses, Range Maintenance Chief,
phone extension 5211/3542.
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- PRELQI NARY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESIENT

FOR
RANGE K-2
1. _Enclosure. Map showing proposed range.
2. Purpose and Need. The purpose of this proposed action is to
provide the Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina with

a range in the Verona Loop Area to teach Marines the skills
necessary for combat situations. :

3. Project Description. The project consists of clearing trees
and brush as indicated in the enclosure and landscaping of the
range to establish permanent grasses for erosion control and to
facilitate maintenance.

. 4, Site Selection. The site is located on enclosure (l1). The
location is currently part of the surface danger area for the
K-2 Impact Area. The site was selected because the terrain
allows for visability at ranges up to 2800 meters.

5. Range Characteristics. A common impact area is used for all
typed of mortars, artillery rounds, and dragon missiles. Targets
consist of personnel, vehicle, and material targets supplemented
by surveyed natural terrain features.

6. Compliance with Environmental Requirements.

a. Air Quality: No emmissions are anticipated.

b. Land Quality: Erosion control measures will be included
in the project design. Construction management will provide pre-
ventive measures to contain all sediment on site. Reseeding of
disturbed areas and vegetative cover on the cleared area will be
accomplished within 30 days of completion of construction.

c. Clean Water Act: No discharge of wastes to surface
waters will occur during range development or subsequent use.

d. National Historic Preservation Act: No significant
cultural resources are located on the project site.

e. Executivé Order 11990 Protection of Wetlands: Disturbance
of wetlands will be avoided during clearing and earthmoving.

f. Endangered Species Act: The impact of this project on the
habitat of any endangered species has been determined to be negli-

gible. This statement is based on the determination that no endan- ;

gered species are known to live in the area to be affected by
clearing and earthwork. '

ENCLOSURE (2)







PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT continued:

7. Conclusion. The proposed improvements for the K-2 Impact
_Area will not result in significant environmental impact provided
the measures described herein are followed. Further, the project
is.not considered controversial, thus, preparation of an Environ-
mental Assessment per Marine Corps Order 6280.5 is not required.







i T ; peo

NREAD/DDS/j ¢
11000
20 Mar 198%

FProm: Director
Tos Assistant Chief of Staff, Facllities

Subj: Preliminary Environmental Assessments for the Proposed
: Clearing within X-2 Impact Area and X-211 40MM Grenade
Range - A pEE Yo A Ay :

Ref: (a) CG MCB CLNC 1ltr FAC/REA/nh 6280/1 of 16 Mar 198%
(b) BO 11000.1A .
(c) NCAC Title 15, Chap 13, Sedimentation Control
(d) Endangered Species Act of 1973 as Amended
(e) MCO 11015.% g

~ e d

- -

Encl: (1) ¥ap depicting'CIearing for K-211, 303 and 305 Ranges

1. PReference (a) provided the subject PEAs and requested review
in accordance with reference (b), The following comments are
provided: ;

a. Approximately 851 acres of land are directly involved‘iﬁ'“#; :"°

the clearing operation. _ Approximately 634 acres are heavily
forested. The remaining area has individual trees or clumps of
trees requiring removal. The enclosure delineates areas %o be
cleared. :

b. The PEAs provided by the reference do not provide a clear
description of how the work will be accomplished, and the c¢lear-
ing specifications.

¢. The PEAs indicate that Base Maintenance Division or other
heavy equipment will be used to remove trees. This type operation
will generally cause significant soil disturbance to a depth of at
least three feet. The PEAs indicate that Base EOD is prepared to
clear the area of unexploded ordnance prior to commencing work.

d. A significant portion of the area contains steep soils.
subject to severe erosion if cleared. These solls are located -
adjacent to live streams., An erosion control plan prepared and
approved by the State in accordance with reference (c) is re-~
quired if ground cover is removed. Based on information provided
in reference (a), reference (¢) 18 applicable to the project.

e. There is a significant probability that the endangered Red-
Cockaded Woodpecker is located in the area to be cleared. This
creates a "may affect" situation relative to references (a) and
(e) and requires consultation with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife .
Service. Consultation should also include the endangered American
Alligator, another species likely to be in the area. ;

]

s






d "? - , _

NREAD/DDS/je
11000

Subj: Preliminary Environmental Assessments for the Proposed
Clearing within K-2 Impact Area and K-211 40MM Grenade
Range \ e
f. Because the clearing work involves working in known Iim-
pact areas, significant local eontroversy should be expected
associated with employees involved in actual clearing.

g. lopging of merchantable size timber by commereial_]_.gmgr

is not feas14_2_nn__Eg_zhg_dansﬂz_n:_nngxnl_ﬂe ocrdnance to

Joggers' personnel, R

h. Because of the,potential impact of erosion on streans
and shell fish areas, 2 written determination of consistency
with land use programs/plans developed pursuant to the N, C,
Coastal Area Management Act and related federal enabling legis-
lation should be filed with appropriate state agencies.

2. It is recormended that the requirements discussed in para—-

graphs 1.d., 1.e. and 1l.h. adbove be properly addressed prior to
commencing actual land clearing.

J. I. WOOTEN
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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
11000
NREAD
17 Aug 1984
Frcm: Director
To: Memorandum for the Record

Subj: X-2 IMPACT AREA CLEARING/DRAINAGE STAFF STUDY

Ref: (a) Meeting btwn Col Lilley, AC/S FAC and Mr. J. I. Wooten,

Dir NREAD on 23 July 1984 at approximately 1730 hours

(b) Mtg btwn Col Lilley, AC/S FAC, and Mr. J. I. Wooten,
Dir, NREAD and C. D. Peterson, Wildlife Mgr, NREAD
on 2 Aug 1984

(c) Mtg btwn Col Lilley, AC/S FAC, Mr. Peter Murphy,
Mr. Gayle, HQMC General Counsel, Mr. Al Austin,
Mr. Bob Alexander, AC/S FAC Office, and Mr. J. I.
Wooten, and C. D. Peterson, NREAD on 13 Aug 1984
at approximately 1620 hours

Enc i (1) Dir NREAD 1ltr 11000/4 dtd 23 July 1984
(2) Excerpts from a Manual on file at AC/S FAC pertaining
to Staff Study
(3) Dir NREAD ltr 11000 NREAD of 27 July 1984 unsigned

1. During reference (a) I presented Col Lilley with enclosure
(1) and discussed same. I requested a meeting with Col Lilley
ASAP to discuss with me and my staff (Sharpe, Peterson, Black)
issues addressed in enclosure (1) either in his office or NREAD
office Bldg 1103. Col Lilley suggested a meeting between NREAD
personnel (mentioned above) and Mr. B. Alexander and others.

I told Col Lilley I wanted a meeting with only him, ‘me;, C. . Ds
Peterson, D. Sharpe and P. Black first to discuss NREAD position
addressed in enclosure (1). As of this date, the requested
meeting has not taken place.

2. During reference (b) and following a discussion pertaining
primarily to the Game Warden function and personnel, Col Lilley
picked up enclosure (1) and stated it presented new information
and he advised he wanted NREAD to do a staff study on the proposed
project to clear the K-2 Impact Area for submission to the CG.

Col Lilley used a manual to discuss and instruct me on procedure
for a staff study. Enclosure (2) was provided. I drafted
enclosure (2) for Col Lilley's signature requesting information
from AC/S Training for the staff study. Enclosure (2) wasn't
signed but returned to NREAD on 16 August 1984. .

3. Shortly after the adjournment of reference (c), Col Lilley
advised Charles Peterson and me he had called a meeting of the
Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Board for 1430 on

14 August 1984. I told him I hadn't heard anything about the
meeting and asked him what about the staff study I was assigned
to do on the K-2 Impact Area Improvement Project and he
essentially said forget it. Col Lilley stated the AC/S Training






Col Speicher was going on leave and he (Col Lilley) was

going TAD 16-17 August 1984 and he wanted to get the K-2
Improvement Project out of the way as AC/S Training was anxious
to get the project started. Col Lilley told me he wanted me to
have my day in court. I told Col Lilley I would like for

my 23 July 1984 letter without enclosures be presented to the
board members before the meeting and that I probably would not

make an oral presentation but would try to answer any questions.

ly.

I. WOOTEN






11C00/4
NREAD
23 July 1584

From: Director. Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division. Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune

To: Acsistant Chief of Staff Facilities, Marine Corps Ease.
Camp 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/Prainage and
Clearing

Comments on Tracked Vehicle Trail
Comments on LAV Operations in Boffman Forest
Comments on LZ Eluebird Repair Project

—~ e~ o~
S W
~— e

1. Preliminary Environmental Assessments (PEA) furnished and
scheduled by the reference for review by the Environmental Impact
Review EBcard (EIRE) on 24 July 1984 have been reviewed and
discussed by members of the NREAD staff and comments/recommenda-
tions are prcvided as enclosures (1) - (4). Although there are
some minor variations between Mr. Peterson and Mr. Sharpe's .
cozmments our conclusion relative to the PEA's are essentizally 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, i.e.:

a. There are endangered species (Red-Cockaded Woodpeckers
and American Alligators) in the propgsed.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 befcre work begins.






d:

Sukj: Environmental Enhancement/Impact Review Poard Meeting
Agenda for 24 July 1584: comments concerning

e File a Federal Consistency Statement with the NC Office
cf Coastal Managcment.

f. Submittal of a sedimentation control plan to the state
prior to beginning the work in the K-2.

g. In my opinion. outside agencies may consider the 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 required 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
Eut did not prepare the document. It is this Division's position
that a sedimentation control plan approved by the state is
reguired. :

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 sedimentaticn 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-
zs adjacent areas. A state approved sedimentaiton control
plan is required.

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 “
10 Director, Natural Resources and Environmental 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
(¢) Endangered Species Act of 1973 a2s Amended
(d) HMCO P11000.8B
(e) Chairman, EIRB ltr 5h20/2 FAC of 18 July 1664

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 bv State
fisheries regulations).

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

¢. Affects the habitat of the endangered species, Dendro-
copus Boreais (Red-Cockaded VWoodpecker).

4. May affect the endangered species Dionaez Muscipula

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

and alligator mississippiensis (American Alligator).

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

a. Filing of a Federal Consistency Determination with the
North Carolina Office of Coastal HManagenent.

b. Submittal of a Sedimentation Control Plan required by
reference (b).

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

4. Submittal of an Envirormental Assessment (EA) to Head-
quarters Marine Corps as required by reference (8).







Sutj: PROPOSED PROJECT TO CLEAR AND DRAIN THE K-2 IMPACT AREA

3. The considerations listed in the foregoing are almost the same
2s those pointed out by NREAD during the Environmental review of
the recently completed G-10 Impact Area clearing project. At that
tine the Environmental Engineer, AC/S Facilities and members of the
Staff Judge Advocate's (SJA) office cooperated in refuting the NREAD
position. In nmy opinion, inaccurate information was provided by
the Environmental Engineer and SJA which resulted in possible vio-
lations of references (a), (b) and (¢). 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
eand-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 Prainagze Project
PEA provided by reference (c) not be put before the Environmental
Impact Review Board unless the board members are provided thorough
background which 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-10 have been cleared and that habitat 1s also present in the
E-2 Impact Area.

_ D. D. SHARPE

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






11000/2
NREAD
24 July 1984

Trom: DBase Forester
To: Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division

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

Pef: (a) EODO 1ltr 11000 EOD of 11 July 1984

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

EnvEngr; Dir NREAD, and AsstBase Porester on
e 17 July 1984 3 :

1. The clearing of large acreage in the X-2 Impact Area as
acdressed in reference (2) and discussed céuring reference (b)
cenerated significant interest from some local timber procure-
ment personnel. FHowever, the possibility of metal contamination
in the timber, and hazardous ground conditions for harvesting
equipment and personnel has resulted in a greatly lovwered 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 1is estimated that approxi-
~ately two months would be needed to harvest the area under
the most ideal circumstances. Poor veather, 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 job.

3. Interest by some representatives has been high, while others
wanted more information, and others expressed no interest because’
of the possibility of metal contaminated timber and hazardous
zround conditions fror unexploded ordnance. Interest is noted

as follows:

Federal Paper Woodlands Division - Official company

'B..
policy 1s to avolid meEaI.contEEInaEea timber.

b. Squires Timber Company - Procurement personnel 1ndichte'
. that they are interested in the proposed timber salvage provided
that primary purchasers will accept the timber.

¢. . Hinson Pul wood '~ The company 1is interested in possible
timber salvage operations but 4z concerned about mill acceptance

or quotas {nterrupting the harvest.

d. Georgia Pacific.- The initial response to the proposed
salvage harvest was guarded; however, after further agsessment







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

by the company's procurement personnel, this office was 1nformed
that the company felt it to be too risky. b

e. Veyerhacuser Company - The initial response solicited
from procurement personnel is that the company may be Interested
in the proposed salvage. They will 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, 24Ju8l - 5003 4







11015/1A
HREAD
23 July 1984

Prom: Base Wildlife Manager

T3 Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division g

Subj: Clearing XK-2 Impact Area -

Ref: (a) Range Control Officer ltr 11000 EOD of 11 July 1984
(v) Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1573
: .

Fncl: (1) North Carolina Fisheries' Regulations

1. The amended preliminary environmental assessment contzined in
reference (a) has been revieved as requested. Five previously un-
¥rown active cavity trees of the endangered Red-Cockazded Voodpecker
have been located in the eres which is proposed for clearing ac-
cording to the Environmental Engineer. This espparently indicates
that there is at least one colony of woodpeckers in the area. Any
rajor clearing operation in this ares 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 "may affect” situztion 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 thitehurst
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 1is recommended
that the North Carolina Department of Natural Resources and Comrun-
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 is identified as a sensitive
srea in the 1981 Archaeological and Historical Survey for Camp
Lejeune. It is recommended that Dr. Thomas Loftfield, principal
investigator for the survey, be contacted for expert advice rela-
tive to protecting archaeological and historical resources in the
proposed area before initiating the clearing project. Additionally,

it 'is recommended the North Carolina Division of Archives and History

also be consnlted before clearing is initiated.

_C. D. PETERSON
Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD - 5003
Typist: J. Cross, 23Jul84 - 5003

ey e







11000/5

NREAD

23 Jul 1984
Frem: Supervisory Ecologist
s 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 ltr 5420/2 FAC 18 Jul 1984
. ({b) SJA ltr 5800 CLO S Jul 1584
(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 request 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 B802362.

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
() 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 requirements identified
in reference (c) are satisfied, this project appears to meet the
criteria contained in reference (e) for a categorically excluded
action (i.e. submittal of an EA to Headquartes Marine Corps is not
required). :

D. D. SHARPE

Lwee (2)






11000/5

NREAD
23 Jul 1584
From: Supervisory Ecologist
T6 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 ;
(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 adeguate for initial review.
However, a map showing roads to be traveled should be incorporated
into environmental impact assessment document. The following
comments are provided relative to accuracy of section 5 of the
subject PEA.

a. Air Quality: Agree

b. Land Quality: There will be 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 Roffman 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.

f£. Socio-Economic Considerations: Off base persons and
property will be affected at levels which could be preceived
as significant by noise traffic impact and dust associated with
vehicle. Public controversy should be anticipated and sufficient
public education provided.

e (%)






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

cf 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

NPEAD
23 July 1984

Yrom: EBase Wildlife Manager
To:s Director, Natural Resources &and Environmental Affairs
Division

SubjJ: REVIEW OF PEA POR LAV CREW TRAINING
Ref: (&) 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. Foffman Forest is an area which is extensively used by
the public. for recreational hunting, fishing and trapping. There
i{g & 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 Cormuunity De-
velopment be contacted concerning the proposed use of LAV Crew
Training in Hoffman Forest, since there will likely be confllcts.
with hunters in particular.

C. D. PETERSON

Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD, 23Cuf@84
Typist: J. Cross, 23Gpd 84 5003






11000/5
NREAD
23 July 1984

From: DBase Wildlife Manager

To: Directer, Naturesl Resources and Environmental Affairs
Divieion

-

Subj: REVIEW PEA FOR LZ BLUEBIRD REPAIR

Ref: (a) Chairman, EIRB ltr 5420/2 FAC of 18 Jul 1984
(b) Volume I Archaeological 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 is

a possibility that a portion of Site ONY 138 contained in reference
(b) remains inteet under the existing AM2 matting material. There-
fore it 1= recommended that the portion of the site be examined by
a quelified archaeologist before grading and filling is initiated.

2. Contact with the Korth Carolina Department of Archives and
History 1s additionally recommended before work on the proposed
project is initisated.

C. D. PETERSON

Writer: C. D. Peterson, NREAD, 5003 .
Typist: J. Cross, 23Jul8i, 5003

Fatre (4]






CLASSIFICATION

friendly forces in the area of operatlons. 'Thencﬁaracter,
... type, and extent of _such assistance are_considered. .In
- connection with an amphibious operation; any pre-D-day
in the objec-

* operations of air, naval, or ground forces
tive area are included

Ny S '..w-..:m TRC R T %

iz, Pecullarities and Weaknesses. (Slgnificant peculiarltles
“"and weaknesses of enemy ahd‘friendly forces which may :
affect the accomplishment of the mission, such_as pecu-

~liar tactical doctrine, unconventional methods, and idio-
syncrasies of_indlvxdual commanders. £k R

'b.- Enemy Capabzlxties., (Enemy capab;lxties are. tho e: actions of which"
.. 7. = the enemy is physically capable and which, if adopted, will favor-
- B ke T F ably or unfavorably affect the accomplxshment of the: commander's
- - - mission. These capabilities are enumerated in this subparagraph
- for subsequent analysis in connection with. the commander's own. - .-
- courses of action. When justified by facts and logical assumptxons,
the relative order of probability of adoption of enemy capabilities
is noted. Statements of attack, defense, and reinforcement capa-
bilities include statements of how, when, where, and in what strength.
The statement of a withdrawal capability is usually a mere statement
that the enemy can thhdraw, usually beyond our objective, at any
time.)

c. Own Courses of Action. (In preparing this subparagraph, the com-
mander ‘visualizes all reasonable and practicable. courses of action -
":.which, if successful, will accomplish his mission. | He then elimi-
nates from further consideration those courses of action. which are
obviously inferior to the others. : Finally,: he.lists-anth;s‘subr_,«
©~ . paragraph those retained courses of action which must be tested .
"~ further, in the light of significant enemy capabilities and other :
i _factors, 1n paragraphs 3 and 4 below. AR

AN

There may be only one reasonable and practicable course of action
open to the commander in a simple situation, in a small command, or
in a‘case where the commander's freedom of action has been limited
by a detailed mission assigned by his superior. - In such cases,

. the decision should not-be stated until the course of action has
been tested by carrying it through an analysis of the content of
‘paragraph 3, in order to fully determine the ramifications of. the
course of action and .to refine the HOW of the decision.

3. ANALYSIS OF OPPOSING COURSES OF ACTION ) ' |

(In this paragraph, each course of action listed in subparagraph 2c is
analyzed to determine its probable outcome when opposed by each of the
enemy's capabilities enumerated in subparagraph 2b. This is accomplished
" by visualizing the results which would occur. if each.course of action - -
-.were:opposed Separately by each enemy capability. Enemy capabilities ‘
jwhxch have . llttle or.no effect‘on the chozce .of action.are not. 1ncluded







. CLASSIFICATION

‘This visualization also includes a consideration of the influence of
pertinent factors treated in subparagraph 2a. These factors are ap-
- . plied in order to determine more definitely the possibilities inherent
. in each course of action, and:to develop'and refine the HOW of the de-
\:”Q';¢ision.“]At*this”pdint{in_the’estimate,ﬁthe'commander determines how
'_gthe}factd;sj;nfsubpa:agraphf2afmayfbest be exploited by him in order
_ﬁv tQ%enhancegtheﬁgdvantagesfahdgreduce;thejdisadvantages of each course
. 'of.action under consideration.  This may result in the introduction

ﬁ?ngwﬁcou:Seéfdf%agtignzbr;majp:~changesfinmthe,ones already under

n ‘tion: " The steps which the commander determines to.be essen-
‘tial to: the success: of ‘a:course of action.becomes a part of his concept
of operation;: ]

- PPLHER © TONs =

A

»‘his "visualization of the results' Of each course”of actgdd) the com-
Qmande:fcaﬁ]ﬂeterminefthe;enemy(sgability”to oppose that course of action,
“"and’ the degree of ‘success which can be expected from it. The commander

then isolates the governing factors of the situation which have the most
important bearing on his choice of the most suitable course of action.
The governing factors are carried forward to paragraph 4 for use in
comparing the several courses of action open to him.)

From o

A '

4. COMPARISON OF OWN COURSES OF ACTION

(In this paragraph, the advantages and disadvantages of each of his own
courses of action are summarized by the commander, and the courses are
compared and weighed against each other. That course of action which

. appears to offer the.greatest prospect of success is selected and stated -

-“;j;-aS'&fccnclusidng*'Ifcseveralﬁcbursé§*o£<actibn,offer equal prospects of

" success, the one is chosen which most favors future action. During this -

- comparison, certain favorable:aspects of .two or more courses of action
. may result in formulation of ‘a new or combination of courses of action
. which' the commarder may adopt.and-state in his decision. In some cases,
it will be possible to”eliminate all but one of the commander's own
- courses of action by means of deductions made in subparagraph 28, TN
such cases, the comparison required by paragraph 4 is omitted.)

“

5. DECISION .

¢

o e R et T e M R R R RO i ; 3
" (The course of action‘selected for adoption is formally stated in this
paragraph as‘the-decision. ‘The decision is a clear, concise, and logical
statement of the commander's intentions. Appropriately amplified, it
becomes the commander's concept of operation.. The decision and the con-
cept of operation form the basis for the preparation of plans and orders.

A commander's decision alwayé indicates WHAT the command as a whole is
to do. It also indicates as much of the WHO, WHEN, WHERE, HOW, and WHY
as may be appropriate and practicable under the circumstances.

R

Prig :.wﬁém*is;éfstaﬁémén;-gfusﬁéfaéd:se'Efiabtion tofbe:executed to
S cgomplish“theﬂmiSsion{{i}e11*?t°fland'and.Secure'" "to con-- .

if that course ‘of action is: selected for execution. v







INTRODUCTION

An introduction 1s not necessary but may be ' used to clarify an understand-
ing\of ‘the problems or:to limit the scope.f It should be brief and should
not: 1nc1ude discu351on ‘material. i Ve : 3

1. PROBLEM

Y- Assumptions are
used ‘to bridge gaps ‘between . known facts and their use may be ‘necessary
‘to compléte the problem solv1ng process. Unnecessary assumptions are
avoided, and care is taken to avoid substituting -assumptions for as-
.certainable factors or for conclusions. ' An assumption is defined as
a~supposition regarding the- current situation, or a presupposition on
the ‘future’ course of events,’ either or both assumed to be true in the
absence of positive proof to the contrary., They may be necessary to
enable the conmander, in the process ‘'of plaining, to complete his
estimate of the 31tuation and make a dec151on on his course of action.

3;, FACTS BEARING ON THE PROBLEM

and established facts having a direct bearing on the problem.
are. stated concisely and the source shown; e.g., (A/5p.6) indi-
:Annex A (bibliography), 5th reference, page 6. They are indi-
:and”number'd in the orderhof'first.appearance in the study.%'







DISCUSSTON

The facts and assumptions and their 1mplications are analyzed in this
paragraph:. - The - reasoning which leads to the conclusions' and. recommens
~dations is set forth.. This. ‘paragraph is 'a logical development. of ;f¥§

pertinent aspects ‘of the problem, including the. formulation, analy.

~and comparison of: possible -solutions’ and: courses of action. . Anhdféay—'
- type’ statement ‘of facts;" assumptions, and their 1nter-relation £he

~graph in the. body‘of the study"should beva summary of the annex.
-he ‘discussion paragraph must contain“suf-

The reasoning set ' forth in the discussion culminates in conclusions" i
which are presented here in concise form. Statements in the conclu- =
sions paragraph should begin with: "THAT the . . . ." They should not
be a restatement of facts or assumptions, but rather should be solu-
tions which are logically derived from the analysis in the discussion.

¢ E \

6. ACTION RECOMMENDED

Recommendations are reduced to clear, concise statements.permitting

simple approval or disapproval by the approving authority.. Normally
recommendations. begin with *THAT".or "It is recommended that". (list ~
subparagraphs) . If an implementing document’ is" required, it should,
be attached with a recommendation for signature to implement and for- :
ward as necessary. oy i : e 3

Name‘
S Rank and Service
i ;;:f»'*f-_‘_ Title :
Recommendations - Approved
iy : i »1-. R ,.“ 5
6.b R
6.C : el s : : e

ANNEX A: Biblicgraphy ;
1. Author, title, year of publication,'name of publisher.
2. ) ot ] L s sl T s R
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ASSISTANT CHIEF O.TAFF. FACILITIES
HEADQUARTERS, MARINE CORPS BASE

DATE f/(/r9,
e

TFO:

BASE MAINT O DIR, FAMILY HOUSING

PUBLIC WORKS O DIR, UNACCOMPANIED PERS HSG
COMM-ELECT_AQ, BASE FIRE CHIEF

DIR., NAT. RESOURCES & ENV. AFFAIRS

1l Attachedj;/o;warded for mfo/actlon %/

2 Please,mmal br cog)j\ent and return all papers to this office.
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2.
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3. Your file copy. -

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

MCBCL 5216/21 (REV. 6-83)
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Caroclina 28542

11000
NREAD

From: Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps
Base, Camp Lejeune

To: Assistant Chief of Staff, Training, Marine Corps
Base, Camp Lejeune

Subj: PROPOSED CLEARING AND DRAINAGE OF K-2 IMPACT AREA
Encl: (1) Map of K-2 Impact Area

1. The Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division (NREAD) has been assigned the responsibility of doing
the subject staff study. The purpose of the study is to
determine the alternative for clearing the subject area which
strikes an acceptable balance between achieving the military
objectives of the project and compliance with public policy

on envircnmental protection.

2. It is requested that an officer be assigned by Assistant
Chief of Staff, Training to serve as liaison between the NREAD
personnel conducting the study and military units whose training
objectives require the subject clearing. It is also requested
that you prepare a map of areas to be cleared and areas to be
drained using the enclosure.

3. Point of contact is Mr. Julian Wooten, Director, NREAD,
extension 5003.

M. G. LILLEY

Writer: J. Wooten, NREAD, ext 5003
Typist: T. Hardison, 27 July 1984
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4 Sep 84
MEMORANDUM

From: Officer in Charge of Construction, Jacksonville, NC Area,
Camp Lejeune

To: Assistant Chief of Staff, Facilities, Marine Corps Base,
Camp Lejeune

Subj: CLEARING OF K-2 IMPACT AREA

Encl: (1) K-2 Impact Area Timber Sale Contract Analysis
(2) Summary of FY 84 Timber Sale Contracts for Camp Lejeune
(3) Dir NREAD memo of 29 Zug 84 to ROICC

1. Enclosure (1) provided contracting issues.relative to a timber sale to achieve
the subject clearing. Inter alia was included an estimate of a maximum timber

sale price of $70,000. This price was based on NREAD forester's estimates of total
wood with the following extensions: :

a. In view of shrapnel and projectile contamination, it was presumed that all
wood would be saleable as pulpwood only.

b. It was presumed that with possible pulpwood contamination as well and the
recuirement to clear cut the entire area, the pulpwood weould yield the low range
of pulpwood timber sale prices achieved during FY 84. Enclosure (2) applies.
Moreover, in view of all work associated with the clear cut reqguirements, this
pulpwood price represents a maximum sale price.

2. Enclosure (3), however, advises of a possible sale range from $70,000 to
$1,000,000. This sale range provided by the Director NREAD is not supportable
in that no one from the NREAD has physically been in the proposed timber sale
area. In view of that, estimates provided in enclosure (1) are considered the
most reasonable based on known information. Accordingly, to determine if the
enclosure (1) estimate of $70,000 is truly reasonable or not, additional facts
must be gathered and those facts can only be gathered by a forester physically
surveying the impact area just as a contractor would have to survey the area
prior to submitting his timber sale bid.

3. Should the foresters at NREAD persist in the contention that the K-2 area is
too hazardous for them to conduct a survey, then the follow1ng conclusions maintain:

a. It is likewise too hazardous an area to have prospective bldders surveying
the area and the Government presuming liability for any accidents.

b. The enclosure- (1) estimate would be the most reascnable estimate and -l
should maintain as the Government estimate of timber value. . "t N 3
c. Under any circumstances as a Contracting Officer, I am reguired to make a
determination that a bid is reasonable before award is made. The range of prices-
proposed by enclosure (3) precludes determination of reasonable bid in view of
the large range in price. - &
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Subj: CLEARING OF K-2 IMPACT AREA

4. Notwithstanding the above and in absenee of a detailed estimate of tz.mber
value developed from a NREAD forester's phys:\.cal survey of the area, it is
concluded that if the area is too hazardous for a Government forester to survey,
it is too hazardous for a timber sale contract.

7

Yy
) ,/ /)’/ >
Z & ,//%—\
<AL ANNESME
2 o
Copy to’
NREAD






. . ' . X-2 IMPACT RXEA .

- 1,000 Acres containing estimated 1,200,000 cu. ft. of wood. : Sagge
- Area used as impacf/range since 1540'5 and may contain unexploded ordnance
and does contain, to unknown.deérees, shrapnel and bullets in trees.
! . .

- Require K-2 ZArea to be clear cut to increase range use.

PROELEM

- Should timber sale’accompany clear cut

FRCTS FROM COXNTRACTING ISSUES

- 0ICC JxX hes verbal 0.X. from Norfelk to execute timber szle contract :
but General Counsel must review specs re

Clauvses corcermning potential for urexplcdéed orcdnance and results

2 Glevse ccrncerning potential for centaminated tirber.

“y

cr biéétrs in this cese including a hzzerd risk zrd & contaminziion

ras ccneidereé minimal by LANTDIV Forester. Local Ferester infcr=zal

H
1
n
b
&

surﬁey results were larce loccers - Ko/snall loggers - Yes.

- znticipated price for clear cut timber sale unkncwn. Fcowever, local Forester
(vho ccnsiders area too hzzerdous to enter) estimates following:
1,200,000 cu.ft. of timber. In view of contamination risk all is potential
pulpwood, =zlthouvch lazrge shrapnel constitutes pulpwood contamingtion.
Exclvding potential risks here, pulpwood in this‘location wourld yield
around §$5/cord. (Cord + 4'x4'x8' = 128 cu. ft. stacked = 85 cu. ft. wood).

).

Thus, the maximum sale is $70,000. .(1,200,000 x zg

. . ~

rénance, ; oo Tl GR g s s Al - =T
op . . - s * 3 5 S et s
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- Discounting of maximum sale price for explosive risk and’ contamination risk

o

is unknown - a2s stated zbove may result in no appreciatle price .or no bids.
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¢« Ll Execution

. W

: B

2.

STI2MARY

- Velce to

3¢

tires follow‘ - . e R R T T . A T S

2 wéeks prepare spec. {
4 weeks for LANTDIV review/approval/advertise.

4 Yéeks advertise (may be insufficient time.for small logger survey
of timber in 1,000 acre.area). e : R
2 weeks award rgceipt of paymént and bonds.

2 weeks mobilize.

4 months of 100% prcduction to clear. (Small loccer assume four

crews 10 acres a day 6 cays a week = 17 weeks.)

3 months non-production (includes nil production in Jan, Feb, March

due to moisture znd inevitable eguirment problers.)

- Impact area must be dormant from EOD survey to conipletion of clearing.

- Tirber sale contract is possible to cevelop.

- Execution time 10% nonths to ccmpletion of clear cut.

U. S. Gevernment unknown. Xneowns follow:
Maximum possible szle $70,000.

*

If a sale is pessible it weuld not be a certzinty until biéd cpening,
. " L 3
a 2% month lead tirme.

Any government incurred lizbility due to explosives would render

net loss to sale at any price.

ALY






U.ED STATES MARINE. CORPS . PR IR g
Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs Division .
Marine Corps Base
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina 29542 IN REPLY REFER TO

11010 s
NREAD
29 Aug 1984

From: Director, Natural Resources and Environmental Affairs
Division :

R0 & Resident Officer in Charge of Construction, Jacksonville,
North Carolina Area

Subj: K-2 IMPACT'AREA; ESTIMATED VALUE OF TIMBER TO BE CLEARED-IN

Ref: (a) FONECON btwn Mr. E. Rouse, PW and Mr. P. Black, NREAD
on 29 Aug 1984 :

1. During the reference, the following volumes and values were
estimated for subject area. Using 85 cubic feet of solid wood
per cord, it was determined that there are approximately 14,117
cords in the area. Using 6,000 pounds/cord, this would calculate
that there are 42,352 tons of wood in the area. The price could
" range from $1.66/ton ($5.00/cord) to $25.00/ton ($150/MBF) which
would equate a dollar value range from $70,304 to $1,058,800.

5. TFor additiomal information, please contact Peter Black at
2083 op 2195.
Yy
J. I. WOOTEN
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s NUMBER
Sino Tbonls . .
*'Co.  N62470-84-5-7818

od Co. N62470 84-5-7819
;yﬂnwf*ﬂzév
ic Corp. N62470-84-S-7826

/MW UJJ

d Corp. N62470-84-S-7847

ﬁ&ﬂud-;>
N62470-84-S5-7895

\

AWARD DATE

TYPE TIMBER

CHANGE ORDER QUANTITY
31 Jan 84 Pine Pulpwood 10
PO1 - Add'1l _ffig Pine Pulpwood 50
31 Jan 84 Pine Pulpwood 10
PO1 - Add'1 Pine Pulpwood 50 .
30 Sep 84..ﬂ/f§£z297zy?§j Pine Sawtimber 546
: Pine Pulpwood 76
PO1.- Add'1l Pine Sawtimber 27.5
: Pine Pulpwood 19.12
P02 - Add'l Pine Sawtimber 103
Pine Pulpwood 40.704
26 Jan 84 é,é ,Mb Pine Sawtimber 77
i Pine Pulpwood 146
15 May 84. . Pine Sawtimber 133
Pine Pulpwood 231
PO1 - Add'l Pine Sawtimber 121.93
Pine Pulpwood 130.47
P02 - Add'l Pine Pulpwood 2.2

CDS
CDS

CDS

cbs

MBF
CDS
MBF

CDS.

MBF
CDS

MBF
CDS

- MBF

CDS
MBF
CDS
CDS

UNIT PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL CONTRACT
$ 9.00 $ 90.00
9.00 450.00 $ 540.00
9.00 90.00
9.00 450.00 540.00
160.16 87,447.36
5.00 380.00
160.16 4,404 .40
5.00 95.60
106.16 16,496.48
5.00 203.52 109,027.36
130.00 10,010.00
10.00 1,460.00 11,470.00
115.00 15,295.00
10.00 2,310.00
115.00 14,021.95
10.00 1,304.70
10.00 522.00 33,453.65

EZhACA—(Li\
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UNITED STATES MARINE CaRkPS
. MARINE CORPS BAssc‘
CAMP LEJEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 28542

IN REPLY NEFER TO

11000
EOD
26 July 84
From: Explosive Ordnance Disposal Officer
To : Assistant Chief of Staff, Training
Subj: NREAD COMMENTS CONCERNING K-2 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Ref: (a) Director NREAD ltr 11000/4 over NREAD dtd 23 JUL 84

(b) Ecologists ltr 11000/5 over NREAD dtd 23 JUL 84

(c) Wildlife Manager ltr 11015/1A over NREAD dtd 23 JuL 84
#(d) Forester 1tr 11000/2 over NREAD dtd 24 JUL 84

(e) Ecologists ltr 11000/5 over NREAD dtd 23 JUL 84

1. References (a) through (e) have been carefully reviewed. The
first request for range improvements in the K-2 Impact Area was
submitted on 19 January 1984. Since that time numerous offers for
NREAD to inspect or review the K-2 Impact Area have been made. '
Becsuse it is the poicy of NREAD not to go into impact areas, even
with EOD escort, they have not taken advantage of these cpportunities.
Treir letters while well written are of little value withcut on

site vists of the areas in questions and constantly refer to "MAY
AFFECT SITUATIONS". I believe the Amended PEA submitted on 11 July
84 effectively covers all areas of concern. Base on coasultation
with the Base Environmental Engineer and SJA office and our prepared
presentation to the EIRB; I believe the PEA willi be recommended

for approval by the Commanding General.

2. The following comments refer to reference (a):

a. Para. l.a. - The Amended PEA is still correct. There are
nG known endangered species in the area to be cleared. The newly
found Red-Cockaded Woodpecker Site is on Range K-303's right flank
ard will not be affected by the clearing. The American Alligators
and their habitat in Whitehurst Creek will be avoided during clearing.

b. Para. 1.b. - Ditching and clearing operations in the White-
hurst and Mill Creek area have been reviewed by Earnie Jenkins of
the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers. Increase fresh water flow is
estimated at less then 5 cubic feet per second which 1s an acceptable
amount.

c. Para. l.c. - Archaeological and Historical considerations
are covered in detail in the Amended PEA and are correct.

d. Para. 1.d. - A request for a permit to drain the K-2
wetlisands was requested from the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers and
nas bzen accomplished. Correspondence is forthcoming fron the Corps
of Engineers granting permission to conduct the project under a
“National Permit". VLiaison with the Army Corps of Engineers was
addressed in the Amended PEA.

=
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e. Para. l.e. - There is no requirement to file a Federal
Consistency Statement with the North Carolina Office of Coastal
Management because there will be no construction within 75*' of
tidal waters.

f. Para.l.f. - A Sedimentation Control Plan is not required to
be submitted to the State of North Carolina as per SJA opinion of
10 September 1980. However, sedimentation control is addressed in
the Amernded PEA and good construction practices will be followed.

g. Para. l.g. - This project is not a major federal action and
does not require a EA. It is classified as Routine Range Maintenance
and will not change the primary purpose of the Range.

. " -‘Paras 2 - A Sedimentation Control Plan is not required to
be submitted to the State of North Carolina as per SJA opinion of 10
September 1980. HOwever, sedimentation control is addressed in the
Amended PEA and good construction practices will be followed.

i. Para. 3 and 4 - I am not involved in these two projects.

j. Para. 5 - I don't agree that the SJA and the Environmental
Engineer have provided inaccurate information. However, I do agree
that there are some conflicts within the NREAD staff and other
sections.

3. The following comments refer to reference (b):

a. Para. l.a. - Previously addressed in this letter para.2.b.

b, " “Para...l.b. Previously addressed in this letter para. 2.d.

c. Para. l.c.

Previously addressed in this letter para. 2.a.

d. Para. l.d. - The habitat of the American Alligator is addressed
in this letter para. 2.a. The Dionaea Muscipula (Venus Fly Trap) and
Sarracenia (Pitcher Plants) are identified as endangered species that
MAY BE AFFECTED by the subject project. However, these plants have
not been identified as existing in the K-2 Impact Area in any known
previous studies. I believe these plants have been misclassified
by NREAD as endangered but in fact are protected species. These
same plants were identified in the G-10 Improvement Project by NREAD
and to date no evidence has been submitted indicating that these
plants were damaged.

e. Para. 2.a.

Previously addressed in this letter in para.2.e.
f. Para. 2.b. - Previously addressed in this letter in para. 2.f.

9.~ Para.M2,c, Previously addressed in this letter in para. 2.a.

h. Para. 2.d. - Previously addressed in this letter in para. 2.g.

(2)
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1. Para. 3 - Previously addressed in this letter in para. 2.g.

J. Para. 4 - I disagree; the K-2 project should be put before
the EIRB. NREAD has advisory members on the EIRB and have the
opportunity/responsibility to present the E<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>